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We study an interacting one-dimensional gas of spin-1/2 fermions with two-body losses. The
dynamical phase diagram that characterises the approach to the stationary state displays a wide
quantum-Zeno region, identified by a peculiar behaviour of the lowest eigenvalues of the associated
non-Hermitian Hamiltonian. We characterise the universal dynamics of this Zeno regime using an
approximation scheme based on a effective decoupling of charge and spin degrees of freedom, where
the latter effectively evolve according to a non-Hermitian Heisenberg Hamiltonian. We present
detailed results for the time evolution from initial states with one particle per site with either
incoherent or antiferromagnetic spin order, showing how peculiar charge properties witnessed by
the momentum distribution function build up in time.

I. INTRODUCTION

Losses are ubiquitous in ultra-cold gases and in sev-
eral situations their interplay with quantum physics is
at the basis of a remarkable phenomenology. They can
be used to detect quantum coherence and the onset of
Bose-Einstein condensation [1–3], to stabilize quantum
Hall states [4], to cool the gas [5–7], or even to drive it
through phases which violate the equilibrium thermody-
namic Tan’s relation [8].

Several experiments have studied the dynamics of
correlated one-dimensional quantum gases in the pres-
ence of two-body losses, both for bosons [9–15] and for
fermions [16–18]. The theoretical characterisation of the
interplay between the unitary and lossy dynamics has
thus emerged as an important challenge and has recently
attracted attentiont [19–26]. In the presence of spinful
gases, the stationary states can be highly non-trivial as
a consequence of spin conservation, and an incoherent
mixture of entangled Dicke states is stabilised by losses,
possibly useful for metrological purposes [27–30]. How-
ever, despite various experiments with molecular [16, 17]
and atomic gases [18] have been performed to realised
such incoherent mixture of entangled Dicke states, they
were not able to certify the properties of the produced
stationary states. Moreover, when losses are strong,
the quantum Zeno (QZ) regime sets in, and a counter-
intuitive increase of the gas lifetime takes place as the
loss rate is augmented [31–43]. As such, a many-body
hard-core constraint takes place and atoms/molecules be-
have as fermionized (hard-core) fermions [17], where the
losses are interpreted as fast and unread measurements.
Whereas a theory of the dynamics of spinless bosonic
gases in this QZ regime has been developed [22, 24], the
same is not true for spinful fermionic gases: this consti-
tutes a fundamental hurdle both for the exploitation of
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the entangled stationary states and for the interpretation
of existing experiments.

In this work we consider a spin-1/2 interacting
fermionic gas in the presence of two-body losses. Sev-
eral theoretical works have addressed various aspects of
the model and of its dynamics [16–18, 27–30]. In par-
ticular, Ref. [30] addressed the weakly-interacting and
-dissipative regime, highlighting the impact of spin con-
servation on the full dynamics, going beyond determining
the stationary properties. Here, we rather focus on the
QZ regime, presenting a dynamical theory in such regime
based on a spin-charge separation assumption. The nu-
merical study of the associated non-Hermitian Hamilto-
nian and of the full master equation allows us to iden-
tify a QZ regime emerging when the system is strongly-
dissipative or strongly-interacting. For a given initial
state, a rescaling of times shows that the QZ dynamics is
universal; we develop a simple and predictive theory for
this, using the key assumption that spin-charge separa-
tion takes place, where the spin degrees of freedom are
dissipatively cooled according to a slow non-Hermitian
Heisenberg Hamiltonian, and with a cooling rate set by
the charge correlations of the gas. By considering two
experimentally-relevant initial states, and by presenting
new predictions on the dynamics of several experimental
signatures, such as the density of the gas, its magnetic
correlations, and its momentum distribution function, we
aim to trigger a novel generation of quantitative experi-
mental studies.

The paper is organised as follows. In Sec. II we in-
troduce the model and in Sec. III we study its dynam-
ical phase diagram. Then, in Sec. IV we focus on the
QZ regime characterised by hard-core fermionic particles,
that we describe by means of spin-charge separation. In
Sec. V we present our dynamical theory for the dynamics
in the QZ regime. Next, we compare the prediction of our
theory to full quantum simulations regarding the density
of the gas, its momentum distribution function and spin
correlations (Sec. VI). Furthermore, we also present a
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FIG. 1. Imaginary part (with opposite sign) of the eigenvalues

of the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian H̃ in the sector with N =
L = 8 and Sz = 0 for U = 0 (left) and ~γ = 0.1 (right). Green
dashed vertical lines mark the boundaries of the MF region,
while red dot-dashed lines mark the QZ one.

particular case of our general theory in Sec. VII, valid for
the state with incoherent spin order. Finally, in Sec. VIII
we draw our conclusions.

II. THE MODEL

We consider a lossy gas of spin-1/2 fermions trapped in
a one-dimensional (1D) optical lattice and prepared with
one particle per site; several spin configurations will be
considered. At time τ = 0 the optical lattice is lowered so
that particles can tunnel to neighbouring minima; two-
body losses can take place when two particles occupy
the same site; our study can model experiments with
fermionic molecules [16, 17] or with atomic Ytterbium
in a metastable excited state [18]. In Ref. [27] it was
shown that the stationary states of this loss process are
incoherent mixtures of Dicke states.

Our goal is to characterise the dynamics of the gas,
which is described by a Lindblad master equation for ρ,
the density matrix of the system:

ρ̇ = L[ρ] = − i
~

[H, ρ] +
∑

j

LjρL
†
j −

1

2
{L†jLj , ρ}. (1)

The 1D Hubbard Hamiltonian models the optical lattice
in the single-band approximation:

H = −t
∑

j,σ

(
c†j,σcj+1,σ +H.c.

)
+ U

∑

j

nj,↑nj,↓; (2)

local two-body losses are described by the jump operators
Lj =

√
γcj,↑cj,↓. The cj,σ operators satisfy canonical an-

ticommutation relations (j labels the site and σ the spin)

and the density operator is nj,σ = c†j,σcj,σ; the hopping
amplitude is t and U is the interaction parameter, γ is the
loss rate. The problem depends on two effective param-
eters: ~γ/(2t) and U/t. The spin of the gas is described
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FIG. 2. (Left) The parameter space and the QZ region
marked by |ξ|/t > 8.0; the markers indicate the points of the
phase diagram for which the Lindblad dynamics in Eq. (1)
has been numerically studied. (Right) Universal QZ dynam-
ics of the density of the gas for an initial Néel state according
to the Lindblad equation (1): different markers correspond to
different points in the QZ region of the parameter space. The
collapse is obtained by rescaling time with γ. Simulations are
performed for L = 6.

by

~S =
∑

j

~Sj =
~
2

∑

j

∑

τ,τ ′

c†j,τ~σττ ′cj,τ ′ , (3)

where ~σ are the three Pauli matrices. The dynamics con-
serves the spin, as it can be deduced from the jump op-
erators, that annihilate a spin singlet [27].

III. DETAILS ABOUT THE PHASE DIAGRAM

The specific focus of this work is the study of the dy-
namics in Eq. (1) in the quantum-Zeno (QZ) regime. In
order to define it in simple terms, we consider the non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian associated to the problem [44],

H̃ = H − (i~/2)
∑

j

L†jLj . (4)

As L†jLj = nj,↑nj,↓, this corresponds to the Hubbard

model with complex interaction ξ = U − i~γ/2. The de-
cay times of the system depend on the imaginary part
of the eigenvalues of H̃, which we compute numerically
using the package QuSpin [45, 46]. The asymptotic life-
time of the gas is determined by those eigenvalues whose
negative imaginary part is closest to zero. The analy-
sis of the complex eigenvalues shows the existence of two
well-defined regions, see for instance the plot in Fig. 1,
which will be analyzed in the next two subsections.

A. Mean-field universality

In the weakly-dissipative and weakly-interacting
regime appearing approximately for |ξ|/t . 2, the imagi-
nary part of all eigenvalues increases linearly with γ, see
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FIG. 3. (Left) The parameter space and the QZ region
marked by |ξ|/t > 8.0; the markers indicate the points of the
phase diagram for which the Lindblad dynamics in Eq. (1)
has been numerically studied. (Right) Universal QZ dynam-
ics of the density of the gas for an initial Néel state according
to the Lindblad equation (1): different markers correspond
to different points in the QZ region of the parameter space.
The collapse is obtained by rescaling time with Γ in Eq. (5).
Simulations are performed for L = 6.

Fig. 1 (left panel). The plot in Fig. 2 shows the MF region
and marks the boundary line |ξ|/t = 2 with a dot-dashed
line. In the right panel of Fig. 2 we show the collapse of
the curves by the appropriate rescaling with γ.

B. Quantum Zeno regime

The QZ regime appears approximately for |ξ|/t & 8.0,
as marked in Fig. 1, where there is a group of eigenval-
ues whose imaginary part decreases as ~γ × t2/|ξ|2 (see
App. A), so that the lifetime of the gas increases with
γ or with U . This result is more general than the stan-
dard QZ effect because it takes place also for small γ. In
general, this increased lifetime follows from the absence
of doubly-occupied lattice sites, so that losses are less
effective. This can be the consequence of strong elastic
interactions or of losses; in both cases, at long times, the
gas is composed of long-lived hard-core fermionic parti-
cles which never occupy the same site in pairs.

The plot in Fig. 3(left) shows the QZ region and marks
the boundary line |ξ|/t = 8.0 with a dot-dashed line. We
verify the existence of the QZ regime also in the master
equation beyond non-Hermitian physics by performing a
numerical simulation of the dynamics in Eq. (1) with the
package QuTiP [47, 48]. As a simple example, we initial-
ize a Néel state with one particle per site and staggered
spin structure, |ΨN〉 = | . . . ↑↓↑↓↑↓ . . .〉, and evolve it
with parameters such that |ξ|/t > 8.0: the results are
shown in Fig. 3(right) and the densities n(τ) collapse by
rescaling the time τ with the typical Zeno rate

Γ = γ × t2

|ξ|2 . (5)

In between the MF and QZ regions lies an intermediate
one which acts as a crossover. The latter is characterised

by different behaviours and no appropriate rescaling of
time to obtain the collapse of the dynamics has been
found so far. A thorough investigation of the model in the
whole phase space is particularly interesting, and could
help understanding whether another transient behaviour
is “hidden” between the MF and QZ regimes. We leave
this study for future work. Now that the QZ regime has
been properly defined, we focus on the dynamics of the
gas in this limit.

IV. ZENO LIMIT AND HARD-CORE
FERMIONS

The QZ regime is characterised by an extensive sub-
space of long-lived hard-core states with at most one
fermion per site. The effective master equation in this
limit is given by [27] :

ρ̇ = L′[ρ] = − i
~

[H ′, ρ] +
∑

j

L
′

jρL
†′
j −

1

2
{L†

′

j L
′

j , ρ}. (6)

We introduce the hard-core fermion (HCF) operators
fj,σ that satisfy all the properties of the cj,σ and in ad-
dition the constraint fj,↑fj,↓ = 0. The Hamiltonian of
the HCFs is the restriction of H in Eq. (2) to the space
of HCFs, and coincides with the Hubbard model in the

U → ∞ limit: H ′ = −t∑j,σ(f†j,σfj+1,σ + H.c.). The
jump operators follow from the judicious application of
the dissipative Schrieffer-Wolff transformation [49, 50] to
the original model and are accompanied by the appear-
ance of the loss rate Γ in Eq. (5), proper of the QZ regime,
see App. A,

L′j =
√

Γ/2
∑

µ=±1

(fj,↑fj+µ,↓ − fj,↓fj+µ,↑) . (7)

The new jump operator annihilates spin singlets on
neighbor sites (j, j + 1) and/or (j − 1, j).

In order to solve the HCF dynamics we decouple the
spin and charge sectors, and propose an ansatz for the
density matrix that is a product of the two:

ρ(τ) = ρc(τ)⊗ ρs(τ). (8)

This spin-charge separation is motivated by the well-
known results for the Hamiltonian in the U →∞ regime,
that have been recently extended in Ref. [28] to the non-

Hermitian Hamiltonian H̃. Whereas this decoupling does
not automatically ensure that during the dynamics cor-
relations between the two parts will not be created, we
have observed a posteriori that this ansatz provides a
good quantitative description of the dynamics.

Several methods have been proposed to deal with spin-
charge separation at U → ∞, which are taylored on the
specific properties of HCFs [51–58]; we use here one
that is due to Zvonarev et al. [59]. The Hilbert space
of N HCFs on a lattice of length L is mapped to a one-
dimensional model of N spinless fermions on a lattice of
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| ↑ ↓ ↑ ↓ ↑ ⟩
L′�3

| ↑ ⟩( | ∘ ∘ ↓ ⟩ − | ↓ ∘ ∘ ⟩) | ↑ ⟩

f3,↑ f2,↓ f3,↑ f4,↓

FIG. 4. Sketch of a loss process taking place on |ΨN〉 at

site j = 3. After the action of the jump operator L
′
3, the

state of the system is proportional to that written at the bot-
tom. In this state, space correlations are created only for the
fermions with spin down (highlighted by red), implying the
value δΨ0 = 1/2 in (12) for the antiferromagnetic state |ΨN〉.
(Right) Dynamics of the number of particles n(τ) for an initial
|ΨN〉 state. The dashed curves for L = 10 and L = 12 are full
simulations of the effective master equation for the hard-core
states (6). The RE-DSC produces a very good description of

the process, and the τ−1/3 is a fitting function.

length L tensored with a spin-1/2 chain of length N . For
instance, the state with L = 4 sites and N = 2 particles
| ↑ ◦◦ ↓〉 is mapped onto the state |•◦◦•〉⊗| ↑↓〉. The key
point is that the spin chain carries information about the
spin of each particle in an ordered way, from left to right
and the HCF dynamics can swap the spin order only on
the long time-scale of the super-exchange coupling and
can be neglected in several situations.

We introduce the canonical spinless fermionic opera-

tors aj and the spin-1/2 operators ~Σj in order to de-
scribe the emerging charge and spin degrees of freedom,
and reformulate the master equation in this novel lan-
guage. The Hamiltonian H ′ acts only on the charge and
is just a free-fermion model, easily solved in momentum

space: H ′ = −2t
∑
k cos k a†kak. The jump operator L′j

removes two particles from neighbouring sites if they are
in a spin singlet; in the new language it must take the
form L′j = Λjaj(aj+1 − aj−1), where Λj is an operator
that checks whether the particles are in a spin singlet
state and whose explicit expression is not necessary.

Since the dynamics of the charges is much faster
than the loss rate, as expressed by the inequality t �
~Γ, we employ a time-dependent generalised Gibbs en-
semble (GGE) approximation for the charge sector,(see
Refs. [22, 60–63] for other examples of time-dependent
GGE formalism applied to weakly-dissipative systems).
The density matrix associated to the charge sector takes

the form ρc(τ) ∼ ∏k e
−βk(τ)a†kak , and it is fully deter-

mined by the occupation numbers nk(τ), determined by
the inverse temperatures βk(τ), and given by nk(τ) =

〈a†kak〉τ . The problem is now reduced to finding an evo-
lution equation, i.e. a rate equation, for the nk(τ)

V. RATE-EQUATION DISSIPATIVE SPIN
COOLING

The evolution of the occupation numbers nk(τ) from
the master eq. (6) is given by:

d

dτ
nk(τ) =

〈∑

j

L′†j

[
a†kak, L

′
j

]〉

τ

. (9)

An inspection of the jump operator in Eq. (7) elucidates
that: a) losses do not simply take place when two parti-
cles get close by: it is also necessary that they are in a
spin singlet; b) the action of L′j on the state gives rise to
quantum correlation only among a fraction of the whole
(spinful) fermionic modes, according to the their initial
spin structure. Let us first analyse point a): using the
spin-charge decoupling we define the spin-singlet projec-

tion operator Πj,j+1 = (1− 4
~2
~Σj · ~Σj+1)/4 on two neigh-

bouring sites of the spin chain, that represents the spins
of the j-th and j + 1-th particle and checks that they
are in a spin singlet. In general, whether the two par-
ticles are neighboring depends on the charge part of the
ansatz. Yet, we know that if they get close by, it is the
operator Πj,j+1 that checks if they are in a spin singlet.
We define the density of spin singlets between consecu-
tive fermions at time τ , Π(τ) = 1

L

∑
j〈Πj,j+1〉τ , and we

impose that the global rate of decaying of fermions is
replaced as Γ→ Γ Π(τ) for any momentum k.

Point b) instead requires to notice that losses can
create correlations in general only on a fraction δΨ0

of
fermions. Let us consider for example an initial state
with antiferromagnetic spin order, see Fig. 4. In this
case, after applying the operator L′3, spin-down fermions
develop spatial quantum correlations (one fermion with
spin down, highlighted in red, is indeed delocalised over
two sites), while fermions with spin up remain in a prod-
uct state. Since one loss process has created spatial cor-
relations for half of the fermions, namely those with spin
down, we have δΨN = 1/2, i.e. the factor δΨ0 takes into
account the fraction of fermions among which spatial cor-
relations are created after the action of the loss operator
(7).

In order to understand why we need to use δΨ0 = 1/2
for the Néel state, let us now consider an explicit calcu-
lation. We apply a jump operator to | ↑↓↑↓↑↓〉; if we take
j = 3, the state is turned into a linear superposition:

| ↑ ◦◦ ↓↑↓〉 − | ↑↓ ◦◦ ↑↓〉√
2

; (10)

see also the sketch in Fig. 4. Now, it is easy to see that
if we compute the momentum distribution function for
spins ↑, nk,↑ = n↑ = 1/3. The other spin component, in-
stead, features spatial correlations: nk,↓ = n↓ − cos(2k).
In this case, the spins ↑ do not develop any spatial corre-
lations, and for them a simple mean-field equation would
be sufficient. On the other hand, the spins ↓ feature
spatial correlation; of course, the situation would be re-
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verted if the jump operator had acted on another site.
This implies the use of δΨN

(τ = 0) = 1/2.
It is simple to generalise to generic spin states: δΨ0 is

given by the expectation value of the operator

δ̂ =
1

2N

∑

j

[P ↑j P
↓
j+1P

↑
j+2 + P ↓j P

↑
j+1P

↓
j+2], (11)

with P ↑j , P
↓
j the spin up/down projector for the spin ~Σj

of the j-th fermion.
We shall therefore decompose the right hand side of

Eq. (9) into a part proportional to 1 − δΨ0(τ) where
fermionic k dependence is integrated away and a part
proportional to δΨ0(τ) where the full momentum struc-
ture of the fermionic expectation value (whose computa-
tion is reported in App. D) is kept.

We are then in position to combine the two obser-
vations to obtain the following rate-equation (for a full
derivation see App. B):

d

dτ
nk(τ) = −4Γ Π(τ)

∫ π

−π

dq

2π

[
(1− δΨ0

(τ))+

+ δΨ0(τ) (cos k − cos q)
2
]
nqnk.

(12)

In order to close the equation and evaluate the time
evolution of Π(τ) and δΨ0(τ), we need to describe the
spin dynamics. What happens to spin degrees of free-
dom is rather simple: the number of singlets decreases
with time. This is exactly what is obtained once the
spin-charge decoupling is applied to the non-Hermitian

Hamiltonian in eq. (4): Hs = −Γ/2
∑
j
~Σj ·~Σj+1. Noting

that Hs = −Γ/2
∑
j (1−Πj,j+1) [28, 29, 64], we obtain

a non-Hermitian time evolution [65] applied to an infi-
nite spin chain without considering the fact that losses
change the number of particles, since in the thermody-
namic limit the number of particles, at any density, is
infinite:

ρs(τ) =
e−βs(τ)Hs ρs(0) e−βs(τ)Hs

Tr
[
e−2βs(τ)Hs ρs(0)

] , (13)

where ρs(0) is the density matrix describing the initial
spin state. Note that ρs depends on time only via βs,
and we compute 〈Π〉(βs) = tr[ρs(βs)Π] and δΨ0

(βs) =

tr[ρs(βs)δ̂] using an algorithm based on matrix-product-
states [66]. In order to determine how βs flows with time,
we observe that the spin is cooled each time a loss pro-
cess takes place, and this depends on whether two parti-
cles are close-by, hence: dβs

dτ (τ) = Tr[ρc(τ) 1
L

∑
j njnj+1],

which can be solved numerically together with Eq. (12).
The spin degrees of freedom are cooled down by this non-
Hermitian evolution with a temperature that flows at a
rate that depends on the charge properties of the gas, for
this reason we dub Eq. (12) rate-equation dissipative spin
cooling (RE-DSC).

10−2 10−1 100 101

τ Γ

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

n
(τ

)

RE-DSC

L = 10

L = 12

∼ τ−1/3

10−2 10−1 100 101

τ Γ

10−1

100

g
(2

) (τ
)

FIG. 5. Dynamics of the number of particles n(τ) (left) and

of the spin correlation function g(2)(τ) (right) for an initial
ordered Néel state. Dashed lines are obtained with numerical
simulations of the master equation for L = 10 and L = 12.
Solid green lines indicate the theoretical predictions obtained
with our RE-DSC theory.

VI. COMPARISON WITH FULL QUANTUM
SIMULATIONS

We first consider the system initialised in the Néel state
|ΨN〉. We perform exact simulations of the Lindblad dy-
namics of eq. (6) for up to L = 12 and compare it with
our RE-DSC theory with regards to three experimentally
accesible quantities: particle density, nearest neighbors
correlations and momentum distribution function.

We show nn Fig. 5 (left panel) the dynamics of the
density of particles starting from a Néel state. We re-
produce well the numerical data, and we fit a decay at
intermediate times compatible with the exponent 1/3,
i.e. n(τ) ∼ τ−1/3. Let us notice that our theory ad-
dresses the thermodynamic limit of the model, and since
the spin 〈S2〉 of the initial state scales as L and not as L2,
we predict a final vanishing density n(τ →∞) = 0, com-
patible with an algebraic decay [30], as opposed to the
finite density of the numerical simulations at finite sizes.
The discrepancy at long time is fully under control.

Our theory gives full access to the correlations g(2)(τ)

g(2)(τ) =
1

L

∑

i

(
〈nini+1〉τ
〈ni〉τ 〈ni+1〉τ

− 4

~2

〈~Si · ~Si+1〉τ
〈ni〉τ 〈ni+1〉τ

)
,

(14)
which in our spin-charge decoupling is proportional to the
density of singlets g(2)(τ) = 4Π(τ) since 〈njnj+1〉 = n2

(within the t-GGE scheme) and 1
~2 〈~Si · ~Si+1〉 = 1 −

4〈Πi,i+1〉 (by definition). We show in Fig. 5 (right panel)

the numerical data for g(2)(τ) computed from the full nu-
merical solution of the master equation starting from a
Néel state, the data are in good agreement, up to finite-
size effects, with our theoretical prediction obtained solv-
ing Eq. (12) with δΨ0

= 1/2. The details about the nu-
merical solution of Eq. (12) are presented in the App. D.

In Ref. [18], the function g(2)(τ) is fixed by a fitting
formula which is then determined via experimental data;
here we rather present a microscopic dynamical theory
without fit parameters. Moreover, besides giving full ac-
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0 π/2 π 3π/2 2π
k

τΓ = 0

τΓ = 0.1

τΓ = 0.25

τΓ = 0.75

τΓ = 1.25

FIG. 6. Momentum distribution function nk(τ) computed
from the full numerical solution of the Lindblad master equa-
tion for L = 10 (squares) and L = 12 (triangles) at differ-
ent times and the predictions of (RE-DSC) eq. (12) (dashed
lines). Left: time evolution from the infinite temperature spin
state. Right: time evolution from the Néel spin state.

cess to the charge correlations, our theory predicts an
algebraic decay. Notice that this is in contrast with the
exponential decay witnessed in numerical simulations of
small system sizes. As discussed in Ref. [18], an exponen-
tial decay of g(2)(τ) is necessary to have some population
in the stationary state. Finally, the decay of g(2)(τ) to
zero for large τ indicates the creation of states whose
spin-wavefunction is a Dicke state, which is one of the
most intriguing aspects of this loss process [27, 30].

An important aspect of the RE-DSC theory is that it
also allows to compute the momentum distribution func-
tion nk(τ), that could be measured in an experiment. In
Fig. 6 we present a comparison of the numerical data
with the results of our theory; the agreement is excel-
lent and explains very well the appearance of two peaks
at k = ±π/2, which is a distinctive feature of this Zeno
regime of strong losses.

We also apply our theory to the initial state with ex-
actly one particle per site and fully incoherent, infinite
temperature T =∞, spin structure. In this case we have
δT=∞ � 1 (in fact δT=∞ = 1/8, see App. C) at small and
intermediate times, therefore we witness a much smaller
modulation of the momentum distribution nk for this
state compared to the Néel state, Fig. 6, at these inter-
mediate time scales, giving an excellent numerical confir-
mation of one of the major predictions of Eq. (12): i.e.
initial states with large spin order leads to time-evolved
states with strong inhomogeneities of nk(τ) in k-space.

We note that the t-GGE state ρc(τ) is a fermionic
Gaussian state, and thus obeys Wick’s theorem. Since

〈a†kaq〉τ = δk,qnk(τ), this gives direct acces also to
charge correlation functions of the state. For instance,
1
L

∑
i〈nini+1〉 = 1

L2

∑
k,q (1− cos (k − q))nknq, and, in

particular, for both, left and right panel, momentum dis-
tribution functions in Fig. 6 we obtain 〈nini+1〉 = n2.
We expect this result to be true more in general when
one considers initial states which are product states in
the charge degrees of freedom.

10−2 10−1 100 101

τ Γ

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

n
(τ

)

MF-DSC

L = 10

L = 12

∼ τ−1/4

10−2 10−1 100 101

τ Γ

10−2

10−1

100

g
(2

) (τ
)

FIG. 7. Dynamics of the number of particles n(τ) (left) and

of the spin correlation function g(2)(τ) (right) for an initial
maximally-mixed spin state. Dashed lines are obtained with
numerical simulations of the master equation for L = 10 and
L = 12. Solid green lines indicate the theoretical predictions
obtained with our MF-DSC theory.

VII. SPIN IDENTITY INITIAL STATE AND
MEAN FIELD

Our RE-DSC (12) can therefore be view as an ex-
tension of the mean field equation first proposed in
Refs. [18, 19]: d

dτ n(τ) = −Γg2(τ) n(τ)2, which is re-
covered by Eq. (12) under the simplification δΨ0

= 0,
which means that no spatial structure is created during
the loss evolution. We now apply our theory to the initial
state with exactly one particle per site and fully incoher-
ent spin structure with T = ∞. As reported in App. C,
we have δT=∞ = 1/8. It is interesting to approximate
the latter to δT=∞ ∼ 0 so that the RE-DSC gives flat
occupation of fermions in momentum space (no spatial
correlation are created) and it can easily be manipulated
into a mean-field-type of evolution for the total number
of particles n =

∫
dk
2π nk

d

dτ
n(τ) = −4 Γ Π

(
βs(τ)

)
n(τ)2, (15)

where the spin temperature flows with time as

βs(τ) =

∫ τ

0

n2dτ ′, (16)

as, in a state where nk(τ) = n(τ) there are no spa-
tial correlations and thus tr[ρc(τ) 1

L

∑
j njnj+1] = n(τ)2.

Knowing Π(βs), thus, a Runge-Kutta integration allows
to compute easily n(τ). We conclude by displaying the
data in Fig. 7, which show the evolution of n(τ) (left)
and g(2)(τ) (right) as a function of time. We reproduce
well the numerical data which show a decay at inter-
mediate times compatible with the exponent 1/4, i.e.
n(τ) ∼ τ−1/4, after which numerical finite size effects
become too relevant. Let us also mention here that, also
for this initial state, we find an algebraic decay of cor-
relations g(2) (Fig. 5) towards zero, indicating again the
formation a Dicke-like spin wavefunction.
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VIII. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have presented a theoretical model
for the quantum Zeno dynamics of a spin-1/2 gas in the
presence of two-body losses. Our approach is based on
a spin-charge decoupling that holds for strong losses or
strong interactions, and it is benchmarked against nu-
merical simulations of the full master equation for small
systems up to 12 lattice sites. Our model is based on
the interplay between (i) a non-Hermitian spin dynamics
and (ii) the build-up of a non-trivial momentum distri-
bution function induced by losses; our study shows that
it describes very well several observables at intermediate
times. The main open point is whether it can describe
the properties of the system at asymptotically-long times,
and we leave this for future inspection. Our theory goes
beyond previous studies by predicting the behaviour in
real time of several observables: density, spin correlations
and momentum distribution function; they can be tested
in cold-atom experiments.

Note added — Recently, we became aware of an ex-
perimental article studying the dynamics of a SU(6) gas
in presence of two-body losses [67]. We believe that meth-
ods similar to those presented here could be used to de-
scribe that gas in the regime of strong losses. While com-
pleting the resubmission of this paper, we became aware
of a work discussing a different initial state for a SU(N)
dissipative gas [68].
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Appendix A: Derivation of the effective master
equation for hard-core fermions

In this section we present some details about the
derivation of the effective master equation governing the
dynamics in the quantum Zeno regime analyzed in the
main text, that was called ρ̇ = L′[ρ]. We follow the
method employed in Ref [20]; the final result has already
been presented in Ref. [17] without derivation.

We regroup the terms of the master equation

dρ

dτ
= (V + Lint)ρ (A1)

in the following manner:

V[ρ] = − i
~

[Ht, ρ], Lint[ρ] = − i
~

[HU , ρ] +D[ρ] (A2)

where the Hamiltonians are:

Ht = −t
∑

j,σ

(
c†j,σcj+1,σ +H.c.

)
, HU = U

∑

j

nj,↑nj,↓

(A3)
and the dissipation is:

D[ρ] =
∑

j

LjρL
†
j −

1

2

{
L†jLj , ρ

}
, Lj =

√
γcj,↑cj,↓.

(A4)
This rewriting is useful to highlight the different orders
of magnitude of the various term: V is a perturbation of
order t, and we assume that in the quantum Zeno limit
|U − i~γ/2| � t. In the following we are going to tackle
the problem by means of a perturbative approach.

Let us start by focusing on the properties of Lint, a
non-Hermitian operator with infinitely many eigenstates.
Exploiting a generalized version of Kato’s method [49] it
is possible to expand: Lint =

∑
i λiPi, using a complete

set of projector operators with the following properties:

PiPj = δijPi,
∑

i

Pi = 1. (A5)

P0 projects the density-matrix over the hard-core fermion
(HCF) subspace, which is stable. We call ρ0 the density
matrix restricted to the subspace. With perturbative
techniques, it is now possible to construct the effective
master equation governing the dynamics for the domi-
nant term ρ0(t):

d

dτ
ρ0 = (L1 + L2) ρ0 (A6)

with

L1 = P0LintP0; L2 =
∑

c

− 1

λc
P0VPcVP0. (A7)

First-order corrections: hard-core fermions

Let us start by analyzing the first order corrections
given by L1. It can be shown [20] that L1 is equivalent
to a Hamiltonian that has been projected within states
without double occupancies. This is precisely a hard-
core fermion gas under unitary Hamiltonian evolution
L1[ρ0] = − i

~ [H ′, ρ0] where

H ′ = −t
∑

i=1

(
f†i+1σfiσ +H.c.

)
(A8)

where f†iσ and fiσ are the HCF operators satisfying the
Clifford algebra plus the hard-core constraint. The main
result so far is that two body losses in the strongly dis-
sipative regime lead to a coherent dynamics given by an
hard-core fermion Hamiltonian.
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Second-order corrections

The second order Liouville can be recasted in a Lind-
blad form:

L2[ρ0] =
i

~
[H ′2, ρ0] +D2[ρ0], (A9)

where:

H ′2 = −t2
∑

j

L′†j L
′
j ; (A10a)

D2[ρ0] =
∑

j

L′jρ0L
′†
j −

1

2

{
L′†j L

′
j , ρ0

}
. (A10b)

The new set of jump operators describing the lossy dy-
namics is thus given by:

L′i =

√
Γ

2
[(fi,↑fi+1,↓ − fi,↓fi+1,↑) + (fi,↑fi−1,↓ − fi,↓fi−1,↑)] , (A11)

with the coefficients given by:

t2 =
4t2U

~2γ2

1

1 +
(

2U
~γ

)2 =
U

|ξ| , Γ =
4t2

~2γ

1

1 +
(

2U
~γ

)2 =
γ

|ξ| , (A12)

where we recall ξ = U/t− i~γ/2t is the adimensional complex interaction defined in the main text.
Concluding, the effective master equation for the HCF has the following form (we dismiss here the notation ρ0,

that is not used in the main text):

d

dτ
ρ(τ) = − i

~
[H ′ +H ′2, ρ(τ)] +

∑

j

[
L′jρ(τ)L′†j −

1

2

{
L′†j L

′
j , ρ(τ)

}]
. (A13)

In the main text we do not make any explicit mention
to H ′2 because it is completely irrelevant in the study
that we carry out. This of course depends on the specific
problem that we have chose to address, and this could
not be the case for other situations.

Appendix B: Derivation of the rate equations -
Eq. (12) of the main text

In this section we consider the effective master equa-
tion for HCF that we have derived in Sec. A. Our goal is
to present a derivation of the rate equations that appear
in Eq. (9) of the main text.

As we said in the main text, the Hamiltonian H ′ has

a simple form in the language of spin-charge separation:

H ′ = −t
∑

j

(
a†jaj+1 +H.c.

)
= −2t

∑

k

cos ka†kak.

(B1)
Similarly to what has been done for bosons in Ref. [22]
we propose a generalised-Gibbs ensemble:

ρc(τ) =
∏

k

e−βk(τ)a†kak

Zk(τ)
(B2)

fully determined by the occupation numbers nk(τ) =

〈a†kak〉τ . Using the master equation, we can take the

time-derivative of nk(t) = Tr
[
a†kakρ(t)

]
, that reads:

d

dτ
nk(τ) =

i

~

〈[
H ′ +H ′2, a

†
kak

]〉
t

+
∑

j

〈
L′†j a

†
kakL

′
j −

1

2

{
L′†j L

′
j , a
†
kak

}〉

t

. (B3)

This expression can be simplified. First, we observe

that [H ′, a†kak] = 0; in fact, a more general relation holds,
〈[A,nk]〉τ = 0, that is valid for any operator A. Indeed:

〈[A,nk]〉τ = Tr [ρ(τ)Ank]− Tr [ρ(τ)nkA] (B4)

but since [nk, ρc(τ)] = 0, using the cyclic property of
the trace we obtain the result. The latter statement is
true also for A = H ′2: neither of the two Hamiltonians
influences the charge dynamics.
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Focusing on dissipation, we write:

−
∑

j

1

2

{
L′†j L

′
j , a
†
kak

}
= −

∑

j

L′†j L
′
ja
†
kak+

1

2

[
L′†j L

′
j , a
†
kak

]

(B5)
and we obtain:

d

dτ
nk(τ) =

〈∑

j

L′†j

[
a†kak, L

′
j

]〉

τ

. (B6)

In order to continue, we need to give an expression to
L′j in the spin-charge language. We propose the following
one:

L′j =

√
Γ

2
Λjaj(aj−1 + aj+1) (B7)

where Λj is a complicated non-local object acting both on
spin and on charge that we are not able to treat exactly.
The role of Λj is to check that not only two particles
come close by, but that they are also in a spin-spinglet:
this condition is necessary for a loss event to occur.

At this stage, we find impossible to continue our work
in an exact way. To begin with, we discuss what happens
if we perform two “reasonable” approximations: first,
that Λj acts only on spin degrees of freedom, and second,
that it simply checks whether two neighboring particles
are in a spin-singlet channel. In particular, since we can-
not say which one is the particle that is annihilated at
position j, we will assume that it measures the average
number of spin-singlets in the system:

Λ†jΛj '
1

N

∑

`

Π`,`+1, ∀j. (B8)

Note that Λj now commutes with any charge degree of
freedom. These approximations are sufficient to continue
our study.

The state (B2) satisfies Wick’s theorem:

〈c†zc†wckcq〉τ = 〈c†zcq〉τ 〈c†wck〉τ − 〈c†zck〉τ 〈c†wcq〉τ (B9)

and factorization in momentum space: 〈c†zcq〉τ =
δz,qnq(τ), so that:

〈c†zc†wckcq〉τ = (δz,qδw,k − δz,kδw,q)nq(τ)nk(τ); (B10a)

〈c†zc†wckcq〉τ − 〈c†qc†kcwcz〉τ = 0. (B10b)

Within the t-GGE approximation Starting from the fol-
lowing formula:

nkL
′
j =Λjnk

√
Γ

2

1

L

∑

w,q

ei(q+w)j2 cos (w)awaq =

=Λj

√
Γ

2

1

L

∑

w,q

ei(q+w)j2 cos (w)awaq (nk − δk,w − δk,q) ,

(B11)

we obtain:

[
nk, L

′
j

]
= −

√
Γ

2

2

L
Λj
∑

q

ei(q+k)j (cos (k)− cos (k)) akaq;

(B12)
from which:

L′†j
[
nk, L

′
j

]
= −2Γ

L2
Λ†jΛj

∑

q,w,z

ei(q+k)j (cos (k)− cos (k)) cos (w)a†za
†
wakaq. (B13)

If we now sum over j we are left with an expression where spin and charge are well separated:

∑

j

L′†j
[
nk, L

′
j

]
= −2Γ

L2

(
1

N

∑

`

Π`,`+1

) ∑

q,w,z

δk+q,w+z (cos (k)− cos (k)) cos (w) a†za
†
wakaq. (B14)

Moving to expectation values, we get:

d

dτ
nk(τ) = −2Γ

L
Π(τ)

∑

q

(cos (k)− cos (q))2nq(τ)nk(τ) =

= −2Γ Π(τ)

∫ +π

−π

dq

2π
(cos (k)− cos (q))2nq(τ)nk(τ).

(B15)

Yet, at a more careful analysis, one finds that it is
possible to give a better description of the dynamics by
mixing the obtained rate equations with a mean-field be-
haviour:

d

dτ
nk(τ) = −2Γ Π(τ)

∫ +π

−π

dq

2π

[
(1− δΨ0(τ)) + δΨ0(τ)(cos (k)− cos (q))2

]
nq(τ)nk(τ). (B16)
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We verified the theoretical predictions given by
Eq. (B16) with exact numerical simulations of the effec-
tive master equation (A13) using the stochastic quantum
trajectories approach; we have used the python-based
QuTiP package [47, 48] that allowed us to push our anal-
ysis up to L = 12 sites with high statistics (Ntraj ≥ 103,
Ntraj being the number of trajectories).

Appendix C: Evaluation of parameter δΨ0 for the
infinite-temperature state

Let us now discuss how to compute the parameter
δΨ0

= 1/8 for the initial state that is an incoherent
superposition of all spin states, also called the infinite-
temperature state. We consider a single jump operator:

L′j =

√
Γ

2
(fj,↑fj+1,↓ − fj,↓fj+1,↑ + fj,↑fj−1,↓ − fj,↓fj−1,↑)

(C1)
which acts on the three sites j − 1, j and j + 1. There
are 8 possible spin configurations on the three sites, and
in a spin incoherent state all of them are possible with
equal probability. The jump operator (C1) has a different
action on each of them:

L′j | ↑↑↑〉 =0, (C2a)

L′j | ↑↑↓〉 =−
√

Γ

2
| ↑ ◦◦〉, (C2b)

L′j | ↑↓↑〉 = +

√
Γ

2
| ↑ ◦◦〉 −

√
Γ

2
| ◦ ◦ ↑〉, (C2c)

L′j | ↑↓↓〉 =−
√

Γ

2
| ◦ ◦ ↓〉, (C2d)

L′j | ↓↑↑〉 = +

√
Γ

2
| ◦ ◦ ↑〉, (C2e)

L′j | ↓↑↓〉 =−
√

Γ

2
| ↓ ◦◦〉+

√
Γ

2
| ◦ ◦ ↓〉, (C2f)

L′j | ↓↓↑〉 = +

√
Γ

2
| ↓ ◦◦〉, (C2g)

L′j | ↓↓↓〉 =0. (C2h)

In two situations, those of Eqs. (C2c) and (C2f), the
outcome state of the loss process has developed spatial
quantum correlations, similarly to what was discussed
for the Néel state in Eq. (10). In the other six situations,
the outcome state does not feature any spatial quantum
correlations. In summary, the probability that a spin ↑
particle develops spatial quantum correlations is 1/8; the
same is true for a spin ↓ particle. This implies the use
of δT=∞(τ = 0) = 1/8 for the dissipative rate equations
for an initial state that is a fully-incoherent spin mixture.

We conclude by remarking that in general the parame-

ter can be expressed as the expectation value δΨ0
= 〈δ̂〉Ψ0

of a string of spin projectors, namely, given P ↑j , P
↓
j the

10−2 10−1 100 101 102

β
10−4

10−3

10−2

10−1

Π
(β

)

Max-spin state

∼ β−4/3

10−2 10−1 100 101 102

β

Néel

∼ β−3/2

FIG. 8. Non-Hermitian evolution for the spin-singlet pro-
jection operator for a (left) maximally-mixed spin state and
(right) an ordered Néel state. Dashed lines: MPS data of the
non-Hermitian Heisenberg evolution. Dotted lines: long-time
behaviour.

projectors on spin up/down on the fermion j, the opera-
tor

δ̂ =
1

2N

∑

j

[
P ↑j P

↓
j+1P

↑
j+2 + P ↓j P

↑
j+1P

↓
j+2

]
. (C3)

This expression can then be used to time evolve the pa-
rameter under non-hermitian spin evolution, as presented
in the next section.

Appendix D: Non-hermitian spin dynamics:
time-dependent spin temperature βs(τ) and time

evolution of δΨ0

In order to solve the rate equations for the charge
in (B15) that is Eq. (9) in the main text while solving
self-consistently the spin dynamics, we need to consider
the spin dynamics. The non-Hermitian spin dynamics
is governed by a ferromagnetic Heisenberg Hamitlonian,
namely:

Hs = −Γ

2

∑

`

~Σ` · ~Σ`+1; Γ > 0. (D1)

Within this framework [65], we propose the following
ansatz for the density matrix for the spin degrees of free-
dom:

ρs(τ) =
e−βs(τ)Hs ρ(0) e−βs(τ)Hs

Tr
[
e−2βs(τ)Hs ρ(0)

] , (D2)

where ρ(0) is the initial spin state, and in the article we
have explicitly considered ρ(0) = 1/d (with d a normal-
ization constant) for the maximally-mixed spin state, and
ρ(0) = |ΨNeel〉〈ΨNeel| for the ordered Néel state.

We employ matrix-product-states based algorithm [66]
using the package ITensor [69] to reconstruct the expec-
tation value of the operator

Π =
1

N

∑

`

Π`,`+1 (D3)
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100 101 102 103

τ

10−1

100

101

β
s(
τ

)
∫
n2(τ )dτ

∼ τ 1/2

100 101 102 103

τ

∼ τ 1/2

∼ τ 2/3

FIG. 9. Time evolution of the effective spin chemical potential
βs(τ) (orange-dashed lines) compared with the time integral
of the squared density (blue solid lines) for a maximally-mixed
spin state (left) and an ordered Néel state (right). Dotted
lines represent the theoretical trends.

10−2 10−1 100 101

τ

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

IST

Néel

FIG. 10. Time evolution of the parameter δΨ0(τ) for the
maximally-mixed state (blue) and the Néel state (red).

for every value of βs, so that the function Π(β) is ob-
tained; two examples are given in Fig. (8).

The dynamics of βs(τ) is given by:

βs(τ) =
1

L

∑

j

∫ τ

0

〈njnj+1〉 (τ ′) dτ ′ =

=

∫ t

0

dτ ′
∫ π

−π

dq

2π

∫ π

−π

dk

2π
nknq(1− cos(q − k)).

(D4)

The specific value of Π that should be taken at time
τ thus requires the knowledge of the function βs(τ).
This turns the the rate equations into a set of integro-
differential equations, for which we propose a numerical
approximate solution. We implement a 4th-order Runge-
Kutta (RK) algorithm that assumes that Π(β) is con-
stant during the four intermediate steps of the RK al-
gorithm. First, at fixed τ we compute βs(τ) according
to Eq. (D4), next we use a simple linear interpolation of
the MPS data to obtain the value for Π(τ). Once the
latter value has been obtained, we run the 4 standard
intermediate steps of the RK algorithm. We employ an
integration step of dτ = 10−2 and Nsteps = 5 · 104, while
we have discretised the k space in 102 points in between
the range [0, 2π], which corresponds to consider a lattice
with L = 100 sites. We conclude by displaying the data
In Fig. 9 we display the data for the evolution of βs as a
function of time.

The parameter δΨ0
(τ) also depends on time, according

to the same prescription of βs(τ). We have investigated
numerically such time evolution following the same pro-
cedure abovementioned. In Fig. 10 we show the results.
We notice that δΨ0

(τ) is slowly varying in the region of
interest, and thus it can be approximated with the value
at inital time. Moreover, for the infinite temperature
state this value remains negligible in the time interval of
interest justifying the mean-field description presented in
Sec. VII of the main text for this initial state.
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