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Flat bands are an ideal environment to realize unconventional electronic phases. Here, we show
that fermionic systems with dissipation governed by a Bloch Lindbladian can realize dispersionless
bands for sufficiently strong coupling to an appropriately engineered bath. These flat bands emerge
in a “dark space” of the system-environment coupling and are long-lived by virtue of symmetry
protection from dissipation. We exhibit the robustness of this mechanism for general one and two
band models with and without spin, and discuss conditions for their experimental realization such
as in a 2D material on a superconducting substrate.

Introduction. — Flat bands are a fascinating environ-
ment to realize unconventional quantum phases. With
kinetic energy quenched, the behavior of electrons at
partial filling of such bands is exclusively governed by
Coulomb interactions and can lead to remarkable quan-
tum collective behaviors, ranging from unconventional
superconductivity to the fractional quantum Hall effect.
While flat bands have long been appreciated to emerge
from kinetic interference, as exemplified by the Kagomé
[1] and Lieb lattices [2], the discovery of energetically iso-
lated almost-dispersionless bands in magic-angle twisted
bilayer graphene [3, 4] and other moiré heterostructures
has garnered much recent attention as an experimentally
accessible and highly tunable platform for flat bands.
Very recent efforts have focused on cataloguing and clas-
sifying flat bands of crystalline materials [5, 6] and engi-
neering the quantum geometry of flat bands [7–11].

In this Letter, we present an alternate pathway to re-
alizing flat bands that is independent of the underly-
ing lattice structure and instead relies on the dissipa-
tive coupling of a lower-dimensional quantum system—
for instance a 2D material or 1D nanowire—to a higher-
dimensional substrate, which acts as a bath. Central to
our work, whereas the presence of a substrate is typically
treated as an obstacle, we find that incoherent particle
exchange with an appropriately engineered substrate can
induce “singular” and spectrally isolated flat bands that
counter-intuitively are long-lived in the limit of strong
dissipation. Their origin can be traced to the emergence
of a “dark space” of the system-bath coupling which is
symmetry-protected from dissipation.

We formulate a generic theory of such dissipation-
induced long-lived flat bands for electronic systems. We
then apply this theory to the most general spinless two-
band model and illustrate our results for a paradigmatic
example of a 2D topological insulator, and the most gen-
eral inversion symmetric time-reversal symmetric one-
band model with spin and illustrate our results for a
triangular lattice, which could correspond to the iso-
lated topmost band in a twisted bilayer transition metal
dichalcogenide (TMD) such as WSe2 [12, 13].
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Over the last decade, combined dissipation and exter-
nal driving has emerged as a way to drive systems into
desired states [14–16]. Much emphasis has been placed
on topologically classifying non-Hermitian Hamiltonians
[17–20]. Flat bands due to kinetic interference [21], and
non-Hermitian particle hole symmetry [22] have been
studied in bosonic systems exhibiting classical gain and
loss processes via non-Hermitian Bloch Hamiltonians.

In quantum systems, a minimal model for dissipation
that properly accounts for quantum jumps is provided by
the Lindblad master equation i ∂∂tρ = L[ρ] [23–25] for the
reduced density matrix ρ, where

L[ρ] = [H, ρ]− iΓ
2

∑
m

(
{J†mJm, ρ} − 2JmρJ

†
m

)
(1)

describes the joint evolution under a coherent Hamilto-
nian H, together with dissipative processes governed via
quantum jumps Jm induced by the bath. These jump
processes encode the fundamentally quantum processes
of dissipation: measurement (collapse) processes and de-
coherence towards a thermal state over time—processes
that are not captured by non-Hermitian Hamiltonians
which exhibit the inherently classical phenomena of gain
and loss. Here, the overall dissipation rate is parameter-
ized by an energy scale Γ, and details of the quantum
jumps are encoded in the form of operators Jm with unit
norm. This can be “vectorized” so that L̂ · ~ρ = i ∂∂t~ρ in

which case L̂ permits a matrix representation [26, 27].
In this Letter, we focus on the simple but conceptually

rich scenario of a non-interacting system

H(k) =
∑
α,β

hαβ(k)c†k,αck,β (2)

subjected to dissipative tunnel coupling to a bath. In
their most general form, the corresponding quantum
jump operators

Jm(k) =
∑
α

am,α(k)ck,α + bm,α(k)c†−k,α (3)

are linear in both electronic creation and annihilation
operators, corresponding to particles tunneling in (am,α)
and out (bm,α) of the system. In particular, jump oper-
ators with a 6= 0 and b 6= 0 for the same m are crucial to
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the emergence of a flat band as discussed below. These
operators could arise from a superconducting or squeezed
state bath [28–30]. The resulting master equation ad-
mits a tractable solution in terms of non-interacting
fermionic (superoperator) normal modes [31, 32], con-
stituting a dissipative generalization of a band Hamil-
tonian to modes with finite lifetime. A recent work by
Lieu, et al. in Ref. [33] classified the symmetry classes
of such quadratic Lindbladians, and alternative classifica-
tions by entanglement eigenvalue crossings were proposed
[34]. Goldstein et al. have considered using dissipation
to drive systems into an almost flat band with non-trivial
Chern number [16], studied transport properties in these
bands [35], and studied localization-delocalization tran-
sitions in these bands [36].

Formalism. — We introduce a set of superoperator
fermions that act on the left and right of the density ma-

trix `k,αρ = ck,αρP and rk,αρ = ρc†k,αP, with fermion

parity P = exp(iπ
∑

k,α c
†
k,αck,α). These operators can

be viewed as a complex-fermion version of Prosen’s third
quantization algebra [31], however they permit a treat-
ment of even and odd parity sectors on equal footing.
The operators obey the standard fermionic anticommu-

tation relations {`k,α, `
†
k′,α′} = {rk,α, r

†
k′,α′} = δk,k′δα,α′

and {`k,α, `k′,α′} = {`k,α, rk′,α′} = 0. We note that this
decomposition can be viewed as operators acting on for-
ward and backward Keldysh contours [28].

The Lindbladian can now be succinctly expressed as
an operator L̂ = Φ† [Lcoh(k)− iLdis(k)]Φ in terms of

fermionic fields Φk = (`k, rk, `†−k, r†−k) where bold-

face `’s and r’s denote vectors `k = (`k,1, `k,1, . . . , `k,N )
representing N orbitals. The coherent and dissipative
contributions take a 4N×4N single-particle matrix form
Lcoh = diag(Hk, Hk,−H>−k,−H>−k) and

Ldis =
Γ

2


Ak−Bk −2Bk Ck−C>−k 2C>−k
−2Ak Bk−Ak −2Ck Ck−C>−k
C†k−C∗−k −2C∗−k B>−k−A>−k 2A>−k

2C†k C†k−C∗−k 2B>−k A>−k−B>−k

 (4)

respectively, with N ×N dimensional blocks

(Ak)α,β = a∗m,α(k)am,β(k), (5)

(Bk)α,β = bm,α(−k)b∗m,β(−k), (6)

(Ck)α,β = a∗m,α(k)bm,β(k) (7)

determined by the jump operator amplitudes of Eq. (3),
and a sum over m is implicit.

The quadratic Lindbladian is of standard—albeit non-
Hermitian—Bogoliubov de Gennes (BdG) form and can
be diagonalized by a set of single-particle fermionic nor-
mal modes in analogy to a non-interacting Hamiltonian
[see Supplemental Material]. Introducing a pseudospin
representation for particles/holes and left/right contours
in terms of Pauli matrices η and τ makes the symme-
tries of the Lindbladian manifest. Analogous to a con-
ventional BdG Hamiltonian, the Lindbladian is invariant

under charge conjugation (`, r)→ (`†, r†) represented by
C−1L>(k)C = −L(−k) for L = Lcoh − iLdis [37], where
C = η1 ⊗ τ0. Hence, if |ψR〉 is a right eigenvector of L
with eigenvalue ε, one can construct a left eigenvector
〈ψL| = (|ψR〉)>C with eigenvalue −ε.

Furthermore, L obeys a “contour reversal” symmetry

T = η2 ⊗ τ2, (8)

where T −1[iL(k)]∗T = iL(−k). This defines a time-
reversal (TR) like symmetry that squares to one and
guarantees an eigenvalue −ε∗ for each eigenvalue ε of
L. Notably, as the quadratic Lindbladian accounts for
both left and right contours propagating forward and
backward in time, it always exhibits a TR symmetry
that exchanges contours even if the underlying Hamil-
tonian is not TR symmetric. Conversely, a TR sym-
metric system entails an additional TR symmetry that
acts only on a single contour (i.e. on `, r fermions
individually). Combined with charge conjugation, this
implies that all eigenvalues of L come in quadruplets
±Re(ε)± i Im(ε), with the particle-like modes (with neg-
ative imaginary part) representing the physical excita-
tion spectrum with finite lifetimes ~/|Im(ε)|. Finally, the
combination of charge conjugation and TR forms a chiral
symmetry S−1[iL(k)]†S = −iL(k) with S = iη3 ⊗ τ2.
Dissipative Dark Space. — Remarkably, imposing one

additional unitary symmetry D = η3⊗τ1, that commutes
with L can now be shown to dictate the emergence of
a dissipationless “dark space”—the dissipationless sub-
space of the purely dissipative Lindbladian that describes
coupling to the bath—which guarantees the persistence of
long-lived bands of the system even in the limit of strong
system-bath coupling. Exceeding a critical system-bath
coupling strength necessitates the formation of a long-
lived flat band. We will see that this symmetry is nat-
urally satisfied for coupling to a superconducting sub-
strate. Whereas the coherent contribution trivially com-
mutes with D from its pseudospin representation [38]

Lcoh = Re(H)η3 ⊗ τ0 + i Im(H)η0 ⊗ τ0, (9)

D imposes strong constraints on the form of the system-
bath coupling by demanding that Ak = Bk and Ck =
C>−k. An ansatz that fulfills this symmetry is

(bm,1, . . . , bm,N )> = eiS(am,1, . . . , am,N )>, (10)

where S is any real, symmetric matrix [39]. In this case,
the dissipative part of the Lindbladian can be written as

Ldis = −Γ

(
Re (A) η3 ⊗ τ1 + i Im (A) η0 ⊗ τ1

+Im (C) η1 ⊗ τ2 + Re (C) η2 ⊗ τ2
)
.

(11)

for the simplest inversion symmetric case where A =
Ak = A−k and C = Ck = C−k; for the general case
see the [Supplemental Material]. Remarkably, one finds
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that Ldis becomes a Hermitian operator due to the dark
space symmetry constraint.

Invariance under D has important consequences for the
eigenspectrum of the dissipative part of the Lindbladian.
The latter can be shown using a unitary rotation U =
diag(1,−1, 1, 1) to decompose as

ULdisU
† = −Γ τ1 ⊗

(
a†(k)a(k) a†(k)b(k)
b†(k)a(k) b†(k)b(k)

)
, (12)

where [a]m,α = am,α, [b]m,α = bm,α are N × N matri-
ces that parameterize the jump operators, and we used
the fact that D symmetry guarantees [a†(−k)a(−k)]∗ =
b†(k)b(k) and [a†(k)b(k)]∗ = b†(k)a(k).

The tensor decomposition illustrates that each eigen-
mode of the right-side (2N ×2N) operator with energy ε
comes with a charge-conjugate mode with energy −ε, as
expected. More importantly however, the eigenspectrum
of the right-side operator guarantees, for an N -band sys-
tem, there are exactly N zero modes. These zero modes
span a “dark space” that is protected from dissipation;
explicitly, they read |φ±i 〉 = U† (ui, vi, ±ui, ±vi) , where
± indexes particle-like and hole-like modes, and ui, vi are
N -dimensional vectors in orbital space that compose the
ith solution of the equation aui + bvi = 0, and hence
depend on details of the jump operators. The remaining
eigenmodes of Ldis have a finite lifetimes proportional to
1/Γ. However, further zero modes are possible if the
number of jump operators is M < N ; then a and b
have rank M , guaranteeing an additional set of N −M
zero modes, similar to a Hermitian case discussed in Ref.
[40-41]. Overall, one obtains 2N −M particle-like zero
modes, and an equal number of hole-like zero modes.

Flat Bands from Dissipation. — We now turn to im-
plications of this “dark space” on the spectrum of the
full Lindbladian Lcoh − iLdis. Let the dark space be
spanned by a set of particle-like zero modes |φi〉 of Ldis,
and suppose that the overall dissipative coupling Γ is
large with respect to the coherent energy scales of the
band Hamiltonian. In this limit, Lcoh can be treated as
a “coherent” perturbation on Ldis. The lowest-order con-
tribution follows from projecting Lcoh into this (at least
N -dimensional) dark space. Diagonalizing the resulting

effective Lindbladian L̃ij = 〈φi|Lcoh|φj〉 yields N bands
with infinite lifetime, which are generically dispersive.

However, contour reversal symmetry T [Eq. (8)],
which commutes with dark space symmetry and obeys
T 2 = 1, imposes a strong constraint, as each band ε(k)
projected into the dark space must come with a conju-
gate partner −ε∗(−k). If the system additionally obeys
inversion symmetry I, this guarantees a partner state
−ε∗(k) for each state ε(k); if the dimension of the dissi-
pative dark space (which in general equals the number of
bands, as argued above) is odd, contour reversal symme-
try thus necessitates a single “dangling” mode at zero en-
ergy ε = 0 that remains invariant under T I. This mode
hence forms a stable flat band for all Bloch momenta.

Second-order corrections in Lcoh attribute a finite life-
time to this dissipation-induced flatband. As such pro-

cesses scale as 1/Γ, a strong dissipative coupling Γ
counter-intuitively ensures a long lifetime τ ∝ Γ for the
flat band [42]. This is because second-order corrections
necessarily involve an intermediate state with short life-
time 1/Γ that couples the dissipationless dark space to
the dissipative subspace so the two subspaces decouple
in the strong dissipation limit.

The above mechanism readily generalizes to account
for electron spin. Here, each contour is individually in-
variant under spinful time-reversal symmetry (TRS) Ttrs

with T 2
trs = −1. Crucially, Ttrs commutes with contour

reversal T . Modes that span the dissipative dark space
now come in Kramer’s pairs εν(k), εν̄(−k), where ν, ν̄ de-
note spin-orbital indices; if the system again also obeys
inversion I, the dark space splits into two degenerate
subsectors of opposite spin for each k, analogous to spin-
degenerate bands in a centrosymmetric system with TRS.
For each spin sector, the same rules of zero-mode count-
ing apply, and a stable flat band again forms for all Bloch
momenta if the number of bands (or more precisely, the
dimension of the dark space) per spin is odd.
Example: Generic Spinless Two-Band Model. — As a

first candidate, consider a generic two-band Hamiltonian

H(k) = ~d(k) · ~σ where σi are the Pauli matrices. Now,
the simplest form of dissipation that satisfies Eq. (10), is

J = ck,m + c†k,m, (13)

with m = 1 or 2. This jump operator describes the
creation/annihilation of a Majorana fermion in the elec-
tronic system. As the number of bands is even, we choose
a single jump operator to ensure an odd-dimensional dark
space via rank-deficiency. A natural physical realization
would be a system with an in-plane and out-of-plane or-
bital, with only the latter coupled to the substrate.

The resulting single-particle modes of L can be found
exactly and break into two groups: the modes of the

dissipationless system, εs± = ±|~d|, and

εu±± = ±Γ

√
|~d|2/Γ2 − 2± 2

√
1− |~d|2/Γ2 , (14)

The εs states are stable and the εu states acquire a finite
lifetime with Γ > 0.

As an example, we consider the Qi-Wu-Zhang model
of a two-dimensional Chern insulator [43], for which

~d(k) = t[sin(kx), sin(ky),m+ cos(kx) + cos(ky)], (15)

with hopping strength t and mass term m. Then

εu±± = ±Γ

√
(m+2)2t2

Γ2
− 2± 2

√
1− (m+2)2t2

Γ2
(16)

at k = 0, and so we identify Γc = (m+ 2)t at and above
which isolated flat bands form. Fig. 1 depicts the result-
ing band structure as a function of Γ for m = 1, for which
the Chern number in the zero dissipation limit is 1. As
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(c) Lifetime and Bandwidth as Dependent on Γ

FIG. 1. Band structures and lifetimes of the Qi-Wu-Zhang model dissipatively coupled to a bath (m = 1) for a
variety of dissipation rates. (a) In the zero dissipation limit, only dispersive bands are present. The bandwidth of the bands
coupled to the bath narrows with increasing dissipation. (b) For zero dissipation, all bands have zero imaginary part and are
long-lived, while for finite dissipation, bands coupled to the bath acquire an imaginary part and finite lifetimes. In the strong
dissipation limit, there are “long-lived” bands whose imaginary parts tend to zero, and “short-lived” bands whose imaginary
parts tend to negative infinity. (c) Lifetime of the dissipative states as a function of dissipation (units ~/t). The solid lines are
at (kx, ky) = (0, 0), the blue region encapsulates the lifetimes of the “long-lived” flat bands, whose lifetimes increases linearly
with Γ for large Γ, and the orange region encapsulates the lifetimes of the “short-lived” flat bands, whose lifetimes decreases
as 1/Γ for large Γ. The dashed gray line is the bandwidth (units t) of the dissipative bands which is zero for Γ ≥ Γc.
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Γ=2Γc/3
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FIG. 2. Band flattening by dissipation in a spinful one-
band model on a triangular lattice with nearest neighbor
hopping terms for a variety of dissipation rates, corresponding
for instance to WSe2 bilayers. Both electron and hole bands
are plotted.

the band width is maximal at k = 0, for Γ < Γc the
dispersion can be seen to vanish already in regions of the
Brillouin zone (BZ) with narrower band gap. The life-
time, τ = ~/|Im(ε)|, decreases as 1/Γ for εu±− and grows
as Γ for εu±+, which follows from Taylor expansion of the
square root. Consequently, a stable flat band spanning
the entire BZ emerges for strong dissipation Γ� Γc. We
note that the Berry connection vanishes for Γ > Γc and
the Chern number is zero [see Supplemental Material]. A
general classification of the topology of these flat bands
remains an open question.

Example: Spinful One-Band Model with TRS. — Con-
sider now the general time-reversal symmetric, inver-
sion symmetric Hamiltonian for a single band with spin
H(k) = d(k)σ0 where d(k) = d(−k). A straightforward

spinful generalization of Eq. (13) is of Majorana form

Jσ = ck,σ + c†−k,−σ, (17)

with σ = ↑ and ↓, and taking both J↑ and J↓ to ensure
time-reversal symmetry. The modes of L are the same

as in Eq. (14) but with |~d|2 7→ |d|2. We see that the real
part is zero for Γ2 ≥ |d(k)|2, which defines a critical Γc =
maxk,± |d(k)|, above which flat bands form. As in the
spinless model, half of the modes are long lived and half
are short lived. These modes remain stable when adding
a U(1) conserving spin-orbit coupling term λ(k)σ3.

Notably, these flat bands emerge in the large Γ limit
which is most reasonably obtained when the electronic
bandwidth is small compared to the system-bath cou-
pling. This suggests TMD moiré heterostructures with
a twist-tunable bandwidth as a platform for realization.
For instance, a system with an isolated energy band near
the Fermi energy with a bandwidth ∼ 10 meV is twisted
bilayer WSe2 with a twist angle ∼ 2◦ [12, 13]. The moiré
superlattice of this system is triangular, so the nearest-
neighbor hopping tight binding model takes the form

d(k) = t(cos(k1) + cos(k2) + cos(k1 − k2)), (18)

where ε0, and t set the energy scales of the model, ki =
k · ai and a1 = (1, 0)a, a2 = (1/2,

√
3/2)a and lattice

constant a. Fig. 2 shows the influence of the dissipation
on the band structure of the quadratic Lindbladian. As
expected, the band flattens with increasing dissipation
strength and is dispersionless for all k above Γc.
Superconducting Substrates. — Having revealed a

generic mechanism for flat band formation in Lindbla-
dian systems, we see that the essential property to engi-
neer the substrate is that jump operators obey the form
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Eq. (3) with both a and b non-zero. For electrons, a
superconductor is such a substrate, and the simplest sce-
nario to realize these flat bands entails a 2D material with
an isolated band layered on top of a bulk superconductor.

The resulting jump processes involve electrons/holes
jumping from the system into the superconducting bulk.
If the bandwidth is large compared to the superconduct-
ing gap, flat bands will emerge, however with shortened
lifetimes for electronic states above the superconducting
gap. If, however, the electronic band lies within the sub-
strate’s superconducting gap, jump processes from suffi-
ciently strong system-substrate hybridization arise solely
through particle exchange processes via intermediate pair
breaking states. For states of the 2D material near the
center of the superconducting gap, these processes retain
approximately equal electron and hole amplitudes. The
corresponding jump operator thus takes the form of Eq.
(17) and realizes a flat band with long lifetime.

Conclusion. — We have shown a new and robust

route for realizing dispersionless bands in generic low-
dimensional quantum systems via strong coupling to a
bath. The underlying mechanism can be traced to the
emergence of a dissipationless dark space of the system-
bath coupling, and applies generically for systems with
an odd number of valence bands with or without spin.
We argued that in a fermionic system a superconduc-
tor could serve as such a bath. An intriguing follow-up
question concerns whether analogous considerations can
be utilized for bosons, such as photonic systems coupled
to a squeezed bath [29, 30]. More broadly, flat bands
can host a panoply of interesting unconventional quan-
tum phases, as electronic behavior becomes exclusively
governed by Coulomb interactions. Our results suggest
substrate engineering as a promising alternate route to-
wards formation or control of these phases.
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SI. Derivation of the Single-Particle Lindbladian

A. Preliminaries

The Lindbladian is [25]

L[ρ] := [H, ρ]− iΓ

2

∑
m

(
{J†mJm, ρ} − 2JmρJ

†
m

)
, (S1)

where we take the coherent part of the evolution to be given by a Bloch Hamiltonian

H(k) :=
∑
α,β

hαβ(k)c†k,αck,β , (S2)

and the jump operators are given by:

Jm(k) :=
∑
α

am,α(k)ck,α + bm,α(k)c†k,α, (S3)

both of which are expressed in terms of sum(s) over orbitals α (β).

This can be reexpressed in vectorized form [26]

L̂ = (1⊗H −H> ⊗ 1)− iΓ

2

∑
m

(
1⊗ J†mJm + (J†mJm)> ⊗ 1− 2J∗m ⊗ Jm

)
, (S4)

or, using the hermiticity of H and J†mJm,

L̂ = (1⊗H −H∗ ⊗ 1)− iΓ

2

∑
m

(
1⊗ J†mJm + (J†mJm)∗ ⊗ 1− 2J∗m ⊗ Jm

)
. (S5)

Below, we show that

L̂ = (HL −HR)− iΓ

2

∑
m

(
J†m,LJm,L + (J†m,RJm,R)∗ − 2Jm,LJ

∗
m,R

)
, (S6)

where

HL :=
∑
α,β

hαβ`
†
α`β , (S7)

HR :=
∑
α,β

hαβr
†
βrα =

∑
α,β

hβαr
†
αrβ , (S8)

Jm,L :=
∑
α

am,α`α + bm,α`
†
α, (S9)

Jm,R :=
∑
α

−am,αrα + bm,αr
†
α. (S10)

The “left superfermions” and “right superfermions” are

`j := P ⊗ cj , (S11)

`†j := P ⊗ c†j , (S12)

rj := cjP ⊗ 1, (S13)

r†j := Pc†j ⊗ 1, (S14)

Compared to the manuscript r ↔ r† we first arrive at a “block” form of the Lindbladian that makes its dark space
zero modes manifest. In Section SI E we transform it into the BdG form presented in the manuscript.
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The parity operator is

P := eiπN = (−1)N , (S15)

where the number operator is the non-local operator

N :=
∑
j

c†jcj , (S16)

and we have for all j

{cj ,P} = 0, (S17)

{c†j ,P} = 0, (S18)

which motivates the definition of parity.
We also have the standard Fermionic anti-commutation relations

{lj , rj′} = 0, (S19)

{lj , r†j′} = 0, (S20)

{l†j , rj′} = 0, (S21)

{l†j , r
†
j′} = 0, (S22)

{lj , lj′} = δj,j′ , (S23)

{rj , r†j′} = δj,j′ . (S24)

B. Coherent Part

Now,

HL =
∑
α,β

hαβ`
†
α`β , (S25)

=
∑
α,β

hαβ(P ⊗ c†α)(P ⊗ cβ), (S26)

=
∑
α,β

hαβ 1⊗ c†αcβ , (S27)

= 1⊗
∑
α,β

hαβc
†
αcβ , (S28)

= 1⊗H, (S29)

and

HR =
∑
α,β

hαβr
†
βrα, (S30)

=
∑
α,β

hαβ(Pc†β ⊗ 1)(cαP ⊗ 1), (S31)

=
∑
α,β

hαβ Pc†βcαP ⊗ 1
2, (S32)

=
∑
α,β

hαβ (−1)2P2c†βcα ⊗ 1
2, (S33)

=
(∑
α,β

hαβ c
†
βcα
)
⊗ 1, (S34)

= H> ⊗ 1, (S35)

= H∗ ⊗ 1. (S36)
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C. Dissipative Part

We have

J†m,LJm,L =
(∑

α

am,α`α + bm,α`
†
α

)†(∑
β

am,β`β + bm,β`
†
β

)
, (S37)

=
∑
α,β

(
a†m,α`

†
α + b†m,α`α

)(
am,β`β + bm,β`

†
β

)
, (S38)

=
∑
α,β

a†m,αam,β`
†
α`β + a†m,αbm,β`

†
α`
†
β + b†m,αam,β`α`β + b†m,αbm,β`α`

†
β , (S39)

=
∑
α,β

a†m,αam,β(P ⊗ c†α)(P ⊗ cβ) + a†m,αbm,β(P ⊗ c†α)(P ⊗ c†β), (S40)

+ b†m,αam,β(P ⊗ cα)(P ⊗ cβ) + b†m,αbm,β(P ⊗ cα)(P ⊗ c†β), (S41)

=
∑
α,β

a†m,αam,β(1⊗ c†αcβ) + a†m,αbm,β(1⊗ c†αc
†
β), (S42)

+ b†m,αam,β(1⊗ cαcβ) + b†m,αbm,β(1⊗ cαc†β), (S43)

= 1⊗
(∑
α,β

a†m,αam,βc
†
αcβ + a†m,αbm,βc

†
αc
†
β + b†m,αam,βcαcβ + b†m,αbm,βcαc

†
β

)
, (S44)

= 1⊗
(∑

α

a†m,αc
†
α + b†m,αcα

)(∑
β

am,βcβ + bm,βc
†
β

)
, (S45)

= 1⊗ J†mJm, (S46)

and

(J†m,RJm,R)∗ =
(∑

α

−am,αrα + bm,αr
†
α

)†,∗(∑
β

−am,βrβ + bm,βr
†
β

)∗
, (S47)

=
(∑

α

−am,αr†,∗α + bm,αr
∗
α

)(∑
β

−a∗m,βr∗β + b∗m,βr
†,∗
β

)
, (S48)

=
∑
α,β

am,αa
∗
m,βr

†,∗
α r∗β − am,αb∗m,βr†,∗α r†,∗β − bm,αa

∗
m,βr

∗
αr
∗
β + bm,αb

∗
m,βr

∗
αr
†,∗
β , (S49)

=
∑
α,β

am,αa
∗
m,β(Pc†α ⊗ 1)∗(cβP ⊗ 1)∗ − am,αb∗m,β(Pc†α ⊗ 1)∗(Pc†β ⊗ 1)∗, (S50)

− bm,αa∗m,β(cαP ⊗ 1)∗(cβP ⊗ 1)∗ + bm,αb
∗
m,β(cαP ⊗ 1)∗(Pc†β ⊗ 1)∗, (S51)

=

(∑
α,β

a∗m,αam,β(Pc†α ⊗ 1)(cβP ⊗ 1)− a∗m,αbm,β(Pc†α ⊗ 1)(Pc†β ⊗ 1), (S52)

− b∗m,αam,β(cαP ⊗ 1)(cβP ⊗ 1) + b∗m,αbm,β(cαP ⊗ 1)(Pc†β ⊗ 1)

)∗
, (S53)

=

(∑
α,β

a∗m,αam,βPc†αcβP − a∗m,αbm,βPc†αPc
†
β − b

∗
m,αam,βcαPcβP + b∗m,αbm,βcαPPc

†
β

)∗
⊗ 1, (S54)

=

(∑
α,β

a∗m,αam,βc
†
αcβ + a∗m,αbm,βc

†
αc
†
β + b∗m,αam,βcαcβ + b∗m,αbm,βcαc

†
β

)∗
⊗ 1, (S55)

=

((∑
α

a∗m,αc
†
α + b∗m,αcα

)(∑
β

am,βcβ + bm,βc
†
β

))∗
⊗ 1, (S56)

= (J†mJm)∗ ⊗ 1, (S57)
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and

Jm,LJ
∗
m,R =

(∑
α

am,α`α + bm,α`
†
α

)(∑
β

−am,βrβ + bm,βr
†
β

)∗
, (S58)

=
(∑

α

am,α`α + bm,α`
†
α

)(∑
β

−a∗m,βr∗β + b∗m,βr
†,∗
β

)
, (S59)

=
∑
α,β

−am,αa∗m,β`αr∗β + am,αb
∗
m,β`αr

†,∗
β − bm,αa

∗
m,β`

†
αr
∗
β + bm,αb

∗
m,β`

†
αr
†,∗
β , (S60)

=
∑
α,β

−am,αa∗m,β(P ⊗ cα)(cβP ⊗ 1)∗ + am,αb
∗
m,β(P ⊗ cα)(Pc†β ⊗ 1)∗, (S61)

− bm,αa∗m,β(P ⊗ c†α)(cβP ⊗ 1)∗ + bm,αb
∗
m,β(P ⊗ c†α)(Pc†β ⊗ 1)∗, (S62)

=
∑
α,β

−am,αa∗m,β(P(cβP)∗ ⊗ cα) + am,αb
∗
m,β(P(Pc†β)∗ ⊗ cα), (S63)

− bm,αa∗m,β(P(cβP)∗ ⊗ c†α) + bm,αb
∗
m,β(P(Pc†β)∗ ⊗ c†α), (S64)

=
∑
α,β

am,αa
∗
m,β((cβ)∗ ⊗ cα) + am,αb

∗
m,β((c†β)∗ ⊗ cα), (S65)

+ bm,αa
∗
m,β((cβ)∗ ⊗ c†α) + bm,αb

∗
m,β((c†β)∗ ⊗ c†α), (S66)

=
(∑

β

a∗m,β(cβ)∗ + b∗m,β(c†β)∗
)
⊗
(∑

α

am,αcα + bm,αc
†
α

)
, (S67)

=
(∑

β

am,βcβ + bm,βc
†
β

)∗ ⊗ (∑
α

am,αcα + bm,αc
†
α

)
, (S68)

= J∗m ⊗ Jm. (S69)

D. Matrix Representation (Block Form)

In the last section, we showed that

L̂ = (HL −HR)− iΓ

2

∑
m

(
J†m,LJm,L + (J†m,RJm,R)∗ − 2Jm,LJ

∗
m,R

)
, (S70)

where

HL :=
∑
α,β

hαβ`
†
α`β , (S71)

HR :=
∑
α,β

hαβr
†
βrα =

∑
α,β

hβαr
†
αrβ , (S72)

Jm,L :=
∑
α

am,α`α + bm,α`
†
α, (S73)

Jm,R :=
∑
α

−am,αrα + bm,αr
†
α. (S74)

With the Fermionic anti-commutation relations this is

L̂ = (HL −HR)− iΓ

2

∑
m

(
J†m,LJm,L + (J†m,RJm,R)∗ − Jm,LJ∗m,R + J∗m,RJm,L

)
. (S75)

We have

L̂ = L̂coh + L̂dis. (S76)
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And we introduce the notation for vectors of left and right creation and annihilation operators

` = (`1, `2, . . . , `num orbitals), (S77)

`† = (`†1, `
†
2, . . . , `

†
num orbitals), (S78)

r = (r1, r2, . . . , rnum orbitals), (S79)

r† = (r†1, r
†
2, . . . , r

†
num orbitals). (S80)

Now the coherent part of the Lindbladian is

L̂coh = (HL −HR), (S81)

=
1

2
(HL +H†L −HR −H†R), (S82)

=
1

2
(`†H`− `H>`† − r†H>r + rHr†), (S83)

=
1

2


`†

−r
r†

`



H 0 0 0
0 H 0 0
0 0 −H> 0
0 0 0 −H>




`
−r†
r
`†

 , (S84)

where we used the anti-commutation relations to make the indices appear in the correct order.

Next we introduce a notation for matrices A,B,C as

A = [Aα,β ], B = [Bα,β ], C = [Cα,β ], (S85)

where

Aα,β =
∑
m

a∗m,αam,β , Bα,β =
∑
m

bm,αb
∗
m,β , Cα,β =

∑
m

a∗m,αbm,β . (S86)
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The dissipative part of the Lindbladian is

L̂dis = − iΓ
2

∑
m

(
J†m,LJm,L + (J†m,RJm,R)∗ − 2Jm,LJ

∗
m,R

)
, (S87)

= − iΓ
2

∑
m

(
J†m,LJm,L + (J†m,RJm,R)∗ − Jm,LJ∗m,R + J∗m,RJm,L

)
, (S88)

= − iΓ
2

∑
n,α,β

(
(a∗m,α`

†
α + b∗m,α`α)(am,β`β + bm,β`

†
β) (S89)

+
(
(−a∗m,αr†α + b∗m,αrα)(−am,βrβ + bm,βr

†
β)
)∗

(S90)

−(am,α`α + bm,α`
†
α)(−am,βrβ + bm,βr

†
β)∗ (S91)

+(−am,αrα + bm,αr
†
α)∗(am,β`β + bm,β`

†
β)

)
, (S92)

= − iΓ
2

∑
n,α,β

(
(a∗m,αam,β`

†
α`β + a∗m,αbm,β`

†
α`
†
β + b∗m,αam,β`α`β + b∗m,αbm,β`α`

†
β) (S93)

+(am,αa
∗
m,βr

†
αrβ − am,αb∗m,βr†αr

†
β − bm,αa

∗
m,βrαrβ + bm,αb

∗
m,βrαr

†
β) (S94)

−(−am,αa∗m,β`αrβ + am,αb
∗
m,β`αr

†
β − bm,αa

∗
m,β`

†
αrβ + bm,αb

∗
m,β`

†
αr
†
β) (S95)

+(−a∗m,αam,βrα`β − a∗m,αbm,βrα`
†
β + b∗m,αam,βr

†
α`β + b∗m,αbm,βr

†
α`
†
β)

)
, (S96)

= − iΓ
2

(
(`†A` + `†C`† + `C†` + `B∗`†) (S97)

+(r†A∗r − r†C∗r† − rC>r + rBr†) (S98)

−(−`A∗r + `C∗r† − `†C>r + `†Br†) (S99)

+(−rA`− rC`† + r†C†` + r†B∗`†)
)
, (S100)

= − iΓ
2

(
`†A`− `†Br† + `†C>r + `†C`† (S101)

−rA` + rBr† − rC>r − rC`† (S102)

+r†C†`− r†C∗r† + r†A∗r + r†B∗`† (S103)

+`C†`− `C∗r† + `A∗r + `B∗`†
)
, (S104)

= − iΓ
2


`†

−r
r†

`



A B C> C
A B C> C
C† C∗ A∗ B∗

C† C∗ A∗ B∗




`
−r†
r
`†

 , (S105)

= − iΓ
2


`†

−r
r†

`



A B C> C
A B C> C
C† C∗ A∗ B∗

C† C∗ A∗ B∗




`
−r†
r
`†

 . (S106)

Now, it turns out that the normal modes in this matrix representation are not normal modes of the second quantized
Lindbladian L. The matrix representation whose normal modes are normal modes of the second quantized Lindbladian
have r ↔ r†.
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E. Matrix Representation (BdG Form)

From the last subsection, we have that the vectorized Lindbladian permits a representation in terms of left and right
fermions. Now, let us reexpress this in the form whose normal modes are the normal modes of the second quantized
Lindbladian. To do so we take r ↔ r† so that

rj = Pc†j ⊗ 1, (S107)

r†j = cjP ⊗ 1. (S108)

Doing so, our ordered basis is now (`,−r, r†, `†). Now, U(`, r, `†,+r†) = (`,−r,+r†,+`†) for

U =

1 0 0 0
0 −1 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0

 , (S109)

under which Lcoh is clearly invariant.
Now,

U−1LdisU =


A −B C C>

−A B −C −C>
C† −C∗ B∗ A∗

C† −C∗ B∗ A∗

 . (S110)

This means that

L̂dis = − iΓ
4


`†

r†

`
r




2A −2B 2C 2C>

−2A 2B −2C −2C>

2C† −2C∗ 2B∗ 2A∗

2C† −2C∗ 2B∗ 2A∗




`
r
`†

r†

 , (S111)

or, using the anti-commutation relations

2A`†` + 2B∗``† = (A−B∗,>)`†` + (B∗ −A>)``†, (S112)

2Br†r + 2A∗(+r)(+r†) = (B −A∗,>)r†r + (A∗ −B>)(+r)(+r†), (S113)

2C`†`† = (C − C>)`†`†, (S114)

−2C>r†(+r†) = −(C> − C)r†(+r†), (S115)

2C†`` = (C† − C∗)``, (S116)

−2C∗(+r)r = (−C∗ + C†)(+r)r. (S117)

We can symmetrize (using the Hermiticity of A and B)

L̂dis = − iΓ
4


`†

r†

`
r




A−B −2B C − C> 2C>

−2A B −A −2C +C − C>
C† − C∗ −2C∗ B∗ −A> 2A∗

2C† +C† − C∗ 2B∗ A∗ −B>




`
r
`†

r†

 , (S118)

or, simplifying

L̂dis = − iΓ
4


`†

r†

`
r




A−B −2B C − C> 2C>

−2A −(A−B) −2C C − C>
−(C − C>)∗ −2C∗ −(A−B)> 2A>

2C† −(C − C>)∗ 2B> (A−B)>




`
r
`†

r†

 , (S119)

which, as desired is in BdG form.
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SII. Pseudospin Representation of the Lindbladian

Now introduce the pseudospins η and τ , where η rotates particles and holes, and τ rotates left and right contours.
In this representation, the coherent part is

Lcoh =
1

2
[(Re(Hk +H−k)) + i(Im(Hk −H−k))]η3 ⊗ τ0 (S120)

+
1

2
[(Re(Hk −H−k)) + i(Im(Hk +H−k))]η0 ⊗ τ0. (S121)

When H := Hk = H−k this becomes

Lcoh = Re(H)η3 ⊗ τ0 + i Im(H)η0 ⊗ τ0, (S122)

and the dissipative part is

Ldis =
Γ

2

1

2

[
[Re(Ak +A−k −Bk −B−k) + iIm(Ak −A−k −Bk +B−k)]η3 ⊗ τ3

+[Re(Ak −A−k −Bk +B−k) + iIm(Ak +A−k −Bk −B−k)]η0 ⊗ τ3
−[Re(−Ak +A−k +Bk −B−k) + iIm(−Ak −A−k +Bk +B−k)]iη3 ⊗ τ2
−[Re(−Ak −A−k +Bk +B−k) + iIm(−Ak +A−k +Bk −B−k)]iη0 ⊗ τ2
−[Re(Ak +A−k +Bk +B−k) + iIm(Ak −A−k +Bk −B−k)]η3 ⊗ τ1
−[Re(Ak −A−k +Bk −B−k) + iIm(Ak +A−k +Bk +B−k)]η0 ⊗ τ1

+[Re(Ck − C−k + C>−k − C>k ) + iIm(Ck + C−k + C>−k + C>k )]iη1 ⊗ τ2
+[Re(−Ck − C−k − C>−k − C>k ) + iIm(−Ck + C−k − C>−k + C>k )]η2 ⊗ τ2

+[Re(−Ck + C−k + C>−k − C>k ) + iIm(−Ck − C−k + C>−k + C>k )]iη2 ⊗ τ1
+[Re(−Ck − C−k + C>−k + C>k ) + iIm(−Ck + C−k + C>−k − C>k )]η1 ⊗ τ1

+[Re(Ck − C−k − C>−k + C>k ) + iIm(Ck + C−k − C>−k − C>k )]η1 ⊗ τ0

+[Re(Ck + C−k − C>−k − C>k ) + iIm(Ck − C−k − C>−k + C>k )]iη2 ⊗ τ0
]
.

(S123)

When A := Ak = A−k, B := Bk = B−k, C := Ck = C−k, C> := C>k = C>−k, this becomes

Ldis =
Γ

2

[
Re (A−B) η3 ⊗ τ3 + i Im (A−B) η0 ⊗ τ3

−Im (A−B) η3 ⊗ τ2 + iRe (A−B) η0 ⊗ τ2
−Re (A+B) η3 ⊗ τ1 − i Im (A+B) η0 ⊗ τ1
−Im

(
C + C>

)
η1 ⊗ τ2 − Re

(
C + C>

)
η2 ⊗ τ2

−Re
(
C − C>

)
η1 ⊗ τ1 + Im

(
C − C>

)
η2 ⊗ τ1

+i Im
(
C − C>

)
η1 ⊗ τ0 + iRe

(
C − C>

)
η2 ⊗ τ0

]
.

(S124)

Now with Hermitian symmetry operator D = η3 ⊗ τ1 if [D,Ldis] = 0 then

Ldis =
Γ

2

(
− Re (A+B) η3 ⊗ τ1 − i Im (A+B) η0 ⊗ τ1 − Im

(
C + C>

)
η1 ⊗ τ2 − Re

(
C + C>

)
η2 ⊗ τ2

)
, (S125)

where we evaluated the commutators of the tensor products of the pseudospins. Noting that with Hermitian symmetry
A = B and C = C> this is

Ldis = −Γ

(
Re (A) η3 ⊗ τ1 + i Im (A) η0 ⊗ τ1 + Im (C) η1 ⊗ τ2 + Re (C) η2 ⊗ τ2

)
. (S126)
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SIII. Chern Number of the Dissipative QWZ Model

F. Berry-Phase Topology

The Berry connection is

Aµn = i〈uln|∂kµ |urn〉. (S127)

where we use the left and right eigenvectors since L in non-Hermitian and the left and right eigenvectors are not the
same in general.

The Berry curvature is

Ωµνn = ∂kµAνn − ∂kνAµn, (S128)

from which the first Chern number is

cµνn =
1

2π

∫
BZ

dk Ωµνn . (S129)

We will consider the Chern number cxyn which is related to the Hall conductivity.

G. Model

We consider a Hamiltonian of the form

H(k) = ~d(k) · ~σ, (S130)

= (d1(k), d2(k), d3(k)) · (σ1, σ2, σ3). (S131)

Here we assume dissipation of the form

J = ck,i + c†k,i, (S132)

for i = 1 or 2, and let a parameter Γ set the rate of tunneling.
As shown before, there are finite-lived energy bands at

εu±± = ±Γ

2

√
|~d|2/Γ2 − 2± 2

√
1− |~d|2/Γ2, (S133)

which are unique (as complex numbers). This non-degeneracy in complex-space suggests that a Berry-phase topolog-

ical classification may be possible. Here, |~d| = (d2
1 + d2

2 + d2
3)1/2, and there are flat bands (Re(εu±±) = 0) for

Γ > Γc = |~d|, (S134)

which is the bandwidth of both bands in the dissipationless system.
Now, we consider the Qi-Wu-Zhang model [43] in particular which has

~d = t(sin(kx), sin(ky),m+ cos(kx) + cos(ky)). (S135)

Proceeding numerically, we find that the Berry connection and curvature are non-zero for both the dissipationless
and the dissipative bands, and as expected the band that is not dissipatively coupled to the bath coupled to the bath
has the same Chern number as in the dissipationless case. We find that the Chern number of all bands with finite
lifetimes is zero (even for small but non-zero dissipation rates), indicating that the flat bands induced by this form of
dissipation in the Qi-Wu-Zhang model are topologically trivial.


	Dissipation Induced Flat Bands
	Abstract
	 References
	A Preliminaries
	B Coherent Part
	C Dissipative Part
	D Matrix Representation (Block Form)
	E Matrix Representation (BdG Form)
	F Berry-Phase Topology
	G Model



