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Understanding the dynamics of dissipative quantum systems, particularly beyond the weak coupling approx-
imation, is central to various quantum applications. While numerically exact methods provide accurate solu-
tions, they often lack the analytical insight provided by theoretical approaches. In this study, we employ the
recently-developed method dubbed the effective Hamiltonian theory to understand the dynamics of system-bath
configurations without resorting to a perturbative description of the system-bath coupling energy. Through a
combination of mapping steps and truncation, the effective Hamiltonian theory offers both analytical insights
into signatures of strong couplings in open quantum systems and a straightforward path for numerical simula-
tions. To validate the accuracy of the method, we apply it to two canonical models: a single spin immersed in
a bosonic bath and two noninteracting spins in a common bath. In both cases, we study the transient regime
and the steady state limit at nonzero temperature, and spanning system-bath interactions from the weak to the
strong regime. By comparing the results of the effective Hamiltonian theory with numerically exact simulations,
we show that although the former overlooks non-Markovian features in the transient equilibration dynamics, it
correctly captures non-perturbative bath-generated couplings between otherwise non-interacting spins as ob-
served in their synchronization dynamics and correlations. Altogether, the effective Hamiltonian theory offers
a powerful approach to understanding strong coupling dynamics and thermodynamics, capturing the signatures

of such interactions in both relaxation dynamics and in the steady state limit.

I. INTRODUCTION

The progress in experimental platforms, such as cold
atoms [1-6] and nitrogen-vacancy centers in diamond [7, 8],
has enabled fundamental studies of quantum systems with
coherence periods that can be maintained over extended
timescales. However, even with the remarkable control
achieved in such systems, it is only in specific scenarios that
one can ignore the environmental effects on a generic quan-
tum system. Indeed, in emerging quantum technologies with
applications in, e.g., computation, the noise is an ever-present
effect that is considered a hindrance towards efficient imple-
mentations [9].

There exists, in turn, a present interest in understanding
environmental effects in quantum systems. Such is the case
in, for instance, biological systems and light-harvesting com-
plexes [10]. Emerging technologies such as thermal ma-
chines [11-17], which operate in the quantum regime, also
require a deep understanding of system-environment effects
for efficient operation. Moreover, light-matter interactions be-
tween the vacuum fluctuations and a material placed inside
the cavity provides a new scheme in controlling/engineering
material/molecular properties [18-24]. An important remark
is that in most of these cases, the system-environment inter-
action energy cannot be regarded as an asymptotically weak
parameter in the configuration. This limits the applicability of
standard perturbative open quantum systems theory [25].
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This brings us to the topic of strongly coupled open quan-
tum systems [26]. In the long time limit, a quantum system
weakly coupled to a thermal bath will generically equilibrate
with its environment to a canonical thermal Gibbs state at the
inverse temperature 3 [25]. On the other hand, in situations
where the interaction energy between the system and the bath
is the largest energy scale in the configuration, such equilibra-
tion occurs to a noncanonical quantum state, which inherits
the microscopic properties of the system-bath interaction [27].
The intermediate regime is intricate and also leads to non-
canonical equilibrium states, which can be understood micro-
scopically for specific spectral density functions that dictate
the system-bath interaction [28].

Starting from out-of-equilibrium initial conditions, it is also
of interest to understand the transient dynamics that lead the
system and bath to the state of thermal equilibrium. In this
respect, many impressive techniques have come to fruition
in the last three decades to target the problem. These in-
clude; for example, path integral methods [29-34], hierarchi-
cal equations of motion (HEOM) [35, 36], Monte Carlo ap-
proaches [37-39], techniques based on machine learning cal-
culations [40], tensor networks [33, 41-43], generalized quan-
tum master equations [44—46], and diverse Markovian embed-
dings [47-52]; all of which can be applied efficiently to study
dynamics of system-bath configurations depending on the na-
ture of the microscopic model, energy scales, and computa-
tional costs.

These are most impressive developments, yet given their
numerical nature, these tools are limited in the basic under-
standing they can offer on the nature of strong coupling phe-
nomena. In this work, we take a step forward in the direction
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of employing a semi-analytical approach towards understand-
ing transient dynamics of out-of-equilibrium system-bath con-
figurations with experimental relevance.

The effective Hamiltonian theory [28, 53] has been pre-
sented as an alternative to fully numerical techniques. Pre-
vious works, focused on the equilibrium and steady-state be-
havior of impurity systems coupled to bosonic thermal reser-
voirs showed that this theory can provide an understanding of
strong coupling effects in thermal and electronic devices with-
out assumptions on the energy scale of the system-bath inter-
action energy. The theory relies on a Markovian embedding
with a subsequent unitary transformation that imprints envi-
ronmental effects onto the system’s degrees of freedom. One
then considers a specific sub-manifold of the resulting Hamil-
tonian, and such an approximation can be justified under cer-
tain assumptions on the temperature and the bath’s spectral
function. As a whole, the effective Hamiltonian mapping pre-
pares a dressed system Hamiltonian that embeds strong cou-
pling effects. The effective system itself is assumed to cou-
ple to a residual bath in a Born-Markov limit [25]. With
this method, one can obtain analytical expressions for equi-
librium states in the weak, intermediate, and strong system-
bath coupling regimes [53]. Furthermore, the technique can
be employed even for complex quantum systems that may
display phase transitions induced by collective or individual
baths [54].

Here, we assess the capability of the effective Hamiltonian
theory to capture and elucidate both the equilibrium and tran-
sient dynamics of system-bath configurations that are initially
prepared out of equilibrium. Although this task can be ad-
dressed from e.g., numerical renormalization group (NRG)
techniques [55] and multi-D; ansatze [56] at zero temperature
with semi-analytical arguments, here we focus on nonzero
temperature baths.

We test the effective Hamiltonian method on two prototype
models of systems composed of spins: A spin-boson model,
with a single spin impurity immersed in a boson bath, and the
scenario with two noninteracting spins embedded in a com-
mon bath. In both cases, we examine the relaxation dynamics
and the steady state limit while exploring system-bath cou-
pling energy from the regime of weak but finite coupling to
the strong coupling limit.

We find that the theory can capture certain strong coupling
effects in the dynamics, but it falls short in capturing other
features, specifically those pertaining to non-Markovian ef-
fects: For a single dissipative spin, the effective Hamiltonian
method reproduces the correct relaxation timescale, but it fails
to account for secondary non-Markovian features that show as
oscillatory relaxation dynamics. In the case of two spins in a
bath, the theory depicts the nontrivial and nonperturbative ef-
fects of bath-induced spin-spin interactions: It reproduces the
correct synchronization oscillation frequency, as well as the
generation of correlations between spins in the transient do-
main and their behavior in steady state. The method however
tends to overestimate the magnitude of spin oscillations, and
it overlooks additional fine details in the dissipative dynamics.

On a more general footing, we find that the effect of
a common bath on a quantum system comprising individ-

ual spins is to generate interactions between the spins and
to build correlations among them, even when the bath is
maintained at nonzero temperature. These interactions result
in synchronized dynamics of the spins, resembling that ob-
served in atomic ensembles under the effect of a single cavity
mode [57]. Such synchronized dynamics has been discussed
in specific models, e.g., in Refs. [58—61]. Here, we understand
this effect and the relevant energy scales analytically from the
effective Hamiltonian theory.

As for the equilibrium (long-time) behavior, the effective
Hamiltonian method qualitatively captures the polarization
dynamics from the weak to the ultrastrong coupling limit in
the spin-boson model. Notably, it attains exact results in
both the ultraweak and ultrastrong coupling limits as shown
in Refs. [28, 53]. Interestingly, we show with simulations
that in the steady state limit the effective Hamiltonian method
achieves not only qualitative but quantitative accuracy for sce-
narios involving two or three spins immersed in a common
bath, across the entire coupling range. Such a trend suggests
that the effective Hamiltonian method could become progres-
sively more reliable as the complexity of the system, as mea-
sured by the number of spins, grows.

In Sec. II we describe our models, the theory of effec-
tive Hamiltonian, and the Redfield quantum master equation
(QME) employed to describe the transient dynamics of the ef-
fect of the bath on a quantum system. Sec. III is devoted to
displaying our results on equilibrium properties and dynami-
cal signals. In light of our results, we provide a general assess-
ment of the effective Hamiltonian method for both transient or
steady-state problems in Sec. IV. Concluding remarks and the
experimental relevance of our results are included in Sec. V.

II. DYNAMICS AND BATH-INDUCED INTERACTIONS

This Section is devoted to the description of the models,
methods and techniques employed in our work. In Sec. IT A,
we describe the open quantum system model we consider
here. In Sec. II B, we present the analytical effective Hamil-
tonian treatment used to study its dynamics. The simulation
method we use is explained in Sec. IIC. We also perform a
spectral analysis of the effective Hamiltonian in Sec. IID.
This analysis is relevant for understanding the dynamics of
out-of-equilibrium configurations.

A. Spin-bath models

We shall consider the out-of-equilibrium dynamics of a
quantum system coupled to a bosonic bath. The total Hamil-
tonian is described by (& = 1)

H=Ms+ 8t (e +a) + > wefa, @
k k

where H s is the system Hamiltonian. Here, S'is an interaction
operator with support over the system’s degrees of freedom. It
describes the action of the bath on the system, with displace-
ment coupling on the bath degrees of freedom. The set {¢}
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FIG. 1. A two-spin system (Hs, N = 2) with spin splittings A1 and
A is coupled to a thermal bath (H ) at inverse temperature 5 with
a coupling operator S, modeled by an infinite collection of harmonic
modes. The spectral density of the reservoir is given by J(w). The
spins are not coupled to each other but an effective coupling arises
from the interaction with the common bath.

are bosonic operators, and v and ¢ are the frequencies and
the environment-system couplings between the k-th bosonic
mode in the reservoir and the system, respectively.

For the system itself, we consider a spin-1/2 Hamiltonian
comprising N spins of the form

and S=Y 47 2

where 6¢* is the Pauli spin operator in the o = {x,y, 2z} di-
rection of the i-th spin. A diagrammatic depiction is shown
in Fig. 1. Note that in our model, we assume that there are
no direct interactions between each (spin) subsystem, though
these interactions can be included [54]. However, as we show
in Sec. II B, an effective interaction emerges between these
spins due to their finite coupling to the same bath. In light
of this, we will address the problem in the strong system-bath
coupling regime, in which conventional perturbative theories
fail.

The effect of the environment is typically described via a
spectral density function, which may be defined as J(w) =
>k Itk|?6(w — vg). The choice of S has intricate conse-
quences for the dynamics of the system and, whenever the
interaction energy between the system and environment is
non-negligible, it will also affect the thermodynamic equilib-
rium [28]. In this work, we shall focus on the case whereby
the coupling to the environment generates coherent evolution
towards the equilibration of the system, by choosing S along a
different component than that of the spin-system Hamiltonian.

For the analysis of the dynamics, we focus on the N = 1, 2
models. The NV = 1 scenario corresponds to the canonical
spin-boson model. The N = 2 case exemplifies the nontrivial
physics of bath-induced coupling between spins.

B. Reaction-coordinate mapping and effective Hamiltonian
theory

We want to make minimal assumptions about the system-
bath interaction energy and, therefore, we cannot resort to the
conventional weak-coupling open systems theory [25]. For
certain spectral density functions of the bath, J(w), it is bene-
ficial to employ the reaction-coordinate mapping to go beyond
the weak-coupling approximation [62-70].

For the model at hand, we extract a single collective re-
action coordinate (RC) from the bath to which the system is
strongly coupled. This mapping is useful if the residual bath,
i.e., the one composed of the degrees of freedom of the bath
remaining after the extraction of the reaction coordinate, is
weakly coupled to the enlarged system Hamiltonian. The en-
larged system Hamiltonian is composed of the original sys-
tem and the reaction coordinate. After such mapping, Eq. (1)
translates to [28]

HRC = Ag + Qafa+ \S (a' + a)
+ Z fr (dT + d) (ZA)Z + i)k) + Zwki)LlA)k 3)
k k

In the above equation, the bosonic operator & corresponds to
the reaction coordinate with frequency {2. The parameter A
is the coupling between the original system Hg and the reac-
tion coordinate via the system operator S. The enlarged sys-
tem, which is composed of H s and the reaction coordinate,
is now coupled to a residual bath with the effect described by
the new spectral function Jrc(w) = >, | fx|*6(w — wy). The
harmonic modes of the residual reservoir are described via the
sets {by } with frequencies wy, which are linear combinations
of the original harmonic modes {¢é;}. Both A and © may be
obtained from the original spectral function through the rela-
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tions A2 = & [¥ dw wJ(w) and Q% = % [63].

In the case of a system comprising multiple spins as in
Eq. (2), we see from Eq. (3) that the RC couples to all spins
through S, and thus it is anticipated that the spins would de-
velop effective interactions between each other through the
RC. However, estimating the magnitude of this interaction di-
rectly from Eq. (3) is not straightforward. We next show that
with an additional polaron mapping and a truncation, we can
explicitly extract this bath-mediated spin-spin coupling.

An effective Hamiltonian treatment may be employed in
this model, which has been successful at describing equilib-
rium thermodynamics [28, 53]. We define a polaron transfor-
mation

0 = exp {(af _ a)S} . )

The bosonic degrees of freedom can be found to

transform to UaDUt = ah — %S” following a
Baker—Campbell-Hausdorff expansion [25]. After the
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where H, s = UH s Ut. An effective Hamiltonian may be ob-
tained when projecting the polaron-transformed Hamiltonian
into the ground-state manifold of the reaction coordinate via
the projector Qg = |0) (0|, which yields

T A A A2 oo
:QOHSQO*ﬁs
=2k [ s
—S; . (bL+bk>+;wkbLbk. (6)

It is important to remark that Eq. (6) has the same form as
Eq. (1), with re-scaled coupling energy to the residual reser-
voir. Importantly, strong coupling effects are embedded into
the new effective system Hamiltonian, given by

A 22 .
= QoHsQo — 552- (7
An analytical expression may be obtained for Eq. (7). We
show in Appendix A that for the model in Eq. (2) we get

R 2, A2 .
He = o= a7 fIg — 55 (8)

Thus, the signatures of strong coupling within the effec-
tive system are twofold: (i) The spin splittings A; are
exponentially-suppressed with an exponent —2A?/Q2.  (ii)
An effective intgraction, from the action of the environment,
arises from the S? term with the A2 /) factor.

In particular, if N = 2 then Eq. (8) translates to

2
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The above treatment reveals the structure of bath-induced in-
teractions. Furthermore, we find from a polaron transforma-
tion applied to all bosonic models, directly onto Eq. (1) that,
more generally, the form of the system Hamiltonian (N = 2)
when one considers the effects of the bath is
HE' = Ay6% + Aoos — 2E,676%. (10)
For details, see Appendix B. This suggests that, on a more
general footing, the effect of the bath is to rescale the spin
splitting parameters A; and to introduce spin interactions,
with interaction energy E;. The rescaling of A; and the form
of the interaction naturally depends on the microscopic details
of the model, and they are formally given in Appendix B.
A novel application of the effective Hamiltonian method,
examined in this work, is that it exposes and thus allows us to
extract, the energy scale of the spin-spin interaction, E, from

dynamical response signals of local observables. A compli-
cation arises due to the fact that the interaction with the bath
results in two different effects: an emergent interaction en-
ergy between the spins (which we want to quantify) leading
to Rabi-like oscillations, as well as the more standard relax-
ation dynamics to thermal equilibrium, which can show rich
signatures when non-Markovian effects take place. Below,
we show that it is possible to extract the interaction energy E
from dynamical signals for certain initial conditions.

We also note that for the N = 1 case (the spin-boson
model), 52 = T such that no new internal interactions emerge
from our treatment of a single spin degree of freedom.

C. Dynamics

We study the dynamics of the system by employing four
tiers of approximations:

(i) The hierarchical equations of motion [35, 36], a
numerically-exact method. Due to the increased complex-
ity that arises as the system-bath interaction energy increases,
with this method we are limited to interaction energies that are
weak to intermediate. Details on the the HEOM are exposed
in Appendix C.

(ii) The Redfield QME within the reaction coordinate map-
ping Hamiltonian. Our simulations (as well as previous
works, see, e.g., Refs. [53, 63, 64]) demonstrate that for a
bath characterized by a Brownian spectral density function,
this approach is accurate compared to HEOM simulations.

(iii) The Redfield QME on the effective Hamiltonian. Com-
pared to approach (ii), this simulation offers a computational
advantage since it involves a system Hamiltonian of the same
Hilbert space dimension as the original problem, the result of
the truncation of the reaction coordinate. Moreover, the an-
alytical form of the effective Hamiltonian allows a rational
interpretation of the results.

(iv) The Redfield QME used directly on the original Hamil-
tonian, thus assuming a weak coupling limit. In some cases,
to illustrate the importance of adopting more accurate tools,
(1)-(iii), we perform such simulations even beyond the weak
coupling regime.

We provide next the details on the Redfield QME, focusing
as an example on the reaction-coordinate Hamiltonian [63,
68], that is, case (ii) listed above.

The QME for the dynamics of the matrix elements of the
density matrix prc(t) reads [71]

dpRC,mn
dt

= _iwmnpRC,mn

+ Z

— Rkn,mj (wjm)PRC,jk + R;n,mk(wkm)PRC,jk] )
(11)

where w,,, are eigenenergies of the reaction-coordinate system
Hamiltonian, defined from

mj,jk ij PRC,kn + Rnk ki (ij)pRC mj

HEC = s + Qa'a+ S (af +a), (12)



such that H5C |w,) = Wy, |wim). In Eq. (11), the subindices
denote the matrix elements in the energy eigenbasis while
Rap,cq are the elements in this basis of the Redfield tensor.
We have defined w,,,, = w,, — wy,. The Redfield equation
assumes that the dynamics begin from a system-bath factor-
ized initial conditions. In arriving to Eq. (11), we note that
the usual Born-Markov approximation has been carried out,
but not the secular approximation. This means that, in gen-
eral, Eq. (11) does not define a generator of a dynamical semi-
group, and this may lead to non-positivity of the reduced den-
sity matrix along the time trajectory. This is typically not an
issue at sufficiently weak coupling, which is guaranteed via
our Markovian embedding in Sec. I B. However, to confirm
that the dynamics generated in our model under the conditions
we have presented are correct, we have compared the time
trajectories of observables computed from Eq. (11) with the
numerically exact HEOM method. In Appendix C we demon-
strate that when solving the Redfield QME on the RC Hamil-
tonian by following Eq. (11) we get the same results as with
the hierarchical equations of motion.

The Redfield tensor is evaluated from the bath correlation
functions in frequency space, following the relation

R j4() = [Snclyun [Srcly / " drd T (B(r) B(O)),
(13)

where Spc = (dT + d) is the system operator that couples to

the bath in the enlarged Hamiltonian, B = 3", fx (EL + be)
is the bath operator. The expectation value in Eq. (13) is
taken with respect to the thermal state of the residual bath,

i.e., (o) = Tr[epp], where pp = e’ﬁHB/Tr[e*BﬁB], Hp =

>k wkb,t?)k and § = 1/T the inverse temperature. The inte-
gral can be readily evaluated to obtain

Ry, jk (W) = [Srcl,ny, [Sreljp, Tre(W) +10re(w)], (14)

where I'gc(w) is the symmetric part of the correlation func-
tion and drc(w) is the so-called Lamb shift term, which we
neglect in our calculations. We note that, in lack of a general
solution for the diagonal form of H gc’ Eq. (11) is typically
solved numerically with a truncated manifold of the reaction
coordinate, such that only M levels of the harmonic mode are
kept to tractably study the asymptotic dynamics.

To evaluate Eq. (14), one requires knowledge of the spectral
density function of the residual reservoir, Jrc(w). This spec-
tral function depends directly on the original spectral density,
J(w). We consider the specific case of a Brownian spectrum
for the original spectral function

4y \2w
(w? — Q2)2 + (2mYQw)?’

J(w) = (15)

for which the residual spectral function can be computed an-
alytically and known to be Ohmic with an exponential cut-
off [63],

Jro(w) = ywe /A, (16)
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FIG. 2. Eigenvalues w=, + of the effective system Hamiltonian H of
(N = 2) as a function of the coupling energy A. Results are shown
for Q = 8A1 and A = 0.9A,.

where A is a large energy cut-off and +y is a dimensionless pa-
rameter capturing the coupling to the residual reservoir. With
these considerations, one can evaluate Eq. (14) with

wJrc(w)n(w) w>0
Fre(w) = mdre(lw)[n(lw]) +1] w<0 (17)
/B w =0,

where n(w) = (e#“ — 1)~ is the Bose-Einstein distribution.

The dynamics generated by the bath from the perspective
of the effective Hamiltonian theory follows the same steps as
above, with the only difference being that, as opposed to con-
sidering the eigenbasis of ggtc for the Redfield tensor, one
uses the eigenbasis of the effective Hamiltonian H gﬁ from
Eq. (9) along with the coupling operator S = Zf\il o7 for
our particular choice in the spin model. Similarly, the sim-
ulation of the system dynamics at tier (iv), with the original
Hamiltonian, proceeds based on Eq. (2).

D. Eigenenergies of the effective Hamiltonian

We have shown that the effect of the bath becomes embed-
ded into the effective Hamiltonian H gff in Eq. (9). The ther-
mal energy from the bath can be used to induce transitions be-
tween the energy levels of the effective Hamiltonian. A sim-
ulation of the dynamics considering the reaction-coordinate
Hamiltonian, Eq. (3), contains many of these transitions; how-
ever, whenever 2> \, T, we expect the effective Hamiltonian
to capture the most important transitions. As an example of
the power of the effective approach, we show below that we
can infer the bath-induced interaction energy between spins
from the dynamical signals. While this is difficult in general,
including in the reaction-coordinate treatment, the effective



Hamiltonian introduces a transparent way to account for inter-
spin interactions induced by the bath.

In light of this, the eigenenergies of the effective Hamilto-
nian should translate to the most important transitions induced
by the bath, which should appear in the transient dynamics.
Eq. (9) for the N = 2 case can be diagonalized and we iden-
tify the four eigenvalues

—2)\2 — \/4)\4 + (Alﬂ F AQQ)Q
Q )
“202 4\ A 4 (A0 F Ao0)2

W+71 == Q ) (18)

W—,F

2
where ALQ = 6_%A172. Fig. 2 shows the eigenvalues as
a function of A for a specific choice of energy parameters in
the model. It is to be expected that the relevant transitions and
transient dynamics depend on these eigenvalues.

At small )\, the four eigenvalues can be associated with the
energies of the free spins, with the two spins pointing down
with eigenenergy w_ ., two single-excitation states with ener-
gies w__ and w, _, and the doubly excited state with energy
Wi+, Where

W_4 ﬂ) —(Ag + Al),
w__ Lﬂ) 7A1 + AQ,
A—0

Wy — Al — AQ,

wiy 22% (Mg + Ay). (19)

In this effective Hamiltonian picture, if the initial condition
only involves the single-excitation manifold, the dynamics
would continue to evolve only in this subspace. This is be-
cause the interaction with the bath (Eq. 6) will not generate
transitions to the other two states for our choice of S in Eq. (2).

III. RESULTS

We assess the effective Hamiltonian method in its ability
to produce the correct dynamics and steady-state results for a
broad range of system-bath coupling strengths. The effective
Hamiltonian method has been benchmarked so far only for
equilibrium [28, 53] and nonequilibrium steady state prob-
lems [28], with a focus on impurity models. Lattice mod-
els were examined in Ref. [54]. Here, we focus on system-
bath configurations including several spins and test the ca-
pability of the method to capture the polarization behavior
throughout the entire range of coupling in both the transient
and steady-state regimes. Our focus is in particular on cap-
turing and quantifying bath-induced interactions through the
effective Hamiltonian method.

Sec. IIT A and Sec. III B are devoted to equilibrium proper-
ties, the magnetic polarization and correlations, respectively.
We analyze the out-of-equilibrium dynamics for the cases
N = 1and N = 2 in Sec. Il C and Sec. III D, respectively.
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FIG. 3. Average magnetization at thermal equilibrium for the N =1
(grey), N = 2 (blue) and N = 3 (green) cases as a function of
coupling energy A. Circles denote the calculation for the reaction-
coordinate Hamiltonian H5C (M = 50) and squares the equivalent
calculation using the effective Hamiltonian H ¢ The parameters for
the calculation are 2 = 8A1, As = 0.9A; and T" = A;. HEOM
calculations are shown with parameters N. = 5 and N, = 10 (see
Appendix C).

In Sec. III E we analyze the dynamics of correlations between
the two spins for the NV = 2 case.

Based on our results, we classify the following coupling
regimes: The ultraweak coupling regime corresponds to
A/A < 1; the weak to intermediate coupling region refers
to A/A < 3. In the strong coupling regime, extending
3 < AA < 10, the dynamics and the equilibrium state
strongly deviate from the conventional Born-Markov pertur-
bative result. The ultrastrong coupling limit corresponds to
A/A Z 10. In establishing these regimes we have assumed
that in multi-spin scenarios, the spin splittings are similar, i.e.,

A. Polarization at thermal equilibrium

For a non-perturbative parameter A, the equilibrium state
will generally deviate from a thermal Gibbs state [53, 72]. The
equilibrium state, however, will coincide with the state in the
limit of long times (steady state) of the dynamics, generated
by Eq. (11),

Jim p(t) = pss. (20
— 00

Here 5(t) is the time-dependent density operator of the sys-
tem. In fact, given that both the reaction-coordinate mapping
and the effective Hamiltonian rely on a Markovian embed-
ding, in which the effective or enlarged system Hamiltonian is
coupled weakly to a residual reservoir, their equilibrium state
is a thermal Gibbs state [53] at the inverse temperature 5 of



the bath. In the reaction coordinate picture, the state of the
system is

e
Pss =~ mc 21

where H go is the system’s RC Hamiltonian from Eq. (12),

ZRC — Tr[e_ﬂch], and Trgrc denotes a partial trace over
the reaction coordinate (the superscript RC marks the method
used).

We want to probe whether the effective Hamiltonian in
Eq. (9) provides a good approximation to the polarization at
thermal equilibrium, where in this case the state is given by

~eff €
Pss = Zeff

(22)
with Z¢f = Tr[e*fBHgff]. The expectation value of the po-
larization for each of the spins composing the N = 2 system
follows from

(67)° = Tr[pss 7], (23)

where e denotes either the reaction-coordinate expectation
value or its effective Hamiltonian counterpart.

In Fig. 3, we present the average magnetization,
Y (62)RC/N and >°,(67)°T /N at thermal equilibrium as a
function of the coupling energy parameter A. Together with
these results, we complement the calculation with the expecta-
tion values obtained from HEOM simulations for certain val-
ues of \. We make the following observations:

(i) The reaction coordinate calculation, conducted with
M = 50 levels, yields results consistent with the HEOM
calculation, therefore affirming the accuracy of the reaction-
coordinate model and method. We note however that the
HEOM calculation becomes increasingly more costly for
larger values of \.

(i1) Regarding the increase in the number of spins: In Fig. 3,
the grey symbols illustrate the polarization results for the
N = 1 case, corresponding to the respective value of Aj.
The blue symbols represent the results for the N = 2 system,
and the green symbols depict the N = 3 case. Evidently, as
we incorporate more spins, the polarization curve undergoes a
shift with respect to A compared to the single spin calculation.
This shift implies the presence of bath-induced interactions
between spins, which favors ferromagnetic ordering.

(iii) The effective Hamiltonian method becomes more ac-
curate as the number of spins NN is increased, in the sense that
its results more closely approach those from the RC method
and HEOM. The polarization is already well-approximated,
and the behavior is effectively captured in the two-spin model
through our effective Hamiltonian treatment. Interestingly, in-
creasing the system complexity by adding more spins trans-
lates to an increasingly better approximation from the effec-
tive Hamiltonian.

The second observation above might be taken as an indi-
cator that the interaction energy between spins, E7, could be
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FIG. 4. Quantum mutual information at thermal equilibrium be-
tween each of the spins composing the two-spin system as a func-
tion of coupling energy A. Circles denote the calculation for the
reaction-coordinate Hamiltonian ﬁgc (M = 50) and squares the
equivalent calculation using the effective Hamiltonian ﬁgﬁ The
parameters for the calculation are 2 = 8A; and Ay = 0.9A;.
Three values of temperature 7' = 1/ are shown from left to right:
T = A1,2A1,4A1. HEOM calculations are shown with parameters
N, = 5 and N; = 10 (see Appendix C).

extracted from this analysis, as the effective Hamiltonian pre-
dicts the polarization for the two-spin model at thermal equi-
librium. From this, one can compute the equilibrium state
using Eq. (22), as this state replicates the correct polarization
as verified by the reaction coordinate state calculation and the
HEOM comparison. In fact, one can use the eigendecompo-
sition with the eigenvalues in Eq. (18) to express the equi-
librium state in diagonal form and directly compute the ex-
pectation value of the polarization. However, it is clear from
Eq. (18) that this quantity depends on both the interaction en-
ergy F; and the rescaled spin splittings A;. Indeed, from the
equilibrium values one cannot decouple the effect of the envi-
ronment, as it leads to both interaction between the spins and
re-scaled energies of the spins themselves. If one is interested
in isolating the energy E; from the polarization values at equi-
librium, then it is required to know how the spin splittings are
affected due to environmental effects.

B. Correlations at thermal equilibrium

Before looking at dynamical signals, we here show that the
impact of the bath is indeed to generate correlations between
each subsystem in the two-spin model at thermal equilibrium.
It is also important to understand if the effective Hamiltonian
can capture these correlations at thermal equilibrium.

To address this objective, we consider again the equilibrium
state as described in Sec. III A. We intend to understand if
the effective Hamiltonian provides a good approximation of
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FIG. 5. Dynamics of the polarization for system (N = 1) with a
coupling parameters A = Ay and A = 2.5A1, as noted in the figure.
The blue signals correspond to the reaction coordinate treatment with
M = 25 while the red lines depict the dynamics using the effective
Hamiltonian method. The dynamics are computed from the Redfield
QME in Eq. (11). The residual coupling parameter is v = 0.05 [see
Eq. (16)]. The dashed-gray lines depict the dynamics from the weak-
coupling approximation.

this state and hence the correlations among each subsystem
composing the two-spin model.

We probe the correlations in the equilibrium state using
both the reaction-coordinate mapping and the effective Hamil-
tonian by considering the quantum mutual information (QMI)
between each subsystem for the N = 2 case, i.e.,

Iia.) = S[pgs] + S[p&s] — S[pEL).- (24)

Here, S[w] = —Tr(wlog, w) is the von Neumann entropy
for the state w and the indices A and B denote the respec-
tive state when tracing out the degrees of freedom of the com-
plement subsystem. In our particular case, A and B denote
each of the spins composing the system. We present results
for the QMI as a function of the coupling energy A in Fig. 4.
It can be observed that the effective Hamiltonian provides an
accurate description of the correlations at thermal equilibrium
compared to the reaction-coordinate Hamiltonian for the pa-
rameters chosen. Furthermore, as A\ increases, correlations
between spins A and B increase up to a maximum value. We
note that the QMI is a quantity that describes all correlations
for a given partite state and the correlations observed need not
necessarily be quantum in nature, but classical as well. As
displayed in Fig. 4, the HEOM calculation predicts the same
results and trends, therefore validating both the reaction coor-
dinate and the effective model results of the QMI.

C. Dynamics N =1

We now turn to the dynamics of a single spin coupled to a
bath starting from an out-of-equilibrium state. We recall that

Eq. (11) dictates the dynamics of the reduced state of a spin
system resulting from the interaction with the bath.

In the strong-coupling regime, the reaction-coordinate
mapping allows us to study the dynamics of the spin system
with fidelity for the spectral function described in Eq. (15),
with residual coupling ~. To ascertain that the dynamics gen-
erated by the reaction-coordinate treatment is correct, we have
made a comparison with HEOM calculations in Appendix C.
We find that time trajectories coincide. Therefore, we can
employ the dynamics obtained from the reaction-coordinate
mapping as a point of comparison to analyze the dynamics
obtained from the effective Hamiltonian. As discussed be-
fore, both the reaction-coordinate mapping and the effective
Hamiltonian treatment allow us to understand strong-coupling
effects employing a weak-coupling theory for which the Red-
field equation may be justified as a Markovian embedding.

Our starting point is to choose an initial state in both pro-
tocols. For the N = 1 case, let us consider the decay of a
fully-polarized state. Considering that the enlarged system is
composed of the spin system plus the RC, a suitable initial
state would be a product state between our chosen initial state
for the spin system and a thermal Gibbs state for the RC,

RC e—BQaT&
ps (t=0)=N{1e Trfe poata]’ (25)

On physical grounds, this is the most sensible choice as we as-
sume that the reaction-coordinate degree of freedom is in ther-
mal equilibrium at the inverse temperature 3 with the residual
reservoir. The dynamics of the spin system then follows from
the partial trace over the reaction-coordinate degree of free-
dom.

From the effective Hamiltonian framework, the initial con-
dition corresponds to

Pt =10) = 1) (1]. (26)

In both cases, these are the initial states we select to evalu-
ate the dynamics generated by the Redfield Eq. (11) under the
reaction-coordinate Hamiltonian H5C [Eq. (12)] and the ef-

fective Hamiltonian ﬁgff [Eq. (8)]. For the observable, we
consider the spin magnetization in the z direction, computed
via (67)(t) = Tr[p%(t)67] for the i-th spin, where p% is either
P8 (1) or PR (1),

In Fig. 5 we show the dynamics of the polarization as pro-
duced by the reaction coordinate method (blue) compared to
the ones obtained from the effective Hamiltonian (red) and the
weak-coupling Redfield equation limit (gray) for two values
of coupling energy, A = Ay,2.5A, T = Ay and 2 = 8A;.
It is observed that the transient dynamics are not accurately
captured by our effective Hamiltonian model. For the case of
N = 1, the observed oscillations in the spin polarization are
due to non-Markovian signatures in the relaxation dynamics
that are not included in our effective Hamiltonian. We thus
find that for the N = 1 case, while we can understand the
equilibrium (long-time) properties from the effective Hamil-
tonian (Sec. III A), the transient dynamics require further re-
finement of our effective treatment. Specifically, the complete
truncation of the RC manifold down to its ground state erases



non-Markovian signatures in the relaxation dynamics. Main-
taining more levels in the RC manifold should recover those
features.

In Fig. 5 we also display the weak-coupling dynamics of
the N = 1 Hamiltonian based on Eq. (2). Note that, un-
der our mapping, the weak-coupling dynamics is carried out
with the Brownian spectral density in Eq. (15), as opposed
to the Ohmic spectrum in Eq. (16). The weak-coupling dy-
namics is characterized by pure decay and no oscillations are
present. Notably, when inspecting the relaxation dynamics,
the effective Hamiltonian method does not offer any advan-
tage over a weak coupling dynamics—though the equilibrium
limit is notably distinct. It was also noted in Ref. [73] that
while at weak-to-intermediate coupling the dynamics of the
spin-boson model does not show dramatic signatures, com-
pared to the ultraweak limit, the steady-state values markedly
reflect the departure from the weak coupling limit.

D. Dynamics N = 2

Increasing the number of constituents within the system
changes its internal structure and thus the dynamics in a rich
way. In particular, from the second term in the right-hand side
of Eq. (7), it is only the case that 52 = Ifor N = 1. How-
ever, for general cases where N > 1, 52 will lead to internal
interactions between the spins induced by the bath, which we
can understand analytically from the effective Hamiltonian.

As an example of the utility of the effective Hamilto-
nian treatment, we examine whether we can extract the bath-
mediated interaction energy between spins from the transient
dynamics. While the reaction-coordinate mapping provides
no easy way to retrieve this energy scale, below we show that
through the effective Hamiltonian mapping we can extract this
energy from the effective eigenenergies.

We start by choosing an initial state for the N = 2 case.
For reasons that shall become apparent later, we consider an
initial state that is fully polarized in the up direction of the z
component for the first spin and down for the second,

g (t = 0) = [T) (1] 27)

This is the initial state we choose to evaluate the dynamics
generated by the Redfield equation under the effective Hamil-
tonian ﬁgﬁ from Eq. (9). Our point of comparison is the
dynamics generated by the reaction-coordinate Hamiltonian
H ?C from Eq. (12), for which we need to select a suitable
initial state. As before, the relevant state in this case is

JRC(1 — 0) = ey 28
Ps ( - )*|T¢><T\L|®W ( )

In Fig. 6, Fig. 7 and Fig. 8, we display the dynamics of (57)(¢)
for the values of A = Ay, A = 2.5A; and A = 5Aq; re-
spectively. For these calculations, we chose 2 = 8A; and
Ag = 0.9A,, for a particular value of temperature 7' = A;.
The dynamics is characterized by oscillations until the station-
ary value for the magnetization is reached. We also display
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FIG. 6. Dynamics of the polarization in the two-spin system for
the first (top) and second (bottom) spins with a coupling parame-
ter A = Aj, demonstrating bath-mediated synchronization of spins.
The blue signals correspond to the reaction coordinate treatment
with M = 25 while the red lines depict the dynamics using the
effective Hamiltonian method. The dynamics is computed from
the Redfield QME in Eq. (11). The residual coupling parameter is
v = 0.05 [see Eq. (16)]. Vertical lines depict the period obtained
from 7 = 27r6we}fl [see Eq. (30)]. The solid grey curves display the
single-spin dynamics as in Fig. 5, while the grey-dashed curves dis-
play the weak-coupling calculation of the N = 2 Hamiltonian from
Eq. (2).

the dynamics of the NV = 1 case with the specific value of A;
for the i-th spin. Trivially, synchronization does not occur in
this case due to the absence of the other spin degree of free-
dom. Furthermore, in Fig. 6, we display the dynamics using
the weak-coupling approach for the N = 2 model, which nei-
ther posses the aforementioned oscillations in the spin polar-
ization due to spin-bath effects, nor the synchronization effect
observed due to strong-coupling and bath-mediated interac-
tions. We recall that the weak-coupling calculation is carried
out with the Brownian spectral density function in Eq. (15), as
opposed to the Ohmic spectrum in Eq. (16).

We find that the transient dynamics is well-approximated
by our effective Hamiltonian treatment in the regime of weak
to intermediate coupling. Most importantly, Fig. 6 and Fig. 7
demonstrate that the effective Hamiltonian treatment captures
both the frequency and magnitude of the bath-induced syn-
chronization dynamics. At stronger coupling, Fig. 8 shows
that while the effective method properly captures the period
of synchronization, it overestimates the magnitude of oscilla-
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FIG. 7. Dynamics of the polarization in the two-spin system for
the first (top) and second (bottom) spins with a coupling parameter
A = 2.5A, demonstrating synchronization of spins. The blue sig-
nals correspond to the reaction coordinate treatment with M = 25
while the red lines depict the dynamics using the effective Hamilto-
nian method. The dynamics is computed from the Redfield QME in
Eq. (11). The residual coupling parameter is v = 0.05 [see Eq. (16)].
Vertical lines depict the period obtained from 7 = 27r6w;ﬁ1 [see
Eq. (30)]. The grey curves display the single-spin dynamics as in
Fig. 5.

tions, or in other words, it underestimates the dissipative dy-
namics.

The period 7 of oscillations is connected to the relevant
transition of the effective eigenenergies, given by

T = 21w g, (29)
where 6we_ffl can be computed analytically from Eq. (18),

222\% o N2
et = Wy — W = 2\/(9) + (Al — Az) .

(30)

In the case of spins of similar splittings, A; ~ A,, as we
have considered in simulations, the second term in Eq. (30)
can be neglected compared to the first. We then directly con-
nect the interaction energy between the spins to the period of
oscillation observed in Figs. 6-8,

4N?

OWef ~ = 2E;. (31)
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FIG. 8. Dynamics of the polarization in the two-spin system for
the first (top) and second (bottom) spins with a coupling parameter
A = 5A;, demonstrating synchronization of spins. The blue sig-
nals correspond to the reaction coordinate treatment with M = 25
while the red lines depict the dynamics using the effective Hamilto-
nian method. The dynamics is computed from the Redfield QME in
Eq. (11). The residual coupling parameter is v = 0.05 [see Eq. (16)].
Vertical lines depict the period obtained from 7 = 27r5we}fl [see
Eq. (30)]. The grey curves display the single-spin dynamics as in
Fig. 5.

In arriving at Eq. (30), we recall that, as A — 0, each of the
four eigenvalues of the effective Hamiltonian correspond to
the eigenstates |||}, |T), [{1) and |[11) (see Eq. (18) and
Fig. 2). These eigenvalues change as A increases due to the
effect of the bath. Given that S = 6% + 6%, the bath can in-
duce spin-flipping interactions on both spins but it does not
admix spin occupation sectors. In light of this, the choice
of initial condition becomes important. With our preparation,
p(t = 0) = |1)) (4], the relevant mode presented in the dy-
namics will be the one given by the difference between the
states corresponding to |1]) and [{1), in such a way that the
frequency of oscillations must be related to dweg in Eq. (30).

We have found that the effective Hamiltonian model, while
capable of approximating the multi-spin synchronized dy-
namics at weak-to-moderate couplings (Fig. 6-7) for special
(experimentally-relevant) initial conditions, fails to replicate
the exact dynamics at stronger coupling. However, while the
amplitude of oscillations is not appropriately captured by the
effective Hamiltonian, the periodicity in oscillations is cor-
rect, and it gives an analytical understanding of relevant en-
ergy scales. From Eq. (31), we observe that these oscillations
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FIG. 9. Dynamics of the polarization in the two-spin system for the
first spin with spin-splitting A; obtained from the (top) reaction-
coordinate mapping (M = 25) and the (bottom) effective Hamil-
tonian treatment for three different values of temperature 7' =
A1,2A1,4A,. Calculations are shown for A = A;. The resid-
ual coupling parameter is v = 0.05, [see Eq. (16)].

are characterized by a frequency which is temperature inde-
pendent.

To test this prediction, in Fig. 9 we study the polarization
of the first spin for the N = 2 model, with the same initial
condition we considered above and the same energetic param-
eters. Each of the curves displayed shows the dynamics with
different temperatures, 7' = A1, 2A1,4A;. In Fig. 9(top), we
show the true dynamics from the reaction-coordinate Hamil-
tonian H SRC Eq. (12), and in Fig. 9(bottom) we present anal-
ogous results using the effective Hamiltonian H’gﬁ Eq. (9).
While the approach towards equilibration is faster for higher
temperatures, the frequency of the characteristic oscillations
does not change with temperature, and it can be inferred ana-
Iytically from the effective Hamiltonian, Eq. (31). Altogether,
the effective Hamiltonian theory correctly captures the effect
of bath-induced spin synchronization and its temperature de-
pendence, extending previous studies that were limited to zero
temperature [55].

E. Dynamics of correlations N = 2

In Sec. III B, we have observed that the effect of the bath
onto the two-spin system N = 2 is to generate correlations at
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thermal equilibrium. It is of interest to consider the generation
of these correlations and, in particular, to analyze the nature
of these correlations.

From the QMI in Eq. (24), we can gather the behavior of
correlations. However, in the QMI all correlations are taken
into account and one cannot classify whether these correla-
tions are classical or non-classical. For the purposes of the
classification of correlations, we now introduce in our calcu-
lations the dynamics of the entanglement negativity [74, 75],
defined as

o P, (W)l — 1
N(A:B)(t) = || L (2)”1 ) (32)

where the e denotes the density operator on which we com-
pute the entanglement negativity, i.e., the RC or effective
Hamiltonian from tier (ii) and (iii) in Sec. I C. ||wr, (¢)|1
corresponds to the trace norm of the operator w as a function
of time under the partial transpose operation under subsystem
A (i.e., the first spin of the two-spin system). Consequently,
the entanglement negativity may also be computed from the
sum of the negative eigenvalues #? (t) of p%., (t) with the rela-
tion [76]

N = > ki)l (33)

K$(t)<0

The intuition behind the entanglement negativity as an entan-
glement measure is related Peres-Horodecki [77, 78] criterion
for separability. Fundamentally, the degree to which p%. (t)
fails to be positive provides a quantitative indication of sepa-
rability. In this respect, we can classify correlations between
classical and non-classical with this measure as opposed to the
QMLI, in which these correlations are intertwined.

In Fig. 10 we display the dynamics of both the QMI and the
entanglement negativity as a function of time for A = A; and
T = A; for the two-spin case N = 2 using the same initial
states as considered before [Eq. (27) and Eq (28) for the ef-
fective and RC cases, respectively]. In both cases we examine
the correlations between spin 1 and spin 2, denoted here by
A and spin B, respectively. We first note that both the QMI
and N Ca:B) (t) displays oscillating features as the polarization
dynamics (Fig. 7, 8, 9), however, the period of the oscillations
is not the same. With respect to the accuracy of the effective
model, as for the dynamics of the polarization, we can approx-
imate the dynamics at weak-to-intermediate coupling energy
with this theory.

Most importantly, we see that the dynamics reveal that there
are correlations developing in the transient states from the
QMI [Fig. 10(top)], which prevail even in the limit of long
times (see Fig. 4). Interestingly, from the entanglement neg-
ativity [Fig. 10(bottom)], it is observed that some of these
correlations as a function of time are non-classical in nature,
meaning that they stem from the non-separability of the re-
duced state between spin A and spin B. However, from the
computation of the entanglement negativity of the equilibrium
states (an analogous calculation of the entanglement negativ-
ity as in Fig. 4) we have obtained that in the equilibrium states
the entanglement negativity is zero. This immediately implies
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FIG. 10. Dynamics of the QMI (top) and entanglement negativity
(bootm) as a function of time for the two-spin system (A = 0.9A1)
obtained from the (blue) reaction-coordinate mapping (M = 25) and
the (red) effective Hamiltonian treatment for 7' = A; and A = A;.
Calculations are shown for A = A;. The dynamics is computed
from the Redfield QME in Eq. (11). The residual coupling parameter
is v = 0.05, [see Eq. (16)].

that all the correlations in Fig. 4 are classical correlations.
There are non-classical correlations in the transient states, as
observed in Fig. 10(bottom), but they are washed away in the
limit of long times. The presence of this non-classical corre-
lations may be relevant to the engineering of entangled states
for quantum computation. We highlight that these intriguing
observations may not hold at lower temperatures, a question
that we leave for future studies.

On a final note, we point out that the dynamics of the entan-
glement negativity displayed in Fig. 10 from the RC method
using the Redfield Eq. (11) coincide with the dynamics com-
puted from the HEOM, validating the RC results displayed
(see Appendix C).

IV. ASSESSMENT OF THE EFFECTIVE HAMILTONIAN
METHOD

We summarize the regime of applicability of the effective
Hamiltonian theory. The effective Hamiltonian method pre-
pares a system Hamiltonian that incorporates strong coupling
effects through, e.g., renormalization of energy parameters
and the generation of bath-induced interaction terms. As such,
by inspecting the effective Hamiltonian one can gain a direct
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understanding of expected strong coupling signatures. On the
other hand, the coupling of the effective Hamiltonian to the
residual bath is assumed weak and it is handled at the level of
the Born-Markov approximation. Therefore, non-Markovian
relaxation effects in the effective Hamiltonian dynamics are
not taken into account. Based on this understanding, we sum-
marize our assessment of the effective Hamiltonian theory:

(i) The theory properly captures the steady state behavior
of spins in a boson bath, from the ultraweak to the ultrastrong
coupling limits. Significantly, it becomes more accurate when
increasing the number of spins in the system.

(i) In the transient regime, the effective Hamiltonian
method correctly captures the effect of bath-induced interac-
tion between spins. This includes phenomenon such as the
synchronization of spins, where the method accurately repro-
duces the frequency and magnitude of this effect, particularly
at weak to intermediate couplings. However, as mentioned in
point (i), the effective Hamiltonian treatment, with its trunca-
tion of the RC, has limitations. It is unable to capture sec-
ondary details in the relaxation dynamics that correspond to
non-Markovian effects with respect to the residual bath.

Given its underlying approximations, the effective Hamilto-
nian method is useful when the temperature of the bath is com-
parable to energy levels in the system, while the characteristic
frequency of the bath is high, i.e., Q@ > A, T. However, as
was demonstrated in Ref. [53], performing the polaron map-
ping in Eq. (4) in a variational manner can extend the reach of
the method to handle cases with §2 comparable to A and 7T'.

V.  CONCLUSIONS

The transient dynamics of initially out-of-equilibrium
system-bath configurations at strong coupling is an intricate
problem, which is often addressed through complex and ex-
pensive numerical techniques. The difficulty arises from the
competing energy scales between coherent and incoherent ef-
fects induced by internal Hamiltonian dynamics and envi-
ronmental effects. In this work, we have taken a step for-
ward towards understanding such complex dynamics using a
semi-analytical treatment. We have understood the problem
from the perspective of the effective Hamiltonian theory. This
framework embeds the action of the bath onto internal degrees
of freedom via a mapped effective Hamiltonian.

In delimiting the scope of the problem, we have adopted
specifically tailored initial states and a bath spectral density
function. Our working assumption is the one required by
the applicability of a Markovian embedding via the reaction-
coordinate mapping [63]. This assumption requires specific
spectral density functions such that after the mapping the
residual reservoir is coupled weakly to the newly-mapped
Hamiltonian. Aside from that, the assumption on the energy
scale imposed by the bath characteristic energy 2 2> X, T re-
mains valid in our calculations. Interestingly, such condition
may be relaxed towards understanding equilibrium states as
was recently demonstrated in Refs. [28, 53, 54]. However,
for transient dynamics, relaxing this assumption will intro-
duce more complicated transitions between the system and



bath that further complicate the dynamics.

We have first observed that starting from an experimentally-
relevant out-of-equilibrium initial product state between the
system and the bath; and due to the coherent effects induced
by the bath, the spin polarization is characterized by oscillat-
ing signals. We have found that for a single spin (N = 1)
these oscillations are not captured by the theory of effec-
tive Hamiltonian and only equilibrium properties are well-
approximated. This is due to the fact that for a single spin de-
gree of freedom, such oscillations stem from a backflow from
the bath, which we do not capture with an effective Hamil-
tonian. However, considering a larger system (N = 2), the
bath introduces couplings between each subsystem, which is
appropriately captured by our analytical treatment. At weak
to intermediate coupling energies, the effective Hamiltonian
appropriately approximates such signals. We recovered the
frequency of the oscillations, which we found to be directly
proportional to the interaction energy between each spin com-
posing the system.

We have found that the coupling of a two-spin system to a
common thermal reservoir leads to correlations between each
spin even if the spins are not coupled to each other. Interest-
ingly, at equilibrium these are all classical correlations but the
transient states develop non-classical correlations stemming
from non-separability. As a function of temperature, non-
classical correlations between each spin subsystem may de-
velop at low temperature in the steady state regime. We leave
an investigation of the temperature dependence of correlations
to future work.

Our results may be extended by considering a less extreme
truncation scheme for the reaction coordinate manifold. In-
stead of retaining only the ground state of the reaction coordi-
nate, one may keep two or more levels in the effective Hamil-
tonian. This extended treatment is expected to improve on the
predicted dynamics. However, it will complicate the proce-
dure and its analysis, requiring working with a larger space
and tracing out the reaction coordinate as part of the proce-
dure.

The results presented here have a strong connection to
various experimental platforms, for which similar scenarios
may occur and may have significant implications. These in-
clude superconducting circuits, for which qubits may be cou-
pled through multimode waveguides [79], as well as hybrid
nanomechanical or optomechanical systems, which naturally
connect harmonic modes with two-level systems (e.g., local-
ized defects, atoms) [80]. We are specifically interested in
solid-state defect systems (such as nitrogen-vacancy centers
in diamond), and the coupling of such spin defects through
a common bus (e.g., phononic modes in a structured crystal
such as surface acoustic waves) [8]. Effective coherent cou-
pling between these defects is a long-standing open problem
in the community, as it is a major obstacle on the path toward
realizing useful quantum processing and quantum simulation
in these platforms. An interesting extension of the current
work could consider other types of environments mediating
the coupling between the spins, namely spin baths. Address-
ing this question is interesting both on a fundamental level and
in terms of practical implications on relevant quantum tech-
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nologies.
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Appendix A: Derivation of the Effective Hamiltonian for the
two-spin model

Following Eq. (7), for the specific case of Hg and S in
Eq. (2), we have

(ata)sAgsefg(aha)é
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i=1

where A = 4 (a' —a). Each of these terms may be computed

through a Baker—Campbell-Hausdorff (BCH) expansion [25]
to obtain

s _ax
eAai O_ize Aé}

= o7+ AloF, 6] + A (67, (6,671 + -
e*A(67 —i67) + e A (57 +i6Y)

= 5 . (A2)

The next step in the procedure to generate the effective system

Hamiltonian is to truncate H to the ground-state manifold of
the reaction coordinate. This may be better understood from
the properties of the displacement operator usually found in
the context of coherent states, i.e., b(a) = ¢2(@'=8) which

satisfies Df(a) = D(—a). A coherent state can be gener-
ated by the displacement operator applied to the vacuum state

|a) = D(«) |0), where

2 >0 k
ja) = e~lel/2 37 % 1K) . (A3)
k=1 :



It follows that (0]e4]0) = (0le=4|0) = (0]a) = e=**/2%,
With these results at hand, we find
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Appendix B: Bath-induced interactions from a polaron
transformation

In this Appendix, we provide an alternative approach to ob-
taining the effective Hamiltonian via the polaron transforma-
tion for the N = 2 case. Starting with the original Hamil-
tonian of two spins immersed in a common bath, without a
direct interaction term,

2
H = N67+Dg65 + Y 67> thile] + )+ > viélén,
i=1 k k
(B1)
we perform consecutive polaron transformations with U; and

Us. where U; = exp(—i6¢B;/2) and B; = 21y, &2(¢f —
¢x). These transformations are referred to as “full-polaron”
if the variational parameters {fj ;} are simply set to {t;},
the original system-reservoir couplings. If, instead, the opti-
mal values for {f; ;} are obtained by minimizing the Gibbs-
Bogoliubov-Feynman upper bound on the free energy, the
transformation is called “variational” [81, 82]. After the trans-
formation, the Hamiltonian reads

H™ = Eol + HY' + HY' + AP (B2)
where the energy shift is Ey = >, [fr,1(fe,1 — 2te1)/ve +
Jr2(fr2 — 2tr2)/vi] with

HE' = Ayk167 + Agko6s — 2E16765.  (B3)

Here,

fl?,i By
Ki =exp |—2 E 5-coth | — | |, (B4)
~ Vi 2
and

Br = [fealtes — fr2/2)/vi + fra(tes — fe1/2)/v).
k
(BS)

The bath Hamiltonian remains the same H%' = & Vk é,z ér,
while the system-bath interaction Hamiltonian now reads

2
H})OI = Z (Vx,ia Vy.is sz) -0

i=1

(B6)
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where

Vi :Z (thyi — fri) (éz + 6k)
%
2y {fk (el - ck)]
212 fI/L]: (éz — ék>] — Aiﬁji
k

Here, &; is a vector of Pauli matrices. If we consider a full-
polaron transform by setting t5; = fx,;, and assuming that

: Sryi(at o : .
cos 21, o (¢ — ¢x)| is close to its average value of r;,

(B7)

V. =A;cos

then Vw is the only remaining interaction. With this mapping,
we expect to observe similar dynamics as generated by the
effective Hamiltonian in Fig. 6, Fig. 7 and Fig. 8.

Appendix C: Dynamics from the hierarchical equations of
motion

In general, in arriving at the Redfield equation Eq. (11)
one relies on the Born-Markov approximation, which does
not guarantee that the resulting equation leads to an appro-
priate definition of a generator of a dynamical semigroup. In
turn, this may translate to non-positive dynamics of the re-
duced density matrix of the state. Though not typically an
issue at weak system-reservoir coupling, non-positive dynam-
ics may pose an issue in our calculations. In this Section, we
however demonstrate that the dynamics generated by Eq. (11)
is correct when compared to another numerically exact ap-
proach: the hierarchical equations of motion. We remark that
our Markovian embedding introduced in Sec. II B guarantees
that the enlarged system remains weakly coupled to the resid-
ual reservoir and, therefore, one would not expect positivity
of the density matrix to be violated along the time trajectory
generated by Eq. (11). However, we find it important to con-
firm whether the correct dynamics are being generated in our
model.

The hierarchical equations of motion allow one to study
the dynamics of quantum systems coupled to reservoirs with-
out recurring to weak-coupling perturbative analyses and/or
the Born-Markov approximation [35, 36]. Although compu-
tationally more expensive than the techniques presented in this
work, HEOM provides a reliable approach to benchmark our
calculations.

We provide the basic concepts of HEOM here and refer
the reader to Ref. [36] for further details. The method starts
by discretizing the environment composed of a continuum of
states and creating a hierarchy of equations of motion for aux-
iliary density operators that we need to solve simultaneously.
For the appropriate dynamics to be obtained, one must main-
tain a sufficient amount of auxiliary operators in the hierarchy.
Furthermore, there is an assumption that thermal correlation
functions of the reservoir can be represented via a sum of ex-
ponentials. For specific spectral functions, analytical expres-
sions can be obtained for these correlation functions and the
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FIG. 11. Dynamics of the polarization in the two-spin system for
first (top) and second (bottom) spins with a coupling parameter
A = 2.5A;. The reaction coordinate calculation was carried out
via the Redfield Eq. (11) with v = 0.05, M = 25, Ay = 0.9A4,
Q =8A;and T = A; (depicted as blue lines). The corresponding
HEOM calculation (depicted as black diamonds) was done with pa-
rameters N, = 10 and N, = 5, which were sufficient to guarantee
convergence in the time domain shown. Note that in the reaction-
coordinate method, we use the Ohmic spectral function in Eq. (16)
to characterize the residual bath, while the corresponding HEOM cal-
culation uses the Brownian spectral density Eq. (15), as it simulates
the original bath.

sum must be truncated to a finite amount of exponential for
the calculation to be numerically tractable.
The bath correlation function is given by [36]

O(t) = (X(r+ )X (7))p (CI)

/ dwJ (w [coth (52 )cos(wt)—isin(wt)},

where X = 3, tk(éL + ¢x) (see Eq. (1)). The next step is to
decompose the real and imaginary parts of C'(¢) into a sum of
exponentials

NR NI
R I
C(t):§ c,’je*WHE cle Mkt (C2)
k=1 k=1

where Ny and N7 are convergence parameters controlling the
number of Matsubara terms in the real and imaginary parts
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FIG. 12. Dynamics of the entanglement negativity in the two-spin
system with A = A; (top) and A = 2.5A; (bottom). The reaction
coordinate calculation was carried out via the Redfield Eq. (11) with
v =0.05, M =25, Az = 0.9A1,Q2 =8A; and T = A; (depicted
as blue lines). The corresponding HEOM calculation (depicted as
black diamonds) was done with parameters N. = 10 and N = 5,
which were sufficient to guarantee convergence in the time domain
shown.

of the expansion, respectively. In our calculations, we set
Nr = Ny = Ng, where Ni is the number of Matsubara
terms. The expansion coefficients (ckR and ci) and the Mat-
subara frequencies (fyff and fyf;) can be real or complex, de-
pending on the nature of the correlation functions of the bath
and the spectral function being considered. In our work, we
considered the Brownian spectral function for which these
parameters can be found analytically (see Egs. (24)-(27) in
Ref. [36]).

The n-th equation in the hierarchy described above can be
written as

Nj
pr) = | —HE = Y > ngl | o (1) (C3)
J=R,I k=1
Ngr Np
- iz clin S prrk (1) + Z cEnp 80 prae (t)
k=1 k=1
p ZSXP i
j=R,I k=1



where O%e = [0, 0] and O°e = {O,e}. Furthermore,
n = (nr1,NR2, - NRN, 11, NI2,---NN) IS a multidimen-
sional index used to label the auxiliary density matrices with
each n;j taking values in the set {0,1,2,---, N.}, with N,
being a convergence parameter indicating the number of hi-
erarchies to be included. We note that the states labeled with
n = (0,---,0) correspond to the density operator of which

+
we want to study the dynamics, while the p"i* (¢) correspond
to auxiliary operators labeled with index n ;, raised or lowered
by one.

In our calculations, we employ the HEOM implementa-
tion found in the Quantum Toolbox in Python (QuTiP) pack-
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age [83, 84] to solve for the dynamics of the reduced den-
sity operator of the two-qubit system. In Fig. 11 we show
that the reaction-coordinate approach to simulate the polar-
ization dynamics (using the Redfield QME [Eq. (11)] for the
RC Hamiltonian) excellently captures the dynamics compared
to the HEOM calculation. In Fig. 12 we display the corre-
sponding dynamics for the entanglement negativity Eq. (33),
showing yet again excellent agreement between the Redfield
QME on the reaction-coordinate approach and the HEOM.

Though, in general, the Redfield equation does not preserve
complete positivity of the reduced density operator along time
trajectories, we find that in our case the true dynamics are in-
deed captured for our particular system and bath configura-
tion.

[1] Toshiya Kinoshita, Trevor Wenger, and David S. Weiss, “A
quantum Newton’s cradle,” Nature 440, 900-903 (20006).

[2] Stefan Trotzky, Yu-Ao Chen, Andreas Flesch, Ian P. McCul-

loch, Ulrich Schollwock, Jens Eisert, and Immanuel Bloch,

“Probing the relaxation towards equilibrium in an isolated

strongly correlated one-dimensional Bose gas,” Nat. Phys. 8,

325-330 (2012).

Adam M. Kaufman, M. Eric Tai, Alexander Lukin, Matthew

Rispoli, Robert Schittko, Philipp M. Preiss, and Markus

Greiner, “Quantum thermalization through entanglement in an

isolated many-body system,” Science 353, 794-800 (2016).

Hannes Bernien, Sylvain Schwartz, Alexander Keesling, Harry

Levine, Ahmed Omran, Hannes Pichler, Soonwon Choi,

Alexander S. Zibrov, Manuel Endres, Markus Greiner, Vladan

Vuleti¢, and Mikhail D. Lukin, “Probing many-body dynamics

on a 51-atom quantum simulator,” Nature 551, 579-584 (2017).

Yijun Tang, Wil Kao, Kuan-Yu Li, Sangwon Seo, Krishnanand

Mallayya, Marcos Rigol, Sarang Gopalakrishnan, and Ben-

jamin L. Lev, “Thermalization near integrability in a dipolar

quantum newton’s cradle,” Phys. Rev. X 8, 021030 (2018).

Paul Niklas Jepsen, Jesse Amato-Grill, Ivana Dimitrova,

Wen Wei Ho, Eugene Demler, and Wolfgang Ketterle, “Spin

transport in a tunable heisenberg model realized with ultracold

atoms,” Nature 588, 403407 (2020).

[7] J. R. Maze, P. L. Stanwix, J. S. Hodges, S. Hong, J. M. Tay-

lor, P. Cappellaro, L. Jiang, M. V. Gurudev Dutt, E. Togan,

A. S. Zibrov, A. Yacoby, R. L. Walsworth, and M. D. Lukin,

“Nanoscale magnetic sensing with an individual electronic spin

in diamond,” Nature 455, 644-647 (2008).

N. Bar-Gill, L. M. Pham, C. Belthangady, D. Le Sage, P. Cap-

pellaro, J. R. Maze, M. D. Lukin, A. Yacoby, and R. Walsworth,

“Suppression of spin-bath dynamics for improved coherence of

multi-spin-qubit systems,” Nat. Commun. 3, 858 (2012).

[9] John Preskill, “Quantum Computing in the NISQ era and be-
yond,” Quantum 2, 79 (2018).

[10] Hong-Guang Duan, Ajay Jha, Lipeng Chen, Vandana Tiwari,
Richard J. Cogdell, Khuram Ashraf, Valentyn I. Prokhorenko,
Michael Thorwart, and R. J. Dwayne Miller, “Quantum co-
herent energy transport in the fenna—matthews—olson complex
at low temperature,” Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. 119, €2212630119
(2022).

[11] Ronnie Kosloft and Amikam Levy, “Quantum heat engines and
refrigerators: Continuous devices,” Annu. Rev. Phys. Chem. 65,
365-393 (2014).

3

—

[4

—_

[5

—

[6

—_

[8

—

[12] John Goold, Marcus Huber, Arnau Riera, Lidia del Rio, and
Paul Skrzypczyk, “The role of quantum information in ther-
modynamics—a topical review,” J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 49,
143001 (2016).

[13] Giuliano Benenti, Giulio Casati, Keiji Saito, and Robert S.
Whitney, “Fundamental aspects of steady-state conversion of
heat to work at the nanoscale,” Phys. Rep. 694, 1 — 124 (2017).

[14] Mark T. Mitchison, “Quantum thermal absorption machines:
refrigerators, engines and clocks,” Contemp. Phys. 60, 164—187
(2019).

[15] Martin Josefsson, Artis Svilans, Adam M. Burke, Eric A. Hoff-
mann, Sofia Fahlvik, Claes Thelander, Martin Leijnse, and
Heiner Linke, “A quantum-dot heat engine operating close to
the thermodynamic efficiency limits,” Nat. Nanotechnol. 13,
920-924 (2018).

[16] Alberto Ronzani, Bayan Karimi, Jorden Senior, Yu-Cheng
Chang, Joonas T. Peltonen, ChiiDong Chen, and Jukka P.
Pekola, “Tunable photonic heat transport in a quantum heat
valve,” Nature Phys. 14, 991-995 (2018).

[17] Nico Mosso, Hatef Sadeghi, Andrea Gemma, Sara Sangtarash,
Ute Drechsler, Colin Lambert, and Bernd Gotsmann, “Ther-
mal transport through single-molecule junctions,” Nano Lett.
19, 7614-7622 (2019).

[18] Francisco J. Garcia-Vidal, Cristiano Ciuti, and Thomas W.
Ebbesen, “Manipulating matter by strong coupling to vacuum
fields,” Science 373, eabd0336 (2021).

[19] Hannes Hiibener, Umberto De Giovannini, Christian Schéfer,
Johan Andberger, Michael Ruggenthaler, Jerome Faist, and
Angel Rubio, “Engineering quantum materials with chiral opti-
cal cavities,” Nat. Mater. 20, 438-442 (2021).

[20] John Clai Owens, Margaret G. Panetta, Brendan Saxberg,
Gabrielle Roberts, Srivatsan Chakram, Ruichao Ma, Andrei
Vrajitoarea, Jonathan Simon, and David I. Schuster, “Chi-
ral cavity quantum electrodynamics,” Nat. Phys. 18, eabd0336
(2022).

[21] F. Schlawin, D. M. Kennes, and M. A. Sentef, “Cavity quantum
materials,” Appl. Phys. Rev. 9, 011312 (2022).

[22] Jacqueline Bloch, Andrea Cavalleri, Victor Galitski, Moham-
mad Hafezi, and Angel Rubio, “Strongly correlated elec-
tron—photon systems,” Nature 606 (2022).

[23] Javier Galego, Francisco J. Garcia-Vidal, and Johannes Feist,
“Cavity-induced modifications of molecular structure in the
strong-coupling regime,” Phys. Rev. X 5, 041022 (2015).

[24] Felipe Herrera and Frank C. Spano, “Cavity-controlled chem-


https://doi.org/10.1038/nature04693
https://doi.org/doi:10.1038/nphys2232
https://doi.org/doi:10.1038/nphys2232
http://science.sciencemag.org/content/353/6301/794
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature24622
https://journals.aps.org/prx/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.021030
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-3033-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature07279
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms1856
https://doi.org/10.22331/q-2018-08-06-79
https://www.pnas.org/doi/abs/10.1073/pnas.2212630119
https://www.pnas.org/doi/abs/10.1073/pnas.2212630119
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1146/annurev-physchem-040513-103724
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1146/annurev-physchem-040513-103724
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1751-8113/49/14/143001
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1751-8113/49/14/143001
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2017.05.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00107514.2019.1631555
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00107514.2019.1631555
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41565-018-0200-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41565-018-0200-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41567-018-0199-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.9b02089
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.9b02089
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1126/science.abd0336
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/s41563-020-00801-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41563-020-00801-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41563-020-00801-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/5.0083825
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-022-04726-w
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.5.041022

istry in molecular ensembles,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 238301
(2016).

[25] H.-P. Breuer and F. Petruccione, The Theory of Open Quantum
Systems (Oxford University Press, 2007).

[26] Philipp Strasberg, “Operational approach to quantum stochastic
thermodynamics,” Phys. Rev. E 100, 022127 (2019).

[27] J. D. Cresser and J. Anders, “Weak and ultrastrong coupling
limits of the quantum mean force gibbs state,” Phys. Rev. Lett.
127, 250601 (2021).

[28] Nicholas Anto-Sztrikacs, Ahsan Nazir, and Dvira Segal,
“Effective-hamiltonian theory of open quantum systems at
strong coupling,” PRX Quantum 4, 020307 (2023).

[29] Nancy Makri, “Numerical path integral techniques for long
time dynamics of quantum dissipative systems,” J. Math. Phys.
36, 2430-2457 (1995).

[30] Dvira Segal, Andrew J. Millis, and David R. Reichman,
“Numerically exact path-integral simulation of nonequilibrium
quantum transport and dissipation,” Phys. Rev. B 82, 205323
(2010).

[31] Michael Kilgour, Bijay Kumar Agarwalla, and Dvira Segal,
“Path-integral methodology and simulations of quantum ther-
mal transport: Full counting statistics approach,” J. Chem.
Phys. 150, 084111 (2019).

[32] Sohang Kundu and Nancy Makri, “PathSum: A C++ and For-
tran suite of fully quantum mechanical real-time path integral
methods for (multi-)system + bath dynamics,” J. Chem. Phys.
158, 224801 (2023).

[33] A. Strathearn, P. Kirton, D. Kilda, J. Keeling, and B. W.
Lovett, “Efficient non-markovian quantum dynamics using
time-evolving matrix product operators,” Nat. Commun. 9,
3322 (2018).

[34] Dominic Gribben, Aidan Strathearn, Jake Iles-Smith, Dainius
Kilda, Ahsan Nazir, Brendon W. Lovett, and Peter Kirton, “Ex-
act quantum dynamics in structured environments,” Phys. Rev.
Res. 2, 013265 (2020).

[35] Yoshitaka Tanimura, “Numerically “exact” approach to open
quantum dynamics: The hierarchical equations of motion
(HEOM),” J. Chem. Phys. 153, 020901 (2020).

[36] Neill Lambert, Tarun Raheja, Simon Cross, Paul Menczel,
Shahnawaz Ahmed, Alexander Pitchford, Daniel Burgarth, and
Franco Nori, “Qutip-bofin: A bosonic and fermionic numer-
ical hierarchical-equations-of-motion library with applications
in light-harvesting, quantum control, and single-molecule elec-
tronics,” Phys. Rev. Res. 5, 013181 (2023).

[37] A. Erpenbeck, E. Gull, and G. Cohen, “Quantum monte carlo
method in the steady state,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 130, 186301
(2023).

[38] R. Hirtle, G. Cohen, D. R. Reichman, and A. J. Millis, “Trans-
port through an anderson impurity: Current ringing, nonlin-
ear magnetization, and a direct comparison of continuous-time
quantum monte carlo and hierarchical quantum master equa-
tions,” Phys. Rev. B 92, 085430 (2015).

[39] Guy Cohen, Emanuel Gull, David R. Reichman, and Andrew J.
Millis, “Taming the dynamical sign problem in real-time evo-
lution of quantum many-body problems,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 115,
266802 (2015).

[40] Di Luo, Zhuo Chen, Juan Carrasquilla, and Bryan K. Clark,
“Autoregressive neural network for simulating open quantum
systems via a probabilistic formulation,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 128,
090501 (2022).

[41] Javier Prior, Alex W. Chin, Susana F. Huelga, and Martin B.
Plenio, “Efficient simulation of strong system-environment in-
teractions,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 050404 (2010).

[42] Marlon Brenes, Juan José Mendoza-Arenas, Archak

17

Purkayastha, Mark T. Mitchison, Stephen R. Clark, and
John Goold, “Tensor-network method to simulate strongly
interacting quantum thermal machines,” Phys. Rev. X 10,
031040 (2020).

[43] Moritz Cygorek, Michael Cosacchi, Alexei Vagov, Voll-
rath Martin Axt, Brendon W. Lovett, Jonathan Keeling, and
Erik M. Gauger, “Simulation of open quantum systems by au-
tomated compression of arbitrary environments,” Nat. Phys. 18,
662-668 (2022).

[44] Qiang Shi and Eitan Geva, “A new approach to calculating
the memory kernel of the generalized quantum master equa-
tion for an arbitrary system—bath coupling,” J. Chem. Phys. 119,
12063-12076 (2003).

[45] Ming-Liang Zhang, Being J. Ka, and Eitan Geva, “Nonequilib-
rium quantum dynamics in the condensed phase via the gener-
alized quantum master equation,” J. Chem. Phys. 125, 044106
(2006).

[46] Aaron Kelly, Andrés Montoya-Castillo, Lu Wang, and
Thomas E. Markland, “Generalized quantum master equations
in and out of equilibrium: When can one win?” J. Chem. Phys.
144, 184105 (2016).

[47] M. P. Woods, R. Groux, A. W. Chin, S. F. Huelga, and M. B.
Plenio, “Mappings of open quantum systems onto chain rep-
resentations and Markovian embeddings,” J. Math. Phys. 55,
032101 (2014).

[48] Alex W. Chin, Angel Rivas, Susana F. Huelga, and Mar-
tin B. Plenio, “Exact mapping between system-reservoir quan-
tum models and semi-infinite discrete chains using orthogonal
polynomials,” J. Math. Phys. 51, 092109 (2010).

[49] A. Imamoglu, “Stochastic wave-function approach to non-
Markovian systems,” Phys. Rev. A 50, 3650-3653 (1994).

[50] B. M. Garraway, “Nonperturbative decay of an atomic system
in a cavity,” Phys. Rev. A 55, 2290-2303 (1997).

[51] B. M. Garraway, “Decay of an atom coupled strongly to a reser-
voir,” Phys. Rev. A 55, 4636-4639 (1997).

[52] Paul Menczel, Ken Funo, Mauro Cirio, Neill Lambert, and
Franco Nori, “Non-hermitian pseudomodes for strongly cou-
pled open quantum systems: Unravelings, correlations and ther-
modynamics,” arXiv:2401.11830 (2024).

[53] Nicholas Anto-Sztrikacs, Brett Min, Marlon Brenes, and Dvira
Segal, “Effective hamiltonian theory: An approximation to the
equilibrium state of open quantum systems,” Phys. Rev. B 108,
115437 (2023).

[54] Brett Min, Nicholas Anto-Sztrikacs, Marlon Brenes, and
Dvira Segal, “Bath-engineering magnetic order in quantum
spin chains: An analytic mapping approach,” arXiv:2401.06227
(2023).

[55] Peter P. Orth, David Roosen, Walter Hofstetter, and Karyn
Le Hur, “Dynamics, synchronization, and quantum phase tran-
sitions of two dissipative spins,” Phys. Rev. B 82, 144423
(2010).

[56] Tianrui Deng, Yiying Yan, Lipeng Chen, and Yang Zhao, “Dy-
namics of the two-spin spin-boson model with a common bath,”
J. Chem. Phys. 144, 144102 (2016).

[57] Minghui Xu, D. A. Tieri, E. C. Fine, James K. Thompson, and
M. J. Holland, “Synchronization of two ensembles of atoms,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 154101 (2014).

[58] G. L. Giorgi, F. Plastina, G. Francica, and R. Zambrini, “Spon-
taneous synchronization and quantum correlation dynamics of
open spin systems,” Phys. Rev. A 88, 042115 (2013).

[59] Albert Cabot, Gian Luca Giorgi, Fernando Galve, and Roberta
Zambrini, “Quantum synchronization in dimer atomic lattices,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 023604 (2019).

[60] G. Karpat, 1. Yal¢ inkaya, and B. Cakmak, “Quantum syn-


http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.238301
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.238301
https://www.ebook.de/de/product/6212122/heinz_peter_breuer_francesco_petruccione_the_theory_of_open_quantum_systems.html
https://www.ebook.de/de/product/6212122/heinz_peter_breuer_francesco_petruccione_the_theory_of_open_quantum_systems.html
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevE.100.022127
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.250601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.250601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PRXQuantum.4.020307
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.531046
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.531046
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.82.205323
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.82.205323
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5084949
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5084949
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0151748
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0151748
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-05617-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-05617-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.013265
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.013265
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/5.0011599
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.5.013181
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.186301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.186301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.92.085430
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.266802
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.266802
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.090501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.090501
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.050404
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.10.031040
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.10.031040
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41567-022-01389-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41567-022-01389-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1624830
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1624830
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2218342
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.2218342
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4948612
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4948612
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.4866769
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1063/1.4866769
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3490188
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.50.3650
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.55.2290
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.55.4636
https://arxiv.org/abs/2401.11830
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.108.115437
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.108.115437
https://arxiv.org/abs/2401.06227
https://arxiv.org/abs/2401.06227
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.82.144423
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.82.144423
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4945390
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.154101
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.88.042115
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.023604

chronization of few-body systems under collective dissipation,”
Phys. Rev. A 101, 042121 (2020).

[61] Xing Xiao, Tian-Xiang Lu, Wo-Jun Zhong, and Yan-Ling Li,
“Classical-driving-assisted quantum synchronization in non-
markovian environments,” Phys. Rev. A 107, 022221 (2023).

[62] R. Martinazzo, B. Vacchini, K. H. Hughes, and I. Burghardt,
“Communication: Universal Markovian reduction of Brownian
particle dynamics,” J. Chem. Phys. 134, 011101 (2011).

[63] Jake Iles-Smith, Neill Lambert, and Ahsan Nazir, “Environ-
mental dynamics, correlations, and the emergence of noncanon-
ical equilibrium states in open quantum systems,” Phys. Rev. A
90, 032114 (2014).

[64] Jake Iles-Smith, Arend G. Dijkstra, Neill Lambert, and Ahsan
Nazir, “Energy transfer in structured and unstructured environ-
ments: Master equations beyond the Born-Markov approxima-
tions,” J. Chem. Phys. 144, 044110 (2016).

[65] Philipp Strasberg, Gernot Schaller, Neill Lambert, and Tobias
Brandes, “Nonequilibrium thermodynamics in the strong cou-
pling and non-markovian regime based on a reaction coordinate
mapping,” New J. Phys. 18, 073007 (2016).

[66] Keith H. Hughes, Clara D. Christ, and Irene Burghardt,
“Effective-mode representation of non-Markovian dynamics: A
hierarchical approximation of the spectral density. I. Applica-
tion to single surface dynamics,” J. Chem. Phys. 131, 024109
(2009).

[67] Keith H. Hughes, Clara D. Christ, and Irene Burghardt,
“Effective-mode representation of non-Markovian dynamics: A
hierarchical approximation of the spectral density. II. Applica-
tion to environment-induced nonadiabatic dynamics,” J. Chem.
Phys. 131, 124108 (2009).

[68] Nicholas Anto-Sztrikacs and Dvira Segal, “Strong coupling ef-
fects in quantum thermal transport with the reaction coordinate
method,” New J. Phys. 23, 063036 (2021).

[69] Luis A. Correa, Buqing Xu, Benjamin Morris, and Gerardo
Adesso, “Pushing the limits of the reaction-coordinate map-
ping,” J. Chem. Phys. 151, 094107 (2019).

[70] Sebastian Restrepo, Sina Bohling, Javier Cerrillo, and Gernot
Schaller, “Electron pumping in the strong coupling and non-
markovian regime: A reaction coordinate mapping approach,”
Phys. Rev. B 100, 035109 (2019).

[71] A. Nitzan, Chemical Dynamics in Condensed Phases: Relax-

18

ation, Transfer, and Reactions in Condensed Molecular Sys-
tems, Oxford Graduate Texts (OUP Oxford, 2013).

[72] Marlon Brenes and Dvira Segal, “Multispin probes for ther-
mometry in the strong-coupling regime,” Phys. Rev. A 108,
032220 (2023).

[73] Nazim Boudjada and Dvira Segal, “From dissipative dynamics
to studies of heat transfer at the nanoscale: Analysis of the spin-
boson model,” J. Phys. Chem. A 118, 11323-11336 (2014).

[74] Karol Zyczkowski, Pawet Horodecki, Anna Sanpera, and Ma-
ciej Lewenstein, “Volume of the set of separable states,” Phys.
Rev. A 58, 883-892 (1998).

[75] G. Vidal and R. F. Werner, “Computable measure of entangle-
ment,” Phys. Rev. A 65, 032314 (2002).

[76] Shishir Khandelwal, Nicolas Palazzo, Nicolas Brunner, and
Géraldine Haack, “Critical heat current for operating an entan-
glement engine,” New J. Phys. 22, 073039 (2020).

[77] Asher Peres, “Separability criterion for density matrices,” Phys.
Rev. Lett. 77, 1413-1415 (1996).

[78] Michat Horodecki, Pawet Horodecki, and Ryszard Horodecki,
“Separability of mixed states: necessary and sufficient condi-
tions,” Phys. Lett. A 223, 1-8 (1996).

[79] P. Krantz, M. Kjaergaard, F. Yan, T. P. Orlando, S. Gustavsson,
and W. D. Oliver, “A quantum engineer’s guide to supercon-
ducting qubits,” Appl. Phys. Rev. 6, 021318 (2019).

[80] S. Barzanjeh, A. Xuereb, S. Groblacher, M. Paternostro, C. A.
Regal, and E. M Weig, “Optomechanics for quantum technolo-
gies,” Nat. Phys. 18, 15-24 (2022).

[81] Chee Kong Lee, Jeremy Moix, and Jianshu Cao, “Accuracy of
second order perturbation theory in the polaron and variational
polaron frames,” J. Chem. Phys. 136, 204120 (2012).

[82] Dazhi Xu and Jianshu Cao, “Non-canonical distribution and
non-equilibrium transport beyond weak system-bath coupling
regime: A polaron transformation approach,” Front. Phys. 11,
110308 (2016).

[83] J.R. Johansson, P.D. Nation, and Franco Nori, “Qutip: An
open-source python framework for the dynamics of open
quantum systems,” Comput. Phys. Commun. 183, 1760-1772
(2012).

[84] J.R. Johansson, P.D. Nation, and Franco Nori, “Qutip 2: A
python framework for the dynamics of open quantum systems,”
Comput. Phys. Commun. 184, 1234-1240 (2013).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.101.042121
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.107.022221
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3532408
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.90.032114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.90.032114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4940218
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1367-2630/18/7/073007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3159671
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3159671
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3226343
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3226343
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/ac02df
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.5114690
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.035109
https://books.google.ca/books?id=jrmznAEACAAJ
https://books.google.ca/books?id=jrmznAEACAAJ
https://books.google.ca/books?id=jrmznAEACAAJ
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.108.032220
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.108.032220
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jp5091685
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.58.883
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.58.883
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.65.032314
https://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/ab9983
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.77.1413
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.77.1413
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0375960196007062
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.5089550
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-021-01402-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4722336
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/s11467-016-0540-2
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1007/s11467-016-0540-2
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2012.02.021
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2012.02.021
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2012.11.019

	Bath-induced interactions and transient dynamics in open quantum systems at strong coupling: Effective Hamiltonian approach
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Dynamics and bath-induced interactions
	Spin-bath models
	Reaction-coordinate mapping and effective Hamiltonian theory
	Dynamics
	Eigenenergies of the effective Hamiltonian

	Results
	Polarization at thermal equilibrium
	Correlations at thermal equilibrium
	Dynamics N = 1
	Dynamics N = 2
	Dynamics of correlations N=2

	Assessment of the effective Hamiltonian method
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgments
	Derivation of the Effective Hamiltonian for the two-spin model
	Bath-induced interactions from a polaron transformation
	Dynamics from the hierarchical equations of motion
	References


