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For open quantum systems, integration of the bath degrees of freedom using the second order
cumulant expansion in the Keldysh path integral provides an alternative derivation of the effec-
tive action for systems coupled to general baths. The baths can be interacting and not necessarily
Markovian. Using this method in the Markovian limit, we compute the particle loss dynamics in
various models of ultra-cold atomic gases including a one-dimensional Bose-Hubbard model with
two-particle losses and a multi-component Fermi gas with interactions tuned by an optical Feshbach
resonance. We explicitly demonstrate that the limit of strong two-body losses can be treated by
formulating an indirect loss scheme to describe the bath-system coupling. The particle-loss dynam-
ics thus obtained is valid at all temperatures. For the one-dimensional Bose-Hubbard model, we
compare it to solutions of the phenomenological rate equations. The latter are shown to be accurate
at high temperatures.

I. INTRODUCTION

Open quantum systems constitute one of the most in-
teresting challenges of the field, both from a fundamental
point of view and of course in connection with applica-
tions or experimental realizations. This class of problems
offers an interesting interplay between coherent Hamil-
tonian dynamics and incoherent, dissipative dynamics
emerging from coupling to the environment [1–3]. From
a fundamental point of view, after being considered as a
nuisance due to the destruction of coherence, dissipative
processes are now regarded as a resource allowing to engi-
neer novel quantum states of matter [4–7] or to assist for
quantum transport properties [8–10]. Among the various
types of dissipative processes, particle losses have played
a special role, and recent experiments in cold atomic sys-
tems have allowed to control them in an exquisite man-
ner. This is for example the case of losses in weakly in-
teracting Bose gases [11, 12] or fermionic systems where
local losses are realized [13, 14]. More recently, cavities
have also provided an interesting playground for this kind
of physics [15–17].

Theoretically studying dissipative phenomena is a con-
siderable challenge, and several approaches have been
used in order to deal with the coupling to the environ-
ment, which is often modelled as a bath. One common
approach resorts to non-Hermitian Hamiltonians [18–21].
The resulting (non-Hermitian) models can be analyzed
using e.g. the powerful tools of integrability [22, 23]
as well as various field-theoretic and numerical tech-
niques [18, 19] which include bosonization and the renor-
malization group [20, 23, 24]. However, because such
treatments often neglect or at most treat in an approxi-
mate way the so-called quantum-jump term of the Lind-
blad master equation, it is difficult to assess how reli-
ably they can describe the dynamics of the system ob-
servables. Other approaches deal with the full Lindblad

master equation [25–29] assuming the bath is Marko-
vian [1, 30]. In this work, we are concerned with another
generic method to deal with such out of equilibrium sys-
tems, namely the Keldysh formalism and its path integral
formulation [31, 32].
Approaches based on the path integral have a long his-

tory beginning with the pioneering work of Feynman and
Vernon [33]. They have been often used in the context of
quantum dissipation where the coupling to ohmic, sub-
ohmic or superohmic baths generates an effective long-
range interaction in imaginary time [34–37]. In a more
general context, they have also been used to describe
non-equilibrium dynamics in the presence of coupling to
baths [31, 38], time dependent environments [10, 39] and
single particle losses [32, 40–42].
Despite these important developments, several phe-

nomena linked to the coupling to the environment still
remain elusive. In particular, in ultracold atomic sys-
tems the dynamics in the presence particle losses involve
a priori processes beyond single-particle losses and in-
clude two- or three-particle losses as well. Quite gener-
ally, the description of particle losses has assumed the
validity of phenomenological rate equations of the form:

dn

dt
= −γ1n− γ2n

2 (1)

where n is the particle density and γ1 and γ2 are the one-
and two-particle loss rates, respectively. However, the
correct functional form and range of validity of these phe-
nomenological equations and how to account for many-
particle effects are still not fully understood. For ultra-
cold atoms near Feshbach resonances, a theoretical de-
scription of the two-body loss rate, γ2, was developed
based on S-matrix calculation in Ref. [43] and some
properties of three-body losses could be determined from
Bethe ansatz solutions [44]. Braaten et al. [45] combined
effective field theory with the Lindblad master equation
to obtain a universal relation for the two-atom inelastic
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loss rate for two-species Fermi gases.

In this work, in order to go beyond the phenomeno-
logical description of particle losses provided by Eq. (1)
and be able to account for many-particle effects, we de-
velop a path integral formalism that relies on the second
order cumulant expansion. The formalism can in princi-
ple also deal with interacting as well as non-Markovian
baths. However, here we demonstrate it by studying
the Markovian dynamics of many-particle systems in the
presence of one- and two-particle losses and briefly dis-
cuss how to go beyond the Markovian limit in the Ap-
pendix C. In the absence of interactions in the bath,
the resulting approach is exact for one-particle losses
and approximately valid for two-particle loss problems
at weak coupling. In order to deal with the strong cou-
pling regime, we also introduce an indirect two-body loss
scheme. We discuss two experimentally relevant exam-
ples of this indirect-loss scheme (a lossy one-dimensional
Bose-Hubbard model and a multi-component Fermi gas
near an optical Feshbach resonance) and explicitly de-
rive the loss rate equations. In both cases, we find their
functional form deviates from Eq. (1). In the case of
the lossy Bose-Hubbard model, we explicitly show that,
at low-temperatures where quantum coherence is impor-
tant, predictions of the microscopic theory deviate sub-
stantially from those obtained using the phenomenologi-
cal equation (1).

The rest of this article is organized as follows. In Sec. II
we describe the derivation of the Keldysh path integral
using the 2nd order cumulant expansion. We first illus-
trate the method with a model consisting of a single-
mode (fermonic or bosonic) oscillator coupled to a bath
to which particles can be lost (cf. Sec. II A). The gen-
eral formalism is discussed in Sec. II B. However, since
only the results of subsection IIA will be used in the rest
of the article, Sec. II B can be skipped on a first read-
ing. Sec. III briefly describes how the results of Sec. II A
are applied to describe a quantum gas with one-body
losses. Sections IV and V deal with the applications of
the formalism to two models for relevant for the physics
of ultracold atomic gases with two-body losses: Sec. IV
is concerned with a lossy Bose-Hubbard model in one di-
mension, whereas Sec. V deals with the model of a multi-
component Fermi gas near optical Feshbach resonance.
Some technical details and useful results are described to
the Appendices.

II. FORMALISM

A. Single-mode case

To begin with, let us illustrate the method by con-
sidering a single bosonic or fermionic mode (system A)
coupled to a bath (B) by means of a quadratic Hamilto-

nian:

HA = ϵ0a
†a+HA,int, (2)

HB =
∑
α

ωαb
†
αbα +HB,int, (3)

HAB(t) = f(t)
∑
α

[
gαa

†bα + g∗αb
†
αa

]
(4)

Here a, a† describe a bosonic (fermionic) mode in the A
and bα, b

†
α a set of bosonic (fermionic) modes in B la-

belled by a continuum index α. We shall assume that
A and bath B are in equilibrium (not necessarily with
each other) at t = −∞ and the interaction between them
HAB(t) is switched according to a protocol described by
the function f(t). Both A and B can be interacting sys-

tems with e.g. HB,int = gint
∑

αβγδ b
†
αb

†
βbγbδ.

The Keldysh generating functional [31] for the system
introduced above can be written as follows:

Z[V̄ , V ] =

∫
D[āa]D[b̄αbα] e

iS . (5)

The Keldysh action is S = SA + SB + SV + SAB , where

SA =

∫
C

dt [iā∂ta−HA] , (6)

SB =

∫
C

dt

[
i
∑
α

b̄α∂tbα −Hint,B

]
, (7)

SV =

∫
C

dt
[
ā(t)V (t) + V̄ (t)a(t)

]
, (8)

SAB = −
∑
α

∫
C

dt f(t) [gαā(t)bα(t)

+g∗αb̄α(t)a(t)
]
. (9)

In the above expressions, C is the Keldysh contour, which
runs from t = −∞ to t = +∞ and back to t = −∞ [31];
V̄ , V are sources that couple the system degrees of free-
dom: Any n-point correlation of the system A can be
obtained by conveniently taking functional derivatives of
Z[V̄ , V ] with respect to V̄ and V . The generating func-
tional is normalized so that Z[V̄ = 0, V = 0] = 1 since
in the absence of external sources it merely describes the
unitary evolution of the initial state from t = −∞ to +∞
and back to t = −∞.
Starting from the above functional integral representa-

tion, we can define the Feynman-Vernon influence func-
tional [33] F [ā, a] as the result of formally integrating out
the bath degrees of freedom, i.e.

F [ā, a] =

∫
D[b̄αbα] e

i(SB+SAB) (10)

It is often not possible to obtain F in a closed form and
therefore we have to resort to approximations. For a
general (e.g. interacting) bath that is weakly coupled to
the system the 2nd order cumulant expansion provides a
good starting point to capture the dissipative dynamics
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induced by the bath. Furthermore, it is exact if the bath
Hamiltonian HB and the coupling HAB are quadratic
and linear in the fields b̄α, bα, respectively. Using the
cumulant expansion to second order (see Appendix B),
we approximate:

F [ā, a] = ⟨eiSAB ⟩B

≃ exp

[
i⟨SAB⟩B − 1

2

(
⟨S2

AB⟩B − ⟨SAB⟩2B
)]

= eiL[ā,a], (11)

where ⟨· · · ⟩B stands for average over the bath degrees
of freedom. Taking ⟨SAB⟩B = 0 after assuming that
the bath conserves the number of bath excitations in its
initial state, we obtain the following dissipative effective
action:

L =
i

2

∑
α

∫
C

dt1dt2 |gα|2f(t1)f(t2)

×
[
⟨bα(t1)b̄α(t2)⟩B ā(t1)a(t2)+

+⟨b̄α(t1)bα(t2)⟩B a(t1)ā(t2)
]

=
i

2

∑
m,n=±

∫
dt1dt2v

mn(t1, t2)ām(t1)an(t2). (12)

In the last expression, we have split the integrals over
the Keldysh contour C. After rewriting them as a single
integral where t1, t2 run from −∞ to +∞, we have in-
troduced the subindices m,n = ± to denote on which
branch of C the time argument of the fields a, b, etc
lies. We have also introduced the functions vmn(t1, t2) =
f(t1)f(t2)g

mn(t1 − t2), where

gmn(t1 − t2) = snsm
∑
α

|gα|2
[
⟨bαm(t1)b̄αn(t2)⟩B

+z⟨b̄αn(t2)bαm(t1)⟩B
]
. (13)

In the above expression sm=± = ±1 and z = +1 (z = −1)
for bosons (fermions). In the Appendix, within Marko-
vian limit, we show that gmn(t1− t2) ∼ δ(t1− t2). Thus,
we arrive at the following expression for the effective cou-
plings (see Appendix C for more detail),

v++(t1, t2) ≃ ν0|⟨g⟩f(t1)|2δ(t1 − t2), (14)

v−−(t1, t2) ≃ ν0|⟨g⟩f(t1)|2δ(t1 − t2), (15)

v−+(t1, t2) ≃ −2ν0|⟨g⟩f(t1)|2δ(t1 − t2) (16)

v+−(t1, t2) ≃ 0, (17)

where ⟨g⟩ is an average system-bath coupling constant.
Upon denoting γ(t) = ν0|⟨g⟩f(t)|2 for the loss rate of
particles to the bath, we obtain the following result:

L = −i
∫
dt γ(t) [ā−(t)a+(t)

− 1
2 (ā+(t)a+(t) + ā−(t)a−(t))

]
, (18)

This is the dissipative part of the action characteristic
of a Markovian bath. It can also be obtained from the
evolution of the density matrix according to the Lind-
blad master equation (see Appendix A, which is based
on Ref. [32] and references therein).
Finally, let us compute the particle loss in the system

A caused by switching on the coupling to the bath B
at t = 0 for an infinitesimal time δt. This calculation
can be carried out by the path integral version of time-
dependent perturbation theory, i.e. by perturbatively ex-
panding the effective dissipative action to leading order
in L, which yields:

⟨a†(t)a(t)⟩ =
∫
D[āa] ā−(t)a+(t) e

i(SA+L),

=

∫
D[āa] ā−(t)a+(t)

[
1 + L+O(L2)

]
eiSA ,

≃ ⟨ā−(t)a+(t)⟩A + i⟨ā−(t)a+(t)L⟩A, (19)

= na + γ

∫ +∞

0

dt′⟨ā−(t)a+(t)ā−(t′)a+(t′)⟩A

− 1
2γ

∫ +∞

0

dt′⟨ā−(t)a+(t)ā+(t′)a+(t′)⟩A

− 1
2γ

∫ +∞

0

dt′⟨ā−(t)a+(t)ā−(t′)a−(t′)⟩A,
(20)

where we have set γ(t) = γθ(t) and denoted na = ⟨a†a⟩,
which is the occupation in the initial state (i.e. for t < 0).
Assuming the system A is non-interacting, we have

⟨ā−(t)a+(t)ā−(t′)a+(t′)⟩A = zn2a, (21)

⟨ā−(t)a+(t)ā+(t′)a+(t′)⟩A = θ̃(t− t′)na(1 + zna)

+ θ(t′ − t)zn2
a, (22)

⟨ā−(t)a+(t)ā−(t′)a−(t′)⟩A = θ(t− t′)na(1 + zna)

+ θ̃(t′ − t)zn2a. (23)

Hence,

na(t) = ⟨a†(t)a(t)⟩ = na − γna

∫ t

0

dt′ θ(t− t′). (24)

Setting t = δt ≫ D−1 (where D−1 is the characteristic
response time of the bath, see Appendix C), we arrive at
the following one-body loss rate equation:

dna(t)

dt
= −γna(t), (25)

In the right hand-side, with accuracy O(γδt), we have
replaced na by na(δt).

B. General case

In this section, we generalize the above results. Since
only the results obtained in previous section will be nec-
essary the applications discussed in this work, this section
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can be entirely skipped on a first reading. The starting
point is again the Hamiltonian describing the unitary dy-
namics of a system (A) coupled to a bath (B).

H = HA(t) +HB +HAB(t), (26)

where HA(t), HB , and HAB(t) denote the Hamiltoni-
ans of the system, bath and their coupling, respectively.
We have assumed that, in general, the system Hamilto-
nian and its coupling to the bath can be explicitly time-
dependent. We shall consider a rather general form of
the coupling between system and bath:

HAB(t) =
∑
q,p

[
gqp(t)A

†
qBp + h.c.

]
, (27)

where

Aq = a†q̄1 · · · a
†
q̄Naq1aq2 · · · aqN′ , (28)

Bp = b†p̄1
· · · b†p̄M

bp1bp2 · · · bpM′ (29)

are products of arbitrary number operators (with N ̸=
N ′ and M ̸= M ′ in general) acting either on the sys-
tem or the bath; p = {p1, · · · , pM ′ ; p̄1, · · · , p̄M} and
q = {q1, · · · , qN ; q̄1, · · · , q̄N ′} are the quantum numbers
carried by those operators; gqp(t) are the set of system-
bath couplings. The system-bath coupling is switched
on according to a certain protocol that determines the
explicit time dependence of the gqp(t).

In general, we are not able to obtain the Feynman-
Vernon influence functional F exactly and here we will
resort to a second order cumulant expansion:

F [ā, a] = exp
[
i⟨SAB⟩B − 1

2 (⟨S2
AB⟩B − ⟨SAB⟩2B) + · · ·

]
= eiL[ā,a]. (30)

Explicitly, for the system-bath coupling introduced in
Eq. (27) the first order correction takes the form:

⟨SAB⟩B =
∑
pq

∫
C

dt
[
gqp(t)Āq(t)⟨Bp(t)⟩B

+g∗qp(t)⟨B̄p(t)⟩BAq(t)
]

(31)

Note that this term does not describe dissipation and
only modifies the unitary evolution of the system A.
Thus, it can be conveniently absorbed into HS by defin-
ing the operators Bp and B†

p in Eq. (27) to have zero

averages, i.e. ⟨Bp⟩B = ⟨B†
p⟩B = 0. In addition, this is

automatically fulfilled if B and B† change the number of
particle/excitations in the bath but the bath Hamiltonian
HB and its initial state conserve this number. Therefore,
in what follows, we set ⟨SAB⟩B = 0 and do not discuss it
any further.

The second order correction can be brought to the fol-
lowing form in terms of bath correlators:

L = i
2! ⟨S2

AB⟩B =
i

2

∑
q2q1

∫
C

dt1dt2

[
uq1q2(t1, t2)Āq1(t1)Āq2(t2) + ūq1q2(t1, t2)Aq1(t1)Aq2(t2)

+ vq1q2(t1, t2)Āq1(t1)Aq2(t2) + v̄q1q2(t1, t2)Aq1(t1)Āq2(t2)

]
, (32)

where

uq1,q2(t1, t2) =
∑
p1p2

g∗p1q1
(t1)g

∗
p2q2

(t2)CBB(p1t1,p2t2), (33)

ūq1q2(t1, t2) =
∑
p1p2

gp1q1(t1)gp2q2(t2)CB̄B̄(p1t1,p2t2), (34)

vq1,q2
(t1, t2) =

∑
p1p2

g∗p1q1
(t1)gp2q2(t2)CBB̄(p1t1,p2t2), (35)

v̄q1q2(t1, t2) =
∑
p1p2

gp1q1(t1)g
∗
p2q2

(t2)CB̄B(p1t1,p2t2), (36)

In the above equation, the following notation has been
introduced (X,Y = B, B̄):

CXY (p1t1,p2t2) = ⟨TC [X(p1, t1)Y (p2, t2)]⟩B (37)

for the bath two-point correlation functions of operators
B,B†. In the context of the Keldysh path integral each

one of the above correlation functions becomes a 2 × 2
matrix in the superindices m,n = ± after expanding the
integrals over C so that t1, t2 run from −∞ to +∞. The
superindices are inherited by the couplings u, v, ū, v̄ intro-
duced in Eq. (36), which also become the 2× 2 matrices
umn
q1q2

(t1, t2), v
mn
q1q2

(t1, t2), etc.
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Explicit consideration of the time-dependence of the
coupling matrices umn

q1q2
(t1, t2), v

mn
q1q2

(t1, t2), etc, for a
given bath may allow to identify regimes where the
Markovian approximation applies. This is typically the
case when the response of the bath is much faster than
the characteristic time scale of the system dynamics.
Thus, in the Markovian regime we can assume that
umn
q1q2

(t1, t2) ∝ δ(t1 − t2), etc (although some of them
may also vanish as it was the case in the previous ex-
ample). This provides an additional simplification of the
second order term of the cumulant expansion and leads
to the following result:

L = LN + LA, (38)

where SN is the “normal” part:

LN =
i

2

∑
q2q1,m,n=±

∫
dt ṽmn

q1q2
(t)Āq1,m(t)Aq2,n(t) (39)

and LA is the “anomalous” part

LA =
i

2

∑
q2q1,m,n=±

∫
dt

[
ūmn
q1q2

(t)Aq1m(t)Aq2n(t),

+ umn
q1q2

(t)Āq1m(t)Āq2n(t)

]
(40)

In the above expressions, we have introduced the follow-
ing system-bath coupling matrices:

ṽmn
q1q2

(t) = smsn
[
vmn
q1q2

(t) + zv̄nmq2q1
(t)

]
, (41)

where z = −1 (z = +1) if the operator products
Aq, A

†
q in HSB have fermionic (bosonic) statistics, and

s+ = +1 (s− = −1) . We can classify the different terms
according to the type of time arguments of the system
degrees of freedom Aq(t), Āq(t). The first two terms on
the right-hand site contain Aqm(t), Āqn(t) whose time ar-
guments lie on different branches of the Keldysh contour
C and therefore m ̸= n. These terms correspond to the
so-called quantum jump terms of the Lindblad master
equation (see Sec. III and Appendix A). The remaining
terms contain Aqm(t), Āqn(t) with time arguments ly-
ing on the same branch of C, i.e. with m = n. Such
terms contribute to the anti-commutator terms of the
Lindblad master equation in the operator language (see
Appendix A) and give rise to the anti-Hermitian part of
the effective non-hermitian Hamiltonian in the operator
language [1].

Finally, although the last few expressions above have
been derived under the assumptions of Markovianity of
the bath, we want to emphasize that the approach used
here is not limited to the Markovian regime and it can be
used as a starting point to include effects beyond Marko-
vianity. The latter are outside the range of applicabil-
ity of the Lindblad master equation or its path integral
formulation as introduced in Ref. [32]. In the following
sections, we shall consider a number of applications to

particle loss and show that, although derived using the
cumulant expansion up to second order which may ap-
pear to be only valid for a weak system-bath coupling, it
is possible reformulate the models to describe the limit
of very strong two-body losses exactly.

III. ONE-BODY LOSS

Before considering systems with two-body losses, it is
interesting to generalize the results of Sec. II A to de-
scribe an ultracold gas coupled to a bath to which it can
loose one particle at a time. This section largely relies
on the results obtained in Sec. IIA. We generalize the
Hamiltonian to a uniform gas and therefore the fields
carry a momentum index k. The Hamiltonian reads:

HA =
∑
k

ϵka
†
kak, (42)

HB =
∑
k,α

ϵk,αb
†
kαbkα (43)

HAB = f(t)
∑
k,α

[
gαa

†
kbkα + g∗α b

†
kαak

]
(44)

where the fields ak and bk,α are either fermionic or
bosonic. In ultra-cold atomic gases, the couplings gα, gα
are often not known from first principles. Instead, what is
measured is the loss rate of particles. Following the same
steps as in Sect. II A while keeping track the momentum
index k, we arrive at the following effective action in the
Markovian limit (m,n = ±):

SA,eff = SA + L, (45)

SA =
∑
k,mn

∫
dt

[
σ3
mnākm (i∂t − ϵk) akn

]
, (46)

L = −i
∑
k,mn

∫
dt γ(t)

[(
σ−
mn − 1

2σ
0
mn

)
ākmakn

]
, (47)

where we have introduced the following short-hand nota-
tions: σ3

++ = −σ3
−− = 1, σ−

−+ = 1, σ0
++ = σ0

−− = 1, and
zero otherwise.
Like in Sect. II A, we can obtain the rate of particle

loss by assuming the coupling to the bath is switched on
at t = 0 (i.e. f(t) = θ(t)) and computing the change
in the total particle number density using perturbation
theory in L:

nA(t) =
1

Ω

∑
k

⟨a†k(t)ak(t)⟩ (48)

=
1

Ω

∑
k

∫
D[āa] āk−(t)ak+(t) e

i(SA+L) (49)

Following the same steps as in Sec. II A, we compute

the leading order change of nk(t) = ⟨a†kak⟩. Thus, we
obtain rate equations for the momentum distribution
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dnk(t)/dt = −γnk(t), and hence the rate of change of
the particle density follows:

dnA(t)

dt
= −γnA(t). (50)

Note that the rate of change is proportional to the den-
sity, which is characteristic of the one-body loss process.

IV. LOSSY 1D BOSE HUBBARD MODEL

Next, we discuss how to describe two-body losses by
coupling a system to a bath. We first consider an ul-
tracold gas in a deep optical lattice which can be de-
scribed by the one-dimensional Bose-Hubbard model [46].
A laser is applied that photo-associates atoms in dou-
bly occupied lattice sites (doublons) into molecules. The
molecules are quickly lost from the trap, resulting in a
loss of two bosons (see Fig. 1). In the limit where the loss
of the photoassociated molecule is very fast, the double
occupancy is strongly suppressed. In other words, in the
presence of this coupling, the states containing doublons
are rapidly projected out. However, virtual transitions
to states containing doublons can still have an effect on
the system dynamics. This kind of loss dynamics was
experimentally studied in [47, 48] and theoretically de-
scribed using an approach based on an effective master
equation derived in [49], which yields a phenomenologi-
cal rate equation like (1). In the following, we provide a
microscopic theory for the loss dynamics and compare it
to the phenomenological loss equation.

A convenient way to describe the dynamics of the Bose-
Hubbard model in a subspace containing no doublons
relies on the Jordan-Wigner transformation [46] that re-
lates hard-core bosons to fermions:

cj = Kjaj , Ki =
∏
l<j

(1− 2nl) (51)

where nj = a†jaj = c†jcj = 0, 1 measures the occupa-
tion of site j. The transformation holds true provided

(a†j)
2 = a2j = 0 (i.e. no doublons) in the relevant Fock

subspace. In this subspace, the kinetic energy of the

J
U

�

FIG. 1. Scheme of the lossy 1D Bose-Hubbard model. J is
the nearest-neighbor hopping and U is the onsite interaction.
The loss is parametrized by γ is the one-body loss rate of the
doublons, i.e. doubly occupied sites.

hardcore bosons can be written in terms of the Jordan-
Wigner fermions (see Fig. 1):

Hc = −J
∑
j

[
c†jcj+1 + h.c.

]
. (52)

In addition, we note that the original hopping operator of

bosons −J∑
i

[
a†jaj+1 + h.c.

]
also allows for transitions

that create virtual doublons. In order to allow for such
processes, we introduce a doublon field on each site d†i
that is coupled to the (hardcore) bosons by means of

−J∑
j (dj + dj+1) a

†
ja

†
j+1 + h.c.. Following the Jordan-

Wigner transformation, this coupling becomes:

Hcd = −J
∑
j

[(
c†jc

†
j+1 + c†j−1c

†
j

)
dj + h.c.

]
. (53)

Finally, we note that the doublon has an excitation en-
ergy equal to U , and therefore,

Hd = U
∑
j

d†jdj . (54)

This rather heuristic derivation of the Hamiltonian in
the limit where the doublons are suppressed is con-
firmed below by showing that it is a convenient Hubbard-
Stranovich decoupling of the effective interaction gen-
erated in the strongly interacting limit of the one-
dimensional Bose-Hubbard model i.e. for U ≫ J [50].
The generating functional for the above model is:

Z[V̄ , V ] =

∫
D[d̄d]D[c̄c] eiS , (55)

where S = Sc + Sd + Sdc + SV

Sc =
∑
j

∫
C

dt [c̄j(i∂t − µ)cj + J (c̄jcj+1 + c̄j+1cj)] , (56)

Sdc = J
∑
j

∫
C

dt
[
(c̄j c̄j+1 + c̄j−1c̄j) dj + d̄j (cj+1cj + cjcj−1)

]
, (57)

SV =
∑
j

∫
C

dt
[
V̄jcj + c̄jVj

]
. (58)
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As mentioned above, the doublon field will be treated
as Hubbard-Stranotovich field and therefore its “action”
does not contain a time-derivative term id̄∂td:

Sd = −U
∑
j

∫
C

dt d̄jdj . (59)

The calculations to be described below can be also carried
out including such derivative term, which is not impor-
tant in the limit where U ≫ J (see next section for a
discussion where a similar situation is encountered). We
further assume that the system is coupled to a bath that
removes the doublons. This coupling is described by the
following term in the Keldysh action:

SdB = −
∑
j,α

∫
C

dtf(t)
[
gαd̄jbjα + g∗αb̄jαdj

]
, (60)

where the bath modes have the following quadratic ac-
tion:

SB =
∑
j,α

∫
C

dt b̄jα (i∂t − ωα) bjα. (61)

We integrate out the bath following the same steps as in
Sect. II A, which in the Markovian limit yields:

Ld = −i
∑
j,mn

∫
dt γ(t)

(
σ−
mn − 1

2σ
0
mn

)
d̄jmdjn. (62)

Combining this term with the action for the doublon, the
following effective action is obtained:

Sd,eff =
∑
j,mn

∫
dt d̄jmG

−1
mn(t)djn, (63)

G−1
mn(t) = −Uσ3

mn − iγ(t)
(
σ−
mn − 1

2σ
0
mn

)
. (64)

Finally, we integrate out the doublon field by making the
following change of integration variables in the functional
integral:

djm(t) = d′jm(t)−
∑
m′,n′

Gm,m′(t)σ3
m′,n′hj,n′(t), (65)

d̄jm(t) = d̄′jm(t)−
∑
m′,n′

h̄j,m′(t)σ3
m′,n′Gn′,m(t) (66)

where we have denoted hj,m = −J(cj+1,mcj,m +
cj,mcj−1,m), h̄j,m = −J(c̄j,mc̄j+1,m + c̄j−1,mc̄j,m), and

Gmn(t) =
−Uσ3

mn − iγ(t)
(
σ−
mn + 1

2σ
0
mn

)
U2 + (γ(t)/2)2

. (67)

The resulting integral over d̄′j , d
′
j is gaussian, and yields

a constant prefactor to the generating functional in
Eq. (55). In addition, there is an exponential factor with
the following effective action in the exponent:

S′
eff = −

∑
j,mn

∫
dt h̄j,m(t)

(
σ3G(t)σ3

)
mn

hj,n(t). (68)

Note that in the limit where the coupling to the bath
vanishes and γ(t) = 0, Gmn(t) = −σ3

mn/U and we obtain

S′
eff =

1

U

∑
j,mn

∫
dt h̄j,m(t)σ3

mnhj,n(t) (69)

=
J2

U

∑
j,mn

∫
dt σ3

mn

[
2c̄j+1,mc̄j,mcj,ncj+1,n

− c̄j+1,mc̄j,mcj,ncj−1,n

− c̄j−1,mc̄j,mcj,ncj+1,n

]
, (70)

which is the Keldysh action for the effective Hamiltonian
obtained using strong coupling perturbation theory in
Ref. [50] for the 1D Bose-Hubbard model in the limit
where U ≫ J and in the subspace with no doublons.
Next, we switch on the coupling to the bath so that

γ(t) = γθ(t) and compute the particle-loss rate. It is
convenient to work in the Bloch wave basis where ck =∑

j e
−ikxjcj/

√
M , M being the number of lattice sites,

xj = j, k = 2πl/M , l = −M/2 + 1, . . . ,M/2 (assuming
periodic boundary conditions and M to be even). Thus,
the full effective action Seff = Sc + S′

eff reads:

Seff =
∑
k,mn

∫
dt σ3

mnc̄k,m (i∂t − ϵk) ck,n

− 1

2M

∑
pkq,mn

∫
dt σ3

mnŨpkq(t)c̄p,mc̄k,mck+q,ncp−q,n

− i

M

∑
pkq

∫
dtΓpkq(t)c̄p,−c̄k,−ck+q,+cp−q,+ , (71)

where ϵk = −J cos k is the single-particle dispersion,
Ũ(p, k, q) = Upkq(t)− iσ3

mnΓpkq(t) and Γpkq(t) are given
by:

Upkq(t) =
−8J2UFpkq

U2 + (γ(t)/2)2
(72)

Γpkq(t) =
4J2γ(t)Fpkq

U2 + (γ(t)/2)2
, (73)

Fpkq = cos (q) cos2
(
p+ k

2

)
. (74)

In the limit where J ≪ max{U, γ(t)}, both Upkq(t) and
Γpkq(t) are perturbatively small. Using perturbation the-
ory to leading order in Upkq(t) and Γpkq(t) we obtain the
following loss rate equation for the distribution function
of Jordan-Wigner fermions (see Appendix D for further
details),

dnp(t)

dt
= −γeff

∫
dk

2π
C2

kp np(t)nk(t). (75)

where Ckp = sin
(

p−k
2

)
cos

(
p+k
2

)
and the effective loss

rate is

γeff =
16J2γ

U2 + γ2/4
. (76)
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FIG. 2. (Left) Evolution of the lattice filling starting from
an initial filling of nA(t = 0) = 0.25 for different initial
temperatures on a log-log scale. The initial temperature is
determined by the initial state, which is assumed thermal.
The phenomenological result shows large deviations from the
microscopic theory, especially at low temperatures. (Right)
Evolution of the lattice filling starting from initial filling of
nA(t = 0) = 0.75 for different initial temperatures on a log-
log scale. At larger initial fillings, the deviation from the
phenomenological rate equation becomes smaller.

Integrating over p yields the following rate equation for
the lattice filling nA(t) = NA(t)/M :

dnA(t)

dt
= −γeff

∫
dpdk

(2π)2
C2

kp np(t)nk(t). (77)

The form factor C2
kp was not present in the approach

used in Ref. 49, which neglected inter-site correlations.
The expression containing the form factor was later ob-
tained by solving the Lindblad master equation using an
approximation termed as time-depependent generalized
Gibbs ensemble [51, 52]. As illustrated below, the form
factor turns out very important when the filling of the
lattice is low and at low initial temperatures. The phe-
nomenological loss rate equation and the two-body loss
coefficient γ2 (cf. Eq. 1) [47–49] can be obtained in the
high-temperature limit where the Fermi-Dirac distribu-
tion of the Jordan-Wigner fermions approaches nA(t) and
is independent of the momentum. Therefore,

dnA(t)

dt
= −γT n2A(t), (78)

with two-body loss coefficient γ2 = γT = γeff/4. Fig. 2
compares the solution of the phenomenological rate equa-
tion with the numerical solution of Eq. (75) obtained
from the microscopic Keldysh action at different initial
temperatures determined by the initial momentum dis-
tribution of the Jordan-Wigner fermions. Indeed, since
after t = 0 the system is out of equilibrium, a global tem-
perature can no longer be defined. At a small values of
the initial lattice filling (e.g. nA(t = 0) = 0.25), the re-
sults from the phenomenological rate equation strongly
deviate from the predictions of the microscopic theory,
Eq. (75). The difference between the two rate equa-
tions becomes smaller as temperature increases becasue,
as mentioned above, the phenomenological rate equation
is recovered from Eq. (75) in the high temperature limit
where T ≫ J . However, at a higher initial lattice filling
(nA(t = 0) = 0.75), the error incurred by using the phe-
nomenological rate equation becomes smaller at all the
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FIG. 3. (Top left panel) Decay of the lattice filling for an
initially half-filled system and different initial temperatures.
The dependence of the initial temperature is very weak (note
the log-log scale). (Bottom left panel) change of kinetic ener-
gies with different initial temperatures. Systems with a lower
initial temperature undergo a larger change in the kinetic en-
ergy. (Upper right panel) Time evolution of the distribution of
Jordan-Wigner fermions for an inverse temperature kBT = J
(i.e. βJ = 1). Notice that a large depletion in the distribu-
tion near k = ±π/2. (Bottom right panel) Evolution of the
distribution of Jordan-Wigner fermions for kBT = J/10 (i.e.
βJ = 10).

studied temperatures. Thus, the phenomenological rate
equation only applies at high temperatures or high lat-
tice fillings (i.e. nA(t = 0) ≃ 1). The latter are indeed
the conditions of the previous experiments [47, 48]. Our
formalism thus allows to access other regimes of lattice
fillings and temperature, which can be explored in future
experiments.
In addition, a closer examination of the numerical so-

lution of Eq. (75) shows that the situation is indeed
more complex than what can be naively inferred from the
above discussion of the validity of the phenomenological
rate equation. In order to see from where the complexity
emerges, we have plotted the evolution of the distribution
function of Jordan-Wigner fermions in Fig. 3 for an ini-
tially half-filled lattice and different values of the effective
loss rate γeff (right panels). In the same figure, we also
show the evolution of the lattice filling and kinetic en-
ergy for different initial temperatures (left panels). Note
that for the lattice filling shown on the top left panel,
the particle loss dynamics is largely independent of the
initial temperature (note the log-log scale). On the other
hand, the dynamics of the average kinetic energy (shown
in a linear scale) does indeed depend on the initial tem-
perature. As it can be seen, the change in kinetic energy
induced by the two-body loss is larger in systems with
lower initial temperature.
The dependence on the initial temperature of the ki-

netic energy, which is the first moment of the momen-
tum distribution, is an indication that the two-body loss
drives the system into a non-equilibrium state. To con-
firm this observation, we focus on the evolution of the full
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momentum distribution of the Jordan-Wigner fermions,
which is shown on the right panels for two values of the
initial temperature (kBT = J and kBT = J/10). Al-
though the initial distribution is assumed to be thermal,
it can be seen that under the two-body loss in both cases
it rapidly evolves into a non-thermal distribution. Note
that the depletion is most effective (especially at low tem-
peratures) for k near ±π/2. This is because the form
factor C2

kp in Eq. (77) is maximum for k = −p = ±π/2,
which corresponds to losses of doublons with total zero
momentum. The latter are created from “Cooper pairs”
∼ ckc−k of Wigner fermions. In conclusion, even in cases
where evolution of the particle filling stays rather close
to the results obtained from the phenomenological rate
equation (78) down to low temperatures, the system is
indeed far from equilibrium as revealed by close exami-
nation of other observables like the kinetic energy.

V. LOSSES IN OPTICAL FESHBACH
RESONANCE

In this section we describe a multi-component mixture
of alkaline-earth atoms with emergent SU(N) symme-
try [53, 54] near an optical Feshbach resonance (OFR)

1S0+
1S0

3P1
1S0+

�

gJ
Bath

g↵

FIG. 4. Scheme of an optical Feshbach resonance: The system
consists of N species of spin-F (N = 2F + 1) alkaline-earth
atoms in the ground state interacting via an s-wave poten-
tial. Using a laser colliding pairs of atoms in the ground-state
are coupled to pairs consisting of one ground-state and one
excited-state atom in a molecular state. This state has a one-
body coupling parametrized by gα to a bath to which it can
be lost or gained.

by means of the following model:

Hc = H0 +Hint, (79)

Hint =
U

Ω

∑
pkq,σσ′

c†pσc
†
kσ′ck−qσ′cp+qσ, (80)

Hca =
f(t)√
Ω

∑
pq

∑
σσ′,JM

gJq⟨ffσσ′|JM⟩

×
[
a†p,JMcp−q,σcq,σ′ + c†q,σc

†
p−q,σ′ap,JM

]
,

(81)

Ha =
∑
q,JM

(ϵaq +∆)a†q,JMaq,JM , (82)

HaB = f(t)
∑

q,JM,α

[
gαb

†
qαaq,JM + g∗αa

†
q,JMbq,α

]
, (83)

HB =
∑
q,α

ωqα b
†
qαbqα, (84)

Fermions in the ground state 1S0 interact via a weak s-
wave potential preserving SU(N) symmetry. The OFR
is described by a SU(N) symmetry breaking scattering
channel which involves an intermediate bosonic molecu-
lar state where one of the colliding atoms is in an opti-
cally coupled excited state, i.e. 1S0 + 3P0. The coupling
gJ(q) = gJ(−q) is the matrix element of the laser-induced
transition between two-particles in the ground state and
the molecular excited state, i.e. ⟨1S0

3P0|Vlas|1S0
1S0⟩ .

In the calculations below, we assume that gJ ≪ ∆m, γ,
where ∆m is the detuning from the excited state and γ is
the one-body loss rate of the excited molecular state. In
this limit, the loss of the molecular state is due to spon-
taneous emission. The contribution of stimulated emis-
sions is relatively small. The two-body loss of the system
particles is described as the one-body loss of the inter-
mediate molecular state, which is coupled to a bath via
HaB whose eigenmodes are the bosonic operators b†q, bq.
Since the coupling is linear and the bath is described by
a quadratic Hamiltonian, the second-order cumulant ex-
pansion is exact and applies even in the limit where the
loss rate γ is large. Below we write the Keldysh action
after integrating out the bath field following the same
steps than in Sec. II. This yields:

Seff = Sc + Sa,eff , (85)

Sc =

∫
dt σ3

mn

{[∑
k

c̄kσm (i∂t − ϵk) ckσn −Hint

]

− f(t)√
Ω

∑
p,q

∑
σσ′JM

gJq⟨ffσσ′|JM⟩ [āpmcp−qσncqσ′n

+apmc̄p−qσnc̄qσ′n]

}
,

Sa,eff =
∑
q,JM

∫
dtdt′ āqJMmG

−1
q,mn(t, t

′)aqJMn , (86)
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where

G−1
q,mn(t, t

′) = δ(t− t′)
[
σ3
nm

(
i∂t′ − ϵaq −∆

)
+iσ0

mnγ(t
′)/2− iσ−

mnγ(t
′)
]

(87)

In Eq. (86), in order to lighten the equations, we have
adopted the convention that summation over repeated
indices m,n = ± is implied.
Next, we integrate out the molecular field,

āq,JM , aq,JM using the cumulant expansion. To
this end, we need to obtain the Green’s function for the
molecular fields, i.e. the inverse of the matrix G−1

0 (t, t′).
In order to take into account the distribution function
of the molecules correctly, it is necessary [31] to take a
step back and work with the discrete version of the path
integral. However, the presence of the dissipative terms
make the inversion of the matrix cumbersome. One way
around this difficulty is to realize that in the parameter
regime of interest here, i.e. for large γ(t) and/or large
detuning ∆m, it is possible to neglect the time derivative
part of G−1

q (t, t′), which effectively amounts to a Marko-
vian approximation when the molecular field is regarded
as a bath itself. In order to understand this, let us
neglect the time dependence of the coupling to the bath
γ for the time being. Thus, the matrix G−1

q becomes
a function of t − t′ and it can be Fourier transformed,
which yields the following matrix in Keldysh space:

G−1
q (ω) = σ3

(
ω − ϵaq −∆

)
+ iγ

(
σ0/2− σ−) . (88)

If |ω| ≪ min{∆m, γ} we can neglect the frequency de-
pendence of G−1

q (ω). Furthermore, assuming a vanishing
number of molecules in the initial state, the correlation
functions that determine the second order term in the
expansion are given by the inverse of above matrix with
ω = 0. In Eq. (87) this amounts to neglecting the term
involving the time derivative, i∂t, which yields Marko-
vian correlations for the molecular field of the form:

Gq,m,n(t, t
′) ≃ − δ(t− t′)

(ϵq +∆)2 + γ2(t′)/4

×
[
σ3
nm

(
ϵaq +∆

)
+ i

2

(
σ0
mn + σ−

mn

)
γ(t′)

]
(89)

Using the above expression and Eq. (39), we obtain the
following effective Keldysh action:

Seff =
∑
k,σ

∫
dt

{
σ3
mnc̄kσm (i∂t − ϵk) ckσn

− 1

2Ω

∑
pkq

∑
σσ′λλ′,JM

[
σ3
mnUeff(p,k,q)− iσ0

mnγ
′(p,k,q)

]

× c̄pσmc̄kσ′mck+qλncp−q,λ′,n

}
,

−i
∫
dt

∑
p,k,q

∑
σσ′λλ′,JM

γ′(p,k,q, t)
Ω

,

× c̄pσ−c̄kσ′−ck+qλ+cp−qλ′+, (90)

where Ueff(p,k,q, t) = U0 + δU(p,k,q, t) is the renor-
malized interaction:

δU(p,k,q, t) = −2gJp−kg
J
p−k−2q⟨ffσσ′|JM⟩

× ⟨ffλλ′|JM⟩ ∆p+kf
2(t)

∆2
p+k + γ2(t)

4

, (91)

and

γ′(p,k,q, t) = gJp−kg
J
p−k−2q⟨ffσσ′|JM⟩

× ⟨ffλλ′|JM⟩ γ(t)f2(t)

∆2
p+k + γ2(t)

4

(92)

is the effective two-body loss rate in the limit of
strong spontaneous loss on the intermediate molecular
states [43, 55–60]. In the above expressions ∆p = ϵap+∆
is the energy of the excited molecular state with total
momentum p. Notice that δU is an SU(N)-symmetry
breaking interaction and both quantities are perturba-
tively small in the limit where gJ ≪ min{∆m, γ} of in-
terest here. Hence, perturbation theory to leading order
in γ′ yields the following rate equation for an quantum
degenerate gas:

dnc(t)

dt
= − 2

Ω2

∑
p,k

γ′(p,k,0)n(p, t)n(k, t). (93)

where np(t) is the instantaneous momentum distribution
and nc =

∑
p np(t)/Ω is the fermions density. From this

result, the phenomenological loss coefficient for a thermal
gas can be obtained by replacing the loss-coefficient with
its thermal average [56, 61, 62],

γT = ⟨γ′(p,k, 0)⟩T , (94)

=

∫
γ′(p,k, 0)fM (p, T )fM (k, T )d3pd3k. (95)

Here fM (p, T ) = (2πmkBT )
−3/2 exp(−p2/2mkBT ) de-

notes the Maxwell distribution at temperature T for par-
ticles with mass m normalized to unity. Using the aver-
age coefficient, the rate equation can be approximated
by

dnc(t)

dt
= −γT

2

Ω2

∑
p,k

n(p, t)n(k, t), (96)

= −2γT n
2
c(t), (97)

which is the phenomenological two-body loss rate equa-
tion, Eq. (1) with γ1 = 0 and γ2 = 2γT for a thermal
gas [56, 57, 59, 61, 62].

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have discussed the derivation of the
Keldysh path integral for open quantum systems using



11

the 2nd order cumulant expansion. Although we have
focused on Markovian baths, the method is not limited
to the latter and can be extended to describe effects be-
yond Markovianity. It also does not require the bath to
be non-interacting or the bath coupling to be of a par-
ticular form. Formally, it requires that the coupling to
the bath is weak enough to be accurately treated us-
ing second order perturbation theory. However, as we
have shown above, when describing two-particle losses,
the system-bath coupling can be sometimes conveniently
reformulated and a strong loss regime can be also de-
scribed.

Turning to models relevant for ultra-cold atomic gases,
we have studied models of one and two-body losses.
Thus, we have shown how two-body losses caused by
photo-association of doublons in the one dimensional
Bose-Hubbard model can be described within the path-
integral formulation allowing us to obtain a microscopic
loss rate equation. The latter has been compared with a
previously derived phenomenological loss equation. The
microspically derived rate equation shows that the phe-
nomenological equation is mostly accurate at high tem-
peratures and/or lattice fillings close to unity. However,
we have shown (see Sect. IV) that even in cases where
the phenomenological rate equation appears to be suf-
ficiently accurate, the implicit assumption that the sys-
tem remains in a thermal equilibrium characterized by
a temperature T can be incorrect. This has important
implications for the calculation of other physical quan-
tities such as the kinetic energy, for which our theory,
which properly handles such deviations from equilibrium,
is necessary.

Finally, in Sec. V we have applied the formalism to a
model describing an optical Feshbach resonance in multi-
component mixture of ultracold alkaline-earth fermions.
We have also shown that the phenomenological rate equa-
tion is expected to apply to the high temperature regime.
Although we have not fully explored the low temperature
regime yet, using the lessons learned with the much sim-
pler one-dimensional Hubbard model, in presence of an
OFR we expect that if quantum coherence becomes im-
portant, deviations from the phenomenological approach
will appear.

Finally, let us mention that, in this work, when deal-
ing with the interactions between the Jordan-Wigner
fermions in the lossy one-dimensional Bose-Hubbard
model we have used perturbation theory. This is justified
because the latter are weak [50] and the studied temper-
atures are relatively high. However, in future work it
will interesting to revisit this problem in order to ac-
count for the effect of the interactions in the system,
which in one dimension can be done non-perturbatively
using bosonization [63, 64]. Other possible extensions
of this work are, as pointed out above, studying effects
beyond Markovianity and the effect of strong interac-
tions/correlations in the bath.
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Appendix A: Brief recap of the path integral
approach to the Lindblad master equation

For an open quantum system described by a Hamil-
tonian H = H(a†, a) in contact with a Markovian bath,
the time-evolution of the reduced density matrix of the
system A, ρA, reads:

∂tρA = −i [H, ρA] +
∑
s

γs

(
LsρsL

†
s −

1

2
{L†

sLs, ρA}
)
,

(A1)
where [O1, O2] = O1O2 −O2O1 and {O1, O2} = O1O2 +
O2O1 and the couplings γα along with the Lindblad op-
erators Lα = Lα(a

†, a) and L†
α = L†

α(a
†, a) describe the

coupling to the bath. Specializing to the case where the
Lindbladian describes particle losses (but not gains), and
using the resulting time-evolution operator derived from
the above master equation, a path integral can be de-
rived following the procedure described in Ref. [65] (see
equations 27 and 28 in Ref. [65]). In the notations of this
manuscript where ψ± → a± and −iL → L describes only
the dissipative part of the Keldysh action, et cetera, the
path integral derived in Ref. [65] reads:

Z =

∫
D[a+, ā+, a−, ā−] e

iS , (A2)

S =

∫
dt

[
σ3
mnāmi∂tan − σ3

mnH(ām, an)

+L(ā+, ā−, a+, a−)] , (A3)

L = −i
∑
s

γs
[
L̄s,−Ls,+ − 1

2

(
L̄s,+Ls,+ + L̄s,−Ls,−

)]
.

(A4)

Note that the “quantum jump” term L̄s,−Ls,+ appears
in the reversed order compared to the Lindblad master
equation (i.e. LsρL

†
s in Eq. A1). This order is impor-

tant in the fermion case when the Lindblad operator Ls

contains an odd number of fermion operators [66]. In
order to make contact with our approach, we shall con-
sider the case of one-particle losses studied in Secs. II A
and III for which the Lindbladian operators are Ls = a
and γs = γ(t) and H(a†, a) = ϵ0 a

†a, for the single-mode
case (i.e. dropping s, the generalization to the multiple
mode corresponds to letting s = k and γs=k = γ(t) as in
Sec. III). Thus, L given above becomes our Eq. (18).
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Appendix B: 2nd order cumulant expansion

In this section, we provide a short derivation of the
2nd order cumulant expansion in the context of path in-
tegral as used in Sec. II A. Consider the derivation of
the Feynman-Vernon functional which is obtained by for-
mally integrating out the bath B degrees of freedom, i.e.

F [ā, a] = ⟨eiSAB ⟩B ,

= ⟨1 + iSAB − 1

2
S2
AB + · · · ⟩B ,

= exp

[
log

(
⟨1 + iSAB − 1

2
S2
AB + · · · ⟩B

)]
,

≃ exp

[
i⟨SAB⟩B − 1

2

(
⟨S2

AB⟩B − ⟨SAB⟩2B
)]
,

= eiL[ā,a]. (B1)

where in the third line, we use the expansion log(1+x) =∑∞
n=1(−1)n+1 xn

n and kept the terms up to second order
in SAB .

Appendix C: Bath correlations in dilute limit and
Markovian approximation

The coupling functions gmn(t1 − t2) are expressed in
terms of bath correlators. In the limit of very dilute bath
excitations i.e. nB(ωα) ≈ 0, the effects of interactions in
the bath can be neglected and the correlation functions
are well approximated by those of an non-interacting sys-
tem. Before embarking in the calculation, it is important
to note that, e.g. the time-ordered correlation takes the
form [31]:

⟨bα+(t1)b̄α+(t2)⟩B =

{
θ̃(t1 − t2) [1 + znB(ωα)]

+ θ(t2 − t1)znB(ωα)

}
e−iωα(t1−t2). (C1)

In the above expression, we have made explicitly the dis-
tinction between the two kinds of step functions result-
ing from the discrete version of the path integral with
θ̃(0) = 1 and θ(0) = 0 [31]. Note that this prescription
differs from the one used in the operator approach to
Keldysh perturbation theory but in this context this reg-
ularization is dictated by the discrete form path integral,
which is ultimately the mathematically correct form of
the latter. As we will show below, the distinction intro-
duced by this regularization is important when taking the
Markovian limit where some of the above time arguments
become coincident. Furthermore, in the limit where the

bath excitations are dilute, the correlations simplify to:

⟨bα+(t1)b̄α+(t2)⟩B = θ̃(t1 − t2)e
−iωα(t1−t2), (C2)

⟨b̄α+(t2)bα+(t1)⟩B = zθ(t1 − t2)e
−iωα(t1−t2), (C3)

⟨bα−(t1)b̄α−(t2)⟩B = θ̃(t2 − t1)e
−iωα(t1−t2), (C4)

⟨b̄α−(t2)bα−(t1)⟩B = zθ(t2 − t1)e
−iωα(t1−t2), (C5)

⟨bα+(t1)b̄α−(t2)⟩B = 0, (C6)

⟨b̄α−(t1)bα+(t2)⟩B = 0, (C7)

⟨bα−(t1)b̄α+(t2)⟩B = e−iωα(t1−t2), (C8)

⟨b̄α+(t2)bα−(t1)⟩B = ze−iωα(t1−t2). (C9)

The effective coupling are fully determined by Fourier
transform of the following spectral density of couplings
to the bath:

JB(ω) =
∑
α

|gα|2δ(ω − ωα). (C10)

In terms of the spectral density of couplings to the bath,
the functions gαβ(t1, t2) can be written as follows:

g++(t1 − t2) ≃
{
θ̃(t1 − t2)

+ θ(t1 − t2)}
∫
dω

2π
JB(ω)e

−iω(t1−t2),

(C11)

g−−(t1 − t2) ≃
{
θ̃(t2 − t1)

+ θ(t1 − t2)}
∫
dω

2π
JB(ω)e

−iω(t1−t2),

(C12)

g−+(t1 − t2) ≃ −2

∫
dω

2π
JB(ω)e

−iω(t1−t2), (C13)

g+−(t1 − t2) ≃ 0. (C14)

By further assuming that, within a band of width D
around ω = 0, JB(ω) is well approximated by a con-
stant, i.e.

JB(ω) = ν0|⟨g⟩|2 = const. , (C15)

for |ω| < D/2, where ⟨g⟩ is the average coupling strength
and ν0 ∼ D−1 is the density of states. We note,
this constant dependence in the spectral density corre-
sponds to a Markovian bath. Within our formalism,
non-Markovianity can be introduced using other types
of spectral densities, e.g. power-law forms [67], which
yield bath correlations different from the Markovian one.
In the Markovian case, using the above expression, we
have ∫

dω

2π
JB(ω)e

−iωt ≃ ν0|⟨g⟩|2
sin(Dt/2)

πt
. (C16)

Note that this function is strongly peaked for t = t1−t2 =
0 and decreases/oscillates rapidly for |t1−t2| ≳ D−1 (the
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oscillation is an artifact of the hard cutoff). Thus, if the
dynamics of the system is characterized by frequencies
much smaller thanD, we can effectively replace the above
function by a Dirac delta-function δ(t1−t2), which yields,

v++(t1, t2) ≃ ν0|⟨g⟩f(t1)|2δ(t1 − t2), (C17)

v−−(t1, t2) ≃ ν0|⟨g⟩f(t1)|2δ(t1 − t2), (C18)

v−+(t1, t2) ≃ −2ν0|⟨g⟩f(t1)|2δ(t1 − t2), (C19)

v+−(t1, t2) ≃ 0. (C20)

In order to obtain the above expressions, we have used
θ̃(t)δ(t) = θ̃(0)δ(t) = δ(t) and θ(t)δ(t) = θ(0)δ(t) = 0, as
required by the discrete version of the path integral [31].

The θ̃(t) and θ(t) are two regularizations of the step func-
tion.

Appendix D: Derivation of loss equation for lossy
1D Bose Hubbard model

The momentum distribution nr(t) for particle with mo-
mentum r at time t using perturbation expansion to lead-

ing order is

nr(t)− n0r ≃ i⟨c̄r,−(t)cr,+(t)L⟩c,

= i

{ −1

2M

∑
pkq,mn

∫ t

−∞
dt1 σ

3
mnUpkq(t1)Omn(t, t1; r, p, k, q)

+
i

2M

∑
pkq,mn

∫ t

−∞
dt1 σ

0
mnΓpkq(t1)Omn(t, t1; r, p, k, q)

− i

M

∑
pkq

∫ t

−∞
dt1 Γpkq(t1)O−+(t, t1; r, p, k, q)

}
, (D1)

where n0r = ⟨c†r,−(t)cr,+(t)⟩c is the momentum distri-
bution of the Jordan-Wigner Fermions in the initial
state described by the (non-interacting) Jordan-Wigner
fermion action Sc (cf. Eq. 56 or first term on the right
hand side of Eq. 71) with initial inverse temperature β.
In the above expression ⟨. . .⟩c stands for Keldysh time-
ordered average with weight eiSc . In addition, we have
also introduced the following notation for the six fermion-
operator expectation values:

Omn(t, t1; r, p, k, q) = ⟨c̄r,−(t)cr,+(t) c̄p,m(t1)c̄k,m(t1)ck+q,n(t1)cp−q,n(t1)⟩c. (D2)

Expanding the sum including σ3
mn and σ0

mn, we have∑
mn

σ3
mnOmn(t, t1; r, p, k, q)

= O++(t, t1; r, p, k, q)−O−−(t, t1; r, p, k, q). (D3)∑
mn

σ0
mnOmn(t, t1; r, p, k, q)

= O++(t, t1; r, p, k, q) +O−−(t, t1; r, p, k, q). (D4)

Next, applying Wick theorem yields:

Omn(t, t1; r, p, k, q)

=

[
⟨c̄k,m(t1)ck+q,n(t1)⟩c⟨cr,+(t) c̄p,m(t1)⟩c

× ⟨c̄r,−(t)cp−q,n(t1)⟩c
+ ⟨c̄p,m(t1)cp−q,n(t1)⟩c⟨cr,+(t) c̄k,m(t1)⟩c

× ⟨c̄r,−(t)ck+q,n(t1)⟩c
]

−
[
⟨c̄k,m(t1)cp−q,n(t1)⟩c⟨cr,+(t) c̄p,m(t1)⟩c

× ⟨c̄r,−(t)ck+q,n(t1)⟩c
+ ⟨c̄p,m(t1)ck+q,n(t1)⟩c⟨cr,+(t) c̄k,m(t1)⟩c

× ⟨c̄r,−(t)cp−q,n(t1)⟩c
]
,

(D5)

which yields

O++(t, t1; r, p, k, q) = O−−(t, t1; r, p, k, q)

=

[
δq,0δr,pn

0
k + δq,0δr,kn

0
p

− δq,p−kδr,pn
0
k − δq,p−kδr,kn

0
p

]
×
[
θ̃(t− t1)

(
1− n0r

)
n0r − θ(t1 − t)(n0r)

2

]
. (D6)

and

O−+(t, t1; r, p, k, q) = −
[
δq,0δr,pn

0
k + δq,0δr,kn

0
p

− δq,p−kδr,pn
0
k − δq,p−kδr,kn

0
p

]
(n0r)

2.

(D7)

Note that the exponential phase dependence on t and t1
is cancelled in the above first order expectation values.
Finally, combining Eq. (D1), (D3), (D6) with Eq. (D7)
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and re-arranging the momentum indices yields:

nr(t)− n0r = − 2

M

∑
k

[Γrk,q=0 − Γrk,q=r−k]n
0
rn

0
k,

=
−1

M

∑
k

∫ t

−∞

16J2γ(t1)

U2 + γ2(t1)/4
n0rn

0
k dt1

× sin2
(
r − k

2

)
cos2

(
r + k

2

)
. (D8)

Setting γ(t) = θ(t)γ and taking t → 0, we arrive at the
loss rate equation given in Eq. (75).
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