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Many-body open quantum systems (OQS) have a profound impact on various subdisciplines
of physics, chemistry, and biology. Thus, the development of a computer program capable of
accurately, efficiently, and versatilely simulating many-body OQS is highly desirable. In recent
years, we have focused on the advancement of numerical algorithms based on the fermionic hierar-
chical equations of motion (HEOM) theory. Being in-principle exact, this approach allows for the
precise characterization of many-body correlations, non-Markovian memory, and non-equilibrium
thermodynamic conditions. These efforts now lead to the establishment of a new computer
program, HEOM for QUantum Impurity with a Correlated Kernel, version 2 (HEOM-QUICK2),
which, to the best of our knowledge, is currently the only general-purpose simulator for fermionic
many-body OQS. Compared with version 1, the HEOM-QUICK2 program features more efficient
solvers for stationary states, more accurate treatment of non-Markovian memory, and improved
numerical stability for long-time dissipative dynamics. Integrated with quantum chemistry
software, HEOM-QUICK2 has become a valuable theoretical tool for the precise simulation of
realistic many-body OQS, particularly the single atomic or molecular junctions. Furthermore, the
unprecedented precision achieved by HEOM-QUICK2 enables accurate simulation of low-energy
spin excitations and coherent spin relaxation. The unique usefulness of HEOM-QUICK2 is
demonstrated through several examples of strongly correlated quantum impurity systems under
non-equilibrium conditions. Thus, the new HEOM-QUICK2 program offers a powerful and
comprehensive tool for studying many-body OQS with exotic quantum phenomena and exploring
applications in various disciplines.

Key words: open quantum systems; hierarchical equations of motion; non-Markovian dynamics;
spin excitation and relaxation; strong electron correlation.

I. INTRODUCTION

The concept of open quantum systems (OQS) has
found widespread applications in physics, chemistry, and
biology. The intricate many-body interactions within
OQS, together with the dissipative coupling to the sur-
rounding environment give rise to a diverse range of fasci-
nating phenomena. Exploring the dynamics and station-
ary properties of many-body OQS not only enhances our
understanding but also provides valuable insights into the
underlying physics mechanisms behind these phenomena.

Theoretical characterization of many-body OQS relies
on the accurate and efficient treatment of the many-
body correlations (“correlation kernel”) and the non-
Markovian memory (“memory kernel”). Here, the non-
Markovian memory means that the system states at
present time depends on its history of evolution. The
art of developing theoretical approaches for many-body
OQS has been refined over many years [1–8], encom-
passing the utilization of prominent methods such as the

∗Electronic address: xzheng@fudan.edu.cn

numerical renormalization group (NRG) method [9, 10]
and its time-dependent extension [3, 11], the quantum
Monte Carlo (QMC) method [12–15] and the inchworm
QMC method [16–21], the density matrix renormaliza-
tion group (DMRG) method [22] and its time-dependent
extension [23, 24], the multiconfiguration time-dependent
Hartree (MCTDH) method [25] and its multi-layer [26,
27] and second-quantized version [28], the stochastic dy-
namical method [29–37], the real-time path integral (PI)
method [38–41], and the steady-state density functional
theory (i-DFT) method [42]. These approaches are gen-
erally applicable to specific model systems, making them
highly effective in targeted scenarios. However, due to
their specificity, they may not be feasible for general-
purpose applications [43].

Over the past decade, the hierarchical equations of
motion (HEOM) method has gained increasing atten-
tion [44–70] and has been extensively employed to ex-
plores quantum transport through nanojunctions [71–
75], quantum thermodynamics [76–78], electron trans-
fer in light-harvesting complexes [79–81], and multi-
dimensional spectroscopy [82–84], etc. The HEOM
method enables accurately capturing the combined ef-
fects of non-Markovian memory and many-body cor-

ar
X

iv
:2

40
1.

01
71

5v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.s

tr
-e

l]
  3

 J
an

 2
02

4

mailto:xzheng@fudan.edu.cn


2

relations under nonequilibrium thermodynamic condi-
tions and treats system dissipative dynamics in a non-
perturbative manner. For generic many-body OQS cou-
pled to fermionic environments that satisfy Gaussian
statistics (such as noninteracting electron reservoirs), Jin
et al. have proposed the formally exact fermionic HEOM
in a compact form [46]

ρ̇
(n)
j1...jn

=−
(
iL

S
+
∑
r

γjr

)
ρ
(n)
j1...jn

+
∑
j

Aj ρ
(n+1)
jj1...jn

+
∑
r

Cjr ρ(n−1)
j1···jr−1jr+1···jn . (1)

Here, the auxiliary density operators (ADO) are denoted

as ρ
(n)
j1...jn

with n = 1, 2, . . . and j = 1, 2, .... Specifically,

ρ(0) = ρ
S
≡ tr

B
(ρ

T
) represents the reduced density oper-

ator (RDO) obtained by taking the partial trace of the
system-environment total density matrix ρ

T
over the en-

vironment degrees of freedom. n labels the tier of the
hierarchy and j denotes the principal dissipation modes
(dissipaton) [85], respectively. The system Liouvillian is
denoted as L

S
, and γj represents the dissipation rate of

the jth-principal dissipation mode. The dissipation su-
peroperatorsAj and Cjr will be elaborated on in Sec. II B,
where their detailed forms will be provided.

In a schematic representation of HEOM, the hierarchy
has a two-dimensional structure; see Fig. 1. The vertical
dimension (height) resolves the many-body correlations,
while the horizontal dimension (width) resolves the non-
Markovian environmental memory. RDO as well as each
auxiliary density operator (ADO) is represented by an
N -dimensional square matrix, where N corresponds to
the number of states spanning the system Fock space.
In the case of a generic many-body OQS comprising Nν

impurities (orbitals), the dimension of the system Fock
space is N = (2Ns)

Nν with Ns denoting the spin degrees
of freedom.

In the past decade, several computer software pack-
ages have incorporated parallel programming and high-
performance computing techniques, which results in
a substantial acceleration of HEOM computations.
This includes the graphic processing unit (GPU)-based
HEOM programs [87, 88] and those based on shared
and distributed memory techniques [89–91]. Although
these packages have demonstrated to be successful, they
primarily focus on solving the bosonic HEOM. Some
open-source packages, such Python-based QuTiP [92]
and Julia-based HierarchicalEOM.jl [93], have presented
numerical HEOM libraries for both bosonic and fermionic
many-body OQS. These HEOM software packages have
exhibited the high numerical accuracy to single-impurity
Anderson models, and their applicability has been ex-
tended to two-impurity Anderson models most recently
[94].

Zheng and collaborators have developed HEOM-
QUICK (verson 1), a Fortran-based numerical tool de-
signed for investigating generic fermionic many-body

OQS [95]. HEOM-QUICK has proven its versatility in
exploring a diverse range of static and dynamic proper-
ties in various many-body OQS, including quantum dots
[96–98] and molecular junctions [99, 100], etc. Further-
more, it has been effectively utilized in conjunction with
first-principles approaches, such as the density-functional
theory (DFT), to examine the correlated electronic struc-
ture of realistic many-body OQS [101–103]. The per-
tinent studies have been addressed in previous reviews
[104, 105].

Recently, technological advancements in scanning tun-
neling microscope (STM) have allowed for the measure-
ment of spin-field and spin-spin interactions in single
atomic or molecular junctions with an unprecedentedly
high energy and spatial resolution [106–115]. For exam-
ple, by attaching a magnetic molecule to its tip apex, the
spin-polarized STM (SP-STM) is designed, which enables
the precise measurement of the second-order differential
conductance spectra with high energy resolution at the
sub-meV level (¡1 meV), and enhances the spin sensing
of substrate-adsorbed magnetic molecules or atoms. Fur-
thermore, the combination of the STM and the electron
spin resonance (ESR) technique provides the advantage
to investigate local spins with atomic resolution [114–
117]. By invoking radiofrequency bias voltage to the tip
to coherently drive the local spin excitations, the STM-
ESR protocol enables the highly precise measurement
of spin-spin interactions with sub-µeV energy resolution.
The pump-probe STM-ESR technique has achieved the
time-resolved measurement of the coherent evolution of
local spins. These cutting-edge experimental advance-
ments present higher demand on the numerical perfor-
mance and applicability of the HEOM simulations.

Figure 2 presents the theoretical characterization of
low-energy spin excitations in a nanomagnet using
HEOM-QUICK (version 1). The schematic diagram of
the STM setup is illustrated in Fig. 2(a). In this model
system, a nanoscale magnet (such as a magnetic atom
or molecule) with localized spin-unpaired electrons is ad-
sorbed on the substrate. The sensing of local spin states
is performed by measuring the electric current flowing
through the system driven by the applied bias voltage V .

To precisely characterize the low-energy excitations, it
is crucial to accurately reproduce the low-energy behav-
ior of the environmental hybridization correlation func-
tion C(ω) that completely captures the influence of the
Gaussian environments on many-body OQS. As depict
in Fig. 2(b), the environmental spectrum decomposition
schemes in HEOM-QUICK (version 1) accurately repro-
duces the overall exact correlation function and strongly
suppresses the residual error in the low-energy region.
However, such a minor error represented by the oscilla-
tory line in Fig. 2(c) still affects the numerical perfor-
mance of system properties related to low-energy excita-
tions. Consequently, the I-V characteristic calculated by
HEOM-QUICK (version 1) fails to qualitatively capture
the inelastic electron tunneling signatures, as manifested
by the change of slope emerging when the bias voltage
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FIG. 1: The schematic diagram for the hierarchical structure of RDO, ρ(0) ≡ ρS , and ADO, ρ
(n)
j1...jn

(green squares). The
structure of hierarchy extends into the horizontal (width) and the vertical (height) dimensions. In practice, the hierarchy has
to be truncated at a finite size of the horizontal and vertical dimensions, denoted by M and L, respectively. Here, M represents
the number of memory basis function to describe the environmental correlation functions and L denotes the truncation tier.
RDO and ADO are N -dimensional square matrix with N being the size of system Fock space. These parameters, M , L and
N , together determine the computational cost of the HEOM calculations.

matches the excitation energy V = ±|∆E| in Fig. 2(e).

Within the framework of the HEOMmethod, the resid-
ual error in the correlation functions originates from the
truncation of hierarchy. In practical simulations, the hi-
erarchy has to be truncated in the vertical dimension at a
terminal tier L and in the horizontal dimension at a given
number M of principal dissipation modes to establish a
closed HEOM. Nevertheless, the finite dimensions of hi-
erarchy inevitably lead to the truncation errors which im-
pair the numerical precision of the HEOM calculations.

In certain scenarios, for example, when the system ex-
hibits weak many-body correlations or when it is coupled
to a high-temperature environment with strong Marko-
vian effects, employing a low truncation depth (L and
M) is sufficient to significantly suppress the trunca-
tion errors, while ensuring the qualitative accuracy of
HEOM calculations. However, in the scenario of low-
temperature environments, the truncation depth of hi-
erarchy has a profound influence on the magnitude of
truncation errors and the numerical precision of HEOM
calculations. This is primarily attributed to the pro-
nounced non-Markovian memory effects and the emer-
gence of strong many-body correlation phenomena at low
temperatures. For instance, consider a quantum impu-
rity system coupled to an electron reservoir. The Kondo
effect emerges at the impurity-reservoir interface with the
local spin moment of impurity screened by the conduct-
ing electrons in the environment, when the background
temperature is below a characteristic temperature TK

(known as the Kondo temperature) [118, 119].

A low truncation depth may lead to significant trun-
cation errors and compromises the precision of HEOM
calculations. The former poses a theoretical challenge
in the exploration of intricate non-Markovian dissipative
dynamics and the accurately characterization of higher-
order multi-electron processes. In practice, the com-
promised precision may also introduce considerable nu-
merical uncertainty when solving for stationary states,
thereby limiting the ability of the HEOM program to
effectively distinguish between system states with small
energy differences. In some cases, it may even cause nu-
merical instability, leading to divergence in long time dy-
namic simulations [61, 120, 121].

In principle, constructing a sufficiently large truncated
hierarchy can effectively reduce the truncation errors
and enable accurate numerical calculations in scenar-
ios with the significant many-body correlations and non-
Markovian memory. However, HEOM calculations en-
counter the notorious “exponential wall” problem where
the computational cost increases exponentially with L,
M and N . Therefore, it is essential to develop more
accurate theoretical methods and to design more effi-
cient algorithms to enhance the numerical performance
in the treatment of strong many-body correlation and
non-Markovian memory “kernels”.

Since the release of HEOM-QUICK (version 1), our
focus has been on improving the efficiency and accu-
racy of the HEOM method. We have developed ad-
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FIG. 2: (a) Schematic representation of the experimental measurement on a nanomagnet embedded in an STM setup.
A bias voltage is applied across the STM tip (grey) and the substrate (yellow). The red arrow represents the local spin
moment of the nanomagnet. (b) The environment hybridization correlation function C(ω) and (c) the relative errors ∆C ≡
(C − CExact)/max{CExact} in the low-energy region, respectively. The blue dashed line and the red solid line represent the
results calculated by HEOM-QUICK (version 1) and HEOM-QUICK2 integrated with the Prony method [86]. he black-cross
line corresponds to the exact C(ω). (d) The energy diagram for the local spin states of the nanomagnet, where the triplet
states |ms⟩(ms = 0,±1) are spitted by the magnetic anisotropy energy ∆E. (e) The simulated I-V characteristic curve. The
change of slope at V = ±∆E (demonstrated by red vertical dashed lines) manifests inelastic electron tunneling signals arising
from spin excitations.

vanced HEOM methods and the corresponding numer-
ical algorithms that are specifically designed to accu-
rately and comprehensively characterize the many-body
correlation effects and non-Markovian memory. The in-
tegration of these advancements with the previous pro-
gram gives rise to the latest fermionic HEOM simulator,
HEOM-QUICK2. The HEOM-QUICK2 has the follow-
ing important features:

1) Inherits the strengths of HEOM-QUICK (version
1): Enable exploring a variety of many-body
OQS in the existence of diversified external fields
with arbitrary time dependence (such as magnetic
field, gate voltage, bias voltage, and tempera-
ture gradient); Evaluate a variety of local observ-
ables and response properties for both equilibrium
and nonequilibrium scenarios [122]; Support user-
defined system models and external fields.

2) Efficiently and precisely unravels the pronounced
non-Markovian memory: New Fano and Prony
spectrum decomposition schemes demonstrate su-
perior numerical performance for low-temperature
environments [86, 121, 123, 124], compared with
the Padé spectrum decomposition scheme utilized
in HEOM-QUICK (version 1) and other fermionic
HEOM programs. This advancement allows for the
exploration of many-body OQS coupled to much
lower-temperature environments.

3) Significantly reduces the computational time and
costs for solving stationary states and enhances nu-

merical stabilities for long-time dynamics simula-
tions of strongly correlated many-body OQS.

4) Extends the applicability of fermionic HEOM
method: Enable calculating the time-dependent
response properties of many-body OQS; Signifi-
cantly enhances the “energy resolution” for low-
energy excitations to the sub-meV (< 1 meV)
level [125–128]; Combined with quantum chem-
istry software, HEOM-QUICK2 can precisely re-
produce low-energy spin-flip excitation signatures
and spin relaxation dynamics for realistic single
atom/molecule junctions experimentally measured
in the SP-STM setup; Explores quantum thermo-
dynamics and thermoelectric transport in model
systems [129, 130].

This paper reviews the technical advances and new fea-
tures of the HEOM-QUICK2 program, along with some
examples of representative applications. Emphasis will
be put on the practicality of HEOM-QUICK2 and its
technical realization. The remainder of this paper is or-
ganized as follows. In Sec. II, we introduce the quantum
impurity models which HEOM-QUICK2 deals with and
briefly review the fermionic HEOM method and recent
improvements. The code architecture and interfaces of
HEOM-QUICK2 are present in Sec. III, and important
techniques will be exemplified by several representative
applications in Sec. IV.
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II. METHODOLOGICAL ADVANCES

A. Generic Models for Many-Body Open Quantum
Systems

Consider a molecule or atomic device (system) which
is coupled to macroscopic electrodes (environment). The
total system is described by a general many-body OQS
as follows (we set ℏ = kB = e = 1 hereafter)

Ĥ
T
(t) = Ĥ

S
(t) + Ĥ

B
+ Ĥ

SB
. (2)

In the second quantization formulation, by utilizing
the system’s electron annihilation (creation) operators
âνs(â

†
νs) which annihilates (creates) a spin-s electron on

the νth impurity, the general form of the system Hamil-
tonian Ĥ

S
with arbitrary time dependence can be con-

structed explicitly. This comprehensive formulation pro-
vides a complete description encompassing various types
of inter- or intra-site electron-electron and spin-spin in-
teractions, such as Coulomb repulsion, Heisenberg spin-
exchange interaction, dipolar spin-spin interaction, mag-
netic anisotropy induced by spin-orbital coupling, etc. In
Sec. IVA, we will illustrate the construction of various in-
teraction terms in the system Hamiltonian, exemplified
by quantum impurity model.

The macroscopic electrodes are described by non-

interacting electron reservoirs, i.e., ĤB =
∑

α ĥα =∑
αks ϵαksd̂

†
αksd̂αks. Here, dαks (d̂†αks) is the annihilation

(creation) operator for spin-s electrons on the kth band
of reservoir-α with energy ϵαks. The system-environment
coupling takes a linear form of Ĥ

SB
=
∑

ανs F̂
†
ανsâνs +

H.c., where F̂ †
ανs =

∑
k tαkνsd̂

†
αks, and tαkνs is the spin-

specific hopping integral between the νth impurity and
the kth band of reservoir-α. In the HEOM method, the
electronic structure of reservoirs is characterized by the
impurity-reservoir hybridization functions, which assume
a Lorentzian form of Jανν′s(ω) ≡ π

∑
k t

∗
αkνstαkν′s δ(ω −

ϵαks) = Γανν′sW
2
α/[(ω − Ωα)

2 +W 2
α], where Ωα and Wα

are the band center and band width of reservoir-α, re-
spectively; and Γανν′s constitutes an effective hybridiza-
tion matrix Γαs between the impurity and reservoir-α.
In particular, the spin-specific hybridization matrix Γαs

plays a critically important role in simulating and in-
terpreting the differential conductance (dI/dV ) spectra
experimentally measured by the SP-STM setup [127].

Since the linearly coupled non-interacting electron
reservoirs satisfy the Gaussian statistics, their influence
on the reduced system dynamics is fully captured by
the environmental correlation functions, which are re-
lated to the hybridization functions via the fluctuation-
dissipation theorem for the fermionic grand canonical en-
sembles:

Cσ
ανν′s(t− τ) ≡ ⟨F̂σ

ανs(t)F̂
σ̄
αν′s(τ)⟩B

=
1

π

∫ +∞

−∞
dω Jσ

ανν′s(ω) f
σ
α (ω) e

σiωt. (3)

Here, σ = + or − and σ̄ = −σ; F̂+
ανs(t) ≡

eiĤB
t F̂ †

ανs e
−iĤ

B
t and F̂−

ανs(t) ≡ eiĤB
t F̂ανs e

−iĤ
B
t;

J+
αν′νs(ω) = J−

ανν′s(ω) = Jανν′s(ω); and fσ
α (ω) =

1/[1+eσβα(ω−µα)] is the Fermi distribution function, with
βα = 1/Tα and µα being the inverse temperature and the
chemical potential of reservoir-α, respectively. The ex-
pectation value is evaluated by averaging over the reser-
voir’s degrees of freedom, i.e., ⟨Ô⟩

B
= tr

B
[Ôρeq

B
], where

ρeq
B

≡ ∏
α

e−βα(ĥα−µαN̂α)

tr
B
[e−βα(ĥα−µαN̂α)]

is the equilibrium density

matrix of isolated reservoirs and N̂α =
∑

ks d̂
†
αksd̂αks is

the electron number operator of reservoir-α.

Moreover, the correlation function effectively charac-
terize the complete influence of external fields (includ-
ing bias voltage, temperature gradient, etc) on reser-
voirs. For instance, consider a time-dependent bias volt-
age Vαs(t) which shifts the chemical potential eVαs(t) ≡
µαs(t) = µeq

αs+∆µαs(t) of spin-s electrons of reservoir-α.
Here, µeq

αs is the equilibrium chemical potential (gener-
ally set µeq

αs = 0) and ∆µαs(t) accounts for the time-
dependent components, respectively. The presence of
∆µαs(t) introduces an extra phase factor on the envi-
ronmental correlation function as follows

C̄σ
ανν′s(t, τ) = exp

[
σi

∫ t

τ

dt′∆µαs(t
′)

]
Cσ

ανν′s(t− τ)

(4)

B. Fermionic HEOM Method

For a generic fermionic many-body OQS coupled to
a collection of noninteracting electron reservoirs, the
fermionic HEOM is [46, 131]

ρ̇
(n)
j1...jn

=−
(
iL

S
+
∑
r

γjr

)
ρ
(n)
j1...jn

− i
∑
j

[
âσ̄νs ρ

(n+1)
jj1...jn

− (−1)n ρ
(n+1)
jj1...jn

âσ̄νs

]
− i
∑
r,ν′

[
(−1)r−1ηjrν′ âσν′sρ

(n−1)
j1···jr−1jr+1···jn

− (−1)n−r η∗j̄rν′ ρ
(n−1)
j1···jr−1jr+1···jn â

σ
ν′s

]
. (5)

Here, we introduce a multicomponent index j = {σανps}
to label a principal dissipation mode, which corresponds
to the transfer of a spin-s electron to (from) the νth im-
purity of the system from (to) reservoir-α associated with
the characteristic dissipation rate γj . The conjugate in-
dex is denoted as j̄ = {σ̄ανps} and conforms to the rela-
tion of γj = γ∗

j̄
. The complex coefficients ηjν′ = ησανν′ps

arise from the spectral decomposition of reservoir corre-
lation functions; see Eq. (6).

To construct the formally closed HEOM in the hor-
izontal dimension, the reservoir correlation function is
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unraveled by a series of exponential functions as [46, 132]

Cσ
ανν′s(t− τ) =

P∑
p=1

Cσ
ανν′ps(t− τ) =

P∑
p=1

Cjν′(t− τ)

=

P∑
p=1

ηjν′ e−γj(t−τ). (6)

Here, M = P is the number of exponential basis func-
tions to unravel the reservoir memory. The decomposi-
tion of correlation functions in Eq. (6) can be realized by
employing the sum-over-poles expansion technique and
applying Cauchy’s residue theorem to the numerical eval-
uation of Eq. (3). At high temperatures, the Matsub-
ara [46] and the Padé [132, 133] spectrum decomposition
schemes demonstrate high accuracy and efficiency using
a few exponential functions, However, these methods be-
come increasingly expensive at low temperatures, as they
require a rather large P to to achieve a quantitatively ac-
curate description of the correlation function.

To close the hierarchy in a finite vertical dimension,
several truncation schemes (or terminators) have been
developed. These includes the zero-value truncation

scheme, which sets ρ
(L)
j1...jL

= 0 at the Lth tier, and the

time-derivative truncation scheme ρ̇
(L)
j1...jL

= 0 at Lth-

tier [134]. These truncation schemes yield accurate re-
sults, provided that numerical convergence with respect
to the truncation tier L is reached. However, these two
schemes exhibit slow convergence of the results with re-
spect to L in the treatment of strongly correlated OQS
[135], and occasionally encounter numerical instabilities
in simulating long-time dissipative dynamics [136]. In the
following subsections, we will review the recently devel-
oped numerical algorithms which effectively reduce the
truncation errors.

C. Handling Truncation Errors

The key to reducing the truncation error in the hor-
izontal dimension is to develop a spectrum decompo-
sition scheme that can precisely reproduce the low-
energy feature of reservoir correlation functions for low-
temperature environment by as few basis functions as
possible. Cui et al. have proposed the Fano spectrum de-
composition scheme which effectively reduces the residual
errors in the low-energy regime by introducing a few gen-
eralized Fano functions as a low-temperature improve-
ment to the Padé scheme [123]. The reservoir correlation
function is unraveled by

C(t− τ) = CPadé(t− τ) + CFano(t− τ)

=

P∑
p=1

ηp e
−γp(t−τ) +

Q∑
q=1

ηq (t− τ)mq e−γq(t−τ).

(7)

Here, Q is the number of polynomial exponential func-
tions given by the Fourier transform of the generalized
Fano functions and the total number of dissipation modes
in the Fano scheme is determined by M = P + Q. All
the superscripts/subscripts of C(t) is omitted for brevity.
The polynomial terms improve the performance of de-
composition over the Padé scheme in describing the slow-
decay of C(t) in the long-time regime. The numerical
benchmarks also demonstrate the superior efficiency of
the Fano scheme over the Padé scheme to unravel the
memory “kernel” for low-temperature environment [124].

Employing the Fano-based HEOM method, Zhang
et al. have explored the Kondo correlation features
and time-dependent charge transport of quantum impu-
rity systems embedded in low temperature environment.
[124] Zhuang et al. have simulated the asymmetric split-
ting of Kondo peak of a Co atom deposited on a Cu(100)
substrate in a spin-polarized STM setup [127].

Recently, Chen et al. have proposed the time-domain
Prony spectral fitting decomposition, which employs a
series of exponential functions as the basis functions to
unravel the real and imaginary parts of the reservoir cor-
relation function C(t), respectively, as follows [86]

C(t− τ) = Re [C(t− τ)] + i Im [C(t− τ)]

=

P∑
p=1

ξpe
−κp(t−τ) + i

Q∑
q=1

ζqe
−λq(t−τ). (8)

The total number of exponential functions used is M =
P + Q. For electron reservoirs with a Lorentzian-type
hybridization function, the real part of correlation func-
tion C(t) is a single exponential function, i.e., Re [C(t)] =
(ΓW/2) exp(−Wt); while its imaginary part can be eval-
uated with reference to the Prony fitting protocol as
detailed in Ref. [86]. The numerical benchmarks in
Fig. 2(b-e) demonstrate the superiority of the Prony
scheme over the Padé and Fano schemes for low temper-
atures, as evidenced by the significantly reduced resid-
ual error distributed tightly around zero energy and the
clearly resolved spin excitation feature in the I-V char-
acteristic.

Handling the truncation error in the vertical dimension
is more challenging and less explored than the spectrum
decomposition in the horizontal dimension. For generic
quantum impurity systems, Han et al. have analytically
demonstrated that the (n + L̄)th-tier zero-value trunca-
tion scheme with L̄ = 2NσNsNν yields the numerically
exact ADO from 0th-tier up to nth-tier [131], whereNσ =
2 for fermionic environments and Ns and Nν denote the
spin and impurity (orbital) degrees of freedom, respec-
tively. Although L̄ could be extremely large in practical
HEOM calculations, numerous works have reported that
a truncation tier L lower than L̄ still gives rise to nu-
merically accurate results [137–140]. In practical HEOM
calculations, the depth of truncation tier generally de-
pends on the strength of many-body correlations [135].
For instance, the zero-value terminator at a low trunca-
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tion tier L enables yielding sufficiently precise results in
a case of weak many-body correlation, while for strongly-
correlated OQS a deep L is necessary to obtain quanti-
tatively accurate results.

Recently, we have developed an adiabatic terminator
by decoupling the fastest principal dissipation mode from
the slower ones for the Lth-tier ADO [136]

ρ
(L)
j1...jL

= −i
∑
νs

[
Wjrνs â

σr
νs ρ

(L−1)
j1...jr−1jr+1...jL

+W†
jrνs

ρ
(L−1)
j1...jr−1jr+1...jL

âσr
νs

]
. (9)

Here, the reduced Liouville propagator Wjrνs explicitly
accounts for the exchange of a spin-s electron between
the νth impurity and the environment via the jrth dissi-
pation mode with â−νs = âνs and â+νs = â†νs.

To demonstrate the superiority of the adiabatic termi-
nator to the zero-value terminator, we carried out com-
prehensive benchmark tests on quantum impurity mod-
els. Figure 3(a) exhibits the hybridization energy E

SB
≡

⟨Ĥ
SB
⟩ calculated by the adiabatic and zero-value termi-

nators at different truncation tiers, respectively [136].
Compared with the zero-value terminator, the adiabatic
terminator converges more smoothly with respect to L.
Figure 3(b) shows the dynamic response of the quantum
impurity system to changing its energy levels. It is ev-
ident that the adiabatic terminator truncated at L = 3
yields accurate and stable evolution of E

SB
throughout

the entire dissipative dynamics, while the curves of the
zero-value terminator truncated at L = 3, 4 diverge after
a finite time. Ding et al. have employed the adiabatic ter-
minator to examine the convergence of the zero-frequency
impurity spectral function A0 of strongly correlated OQS
with varying system-environment coupling strengths Γ
[135], see Fig. 3(c). The curves calculated by the adia-
batic terminator at different L not only vary smoothly
with respect to Γ, as evidenced by the lines in Fig. 3(d),
but also agree reasonably well with the analytic results
predicted by the Friedel sum rule. In contrast, the zero-
value terminator gives rise to the unphysically oscillatory
lines.

D. System Fock Space Compression

As the truncation tier L and the size of system Fock
space increase, the computer memory required to save
the numerous ADO and the computation time grows
exponentially. To tackle this problem, the sparse ma-
trix technique has been employed to solve HEOM [134].
Based on this useful technique, we have developed the
subsystem HEOM method by discarding the high-energy
excited states of many-body OQS and then project-
ing the HEOM onto the low-energy subsystem [121].
To achieve this, we first define the projection opera-

tor P̂ =
∑Ñ

l=1 |l⟩⟨l| with {|l⟩} denoting the low-energy

eigenstates of Ĥ
S
. Here, the dimension of the subsys-

tem is represented by Ñ . We then replace the sys-
tem operators in Eq. (5) by the corresponding subsys-
tem operators, i.e., the annihilation and creation oper-
ators aσνs → ãσνs ≡ P̂ âσνsP̂ and the system Liouvillian

L
S
(·) → L̃

S
(·) ≡ [P̂ Ĥ

S
P̂ , (·)].

The subsystem HEOM method is applied to simu-
late the dI/dV spectrum of a single molecular junction
in an STM setup [121]. The junction is described by
the two-impurity Anderson model with a small magnetic
anisotropy energy (MAE). The numerical results demon-
strate that the subsystem HEOM substantially reduces
the number of ADO and significantly saves the computa-
tion cost. Moreover, for many-body OQS involving spin
excitations, the dI/dV spectra simulated by the subsys-

tem HEOM with a small Ñ show a highly agreement
with those simulated by the full-space HEOM. This is
probably because high-energy eigenstates of ĤS have lit-
tle contribution to the actual low-energy spin excitation
processes whose energy scale is orders of magnitude lower
than those associated with the charge excitations and
fluctuations.

E. Solving Stationary States and Dissipative
Dynamics

EOM-QUICK2 integrates an efficient and accurate
quantum propagator to simulate the dissipative dynam-
ics of generic many-body OQS. Before introducing this
newly proposed propagator, we revisit the HEOM pre-
sented in Eq. (5) and rewrite it in a compact form of

|ρ̇⟩⟩ = −iL |ρ⟩⟩. (10)

Here, |ρ⟩⟩ ≡ {ρ(n)j1...jn
;n = 0, 1, . . . , L} is a state vector

that represents RDO and all ADO, and L is the super-
operator which governs the time evolution of |ρ⟩⟩. There-
fore, simulating the dissipative dynamics of many-body
OQS is equivalent to solving the initial-value problem of
differential equations of Eq. (10), which is realized via the
following three-step protocol:

1) Prepare the initial state for the dynamic simu-
lation. HEOM-QUICK2 provides various choices
of initial states. Alternatively, one can employ
the stationary solver (will be introduced later) to
many-body OQS under the stationary condition
and takes the resulting RDO and ADO as the ini-
tial state;

2) Referring to the physical processes to be ex-
plored, impose external perturbations, e.g.,
time-dependent external fields, on the system-
environment composite at time t0;

3) Propagate HEOM by using the numerical algo-
rithms, such as the fourth-order Runge-Kutta
(RK4) or the Chebyshev algorithm [141, 142], until
reaching a new stationary state or the final time tf .
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( c )

E S
B
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 H E O M - Q U I C K ( v 1 )  L = 3
 H E O M - Q U I C K ( v 1 )  L = 4
 H E O M - Q U I C K ( v 2 )  L = 3
 H E O M - Q U I C K ( v 2 )  L = 4

( b )

FIG. 3: Benchmarks for the adiabatic terminator on quantum impurity models. (a) The hybridization energy ESB calculated
by the adiabatic terminators in HEOM-QUICK2 and by the zero-value terminator in HEOM-QUICK (version 1) at different
truncation tiers L, respectively [136] (Copyright from American Institute of Physics in 2021 with permission); (b) Time
evolution of ESB calculated by the two terminators for the two-impurity Anderson model whose energy levels are changed; (c)
Zero-frequency impurity spectral function A0 as a function of the system-reservoir coupling Γ for the single impurity Anderson
model. The blue dashed line represents the analytic results given by the Friedel sum rule at exact zero temperature. Panel
(d) magnifies the results of the adiabatic terminator in an intermediate Γ region [135] (Copyright from American Institute of
Physics in 2022 with permission)

During the simulation, HEOM-QUICK2 generates
auxiliary data files that record the RDO and ADO
at the pre-designated intermediate time instants.

The stationary state is a critical condition in the study
of equilibrium and nonequilibrium many-body OQS. One
way to solve the stationary state of Eq. (5) is to propa-
gates the many-body OQS from a given initial state to
the asymptotic limit of t → ∞. However, this strategy is
rather expensive, particularly for the Kondo-correlated
system because the formation time of Kondo state could
be extremely long [143].

When the many-body OQS reaches a stationary state,
the time derivative of the state vector is zero, i.e. |ρ̇⟩⟩ =
0, and Eq. (10) reduces to a set of coupled linear equa-
tions

L |ρ⟩⟩ = |b⟩⟩, (11)

where |b⟩⟩ = {1, 0, . . . , 0} is a vector with its first element
satisfying the normalization condition of trs

[
ρ(0)

]
= 1.

Consequently, a more efficient approach is to directly
solve Eq. (11) by the optimizer which uses a certain op-
timization algorithm, such as the transpose-free quasi-
minimal residue approach [144] or the block Jacobi it-
eration approach [145], to minimize the Euclidean norm
||L|ρ⟩⟩ − |b⟩⟩||. The obtained |ρ⟩⟩ then serves as the ini-
tial state for the subsequent time evolution simulations

or iterative stationary state calculations. In most cases,
these two approaches yield the same stationary results.
However, for some systems with bound states (localized
states decoupled with the environment), there may exist
multiple stationary solutions. In such cases, the station-
ary solution calculated by the time evolution method de-
pends on the choice of the initial state. Therefore, the
initial state should be carefully chosen in practice so that
the initial state is reasonably close to the target station-
ary state in the phase space.

The HEOM method is often applied to study the evo-
lution of stationary-state properties subject to the tuning
of energetic parameter of the system or environment. If
we have had knowledge of the stationary-state solution,
|ρ⟩⟩, of a known many-body OQS, the problem becomes
how to efficiently obtain a new stationary state |ρ′⟩⟩ for
the same system but subject to a small variation in its
parameters.

If the new state |ρ′⟩⟩ satisfies the following linear equa-
tions

L′ |ρ′⟩⟩ = |b⟩⟩ (12)

with the new superoperator L′, one can solve Eq. (12) by
taking |ρ⟩⟩ as the initial guess of the stationary optimizer.

An alternative approach is based on the perturbative
theory and regards the minor change as a perturbation
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to the known stationary-state solution [121]. The new
stationary state |ρ′⟩⟩ can be expanded as

|ρ′⟩⟩ ≃
k∑

m=0

|ρ[m]⟩⟩. (13)

Here, |ρ[0]⟩⟩ ≡ |ρ⟩⟩ is the zeroth-order approximation
and |ρ[m]⟩⟩ is the mth-order response, which satisfies the
following equation

L |ρ[m]⟩⟩+∆L |ρ[m−1]⟩⟩ = 0, (14)

where ∆L = L′−L is the difference between the hierar-
chical superoperators with and without the perturbation.
If the sum of all |ρ[m>k]⟩⟩ is negligibly small, the series
can be truncated at a sufficiently high order k and the
new stationary state is obtained approximately by iter-
atively solving the linear problem of Eq. (14) until the
convergence criterion is satisfied.

F. Acquiring System Observables and Response
Properties

With the knowledge of system states, we can evalu-
ate a variety of local observables and response properties
for many-body OQS. The expectation value of any op-
erator Ô(t) with arbitrary time dependence is calculated
by tracing over the degrees of freedom of the system-
environment composite

⟨Ô(t)⟩ = trT

[
Ô ρ

T
(t)
]
, (15)

where ρT(t) denotes the time-dependent density operator
of the total system. For local system operators, Eq. (15)

reduces to ⟨Ô(t)⟩ = trs[Ô ρ(0)(t)]; Meanwhile, ADO is in-
volved in calculating the expectation values of operators
with reservoir degrees of freedom. For example, the spin-
polarized electric current flowing into-α can be evaluated
as [46]

Iαs(t) ≡
d⟨N̂αs(t)⟩

dt
= −2

∑
ν,p

Im
{
trs
[
âνs ρ

+
ανps(t)

]}
,

(16)

where N̂αs =
∑

k d̂
†
αksd̂αks and {ρ+ανps} are the first-tier

ADO.

HEOM-QUCIK2 is also capable of evaluating system
response properties by using the linear response theory
within the framework of HEOM [146]. A representative
example is the system correlation function

CÂB̂(t) ≡ ⟨Â(t)B̂(0)⟩ = ⟨⟨Â(0)|G(t)|Bρst⟩⟩. (17)

Here, |ρst⟩⟩ = {ρ(n)j1...jn
;n = 0, 1, . . . , L} is a state vector

which represents the stationary state of many-boy OQS.

⟨⟨A| = {Â†, 0, . . . } and |Bρst⟩⟩ = {B̂ρ(0), B̂ρ
(1)
j1

, . . . } are

vectors with Â and B̂ being two system operators. G(t) =
e−iLt is the propagator for state vectors. The frequency-
resolved system correlation function is obtained by a half-
Fourier transform, i.e., C̃ÂB̂(ω) =

∫∞
0

dtCÂB̂(t) e
iωt.

In practice, HEOM-QUICK2 provides two protocols to
evaluate C̃ÂB̂(ω): The time-domain protocol is based on
the evolution of CÂB̂(t), and proceeds as follows:

1) Employ the stationary solver to obtain the station-
ary state |ρst⟩⟩ of many-body OQS;

2) Take the state vector |Bρst⟩⟩ as the initial state for
the time evolution with the propagator G(t);

3) Calculate the inner product between the state vec-
tors on the right-hand side of Eq. (17) and perform
the half-Fourier transform.

Alternatively, the frequency-domain protocol utilizes the
following relation

C̃ÂB̂(ω) =

∫ ∞

0

dt ⟨⟨Â(0)|G(t) eiωt|Bρst⟩⟩

= i⟨⟨Â(0)| (ω −L)
−1 |Bρst⟩⟩

= ⟨⟨Â(0)|X(ω)⟩⟩. (18)

For a given frequency ω, the state vector |X(ω)⟩⟩ is the
solution to the following linear equations

(ω −L) |X(ω)⟩⟩ = i|Bρst⟩⟩. (19)

In HEOM-QUICK2, C̃ÂB̂(ω) is obtained by using the
optimization algorithms to solve Eq. (19) and then cal-
culating the inner product in Eq. (18). It is noted that
these two protocols are equivalent in the linear response
regime.

To study the time-dependent response properties
C̃ÂB̂(ω, t) ≡

∫∞
0

dτ ⟨Â(t+ τ)B̂(t)⟩ eiωτ , HEOM-QUICK2
provides the following protocol: At a given time t, replace
the stationary state vector |ρst⟩⟩ in Eqs. (18) and (19) by
the time-dependent |ρ(t)⟩⟩ obtained from the dynamic
simulator, then solve the new linear equations Eq. (19)

for different ω and finally obtain C̃ÂB̂(ω, t).

III. CODE ARCHITECTURE

A. Overview of HEOM-QUICK2 Program
Framework

The overall framework of HEOM-QUICK2 consists
of the input/output (IO), preparation and computation
modules. We illustrate the architecture by exhibiting a
standard workflow for solving HEOM of a generic many-
body OQS; see Fig. 4. HEOM-QUICK2 first reads input
information (e.g. system and environmental parameters,
external fields, job control flags, etc.) through the IO
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Read input

Output results

Generate information 
on reservoirs

Build operators & 
system Hamiltonian

Determine sparsity 
pattern of ADOs

Allocate memory and 
build hierarchy

Initialize RDO & 
ADOs

Solve stationary 
state of system

Simulate dynamics 
of system

Calculate system 
response properties

Compute system 
local observables

Validate 
numerical results

Preparation 
module

Computation
module

IO module

Generate information 
on external fields

Output intermediate 
results and break-

point files

FIG. 4: The workflow and architecture of HEOM-QUICK2. The program consists of the IO (green), preparation (yellow)
and computation (blue) modules. First, the program reads input information through the IO module, and feeds them to the
preparation module where these input parameters are processed and necessary information about the system, environment and
external fields is generated for subsequent computations. The computation module implements accurate and efficient algorithms
to solve the stationary state and/or dissipative dynamics. The program also evaluates local observables and response properties
of the system and validates numerical results. Finally, the IO module records the details of the above workflow and outputs
intermediate and final results in auxiliary data files.

module, and feeds them to the preparation module where
these input parameters are processed and necessary in-
formation about the setting of simulation is generated
for subsequent computations. The computation module
implements accurate and efficient algorithms to solve sta-
tionary states and dissipative dynamics for the given sys-
tem. The program also employs the obtained RDO and
ADO to calculate local observables and response prop-
erties. Finally, the IO module generates auxiliary files
which save the details of the above workflow and calcu-
lated results.

B. Input/Output Module

The workflow begins with the IO module which reads
input information from an input file. Necessary statisti-
cal properties of environment should be defined in the in-
put file, including temperature, chemical potential, band
width, system-environment coupling strength, etc. The
construction of system Hamiltonian Ĥ

S
depends on the

target many-body OQS to be investigated. When study-
ing electronic structures of realistic many-body OQS, one
can extract the energetic parameters of the system and
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environment from quantum chemistry calculations. For
example, the system-environment coupling can be ex-
tracted from the DFT calculation on projected density
of states [101, 126, 127], and the MAE of a nanomag-
net can be calculated by the post Hartree-Fock methods
[99, 125, 128, 147]. The parameters of applied exter-
nal fields and job control flags should also be specified.
During solving stationary states or dissipative dynamics,
HEOM-QUICK2 saves the intermediate results in break-
point files which can be used in the subsequent HEOM
calculations. At the end of calculations, the IO module
outputs the details of the entire workflow and final results
of many-body OQS.

C. Preparation Module

Processing the information passing from the IO mod-
ule, the preparation module builds the system’s annihi-
lation (creation) operators and spin operators in matrix
form. The system Hamiltonian can be explicitly built
as a result of the matrix product of these system oper-
ators. The spectrum decomposition of the environment
correlation functions is implemented by employing the
efficient schemes reviewed in Sec. II C. When the sparse
matrix technique is employed in this workflow, the spar-
sity pattern of ADO will be determined before allocat-
ing computer memory. The hierarchy structure is then
built by enumerating and indexing the RDO and ADO of
each tier of the hierarchy. The program fully takes into
account the fermionic anticommuting relation to fulfill
the correct fermionic statistic. Finally, the preparation
module initializes the RDO and ADO according to the
configuration of job control flags before entering into the
computation module.

D. Computation Module

Taking the RDO and ADO passing from the prepara-
tion module as the initial state, the computation module
implements highly efficient algorithms to either solve sta-
tionary states or simulate dissipative dynamics of many-
body OQS. The obtained system state will be used to
calculate response properties and local observables.

IV. FUNCTIONALITY AND NUMERICAL
EXAMPLES

A. Building Quantum Impurity Models

We exemplify the construction of a quantum impu-
rity model for an adsorbed nanomagnet in the SP-STM
setup, and the input file for the HEOM-QUICK2 pro-
gram is shown in Fig. 5. that simulates the exploration
of an adsorbed nanomagnet in the SP-STM setup. The
nanomagnet is in the presence of an external magnetic

field in the z-direction, and a non-zero bias voltage is
applied to the tip. The total OQS is described by an ex-
tended two-impurity Anderson impurity model, and the
system Hamiltonian consists of three parts

Ĥ
S
(t) = Ĥch + Ĥspin + Ĥext(t). (20)

Here, Ĥch determines the system’s charge state

Ĥch =
∑
νs

ϵνsn̂νs +
∑
ν

Uν n̂ν↑n̂ν↓

+ U12n̂1n̂2 + t12
∑
s

[
â†1sâ2s +H.c.

]
. (21)

Here, we define the occupancy operator n̂νs = â†νsâνs
for the spin-s electron with the on-site energy ϵνs and
n̂ν =

∑
s n̂νs for impurity-ν(ν = 1, 2). Uν is the on-

site Coulomb repulsion energy for impurity-ν, and U12

and t12 are the inter-impurity Coulomb repulsion and
hopping energies, respectively.

With the aid of the creation and annihilation opera-
tors, the spin operators associated with impurity-ν are
expressed as Ŝν = 1

2

∑
s,s′ â

†
νsσss′ âνs′ = {Ŝνx, Ŝνy, Ŝνz},

and Ŝ =
∑

ν Ŝν = {Ŝx, Ŝy, Ŝz} is the total spin opera-
tor of the multi-impurity system. Here, σ = {σx, σy, σz}
represents the vector of Pauli matrices. The spin-spin
interaction Hamiltonian term

Ĥspin = J12 Ŝ1 · Ŝ2 + D̃12(3Ŝ1zŜ2z − Ŝ1 · Ŝ2) + Ĥsoc
S

(22)

takes into account both the Heisenberg spin-exchange J12
and the dipolar coupling D̃12 between two impurities.
The last term describes the zero-field splitting for mag-
netic impurity systems with magnetic anisotropy induced
by spin-orbit coupling (SOC) represented by

Ĥsoc
S

= DŜ2
z + E(Ŝ2

x − Ŝ2
y). (23)

Here, D and E are the axial and in-plane MAE’s of the
nanomagnet and can be evaluated via

D = Dzz −
1

2
(Dxx +Dyy), E =

1

2
(Dxx −Dyy) (24)

{Dii} with i = x, y, z are the diagonal elements of the
magnetic anisotropy tensor D which can be obtained
from ab initio calculations.

In experiments, some external fields (such as the time-
dependent gate voltage and magnetic field, etc) can be
applied to the local impurity system which leads to an
additional external field term Ĥext in the system Hamil-
tonian. Consider a static magnetic field Bν and a time-
dependent gate voltage ϵ̃νs(t) both applied on impurity-
ν. The influence of such external fields reads

Ĥext(t) =
∑
νs

ϵ̃νs(t)n̂νs + gµBBν · Ŝν . (25)
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3 ! solve |ρst⟩⟩
3 ! L
0 ! Ppade(deactive)
2 ! Nν
2 ! Ns
2 ! Nα

5.0d05.0d0 ! WL,WR
1.0d-1 1.0d-1 1.0d- 1.0d2 -2 ! Γ1L,Γ2L,Γ1R,Γ2R(deactive)
1.0d-3 1.0d-3 ! TL, TR

1.0d0.0d00.0d0 - 1.0d1 -1 ! µ↑L, µ↓L, µ↑R, µ↓R
1.0d3 ! tend
1.0d-2 ! ∆t

! energetic parameters of two-impurity Anderson model
$para4 e1up = -1.0d0 e1down = -1.0d0 uu1 = 2.0d0

e2up = -1.0d0 e2down = -1.0d0 uu2 = 2.0d0
u12 = 0.0d0 t12 = 0.0d0 J12 = -0.5d0 $end

! time-dependent bias voltage
$field fieldtype = 0 $end ! µsα(t) = µsα[1− e−t/τc,sα ]
1.0d-20 1.0d-20 1.0d-20 1.0d-20 ! τc,↑L, τc,↓L, τc,↑R, τc,↓R
! spin-specific impurity-reservoir coupling Γνsα

! spinless coupling Γνα is deactivated
$bathcorr lspcor = .true. $end
1.0d-1 1.0d-1 1.0d-1 1.0d-1 ! Γ1↑L,Γ2↑L,Γ1↓L,Γ2↓L

state propertiesoutput some steady

6.0d-2 3.0d-2 5.0d-2 2.0d-2 ! Γ1↑R,Γ2↑R,Γ1↓R,Γ2↓R

occupation:

! local magnetic field applied on each impurity

spin up = 1.322830 ! ⟨n̂1↑ + n̂2↑⟩

$spin3d lspin3d = .true. lbfield3d = .true. $end

down = 0.678415 ! ⟨n̂1↓ + n̂2↓⟩

3d magnetic field

steady electric current:

0.0d0 0.0d0 1.5d-2 ! Bx, By, Bz

810799 nAjleft = -121. ! I↑L + I↓L

! magnetic anisotropy term

! I↑R + I↓R

$zfs lzfs = .true.

spin current:

d_xx = 0.0d0 ! Dxx

002678 nAjleftu = -62. ! I↑L

d_yy = 0.0d0 ! Dyy

808120 nAjleftd = -59. ! I↓L

d_zz = 1.0d-2 $end ! Dzz

! I↑R

! job information

! I↓R

! use sparse matrix technique and Prong fitting scheme

ch orbital:spin moment of ea

! Padé scheme is deactivated
$jobinfo lsparse = .true. $end

iorbs, <Sx_i>, <Sy_i>, <Sz_i>

psfjob = .true. itype_psf = 1 $end

0.1603710.00.01 ! ⟨Ŝ1,x⟩, ⟨Ŝ1,y⟩, ⟨Ŝ1,z⟩

! itype_psf = 1 for Tα = 0.001 eV

0.1618370.00.02 ! ⟨Ŝ2,x⟩, ⟨Ŝ2,y⟩, ⟨Ŝ2,z⟩

! convergence criterion for calculations

<Sx∧2>, <Sy∧2>, <Sz∧2>, <S∧2>

$converge maxit0 = 10000 crit = 1.0d-7 $end

1.895950.637350 ! ⟨Ŝ2
x⟩, ⟨Ŝ2

y⟩, ⟨Ŝ2
z ⟩, ⟨Ŝ2⟩

! calculate impurity spectral function at ω = 0

jorbs,iorbs, <S_i * S_j>

$dos ldos = .true. lfreq_dos = .true.

1 .22273602 ! ⟨Ŝ1 · Ŝ2⟩

crit_dos = 1.0d-7 maxit_dos = 10000
iorbs_dos = 1 ispin_dos = 1 freq_dos = 0.d0 $end

! adopt the adiabatic terminator
$adiabatic lad = .true. $end
! output tapefiles after nresume = 100 steps
! only active for time evolution
$resume icount = 0 nresume = 100 $end

(active)

Output fileInput file

V

Substrate

Tip

𝑩𝒛

𝐷௭௭

|S=1⟩

|𝑚௦ =1⟩

|𝑚௦ =-1⟩

|𝑚௦ =0⟩

jrightu = 61.744903 nA
jrightd = 60.067500 nA

jright = 121.812403 nA

total spin-square moment:

S12

S2 0.62124950.637350

FIG. 5: The left panel shows the standard input file for calculating the stationary state of a nanomagnet adsorbed on the
substrate in the SP-STM setup. The molecular junction is described by the extended two-impurity Anderson model with
local magnetic anisotropy. The influence of SP-tip on the local impurities is explicitly taken into account by the spin-specific
system-reservoir couplings. A static magnetic field along the z-direction is applied to each impurity. The right panel exhibits
some important system properties, including the occupation number ⟨n̂νs⟩, the spin-polarized current Iαs, the spin moment

⟨Ŝν,(x,y,z)⟩ and the spin correlation ⟨Ŝ1 · Ŝ2⟩, etc. The hierarchy with the adiabatic terminator is truncated at L = 2. The
nonzero energetic parameters adopted are (in units of eV): ϵνs = −1.0 for all {νs}, U1 = U2 = 2.0, J12 = −0.5, D = 0.01,
gµBBz = 0.015, ΓνsL = 0.01 for all {νs}, Γ1↑R = 0.06,Γ2↑R = 0.03,Γ1↓R = 0.05,Γ2↓R = 0.02, µsL = 0, µsR = 0.1, Tα = 0.001,
and Wα = 5.0 for all {αs}. The program provides both the natural and the atomic units. In the natural unit, the electric
current is in nA when the energy is in eV.

Here, ϵ̃νs(t) modulates the impurity level ϵνs and re-
sults in the charge fluctuations, while the magnetic field
Bν ≡ {Bx

ν , B
y
ν , B

z
ν} induces the Zeeman splitting and

spin polarization. g and µ
B

denote the gyromagnetic
factor and the Bohr magneton, respectively.

In HEOM-QUICK2, the fermionic environment is
modeled by a collection of non-interacting electronic
reservoirs whose correlation function includes all infor-
mation of the environment. As reviewed in Sec. II C, the
program has integrated high-performance spectrum de-
composition schemes, which are applicable to environ-
ments covering a wide temperature range (e.g. from room

temperature to liquid nitrogen or even liquid helium tem-
perature).

HEOM-QUICK2 has several preset types of time-
dependent bias voltages i.e., the exponential voltage

V (t) = V0 [1− exp (−t/τc)] , (26)

the sinusoidal voltage

V (t) = V0 sin (2πt/tc) , (27)
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and the delta-pulse voltage

V (t) = V0 δ(t). (28)

Here, V0 measures the magnitude of the bias voltage and
τc denotes the characteristic time, and δ(t) describes the
duration of the pulse voltage (pulse width), respectively.

By carefully setting proper system models and environ-
mental parameters, HEOM-QUICK2 is capable of simu-
lating realistic many-body OQS involving diverse types of
electron-electron and spin-spin interactions in the pres-
ence of external field. As an example, we employ the
two-impurity Anderson model in Fig. 5 to model the sin-
gle molecular junction in the SP-STM setup. A static
magnetic field along the z-direction is applied to each
impurity. We explicitly take into account spin-specific
impurity-reservoir coupling to characterize the influence
of the spin-polarized tip on different spins of local impu-
rities. The optimizer is applied to solve the stationary
state of the impurity system and the hierarchy with the
adiabatic terminator is truncated at L = 3.

B. Representative Applications of HEOM-QUICK2

The program evaluates a variety of important system
properties in the stationary-state calculations, including:

• Spin-polarized electric current flowing into
reservoir-α

Iαs = −2
∑

ν,p Im
{
trs
[
âνs ρ

+
ανps

]}
,

• Occupancy of spin-s electrons on impurity-ν

⟨n̂νs⟩ = trs[n̂νs ρ
(0)],

• Spin moment of impurity-ν in different directions

⟨Ŝν,(x,y,z)⟩ = trs[Ŝν,(x,y,z) ρ
(0)],

• Spin-spin correlation

⟨Ŝ1 · Ŝ2⟩ = trs[Ŝ1 · Ŝ2 ρ
(0)],

• Internal energy of impurity

ES ≡ ⟨ĤS⟩ = trs[ĤS ρ
(0)],

• Impurity-reservoir hybridization energy

E
SB

≡ ⟨Ĥ
SB
⟩ = 2

∑
α,ν,p,s Re

{
trs[âνs ρ

+
ανps]

}
.

Some of them are exhibited in the output file of Fig. 5.
The program also supports the evaluation of the user-
defined system properties.

HEOM-QUICK2 also allows for calculating the re-
sponse properties of many-body OQS, including:

• Correlation function

Câ†
νsâνs

(t) = ⟨â†νs(t)âνs(0)⟩,

• Lesser Green’s function

G<
νs(ω) = 2iRe

{∫∞
0

Câ†
νsâνs

(t) eiωtdt
}
,

• Retarded Green’s function

Gr
νs(ω) = −i

∫∞
0

{Câνsâ
†
νs
(t) + [Câ†

νsâνs
(t)]∗} eiωtdt,

• Self-energy due to electron-electron interactions

Σνs(ω) = ω − Σ
B
(ω)− [Gr

νs(ω)]
−1,

with ΣB(ω) being the reservoir-induced self-energy

• Time-dependent spectral function

Aνs(ω, t) =
1
2π

∫ +∞
−∞ dτ eiωτ ⟨{âνs(t+ τ), â†νs(t)}⟩T .

Based on these observables as well as the response prop-
erties, one can characterize the stationary state or sim-
ulate the reduced dynamics of the many-body OQS, as
demonstrated by the following applications.

Application 1 – Reproducing spin excitation
signatures in differential conductance spectra

Recent experiments have explored spin excitations for
a variety of atomic or molecular junctions. Figure 6(a)
illustrates the spin-flip excitations in a single molecular
junction described by quantum impurity model. A spin-
down electron flows from the substrate into an impu-
rity (orbital), and meanwhile a spin-up electron on the
same impurity (orbital) tunnels into the STM tip. This
leads to spin-flip on the local impurity and thus triggers
the excitation from the Zeeman state |↑↑⟩ to |↑↓⟩. To
activate such inelastic spin excitations, external energy
sources, such as a bias voltage, are generally required to
overcome the energy gap between the two local Zeenman
states. Consequently, the spin-flip excitations generally
lead to the inelastic electron tunneling signatures in the
measured dI/dV spectra, as manifested by the step-like
line shapes at finite bias voltages corresponding to the
excitation energy.
The experimentally measured spin excitation energies

∆E can, indeed, be as low as a few meV or even at the
sub-meV level [112, 113, 148–150]. This energy scale is
several orders of magnitude lower than those associated
with charge transfer between the system and its envi-
ronment. HEOM-QUICK (version 1) combined with the
ab initio method was employed to study the inelastic
tunneling signatures of such low-energy spin excitations
in realistic single molecular junctions [99, 100, 125, 151].
However, the values of ∆E has to be scaled up by several
times or even orders of magnitude, because a sufficiently
low temperature must be adopted in the simulation to
resolve the step-like lineshape of in the dI/dV spectra.
To demonstrate the improvement of HEOM-QUICK2,

we revisit the previous simulation by HEOM-QUICK
(version 1) for the dI/dV spectra of a dehydrogenated
FePc/Au(111) junction [100]. The junction is repre-
sented by a two-impurity Anderson model connected
with two reservoirs. The FePC molecule is described by
the Hamiltonian of Eq. (20) with nonzero MAE. The axial
and in-plane MAE takes the unscaled values measured in
the STM experiment, i.e., D = −13.0 meV and E = 2.2
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FIG. 6: The revisit of the differential conductance spectra of a dehydrogenated FePc/Au(111) junction [121]. (Copyright
from AIP in 2023 with permission) Panel (a) illustrates the inelastic electron cotunneling process responsible for the spin-flip
excitation from the Zeeman state |↑↑⟩ to |↑↓⟩. Panel (b) gives an energy diagram for the local spin-triplet states of the molecular
magnet [148]. Here, the local spin states of the system are denoted as |S,ms⟩. The dI/dV spectra in (c) are calculated by
HEOM-QUICK (version 1) (dash lines) and HEOM-QUICK2 (solid lines) for a two-impurity Anderson model with the scaled
MAE (D = −102.7meV and E = 17meV) and unscaled MAE (D = −13meV and E = 2.2meV), respectively. The blue lines
use the upper and right axes, and the red lines use the bottom and left axes. The numerical data [blue dashed line in (c)]
obtained by HEOM-QUICK are extracted from Ref. [100] (Copyright 2019 American Institute of Physics). The hierarchy is
truncated at L = 2 in HEOM-QUICK2 calculations. The other nonzero energetic parameters adopted are (in units of eV):
ϵ1s = −2.55, ϵ2s = −2.77 for all {s}, U1 = 4.8, U2 = 4.85, Γ1sR = 0.06 and Γ2sR = 0.1 for all {s}, ΓνsL = 0.01 for all {νs},
Tα = 0.00064 and Wα = 5.0 for all {α}.

meV [152]. Figure 6(b) depicts the energy diagram and
corresponding excitation energies among the local spin-
triplet states of the molecular magnet.

Figure 6(c) depicts the dI/dV spectra calculated for
the scaled and unscaled MAE, respectively. With the
unscaled MAE, an overall symmetric lineshape with
four steps is clearly exhibited at V1,± = ±5mV and
V2,± = ±15mV, respectively. Each step corresponds to a
voltage-driven spin excitation within the single molecu-
lar junction and the voltage amplitudes |V1,±| and |V2,±|
agree closely with the two theoretical excitation energies,
E1 = 2E and E2 = |D| + E, respectively. The dI/dV
spectra calculated with the scaled MAE are also shown
in Fig. 6(c). The overall line shape and positions of the
steps are similar to the spectrum calculated with the un-
scaled MAE, given the same scaling is applied to the
voltage.

Application 2 – Simulating the long-time formation
of Kondo states

Exploring real-time dynamics of strongly correlated
states in many-body OQS holds fundamental importance
for understanding the mechanisms behind the numer-
ous exotic quantum phenomena and for realizing the on-
demand quantum control. Recent experimental advance-
ments have enabled the precise measurement on the evo-

lution of local electronic states, particularly under the
influence of time-dependent external fields and dissipa-
tive environments [114, 154–161].
To demonstrate the numerical performance of HEOM-

QUICK2 for simulating the dissipative dynamics, we ex-
plore the spin relaxation process of a strongly correlated
OQS described by a single Anderson impurity model,
which was previously studied by the TDNRG method
[11]. The two-step dynamic simulation proceeds as fol-
lows:

1) Initially, a free impurity is decoupled from the
reservoir, i.e. Γ = 0. The impurity levels of spin
states |↑⟩ and |↓⟩ are populated at the Fermi level
ϵ↑ = 0 and ϵ↓ = Γ0, respectively. Carry out
the stationary-state calculation to obtain the ini-
tial state for the subsequent time evolution.

2) At time t0, the system-reservoir coupling is
switched on, i.e. Γ = Γ0, and the impurity en-
ergy levels are simultaneously shifted to ϵ↑ = ϵ↓ =
−U/2. Employ the dynamic simulator to propa-
gate the systems freely from the prepared initial
state until the final time tf . The program evalu-
ates and records the spin properties of the system.

For a wide range of impurity-reservoir coupling
strength, the resulting time evolution of magnetization
⟨Sz⟩ = 1

2 ⟨n̂↑ − n̂↓⟩ in Fig. 7(a) and (b) agrees closely
with the original TDNRG results shown in Fig. 7(c)
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FIG. 7: Time-dependent magnetization ⟨Sz(t)⟩ of an single impurity Anderson model with different Coulomb interaction
energy U . The panels (a) and (b) depict results calculated by HEOM with the adiabatic terminator truncated at L = 3, while
the panels (c) and (d) display the TDNRG results extracted from Ref. [11]. (Copyright from APS in 2005 with permission) In
the left panels the magnetization curves are plotted verse tΓ and in the right panels the curves are replotted verse t TK. The
Kondo temperature is evaluated by TK =

√
ΓU/2 e−πU/8Γ+πΓ/2U [153]. The results of HEOM-QUICK2 agree closely with the

zero-temperature results obtained by the TDNRG method.

and (d). Such an agreement highlights the numerical
accuracy and reliability of HEOM-QUICK2 to investi-
gate the long-time dissipative dynamics of strongly corre-
lated OQS. Moreover, two distinct time scales are clearly
visible for spin relaxation. Scaling the time with 1/Γ
yields a universal short-time relaxation, and the long-
time relaxation is governed by the Kondo time scale
1/TK. Here, the Kondo temperature TK is evaluated

by TK =
√

ΓU/2 e−πU/8Γ+πΓ/2U for the symmetric An-
derson model [153]. Such a universality in time scales
for spin relaxation may implicate certain physical mech-
anism that remains to be explored.

We now consider the continuous weakening of the
Kondo state triggered by a switch-on spin-exchange in-
teraction in quantum impurity systems coupled to a sin-
gle reservoir. The system is described by a two-impurity
Anderson model of Eq. (20). To monitor the evolution of
the Kondo state, we examine the full spectrum of time-
dependent impurity spectral functions Aνs(ω, t) at sev-
eral carefully selected time instants. The spectral func-
tion provides a comprehensive description of the density
of states of the impurity system. The height of Kondo
peak residing in the low energy region characterizes the
strength of Kondo correlation. The calculation proceeds
in three steps as follows:

1) Initially, there is no inter-impurity spin-exchange
interaction in the impurity system. Solve the sta-
tionary state of the system and take it as initial
state for the subsequent dynamic simulation.

2) At time t0, a ferromagnetic spin-exchange interac-

tion V̂ = J Ŝ1 · Ŝ2 switches on. Propagate the
impurity system freely from the initial state until
the final time tf . The program records the inter-
mediate |ρ(t)⟩⟩ at the pre-designated time instants.

3) Employ |ρ(t)⟩⟩ to evaluate the time-dependent im-
purity spectral function Aνs(ω, t) at each time in-
stant.

Figure 8 exhibits the relaxation dynamics of Kondo
states. Before imposing the spin-exchange interaction V̂
at time t0, the local spin states of each impurity are fully
screened by the conducting electrons in the reservoir. It
is evidenced by the sharp resonance peak around ω = 0 in
the full spectra of A1↑(ω, t); see Figure 8(b). Driven by

the ferromagnetic interaction V̂ , the initially separated
local impurity spins undergo a merging process, gradu-
ally forming a local high-spin state during the relaxation
process. Subsequently, the electron spins in the reser-
voir realign themselves in order to screen the local high
spin. However, such screening is not complete because
of the insufficient screening channels, and thus the dis-
sipative relaxation ultimately yields the underscreened
Kondo states [162, 163]. Consequently, the Kondo corre-
lation associated with each impurity is weakened contin-
ually, as indicated by the progressively reduced resonance
peak centered at ω = 0 and the spectra A1↑(ω, t) of the
chosen time instants in Figure 8(b).

Application 3 – Simulating the long-time formation
of spin-spin correlation

We employ HEOM-QUICK2 to simulate the formation
of the spin state of a single molecular junction in the
STM setup [121]. The junction is described by the two-
impurity Anderson model with a nonzero inter-impurity
Heisenberg exchange interaction which gives rise to an
energy gap ∆E = |J | between the singlet and triplet
states of the molecular magnet. The time evolution of lo-
cal spin states is characterized by the square of spin angu-
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FIG. 8: (a) Time-dependent impurity spectral functions A1↑(ω = 0, t) calculated for a two-impurity Anderson model with
ferromagnetic exchange interaction. Specifically, t = 0 is the time instants when ferromagnetic interaction switches on imme-
diately between the two impurities. Panel (b) shows the full spectrum of A1↑(ω, t) at a number of time instants (marked by
colored crosses in the panel (a)). The stationary-state impurity spectral function is taken as the result of A1↑(ω, t) at t → ∞.
The hierarchy with the adiabatic terminator is truncated at L = 3. The nonzero energetic parameters adopted are (in units of
eV): ϵνs = −1.0 for all {νs}, U1 = U2 = 2.0, J12 = −0.5, Γνs = 0.6 for all {νs}, T = 0.001 and W = 4.0.

lar momentum ⟨Ŝ2⟩ = trS [Ŝ
2ρS ] and the time-dependent

impurity spectral functions Aνs(ω, t), respectively. The
calculation is performed in three steps as follows:

1) Solve the stationary state of the system in the ab-
sence of a bias voltage and take it as the initial
state for the subsequent time evolution.

2) Impose a bias voltage |V | > ∆E across the reser-
voirs at time t0 to activate the spin excitations be-
tween the singlet and triplet states. The program
records the intermediate |ρ(t)⟩⟩ at chosen time in-
stants.

3) Employ |ρ(t)⟩⟩ to evaluate the time-dependent im-
purity spectral function Aνs(ω, t) at each time in-
stant.

Figure 9(a) depicts the time evolution of the local spin
states. Before switching on the bias voltage at t0, the sys-
tem stays in a spin-triplet state with ⟨Ŝ2⟩ = 1.97. This
is justified by Fig. 9(b), where a single peak at ω ≈ ϵ0
emerges in the spectral function corresponding to the
local spin-triplet state. During the subsequent dissipa-
tive dynamics of the system, the spin excitation from the
triplet state to the singlet state is activated by the bias
voltage, as indicated by the decrease of ⟨Ŝ2⟩ to the fi-
nal value of 1.76. Meanwhile the intensity of the main
spectral peak is weakened gradually; while the satellite
peak corresponding to the spin excited state emerges at
ω ≈ ϵ0 + |J | and becomes prominent; see Fig. 9(b).

V. CONCLUSION AND PERSPECTIVE

We have reviewed the recent theoretical and numerical
efforts on the development of fermionic HEOM method,

which finally give rise to a general-purpose simulator
HEOM-QUCIK2 for fermionic many-body OQS. The
code architecture has been introduced in detail. This
is followed by the representative applications that exem-
plify the high performance of HEOM-QUICK2. This pro-
gram features more efficient solvers for stationary states,
more accurate treatment of the non-Markovian environ-
mental memory, and the improved numerical convergence
and stability for longtime dissipative dynamics. Further-
more, the unprecedented precision achieved by HEOM-
QUICK2 enables accurate simulations of low-energy spin
excitations and coherent spin relaxation processes. The
development of HEOM-QUICK2 represents a significant
advancement in the field of quantum statistical dynam-
ics, offering a powerful and comprehensive tool for study-
ing many-body OQS. We believe that it is promising for
HEOM-QUICK2 to set precise benchmarks of for other
quantum dynamics software for studying the fermionic
many-body OQS.

The primary challenge that HEOM-QUICK2 encoun-
ters is the “exponential wall” in the treatment of complex
many-body OQS with a large N . To overcome this chal-
lenge and make substantial advancements in future de-
velopments, it is crucial to combine the HEOM method
with cutting-edge numerical algorithms. This integra-
tion is essential for effectively reducing the computational
costs, thus paving the way to “break the wall” and ulti-
mately achieving high-performance computing for com-
plex many-body OQS. Recently, the low-rank tensor de-
composition has aroused a continuously growing inter-
est. One representative example is the matrix product
state (MPS) technique, which decomposes the higher-
order tensors with multiple indices into a product form
of the lower-order tensor with fewer indices. Several stud-
ies have successfully combined the HEOM method with



17

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
1.75

1.80

1.85

1.90

1.95

2.00

t

t0=0

t1=1.5×10
4

t2=3.5×10
4

t3=1.0×10
5

-3.8

-3.7

-3.6

-3.5

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

t0

t1

t2

t3
∞

ω
t

A
1↑
(ω
)�
Γ

(a) (b)

×10
5

FIG. 9: (a) Time evolution of ⟨Ŝ2⟩ for the two-impurity Anderson model driven by a bias voltage switched on at t = 0 [121].
Panel (b) shows A1↑(ω, t) at a number of time instants (marked by colored crosses in the panel (a)). The stationary-state
impurity spectral function is taken as the result of A1↑(ω, t) at t → ∞. The hierarchy is truncated at L = 2. The nonzero
energetic parameters adopted are (in units of eV): ϵνs = −3.6 for all {νs}, U1 = 4.6, U2 = 4.5, J12 = −0.05, ΓνsL = 0.005 and
ΓνsR = 0.0025 for all {νs}, µsL = 0, µsR = −0.2 for all {s}, Tα = 0.001, and Wα = 5.0. (Copyright from AIP in 2022 with
permission)

the MPS technique, enabling simulations of dissipative
dynamics in many-body OQS [55, 58, 61, 164–168]. The
recent development of artificial intelligence [169–173] and
quantum computing techniques [174–177] have also pro-
vided new insights into the dynamics of many-body OQS.
It remains to explore novel HEOM theoretical frame-
works applicable to artificial neural networks and quan-
tum computing.

Recently, the ESR spectroscopy for single molecules
has been realized in the STM setup by invoking the radio-
frequency voltages. The STM-ESR technique has greatly
improved the energy resolution (<1 µeV) in the measure-
ment of spin-spin interactions [114, 115]. The integra-
tion of STM with pump-probe techniques has enabled
the time-resolved measurement and control of local spin
states [158, 160, 161]. These experimental progress also
presents new challenges to the numerical precision of the
HEOM method.

In future, our attention will be devoted to the com-
bination of the HEOM method and the MPS technique
to explore more intricate dissipative dynamics in many-
body OQS. We are also attempting to construct fermionic
HEOM by using the artificial neural network techniques
and quantum computing algorithms to accelerate the
HEOM computation. Furthermore, we plan to carry

out a systematic benchmark on the performance among
some latest efficient truncation schemes [178–180], and
plant the superior ones in a future version of our pro-
gram. These approaches are expected to substantially
reduce computational cost and extend the applicability
of HEOM to the future frontier of theoretical and ex-
perimental researches, including the time-resolved mea-
surement and manipulation of spin states, simulating the
signal of STM-ESR spectroscopy with extremely high en-
ergy resolution and the on-demand control of spin qubits
at the atomic scale.
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[38] L. Mühlbacher and E. Rabani, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100,

176403 (2008).

[39] A. Strathearn, P. Kirton, D. Kilda, J. Keeling, and
B. W. Lovett, Nat. Commun. 9, 3322 (2018).

[40] E. Ye and G. K.-L. Chan, J. Chem. Phys. 155, 044104
(2021).

[41] J. Thoenniss, A. Lerose, and D. A. Abanin, Phys. Rev.
B 107, 195101 (2023).

[42] G. Stefanucci and S. Kurth, Nano Lett. 15, 8020 (2015).
[43] D. Jacob, Journal of Physics: Condensed Matter 30,

354003 (2018).
[44] Y. Tanimura and R. Kubo, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 58, 101

(1989).
[45] Y.-a. Yan, F. Yang, Y. Liu, and J. Shao, Chem. Phys.

Lett. 395, 216 (2004).
[46] J. Jin, X. Zheng, and Y. Yan, J. Chem. Phys. 128,

234703 (2008).
[47] Q. Shi, L. Chen, G. Nan, R.-X. Xu, and Y. Yan, J.

Chem. Phys. 130, 084105 (2009).
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