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Recently, Nathan and Rudner derived a Gorini-Kossakowski-Sudarshan-Lindblad master equation
from the Redfield equation. The claim is that the level of approximation is equal to that of the
Redfield equation. Here we benchmark the Nathan-Rudner equation (NRE) against the exact
solution of a damped harmonic oscillator and compare its performance to that of the time-dependent
Redfield equation (RE). We find that which of the equations performs better depends on the regime
considered. It turns out that the short-time dynamics is generally much better captured by the
RE, whereas the NRE delivers results comparable to those of the rotating-wave approximation.
For the steady state, in the high-temperature limit the RE again performs better and its solution
approaches the exact result for ultrahigh temperatures. Nevertheless, here also the NR equation
constitutes a good approximation. In the low-temperature limit, in turn, the NRE provides a better
approximation than the RE. For too strong coupling, here the RE might even fail completely by
predicting unphysical behaviour.

I. INTRODUCTION

All quantum systems are coupled to their environment.
Only rarely, the idealization of an isolated quantum sys-
tem is found to be a good approximation and coherent
evolution can be observed beyond very short times (e.g.,
for experiments with ultracold atoms [1]). In thermal
equilibrium and for ultraweak system-bath coupling (de-
fined by the system-bath coupling being small compared
to the energy level splitting in the system), the state of
the system is described by statistical mechanics. This
is very efficient and requires only a few thermodynamic
variables, like temperature or chemical potential. How-
ever, beyond ultraweak coupling and away from equilib-
rium, the state of the system does depend on the details
of the environment. Since an explicit treatment of the
total system-bath compound is often neither of interest
nor feasible, the general strategy is to derive a master
equation for the reduced density matrix of the system.
Ideally, the solution of the master equation should be an
accurate description of the impact of the environment on
the dynamics and steady state of the system. A common
approach for deriving a quantum master equation is the
Born-Markov approximation giving rise to the Redfield
master equation [2–8]. This equation has been shown
to describe the state of the system rather accurately [9].
It correctly captures the coherences of the density ma-
trix (the off-diagonal elements in energy representation)
in second order system-bath coupling [9–13]. Only the
populations of the energy eigenstates (the diagonal ele-
ments of the density matrix), require more sophisticated
methods already in second order, see, e.g., Refs. [14–16].

However, the Redfield equation has the disadvantage
that it is not of Gorini-Kossakowski-Sudarshan-Lindblad
(GKSL) form. This implies on the one hand that it
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might lead to unphysical violations of positivity (which
are, however, significant only outside the range of the va-
lidity of the Born-Markov approximation) [6, 9, 17–20].
On the other hand, it does not allow the use of standard
quantum-trajectory simulations, where the coherent evo-
lution of an ensemble of pure states is interrupted by
random quantum jumps. The conventional approach re-
lies on the GKSL form and cannot directly be applied
to the Redfield equation. Therefore, it seems to be de-
sired to find master equations of GKSL form that pro-
vide an accurate description of the coupling to the en-
vironment (Note that recently also alternative quantum-
trajectory approaches have been described that allow to
unravel time-local non-Lindblad master equations such
as the Redfield equation [21–23], without requiriing an
effective extension of the state space like previously pro-
posed methods. However, in the long-time limit, they
might require a larger number of trajectories as the con-
ventional approach, as discussed in Ref. [24].). For ultra-
weak coupling, this is achieved using the rotating-wave
approximation (RWA), which gives rise to the quantum
optical master equation [4, 25, 26]. However, the as-
sumption of ultraweak coupling is often challenged. For
instance, in quantum many-body systems energy levels
can become exponentially small with the system size.

Recently numerous different GKSL master equations
have been proposed to approximate the Redfield equa-
tion [27–33]. Of special interest is the Nathan-Rudner
equation (NRE) in Refs. [29, 34], which is similar to the
geometric-arithmetic master equation in Ref. [28]. In
their work Nathan and Rudner claim that the approxi-
mation that lead to this equation are consistent with the
Born-Markov approach, such that it is as accurate as the
Redfield equation. This is very promising in view of the
efficient simulation of open quantum systems beyond ul-
traweak coupling. The NRE has been studied in numer-
ous works [31, 35–38] also in relation to time-dependent
master equations [32, 33]. In this paper, we benchmark
the Nathan-Rudner equation by applying it to an exactly
solvable model, given by a damped harmonic oscillator,
and by comparing its performance to that of the Red-
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field and the quantum optical master equations. For this
purpose, we consider both the transient evolution of the
system as well as its steady state.

This paper is organised as follows: In Section II, we
recapitulate the quantum master equations considered
in this paper, the Redfield, the quantum optical and the
Nathan-Rudner equation. These will later be applied to
the damped harmonic oscillator introduced in Section III
together with its exact Hu-Paz-Zhang master equation.
In Section IV, we benchmark both the transient dynamics
and the steady state of the approximate master equations
against the results of the exact master equation.

II. MASTER EQUATIONS FOR WEAK
SYSTEM-BATH COUPLING

The quantum master equations considered here are ob-
tained by combining second-order perturbation theory
in the system-bath coupling with the Born and Markov
approximations. This gives rise to the time-dependent
Redfield equation. Applying further approximations, one
also obtains the time-independent Redfield equation, the
Nathan-Rudner equation and the quantum-optical mas-
ter equation. In this section, we briefly review these equa-
tions.

For the microscopic derivation, we start from the total
Hamiltonian of the full system-bath compound Ĥtot =
ĤS + ĤB + ĤSB , where ĤS is the Hamiltonian of the
open system and ĤB is the Hamiltonian of the bath. The
interaction Hamiltonian ĤSB is written in the canonical
form ĤSB =

√
γŜ ⊗ B̂, e.g., by doing a Schmidt decom-

position, where Ŝ and B̂ act solely on the system and
bath, respectively. The generalization to multiple cou-
pling terms is straightforward, but not considered here
for simplicity. The dimensionless quantity γ captures
the relative strength of the interaction compared to the
energy scales of the system. Let t0 denote the time at
which system and bath are coupled. That is, for time t0
we assume a factorized initial state ρ̂tot(t0) = ρ̂(t0)⊗ ρ̂B,
with ρ̂B = e−βĤB/ZB being the thermal equilibrium state
of the bath at inverse temperature β.

A. Redfield equation

The Redfield equation is obtained in second order
of the system-bath coupling from the Born-Markov ap-
proximation. For the reduced density matrix ρ̂(t) =
trB(ρ̂tot(t)) of the system it reads [2–8]

d

dt
ρ̂I(t) = −

∫ t

t0

dτC(t− τ)[Ŝt, Ŝτ ρ̂I(t)] + H.c. (1)

in the interaction picture, which is indicated by the label
I. Here, C(t − τ) ≡ γ⟨B̂tB̂τ ⟩/ℏ2 denotes the bath cor-

relation function and Ŝt = exp(−iĤSt/ℏ)Ŝ exp(iĤSt/ℏ)
and B̂t = exp(−iĤBt/ℏ)B̂ exp(iĤBt/ℏ) are interaction

picture operators. In the Schrödinger picture it takes the
form

d

dt
ρ̂(t) =− i

ℏ
[ĤS , ρ̂(t)] + Ŝρ̂(t)Ŝ†t + Ŝtρ̂(t)Ŝ

− ŜŜtρ̂(t)− ρ̂(t)Ŝ†t Ŝ,
(2)

with Ŝt ≡
∫ t

t0
dτC(τ)Ŝ−τ . The last four terms give rise

to both a Lamb-shift Hamiltonian and a dissipative con-
tribution [30, 39]. The Redfield equation is explicitly
time-dependent. However, often the time-independent
Redfield equation is considered by replacing Ŝt → Ŝ∞ ≡∫∞
t0
dτC(τ)Ŝ−τ . This is justified for times t− t0 that are

large compared to the typical relaxation time of the bath
correlation.

B. Quantum optical master equation

For ultraweak system-bath coupling, we can perform
a rotating-wave approximation (RWA), where we neglect
off-diagonal coupling terms in the energy eigenbasis of the
system, to obtain the quantum optical master equation
[4, 5, 26]

d

dt
ρ̂(t) = − i

ℏ
[ĤS + Λ̂RWA, ρ̂(t)]

+
∑
lk

2Gr
t (∆lk)|Slk|2

(
L̂lkρ̂(t)L̂

†
lk − 1

2
{L̂†

lkL̂lk, ρ̂(t)}
)
.

(3)

Here, Gr
t (∆) + iGi

t(∆) ≡
∫ t

0
dτC(τ)e−i∆τ denotes the

time-dependent coupling density, with real and imagi-
nary parts Gr

t (∆), Gi
t(∆), respectively. It also defines

the tensor elements of the Redfield superoperator in the
eigenbasis of the system. Often, especially for the dy-
namics approaching the steady state, we take the asymp-
totic generator with G∞(∆), which is discussed in Ap-
pendix C. This will also be done in the following. The
Lamb-shift Hamiltonian is then diagonal in the eigenbasis
of the system Hamiltonian ĤS ,

Λ̂RWA = ℏ
∑
lk

Gi
∞(∆lk)|Slk|2L̂†

lkL̂lk. (4)

It, therefore, only shifts the eigenenergies of the system,
but leaves the eigenstates unchanged.
For thermal environments the steady-state solution

of the quantum optical master equation is the canon-
ical Gibbs state ρ̂0 = exp(−βĤS)/ZS , with ZS =

trS(exp(−βĤS)). Since this is independent of the cou-
pling strength, it is only valid in the ultraweak coupling
regime, where the coupling strength approaches zero.
[10, 40].

C. Nathan-Rudner equation

In this work, we focus on the master equation proposed
by Nathan and Rudner in Ref. [29]. Like the quantum
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optical master equation, it is in GKSL form, but it is
obtained from the Redfield equation by an approxima-
tion that is different from the RWA. The claim is that,
differently from the RWA, the error induced by this ap-
proximation is on the same order of magnitude as the
error of the Redfield equation. The main idea is to intro-
duce yet a second time integral on the right-hand side of
Eq. (1) to identify an equation in GKSL form with one
single jump operator and a new Lamb-shift Hamiltonian.
In order to be able to do that, the authors explicitly con-
sider t0 = −∞, meaning that t − t0 is large compared
to the typical relaxation time of the bath correlation. In
Appendix A, we show that this approximation is equiva-
lent to using the time-independent Redfield equation.

To get the Nathan-Rudner equation, firstly, the bath
correlation function is decomposed into a convolution in-
tegral

C(t− τ) =

∫ ∞

−∞
dsg(t− s)g(s− τ), (5)

which defines a new function g(t). In practice, we will
use the Fourier transform h(∆) of this function, which,
thanks to the convolution theorem, can be obtained by
taking the square root of the Fourier transform of the
bath correlation function C(t) [29]. Now, the Redfield
Eq. (1) reads,

d

dt
ρ̂I(t) =

∫ ∞

−∞
dτ

∫ ∞

−∞
dsF(t, s, τ)[ρ̂I(t)], (6)

with superoperator

F(t, s, τ)[σ̂] = θ(t−τ)g(t−s)g(s−τ)[Ŝt, Ŝτ σ̂]+H.c., (7)

and θ(t) being the Heaviside step function. Integrating
once from t1 to t2 results in

ρ̂I(t2)− ρ̂I(t1) =

∫ t2

t1

dt

∫ ∞

−∞
dτ

∫ ∞

−∞
dsF(t, s, τ)[ρ̂I(t)].

(8)

Next, the integral is approximated according to

F(t, s, τ) ≈ F(s, t, τ). (9)

By exchanging the variables t and s, one obtains

ρ̂I(t2)− ρ̂I(t1) =

∫ t2

t1

ds

∫ ∞

−∞
dt

∫ ∞

−∞
dτF(t, s, τ)[ρ̂I(s)].

(10)

This step is described in detail in Ref. [29], where the
validity of the approximation is also discussed. The
Nathan-Rudner equation is then obtained by perform-
ing a derivative with respect to t2. We replace τ, t, t2
with s′, s, t respectively. With the jump operator

L̂I =

∫ ∞

−∞
dsg(t− s)Ŝs, (11)

and the Lamb-shift Hamiltonian

Λ̂N
I =

ℏ
2i

∫ ∞

−∞
ds

∫ ∞

−∞
ds′Ŝsg(s− t)g(t− s′)Ŝs′sgn(s− s′),

(12)

it is possible to bring the equation into GKSL form,

d

dt
ρ̂I(t) = − i

ℏ
[Λ̂N

I , ρ̂I(t)]−
1

2
{L̂†

I L̂I , ρ̂I(t)}+ L̂I ρ̂I(t)L̂
†
I .

(13)

This is a remarkable result. Here θ(t) = 1
2 +

1
2 sgn(t) was

used to separate the double integral into separable and
inseparable parts, which represent the jump operator L̂I

and the Lambshift Hamiltonian Λ̂N
I , respectively. In the

Schrödinger picture, the equation is given by

d

dt
ρ̂(t) = − i

ℏ
[ĤS + Λ̂N , ρ̂(t)]− 1

2
{L̂†L̂, ρ̂(t)}+ L̂ρ̂(t)L̂†.

(14)

For time-independent Hamiltonians it is convenient to
use the representation of the Nathan-Rudner equation
in the eigenbasis of the Hamiltonian of the system ĤS .
The matrix elements of the operators L̂ and Λ̂N are then
given by

Llk = 2πh(∆lk)xlk, ΛN
lk =

∑
n

f(∆nl,∆kn)xlnxnk,

(15)

where ∆lk = ϵl − ϵk is the energy difference between
the eigenstates |l⟩ and |k⟩. For thermal baths h(∆) and
f(∆1,∆2) are defined as

h(∆) =

√
1

2π

J(∆)/ℏ
eβ∆ − 1

, (16)

f(∆1,∆2) = 2πℏP
∫ ∞

−∞

dω

ω
h(ω +∆1)h(ω −∆2), (17)

where J(∆) is the spectral density (see Appendix C)
and P denotes the principle value of the integral. Us-
ing convolution theorems, it can be shown that h(∆) is
the Fourier transform of g(t) from Eq. (5).
In Refs. [28, 31, 41], a similar master equation has

been found by replacing the arithmetic mean in the Kos-
sakowski matrix of the Redfield equation with a geomet-
ric mean. This approach leads to the same jump oper-
ator L̂I in Eq. (11). The only difference between the
geometric-arithmetic master equation and the NRE lies
in the Lamb-shift Hamiltonian. An alternative approach
derives a Lindblad-form master equation from the dy-
namic structure factor [42].

III. DAMPED HARMONIC OSCILLATOR

In Ref. [29], the authors described the regime of valid-
ity of their equation by introducing general error mea-
sures. In this work, we benchmark the master equation
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explicitly against the exact the solution of a damped har-
monic oscillator. Furthermore, we compare with the Red-
field and quantum optical master equation.

To this end we will use HS = ℏω(â†â + 1/2) +

GRŜ
2 as the Hamiltonian of the system, where GR =∫∞

0
dωJ(ω)/ω is the reorganization energy, which renor-

malizes the shifted energies in an open quantum system
[43]. The system is coupled to a thermal bath of harmonic

oscillators ĤB with coupling Hamiltonian, ĤSB = x̂⊗B̂,
where x̂ is the displacement operator of the central oscil-
lator.

A. Nathan-Rudner equation

For an Ohmic spectral density with Drude cutoff, we
are not able to find an analytical expression for the in-
tegral f in Eq. (17). Thus, for a generic system, f has
to be calculated either for all relevant level splittings,
which is done below, or it has to be approximated by in-
terpolating it between values computed numerically on
a sufficiently dense grid of arguments. Compared to
the computation of the Redfield generator, for which the
coupling density can be expressed by analytic functions,
the computation of the generator for the NRE, thus, re-
quires a slightly larger numerical effort. Alternatively,
one might also use the master equation proposed in Ref.
[31], which is equivalent to the NRE, except for the fact
that the Lamb-shift Hamiltonian takes a simpler form,
which in fact directly corresponds to the Lamb-shift of
the Redfield equation. For the harmonic oscillator to be
considered here the energy levels are equidistant and the
coupling operator x̂ only couples states of energy differ-
ence |ϵl − ϵk| = ℏω. Therefore, only three different inte-
grals have to be calculated numerically, i.e, f(−ℏω, ℏω),
f(ℏω,−ℏω) and f(ℏω, ℏω).

B. Exact equation

To see how the NRE compares to the Redfield equa-
tion, the exact Hu-Paz-Zhang master equation for the
harmonic oscillator with mass m and frequency ω cou-
pled to an Ohmic Drude bath with spectral density

J(∆) =
γ∆/π

1 + (∆/Ec)2
(18)

is considered, where Ec is the cutoff energy. For a fac-
torized initial state with a bath in thermal equilibrium,
the exact equation can be obtained [44–46],

d

dt
ρ̂(t) = − i

ℏ

[
p̂2

2m
+
m

2
γx(t)x̂

2, ρ̂(t)

]
− i

γp(t)

2ℏ
[x̂, {p̂, ρ̂(t)}]

+
m2

ℏ2
Dp(t)[x̂, [p̂, ρ̂(t)]]−

m2

ℏ2
Dx(t)[x̂, [x̂, ρ̂(t)]].

(19)

0 1 2
𝜔𝑡

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5 (a)

𝛾𝑥(𝑡)/𝜔2

𝛾𝑝(𝑡)/𝜔

0 1 2
𝜔𝑡

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15 (b)

𝐷𝑥(𝑡)/(𝜔/𝑚)
𝐷𝑝(𝑡)/(𝜔2/𝑚)

1
FIG. 1. Time dependent coefficients of the exact Hu-Paz-
Zhang master equation for γ/ω = 0.1, Ec = 5ℏω, βω = 1.

Here p̂ is the momentum operator. The derivation of the
four time-dependent coefficients γx(t), γp(t), Dx(t) and
Dp(t) is outlined, e.g., in Refs. [44, 47–54]. The renormal-
ized squared frequency γx(t) and the relaxation strength
γp(t) are temperature independent. The temperature-
dependent diffusion coefficients Dx(t) and Dp(t) result
from quantum fluctuations. In the asymptotic regime,
for t → ∞, these coefficients approach constant values.
This is analogous to the static limit discussed for the Red-
field equation in Appendix C. For ultraweak coupling and
large temperature, the time dependent coefficients are de-
picted in Fig. 1. In the static limit, one obtains γx ≃ ω2,
γp ≃ γ, Dx ≃ 0 and Dp ≃ γ/mβ (cf. dashed lines in
Fig. 1).

For γ approaching 0, the exact steady-state solution
reduces to the canonical Gibbs state of the system [10].
This means, that the steady-state solution of the Red-
field equation is equal to the exact steady-state in the
ultraweak coupling limit.

IV. BENCHMARKING AGAINST EXACT
SOLUTION

In this section, we study the validity of the NRE by
benchmarking it against the exactly solvable model of
the damped harmonic oscillator and comparing the re-
sults to the Redfield equation and the quantum optical
(or RWA) master equation. All dynamical calculations
are done for an initial pure state ρ̂0 = |ψ0⟩⟨ψ0| that is the
equal superposition of the ground and the first excited
state of the harmonic oscillator, |ψ0⟩ = (|0⟩ + |1⟩)/

√
2

with |1⟩ = â†|0⟩, with â =
√
mω/2ℏ(x̂+ip̂/mω). For our

analysis, we use the full time-dependent exact and Red-
field master equations. For a comparison to the approxi-
mative asymptotic time-independent generators, we refer
to Appendix C. The infinite-dimensional Hilbert space of
the harmonic oscillator is truncated to the first 30 lowest
energy eigenstates. Temperatures and cutoff energies are
given in units of ℏω. Superscripts X on variables and op-
erators are used to refer to the different models, X = E
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for the exact equation, X = R for Redfield, and X = N
for Nathan-Rudner.

Figs. 2 and 3, give a first impression of the dynam-
ics under the different master equations. They show the
dynamics of the expectation value of the system’s num-
ber operator ⟨n̂⟩ = ⟨â†â⟩ in Fig. 2, and the trace distance
d(ρE , ρX) between the approximate solutions and the ex-
act solution in Fig. 3, each for different inverse temper-
atures and coupling strengths. The dynamics of ⟨n̂⟩ in
Fig. 2 indicate, that the solution of the Redfield equation
follows the solution of the exact equation for a finite time
on the order of γωt ∼ 1, while the Nathan-Rudner and
RWA solutions deviate instantly from the exact dynam-
ics. Looking at Fig. 3, this translates to a smaller trace
distance between the Redfield solution and the exact so-
lution as compared to the other master equations. This
observation is explained, most likely, by the fact that
the NRE possesses a time-independent generator corre-
sponding to the asymptotic long-time limit. Also the
time-independent Redfield equation performs worse than
the time-dependent one (see Fig. 9 in Appendix C). How-
ever, unlike for the Redfield equation, no time-dependent
equivalent of the NRE is known.

We also see in the Figures that at about γωt ∼ 5,
the system approaches a steady state. Here the time-
dependence of the generator becomes irrelevant. From
the errors in Fig. 3, we infer that, while the Redfield
equation performs slightly better for the larger tempera-
ture (ℏωβ = 1), the NRE is superior for the lower tem-
perature (ℏωβ = 5). The Redfield solution even becomes
unphysical for low temperature and strong system-bath
coupling, giving rise to an unphysical negative average
excitation number ⟨n̂⟩ < 0 and a trace distance larger
than one. This is a well-known problem of the Redfield
equation [6, 9, 17–20, 55]. It does not occur for the NRE
thanks to its GKSL form.

0 5 10
0.50

0.55〈n̂
〉

(a)

h̄ωβ = 1

0 5 10
0.0

0.2

0.4

γ
=

0.
1

(b)

h̄ωβ = 5

Redfield
RWA
NR
Exact

0 5 10
γωt

0.50

0.75

1.00

〈n̂
〉

(c)

0 5 10
γωt

0

1

γ
=

1(d)

FIG. 2. Examples for the dynamics of the expectation value
of the number operator of the system using different values
for γ and β. All examples where calculated with Ec = 5ℏω.

0 5 10
0.00

0.05

d
(ρ̂
E
,ρ̂

X
)

(a)

h̄ωβ = 1

Redfield
RWA
NR

0 5 10
0.00

0.05

γ
=

0.
1

(b)

h̄ωβ = 5

0 5 10
γωt

0.0

0.2

d
(ρ̂
E
,ρ̂

X
)

(c)

0 5 10
γωt

0.0

0.2

0.4

γ
=

1

(d)

FIG. 3. Examples for the dynamics of the trace distance
d(ρ̂E , ρ̂X) between the approximate solutions and the exact
solution using different values for γ and β. All examples where
calculated with Ec = 5ℏω.

To get a better understanding of the differences be-
tween the master equations, in the following, we system-
atically analyse the relaxation dynamics of the different
models. This is followed by an analysis of the steady
state.

A. Dynamics

To systematically compare the dynamics of the dif-
ferent master equations, we average the trace distance
d(ρE , ρX) over the time interval γωt ∈ [0, τR],

d(ρE , ρX) =
1

τR

∫ τR

0

d(ρE(t), ρX(t)) dt. (20)

Here we have chosen the time interval with τR = 2/γω
based on the dynamics depicted in Figs. 2 and 3. It cov-
ers the transient dynamics and excludes the steady state
regime. Thus, it is roughly determined by the time scale
on which the system relaxes to its steady state. The time-

averaged distance d(ρE , ρX) defines the dynamical error
and quantifies deviations from the exact solution during
transient evolution. Fig. 4 compares the dynamical errors
of the Nathan-Rudner and Redfield equations as a func-
tion of inverse temperature β and coupling strength γ.
For short time dynamics, the Redfield equation outper-
forms the NRE in the parameter regime shown in Fig. 4
(a) and (b). The only exception being low temperatures
and strong coupling strengths, where the performance
is on the same order of magnitude (though for an even
shorter time interval the Redfield equation would im-
prove). This can be seen by the dotted blue lines in Fig. 4
(d) and (e), where for fixed temperature the dynamical
error is plotted as a function of the coupling strength γ.
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2.5

5.0

7.5

10.0

h̄
ω
β

(a)
Exact - Redfield

(b)
Exact - Nathan-Rudner

0.00 0.25

d(ρ̂E, ρ̂X)

(c)

0.5 1.0
γ

0.0

0.2

0.4

d
(ρ̂
E
,ρ̂

X
) (d)

0.5 1.0
γ

(e)

0.00

0.25

d
(ρ̂
E
,ρ̂

X
)

FIG. 4. Time average trace distance in the transient regime
Eq. (20) for cutoff Ec = 5ℏω. (a): Heatmap of d(ρ̂E , ρ̂R) for a
range of values of coupling strength γ and inverse temperature
β. The gray area indicates values of d(ρ̂E , ρ̂X) > 1. (b):

Equivalent Heatmap for d(ρ̂E , ρ̂N ). (c) Plots of d(ρ̂E , ρ̂X) for
specific values of γ. The corresponding γ values for the graphs
shown are marked in the heatmaps on the left by vertical lines.
(d) and (e): Plots of d(ρ̂E , ρ̂X) for specific values of β. The
corresponding β values for the graphs shown are marked in
the heatmaps above by horizontal lines.

In Fig. 4 (c), we can, in turn, observe that the errors
vanish in the high-temperature (small ℏωβ) limit for the
Redfield results, while this does not seem to be the case
for the NRE (see also discussion below).

As discussed above, one of the reasons for the superior
performance of the Redfield equation in this case seems to
come from the fact that we use the time-dependent Red-
field equation, whereas for the NRE, the starting point
had to be the asymptotic (time-independent) Redfield
equation. This is highlighted in Appendix C, where we
compare the time-independet Redfield equation to the
NRE.

Another effect that might partly explain the differ-
ence between the dynamical errors of the NRE and the
Redfield equation is that the Redfield equation is not of
GKSL form. While this is a disadvantage, when posi-
tivity is actually violated, it might also be an advantage
in regimes where this is not the case. Namely, the exact
Hu-Paz-Zhang equation is equally not of GKSL form (see
also Ref. [24]), which raises the general question, whether
the GKSL form is actually superior to others under all
circumstances [38, 56]. Therefore, it is natural to com-
pare the exact evolution also to the RWA, which is also
of GKSL form. Fig. 5 shows the dynamical error of the
RWA and again the dynamical error of the NRE for the
same range of values as used in Fig. 4. The difference of
the dynamical error of the RWA to the error of the NRE
is reduced noticeably compared to the difference between
the errors of the Redfield and Nathan-Rudner equations.
For the dynamics, the RWA and the NRE deliver essen-
tially equal results.
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(c)

0.5 1.0
γ

0.0

0.2

0.4

d
(ρ̂
E
,ρ̂

X
) (d)

0.5 1.0
γ

(e)

0.00

0.25

d
(ρ̂
E
,ρ̂

X
)

FIG. 5. Average trace distance in the transient regime
Eq. (20) for cutoff Ec = 5ℏω. (a): Heatmap of d(ρ̂E , ρ̂RWA)
for a range of values of coupling strength γ and inverse tem-
perature β. (b): Equivalent Heatmap for d(ρ̂E , ρ̂N ). (c) Plots

of d(ρ̂E , ρ̂X) for specific values of γ. The corresponding γ val-
ues for the graphs shown are marked in the heatmaps on the
left by vertical lines. (d) and (e): Plots of d(ρ̂E , ρ̂X) for spe-
cific values of β. The corresponding β values for the graphs
shown are marked in the heatmaps above by horizontal lines.

As a first main result of this work we conclude, that
for the transient dynamics the Redfield equation is better
than the NRE in the parameter regime studied. The
discrepancy can be mostly attributed to the lack of an
explicit time-dependence in the approach by Nathan and
Rudner.

B. Steady-state solutions

In the previous subsection, the transient dynamics of
the Nathan-Ruder equation is compared to the transient
dynamics of the Redfield equation. The focus of this sub-
section is to analyze steady-state solutions. Analogous to
the analysis of the transient relaxation dynamics, here,
we use the trace distance of the steady-state solutions
to the exact equilibrium state of the damped harmonic
oscillator as an error measure. In this section, we focus
on the parameter regime in which the Redfield equation
still yields a physical steady state. This is achieved by
choosing the Drude cutoff Ec = 1 ℏω (as compared to
Ec = 5 ℏω for the dynamics in Figs. 2 to 5). For the pa-
rameters considered in the previous simulations, the Red-
field equation violates positivity when both the coupling
strength and the inverse temperature take large values
(within the parameter range considered).
One of the properties of the Redfield equation is that

for ultraweak coupling, when the coupling strength γ ap-
proaches zero, the steady-state error tends to zero. This
implies, that in the ultraweak coupling limit, the steady-
state solution of the Redfield equation is the canonical
Gibbs state of the system. This can be seen analytically
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within the perturbation expansion to second order in the
coupling strength

√
γ [10] and also holds for the NRE

[37] (see also our discussion in Appendix B). Thus, for
both equations, one finds

d(ρ̂E , ρ̂X) = d(ρ̂E0 + γρ̂E2 , ρ̂
X
0 + γρ̂X2 ) +O(γ2)

γ→0−−−→ d(ρ̂E , ρ̂X) = d(ρ̂E0 , ρ̂
X
0 ) = 0,

(21)

with X = R, N and ρ̂X0 and ρ̂X2 being the zeroth order
and second order steady state contributions, respectively.
For finite coupling, the steady-state depends on the de-
tails of the system and bath. A detailed analysis for the
Redfield equation can be found in Ref. [10].

In order to compare the errors beyond the zeroth order,
below we plot the scaled errors

d(ρ̂E , ρ̂X)/γ
γ→0−−−→ d(ρ̂E2 , ρ̂

X
2 ), (22)

which in the limit of γ → 0 compares the solutions in
second order of the coupling strength. For the Redfield
equation, the error in second order is expected to be finite
[10], which is confirmed in Fig. 6(a) and Fig. 6(d). This
means that the second-order term of the Redfield steady-
state solution does not equal the second-order term of
the exact steady-state, i.e. ρ̂R2 ̸= ρ̂E2 . In Fig. 6(b) and
Fig. 6(e), it is shown that the same holds true also for
the NRE, i.e. ρ̂N2 ̸= ρ̂E2 . However, we can clearly ob-
serve that the Redfield equation performs better for high
temperatures, whereas the NRE provides more accurate
results for low temperatures.

Let us now focus on the coherences, i.e. the off-diagonal
elements of the density matrix in energy representation.
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β
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(b)
Exact - Nathan-Rudner

0.0 0.1
d(ρ̂E, ρ̂X)

(c)

0.5 1.0
γ

0.0

0.2

d
(ρ̂
E
,ρ̂

X
)/
γ (d)

0.5 1.0
γ

(e)

0.0

0.2

d
(ρ̂
E
,ρ̂

X
)/
γ

FIG. 6. d(ρ̂E , ρ̂X)/γ of steady-state solutions for cutoff
Ec = ℏω. (a): Heatmap of d(ρ̂E , ρ̂R)/γ for a range of values of
coupling strength γ and inverse temperature β. (b): Equiv-
alent Heatmap for d(ρ̂E , ρ̂N )/γ. (c): Plot of d(ρ̂E , ρ̂X) for
specific values of γ. The numerical values have been rescaled
with the corresponding value of γ compared to the values of
the plots on the left. (d) and (e): Plots of d(ρ̂E , ρ̂X)/γ for
specific values of β. The corresponding β values for the graphs
shown are marked in the heatmaps above by horizontal lines.

They vanish in zeroth-order perturbation theory, where
we obtain the canonical Gibbs state, so that their leading
contribution appears in second order. For the Redfield
equation, the second-order coherences are equal to the
second-order coherences of the exact equation. The rea-
son for the discrepancy in the second order of the steady-
state solutions is a discrepancy in the populations (diag-
onal elements of the density operator) [10]. To confirm
this and to investigate whether such a statement is true
also for the NRE, we define the distances of the coher-
ences

dOD(ρ̂
E , ρ̂X) =

√∑
i ̸=j

|ρEij − ρXij |2. (23)

In order to infer the behaviour in second order, below we
again plot the scaled distance

dOD(ρ̂
E , ρ̂X)/γ

γ→0−−−→
√∑

i̸=j

|(ρE2 )ij − (ρX2 )ij |2. (24)

So if dOD(ρ̂
E , ρ̂X)/γ approaches 0 as γ approaches 0,

all coherences of ρ̂E2 and ρ̂X2 have to be equal, other-
wise at least one entry differs. As shown in Fig. 7(a)
and Fig. 7(c), for the Redfield solution the quantity
dOD(ρ̂

E , ρ̂R)/γ approaches zero in the limit of γ → 0.
This confirms the prediction that the coherences of the
Redfield steady state agree with the exact solution up
to second order in the coupling. Furthermore, this is
the case for all temperatures. In contrast, in Fig. 7(b)
and Fig. 7(d), for the NRE the quantity dOD(ρ̂

E , ρ̂N )/γ
approaches finite values for all considered temperatures.
Consequently, in second order of the coupling, the cohe-
rences of the Nathan-Rudner steady-state solution devi-
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β
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FIG. 7. dOD(ρ̂E , ρ̂X)/γ of steady-state solutions for Ec = ℏω.
(a): Heatmap of dOD(ρ̂E , ρ̂R)/γ for a range of values of γ
and β. (b): Equivalent Heatmap for dOD(ρ̂E , ρ̂N )/γ. (c) and
(d): Plots of dOD(ρ̂E , ρ̂X)/γ for specific values of β. The
corresponding β values for the graphs shown are marked in
the heatmaps above by horizontal lines.
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ate from the exact equilibrium state. It was recently dis-
cussed in Ref. [56] that such a deviation can give rise to a
spurious violation of local conservation laws (like energy
or particle number conservation in the bulk of a system
coupled to an environment at its edges). To address the
problem of an inconsistent steady state of the NRE in sec-
ond order of the coupling, which was also pointed out in
Ref. [35, 36], Nathan and Rudner proposed an additional
transformation that is applied after integrating the NRE
and that is supposed to resolve these issues [34]. How-
ever, the modification comes with an considerable effort
and is omitted in our consideration here.

In Fig. 7(c), we can see that the error in the coherences
of the NRE becomes particularly pronounced in the limit
of high temperatures. And also in Fig. 6(c), we can see
clear deviations from the exact solution. In the limit of
ultrahigh temperatures, ℏωβ ≪ 1, for states with energy
well below the temperature, ϵn ≪ 1/ℏωβ, the density
matrix approaches the maximally mixed state with equal
populations and vanishing coherences. In this regime, the
bath correlation is short lived and the Redfield equation
as well as the RWA and other Lindbladian approxima-
tions, e.g., in Ref. [30], are valid descriptions. However,
for the steady state of the NRE, in Fig. 6(c), in the high-
temperature limit the errors appear to be finite. This
discrepancy is likely be related to the fact that the NRE
does not accurately capture the off-diagonal elements.

In order to investigate the behaviour in the high-
temperature regime in more detail, in Fig. 8(a), we plot
the steady-state error of the NRE as a function of the
inverse temperature and for increasing truncations of the
Hilbert space dimension. While this more detailed plot
of the ultrahigh-temperature regime seems to imply that
the steady-state error of the NRE goes to zero, the rapid
drop off of the steady-state error for higher dimensions
of the Hilbert space turns out to be an artifact of the
truncation of the Hilbert space. For the steady state,
the energy at which the state space is truncated should
be well above both the temperature and the system-bath
coupling. To ensure the accuracy of our numerical simu-
lations, we estimate a tolerance value for the sum of the
populations of the highest ten percent of energy states,
which should not be exceeded. This also constraints the
maximal considered temperature, or equivalently mini-
mal inverse temperature. We set the tolerance to be 0.1%
and call the inverse temperature, where the tolerance is
reached βtol. For smaller inverse temperatures β < βtol
the highest energy states get populated beyond our toler-
ance. In Fig. 8(c), we plot the corresponding steady-state
error d(βtol) as a function of the truncated Hilbert space
dimension dim(HS), where we use the same color for the
triangles as for the corresponding curves in Fig. 8(a).
For larger Hilbert space dimension, we use red triangles.
Fig. 8(c) indicates that for increasing Hilbert space di-
mension, and therefore decreasing βtol, the steady-state
error tends to a finite value. This implies, that the NRE
does not reproduce the exact steady state in the ultrahigh
temperature limit.
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h̄ωβ
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0.06

d
(ρ̂
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,ρ̂

N
)
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FIG. 8. (a): Steady-state error d(ρ̂E , ρ̂E) of the NRE for in-
creasing Hilbert space dimension dim

(
HS

)
and varying values

of β, where γ = 0.8. βtol is the value where the tolerance of
the numerical calculation is reached. (b): same plot as (a)
with logarithmic inverse temperature scale. (c): steady-state
error d(βtol) of NRE at tolerance temperature βtol as a func-
tion of Hilbert space dimension dim(HS).

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we study the regime of validity of the
Nathan-Rudner quantum master equation [29] both for
the transient dynamics and its steady state. By bench-
marking it against the exact solution of the damped har-
monic oscillator in a thermal bath, we show that for the
transient dynamics the Redfield equation outperforms
the NRE, whereas the NRE delivers similar results to
the quantum optical master equation. For the steady
state and for low temperatures, the NRE performs bet-
ter than the Redfield equation, which in this regime can
fail due to strong violation of positivity. In turn, for high
temperatures the Redfield equation becomes exact, which
appears not to be the case for the NRE. However, it has
been shown [37] that like the Redfield equation also the
NRE provides the correct canonical Gibbs state in the
limit of ultraweak coupling. In conclusion, for the steady
state the NRE can provide a very useful tool for the in-
vestigation of open quantum systems, especially at low
temperatures, where for the paradigmatic damped oscil-
lator model it performs better than the Redfield equa-
tion. Whether the latter is true in general should be the
focus of future studies.
One interesting question for future research is, whether

it is possible to find GKSL master equations similar to
the NRE that are time dependent, so that at low tem-
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perature and beyond ultraweak coupling they describe
not only the steady state, but also the transient dynam-
ics. Another one is, whether it is possible to construct
such a GKSL master equation, which correctly describes
the steady state in second order system bath coupling, as
the recently proposed non-GKSL canonically consistent
master equation [16].
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Appendix A: Transition to Schrödinger picture

Here we will show, that setting t0 = −∞ in Eq. (1)
and setting t0 = 0 while changing the upper integration
boundary to ∞ leads to the same Redfield equation in
the Schrödinger picture. Expressing the left-hand-side
of Eq. (1) with respect to the density operator in the
Schrödinger picture, one finds

d

dt
(exp(iĤSt/ℏ)ρ̂(t) exp(−iĤSt/ℏ))

= exp(iĤSt/ℏ)
(
d

dt
ρ̂(t) +

i

ℏ
[ĤS , ρ̂(t)]

)
exp(−iĤSt/ℏ).

(A1)

For the integrand on the right-hand side, one finds

[Ŝt, Ŝτ ρ̂I(t)] = exp(iĤSt/ℏ)[Ŝ, Ŝτ−tρ̂(t)] exp(−iĤSt/ℏ).
(A2)

This leads to

d

dt
ρ̂(t) = − i

ℏ
[ĤS , ρ̂(t)] +

∫ t

t0

dτC(t− τ)[Ŝ, Ŝτ−tρ̂(t)] + H.c..

(A3)

Making the variable transformation from τ to t−τ results
in

d

dt
ρ̂(t) = − i

ℏ
[ĤS , ρ̂(t)] +

∫ t−t0

0

dτC(τ)[Ŝ, Ŝ−τ ρ̂(t)] + H.c..

(A4)

The upper integration boundary is only dependent on
the difference t − t0. For t0 = −∞, this difference is ∞.
The same is the case if we set t in the upper integra-
tion boundary to ∞ and t0 = 0. The lower integration
boundary is always 0.
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Appendix B: Steady-state solution of
Nathan-Rudner Equation in the ultraweak coupling

limit

In the main text, in Section IV, we have analyzed the
validity of the NRE numerically for the damped harmonic
oscillator coupled to an Ohmic bath with Drude cutoff.
The numerical analysis indicates, that for this specific
model the NRE yields the exact steady state in the ul-
traweak coupling limit, which is equal to the canonical
Gibbs state of the system. In this section, we show ana-
lytically that this is true for arbitrary systems, just as it
is the case for the Redfield equation. With this, we repeat
the analysis of Refs. [35, 37] where the authors obtained
the steady-state solution of the NRE up to second order
in the coupling strength. To do that, we start from the
steady-state solution of the Nathan-Rudner Eq. (14)

0 = − i

ℏ
[ĤS + γ ˆ̃ΛN , ρ̂N ]− γ

(
1

2
{ ˆ̃L† ˆ̃L, ρ̂N}+ ˆ̃Lρ̂N ˆ̃L†

)
,

(B1)

where we have indicated explicitly that the generator is

of second order in the coupling
√
γ by writing, L̂ =

√
γ ˆ̃L

and Λ̂N = γ ˆ̃ΛN . For the steady state we perform a per-
turbative expansion up to second order in the coupling,
ρ̂N ≃ ρ̂N0 + γρ̂N2 , and arrange the terms in orders of γ.
We arrive at

0 =− i

ℏ
[ĤS , ρ̂

N
0 ] + γ

(
− i

ℏ
(
[ĤS , ρ̂

N
2 ] + [ˆ̃ΛN , ρ̂N0 ]

)
− 1

2
{ ˆ̃L† ˆ̃L, ρ̂N0 }+ ˆ̃Lρ̂N0

ˆ̃L†
)
+O(γ2),

(B2)

Since γ can take any (small) value, the zeroth and second
order have to vanish independently in Eq. (B2). The
zeroth-order contribution reads

0 = [ĤS , ρ̂
N
0 ]

=
[∑

n

ϵn |n⟩⟨n|
∑
lk

⟨l|ρ̂N0 |k⟩ |l⟩⟨k|
]

=
∑
lk

⟨l|ρ̂N0 |k⟩ (ϵl − ϵk) |l⟩⟨k| ,
(B3)

where |k⟩ and ϵk denote an energy eigenstate and its
energy, respectively. It follows that ⟨l|ρ̂N0 |k⟩ (ϵl − ϵk) = 0
for all pairs l and k. For l = k this is always the case
because ∆ll = ϵl − ϵl = 0. This line of reasoning can
also be used to show that the diagonal entries of the
commutator ⟨l|[ĤS , ρ̂

N
2 ]|l⟩ = 0 are zero. For l ̸= k, when

∆lk ̸= 0, it follows that ⟨l|ρ̂N0 |k⟩ = 0. Therefore, ρ̂N0
is diagonal in the energy eigenbasis and can be written
as ρ̂N0 =

∑
n pn |n⟩⟨n|, with populations pn. In second

order, i.e. in linear order with respect to γ, using the
Lamb shift in Eq. (15), the commutator can be written
as

[ ˆ̃ΛN , ρ̂N0 ] =
∑
mlk

f̃(∆ml,∆km)SlmSmk(pk − pl) |l⟩⟨k| ,

(B4)

where γf̃(∆ml,∆km) = f(∆ml,∆km). Again, the diago-

nal entries of [ ˆ̃ΛN , ρ̂N0 ] are zero because pk − pl vanishes
for l = k. The remaining parts of the second-order term
can be written as

{ ˆ̃L† ˆ̃L, ρ̂N0 } = 4π2
∑
ilk

h̃(∆li)h̃(∆lk)SilSlk(pk + pi) |i⟩⟨k|

(B5)

and

ˆ̃Lρ̂N0
ˆ̃L† = 4π2

∑
lkj

pkh̃(∆lk)h̃(∆jk)SjkSlk |l⟩⟨j| , (B6)

where the system representation from Eq. (15) and√
γh̃(∆lk) = h(∆lk) are used. Now we focus on the di-

agonal elements of the second-order contribution, which
yield an algebraic equation for the populations pi. Com-
bining Eqs. (B5) and (B6) and using the fact that the di-
agonal elements of the commutators in the second-order
term of Eq. (B2) are zero, one obtains

⟨i|
(
− 1

2
{ ˆ̃L† ˆ̃L, ρ̂N0 }+ ˆ̃Lρ̂N0

ˆ̃L†)|i⟩
= 2π2

∑
l

(
2plh(∆il)

2 − 2pih(∆li)
2
)
.

(B7)

Equation (B7) has the form of a rate equation, where
h(∆il)

2 are the transition rates. We can use h(∆) =√
1
2π

J(∆)/ℏ
eβ∆−1

, which results in the detailed-balanced con-

dition [4]

h(∆li)
2

h(∆il)2
= −e

β∆il − 1

eβ∆li − 1
= e−β∆li , (B8)

where J(−∆) = −J(∆) was employed. Inserting
Eq. (B8), Eq. (B7) can be simplified further. Since the
resulting expression has to be equal to 0, one obtains∑

l

h(∆il)
2
(
pl − pie

−β∆li
)
= 0. (B9)

As the rates are non-negative and the equation has to be
equal to 0 for all pi, the condition

pl
pi

= e−β∆li (B10)

has to be satisfied. This can be rewritten as pl =
pie

β(ϵi−ϵl), with ϵi and ϵl being eigenenergies of the sys-
tem. With the normalization condition

∑
l pl = 1 it fol-

lows, that ρ̂N0 = exp(−βĤS)/ZS , where ZS is the parti-
tion function of the system.
At finite coupling, the steady state of the NRE does

not correspond to the canonical Gibbs state anymore [35,
36]. However, in this regime also the thermal state of
system and bath, does not correspond to the canonical
Gibbs state of the system, but to a state that can be
expressed as a Gibbs state of the so-called Hamiltonian
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of mean force. As we have discussed in the main text,
in Section IVB, neither the Redfield nor the Nathan-
Rudner steady state correspond to this exact steady state
at finite coupling (though the Redfield equation at least
possesses the correct second-order coherences [10]).

Appendix C: Time-independent generator

In this section, we explicitly state the time-
independent generators for the Redfield equation and
RWA for the damped harmonic oscillator in an Ohmic
bath with Drude cutoff, where Ŝt from Eq. (2) is replaced

with Ŝ∞, which is the limit of Ŝt for t approaching infin-
ity.

At a microscopic level, the bath is modeled as a contin-
uum of harmonic oscillators. Therefore, the bath Hamil-

tonian reads ĤB =
∑

n ℏωn(b̂
†
nb̂n + 1

2 ), where b̂
†
n and b̂n

are creation and annihilation operators of the harmonic
oscillators in the bath.

The one-dimensional position operator x̂ of the sys-
tem will be used as the coupling operator Ŝ. The other
coupling operator B̂ will be modeled as B̂ =

∑
n κnx̂n,

with x̂n being the position operators of the harmonic
oscillators of the bath and κn the corresponding cou-
pling strengths [4]. With these definitions and by assum-
ing that the bath is in the canonical Gibbs state ρ̂B =
exp(−βĤB)/TrB(exp(−βĤB)) at inverse temperature
β, the bath correlation function C(τ) can be expressed
with the spectral density J(Ω) =

∑
n |κn|2δ(Ω − ℏωn)

[4, 30], so that

C(τ) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dΩ

ℏ
J(Ω)/ℏ
eβΩ − 1

eiΩτ/ℏ. (C1)

To calculate the matrix elements of the convoluted op-
erator Ŝ∞, it is convenient to introduce the eigenbasis
of the system. The matrix elements are then given by
(Ŝ∞)lk = G∞(∆lk)xlk with the energy difference ∆lk be-
tween the eigenstates |l⟩ and |k⟩ and the position opera-
tor matrix elements xlk. G∞(∆) is the half-sided Fourier
transform of the bath correlation function C(τ). Rewrit-
ing and changing the order of integration results in

G∞(∆) =
1

ℏ2

∫ ∞

−∞

dΩ

ℏ
J(Ω)/ℏ
eβΩ − 1

∫ ∞

0

dτei(Ω−∆)τ/ℏ. (C2)

By making use of the Sokhotski–Plemelj formula [57]∫ ∞

0

dτei(Ω−∆)τ/ℏ = ℏ
(
πδ(Ω−∆)− iP 1

Ω−∆

)
,

(C3)

where δ(.) is the Dirac-delta function and P the principal
value, G∞(∆) can be divided into real and imaginary
part,

G∞(∆) = π
J(∆)/ℏ
eβ∆ − 1

− iP
∫ ∞

−∞
dΩ

1

Ω−∆

J(Ω)/ℏ
eβΩ − 1

= Gr
∞(∆) + iGi

∞(∆).

(C4)
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FIG. 9. Dynamical error d(ρ̂E , ρ̂X) of the different master
equations for Ec = 5ℏω for a range of values of γ using exam-
plary values for β. (a): Plot of d(ρ̂E , ρ̂R) for specific values of
β. (b): Plot of d(ρ̂E , ρ̂N ) for specific values of β.

The spectral density J(∆) is now assumed to be a smooth
function. For our analysis, we use an Ohmic bath with
a Drude cutoff function (Eq. (18)). Using this model, an
analytic expression for Gi

∞(∆) can be obtained [30]

Gi
∞(∆) =

−γ∆2Ec

2ℏ(E2
c +∆2)

+ (∆/ℏ)γ
( −E2

c

2(E2
c +∆2)

cot(βEc/2)

+
2

β

∞∑
l=1

νl
(∆2 + ν2l )(1− ν2l /E

2
c )

)
,

(C5)

with the Matsubara energies defined as νl = 2πl/β. The
spectral density J(∆) is now assumed to be a smooth
function.

To see how the accuracy of the Redfield equation
changes when we use the time-independent generator, we
have reproduced Fig. 4(d) in Fig. 9(a), this time using
the time-independent generator. The figure shows the
dynamical error of the Redfield equation for varying val-
ues of γ, using exemplary values of β. Again, we have
included the same plot for the Nathan-Rudner equation
using the same exemplary values for β, which can be
seen in Fig. 9(b). Compared to the time-dependent case,
the Nathan-Rudner equation delivers comparable results
to the Redfield equation and even outperforms it in the
low-temperature regime. This implies, that much of the
advantage that the Redfield equation has in reproducing
the transient dynamics of the system comes from the fact
that it is not limited to the time-dependent case.
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