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We develop a Schwinger-Keldysh field theory (SKFT) for open quantum systems interacting with
a dissipative environment and apply it to the spin-boson model as an archetypical example where
the environment is composed of infinitely many harmonic oscillators. Prior SKFT developments of
this type have been confined to the Markovian regime, as an alternative to a conventional description
by the Lindblad quantum master equation (QME) which is a time-local (i.e., memoryless) matrix
differential equation. Here we combine SKFT with a two-particle irreducible (2PI) action that
effectively resums a class of Feynman diagrams to an infinite order as developed originally in the
context of elementary particle physics. We obtain the time-evolution of the spin density matrix
in the form of a system of integro-differential equations applicable to both Markovian and non-
Markovian regimes. The latter regime—where taking into account memory effects and revival of
genuine quantum properties becomes essential—poses a challenge for standard methods when trying
to incorporate arbitrary properties of the bath, system-bath coupling and length of time evolution.
Conversely, it is precisely the non-Markovian dynamics at ultralow temperatures and specific content
of bath frequencies that is needed for applications of the spin-boson model in quantum computing,
such as understanding of qubit decoherence. The SKFT+2PI-computed time evolution of the spin
expectation values in the Markovian regime reproduces the solution of the Lindblad QME, as long as
the system-bath coupling in the latter approach is adjusted by increasing it. In the non-Markovian
regime, SKFT+2PI yields a nonperturbative (in system-bath coupling) solution that mimics closely
results from both hierarchical equations of motion and tensor networks methods that we employ
as benchmarks. Our SKFT+2PI approach can also access particularly challenging cases, such as
zero-temperature combined with a sub-Ohmic bosonic bath, as well as enable evolution for arbitrary
long times. Taking into account favorable numerical cost of solving the obtained integro-differential
equations with increasing number of spins, time steps or spatial dimensionality—which otherwise
render all standard methods eventually inapplicable—the SKFT+2PI approach offers a promising
route for simulation of driven-dissipative systems in quantum computing or quantum magnonics
and spintronics in the presence of a variety of (single or multiple) dissipative environments.

I. INTRODUCTION

The standard approach to open quantum system
dynamics [1–3] formulates quantum master equations
(QMEs) in terms of operators, which are differential in
the case of Markovian [4] or integro-differential in the
case of non-Markovian regime [2, 5, 6], for time evolution
of reduced density matrix of the system of interest. The
reduced density matrix is obtained by partially tracing
over the environmental Hilbert space of the full density
matrix of system + environment. For many-body sys-
tems, the operators within QME are usually expressed
as polynomials of creation/annihilation operators acting
in an exponentially increasing Hilbert space, so that a
full matrix representation of QME quickly becomes in-
tractable by brute force methods. For example, even
for a small number N of quantum spins with S = 1/2
or, equivalently, qubits, the size of matrices 2N × 2N

within QME is prohibitively computationally expensive.
For Markovian QMEs where the Hamiltonian operator is
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quadratic and the dissipative Lindbladian [4, 7] operators
are linear in creation/annihilation operators, specialized
techniques like “third quantization” [8] can dramatically
reduce the computational cost to diagonalizing a 4N×4N
matrix for N fermions instead of a 4N × 4N matrix re-
quired in brute force methods.

The search for approaches that can solve many-body
Lindblad QME beyond quadratic Hamiltonians have re-
cently led to the development [12] of methods based
on Schwinger-Keldysh nonequilibrium quantum field the-
ory [13–16]. Its functional integral techniques also offer a
more convenient starting point for calculation of various
observables and correlation functions [13, 17], as well as
a plethora of field-theoretic tools [16] developed within
elementary particle physics. Indeed, Schwinger-Keldysh
field theory (SKFT) was originally developed for prob-
lems in high-energy physics and cosmology [14–16] and
later applied to low-energy physics [13]. The SKFT for
open quantum systems has been applied to a number
of dissipative and/or driven problems [18] in condensed
matter and atomic-molecular-optical physics. However,
SKFT formulated thus far is only for Markovian dynam-
ics [12, 13, 17, 18], such as when the coupling to the envi-
ronment is weak and temperature is sufficiently high. In
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FIG. 1. Illustration of spin-boson model [Eq. (1)] in which a
two-level system, such as spin S = 1/2 or a qubit, interacts
with a dissipative environment modeled [9] as a bath of bosons
of infinitely many frequencies ω. The strength of interaction
is γ, and the bath spectral density is either Ohmic [s = 1 in
Eq. (2)] or sub-Ohmic [0 < s < 1 in Eq. (2)], i.e., the modes
are skewed towards lower frequencies in the latter case. The
density matrix [Eq. (26)] of the two-level system is uniquely
determined [10] by three real numbers of the Bloch vector
P, so that |P| quantifies purity of the spin or qubit mixed
quantum state (|P(t = 0)| = 1 signifies pure state ρ̂ = |Σ⟩ ⟨Σ|,
while |P(t)| < 1 indicates decoherence [11]).

the Markovian regime, SKFT offers an alternative formu-
lation [12, 13, 17] of the Lindblad QME [4, 7] capturing
irreversible loss of characteristic quantum features. On
the other hand, in many applications, including notably
quantum computers [19, 20] where a dissipative and noisy
environment limits operational time of their qubits, open
quantum systems can exhibit pronounced memory effects
and time-retarded dynamics. This includes the revival of
genuine quantum properties such as quantum coherence,
correlations, and entanglement [2, 3].

In order to describe both Markovian and non-
Markovian dynamics of open quantum system via field-
theoretic formalism, here we introduce SKFT-based ap-
proach combined with a two-particle irreducible (2PI) ef-
fective action [21, 22] that resums [23–25] classes of Feyn-
man diagrams to infinite order. Note that 2PI resumma-
tion techniques [16] were originally developed in elemen-
tary particle physics [26]. The spin-boson model [9] is
an archetypical problem in the field of dissipative quan-
tum physics [1] and contains plenty of challenges for al-
gorithms [6, 27–39] trying to handle its non-Markovian
dynamics. It is thus ideally suited as an example here to
illustrate capabilities of our SKFT+2PI approach.

The spin-boson model describes quantum spin S = 1/2
interacting with a bosonic bath as the dissipative envi-
ronment. Although SKFT+2PI approach has been ap-
plied to a closed system of quantum spins [21, 22], it has
never been benchmarked against numerically exact meth-
ods available in low dimensions. In fact, since diagrams
missed by 2PI resummation act as an additional dissipa-
tive environment, it is more natural to apply SKFT+2PI

approach to open quantum systems and contrast its re-
sults with well-known techniques [6, 27–39]. In partic-
ular, we benchmark SKFT+2PI against Lindblad QME
in the Markovian regime, and against hierarchical equa-
tions of motion (HEOM) [40] and tensor network (TN)-
based methods [6, 33, 39] in the non-Markovian regime.
Our principal results in Figs. 4 and 5 demonstrate that
SKFT+2PI can mimic results of all three standard meth-
ods, while being able to treat spin-boson model at zero
temperature, strong coupling, and with differing bath
spectral densities. Handling these combinations of fea-
tures poses an intractable challenge for presently avail-
able HEOM and TN-based algorithms.
The paper is organized as follows. The spin-boson

model and standard approaches for its treatment are
overviewed in Sec. IIA. In Sec. II B we introduce
SKFT+2PI approach for open quantum system dynam-
ics. We provide details of our TN-based, HEOM and
Lindblad QME reference calculations in Secs. II C, IID
and II E, respectively. We compare SKFT+2PI results
in Sec. III and Figs. 4 and 5. We conclude in Sec. IV.

II. MODELS AND METHODS

A. Spin-boson model

The spin-boson model is a two-level quantum system—
as realized by a spin S = 1/2, a qubit [19, 20], or any
two well-separated energy levels [2, 3]—which is made
open by its interaction with a bosonic bath composed
of infinitely many harmonic oscillators [9]. Although it
has been intensely studied for nearly four decades [9],
its non-Markovian dynamics [2, 5, 6, 41, 42] still pose a
formidable challenge despite the plethora of available nu-
merical and analytical methods [6, 27–39, 43–47] for open
quantum systems. This is especially true for the case of
zero [30, 38, 42] or ultralow temperatures and/or specific
frequency content of the bosonic bath [30, 41]. This is of
particular relevance to superconducting qubits [19, 20],
where ultralow temperatures and sub-Ohmic bath model
such qubit subject to electromagnetic noise [45]. The
zero or ultralow temperature makes strong quantum ef-
fects and long memory time of the bath pronounced,
while transition from coherent damped motion to local-
ization is generated by increasing the system-bath cou-
pling strength.
The total system-bath Hamiltonian of spin-boson

model is given by

Ĥ =
ωq

2
σ̂z+

∆

2
σ̂x+

∑
k

ωk b̂
†
k b̂k+ σ̂z

∑
k

gk
2
(b̂k+ b̂

†
k), (1)

where ℏ = 1 for simplicity of notation; (σ̂x, σ̂y, σ̂z)
is the vector of the Pauli operators; ωq is the en-
ergy difference between the two eigenstates of σ̂z,
σ̂z |↑⟩ = |↑⟩ , σ̂z |↓⟩ = − |↓⟩; ∆ is the tunneling matrix

element, which sets the units of energy; b̂†k and b̂k are
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bosonic creation and annihilation operators, respectively;
and the spin is coupled with strength gk to the k-th mode
of the bath via the fourth term in Eq. (1). The impact
of the bath on the spin is fully captured by the coupling-
weighted spectral density, J(ω) = 2π

∑
k g

2
kδ(ω−ωk), for

which a generic form

J(ω) = γω1−s
c ωse−ω/ωc , (2)

is usually assumed [9]. Here γ is the parameter character-
izing spin-bath coupling strength; ωc is the characteristic
or cutoff frequency of the bath; parameter 0 < s < 1,
s = 1 and s > 1 classifies spectral densities as sub-
Ohmic, Ohmic and super-Ohmic, respectively [30]; and
the spectral density J(−ω) = −J(ω) is antisymmetrically
extended [27].

The sub-Ohmic case, with a relatively large portion of
low-frequency modes, is considered as particularly chal-
lenging [30, 35, 43–46] at zero temperature (T = 0).
This also includes the hurdle posed by the long-time
limit [30, 35, 36, 48] of non-Markovian dynamics [41, 42],
whose memory effects force information to flow from the
environment back to the system and such effects are not
necessarily transient [41]. It is generally believed that
non-Markovian regime [2, 5, 6] in open quantum system
dynamics is entered when the system-bath coupling is
sufficiently strong and correlations of the bath do not
decay rapidly [7]. But detailed examination [41, 42] of
measures of non-Markovianity vs. system-bath coupling
strength in the case of spin-boson model shows complex
(nonmonotonic) dependence, including sensitivity on the
cutoff frequency ωc. In the non-Markovian regime, one
finds recoherence effects and a departure from purely ex-
ponential decay in the dynamics of system observables, as
illustrated in the spin-boson model by comparing Marko-
vian and non-Markovian dynamics in Figs. 4 vs. 5, re-
spectively.

The brute force numerical solution of QME in the non-
Markovian regime requires computing high-dimensional
integrals over time [49], where accuracy of calculations
become extremely sensitive to numerical errors. The
widely-used HEOM approach [40, 50] converts time-
nonlocal integro-differential QME of the brute force
method [49] into a set of finitely many time-local dif-
ferential equations. However, its standard version [40]
is limited to high temperatures [51], which is a prob-
lem only very recently tackled by extending HEOM
approach [35, 36, 48] to access zero temperature and
much longer simulation times. Multilayer multiconfig-
uration time-dependent Hartree (ML-MCTDH) [29, 30],
numerical renormalization group (NRG) [43–46] and TN-
based [6, 32–34, 38, 39] algorithms that can handle T = 0
non-Markovian regime have also been developed. But,
typically, TN-based approaches are limited to short time
evolution. In addition, HEOM and ML-MCTDH algo-
rithms would be prohibitively expensive for many in-
teracting quantum spins or, equivalently, qubits. Al-
though TN-based approaches can handle many interact-
ing quantum spins, they are also prohibitively expensive

in higher dimensions or when time evolution exhibits a
transient “entanglement barrier” [52, 53]. For example,
even Markovian dynamics can lead to a spike [54] in time
evolution of many-body entanglement of the system, de-
spite the presence of dissipative environment and näıve
expectation [55] that interactions with the environment
should curtail entanglement growth. Thus, the need for
new approaches for driven-dissipative systems of many
locally interacting quantum spins motivates development
of SKFT-based theory in Sec. II B, as a highly credible
route (thus far demonstrated only for closed quantum
systems [21, 22]) for computing the dynamics of many
quantum degrees of freedom in arbitrary spatial dimen-
sion that is also capable of evolving such systems over
long times.

B. Schwinger-Keldysh field theory + 2PI for both
Markovian and non-Markovian dynamics

Formulating the functional integral of SKFT is cum-
bersome due to spin operator commutation relations,
which are neither bosonic nor fermionic. Instead, it is
convenient to map the spin operators in the Hamilto-
nian of Eq. (1) onto fermionic or bosonic operators [56],
so that the Wick theorem and field-theoretic machinery
applicable to such operators can be utilized. Here we
employ the Schwinger boson representation [22, 57, 58],
in which the spin S = 1/2 operators are expressed as

σ̂α = ψ̂†σαψ̂, (3)

where α = x, y, z; σα is a matrix representation of the

Pauli operators; and ψ̂ = (â, ĉ)T is a doublet of the two
Schwinger bosons, â and ĉ. The total spin S = 1/2 con-
strains the number of bosons to be â†â+ ĉ†ĉ = 2S. The
constraint ensures that only a subspace of the infinite
dimensional bosonic Hilbert space is utilized for spin dy-
namics, such as |1, 0⟩ ≡ |↑⟩ , |0, 1⟩ ≡ |↓⟩ which span the
physical Hilbert space of spin S = 1/2. Unlike imagi-
nary time applications of Schwinger bosons [57, 58], the
conserved currents associated with the symmetries of the
SK action enforce this constraint throughout real time
evolution [22]. Although other mappings from spin to
bosons or fermions can be employed, Schwinger bosons
preserve rotational symmetry, as opposed to Holstein-
Primakoff bosons [59], and are generalizable to larger
spin value, unlike Majorana [21] or Jordan-Wigner [60]
fermions applicable only to S = 1/2. Thus, we adopt
Schwinger bosons, akin to Ref. [22] which applied them
to develop SKFT for many quantum spins, of arbitrary
spin value and in arbitrary spatial dimension, but viewed
as a closed quantum system (i.e., no dissipative environ-
ment appears in Ref. [22], or Ref. [21], where SKFT is
formulated for S = 1/2 spins using their mapping to Ma-
jorana fermions).

The SK functional integral is formulated in terms of

complex fields ψ which are eigenvalues, ψ̂|ψ⟩ = ψ|ψ⟩ of
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ψ̂ and |ψ⟩ are the bosonic coherent states. Real fields can
be extracted from ψ by switching to real and imaginary
components, a = (a1 + ia2)/

√
2 and c = (c1 + ic2)/

√
2,

grouped into the 4-component field φ = (a1, a2, c1, c2)
T .

The spin fields can be constructed as σα = φTKαφ/2,
where

Kx = σx ⊗ I2, Ky = −σy ⊗ σy, Kz = σz ⊗ I2, (4)

and I2 is the 2×2 identity matrix.
Then the SK action, S = SS+SB , as one of the central

quantities in SKFT, is obtained as

SS =

∫
C
dt φT

(
− i

2
K0∂t −H

)
φ, (5a)

SB =

∫
C
dt
∑
k

[
b⋆k(i∂t − ωk)bk − gk

4
φTKzφ(bk + b⋆k)

]
,

(5b)

by time evolving the Lagrangian corresponding to the
Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) along the SK closed time con-
tour C [13–16]. Here SS and SB are the contributions
to the total action S from the system and the bath, re-
spectively; K0 = I2 ⊗ σy; and H = (ωqKz + ∆Kx)/4.
The action of the bath is already in the Gaussian form,
so it can be integrated out exactly. This leaves be-
hind a quartic term ∝ σz(t)Ξ(t, t

′)σz(t
′) in the to-

tal action, representing a nonlocal-in-time effective self-
interaction of the spin generated by the presence of the
bath. The bath kernel Ξ(t, t′) =

∑
k g

2
kDk(t − t′) is

given in terms of the Keldysh Green’s functions (GFs)
of the bosonic bath, iDk(t− t′) = ⟨bk(t)b⋆k(t′)⟩, where
there are four of them [13] because of four possibilities
for placing the times t, t′ on the forward and backward
branches of the SK contour C. The quartic term can be
decoupled through a Hubbard-Stratonovich transforma-
tion [61], yielding the modified total action

S =

∫
C
dt

[
− φT (t)

( i
2
K0∂t +H

)
φ(t) (6)

− 1

4
φT (t)Kzφ(t)λ(t) +

1

4

∫
C
dt′ λ(t)Ξ−1(t, t′)λ(t′)

]
,

where λ is the Hubbard-Stratonovich field that mediates
the nonlocal-in-time effective interaction.

To progress from the modified total action in Eq. (6),
several routes are possible. For instance, the quantum
(for the bath)-classical (for the spin) regime can be
probed by minimizing the action with respect to quan-
tum fluctuations that emerge naturally from the SK
closed time contour, thereby yielding integro-differential
equations of motion for the fields that contain time-
retarded (i.e., non-Markovian) dissipation kernel ac-
counting for the bath [12, 62–64]. The form of these
equations [65, 66] is quite analogous to the Nakajima-
Zwanzig equation [67, 68]. The time-retarded kernel
can be either approximated by analytical means [62, 64],
or solved numerically exactly [63]. Note that in the

quantum-classical regime, the memory of the bath is en-
coded in the dissipation kernel, which is a feature com-
pletely missed in SKFT description of open quantum sys-
tems where Markovianity is built into the SK functional
integral [12, 17, 69]. Alternatively, the fully quantum
regime can be captured from the action in Eq. (6) by
deriving the Dyson equations for the n-particle correla-
tion functions [13, 16]. However, an additional scheme is
required in order to handle the self-consistent nature of
the ensuing self-energy and approximate it in a control-
lable manner. Here, we borrow from elementary particle
physics [16] the 2PI effective action formalism [14, 70]
which sums [23] an infinite number of Feynman diagrams
of particular topology where the coupling constant in the
diagrammatic perturbation theory is 1/N [21, 22, 71–75],
N being the number of Schwinger bosons in our SKFT
reformulation of the spin-boson model. This can then
lead to nonperturbative results in the system-bath cou-
pling γ, as demonstrated in Fig. 5 where dynamics con-
sidering such subset of all possible diagrams follows re-
markably closely what are considered numerically exact
benchmarks (as obtained from HEOM and TN-based cal-
culations) in the field.
The 2PI effective action is obtained from the connected

generating functional

W [J,K] = −i ln
∫

DΦ exp

(
iS[Φ] + i

∫
C
dt J(t)Φ(t) (7)

+

∫
C
dtdt′K(t, t′)Φ(t)Φ(t′)

)
,

where DΦ indicates functional integration over all pos-
sible configurations of five-component field Φ = (φ, λ)T ,
and J and K are one- and two-particle sources [16, 22],
respectively. The Legendre transform of the functional
W [J,K] with respect to both arguments is the 2PI effec-
tive action

Γ[Φ̄, G] =W [J,K]−
∫
C
dt J(t)Φ̄(t) (8)

− 1

2

∫
C
dtdt′K(t, t′)

(
G(t′, t)− iΦ̄(t′)Φ̄(t)

)
.

Here, Φ̄ and G are the one- and two-particle connected
expectation values generated by W [J,K]. That is, Φ̄ is
the expectation value of the fields and G is the connected
Keldysh GF. Although both W [J,K] and Γ[Φ̄, G] hold
the same information, the former produces expectation
values via functional derivatives in the limit of vanish-
ing sources, whereas the latter produces them through a
comparatively simpler variational approach—the expec-
tation values satisfy δΓ/δΦ̄ = 0 and δΓ/δG = 0. Such
variational calculations can be performed on the expan-
sion [26]

Γ[Φ̄, G] = S[Φ̄]+
i

2
Tr lnG−1+

i

2
Tr
[
G−1

0 [Φ̄]G
]
−iΓ2, (9)

where a constant term has been ignored; the trace
is taken over all possible indices and times; G−1

0 =
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Predict:Compute:

Compute:

Set:

Predict:

Predict:

Predict:

Predict:

Predict: Predict:

Predict:

Correct:
Correct all 

quantities until:

FIG. 2. The flow chart of the iterative predictor-corrector method used to integrate Eq. (14). Due to the symmetries of the
statistical F and spectral ρ components of double-time Keldysh GFs, it suffices to compute them only for times t′ ≤ t. Note
that for some functions, the calculation of their time-diagonal elements t = t′ at the next time step t = t+h, requires additional
care, as discussed in the text.

δ2S/δΦ̄δΦ̄ is the inverse of the free Keldysh GF (i.e., for
spin and bath decoupled from each other); and Γ2 con-
tains all the 2PI vacuum diagrams. These 2PI vacuum
diagrams are those that cannot be separated by cutting
two edges or fewer, with edges (i.e., Keldysh GF G) and
vertices corresponding to interactions contained in the
action S.
The spin-to-Schwinger-boson mapping implies that

any expectation value containing an odd number of
Schwinger bosons vanishes in the physical states. In par-
ticular, φ̄ = 0 and ⟨φ(t)λ(t′)⟩ = 0. Therefore, the equa-
tions of motion obtained from the expansion of the 2PI
action in Eq. (9) via variational principle are given by

λ̄(t) =
i

2
Kab

z

∫
C
dt′ Ξ(t, t′)gba(t′, t′), (10a)

D(t, t′) = 2Ξ(t, t′) + 2

∫
C
dt1dt2 Ξ(t, t1)Π(t1, t2)D(t2, t

′),

(10b)

∂tg
ab(t, t′) = iKab

0 δ(t− t′) + 2iKac
0 H̃cd(t)gdb(t, t′)

+ iKac
0

∫
C
dt1 Σ

cd(t, t1)g
db(t1, t

′), (10c)

where iD(t, t′) = ⟨λ(t′)λ(t)⟩ − λ̄(t′)λ̄(t) and
igab(t, t′) = ⟨φb(t′)φa(t)⟩ are the connected Keldysh
GFs; Π(t, t′) = 2δΓ2/δD and Σab(t, t′) = 2δΓ2/δg

ab

are the self-energies derived through functional differ-
entiation of the 2PI vacuum diagrams; a, b = 1, ..., 4;
H̃ab = Hab + Kab

z λ̄/4; and summation over repeated
indices is implied. Equations (10) do not form a closed
system of equations that can be solved due to the infinite
diagrammatic summation within the self-energies, so a
controlled approximation scheme is required.
One possibility is to neglect Γ2, which leads to

quantum-classical spin dynamics of the Landau-Lifshitz-
Gilbert type [62–64]. For fully quantum dynamics, the
diagrammatic expansion of Γ2 needs to be truncated. We

adopt the scheme used in Ref. [22], where diagrams are
truncated based on powers of the inverse of the num-
ber of Schwinger bosons 1/N , which has been previ-
ously shown to adequately capture the relevant features
of closed quantum system [22, 73]. Surprisingly, such
1/N expansions have been successful even when N is not
small, such as for N = 2 [71, 72] that we use here, or
in different mappings of spin to fermionic operators [21].
Each diagram in the expansion is made up of vertices,

= − i

4
Kab

z φa(t)φb(t)λ(t), (11)

where outgoing solid (dashed) lines correspond to a
Schwinger boson field φ (Hubbard-Stratonovich field λ).
Within a particular diagram, closed loops of solid lines
scale proportional to the number of Schwinger bosons
O(N) due to being traces over this space, while dashed
lines scale as O(1/N). This can be inferred from the ac-
tion in Eq. (6), where Ξ ∼ O(1/N), and the equation of
motion for D [Eq. (10b)] because D ∼ Ξ. Thus, the 2PI
diagram with the lowest scaling is the two loop one:

Γ2 = ∼ O(1), (12)

=
i

16
Kab

z Kcd
z

∫
C
dtdt′D(t, t′)gac(t, t′)gbd(t, t′).

At this order, the corresponding self-energies are given
by

Π(t, t′) =
i

8
Kab

z Kcd
z g

ac(t, t′)gbd(t, t′), (13a)

Σab(t, t′) =
i

4
Kac

z Kbd
z D(t, t′)gcd(t, t′). (13b)

Note that all the lines of 2PI diagram in Eq. (12) are
dressed or fully interacting, Keldysh GFs, which already
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contain an infinite series of diagrams in terms of the bare
noninteracting Keldysh GFs. The self-consistency [23]
built into 2PI resummation evades [76] the so-called secu-
larity problem for expansion in terms of the bare Keldysh
GFs, where elapsed time appearing next to the coupling
constant makes the effective coupling arbitrarily large at
late times. The same self-consistency ensures that all
global conservation laws are satisfied [77].

Equations (10) and (13) are defined on the SK closed
time contour and are, therefore, complex. The real
time equations are obtained by decomposing the contour
GFs [14] as g(t, t′) = F (t, t′) + 1

2 sgnC(t, t
′)ρ(t, t′). The

statistical F = 1
2 (G

> + G<) and spectral ρ = G> − G<

parts of the Keldysh GFs are in turn related to the lesser
and greater GFs, commonly employed in operator formu-
lation of Keldysh GFs [77]. The arguments of F and ρ
take values in real time, while the sign function sgnC(t, t

′)
equals 1 if its arguments are ordered on the contour or
−1 vice versa. Through this decomposition, integrals
over C simplify to real time integrals (which in operator
language requires handling the much more demanding
Langreth rules [77, 78]) that preserve causality, yielding
equations of motion

∂tF
ab(t, t′) = 2iKac

0 H̃cd(t)F db(t, t′) + iKac
0

∫ t

0

dt1 Σ
cd
ρ (t, t1)F

db(t1, t
′)− iKac

0

∫ t′

0

dt1 Σ
cd
F (t, t1)ρ

db(t1, t
′), (14a)

∂tρ
ab(t, t′) = 2iKac

0 H̃cdρdb(t, t′) + iKac
0

∫ t

t′
dt1 Σ

cd
ρ (t, t1)ρ

db(t1, t
′), (14b)

DF (t, t
′) = 2ΞF (t, t

′) + 2

∫ t

0

∫ t1

0

dt1dt2 Ξρ(t, t1)Πρ(t1, t2)DF (t2, t
′) + 2

∫ t′

0

∫ t1

0

dt1dt2 ΞF (t, t2)Πρ(t2, t1)Dρ(t1, t
′)

− 2

∫ t

0

∫ t′

0

dt1dt2 Ξρ(t, t1)ΠF (t1, t2)Dρ(t2, t
′), (14c)

Dρ(t, t
′) = 2Ξρ(t, t

′) + 2

∫ t

t′

∫ t1

t′
dt1dt2 Ξρ(t, t1)Πρ(t1, t2)Dρ(t2, t

′), (14d)

Σab
F (t, t′) =

i

4
Kac

z Kbd
z

(
DF (t, t

′)F cd(t, t′) +
1

4
Dρ(t, t

′)ρcd(t, t′)

)
, (14e)

Σab
ρ (t, t′) =

i

4
Kac

z Kbd
z

(
DF (t, t

′)ρcd(t, t′) +Dρ(t, t
′)F cd(t, t′)

)
, (14f)

ΠF (t, t
′) =

i

8
Kab

z Kcd
z

(
F ac(t, t′)F bd(t, t′) +

1

4
ρac(t, t′)ρbd(t, t′)

)
, (14g)

Πρ(t, t
′) =

i

4
Kab

z Kcd
z F

ac(t, t′)ρbd(t, t′), (14h)

λ̄(t) =
i

2
Kab

z

∫ t

0

dt1 Ξρ(t, t1)F
ab(t1, t1). (14i)

Here, the subscripts F and ρ signify that the respective
quantity with such subscript is the statistical or spec-
tral part, respectively, of the original quantity defined on
the SK contour C. These nine coupled equations form an
integro-differential system of the Volterra type [79]. They
must be integrated carefully due to the self-consistent in-
terdependence between nine functions whose solution is
required to finally obtain F ab(t, t′), which yields the spin
expectation values in Figs. 4 and 5. For this purpose, we
discretize both time arguments t and t′, and we employ a
predictor-corrector algorithm [see Fig. 2 for a flow chart
describing the numerical implementation]. Note that all
functions satisfy OF,ρ(t, t

′) = ±OT
F,ρ(t

′, t), so that calcu-

lations at times t′ ≤ t are sufficient. We first compute the
right-hand side (RHS) of Eqs. (14a) and (14b) plugging

in the functions at the current time step t and t′. Then,
we predict the functions at the next time step t + h as,
e.g., F̃ ab(t+ h, t′) = F ab(t, t′) + h∂tF

ab(t, t′). Predicting

the diagonal time step, i.e., F̃ ab(t + h, t + h), requires
the derivative with respect to the second time argument,
∂t′F (t, t

′), obtained from the transpose of Eq. (14a) and
the symmetry properties of the Keldysh GFs. The time-
diagonal of ρab(t, t) = −i⟨[φb(t), φa(t)]⟩ is fixed by the
equal-time commutation relations of the real Schwinger
bosons, so we set it to ρab(t, t) = iKab

0 . All integrals
are discretized using the trapezoid method and identical
time increment h. Predictions for all subsequent func-
tions are obtained in the order shown in Fig. 2, starting
with plugging F̃ ab(t+ h, t′), ρ̃ab(t+ h, t′) into Eqs. (14g)
and (14h). The predictions for all functions are then
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used to recompute the RHS of Eqs. (14a) and (14b) to get

F ab(t+h, t′) = F ab(t, t′)+h
2

[
∂tF

ab(t, t′)+∂tF̃
ab(t+h, t′)

]
.

The correction step is repeated, by using F ab(t+h, t′) and
ρab(t+ h, t′) as new predictions, until the relative differ-
ence between the predicted and corrected diagonal time
steps of F ab are below a certain tolerance [see lower right
corner of the flow chart in Fig. 2].

C. Tensor network approach to non-Markovian
dynamics

For low temperatures, we use a TN approach, as im-
plemented in terms of matrix product states (MPSs), to
benchmark [Figs. 4(a),(c) and 5(a),(c)] our results from
SKFT+2PI. An MPS is a representation of an arbitrary
pure state as a product of local tensors given by [80]

|ψ⟩ =
∑

s1,...,sN

As1
1 ...A

sN−1

N−1A
sN
N |s1...sN ⟩ , (15)

where Asi
j is a χj × χj+1 matrix (with χ1 = χN = 1

fixed) for the jth local degree of freedom possessing a dj
dimensional Hilbert space.

In order to represent the equilibrium state of the bath
in the form of a pure state MPS, we use thermofield pu-
rification in which the finite temperature of the bath is
encoded in two different baths at zero temperature [81].
The thermal state of a bosonic bath at inverse tempera-
ture β = 1/kBT is given by

ρ̂β = ⊗k

( ∞∑
n=0

√
e−βnωk

Zk
|n⟩ ⟨n|k

)
, (16)

where Zk = (1 − e−βωk)−1. By introducing an identical

auxillary system A with canonical operators â†k, âk we
can define the thermofield double state as a purification
of ρ̂β , given by

|Ωβ⟩ = ⊗k |Ωβ,k⟩ = ⊗k

( ∞∑
n=0

√
e−βnωk

Zk
|nB⟩k ⊗ |nA⟩k

)
= exp

(∑
k

θk(b̂kâk − b̂†kâ
†
k)

)
|vac⟩ ,

(17)

where |vac⟩ is bosonic vacuum state; θk =
atanh(e−βωk/2); and ρ̂β = TrA(|Ωβ⟩ ⟨Ωβ |) is ob-
tained by partial trace over the states of auxiliary
system A. The state |Ωβ⟩ is the vacuum for the modes

ĉ1,k = e−iGb̂ke
iG = cosh(θk)b̂k − sinh(θk)â

†
k, (18)

ĉ2,k = e−iGb̂ke
iG = cosh(θk)âk − sinh(θk)b̂

†
k, (19)

where G = i
∑

k θk(b̂
†
kâ

†
k − âk b̂k) is a thermal Bogoli-

ubov transformation. We then use as the ancilla system

FIG. 3. (a) Illustration of how thermofield purification of the
initial thermal state of the bath entangles each bath eigen-
mode with an ancilla. The geometry of interactions of the
spin S with the bath modes is a star. (b) After performing a
Bogoliubov transformation and orthogonal polynomial tridi-
agonalization we arrive at a two chain geometry ideal for MPS
calculations.

Hamiltonian HA = −∑k ωkâ
†
kâk such that in the new

basis the extended Hamiltonian is given by

Ĥ =
ωq

2
σ̂z +

∆

2
σ̂x +

∑
k

ωk(ĉ
†
1,k ĉ1,k − ĉ†2,k ĉ2,k)

+ σ̂z
∑
k

(g1k
2

(ĉ1,k + ĉ†1,k) +
g2k
2

(ĉ2,k + ĉ†2,k)
)
,

(20)

where g1k = gkcosh(θk) and g2k = gksinh(θk).

As it stands, this setup has a star geometry in which
the spin interacts with each eigenmode of the bath, as
illustrated graphically in Fig. 3(a). Within the one-
dimensional connectivity of an MPS, this corresponds
to long-ranged interactions, which are more difficult to
handle in this formalism. For this reason, we map via
continuous mode tridiagonalization the two zero temper-
ature star geometry baths into two one-dimensional tight
binding chains, each coupled to the system spin [6], as
shown in Fig. 3(b). In the continuum representation,
these two baths are characterized by spectral densities
J1(k) = (1 + n(k))J(k) and J2(k) = n(k)J(k) where
n(k) = (eβω−1)−1 is the Bose-Einstein distribution func-

tion, which we use to define new bosonic operators B̂n

and Ĉn such that

ĉ1,k =
∑
n

U1,n(k)B̂n, ĉ2,k =
∑
n

U2,n(k)Ĉn. (21)

Here, Uj,n(k) = gj(k)πj,n(k)/ρn,j for j = 1, 2 and
πj,n(k) are monic orthogonal polynomials that obey∫∞
0
dkJj(k)πj,n(k)πj,m(k) = ρ2j,nδn,m, with ρ2j,n =∫∞

0
dkJj(k)π

2
j,n(k) [39]. This description simplifies sig-

nificantly at zero temperature, as J1(k) = 0, so only one
chain is needed. Using a finite cutoff of M modes for the
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FIG. 4. Comparison between time evolutions of spin ex-
pectation values ⟨σ̂α⟩ computed from our SKFT+2PI (solid
lines) approach vs. standard Lindblad QME (triangles) or
TN-based approach (dashed lines) in the weak system-bath
coupling regime, γ ≪ ∆, where the system dynamics Marko-
vian [41, 42] for the chosen [7] Ohmic bath [s = 1 in Eq. (2)].
Different columns and rows of panels use different values of
temperature T and two-level splitting ωq [Eq. (1)], respec-
tively, while the bath cutoff frequency is the same in all pan-
els ωc = 7.5∆. The SKFT+2PI and TN-based results follow
each other closely for the chosen γ = 0.02∆ in both calcula-
tions, while the system-bath coupling in Eqs. (23) and (24)
for the Lindblad QME, γL, must be adjusted by increasing it
to match these three different calculations (thereby pointing
at artifacts of the Lindblad QME [1] for spin-boson model).

mapping, we have

Ĥ =
ωq

2
σ̂z +

∆

2
σ̂x + σ̂z

(
ρ1,0(B0 +B†

0) + ρ2,0(C0 + C†
0)
)

+

M∑
n=0

(
α1,nB̂

†
nB̂n − α2,nĈ

†
nĈn +

√
β1,n+1B̂

†
n+1B̂n

−
√
β2,n+1Ĉ

†
n+1Ĉn +H.c.

)
, (22)

where the coefficients αj,n and βj,n are defined through
the recurrence relation πj,n+1(k) = (k − αj,n)πj,n(k) −
βj,nπj,n−1(k), with πj,−1(k) = 0. These chain param-
eters were generated using the ORTHPOL package [82].
Generically, they are found to quickly converge to con-
stants αi,n → αi, βi,n → βi. Using the Lieb-Robinson
bounds [83], sites further than ∼ τβi have a negligible ef-
fect on the system dynamics up to time τ , giving a well-
defined measure of the length of bath chains we need.
In this sense, the discretization generated by orthogonal
polynomials is exact up to a finite time. To time evolve
the MPS, we use the two-site variant of the time depen-
dent variational principle (TDVP) [84–87] which dynam-
ically updates the MPS bond dimensions to maintain a
desired level of precision.

FIG. 5. Comparison between time evolutions of spin ex-
pectation values ⟨σ̂α⟩ computed from our SKFT+2PI (solid
lines) approach vs. standard HEOM (circles) or TN-based
approach (dashed lines) in the strong system-bath cou-
pling regime, γ = 0.05∆, where the system dynamics is non-
Markovian [41, 42] for the chosen [7] Ohmic bath [s = 1 in
Eq. (2)]. Different columns and rows of panels use different
values of temperature T and two-level splitting ωq [Eq. (1)],
respectively, while the bath cutoff frequency is the same in all
panels ωc = 1∆. Note that standard HEOM calculations [40]
cannot be conducted at T = 0 temperature, so in the left
column of panels we use higher temperature kBT = 0.1∆ in
such calculations instead of kBT = 0 [as marked on the top
of panel (a)] employed in SKFT+2PI and TN-based calcula-
tions.

D. HEOM approach to non-Markovian dynamics

The HEOM algorithm [40], initially developed for
problems in quantum chemistry [50], is a widely used
method for solving QMEs of open quantum systems with
arbitrary system-bath coupling. However, in its origi-
nal formulation [40, 50] it requires finite temperature,
T > 0 [35, 36, 48, 51]. The non-perturbative treatment
of interaction with the bath is achieved by introducing
a hierarchy of auxiliary density matrices which encode
system-bath correlations and entanglement [40, 88]. This
hierarchy relies on the expansion of the bath correlation
function into an exponential form. The limitations of
the HEOM method are well known [35, 36, 48, 51] and
arise from the truncation of either the number of auxil-
iary matrices (a stronger system-bath coupling requires
a higher hierarchy cutoff), or the truncation in the expo-
nential decomposition of the bath correlation (typically,
lower temperature requires a higher number of terms in
the expansion). The exact exponential expansion of an
arbitrary spectral density J(ω) of the bath is not known.
We fit the spectral density in Eq. (2) using a sum of up to
four underdamped [40] spectral densities whose exponen-
tial expansion is well known [89]. In order to guarantee
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FIG. 6. Time evolution of spin expectation values ⟨σ̂α⟩ com-
puted from SKFT+2PI for bosonic bath with Ohmic (solid
lines) or sub-Ohmic (dotted lines) spectral density, i.e., s = 1
or s = 0.5 in Eq. (2), respectively. Other parameters are the
same as in the weak system-bath coupling regime of Fig. 4.
Note that solid lines are identical to solid lines in Fig. 4, which
are plotted here for easy comparison.

convergence, we ran simulations varying the hierarchy
cutoff, such as by considering up to 11 auxiliary density
matrices. In addition, we also adjust the number of expo-
nential terms, using a maximum of 16 terms for the lowest
temperature case kBT = 0.1∆ [Fig. 5]. All such calcula-
tions were performed using the HEOM extension [90] of
the QuTiP [91, 92] package.

E. Lindblad QME approach to Markovian
dynamics

In the weak system-bath coupling regime, where the
system (i.e., spin) dynamics is expected to be Marko-
vian [41, 42], it is assumed that Lindblad QME [4, 7]

dρ̂

dt
= −i[ĤS , ρ̂] +

2∑
i=0

L̂iρ̂L̂
†
i −

1

2
{L̂†

i L̂i, ρ̂}, (23)

can accurately capture the open quantum system dynam-
ics. Here ĤS is the Hamiltonian of an isolated spin, com-
posed of the first two terms on the RHS of Eq. (1); ρ̂ is

the spin density matrix [10]; and L̂i is a set of three Lind-
blad operators [4, 7] which account for the presence of the
bosonic bath. Those three operators for the spin-boson
model can be expressed [1] in the energy eigenbasis of

0.0

0.5

1.0

|P
|(t

)

kBT = 0

(a)

Fig. 4

Fig. 5

Fig. 6

kBT = 10∆
ω

q
=

0

(b)

0 10 20 30
Time (h̄/∆)

0.0

0.5

1.0

|P
|(t

)

(c)

0 10 20 30
Time (h̄/∆)

ω
q

=
0.5∆

(d)

FIG. 7. Time dependence of purity |P| =
√∑

α⟨σ̂α⟩2 of
mixed quantum state of spin S = 1/2 from SKFT+2PI-
computed curves in Figs. 4, 5 and 6. Orange and green solid
lines are for the case of an Ohmic bath [Fig. 4 and Fig. 5],
while orange dotted line is for the case of a sub-Ohmic bath
[Fig. 6].

ĤS , ĤS |±⟩ = E± |±⟩, of ĤS as

L̂0 =
√
J(∆E)(1 + nB(∆E))[⟨+|σ̂z|−⟩]2/4|−⟩⟨+|

(24a)

L̂1 =
√
J(∆E)nB(∆E)[⟨+|σ̂z|−⟩]2/4|+⟩⟨−| (24b)

L̂2 =
√
γLT (⟨−|σ̂z|−⟩⟨+|σ̂z|+⟩)/2(|−⟩⟨−|) (24c)

where ∆E = E+−E− is the energy difference of the two
levels; γL is the system-bath coupling we have to adjust
[Fig. 4] when using Lindblad QME; and nB(∆E) is the
Bose-Einstein distribution.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The dynamics of spin expectation values

⟨σ̂α⟩(t) =
1

4

∑
a,b

F ab(t, t)Kba
α , (25)

is plotted in Figs. 4 and 5 for the Ohmic bath, and in 6
for sub-Ohmic bath. In Fig. 4 we focus on the Markovian
regime. Note that delineating precise boundary between
Markovian and non-Markovian regimes requires consider-
ing [41, 42] the interplay of several parameters in the spin-
boson model. Nevertheless, the most important ones are
the strength of the system-bath coupling γ and the cutoff
frequency ωc [7]. Therefore, in Fig. 4 we employ small
γ = 0.02∆ and high ωc = 7.5∆. The Markovian nature
of such regime is reflected in the irreversible decay of pu-
rity [orange solid line in Fig. 7] of the mixed quantum
state of spin. Since the spin density matrix ρ̂ and the
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Bloch vector P = (P x, P y, P z) are in one-to-one corre-
spondence [10],

ρ̂ =
1

2

(
Î +

∑
α

Pασ̂α

)
, (26)

where Î is the unit operator in the spin space, we use |P|
as the purity. The standard purity Trρ̂2 is a function of
|P|, where |P| = 1 signifies fully coherent or pure quan-
tum state of spin S = 1/2 or qubit. In the Markovian
regime, we find excellent agreement between SKFT+2PI
(solid lines) and Lindblad-QME-computed results (trian-
gles) in Fig. 4. However, such a match is ensured only
by adjusting the system-bath coupling in the Lindblad
QME, which points to an artifact of standard Lindblad
QME [1] since SKFT+2PI also closely matches the re-
sutls of TN-based approach (dashed lines in Figs. 4 and 5)
employing the same coupling γ. Outside the Markovian
regime, the Lindblad QME does not capture the memory
effects of the bath, which can cause the revival of quan-
tum properties. Such revival is exemplified by the purity
|P| of the mixed quantum state of spin initially decay-
ing in Figs. 7(a) and 7(c), as the signature of decoher-
ence [11], but later it starts to increase toward |P| = 1 of
the pure state at t = 0 as the signature of recoherence [2].
In the non-Markovian regime of Fig. 5, we therefore

switch the benchmarking from Lindblad QME to HEOM
and TN-based approaches expected to provide numeri-
cally exact results. The non-Markovian regime [Fig. 5] is
induced by using strong system-bath coupling γ = 0.5∆
and low cutoff frequency ωc = ∆, while keeping Ohmic
bath as in Fig. 4. We find that for zero temperature
[Figs. 5(a),(c)], the TN-computed results (dashed lines
in Fig. 5) follow closely those from HEOM (circles in
Fig. 5), on the proviso that we use slightly higher tem-
perature kBT = 0.1∆ in the HEOM calculations as the
standard version of this approach cannot [35, 36, 48] han-
dle T = 0. The spin expectation values computed from
our SKFT+2PI are quite capable in mimicking these
benchmark results, but they appear as if their damping
is slightly smaller [Figs. 5(c)]. This goes against näıve ex-
pectation of higher damping effectively emerging [73, 79]
in closed quantum systems due to neglected Feynman
diagrams in 2PI resummation.

Finally, Fig. 6 demonstrates the ability of SKFT+2PI
to treat a variety of other system and bath parameters,
such as the case of zero temperature and sub-Ohmic bath
that is considered particularly challenging [30, 35, 43–46].
For this purpose, we compute via SKFT+2PI the spin
expectation values for a sub-Ohmic bath with s = 0.5
in Eq. (2) while using the same parameters as in the
weak system-bath coupling regime of Fig. 4 for the sake
of comparing Ohmic vs. sub-Ohmic cases. The results
[Fig. 6] show faster decrease of the spin expectation val-
ues when the bath is sub-Ohmic. However, the purity
in sub-Ohmic case [orange dotted line in Fig. 7] does not
decay monotonically as in the case of Markovian regime
for Ohmic bath [orange solid line in Fig. 7]. Instead,

it saturates at a finite value at zero temperature, akin
to the Ohmic non-Markovian case [green line in Fig. 7
obtained using SKFT+2PI from Fig. 5]. Moreover, at
high temperature, it closely resembles the time evolution
of the purity in the strong system-bath coupling, non-
Markovian regime except for small revivals [orange dot-
ted curve in Figs. 7(b),(d)] at intermediate time scales.
Thus, Fig. 7 illustrates the difficulties [30, 35, 43–46]
posed by the sub-Ohmic case because of the skew to-
wards low bath frequencies [Fig. 1] which enhances the
memory effects of the bath, thereby allowing for the non-
Markovian features to show up despite weak system-bath
coupling. In other words, standard notion that system-
bath coupling is the primary controller of the boundary
between Markovian and non-Markovian regimes, with
low temperature making the non-Markovian effects more
pronounced [29, 30, 38], requires careful reexamination
as the spin-boson model can exhibit complex regime di-
agram [41, 42] due to interplay of several parameters in
Eqs. (1) and (2). Thus, we find weak system-bath cou-
pling and a sub-Ohmic bath [Fig. 6] can be as challeng-
ing as strong system-bath coupling and an Ohmic bath
[Fig. 5], but SKFT+2PI provides relatively easy access
to many different combinations of parameters, as well as
for long evolution time.

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In conclusion, we demonstrate a promissing new av-
enue for theoretical modeling of driven-dissipative many-
body systems [93], while focusing on the system com-
posed of spins or qubits, as one of the most challeng-
ing unsolved problems in many-body quantum physics.
Although this problem could be solved with rapid im-
provements in quantum hardware and algorithms [93],
presently available algorithms for classical computers face
challenges with increasing number of degrees of freedom
(such as HEOM solution of non-Markovian QMEs or
NRG methods) or increasing simulation time and spatial
dimensionality (such as TN methods due to inability to
handle transient entanglement barrier [52]). On the other
hand, our SKFT+2PI approach integrates out dissipa-
tive environment via SK functional integral techniques
leaving the open system composed of quantum spins of
arbitrary value S. This provides nonperturbative solution
in terms of system-bath coupling, as well as for arbitrary
temperature and cutoff frequency of the bath spectral
density. This is achieved by employing 2PI resumma-
tion [16, 21, 22, 26] of a class of infinitely many Feynman
diagrams in the perturbative expansion in 1/N , for N
being the number of Schwinger bosons to which quan-
tum spins are mapped, rather than in the system-bath
coupling in terms of which our solution remains nonper-
turbative.
We recall that SKFT+2PI has been applied before

to closed quantum systems of many spins [21, 22] or
cold atoms [73, 94]. SKFT alone has been developed
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for open quantum systems, but only in the Markovian
regime [12, 13, 17] as an alternative to standard Lind-
blad QME where it offers numerical efficiency with in-
creasing number of degrees of freedom [17] and a toolbox
of field-theoretical techniques (such as renormalization
group [12, 95]). However, SKFT formulation of non-
Markovian regime of open quantum systems has been
lacking. Also, benchmarking [73] of SKFT+2PI applied
to close quantum systems against numerically exact so-
lutions (available for sufficiently small number of degrees
of freedom) can reveal significant discrepancy because
Feynman diagrams not taken into account by 2PI resum-
mation [23] act effectively as an implicit dissipative envi-
ronment which is damping expectation values of phys-
ical quantities shortly after the initial match between
SKFT+2PI and numerically exact dynamics. Thus, it
seems more natural to apply SKFT+2PI to systems
containing dissipative environment explicitly, as demon-
strated by the excellent match of our results in Figs. 4 and
5 to standard techniques (i.e., HEOM and TN-based) for
solving archetypical spin-boson model. In other words,
our formulation of SKFT+2PI for open quantum systems
in arbitrary regime suggests that neglected Feynman di-
agrams are somehow masked by the presence of real dis-
sipative environment. Furthermore, if higher accuracy
is desired, SKFT+2PI can be systematically improved
by: combining 2PI with additional resummation [23, 25];
including more loops [96] within 2PI self-consistent di-
agram [beyond the two shown in Eq. (12)]; or going to
nPI resummation [96, 97]. Unlike previously developed
techniques that can hardly be scaled to more degrees of
freedom (such as HEOM [40, 51], ML-MCTDH [29, 30]
or NRG [43–46]) or longer time (such as TN-based ap-

proaches [6, 32–34, 38, 39]), our SKFT+2PI formalism
can make progress in both of these directions while also
offering relatively easy access to arbitrary system or bath
parameters and temperature. Therefore, we relegate to
future studies demonstration of SKFT+2PI-based simu-
lations on extensions of spin-boson model, i.e., for many
quantum spins coupled to different types of dissipative
environments. This is a problem in “high demand” for
quantum spintronics [98] and magnonics [99], where the
spin value S ≥ 1/2, as well as for emulation of quantum
hardware where S = 1/2 for qubits. Such simulations
will be greatly facilitated by the numerical cost of solv-
ing integro-differential equations [Eq. (14) and Fig. 2]
produced by SKFT+2PI approach, which is quartic scal-
ing in the number of time steps, but it could be lowered
to linear by optimizing numerics, and the need to handle
N matrices of size 4×4 (instead of (2S+1)N ×(2S+1)N

matrices in brute force methods) for N spins of arbitrary
value S.
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[76] S. Borsányi, Nonequilibrium field theory from the 2PI
effective action, arXiv: 0512308 (2005).

[77] G. Stefanucci and R. van Leeuwen, Nonequilibrium
Many-Body Theory of Quantum Systems: A Modern
Introduction (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge,
2013).

[78] L. Kantorovich, Generalized Langreth rules, Phys. Rev.
B 101, 165408 (2020).

[79] F. Meirinhos, M. Kajan, J. Kroha, and T. Bode, Adap-
tive numerical solution of Kadanoff-Baym equations, Sci-
Post Phys. Core 5, 030 (2022).

[80] G. Vidal, Efficient classical simulation of slightly entan-
gled quantum computations, Phys. Rev. Lett. 91, 147902
(2003).

[81] Y. Takahashi and H. Umezawa, Thermo field dynamics,
Int. J. Mod. Phys. B 10, 1755 (1996).

[82] W. Gautschi, Orthogonal polynomials (in Matlab), J.
Comput. Appl. Math. 178, 215 (2005).

[83] M. P. Woods and M. B. Plenio, Dynamical error bounds
for continuum discretisation via Gauss quadrature rules–
A Lieb-Robinson bound approach, J. Math. Phys. 57,
022105 (2016).

[84] J. Haegeman, J. I. Cirac, T. J. Osborne, I. Pižorn, H. Ver-
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[94] A. Branschädel and T. Gasenzer, 2PI nonequilibrium
versus transport equations for an ultracold Bose gas, J.
Phys. B: At. Mol. Opt. Phys. 41, 135302 (2008).

[95] J. Lang, M. Buchhold, and S. Diehl, Field theory for the
dynamics of the open O(N) model, Phys. Rev. B 109,
064310 (2024).

[96] M. E. Carrington, B. A. Meggison, and D. Pickering, 2PI

effective action at four loop order in φ4 theory, Phys. Rev.
D 94, 025018 (2016).

[97] J. Berges, n-particle irreducible effective action tech-
niques for gauge theories, Phys. Rev. D 70, 105010
(2004).
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