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We consider the quantum reaction-diffusion dynamics in d spatial dimensions of a Fermi gas sub-
ject to binary annihilation reactions A + A → ∅. These systems display collective nonequilibrium
long-time behavior, which is signalled by an algebraic decay of the particle density. Building on
the Keldysh formalism, we devise a field theoretical approach for the reaction-limited regime, where
annihilation reactions are scarce. Combining a perturbative expansion of the dissipative interaction
with Euler-hydrodynamic scaling limit, we derive a description in terms of a large-scale universal
kinetic equation. Our approach shows how the time-dependent generalized Gibbs ensemble as-
sumption, which is often employed for treating low-dimensional nonequilibrium dissipative systems,
emerges from systematic diagrammatics. It also allows us to exactly compute—for arbitrary spatial
dimension—the decay exponent of the particle density. The latter is based on the large-scale descrip-
tion of the quantum dynamics and it differs from the mean-field prediction even in dimension larger
than one. We moreover consider spatially inhomogeneous setups involving an external potential. In
confined systems the density decay is accelerated towards the mean-field algebraic behavior, while
for deconfined scenarios the power-law decay is replaced by a slower nonalgebraic decay.

Introduction. Reaction-diffusion (RD) systems [1–3],
where particles diffuse and react upon meeting, are ideal
systems for the investigation of dynamical universal be-
havior. For example, for binary annihilation reactions
A + A → ∅, the late time decay of the particle den-
sity takes a universal power-law form. In the “diffusion-
limited” regime [4–12], where diffusion is weak, the ori-
gin of this dynamical behavior are spatial density fluc-
tuations. Here, mean-field approaches cannot be applied
and field-theoretical and renormalization group analyses
[13–22] correctly predict the observed power-law. The
mean-field approximation is, however, valid in more than
one dimension and/or in the “reaction-limited” regime of
fast hopping mixing [2, 3, 6, 23, 24].

In quantum many-body systems large-scale properties
are even harder to uncover than in the classical realm,
already in the one-dimensional case, since they entail the
simulations of large sizes and long times [25–31]. In this
regard, quantum RD systems have moved into the focus
of attention. They follow simple dynamical rules [32–
45], which connect to cold-atomic experiments [46–56],
and they allow for novel forms of particle-density decay
beyond mean-field. This has been shown in Refs. [34–
36, 39, 40, 42, 45] for one-dimensional systems in the
reaction-limited regime. In this limit, analytical predic-
tions can be obtained under the assumption that the
systems relaxes to a time-dependent generalized Gibbs
ensemble (TGGE) [57–60]. The connection between the
TGGE assumption and diagrammatics techniques, and
the study of universal decay in generic spatial dimensions
d, requires, however, the development of a field theory.

In this Letter, we accomplish this by exploiting the
Keldysh path integral representation of the quantum
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master equation [61–68]. We investigate as a paradig-
matic example the Fermi gas in d spatial dimensions sub-
ject to binary annihilation reactions A+A→ ∅. From the
Keldysh field theory, we perform a diagrammatic expan-
sion of the dissipative interaction vertices. In the Euler-
scaling limit of hydrodynamics [38, 69–72], when space-
time derivatives are kept at leading order, this expansion
acquires the universal form of a kinetic Boltzmann equa-
tion. In d = 1, this analysis provides results equivalent to
that of the TGGE ansatz for the reaction-limited regime
and therefore provides a connection between the much-
employed TGGE relaxation assumption, hydrodynamic
scaling limits, and diagrammatic expansions in dissipa-
tive systems. Crucially, from the field-theory description,
we exactly compute the density decay exponent in ar-
bitrary dimensions, which is found to deviate from the
mean-field prediction even in d > 1. This result is in
contrast with the classical case and it is rooted into the
large-scale universal description of the underlying quan-
tum dynamics. We also consider the case of inhomoge-
neous systems where we study quenches of a trapping
potential confining the fermions. For a quench from a
double to single well potential, we find an acceleration
of the particle decay, which diverts the decay exponent
towards the mean-field one. For a trap-release quench,
we, instead, find a qualitatively different scenario: the
algebraic decay first slows down on an intermediate time
window, and then it gets replaced at long times by a
slower non-algebraic decay.
Quantum RD Keldysh action. The dynamics of the

considered Fermi gas in d spatial dimensions is governed
by the quantum master equation [73–76] with Lindblad
map L

ρ̇(t) = L[ρ(t)] = − i
ℏ
[H, ρ(t)] +D[ρ(t)]. (1)
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Figure 1. Quantum RD dynamics via Keldysh field theory. (a) Comparison of classical and quantum RD dynamics: classical
incoherent diffusion (D, top, blue solid lines) is replaced by quantum coherent ballistic motion (J , bottom, blue wiggly lines),
while in both cases annihilation, A+A → ∅, is irreversible. (b) Time evolution of the density matrix ρ(t) along the closed-time
contour associated to the Lindblad map L. Two time branches, forward (+) and backward (−), are required. The particle
number decreases during time evolution, as can be seen by comparing the initial n(x, t0) and final n(x, tf ) density profiles. (c)

Annihilation interaction vertices define the self-energy Keldysh matrix Σ̂, which dresses the Green’s functions Ĝ with respect
to their bare values Ĝ0. In the reaction-limited regime ℏn(x, t)Γ/J ≪ 1, the quasiparticle dispersion relation ϵk is not modified,

while quasiparticles acquire a large-finite lifetime ∼ Γ−1, given by the energy width ϵ of GK(x⃗, t, k⃗, ϵ) (sketched in red). This
lifetime is given by tadpole Feynman diagrams (sketched in the light blue inset). In the Euler-scaling limit, these diagrams

reproduce the TGGE predictions for n(x⃗, k⃗, t) (spectral integral in ϵ of GK(x⃗, t, k⃗, ϵ) depicted in light blue).

The Hamiltonian H describes coherent free motion in the
presence of an external trapping potential V (x⃗):

H =

∫
ddx⃗ ψ†(x⃗)[−J∇2 + V (x⃗)]ψ(x⃗). (2)

Here J = ℏ2/(2m), while ψ, ψ† are fermionic field op-
erators satisfying canonical anticommutation relations
{ψ(x⃗), ψ†(x⃗′)} = δ(x⃗ − x⃗′). It is important to note
that Eq. (2) describes coherent-ballistic motion, differ-
ently from the classical case which features diffusion, see
Fig. 1(a). The dissipator D[ρ] embodies irreversible re-
action processes

D[ρ(t)] =
∑
α

∫
ddx⃗

[
Lα(x⃗)ρ(t)L

†
α(x⃗)

− 1

2
{L†

α(x⃗)Lα(x⃗), ρ(t)}
]
, (3)

with α = 1, 2 . . . d. We focus on binary annihilation re-
actions A+ A → ∅, see Fig. 1(a), modeled by the jump
operators

Lα(x⃗) =
√
Γψ(x⃗) ∂xα

ψ(x⃗). (4)

The constant Γ (units: lengthd+2/time) characterizes
the annihilation reactions. In the Supplemental Mate-
rial [77], the jump operator (4) is obtained by taking the
continuum limit of nearest-neighbors annihilation. The
latter is the natural annihilation decay to consider for
fermionic particles, where on-site reactions are forbidden.

Nonequilibrium universal behavior manifests in the
power-law decay of the density n(x, t) = ⟨ψ†(x⃗)ψ(x⃗)⟩t
in time. Power-law decay is a general consequence of the
nonlinearity of the binary annihilation process (4), and
it can therefore be present both for ballistic (as in the

case of (2)) and diffusive transport of particles. Here,
we characterize this decay in the reaction-limited regime
of weak dissipation. This regime amounts to considering
weak dissipative perturbations (4) ∼ Γ to the integrable
(noninteracting) Hamiltonian (2). In particular, we take
ℏn(x, t)Γ/J ≪ 1, so that reactions are weak and the den-
sity slowly changes in time. We further allow for weak
spatial inhomogeneities due the presence of the trapping
potential V (x⃗Γ), which we assume to vary on macro-
scopic length scales x⃗ ∼ Γ−1. In this limit, the quasi-

particle dispersion relation ϵk(x⃗) = Jk⃗2 + V (x⃗Γ) of H

in Eq. (2), with k⃗ the momentum, is locally modified by
the external potential.
In this regard, we study the quantum reaction-limited

regime in the Euler-scaling limit [38, 69–72, 78–84]. The
Euler scale is the largest scale of hydrodynamics, where
space-time observation points are large keeping their ra-
tio finite: x⃗, t→∞, Γ→ 0 with ¯⃗x = Γx⃗ and t̄ = Γt fixed.
In the different context of Hamiltonian integrability-
breaking perturbations, similar scaling limits have been
studied in Refs. [58, 78]. In the ensuing “Boltzmann
regime”, it has been shown [58] that the slow dynamics
of the weakly broken charges of the unperturbed Hamil-
tonian is governed by the instantaneous GGE of the in-
tegrable Hamiltonian. In the context of dissipative sys-
tems, in the Euler-scaling limit the similar TGGE as-
sumption has been put forward [57, 59, 60], but a deriva-
tion of that is missing. In this Letter, we aim at connect-
ing the TGGE assumption to diagrammatics techniques
showing which assumptions in the latter eventually allow
us to reobtain the former.
To do this, we exploit the Keldysh quantum field

theory description [63–68] of the open quantum RD
dynamics (1)-(4) [77]. A general feature of Keldysh
field theory is the doubling of the ψ, ψ̄ fields into four
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fields—ψ+, ψ̄+ and ψ−, ψ̄−—evolving along a “forward”
(+) and a “backward” (−) contour of the considered
time interval, respectively, as sketched in Fig. 1(b).
“Plus” and “minus” fields are usually rewritten in terms
of Keldysh-rotated fields [62, 77, 85] ϕ1, ϕ̄1, ϕ2, ϕ̄2.
The Keldysh partition function Z(t) = tr[ρ(t)] =∫
D[ϕ1, ϕ̄1, ϕ2, ϕ̄2] exp{iS[ϕ1, ϕ̄1, ϕ2, ϕ̄2]} includes full in-

formation on the system’s microscopic dynamics. The ac-
tion S = S0+SD is composed of two sectors. A quadratic
sector S0 describes coherent motion (2):

S0 =

∫
ddx dt′ [ϕ̄1(G

R
0 )

−1ϕ1 + ϕ̄2(G
A
0 )

−1ϕ2 ], (5)

with (G
R/A
0 )−1 = i∂t′ +(J∇2−V (x⃗))/ℏ± iδ the inverse

retarded/advanced bare propagator, respectively. The
bare Keldysh Green’s function GK0 ≡ −i ⟨ϕ1ϕ̄2⟩ associ-
ated to S0 is a regularization factor. The retarded/ad-

vanced propagator G
R/A
0 (with V (x⃗) = 0) in S0 has a

structure similar to the classical RD quadratic counter-
part [14–17, 20–22], the difference between the two being
in the ballistic quantum motion of S0 compared to the
classical diffusive one. The second part SD of the ac-
tion contains the interaction vertices of the theory due
to annihilation reactions (4):

SD =
iΓ

4

∫
ddx dt′

[
2(∇⃗ϕ̄1ϕ̄2 + ∇⃗ϕ̄2ϕ̄1) · (ϕ1∇⃗ϕ2+

+ ϕ2∇⃗ϕ1) + (∇⃗ϕ̄1ϕ̄2 + ∇⃗ϕ̄2ϕ̄1) · (ϕ1∇⃗ϕ1 + ϕ2∇⃗ϕ2)−

− (∇⃗ϕ̄1ϕ̄1 + ∇⃗ϕ̄2ϕ̄2) · (ϕ1∇⃗ϕ2 + ϕ2∇⃗ϕ1)
]
. (6)

All the interaction vertices are quartic in the fields, dif-
ferently from the classical RD field theory, where both
cubic and quartic interaction vertices are present. Fur-
thermore, spatial gradients of the fields appear as a con-
sequence of fermionic statistics.

Kinetic equation. In the reaction-limited regime
ℏnΓ/J ≪ 1, the dressed Green’s functions Ĝ can be

rewritten in terms of the bare Green’s functions Ĝ0 as
the interaction vertices (6) are expanded perturbatively
around the quadratic sector (5). The sum of all internal
one-particle-irreducible contributions to the Feynman di-
agrams results in the entries of the “self-energy” Keldysh-
space matrix Σ̂ [61–68, 86, 87]. The ensuing Dyson equa-
tion is pictorially shown in Fig. 1(c).

The Keldysh component of the Dyson equation for
GK(x⃗1, t1, x⃗2, t1) determines the kinetic equation [77].
The large-scale universal limit of this equation is best
extracted by performing a Fourier transform in the
relative space [time] variable x⃗′ = x⃗1 − x⃗2 [t′ =

t1 − t2], G
K(x⃗, t, k⃗, ϵ) [88], i.e., the so-called “Wigner

transform”[89–91]. The set of Wigner center-of-mass co-
ordinates x⃗ = (x⃗1 + x⃗2)/2 [t = (t1 + t2)/2], as well

as momentum k⃗ and energy ϵ, characterize the effective
macroscopic evolution of Green’s functions.

At this point two assumptions are needed: (i) Euler-

Figure 2. Binary annihilation decay in d dimensions. Solu-
tion of the homogeneous Boltzmann equation (8) from the
Fermi-sea initial state at density n0. The rescaled density
ñ = n/n0 decays algebraically as a function of the dimen-

sionless time t̃ = n
1+2/d
0 Γt. From top to bottom, algebraic

decay ñ ∼ t̃−
d

d+1 in d = 1, 2, 3 (solid lines). The dashed line
represents the mean-field decay exponent t̃−1 asymptotically
valid in infinite d.

scaling limit, so slow space-time variations so as we per-
form the Moyal-derivative expansion of hydrodynamics
[71, 79, 92–95] at leading order in space-time derivatives;
(ii) stable quasiparticle excitations, which in the Keldysh

formalism translates into a sharply peaked GK(x⃗, t, k⃗, ϵ)
around ϵk(x⃗), as in Fig. 1(c). Both (i) and (ii) rely on the
weak dissipative integrability breaking Γ→ 0 and this is
why the kinetic equation eventually matches the TGGE
prediction. This is explicitly shown via the exact relation

for the equal-time Keldysh Green’s function GK(x⃗, t, k⃗, t)
as:

iGK(x⃗, k⃗, t, t) = 1 − 2n(x⃗, k⃗, t). (7)

Here, n(x⃗, k⃗, t) is the one-body Wigner function, i.e.,

the semiclassical phase-space (x⃗, k⃗) occupation function
[96–98]. Within the conditions (i) and (ii), the Wigner
function can be identified as the emergent degree of free-
dom, which obeys the quantum Boltzmann-like equation
(t̄ = Γt and ¯⃗x = Γx⃗)[

∂t̄ + v⃗g(k⃗) · ∇⃗x̄ − ∇⃗x̄V/ℏ · ∇⃗k
]
n(¯⃗x, k⃗, t̄) =

= −
∫

ddq

(2π)d
(k⃗ − q⃗)2 n(¯⃗x, k⃗, t̄)n(¯⃗x, q⃗, t̄).

(8)

Crucially, in Euler-scaling limit, we find that Σ̂ con-
tributes via purely imaginary terms, which determine
the r.h.s., named collision integral. The latter is com-
puted in terms of tadpole Feynman diagrams (depicted

in Fig. 1(c)) at lowest order in the derivatives ∇⃗. The ap-
pearing factor (k⃗−q⃗)2 stems from the fermionic statistics.

Moreover, the dispersion relation ϵk(x⃗) (v⃗g(k⃗) = 2Jk⃗/ℏ
is the group velocity) is not renormalized. This is a con-
sequence of the integrability-breaking term being purely
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Figure 3. Binary annihilation inhomogeneous decay in d = 1. (a) Double-well to harmonic confinement potential

quench: plot of the rescaled particle number Ñ(t̃) as a function of rescaled time t̃ for increasing values of the parameter

Ω = 2n(0, 0)[2J/(8ℏωN3
0 )]

1/2 (from top to bottom). The algebraic time decay gets accelerated as Ω is increased towards the

mean-field prediction Ñ(t̃) ∼ t−1 (bottom dashed line). (b) The corresponding rescaled spatial density ñ(x̃, t̃) profiles at in-
creasing times (from top to bottom) are plotted as a function of space x̃, with Ω = 0.1. For both plots C = 0.8 and B = 1.

(c) Trap release quench: particle number decay Ñ(t̃) versus time t̃ for increasing Ω (from bottom to top). A decay exponent

Ñ(t̃) ∼ t̃−ξ is approximately observed at intermediate times, with ξ decreasing with Ω, and ξ = 1/2 for Ω = 0 (black dashed
line). At longer times a non-algebraic slow decay sets in. (d) The associated rescaled spatial density ñ(x̃, t̃) profiles are reported
at increasing times (from top to bottom), with Ω = 0.1.

dissipative. When additional Hamiltonian integrability-
breaking perturbations are introduced, the quasiparticle
spectrum and the potential V can get possibly renor-
malized. In d = 1, the r.h.s. of Eq. (8) has the same
form as the one derived in Refs. [34, 35, 40, 42, 45] as-
suming the systems relaxes to a TGGE state in between
consecutive reactions. This analysis therefore shows how
systems whose integrability is weakly broken due to dissi-
pation can be equivalently studied via Keldysh diagram-
matic methods. At the same time, it allows us to consider
higher dimensional systems.

Homogeneous decay in d dimensions. For homoge-
neous initial states and no trapping potential V (x⃗) = 0,

the Wigner function n(x⃗, k⃗, t) reduces to the momentum-

occupation function n(k⃗, t). We consider a Fermi-sea
initial state, with equally populated modes up to some
Fermi momentum and a total initial density n0. The
asymptotics of the particle density decay can be worked
out for generic d [77]. It is convenient to introduce
the adimensional rescaled density ñ = n/n0 and time

t̃ = n
1+2/d
0 Γt. The long-time asymptotics for ñ(t̃) is

given by the power law

ñ(t̃) ∼

[
[(αdΘd)(d− 2)!!]2

2d(d+ 1)d(2π)2d

] 1
d+1

t̃−
d

d+1 , (9)

with Θd the d-dimensional solid angle [99]. The solution
of the homogeneous Boltzmann equation for d = 1, 2, 3
from the Fermi-sea initial state is shown in Fig. 2. In
d = 1, the decay exponent is 1/2 in agreement with the
TGGE prediction [34, 35, 40, 42, 45]. We find that the
algebraic decay is different from the mean-field t̃−1 even
for d > 1 and it approaches the latter only for d →
∞. This result is surprising and fundamentally different

from the classical A + A → ∅ RD dynamics. Therein,
non mean-field algebraic decay is possible only in d = 1
in the diffusion-limited regime ℏΓn/J ∼ 1 [14–17, 20–
22], as a consequence of spatial fluctuations. Conversely,
the different dimensional dependence of the exponent in
Eq. (9) does not emerge due to spatial fluctuations but
from the universal large-scale limit (8) of the quantum
dynamics. We remark that the power-law decay (9) is
dictated by the nonlinearity of the binary annihilation
reaction. In addition the decay (9) beyond mean field
is not specific of the zero temperature initial Fermi-sea
state, since it also describes the dynamics ensuing from
finite temperature initial states, with the temperature
changing the amplitude but not the exponent of the decay
[77].
Inhomogeneous decay in one dimension. We now con-

sider a one-dimensional quantum quench of a slowly vary-
ing trapping potential from the prequench V0(εx) =
A(εx)4/4 − mω2(εx)2/2 double-well to the postquench
harmonic V (εx) = mω2(εx)2/2 form. The small adimen-
sional parameter ε = ℏn(0, 0)Γ/J ensures the potentials
to be slowly varying in x. This analysis is thus an exam-
ple of the application of generalized hydrodynamics to
the case of a weakly varying external field [80], with the
additional presence here of slow dissipation. A similar
setting has been consider in Ref. [35], where also the pre-
quench potential V0(x) is harmonic. The initial condition
is the local-density approximation of the ground state
of the Hamiltonian H in Eq. (2) with potential V0(x).
We set the initial particle number to N0 and we per-
form Euler scaling according to the parameters of the
harmonic potential V (x): for the particle number Ñ =
N/N0, time t̃ = εt(2N0)

3/2J/(ℓ3HOℏn(0, 0)), space x̃ =

εx/(
√
2N0ℓHO), momentum k̃ = kℓHO/

√
2N0 and den-

sity ñ = n(2πℓHO/
√
2N0), with ℓHO =

√
ℏ/(mω). The
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adimensional parameter Ω = 2n(0, 0)[2J/(8ℏωN3
0 )]

1/2

quantifies the interplay between coherent motion (J) and

confinement (ω). In the rescaled phase space (x̃, k̃), the

initial state is n(x̃, k̃, t) = 1 if B − k̃2 + x̃2 − Cx̃4 > 0,
and zero otherwise. Here C = AℏN0/(m

2ω3) and B =
µ/(ℏN0ω), with the chemical potential µ fixing the initial
particle number N0.

In Fig. 3(a), the decay of Ñ as a function of t̃ is shown.
The decay accelerates periodically as Ω is increased since
particles bounce off the potential walls and gather up at
the center of the well, as shown in Fig. 3(b) for the density
ñ(x̃, t̃). As a consequence of such breathing motion all

decay profiles converge from the short-time Ñ(t̃) ∼ t̃−1/2

algebraic behavior towards the mean-field asymptotic de-
cay Ñ(t̃) ∼ t̃−1.
Next, we consider the long-time decay for the decon-

finement dynamics of an harmonic trap-release quench
of the Fermi gas from V0(x) = mω2(εx)2/2 to V (x) = 0.
We rescale also in this case variables with respect to the
harmonic potential V0(x) parameters. In Fig. 3(c) the

decay of Ñ in time t̃ is reported. One first observes
[77] an approximate algebraic decay Ñ(t̃) ∼ t̃−ξ, with
an exponent ξ continuously decreasing as Ω is increased
(from the value ξ = 1/2 at Ω = 0). At longer times, an
unexpectedly slow decay, when compared to any power
law, sets in. This slow decay is unexpected because it
is not solely determined by the decrease of the density
due to the expansion in free space, in Fig. 3(d), but
also by the fermionic statistics. The most relevant re-
actions at low densities in the trap-release protocol, in-
deed, take place between particles with same momenta.
The fermionic statistics, manifest in the factor (k̃− q̃)2 in
Eq. (8), thereby suppresses these reactions and determine
the decay of Figs. 3(c)-(d).

Summary. We provided a Keldysh field-theory de-
scription of quantum RD dynamics of binary annihila-
tion A + A → ∅. We analytically derived in the Euler-
scaling limit the universal large-scale Boltzmann equa-
tion in arbitrary dimension d describing the reaction-
limited regime of slow reactions ℏnΓ/J ≪ 1. In d = 1,

our results match the prediction from the TGGE ansatz,
connecting the latter to field-theoretical diagrammatic
expansions. For homogeneous systems, we analytically
showed that the density algebraic decay exponent fea-
tures an unexpected dependency on d and it deviates
from mean-field value even in d > 1, in contrast with
classical RD dynamics. In one-dimensional inhomoge-
neous setups involving a trapping potential, we found
that the decay is either accelerated towards the mean-
field value (confined systems), or severely slowed down
(deconfined systems). Our results find a natural ap-
plication in cold-atomic experiments involving two-body
losses [32, 46, 55, 56] in the strong-dissipation Zeno
regime. From the formulation here proposed, several rel-
evant questions can be addressed. As an example, one
can assess the impact of elastic-Hamiltonian collisions
on the decay exponent [55, 56, 100–102]. The presence
of Hamiltonian-integrability breaking perturbations can,
indeed, result into hydrodynamic diffusion [103], and it
would be interesting to study the possible impact of dif-
fusion on the asymptotic power-law decay of the den-
sity. Away from the reaction-limited, it is also crucial to
study the quantum diffusion-limited regime ℏnΓ/J ∼ 1
via renormalization group schemes, as done for the clas-
sical RD [17, 20–22].

Acknowledgements. We acknowledge fruitful discus-
sion with M. Buchhold, S. Diehl and J.P. Garrahan.
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[12] Z. Rácz, Diffusion-controlled annihilation in the pres-

ence of particle sources: Exact results in one dimension,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 55, 1707 (1985).

[13] M. Doi, Second quantization representation for classical
many-particle system, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 9, 1465
(1976).

[14] L. Peliti, Path integral approach to birth-death processes
on a lattice, J. Phys. France 46, 1469 (1985).

[15] L. Peliti, Renormalisation of fluctuation effects in the
A+ A → A reaction, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 19, L365
(1986).

[16] B. P. Lee, Renormalization group calculation for the re-
action kA → ∅, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 27, 2633 (1994).

[17] J. Cardy, Renormalisation group approach to reaction-
diffusion problems, arXiv:cond-mat/9607163 (1996).

[18] D. C. Mattis and M. L. Glasser, The uses of quantum
field theory in diffusion-limited reactions, Rev. Mod.
Phys. 70, 979 (1998).

[19] P. Grassberger and M. Scheunert, Fock-space methods
for identical classical objects, Fortschritte der Phys. 28,
547 (1980).

[20] U. C. Tauber, Dynamic phase transitions in diffusion-
limited reactions, arXiv:cond-mat/0205327 (2002).

[21] U. C. Täuber, M. Howard, and B. P. Vollmayr-Lee, Ap-
plications of field-theoretic renormalization group meth-
ods to reaction–diffusion problems, J. Phys. A: Math.
Gen. 38, R79 (2005).
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[59] F. Lange, Z. Lenarčič, and A. Rosch, Pumping approx-
imately integrable systems, Nat. Commun. 8, 1 (2017).
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This Supplemental Material provides additional information on the model and the calculations at the basis of the
results presented in the main text. In Sec. I, we derive the continuum-space Lindblad dynamics, Eqs. (1)-(4) of
the main text, by taking the continuum limit of the corresponding lattice model. In Sec. II, we briefly recall the
basic aspects of the Keldysh field theory for open quantum systems, which are needed for the understanding of the
action formulation in Eqs. (5) and (6) of the main text. In Sec. III, we briefly report the main steps underlying the
diagrammatic calculation of the self-energy Keldysh matrix in the Euler-scaling limit and the associated derivation
of the Boltzmann equation in Eq. (8) of the main text. In Sec. IV, we report the derivation of Eq. (9) of the main
text concerning the long-time asymptotic of the density decay for homogeneous systems. In Sec. V, we compute the
effective exponent for the deconfining dynamics ensuing from the trap-release quench of the trapping potential (see
Fig. 3 of the main text).

I. LINDBLAD DYNAMICS IN THE SPACE-CONTINUUM LIMIT

We start by introducing, for the sake of illustrative purposes, a one-dimensional lattice model, which is pictorially
represented in Fig. S1(a). Let us consider an infinite chain whose sites labelled by index j ∈ Z can be either occupied

by one fermion nj |... •j ...⟩ = |... •j ...⟩ or empty nj |... ◦j ...⟩ = 0. The number operator nj = c†jcj is written in terms

of fermionic destruction (cj) and creation (c†j) operators satisfying the anticommutation relation {ci, c†j} = δi,j . We
also introduce the lattice spacing a, i.e., the shortest length scale of the problem. The hopping Hamiltonian reads

H = − J

a2

∑
j

( c†jac(j+1)a + c†(j+1)acja ) +
∑
j

c†jaVjacja . (S1)

We remark that we here follow the convention of Ref. 21 for the hopping amplitude notation so that J/ℏ has units
[length2/time] of a diffusion constant, while J/(a2ℏ) has units [time−1] of a rate. We further include the effect of
a position-dependent trapping potential Vja. In the absence of the latter, the fermionic hopping Hamiltonian (S1)
has been studied in Refs. 25 and 40 for quantum RD models on a chain. The reaction part is encoded into the
jump operators of the Lindbladian and it is given by two-body annihilation process A + A → ∅. This destroys two
neighbouring fermions at a rate Γ/a3 (Γ has units [length3/time])

ρ̇(t) = −i[H, ρ(t)] +
∑
j

[
LjaρLja

† − 1

2

{
Lja

†Lja, ρ
}]

, with Lja =

√
Γ

a3
cjac(j+1)a. (S2)

Clearly, for fermions, one cannot define reactions occurring on the same site as this would violate the exclusion
principle. The annihilation process between neighbouring sites is sketched in Fig. S1(a).

The generalization of Eqs. (S1) and (S2) to generic space dimension d can be simply accomplished by introducing
a d−dimensional hypercubic lattice. Lattice points on this lattice are identified by a d−dimensional vector j =
(j1, . . . jα, . . . jd) of integer numbers jα ∈ Z (α = 1, 2 . . . d). Then one replaces cja and c(j+1)a (the same applying for
the corresponding creation operators) with cja and cja+aeα

, eα being the unit-vector pointing to direction α = 1, ..., d.
The Hamiltonian and the Lindblad master equation then read

H = − J

a2

d∑
α=1

∑
j

( c†jacja+aeα + c†ja+aeα
cja) +

d∑
α=1

∑
j

c†jaVjacja, (S3)
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Figure S1. Space-continuum limit. (a) Quantum RD dynamics on a one-dimensional lattice with lattice spacing a. Fermions
coherently hop (blue-wiggly lines) between neighbouring sites of an optical lattice (black wavy line) at rate J/(a2ℏ). Binary
annihilation A + A → ∅ reactions take place between neighbouring sites at rate Γ/a3, as sketched in yellow. (b) Taking the
continuum limit a → 0 of the discrete-lattice model, defines the continuous quantum RD dynamics under examination in
Eqs. (S8) and (S9). Here, J/ℏ has units [length2/time] and it controls coherent motion, while binary annihilation reactions
occur via derivative couplings of the fields with coupling constant Γ, with units [length3/time].

and

ρ̇(t) = −i[H, ρ(t)] +
d∑

α=1

∑
j

[
L
(α)
ja ρL

(α)
ja

†
− 1

2

{
L
(α)
ja

†
L
(α)
ja , ρ

}]
, with L

(α)
jα =

√
Γ

ad+2
cjacja+aeα

. (S4)

Equation (S3) shows that particles can hop isotropically (with the same amplitude) to one of the neighbouring sites
in any direction α. Annihilation reactions, according to Eq. (S4), also take place isotropically.
Let us take the continuum limit of this model defined by the substitutions ja → x⃗,

∑
j →

∫
ddx/ad and by

considering a → 0. We may then write:

lim
a→0

L
(α)
ja

ad/2
= lim
a→0

√
Γ

ad
cjacja+aeα

ad/2+1
= lim
a→0

√
Γ

ad
cja
ad/2

cja+aeα − cja
a

. (S5)

Introducing the field operators

ψ(x⃗) =
cja
ad/2

, with {ψ(x⃗), ψ†(x⃗′)} = δ(x⃗− x⃗′), (S6)

one recognises that Eq. (S5) is the definition of a partial derivative in direction xα, namely:

lim
a→0

L
(α)
ja

ad/2
=
√
Γψ(x⃗)

∂ψ

∂xα
= Lα(x⃗) . (S7)

Repeating the same procedure for the Hamiltonian (S3), the definition of a second partial derivative ∂2

∂x2
α
appears

H =

∫
ddxψ†(x⃗) [−J∇2 + V (x⃗) ]ψ(x⃗). (S8)

This equation is readily recognised as Eq. (2) of the main text. For the dissipator in Eq. (S4), we also have

ρ̇(t) = −i[H, ρ(t)] + Γ

∫
ddx

[
ψ∇⃗ψ ρ · ∇⃗ψ†ψ† − { ∇⃗ψ†ψ† · ψ∇⃗ψ, ρ }

]
. (S9)

Writing the dot product · explicitly in terms of the associated α = 1, 2 . . . d components, Eq. (S9) is recognised as
Eq. (3) of the main text. In Fig. S1(b), we pictorially show the continuum formulation of the model (in one dimension
for the sake of simplicity in the illustration).

II. KELDYSH PATH INTEGRAL FORMULATION OF OPEN SYSTEMS

We report here the main steps underlying the construction of Keldysh field theory for dissipative many-body
quantum systems [63–67]. We then report the main definitions concerning the associated Green functions, which are
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necessary to understand the derivation of the quantum Boltzmann equation in the main text.
Let us consider the formal solution to a generic quantum Master equation of the form, e.g., in Eq. (S4). We start

by considering a zero-dimensional system with no spatial structure (no sum over lattice sites j). We can Trotter-
decompose the time-evolution operator in infinitely many time slices, thus writing:

ρ(t) = eLt[ρ(0)] = lim
N→∞

( 1 + Lδt )N [ρ(0)], (S10)

with δt = t/N . Hence, at any time instant tn = nδt, with n = 1, 2 . . . N , the subsequent density matrix operator
evolves via:

ρn+1 = ( 1 + Lδt )[ρn] + O(δt2). (S11)

It is now possible to introduce two sets of fermionic coherent states, labelled by Grassmann fields ψ±
n which are

eigenvalues of the fermionic destruction operator. From the resolution for the identity operator one has:

ρn =

∫
dψ+

n dψ̄
+
n dψ

−
n dψ̄

−
n e

−ψ̄+
nψ

+
n−ψ̄−

n ψ
−
n ⟨ψ+

n | ρn |−ψ−
n ⟩ |ψ+

n ⟩ ⟨−ψ−
n | . (S12)

We label |ψ+
n ⟩ the states acting at time slice n on the density operator from the left, hence evolving the latter in the

forward direction along the so-called forward (+) contour. Conversely, states |ψ−
n ⟩ act on the density operator from

the right and thus evolve backward in time along a backward (-) contour (cf. the central panel of Fig. (1) of the
main text). Doubling the field variables from two to four fields evolving along anti-parallel time axes is a peculiarity
of out-of-equilibrium quantum field theories [63–67]. Besides, an additional minus sign in front of |−ψ−

n ⟩ and ⟨−ψ−
n |

coherent states has been added with no effect on the result of the calculation. Inserting Eq. (S12) into (S11), we
arrive to:

⟨ψ+
n+1| ρn+1 |−ψ−

n+1⟩ =
∫

dψ+
n dψ̄

+
n dψ

−
n dψ̄

−
n e

−ψ̄+
nψ

+
n−ψ̄−

n ψ
−
n

⟨ψ+
n | ρn |−ψ−

n ⟩ ⟨ψ+
n+1|

{
(1 + Lδt)

[
|ψ+
n ⟩ ⟨−ψ−

n |
] }
|−ψ−

n+1⟩ + O(δt2). (S13)

Evaluation of the matrix element in squared brackets, together with the normalisation factors of coherent states

completeness relations e−ψ̄
+
nψ

+
n−ψ̄−

n ψ
−
n , leads to:

⟨ψ+
n+1| ρn+1 |−ψ−

n+1⟩ =
∫

dψ+
n dψ̄

+
n dψ

−
n dψ̄

−
n ⟨ψ+

n | ρn |−ψ−
n ⟩

exp
{
iδt
[
− i∂tψ̄+

n ψ
+
n − iψ̄−

n ∂tψ
−
n − iL[ψ+

n , ψ̄
+
n+1, ψ

−
n+1, ψ̄

−
n ]
]}

+ O(δt2). (S14)

In the previous equation, the function L[ψ+
n , ψ̄

+
n+1, ψ

−
n+1, ψ̄

−
n ] is the Lindbladian evaluated in terms of Grassmann

fields after the Hamiltonian and the jump operators have been normally ordered so that creation operators always lie
to the left of destruction ones. We also introduced the notation ∂tψn = (ψn+1 − ψn)/δt.

Repeated iteration of the previous equation from time slice n = 1 to n = N connects the initial time to the final
time density matrix. One can then take the limit N → ∞, thus neglecting the O(δt2) terms and performing the
double substitution

∑
n δt →

∫
dt,
∏
n dψn → Dψ. The trace operation joins the forward and backward contour

leading to the Keldysh partition function:

Z(t) =

∫
D[ψ+, ψ̄+, ψ−, ψ̄−] ⟨ψ+(0)| ρ(0) |−ψ−(0)⟩ eiS[ψ+,ψ̄+,ψ−,ψ̄−] . (S15)

In the following, we will neglect the boundary term ⟨ψ+(0)| ρ(0) |−ψ−(0)⟩ as it does not affect the large-scale Boltz-
mann equation, which is solely determined by the bulk part of the action. We therefore focus on the bulk part of the
action only and we require the associated normalisation constraint

Z(t) = tr[ρ(t)] =

∫
D[ψ+, ψ̄+, ψ−, ψ̄−] e

iS[ψ+,ψ̄+,ψ−,ψ̄−] = 1. (S16)

The bulk part of the Keldysh action is denoted as S and it reads

S[ψ+, ψ̄+, ψ−, ψ̄−] =

∫ t

0

dt′ ( ψ̄+i∂t′ψ+ − ψ̄−i∂t′ψ− − iL(ψ+, ψ̄+, ψ−, ψ̄−), (S17)
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with the Lindbladian:

L(ψ+, ψ̄+, ψ−, ψ̄−) = −i(H+ −H−) +
∑
α

[
L̄α,−Lα,+ −

1

2
(L̄α,+Lα,+ + L̄α,−Lα,−)

]
. (S18)

Functions H± = H(ψ̄±, ψ±), Lα,± = Lα(ψ̄±, ψ±) and L̄α,± = L†
α(ψ̄±, ψ±) are evaluated on the forward (+) or

backward (-) contour after normal ordering, as explained also after Eq. (S14).
Clearly, the field theory described by the preceding Keldysh action applies to zero-dimensional systems without a

space structure. However, one can generalise the derivation to spatially-extended systems, with the representation of
the identity via a set of coherent states |{ψn}⟩ = |ψn,1⟩ |ψn,2⟩ . . . |ψn,j⟩ . . . labelled on a time slice n by the lattice
site coordinate 1,2 . . . j . . . (the bold face notation representing a vector of integer coordinates with the notation
introduced after Eq. (S2)):

I =
∫ ∏

j

dψn,jdψ̄n,je
−

∑
j ψ̄n,jψn,j |{ψn}⟩ ⟨{ψn}| . (S19)

In this case, the continuum-space limit turns the sum over lattice sites j into a space integral, while it includes in
the functional measure D[ψ, ψ̄] an infinite product over the spatial field configurations evaluated at each time slice.
Accordingly, the Keldysh action for the fermionic binary annihilation dynamics, described by the Lindblad equation
in Eqs. (S8) and (S9), in the ± basis reads:

S = S0 + SD =

∫
ddxdt

1

ℏ

[
ψ̄+(iℏ∂t + J∇2 − V (x⃗))ψ+ − ψ̄−(iℏ∂t + J∇2 − V (x⃗))ψ−

]
+

+ iΓ

∫
ddx dt

[ 1
2
∇⃗ψ̄+ψ̄+ · ψ+∇⃗ψ+ +

1

2
∇⃗ψ̄−ψ̄− · ψ−∇⃗ψ− − ∇⃗ψ̄−ψ̄− · ψ+∇⃗ψ+

]
, (S20)

where the r.h.s. of the second equality on the first line is the quadratic action S0 describing coherent motion in a
continuous d-dimensional space (S8). The quartic action SD on the second line represents, instead, the interaction
vertices due to nearest-neighbour reactions (S7). We will use henceforth the standard naming “interaction vertices”
used in field theory for the nonquadratic (in this case quartic) part SD of the action. By means of the Keldysh
rotation of Eq. (S23) which we shall later introduce, the former line gives rise to the quadratic action in Eq. (5)
describing free coherent motion, while the latter generates the dissipative sector discussed in Eq. (6). The two-point
Green’s functions associated to the Keldysh action are of central relevance. We list them here as they will be needed
in the derivation of the quantum Boltzmann equation in Sec. III. We use henceforth in the Supplemental Material,
the compact 4-vector notation x = (x⃗, t):

iGT (x1, x2) = ⟨ψ+(x1)ψ̄+(x2)⟩ = ⟨T
[
c(x1)c

†(x2)
]
⟩ , (S21a)

iG<(x1, x2) = ⟨ψ+(x1)ψ̄−(x2)⟩ = −⟨c†(x2)c(x1)⟩, (S21b)

iG>(x1, x2) = ⟨ψ−(x1)ψ̄+(x2)⟩ = ⟨c(x1)c†(x2)⟩ , (S21c)

iGT̃ (x1, x2) = ⟨ψ−(x1)ψ̄−(x2)⟩ = ⟨T̃
[
c(x1)c

†(x2)
]
⟩ . (S21d)

In Eqs. (S21a) and (S21d)) the symbols T and T̃ denote time ordering and anti-time ordering along the Keldysh
contour, respectively (the operator evaluated at the larger/smaller time goes to the left, respectively, possibly taking
a minus sign if a permutation is needed). Equation (S21) also shows the direct connection between the Green functions
and dynamical correlation functions of creation and destruction operators. We refer the reader to Section 5.2 of Ref. 76
for a detailed discussion of correlation functions in dissipative systems. Because of probability conservation, the four
functions are not independent, i.e., they satisfy the identity:

GT (x1, x2) +GT̃ (x1, x2)−G<(x1, x2)−G>(x1, x2) = 0 . (S22)

It is then customary to introduce the Keldysh rotation of the fields, which automatically deletes the spurious degrees
of freedom, namely, one correlation function is identically vanishing after the rotation. Following the convention by
Larkin and Ovchinnikov [85], we define:

ϕ1 =
ψ+ + ψ−√

2
, ϕ2 =

ψ+ − ψ−√
2

, ϕ̄1 =
ψ̄+ − ψ̄−√

2
, ϕ̄2 =

ψ̄+ + ψ̄−√
2

. (S23)
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Applying this linear transformation of the fields ψ± to the Keldysh action in Eq. (S20) gives the action reported in
Eqs. (5) and (6) of the main text. The rotation also clarifies the role of the remaining Green’s functions

iGR(x1, x2) = ⟨ϕ1(x1)ϕ̄1(x2)⟩ = Θ(t− t′)⟨{ c(x1), c†(x2)}⟩, (S24a)

iGA(x1, x2) = ⟨ϕ2(x1)ϕ̄2(x2)⟩ = −Θ(t′ − t)⟨{ c(x1), c†(x2)}⟩, (S24b)

iGK(x1, x2) = ⟨ϕ1(x1)ϕ̄2(x2)⟩ = ⟨[c(x1), c†(x2)]⟩ = −2⟨c†(x2)c(x1)⟩+ ⟨{ c(x1), c†(x2)}⟩, (S24c)

with ⟨ϕ2(x1)ϕ̄1(x2)⟩ = 0 being zero as a consequence of trace preservation. In fact, the retarded and the ad-
vanced Green’s functions GR (S24a) and GA (S24b), respectively, give information about the quasi-particle spec-
trum of the system, while the Keldsyh Green’s function GK (S24c) gives information on the statistical occupa-
tion of the quasi-particle spectrum. The retarded and advanced Green functions are related by Hermitian adjoint
GR(x1, x2) = [GA(x1, x2)]

† (complex conjugate and swap of the space-time variables x1 and x2), while G
K is anti-

hermitian [GK(x1, x2)]
† = −GK(x1, x2). The three Green functions (S24) can be organised in the following 2x2

Keldysh-space matrix:

Ĝ(x1, x2) =

(
GR(x1, x2) GK(x1, x2)

0 GA(x1, x2)

)
. (S25)

It is eventually customary to parametrise the Keldysh Green’s function in terms of the hermitian distribution function
F (x1, x2) = [F (x1, x2)]

†, which is defined from the relation

GK = GR ◦ F − F ◦GA. (S26)

In the previous equation, and in Sec. III, the symbol ◦ denotes the convolution product in the space-time variables.
Whenever the symbol ◦ appears together with a propagator Ĝ, as in Eq. (S25), contraction of the Keldysh 2x2 indices
is also implied. The distribution function F is the object of the kinetic Boltzmann equation, whose derivation we
detail in the next section.

III. SELF-ENERGY AND BOLTZMANN EQUATION

The evolution equation for the distribution function F follows from the Dyson equation [Ĝ−1
0 −Σ̂]◦Ĝ = 1. Here Ĝ0

denotes the bare propagators of the quadratic action S0 in Eq. (5) of the main text (we do not report their expressions

as they are not needed in the derivation), while Ĝ the propagators dressed by the interaction via the self-energy Σ̂.

The latter has the same structure in Keldysh indices as the propagator Ĝ in Eq. (S25)

Σ̂(x1, x2) =

(
ΣR(x1, x2) ΣK(x1, x2)

0 ΣA(x1, x2)

)
. (S27)

Taking the Keldysh component of the Dyson equation and parametrising GK in terms of F as in Eq. (S26), one has[
−i(∂t1 + ∂t2)− J(∇2

x⃗1
−∇2

x⃗2
) + (V (x⃗1)− V (x⃗2))

]
F (x1, x2) = I[F ] = ΣK ◦ 1− ( ΣR ◦ F − F ◦ ΣA ). (S28)

The latter is named kinetic equation, and the right-hand side I[F ] is called the collision integral. The self-energy matrix

Σ̂ encodes the effect of the interaction. Within this description, the computation of F and of correlation functions
necessarily amounts to calculating Σ̂. The latter cannot be evaluated exactly and therefore one needs to develop an
approximation scheme. In this manuscript, we consider the so-called Born perturbation theory approximation [63–65].

Within this approximation, Σ̂ is evaluated by perturbatively expanding the interaction vertices around the quadratic
part and thereby expressing the resulting Feynman diagrams in terms of the bare Green functions Ĝ0.
As summarised in the main text, we consider, in particular, first-order contributions in Γ to Σ̂ ≈ Σ̂(1). Such

contributions are encoded into tadpole diagrams, where internal loops are connected to the external legs via a four-
fielded vertex. There are four possible choices of the external legs, i.e., two possible fields for each of the two legs.
Hence, we can sum up all internal contributions, and organise them in the 2x2 Keldysh-space matrix (S27). Besides, at

first-order in perturbation theory Σ̂(x1, x2) ≈ Σ̂(1)(x1, x2) = Σ̂(1)(x) as tadpole graphs are defined at one space-time
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point x1 = x2 = x only. Its components read:

Σ̂(1)(x) =

(
ΣR(1)(x) ΣK(1)(x)

0 ΣA(1)(x)

)
=

Γ

4

(
[f(GA0 ) + f(GK0 )] [2f(GK0 ) + f(GA0 )− f(GR0 )]

0 [f(GR0 )− f(GK0 )]

)
. (S29)

Since the interaction vertices of the theory contain gradients of the fields ϕ1,2, the self-energy Σ̂ is a differential
operator acting on Feynman diagrams’ external legs. In the previous equation, this is expressed by the appearance of
the operator f(G0), which is defined as:

f(G0) = [G0(x, x)
←−
∇ ] ·

−→
∇ − [

−→
∇G0(x, x) ·

←−
∇ ] +

←−
∇ · [

−→
∇G0(x, x) ]−

←−
∇ ·G0(x, x)

−→
∇ . (S30)

In Eq. (S30), the over-script arrows indicate the direction of the gradient operator. In particular, the notation

(G0(x1, x2)
←−
∇) is used to denote differentiation of the Green’s function G0(x1, x2) with respect to their second variable,

i.e., (G0(x1, x2)
←−
∇) = (∇⃗x2

G0(x1, x2)). Conversely, the notation (
−→
∇G0(x1, x2)) indicates differentiation with respect

to the first variable of G0, i.e., (
−→
∇G0(x1, x2)) = (∇⃗x1G0(x1, x2)). The differential operators in Eq. (S30) not enclosed

into square brackets act on the diagrams’ external legs, with
←−
∇ differentiating with respect to the second variable

of the external leg and
−→
∇ with respect to the first one. From Eq. (S29), using the Hermitian adjoint properties of

GR,A,K0 recalled after Eq. (S24), it follows that ΣR(1) = [ΣA(1)]
† and [ΣK(1)]

† = −ΣK(1). The self-energy therefore shares

the same structure as Ĝ, as anticipated before Eq. (S27) (this is expected to hold at any order in perturbation theory
in Γ). We now derive a more useful expression for (S29) and (S30), which can be better used into the kinetic equation
(S28). Since the self-energy matrix elements ΣK , ΣR are convoluted with the identity and with F , respectively, we
now want to turn operator f(G0) into a standard differential operator which acts on functions in subsequent positions
on the right. We manage to do so by introducing a space-time variable x2 which is constrained to take the same value
of x1 via a delta δ(x1 − x2) (due to the tadpole structure of the diagrams). With this trick, we can write:

ΣR(1)(x1, x2) =
Γ

4

[
f̃(GA0 ) + f̃(GK0 )

]
, and ΣK(1)(x1, x2) =

Γ

4

[
2 f̃(GK0 ) + f̃(GA0 )− f̃(GR0 )

]
, (S31)

with

f̃(G0) = (∇⃗x1δ(x1 − x2)) · [G0(x1, x2)∇⃗x2 − (∇⃗x1G0(x1, x2)) ]+

+ δ(x1 − x2) [ (∇⃗x1
G0(x1, x2)) · ∇⃗x2

+ (∇⃗x2
G0(x1, x2)) · ∇⃗x2

− (∇2
x1
G0(x1, x2))− (∇⃗x1

· ∇⃗x2
G0(x1, x2)) ].

(S32)

Derivatives of the Dirac deltas are understood in the sense of distribution, i.e., they have to be evaluated via integration
by parts when inserted in the convolution products of the kinetic equation. We can also derive an analogous expression
for ΣA, which acts on the distribution function from the right, c.f. Eq. (S28). where gradient operators act on the
distribution function from the right only:

ΣA(1)(x1, x2) =
Γ

4

[
˜̃
f(GR0 )−

˜̃
f(GK0 )

]
, (S33)

with

˜̃
f(G0) = δ(x1 − x2) [ (∇2

x1
G0(x1, x2)) + (∇2

x2
G0(x1, x2)) ] −

←−
∇x1

δ(x1 − x2) · [ (∇⃗x1
G0(x1, x2)) + (∇⃗x2

G0(x1, x2)) ]−

+ [ (∇⃗x2G0(x1, x2))−
←−
∇x1G0(x1, x2) ] · (∇⃗x2δ(x1 − x2)). (S34)

In order to extract the large-scale universal limit of the kinetic equation (S28) and explicitly evaluate the convolution
products appearing in the collision term, we resort to the Wigner transformation (WT). We first move to the set of
Wigner coordinates x = (x1 + x2)/2, x

′ = x1 − x2, again using the 4-vector notation x′ = (x⃗′, t′) and x = (x⃗, t).
These set of variables clearly distinguishes between the slow, macroscopic, evolution in x and the fast dynamics in

x′. The chain rule yields ∇⃗x1
= ∇⃗x/2+ ∇⃗x′ . The Wigner transform A(x, k) corresponds to the Fourier transform of
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A(x1, x2) with respect to the set of relative coordinates x′, which introduces the conjugated 4-momentum k = (k⃗, ϵ):

A(x, k) =

∫
ddx′ dt′A(x+ x′/2, x− x′/2) e−ik⃗·x⃗

′+iϵt′ , A(x1, x2) =

∫
ddk

(2π)d
dϵ

2π
A

(
x1 + x2

2
, k

)
eik⃗·(x⃗1−x⃗2)−iϵk(t1−t2).

(S35)
The main advantage of this procedure is to turn convolution products of two functions A and B in Eq. (S28) into
Moyal products [71, 92–95] of their Wigner transforms

C(x1, x2) = (A ◦B)(x1, x2) =

∫
ddx3A(x1, x3)B(x3, x2)

WT−−→ C(x, p) = A(x, k) exp

{
i

2
[
←−
∂ x
−→
∂ k −

←−
∂ k
−→
∂ x]

}
B(x, k).

(S36)
We now take the Euler-scaling limit [69, 70], where x⃗, t → ∞, Γ → 0 with ¯⃗x = Γx⃗ and t̄ = Γt fixed. In the

reaction-limited regime ℏnΓ/J ≪ 1, time variations due to reactions are, indeed, slow on a scale t ∼ Γ−1. Space
modulations, induced by trapping potential V (x⃗Γ), are also slow on a macroscopic scale x⃗ ∼ Γ−1. In this limit, the
dependency of GR,A,K(x, x′) on the macroscopic variable x is much slower than the one on the relative one x′. In
formulas, one has

∇⃗x1
GR,A,K(x1, x2) =

1

2
∇⃗xGR,A,K(x, x′) + ∇⃗x′GR,A,K(x, x′) =

Γ

2
∇⃗x̄GR,A,K(x̄, x′) + ∇⃗x′GR,A,K(x̄, x′)

= ∇⃗x′GR,A,K(x̄, x′)+O(Γ) WT−−→ ik⃗GR,A,K(x̄, k)+O(Γ).
(S37)

Moreover, in the Euler-scaling limit, one can simplify the Moyal product in Eq. (S36) by expanding the complex
exponential to first order in space-time derivatives. Derivatives of order m > 1, indeed, lead to corrections O(Γm),
which vanish in the Euler-scaling limit. From this expansion, the left-hand-side of the kinetic equation (S28) becomes[
−i(∂t1 + ∂t2)− J(∇2

x⃗1
−∇2

x⃗2
) + (V (x⃗1)− V (x⃗2))

]
F (x1, x2)

WT−−→ iΓ
[
∂t̄+vg(k⃗)·∇⃗x̄−

1

ℏ
∇⃗x̄V (¯⃗x)·∇⃗k

]
F (x̄, k). (S38)

We remark that Eq. (S38) is exact for harmonic potentials even away from the Euler-scaling limit. For anharmonic
potentials, instead, there are corrections beyond the Euler-scaling limit. The first such correction to (S38) is propor-
tional to the cubic-space derivative of the potential [95]. To deal with the WT of the collision integral, we first write
GK0 = F (GR0 −GA0 ) in Eqs. (S31)-(S34). The previous equation follows from the WT of Eq. (S26) at lowest order in

derivatives. Here, albeit GR,A,K0 are bare Green functions, F does not obey the free/quadratic-action dynamics, but it
must be determined self-consistently from the kinetic equation. In the Euler-scaling limit, we can truncate the Moyal
expansion (S36) of convolution products at lowest order in derivatives and using Eq. (S37), we eventually obtain for
the collision integral [q = (q⃗, ω)]

I[F ] = − iΓ
2

∫
ddq

(2π)d
dω

2π
(k⃗ − q⃗)2[1− F (x̄, k)− F (x̄, q) + F (x̄, k)F (x̄, q)]A0(x̄, q), (S39)

where we introduced the bare spectral function A0(x̄, q) = −2Im(GR0 (x̄, q)) = i[GR0 (x̄, q) − GA0 (x̄, q)]. One can also

replace the bare green functions GR,A0 in (S39) with the dressed ones GR,A, and therefore A0(x̄, q)→ A(x̄, q), within
the self-consistent Born approximation. One then writes an equation for GR,A which has to be solved self-consistently
together with the equation for F . The self-consistent Born approximation is necessary when the perturbative Born
series of the self energy is divergent, as shown in Ref. 86. In our case, however, the perturbative expression (of order Γ)

for Σ̂(1) in Eq. (S29) is finite and the self-consistent Born approximation therefore only gives sub-leading corrections.
For this reason, we do not consider it here.

From Eq. (S39), one can see that the collision integral I[F ] is a purely imaginary quantity: F (ȳ, k) is real since it
is the WT of the hermitian distribution function F (x1, x2). This result implies that the self-energy does not generate

any renormalization of the quasi-particle energy spectrum ϵk(¯⃗x) = Jk⃗2 + V (¯⃗x), i.e., the kinetic term in Eq. (S38)
is left unchanged. On the contrary, the imaginary part of the collision integral represents the finite particle lifetime
∼ (nΓ)−1 introduced by the dissipative interactions. In the reaction-limited regime of weak dissipation, this lifetime
∼ (nΓ)−1 is much longer than the coherent time-scale set by (J/ℏ)−1 and therefore quasi-particles remain well defined
during time evolution. The spectral function A(x̄, k) is accordingly sharply peaked in ϵ around ϵk(¯⃗x), with a width
∼ Γ. In the non-interacting limit Γ = 0, one exactly has A0(x̄, k) = 2πδ(ϵ − ϵk(¯⃗x)). This allows us to consider the
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on-shell distribution function F̃ (¯⃗x, k⃗, t̄) ≡ F (¯⃗x, k⃗, t̄, ϵ = ϵk(¯⃗x)), which is given by

F̃ (¯⃗x, k⃗, t) =

∫
dϵ

2π
F (x̄, k)A(x̄, k) = i

∫
dϵ

2π
GK(x̄, k) = iGK(¯⃗x, k⃗, t̄, t̄) = 1− 2n(¯⃗x, k⃗, t̄). (S40)

In the first equality, we used the peaked structure of the spectral function A(x̄, k), in the second the expression of
GK(x̄, k), in the third the inverse WT definition in ϵ (S35), and in the fourth equality the WT in space of Eq. (S24c)

(evaluated at equal times). The evolution equation for the one-body Wigner function n(¯⃗x, k⃗, t̄) is thus equivalent to

that for F̃ (¯⃗x, k⃗, t̄). The latter is obtained by multiplying (S38) and (S39) by A(x̄, k) and integrating in ϵ. The integral
in ω in Eq. (S39) is similarly handled by exploiting the Dirac delta form of A0(x̄, q) = 2πδ(ω − ϵk(¯⃗x)). Applying

the substitution F̃ (¯⃗x, k⃗, t̄) = 1 − 2n(¯⃗x, k⃗, t̄), in the Euler-scaling limit, the Boltzmann equation (8) of the main text
eventually follows.

IV. DERIVATION OF THE ASYMPTOTIC HOMOGENEOUS DECAY IN d DIMENSIONS

The kinetic equation for the homogeneous fermionic particle density reads:

∂tn(k⃗, t) = −Γ
∫

ddq

(2π)d
(k⃗ − q⃗)2 n(k⃗, t)n(q⃗, t) = −Γ

∫
ddq

(2π)d
(k2 + q2)n(k⃗, t)n(q⃗, t) . (S41)

In the second equality, the term 2 k⃗ · q⃗ has been cancelled out as it vanishes in the integration over a spherically

symmetric domain, whenever n(k⃗, t) = n(k, t) is also chosen to be spherically symmetric. This requires the initial

distributions n(k⃗, 0) = n(k, 0) to be spherically symmetric. If this condition is satisfied, then spherical symmetry
is preserved at any time t > 0 and Eq. (S41) applies. For the Fermi sea state considered in the main text, this
is the case. Particles occupy all energy levels in a d-sphere of radius kFd (the Fermi momentum). Because of the
spherical symmetry of the initial state and of the collision integral, the d-dimensional problem can be recast into a
one-dimensional radial problem. Hence, we define the following modified solid angle Θd and Fermi momentum kFd

Θd =

∫
dΩ =

d
√
π
d

Γ(d/2 + 1)
, kFd = 2

√
π[n0Γ(d/2 + 1)]1/d. (S42)

In the previous equations, Γ(x) denotes the Euler-Gamma function of argument x (not to be confused with the
reaction constant Γ). We also introduce the following rescaled adimensional momenta:

k̃ =
k

n
1/d
0

, k̃Fd =
kFd

n
1/d
0

. (S43)

k̃Fd is clearly a purely geometrical quantity and does not depend on the initial density. We can then write

n(t) = n0
Θd

(2π)d

∫ k̃Fd

0

dk̃ k̃d−1n(k̃, t) = n0 ñ(t) , (S44)

and define the rescaled density ñ(t) = n(t)/n0. Hence, the full dynamics is contained in the occupation function

n(k̃, t) which is a function of the rescaled momenta and of the angular factor Θd. Moreover, we can introduce the

rescaled time t̃ = Γn
1+2/d
0 t so that we can then rewrite the collision integral in terms of adimensional variables:

∂t̃n(k̃) = −
Θd

(2π)d

∫ k̃Fd

0

dq̃(q̃d−1k̃2 + q̃d+1)n(k̃)n(q̃) , (S45)

where the temporal dependence n(k̃, t̃) = n(k̃) has been left implicit for ease of notation. Following the method
adopted in Ref. [35] for the one-dimensional case, one obtains the following two equations:

∂t̃ñ(t̃) = −2
Θd

(2π)d
ñ(t̃)

∫ k̃Fd

0

dq̃q̃d+1n(q̃, t̃) ,
∂t̃n(k̃, t̃)

n(k̃, t̃)
= −k̃2ñ(t̃) + 1

2

∂t̃ñ(t̃)

ñ(t̃)
. (S46)
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Integrating the latter equation leads to an exact expression for n(k̃, t̃):

n(k̃, t̃) =

√
ñ(t̃)exp

[
− k̃2

∫ t̃

0

dt̃′ñ(t̃′)
]
. (S47)

This expression is valid for momentum modes inside the Fermi sphere k̃ ≤ k̃Fd , while outer modes do not populate.

This can be seen from Eq. (S41), as the population n(k̃, t̃) of a given mode is monotonically decreasing in time. Since

n(k̃, t̃) cannot be negative, if it is initially zero, then it remains zero at all times. Besides, Eq. (S47) is fully determined
only when the total density ñ(t̃) is known. However, the function

ν(t̃) =

∫ t̃

0

dt̃′ñ(t̃′) (S48)

is strictly increasing in the time variable, as the integrand function ñ(t̃′) is positive, entailing that Gaussian weights
inside the Fermi sphere gain relevance as particles are lost. In order to determine the decay exponent, we can integrate

Eq. (S47) in the k̃ interval [0, k̃Fd ]. Dividing by
√
ñ(t̃) one arrives to:√

ñ(t̃) = ΘdId−1

(
ν(t̃), k̃Fd

)
, (S49)

where we have defined the integral Ip(a, b) =
∫ b
0
dxxpe−ax

2

. In the long-time limit, the function ν(t̃) diverges, entailing
that we must evaluate Ip(a, b) for positively diverging a. In this case, Ip reduces to

a→∞⇒ Ip(a, b) ∼ αp+1(p− 1)!!(2a)−
p+1
2 , (S50)

with the definition αp+1 = 1 if p+1 is even, and αp+1 =
√
π/2 if p+1 is odd. Recalling Eq. (S49) and the definition

of ν(t̃) such that ñ(t̃) = ∂t̃ν(t̃), we find a differential equation for ν(t̃) in terms of the integral Id−1(ν, k̃
F
d ), which

greatly simplifies at asymptotically long times and leads to:

ν(t̃) ∼
{
(d+ 1)[αd (d− 2)!!Θ2

d(2π)
−d]22−dt̃

} 1
d+1 . (S51)

The rescaled density is given by the time derivative of the last expression, namely:

ñ(t̃) ∼

{
[αd(d− 2)!!Θd]

2

2d(d+ 1)d(2π)2d

} 1
d+1

t̃−
d

d+1 . (S52)

The latter coincides with Eq. (9) of the main text. Reintroducing the original variables one finally gets the long-time
asymptotic of the particle density n(t) in dimensionful units:

n(t) ∼ n0

{
1

nd+2
0

[αd(d− 2)!!Θd]
2

[(d+ 1)(8π2)Γ]d

} 1
d+1

t−
d

d+1 . (S53)

We note that the present derivation can be easily generalised to other initial states, e.g., thermal Gibbs states, identified
by a spherically symmetric initial occupation function n(k, 0) by means of saddle-point analysis on Eq. (S47). In these

cases, the same decay exponent t̃−
d

d+1 is found, while the form of n(k, 0) enters only in the amplitude of the decay.

V. EFFECTIVE EXPONENT FOR THE TRAP-RELEASE PROTOCOL

We give here additional details concerning the decay of the particle number in the trap-release protocol discussed
in Fig. 3(c)-(d) of the main text. As we presented in the main text, the behaviour of the re-scaled particle number

Ñ(t̃) = N(t̃)/N0 at short rescaled times t̃ approaches the power-law Ñ(t̃) ∼ t̃−ξ, where ξ is an exponent depending
on parameter Ω. In order to quantify ξ and to see how the asymptotic decay changes as Ω is tuned, we compute the
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Figure S2. Effective exponent for the trap-release quench. Effective exponent ξeff for increasing values of Ω (from top

to bottom), for the decay of the rescaled particle number Ñ(t̃) as a function of the rescaled time interval t̃ ∈ [0, 10]. Particle
number and time are rescaled as explained in the main text and the values of Ω reported are identical to those of Fig. 3(c) of

the main text. The plot shows the existence of an approximate power-law decay Ñ(t̃) ∼ t̃−ξM at intermediate times, where ξeff
reaches a maximum ξM . For longer times, a non-algebraic decay sets in and ξeff decreases with respect to ξM . Such slow non
power-law decay is present for every finite Ω value, and it takes place earlier in time as Ω is increased. All effective exponents
have been computed with b = 1.1 in Eq. (S54).

effective decay exponent ξeff [2]

ξeff = −
log

[
Ñ(bt̃)/Ñ(t̃)

]
log(b)

, (S54)

with b an arbitrary adimensional positive parameter. One can check that if Ñ(t̃) asymptotically approaches a power

law, i.e., Ñ(t̃) ∼ t̃−ξ at long times, then limt→∞ ξeff = ξ, ∀b. In order to evaluate the effective decay exponent in a
neighbourhood of a given time coordinate, we choose b = 1.1.

The plot in Fig. S2 shows the effective exponent ξexp(t̃) in the interval t̃ ∈ [0, 10] for various values of Ω (the same
used in Fig. 3(c) of the main text). For very small Ω = 0.01 value, one can identify a power-law behaviour with
effective exponent ξeff(t̃) = ξ ≈ 1/2 throughout the considered domain, since ξeff converges to that value. Conversely,

by increasing Ω, an approximate algebraic decay Ñ(t̃) ∼ t̃−ξM is observed, where the effective exponent reaches a
maximum value ξM and remains constant within an intermediate rescaled time window. For instance, the selected
values Ω = 0.05, Ω = 0.1 are characterised by ξM ≈ 0.45, ξM ≈ 0.4 within the rescaled time interval t̃ ∼ [3, 6],
t̃ ∼ [2, 4], respectively. For longer times the effective exponent ξeff drifts away from the aforementioned values and
slowly decreases. This signals the onset of a non-algebraic (since ξeff is not constant) slow decay. As Ω is increased,
the approximate decay exponent ξM therefore decreases, the time window where it is observed is anticipated and
shrinks. For Ω = 0.01, the non-algebraic behaviour takes place for longer times than those shown in the plot (t̃ < 10).
Conversely, for large values Ω = 1, the intermediate power law decay is completely wiped out, no exponent can be
identified and the non-algebraic decay immediately sets in.
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