
Multiparty Spohn’s theorem for mixed local Markovian and non-Markovian quantum dynamics

Ahana Ghoshal and Ujjwal Sen
Harish-Chandra Research Institute, A CI of Homi Bhabha National Institute, Chhatnag Road, Jhunsi, Prayagraj 211 019, India

We obtain the Gorini-Kossakowski-Sudarshan-Lindblad master equation for two or more quantum systems
connected locally to a combination of Markovian and non-Markovian heat baths. We analyze the thermody-
namic quantities for such a mixed set of local environments, and derive a modified form of the Spohn’s theorem
for that setup. The modification of the theorem naturally leads to a witness as well as an easily computable
quantifier of non-Markovianity. Furthermore, we find that for multiparty situations, where a combination of
Markovian and non-Markovian heat baths are active, the response in thermodynamic system characteristics
due to non-Markovian baths is prominent at times close to the initial time of evolution, whereas the long-time
behavior is predominantly controlled by the Markovian ones.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum thermodynamics is an emerging field of research
and the interconnections of it with quantum information the-
ory have been studied from myriad perspectives. The interface
has been enriched with the inventions of quantum thermal de-
vices like quantum heat engines and quantum refrigerators [1–
7], quantum diodes [8], quantum thermal transistors [9–12],
etc. The dynamics of quantum thermal machines are governed
by the theory of open quantum systems [13–16], and the in-
vestigations, in particular, have led to a better understanding
of the thermodynamic laws in the quantum regime [17–29]. A
significant body of work that analyze quantum devices deals
with Markovian evolution, although non-Markovian dynam-
ics has also been considered.

Detecting and measuring non-Markovianity is possible via
several measures of non-Markovianity [30], which are not
all equivalent. Two widely used measures are those pro-
posed by Breuer-Laine-Pillo (BLP) [31] and Rivas-Huelga-
Plenio (RHP) [32], which respectively uses non-monotonicity
in time-evolution of state distinguishability and entanglement.
Later on, an equivalence of these two measures in some cases
has been established [33, 34]. See e.g. [35–38] for some fur-
ther works on non-Markovianity.

Heat current and entropy production rate (EPR) are two
fundamental quantities that give an idea about the thermal
properties of a system. The second law of thermodynamics
leads to a balance equation, relating EPR (σ), the von Neu-
mann entropy (S), and heat current (J) for a single system
immersed in a heat bath, given by

σ =
dS

dt
+ J.

EPR is an important characteristic for understanding the ther-
modynamics of a system, and moreover, is a valuable phys-
ical quantity for detection of non-Markovianity of a dynam-
ics. Spohn’s theorem [39, 40] states that for a Markovian
evolution, EPR of the system is always positive. It is known
that for non-Markovian evolutions, the EPR may take nega-
tive values [41–48]. So, that EPR can be treated as a non-
Markovianity detector. While speaking about detectors and
quantifiers of non-Markovianity, we remember that many of
them provide either a necessary or a sufficient criterion for
non-Markovianity detection, but not both. For a deeper under-

standing of the entropy production rate, see e.g. [21, 49–88].
For experimental works, see e.g. [89–91].

Quantum evolution of a system within the Markovian ap-
proximation is a very special case and hardly occurs in re-
alistic scenarios. The Born-Markov assumptions have strict
limitations on the thermal environment. For obeying the ap-
proximations, the thermal baths must be infinitely large and
should have a continuous energy spectrum [13]. Many envi-
ronments cannot be categorized as Markovian baths and reside
within the family of the non-Markovian ones. An example of
a Markovian bath is the bosonic bath consisting of an infinite
numbers of harmonic oscillators, within certain restrictions.
There exist some thermal baths which can not be treated easily
as a Markovian bath, like spin baths [43, 92–95]. Some non-
Markovian baths have their Markovian limits, while for some
others like the spin star model, such a limit can be elusive [96].
Consideration of non-Markovian evolutions is therefore often
the natural choice. Indeed, non-Markovian evolutions have
been widely studied in literature along with Markovian ones,
especially when all the relevant environments in the physical
system considered are either non-Markovian or Markovian.

Here, we consider a situation where the local parts of the
physical system under study are affected by local environ-
ments, which can be a few non-Markovian and the remaining
not so. We derive the quantum dynamical equation of the sys-
tem for this case. We first provide the analytical derivation for
a two-qubit system and then extend it to the case of m + n
subsystems, locally connected to m Markovian and n non-
Markovian baths respectively. Furthermore, we study ther-
modynamic quantities like heat current and EPR, for the com-
posite system (of m + n subsystems) immersed in a “mixed”
set of local environments, and obtain a modified form of the
well-known Spohn’s theorem [39, 40] in connection to the
second law of thermodynamics. Here and in the rest of the
paper, by a “mixed set of local environments or baths”, we
will mean a situation where a few subsystems of the system
are engaged with non-Markovian baths, while the remaining
are so with Markovian ones. Moreover, we propose a quantity
which is easily computable and can be treated as a quantifier
of non-Markovianity in case of a mixed set of local environ-
ments. We explicitly consider the case of four system qubits,
with each of the qubits being connected to a non-Markovian
or a Markovian bath. We observe that in a mixed set of local
environments, the response is dominated by the effect of non-
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Markovian baths at short times. Interestingly however, with
the increase of time, non-Markovianity effects reduce, and the
dynamics is prone to be more and more Markovian-like.

The remainder of the paper is arranged as follows. In Sec. II
we derive the Gorini-Kossakowski-Sudarshan-Lindblad mas-
ter equation (GKSL equation) of the system for a mixed set
of local environs, for m+ n qubits. Section III provides defi-
nitions of some physical quantities like heat current and EPR,
which are used to describe the second law of thermodynamics
in the quantum regime. In Sec. IV, we show that the Spohn’s
theorem has a modified form in case of a mixed set of local
environments of which some are non-Markovian while others
are Markovian. This leads to an extra term in the Spohn’s rela-
tion, which we treat as a quantifier of non-Markovianity. The
nature of the quantifier for mixed environments is discussed in
the same section. Section V contains the concluding remarks.

II. MULTIPARTY GKSL EQUATION IMMERSED IN
LOCAL MARKOVIAN AND NON-MARKOVIAN BATHS

We consider m + n two-level systems (TLSs) locally cou-
pled tomMarkovian and n non-Markovian baths respectively.
The situation is depicted in the left panel of Fig. 1. The
composite system consisting of m + n TLSs will evolve un-
der the combined influence of the local Markovian and non-
Markovian baths. Before considering the case of arbitrary m
and n, we deal with the case of two TLSs (SA and SB), lo-
cally coupled respectively to two heat baths, one of which
is a Markovian bath (B1) and which can be treated under
the Born-Markov approximation, while the other is a non-
Markovian one (B2), whose frequency spectrum is discrete
and goes beyond the Markovian regime. A schematic diagram
of this two-qubit two-bath setup is illustrated in the right panel
of Fig. 1. The Hamiltonian of the composite setup is given by

H = Hs +HB +HI , (1)

where Hs describes the Hamiltonian of the composite sys-
tem consisting of the two TLSs, HB stands for the combined
local Hamiltonian of the two baths and HI =

∑
j HIj for

j = 1, 2. Here HI1 represents the interaction between SA and
B1, and HI2 presents the interaction between SB and B2. In
the Schrödinger picture, let the density matrix of the compos-
ite two-qubit two-bath setup at time t be represented by ρ(t).
It is useful to perform the calculation in the interaction pic-
ture [13]. The von Neumann equation in that picture will be

dρint(t)

dt
= − i

~

[
HIint(t), ρint(t)

]
, (2)

where

HIint(t) = e
i(Hs+HB)t

~ HIe
− i(Hs+HB)t

~ ,

ρint(t) = e
i(Hs+HB)t

~ ρ(t)e−
i(Hs+HB)t

~ , (3)

without assuming a commutativity relation of HI and ρ(t)
with Hs and HB . The interaction Hamiltonian in the

Schrödinger picture can be decomposed in the form [13, 15],

HIj =
∑
k

Ajk ⊗Bjk , (4)

withAjk andBjk being the system and bath operators respec-
tively. Here j = 1, 2 and k runs from 1 to the maximum
number of terms required for the decomposition for each j.
Reverting to the interaction picture we get,

HIj,int(t) =
∑
k

Ajk(t)⊗Bjk(t), (5)

where
Ajk(t) = e

iHst
~ Ajke

− iHst~ ,

Bjk(t) = e
iHBt

~ Bjke
− iHBt~ .

The system operators Ajk can be decomposed in the
eigenspace of the system Hamiltonian as

Ajk(ω) =
∑

ε′−ε=ω
Π(ε)AjkΠ(ε′), (6)

where Π(ε)’s are the projectors onto the eigenspaces of
the system Hamiltonian Hs corresponding to the eigenvalue
ε. Therefore, we have the properties, [Hs, Ajk(ω)] =

−ωAjk(ω) and [Hs, A
†
jk

(ω)] = ωA†jk(ω), indicating the fact
thatAjk(t) andAjk(ω) are related by a Fourier transformation
from the t space to the ω space, asAjk(t) =

∑
ω e
−iωtAjk(ω)

and A†jk(t) =
∑
ω e

iωtA†jk(ω). Now the interaction Hamilto-
nian becomes

HIint(t) =
∑
j

HIj,int =
∑
j,k,ω

e−iωtAjk(ω)⊗Bjk(t). (7)

The state of the entire setup ρint(t), is given by

ρint(t) = ρ(0)− i

~

∫ t

0

ds[HIint(s), ρint(s)]. (8)

We assume that initially the systems are uncorrelated to the
baths, and that the baths themselves are also in a product state,
so that at time t = 0,

ρ(0) = ρs(0)⊗ ρB1
(0)⊗ ρB2

(0), (9)

where B1 and B2 are initially in their canonical equilibrium

states given by ρBj (0) = e
−βjHBj

tr(e
−βjHBj )

for j = 1, 2. The cor-

responding βj’s are 1
kBTj

, with kB being the Boltzmann con-
stant. As we mentioned earlier, that the bath B1 is Marko-
vian and therefore in the further calculations, while talking
about B1, we will impose the Born-Markov approximations
which tells that the coupling between the system SA and B1

is weak, so that the state of B1 regains its initial state after
every time-step of interaction with SA, and that any correla-
tion created between B1 and SA is also destroyed after the
same time-step. Moreover, B1 will also be assumed to remain
uncorrelated with B2 during the evolution. So, at time t, the
state of the entire setup will take the form,

ρ(t) ≈ ρsB2
(t)⊗ ρB1

, (10)
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FIG. 1. Mixed set of local environments. In the left panel, we present a schematic diagram of m + n TLSs, evolving under their system
Hamiltonian as well as local environments which are some Markovian and the rest not so. BM,1 · · ·BM,m are the baths which can be treated
under the Born-Markov approximations, hence are Markovian baths, and BN,1 · · ·BN,n are the baths residing in a non-Markovian family. A
special case of the left panel is presented in the right one where only two TLSs are interacting with two baths locally among which one is
Markovian and the other is non-Markovian. SA and SB are the two TLSs. B1 is the Markovian bath, while B2 is non-Markovian one.

where ρsB2
(t) is the density matrix of the systems SA and SB

combined along the bath B2 at time t, and ρB1
= ρB1

(0).
Now we make a further assumption for the Markovian bath
B1 [13], viz.

trB [HI1,int(t), ρint(0)] = 0. (11)

As a consequence of this assumption, the Markovian bath B1

possesses the property,

trB1
(B1kρB1

) = 0, (12)

which is a very important one for the succeeding calculations
of our paper. Now, using the integral form of ρint(t), given in
Eq. (8), and then using Eq. (11) in the von Neumann equation,
we get

dρint(t)

dt
=∑

j

− 1

~2

∫ t

0

ds
[
HIj,int(t),

[
HIj,int(s), ρsB2,int(s)⊗ ρB1

]]
− i

~

[
HI2,int(t), ρsB2,int(t)⊗ ρB1

]
, (13)

for j = 1, 2. The first term for j = 2 vanishes by using the
relation given in Eq. (12). Thus the reduced system dynamics
comes out to be

dρ̃s,int(t)

dt
=

− 1

~2

∫ t

0

ds trB1

[
HI1,int(t),

[
HI1,int(s), ρ̃s,int(s)⊗ ρB1

]]
− i

~
trB
[
HI2,int(t), ρsB2,int(t)⊗ ρB1

]
. (14)

Here ρ̃s,int(t) = trB2
{ρsB2,int(t)}. Next we use the Markov

approximation, i.e., replace the integrand ρ̃s,int(s) in the first
term by ρ̃s,int(t), so that the development of the reduced state
of the system at time t only depends on the present state
ρ̃s,int(t). Furthermore, we substitute s by t − s and let the
upper limit of the integral go to infinity so that we can avoid
the dependency of the reduced density matrix on the explicit
choice of the initial preparation at time t = 0. See [13] for
more details about the Markovian approximations. Hence,

dρ̃s,int(t)

dt
=

− 1

~2

∫ ∞
0

ds trB1

[
HI1,int(t),

[
HI1,int(t− s), ρ̃s,int(t)⊗ ρB1

]]
− i

~
trB
[
HI2,int(t), ρsB2,int(t)⊗ ρB1

]
. (15)

Applying the rotating wave approximation, the right-hand side
comes out to be

=
1

~2
∑
ω

∑
k,l

γk,l(ω)
[
A1l(ω)ρ̃s,int(t)A

†
1k

(ω)

−A†1k(ω)A1l(ω)ρ̃s,int(t)
]

+ h.c.

− i

~
trB2

[
HI2,int(t), ρsB2,int(t)

]
. (16)

γk,l(ω) is given by

γk,l(ω) =

∫ ∞
0

dseiωstrB1
{B†k(t)Bl(t− s)ρB1

}. (17)

Now we go to the Schrödinger picture. ρB1
will be the same

in both the pictures as ρB1
commutes with HB1

. So,

ρ̃s,int(t) = trB2

[
e
i(Hs+HB2

)t

~ ρsB2
(t)e−

i(Hs+HB2
)t

~

]
. (18)
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The reduced system dynamics in the Schrödinger picture turns
out to be

dρ̃s(t)

dt
= L

(
ρ̃s(t)

)
≡

− i
~

[
Hs, ρ̃s(t)

]
+

1

~2
∑
ω

∑
k,l

γk,l(ω)
(
A1l(ω)ρ̃s(t)A

†
1k

(ω)

−1

2

{
A†1k(ω)A1l(ω), ρ̃s(t)

})
− i

~
trB2

[
HI2(t), ρsB2(t)

]
. (19)

Here we have used that ρ̃s(t) =

trB2

{
e
iHB2

t

~ ρsB2(t)e
−iHB2

t

~
}

= trB2(ρsB2). Thus, we
can write

L
(
ρ̃s(t)

)
= − i

~

[
Hs, ρ̃s(t)

]
+DM (ρ̃s(t)) +DNM (ρsB2

(t)),

(20)
where

DM (ρ̃s(t)) =
1

~2
∑
ω

∑
k,l

γk,l(ω)
(
A1l(ω)ρ̃s(t)A

†
1k

(ω)

− 1

2

{
A†1k(ω)A1l(ω), ρ̃s(t)

})
,

DNM (ρsB2
(t)) = − i

~
trB2

[
HI2(t), ρsB2

(t)
]
. (21)

Here we have neglected the possible effects of the Lamb-shift
Hamiltonian in the dynamics [48, 97]. Effectively,DM (ρ̃s(t))
contains the dissipative part of the GKSL equation due to the
influence of the Markovian bath and DNM (ρsB2

(t)) contains
the non-Markovian contribution. As the bath B1 is Marko-
vian, we can expect that the effect coming from the bath in
the evolution of the system should be completely Markovian.
However, we see from Eq. (21) that the term capturing the
contribution of the Markovian bath contains ρ̃s(t), the sys-
tem’s state correlated with the non-Markovian bath, instead
of the system’s state, uncorrelated with any environment, as
it occurs in the Markovian approach. This is a major differ-
ence between the Markovian case [13, 15] and the situation
which we have referred to as mixed set of local environments.
Although we have considered B1 as a Markovian bath, the
non-Markovian effect of B2 remains in the contribution of
B1. Therefore, DM (ρ̃s(t)) can be named as a Markovian-like
dissipator, whereas DNM (ρsB2

(t)) can be called as a non-
Markovian dissipator.

We now move over to the case of an arbitrary number of
subsystems, as schematically depicted in the left panel of
Fig. 1. The two-qubit dynamical equation given in Eq. (20)
can be extended to the situation where m+ n qubits are con-
nected to m Markovian and n non-Markovian baths locally.
For that general case, the dynamical equation of the system
takes the form,

L
(
ρ̃s(t)

)
= − i

~

[
Hs, ρ̃s(t)

]
+

m∑
j=1

DMj
(ρ̃s(t))

+

n∑
j=1

DNMj
(ρsBNM,1...n(t)). (22)

Here ρ̃s(t) = trBNM,1...n
(
ρ̃sBNM,1...n(t)

)
. All the

DMj
(ρ̃s(t))’s have the same form as DM (ρ̃s(t)), present-

ing the contribution of the jth Markovian bath. Similarly,
DNMj

(ρsBNM,1...n(t)) represents the contribution of the jth

non-Markovian bath. With the increase in the number of non-
Markovian baths, the system in general will tend to become
more and more correlated with the non-Markovian baths, but
the effect of the Markovian baths will also in general become
significantly altered in comparison to the situation where non-
Markovian environments are absent. This in turn may affect
the general properties and inter-relations between thermody-
namic quantities that are typically considered in non-mixed
sets of local environs. Below, we study the response of the
heat current and EPR, and their inter-relation via the Spohn’s
theorem, to the incorporation of mixed sets of local baths.

III. THERMODYNAMIC QUANTITIES AND THEIR
PROPERTIES IN MIXED ENVIRONS

Heat current and EPR are two fundamental thermodynamic
properties of a system which provide information about heat
flow from the system to its environment or vice versa, and fur-
ther aspects of equilibrium and non-equilibrium physics of the
system. If the system resides in its equilibrium steady state
after an evolution in presence of a Markovian environment,
EPR takes the value 0 and for the situation where the system
reaches a non-equilibrium steady state, EPR is always > 0. It
is known that for a non-Markovian evolution, EPR can take a
negative value [41–48] and as a consequence, it can be treated
as a witness of non-Markovianity. The definitions of the ther-
modynamic quantities can strongly depend on the character
of the environments under which the system is being evolved.
For example, under local non-Markovian evolutions, the gen-
eral definitions of heat current and EPR differ from that in the
ideal Markovian situation [48].

In general, entropy flux or heat current can be defined as the
amount of entropy exchanged per unit time between the open
system and its environment [13]. For positive values of the
heat current, heat flows from the system to the environment,
and for negative values of the same, the direction of heat flow
will be the opposite. Entropy flux for the composite two-qubit
system depicted in the right panel of Fig. 1 can be defined as

J12 =
d

dt

∣∣∣
diss

E, (23)

which indicates the change in internal energy resulting from
the dissipative effects. Here E = tr

(
Hsρ̃s(t)

)
. So,

J12 = tr
(
Hs

(
DM(ρ̃s(t)) +DNM (ρsB2(t))

))
= tr

(
HsL(ρ̃s(t))

)
. (24)

Now we define the local heat currents of each subsystem as

J1 = tr
(
HsDM (ρ̃s(t))

)
,

J2 = tr
(
HsDNM (ρsB2(t))

)
. (25)

The definition of J1 is quite similar to that in the Markovian
approach, but the effect of non-Markovianity resides in the
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state ρ̃s(t), as the system’s state is correlated with the non-
Markovian bath. The formulation of J2 is inherently non-
Markovian.

EPR is a thermodynamic quantity of a system which is
defined as a source term in the balance equation involv-
ing the rate of change of entropy with time and heat cur-
rent [39, 40, 98]. For a two-qubit two-bath composite setup,
this balance equation can be considered as

σ12 =
dS(ρ̃s(t))

dt
− 1

T1
J1 −

1

T2
J2, (26)

where S(·) is the von Neumann entropy of its argument and
defined as S(ρ) = −kB tr

(
ρ ln(ρ)

)
= −kB

∑
i λi ln(λi),

with λi’s being the eigenvalues of the density matrix ρ. T1 and
T2 are the temperatures of the Markovian and non-Markovian
baths respectively. In this formulation, the balance equation
is the definition of the EPR, denoted σ12, with the suffixes in-
dicating the systems involved. In Markovian dynamics of a
single system, EPR turns out to be the negative derivative of
the relative entropy distance from the canonical equilibrium
state of the system [39, 40], but for non-Markovian cases, this
interpretation may not apply [48].

We now move over to the case of m+ n qubits (see the left
panel of Fig. 1). For m+n qubits, the global heat current and
the global EPR take the following forms:

J1···(m+n) =

m∑
j=1

tr
(
Hs(DMj

(ρ̃s(t))

+

n∑
j=1

DNMj
(ρsBNM,1···n(t))

))
,

σ1···(m+n) =
dS(ρ̃s(t))

dt
−

m∑
j=1

1

TM,j
JM,j

−
n∑
j=1

1

TNM,j
JNM,j . (27)

Here the local heat currents, JMj
, flowing to or from the jth

Markovian bath is presented by the jth contribution of the first
term in J1···(m+n) for j = 1, · · · ,m, and the same of the
second term signifies the local heat currents, JNMj

, flowing
towards or outwards from the jth non-Markovian bath for j =
1, · · · , n.

IV. MODIFICATION TO SPOHN’S THEOREM

Spohn’s theorem assures the positivity of EPR for a Marko-
vian process. For non-Markovian evolutions the positivity
of the same quantity may be valid, but not guaranteed. So,
there may exist a modified form of Spohn’s theorem for non-
Markovian evolutions which can describe the thermodynam-
ics of non-Markovian scenarios. Our aim is to obtain a ther-
modynamic condition similar to that in the Spohn’s theorem,
which can describe a multiparty situation with a mixed set of
local environs.

For the ease of notation and calculations, we take the simple
two-qubit, two-bath situation depicted in the right panel of
Fig. 1. The dynamical equation of the system for this setup
is given in Eq. (20). We separate the Markovian-like part and
the non-Markovian one from the GKSL equation (Eq. (20))
and define the partial superoperators [99],

LM (ρ̃s(t)) = − ip
~

[Hs, ρ̃s(t)] +DM (ρ̃s(t)),

LNM (ρsB2
(t)) = − i(1− p)

~
[Hs, ρ̃s(t)] +DNM (ρsB2

(t)),

(28)

where the total Lindblad operator is L(ρ̃s(t)) =
LM (ρ̃s(t)) + LNM (ρsB2(t)) and p is a weight fac-
tor. The two parts LM (ρ̃s(t)) and LNM (ρsB2(t))
act as GKSL equation operators individually, with
tr(LM (ρ̃s(t))) = tr(LNM (ρsB2

(t))) = 0. Hence, the
local heat currents can be described in terms of the local
superoperators as

J1 = tr
(
HsLM (ρ̃s(t))

)
,

J2 = tr
(
HsLNM (ρsB2(t))

)
. (29)

Now we introduce two “local” canonical equilibrium states of
the composite system at temperatures T1 and T2 [99] having
the form,

ρ̃thj =
e−βjHs

Zj
, (30)

for j = 1 and 2. Note that Hs is a Hamiltonian of two par-
ties. Zj’s stand for the corresponding partition functions and
defined as Zj = tr(e−βjHs). Here βj = 1

kBTj
, with kB being

the Boltzmann’s constant. Thus, using Eq. (30) and the partial
superoperators, we get

σ12 = −kB
[
tr
(
L(ρ̃s(t)) ln(ρ̃s(t))

)
− tr

(
LM (ρ̃s(t)) ln(ρ̃th1)

)
− tr

(
LNM (ρsB2(t)) ln(ρ̃th2)

)
]
]

= − d

dt

∣∣∣
M
S
(
ρ̃s(t)||ρ̃th1

)
− kB tr

(
LNM (ρsB2

(t))
(

ln(ρ̃s(t))− ln(ρ̃th2
)
))
, (31)

where the relative entropy distance, S(ρ||σ) = kB tr(ρ ln ρ −
ρ lnσ), is used to quantify the “distance” between the evolved
state and the local canonical equilibrium state at tempera-
ture T1, which is a stationary state for the local superoper-
ator LM (·), i.e., LM (ρ̃th1) = 0. As we can see, the first
term in (31) is a contribution of the Markovian bath, so that
d
dt

∣∣∣
M

denotes a Markovian-like contribution, LM (·), to the
total GKSL equation. In the Markovian limit of the setup un-
der consideration, i.e., when both the baths are Markovian,
the first term of Eq. (31) will be duplicated for the other bath,
and the second term will be non-existent. Hence, Eq. (31) can
be presented as a general expression of EPR for a two-qubit
system evolving under a mixed set of environments. This is
to be contrasted with the modified EPR obtained in [48] for
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the local non-Markovian evolution of a globally Markovian
dynamics.

We now try to establish the Spohn’s theorem with the al-
tered definition of EPR. From Eq. (31), we can write

σ12 + kB tr
{
LNM (ρsB2

(t))
(

ln(ρ̃s(t))− ln(ρ̃th2
)
)}

= −kB tr
{
LM (ρ̃s(t))

(
ln(ρ̃s(t))− ln(ρ̃th1)

)}
. (32)

Spohn’s inequality [39] tells us that for any superoperator of
Lindblad form, say LM (·), with a stationary state, say ρ̃th1

,
the R.H.S of Eq. (32) is always ≥ 0. Thus, for the case of a
two-qubit system with the qubits being attached separately to
two baths, one of which is Markovian and the other not, we
get the altered form of Spohn’s theorem as

σ12 + kB tr
{
LNM (ρsB2(t))

(
ln(ρ̃s(t))− ln(ρ̃th2)

)}
≥ 0.

(33)
The second term in the L.H.S. of the inequality is an ex-
tra term that has appended due to the presence of the non-
Markovian bath, in the mixed set of local environments. The
existence of a steady state for a Markovian evolution of Lind-
blad form is guaranteed. The canonical equilibrium state of
the system is a steady state for the dynamics of the system
under a Markovian environment. When one must go beyond
the Markovian approximations while considering the dynam-
ics of a system, the existence of a steady state is not guar-
anteed. Moreover, in the second term of the L.H.S. of (33),
ρ̃th2

will in general not be the steady state corresponding to
LNM (ρsB2

(t)). So, we cannot infer the sign of that term and
hence a modified version of Spohn’s theorem arises which
states that not the EPR, but the conjunction of EPR and
M1
NM = kB tr

{
DNM (ρsB2

(t))
(

ln(ρ̃s(t))− ln(ρ̃th2
)
)}

is as-
sured to be positive for a mixed set of local environments. The
LNM (ρsB2

(t)) in (33) can be replaced by DNM (ρsB2
(t)), as

the first term of the local superoperator LNM (ρsB2
(t)) has no

contribution in M1
NM . The presence of M1

NM in the inequal-
ity (33), therefore, indicates a deviation from the Markovian
regime and can be regarded as a witness of non-Markovianity.
A nonzero value of M1

NM signals non-Markovianity in the
dynamics.

The altered form of Spohn’s theorem illustrated in (33) is
obtained for a two-qubit two-bath setup. For a general (m +
n)-qubit system, schematically depicted in the left panel of
Fig. 1, the total GKSL equation takes the form, d

dt ρ̃s(t) =
L(ρ̃s(t)) ≡

∑m
j=1 LMj

(ρ̃s(t)) +
∑n
j=1 LNMj

(ρsB2
(t)). The

witness of non-Markovianity in this general case of m + n
qubits turns out to be

Mn
NM

= kB

n∑
j=1

tr
{
DNMj (ρsBNM,1···n(t))(

ln(ρ̃s(t))− ln(ρ̃thNMj )
)}

(34)

and the modified Spohn’s theorem has the form,

σ1···n +Mn
NM ≥ 0. (35)

We can therefore define a quantifier of non-Markovianity as

M
n

NM

= kB

n∑
j=1

∣∣∣tr{DNMj
(ρsBNM,1...n(t))

(
ln(ρ̃s(t))− ln(ρ̃thNMj )

)}∣∣∣ (36)

for the dynamics of m + n qubits, m of which are connected
to Markovian baths, while n are to non-Markovian ones. For
a Markovian dynamics, the local superoperators as well as the
total GKSL equation guarantees the existence of steady states,
and therefore the quantifier appears with M

0

NM = 0. In case
there is at least one non-markovian bath, the quantifier M

n

NM

gives a positive (non-zero) value. It is an important point to
be noted that the quantifiers of non-Markovianity described in
the literature are typically not easily computable. The quan-
tifier M

n

NM is, however, easily computable, and therein lies
its potential utility, viz. in providing a computable strength
of non-markovianity in the dynamics of a system. Now, we
study in the next subsection, how the non-Markovianity of the
dynamics increases by adding a non-Markovian bath, or by
replacing a Markovian bath with a non-Markovian one.

A. Four qubits coupled to a combination of four Markovian
and non-Markovian heat baths locally

Consider four non-interacting single-qubit systems, each
locally immersed in a Markovian bosonic heat bath, so that
the local canonical equilibrium states are the steady states of
the partial superoperators. So, as we discussed in the previ-
ous section, the quantifier, M

0

NM = 0 in this case. We now
replace the Markovian baths one by one with non-Markovian
ones, and study its response in the non-Markovian quantifier
M

n

NM with time.
The Hamiltonian of the composite four-qubit four-bath

setup is

Htot =

4∑
j=1

(Hsj +HBj,X +HIj,X ), (37)

with X in the suffixes of the second and the third terms indi-
cating whether the contribution is coming from a Markovian
(M ) or a non-Markovian (NM ) bath. The local Hamiltonian
of each TLS is given by

Hsj =
~ωj
2
σzj , (38)

having the ground state eigenvalue−~ωj
2 corresponding to the

state |1〉 and the excited state eigenvalue ~ωj
2 corresponding to

the state |0〉. For the Markovian harmonic oscillator baths, the
local Hamiltonian of each bath can be expressed as

HBj,M =

∫ ηmaxj

0

~η̃dηja†ηjaηj , (39)
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FIG. 2. Time dynamics of the non-Markovianity quantifier. Here we plot the behavior of the quantifier of non-Markovianity, M
n
NM , with time

for (a) n = 1, where only the fourth bath is non-Markovian and the other three are Markovian, (b) n = 2, where the third and fourth baths are
non-Markovian and the other two are Markovian and (c) n = 3, where only the first bath is Markovian and the other three are non-Markovian,
for the initial state of the system taken as |ψs(0)〉 = 1√

2
(|0000〉 + |1111〉). For the demonstration, we have chosen ω1 = 50.0, ω2 = 55.0,

ω3 = 60.0, ω4 = 65.0 and ν1 = ν2 = ν3 = ν4 = 1.0 and the temperatures of the heat baths are set to be T1 = 127.33, T2 = 105.57,
T3 = 95.8 and T4 = 68.6. The coupling constants are taken to be κ1 = κ2 = κ3 = 10−3 and α2 = α3 = α4 = 5 × 10−3. The quantities
plotted along the horizontal axes are dimensionless and the same along the vertical axes have the unit of kB η̃.

and the same for each non-Markovian bath is taken as

HBj,NM = ~νjJ+
j J
−
j . (40)

For the harmonic oscillator baths, η̃ is a constant, being in
the unit of frequency, a†ηj (aηj ) represents the bosonic creation
(annihilation) operator of the harmonic oscillator of the jth

mode of the bath, having the unit of 1√
ηj

and connected by

the commutation relation [aηi , a
†
η′i

] = δ(ηi− η′i), ηmaxj is the
cutoff frequency of the jth Markovian bath. On the contrary,
each of the non-Markovian baths, with frequency νj for each
j, is taken as one described by the spin-star model [96, 100]
consisting of N localized quantum spin-12 particles centering
the single qubit system at equal distances on a sphere, with
J±j =

∑N
l=1 σ

±
j,(l). Here σ±j,(l) = 1

2 (σxj,(l) ± iσyj,(l)), with
~σ(σx, σy, σz) representing the Pauli matrices. The interaction
between the systems and the local bosonic baths is considered

as

HIj,M =

∫ ηmaxj

0

~
√
η̃dηjh(ηj)(a

†
ηjσ
−
j + aηjσ

+
j ), (41)

where h(ηj) is a dimensionless function of ηj , and represents
the system-bath coupling strength. For a harmonic oscillator
bath, η̃h2(ηj) = J (ηj), where J (ηj) is the ohmic spectral
density function. As we consider the spectral density func-
tion as ohmic, J (ηj) ∝ ηj . Thus J (ηj) = κjηj , where
κj are unitless constants. For the qubits connected to non-
Markovian spin baths, the interaction is through a Heisenberg
XY coupling [101], given by

HIj,NM = ~αj(σ+
j J
−
j + σ−j J

+
j ). (42)

Here αj quantifies the coupling strength between the jth sys-
tem and the jth non-Markovian bath, having the unit of fre-
quency. The dynamical equation for the (m + n) = 4-qubit
system, locally connected to a combination of Markovian and
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non-Markovian heat baths, directly follows from Eq. (22), and
is given by

dρ

d(η̃t)
=

1

η̃
L
(
ρ̃s(t)

)
= − i

~η̃

[
Hs, ρ̃s(t)

]
+

1

η̃

m∑
j=1

DMj
(ρ̃s(t)) +

1

η̃

n∑
j=1

DNMj
(ρsBNM,1...n(t)).(43)

Both sides of the equation are made dimensionless. For the
purpose of our demonstration, we will take the variable t̃ = η̃t
as the dimensionless time.

In Fig. 2, we have depicted the time dynamics of the quan-
tifier M

n

NM for n = 1, 2, and 3. In all the three panels, the
quantifier exhibits oscillating profiles. The envelope ofM

n

NM

increases for a short time near zero, reaches a peak and then
decreases monotonically, tending to zero for large time. This
implies that while the non-Markovian baths have a significant
contribution for times near the initial time, for larger time, the
effect of Markovian baths dominate, suppressing the ampli-
tude of oscillations of the non-Markovianity quantifier to ap-
proximately zero. More the number of Markovian baths, the
quicker is the suppression. (Compare the panels (a), (b) and
(c) of Fig. 2). For a complete non-Markovian situation, where
all the baths are from the non-Markovian family, the periodic
oscillatory pattern of the quantifier gets disrupted. The am-
plitude of oscillation does not diminish with time, as there is
no Markovian bath to suppress the oscillation as in case of the
combination of local Markovian and non-Markovian dynam-

ics.

V. CONCLUSION

To summarize, we have derived the GKSL equation for a
situation containing more than one system, each interacting
locally with a separate heat bath, some of which are Marko-
vian, while others are non-Markovian. This leads to a modi-
fication of the Spohn’s theorem, taken to the multiparty case
with a mixed set of local environments. As a consequence of
the modification, we obtained a computable quantifier of non-
Markovianity which can detect the deviation from a Marko-
vian situation. Analysis of the time dynamics of the quantifier
showed that for an evolution affected by a combination of lo-
cal Markovian and non-Markovian baths, non-Markovian ef-
fects are prominent for times close to initial time, but with the
increase of time, non-Markovianity of the dynamics decreases
and the evolution tends to be more and more Markovian-like.
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