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We consider a one-dimensional fermionic lattice system with long-ranged power-law decaying
hopping with exponent α. The system is further subjected to dephasing noise in the bulk. We
investigate two variants of the problem: (i) an open quantum system where the setup is further
subjected to boundary reservoirs enabling the scenario of a non-equilibrium steady state charge
transport, and (ii) time dynamics of an initially localized single particle excitation in the absence
of boundary reservoirs. In both variants, anomalous super-diffusive behavior is observed for 1 <
α < 1.5, and for α > 1.5 the setup is effectively short-ranged and exhibits conventional diffusive
transport. Our findings are supported by analytical calculations based on the multiple scale analysis
technique that leads to the emergence of a fractional diffusion equation for the density profile. Our
study unravels an interesting interplay between long-range interaction and dephasing mechanism
that could result in the emergence of unconventional behaviour in open quantum systems.

Introduction. Quantum transport in low dimensional
systems has been an active area of research specially
due to the evidence of unconventional or anomalous
behaviour1–15. Research in this direction is not only of
fundamental importance but can potentially have tech-
nological applications16–23. Remarkable experimental
progress24–32 in quantum devices and architecture has
made it possible to realize one-dimensional systems which
can in principle exhibit conductance G that scales differ-
ently from the conventional system size scaling G ∝ 1/N
with N being the system size. Such a departure from dif-
fusive behaviour is termed anomalous and conductance
in such cases scales as G ∝ 1/N δ where 0 < δ < 1 cor-
responds to super-diffusive transport and δ > 1 corre-
sponds to sub-diffusive transport. Another widely em-
ployed alternate approach to classify transport is by
studying the spread of wave-packets in the system4,33–37.
The exponent associated with the scaling collapse of the
wave function spread dictates the nature of anomalous
transport or lack thereof. Often, there can be interesting
relations between this exponent and the one associated
with conductance scaling with system size38–40.

Such anomalous transport is often predicted in se-
tups with correlated or uncorrelated disorder41–46. It
has also been reported in interacting many-body quan-
tum systems11,47–51 or quantum systems subject to envi-
ronmental effects34–37. Despite a plethora of progress, a
rigorous microscopic understanding of anomalous trans-
port is still lacking. This is primarily due to the lack of
simple platforms where both analytical calculations and
state-of-the-art numerical simulations can be performed.
Moreover, it is worth emphasising that most works study-
ing anomalous transport consider short-range interact-
ing systems. Some progress has recently been made in
long-range systems where unconventional behaviour is
reported52,53. Therefore, it is of paramount importance
to explore the hidden mechanisms in setups with long-
range coherent coupling, which results in anomalous be-
haviour. One such avenue is when long-range systems are
subjected to dephasing mechanism and this is the central

platform used in our work.
In this work, we study quantum transport properties

in a one-dimensional long-range fermionic lattice sys-
tem with the long-range hopping exponent denoted by
α. This setup is further sujected to dephasing noise, of-
ten called as Büttiker voltage probes (BVP), that acts
at each lattice site. We first study the non-equilibrium
steady state (NESS) scenario by connecting the setup
by two boundary fermionic reservoirs one at each end.
These boundary reservoirs result in the establishment
of a NESS current. The given platform is amenable to
exact results (non-perturbative and non-Markovian) in
NESS. We investigate the system size scaling of conduc-
tance and observe super-diffusive transport regime when
1 < α < 1.5 and conventional diffusive regime when
α > 1.5. We provide a compelling evidence for a relation-
ship between system size scaling exponent of conductance
(δ) and long-range hopping exponent (α). We then char-
acterize the transport by performing quantum dynamics
study of single-particle excitation in the absence of the
fermionic boundary reservoirs but retaining the dephas-
ing mechanism. The exponent (η) associated with the
space-time collapse of the single particle density profile
is found to be super-diffusive for 1 < α < 1.5 and diffu-
sive for α > 1.5. We support these findings by obtaining
a fractional diffusion equation for the density profile fol-
lowing a multiple scale analysis technique54. We further
obtain a relationship between η and α. This along with
the relationship between η and δ, known in the context
of Lévy flights38,55, establishes a relation between δ and
α which is fully in agreement with our NESS analysis.
Long-range lattice setup and NESS transport. We con-

sider a one-dimensional fermionic lattice chain with long-
range hopping. The Hamiltonian is given by,5,52

ĤS = −
N∑

m=1

J

mα

[
N−m∑
r=1

ĉ†r ĉr+m + ĉ†r+mĉr

]
, (1)

where N is the system size, ĉ†r(ĉr) is the fermionic cre-
ation (annihilation) operator for the r-th site, and α is
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FIG. 1. Plot for the system size scaling exponent δ for NESS
conductance with long-range hopping exponent α. The ex-
ponent δ is extracted by computing conductance for three
large system sizes, N = 8192, 11585, and N = 16384. The
transition from super-diffusive to diffusive transport regime
is observed when α ∼ 1.5. We plot results for two different
choices for γp, γp = 100, 1000. We set γ = J = 1. For the
plot we choose, µ = ϵαlb + 0.5, where ϵαlb denotes the energy
corresponding to the lower band edge for the given α. How-
ever note that, in the strong γp limit, the scaling exponent δ
is almost independent of the value of the equilibrium chemical
potential µ.

the long-range hopping exponent. To understand the
steady-state transport properties, the lattice chain is fur-
ther connected to a source and a drain reservoir at its
two ends, and these reservoirs are maintained at chemi-
cal potentials µS and µD, respectively. The interaction
between the system and each reservoir, whose strength
is denoted by γ, is chosen to be bilinear and number-
conserving. Here, for simplicity, we consider the wide-
band limit of the reservoirs which implies frequency in-
dependent density of states. In addition to the boundary
reservoirs, at each lattice site, we attach Büttiker voltage
probes (BVP) with uniform coupling strength denoted
by γp. This is done to mimic processes where the phase
coherence of particles built during Hamiltonian evolu-
tion is lost due to inevitable surroundings56–58. Such
an approach is widely employed to understand effective
many-body transport59,60. It is to be borne in mind that
BVP’s are essentially themselves similar to the bound-
ary reservoirs discussed above with the difference being
their chemical potentials (denoted by µi, i = 1, 2, · · ·N
with i stands for the index for the lattice site) are care-
fully engineered to ensure zero particle NESS current.
The temperature however for the boundary reservoirs
and the BVP’s are always considered to be the same.
Note that we do not assume any restriction on the magni-
tude of the coupling between the system and the bound-
ary reservoirs/probes. We are interested in studying the
NESS electronic conductance to characterize transport.

We focus here in the linear response regime and set for
boundary reservoirs µD = µ, µS = µ + δµ, and for the
BVP’s µi = µ+ δµi, i = 1, 2, · · ·N . At zero temperature,
the conductance corresponding to the left to right charge
current can be exactly obtained as60

G(µ) = γ2|G1N (µ)|2

+ γ2γp

N∑
n,j=1

|GNn(µ)|2 W−1
nj (µ) |Gj1(µ)|2, (2)

where Gij(ω) is the matrix element of the N×N dressed
retarded Green’s function matrix G(ω) for the lattice,
which can be written as,

G(ω) =
[
ω I − hS −ΣL(ω)−ΣR(ω)−ΣP (ω)

]−1

(3)

with I being the N × N identity matrix, hS be-
ing the single particle N × N matrix correspond-
ing to the lattice Hamiltonian and defined as ĤS =∑N

l,m=1[hS ]lmĉ
†
l cm in Eq. (1), Σα(ω), α = L,R, P are

the self-energy matrices for the left reservoir, right reser-
voir and the BVPs. The self-energy matrices are diag-
onal with ΣL(ω)|11 = −iγ/2, ΣR(ω)|NN = −iγ/2, and
ΣP (ω)|jj = −iγp/2, j = 1, 2, · · ·N . The matrix elements
of N×N matrix W(ω) in Eq. (2) are given by60 (we sup-
press the argument in W and G for the sake of brevity)

Wij = −γp|Gij |2 ∀ n ̸= j

Wii = γ
(
|Gi1|2 + |GiN |2

)
+ γp

N∑
j ̸=n

|Gnj |2 ∀ n ̸= j.

(4)

The zero particle NESS current from each of the BVP
ensures a unique chemical potential value at each lattice
site and is given by60

µi = µS + γ γp (µD − µS)

N∑
j=1

W−1
ij |GjN |2, (5)

where i = 1, 2, · · ·N and W is given in Eq. (4). Having
the expressions for conductance [Eq. (2)] and chemical
potential [Eq. (5)] in hand, we now provide the results
based on extensive numerical simulations.

In the context of long-range systems, a natural ques-
tion one may ask is the behavior of system size scaling
exponent δ with respect to long-range hopping exponent
α. This is demonstrated in Fig. 1. In the limit of large
probe coupling strength (γp ≫ J, γ) we observe a super-
diffusive transport regime (0 < δ < 1) for 1 < α < 1.5.
Our findings indicate that the relationship between δ and
α in the super-diffusive regime is δ ≈ 2α− 2. We further
find a diffusive transport regime i.e., δ = 1 for α > 1.5.
This remarkable crossover in the nature of transport is
rooted in the effectively short-ranged interaction when
α > 1.5. In contrast, an interesting interplay between
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FIG. 2. Plot for the local chemical potential µi (subtracted by
the chemical potential of the source end µS) profile as given
in Eq. (5) for α = 1.2 (blue-solid), and α = 1.8 (red-dashed).
The distinct line shapes of the profiles in the two transport
regimes can be clearly seen here. We choose the value of µS

to be the energy corresponding to the middle of the band, i.e.,
for α = 1.2, we choose µS = −4.87 and for α = 1.8, we choose
µS = −1.08, and δµ = 0.01. The system size N = 1000. We
choose γp = 1000. The inset represents the local occupation
number ni (subtracted by the density at the middle of the
lattice nmid to clearly demonstrate the density profile) vs i in
the two regimes. nmid depends on the chemical potential and
the density of states, which is different in the two regimes.

the dephasing noise introduced by the BVPs and the ef-
fectively long-ranged hopping (α < 1.5) gives rise to a
faster than diffusive or super-diffusive transport regime.
Remarkably similar observations for transport were re-
cently reported for Lindbladian systems52.

In Fig. 2, we demonstrate the local chemical potential
profile for two different values of α, one within the super-
diffusive regime and one within the diffusive regime. For
α > 1.5, we notice a linear shape, which is a hallmark of
conventional diffusive transport38, whereas for α < 1.5,
the shape is nonlinear, which is a fingerprint of anoma-
lous transport38. The inset of Fig. 2 demonstrates the lo-
cal occupation number in the two distinct regimes. Given
the detailed understanding of transport regimes when
boundary reservoirs are attached, it is natural to explore
the possible relation with the density profile evolution
in the absence of reservoirs (but retaining the dephasing
mechanism).

Time dynamics of single particle density profile: We
now study the quantum dynamics of single particle ex-
citation for the long-range lattice setup in the absence
of the boundary reservoirs while keeping the dephasing
mechanism intact. We model the lattice and this dephas-
ing mechanism by a Lindblad quantum master equation

(LQME)52,61–70, given as (setting ℏ = 1)

dρ̂

dt
= −i[ĤS , ρ̂] + κ

N∑
i=1

[
n̂i ρ̂ n̂i −

1

2

{
n̂2i , ρ̂

}]
(6)

where the first term in Eq. (6) is responsible for uni-

tary evolution with ĤS given by Eq. (1), and the second

term mimics the dephasing mechanism with n̂i = ĉ†i ĉi be-
ing the number operator corresponding to the i-th site.
κ represents the effective coupling strength characteris-
ing dephasing37,52,61–64. Note that, although the lattice
Hamiltonian ĤS in Eq. (6) is quadratic, the open quan-
tum system version as written in Eq. (6) is far from being
trivial. This is due to the presence of dephasing terms,
which results in the appearance of a quartic term in the
LQME64. For such a setup, we are interested in study-
ing the time dynamics of a single-particle density profile
P (x, t) which is initially localized at the middle site of
the lattice. Note that, here we introduced a new vari-
able x = i − (N + 1)/2 so as to have the excitation at
x = 0 and we assume the lattice size N to be odd here,
without any loss of generality. Obtaining P (x, t) directly
following the LQME in Eq. (6) is computationally expen-
sive since one has to deal with large N2 × N2 matrices.
This issue can be circumvented by following a unitary
unraveling procedure71,72 of Eq. (6) which makes it more
computationally feasible. The unraveling is carried out
by introducing classical delta-correlated Gaussian noise
at each lattice site37,73. The total Hamiltonian can there-
fore be written as

Ĥ(t) = HS +

N∑
l=1

ξl(t)nl, (7)

with ⟨ξl(t)⟩ = 0, and ⟨ξl(t) ξp(t′)⟩ = κ δlp δ(t− t′), where
recall that κ is the dephasing strength. For each noise re-
alization, we perform the dynamics governed by Ĥ(t) in
Eq. (7), and the quantity of interest is obtained by aver-
aging over different noise realizations. For a single noise
realization, the single particle density profile is obtained
as Pξ(x, t) = |ψξ

x(t)|2, with

ψξ
x(t) = Gξ

(N + 1

2
+ x, t

∣∣∣N + 1

2
, 0
)
, (8)

where

Gξ

(
x1, t1

∣∣x0, t0) =
〈
x1

∣∣T e−i
∫ t1
t0

h(t′)dt′
∣∣x0〉 (9)

is the single-particle unitary propagator with h(t) be-

ing the single particle Hamiltonian, defined as Ĥ(t) =∑N
l,m=1 hlm(t)ĉ†l ĉm, following Eq. (7). Here T is the

time-ordered operator. Note that, the variable x goes
from (−N + 1)/2 to (N − 1)/2. We evaluate the
full propagator by performing infinitesimal time prop-

agation in steps of dt and write T e−i
∫ ti+dt
ti

h(t′)dt′ ≈
e−i

(
hSdt+

√
dtM(ti)

)
where M(ti) is a N × N diagonal
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noise matrix at time ti withm-th entry of the matrix cor-
responds to the value of the uncorrelated noise at themth
site i.e. ⟨Mm,m(ti)⟩ = 0 and ⟨Mm,m(ti)Mn,n(tj)⟩ =
κ δmn δij . Finally, the single-particle density profile at a
particular time instant can be obtained by averaging over
different noise trajectories, i.e., P (x, t) = Pξ(x, t). We
first present the numerical results for P (x, t). In Fig. 3(a)
and (b), we show that the numerics obeys the space-time
scaling collapse of P (x, t) of the form

P (x, t) =
1

(Dαt)η
f

(
x

(Dαt)η

)
. (10)

In the regime 1 < α < 1.5, we find η ≈ 1/(2α−1) and for
α > 1.5, we get η ≈ 1/2. In what follows we show that
one can analytically obtain a fractional diffusion equa-
tion for the single particle density profile that provides
both the scaling exponents and also the scaling function
f(x/(Dαt)

η) given in Eq. (10).
To arrive at the fractional-diffusion equation, we use

the multiple-scale analysis technique. We focus on the
correlator Dm,n(t) ≡ ⟨ĉ†m(t)ĉn(t)⟩, where both m and n
goes from (−N+1)/2 to (N−1)/2. Note that the diagonal
element Dm,m(t) for a single particle problem gives the
density profile P (m, t) at time t. We write down the
equation of motion for Dm,n(t) following the LQME in
Eq. (6) and obtain

d

dt
Dm,n(t) = iJ

∑
l ̸=0

(
Dm,n+l(t)−Dm+l,n(t)

|l|α
)

+ κ (δm,n − 1)Dm,n(t). (11)

In the strong dephasing limit (κ ≫ J), and using a per-
turbative expansion of Dm,n in terms of a small param-
eter ϵ, we obtain the following fractional-diffusion equa-
tion for the density profile (see Appendix A for the details
of the derivation)

d

dt
Dm,m(t) =

2J2

κ

∑
l ̸=0

(
Dm+l,m+l(t)−Dm,m(t)

|l|2α
)
.

(12)
Note that, in the nearest neighbour case (α → ∞), the
summation in Eq. (12) is restricted to l = ±1 which
leads to a conventional diffusion equation with diffusion
constant ∆ = 2J2/κ. Remarkably, Eq. (12) possesses
interesting scaling forms33 in both the regimes 1 < α <
1.5 and α > 1.5. The scaling functions are given by:

f

(
z =

x

(Dαt)η

)
≈

{
Fα(z), 1 < α < 1.5

G(z), α > 1.5
(13)

with η = 1/(2α − 1) for 1 < α < 1.5, and η = 1/2 for
α > 1.5. Here,

Fα(z) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dk

2π
e−|k|2α−1

eizk, G(z) =
e−z2/4

2
√
π
.(14)

There are finite time corrections to these scaling
functions33, which lead to heavy tails even when α > 1.5,
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Time-dynamics shown as a scaling
collapse for the single-particle density profile that is initially
localized at the middle site of the lattice for (a) α = 1.2 and
(b) α = 1.8. For (a) the collapse happens for η ≈ 1/(2α− 1)
and for α = 1.2, η ≈ 0.71 . For both the figures, we choose
N = 201, γp = 50, and noise average over 60 different re-
alizations are performed with dt = 0.01 (Note, we require
dt ≪ min{J−1, κ−1}). The black curves are analytically de-
rived scaling functions as mentioned in Eq. (13) along with
finite time corrections33 that are crucial to describe the heavy
tails in the diffusive regime as shown in (b) which survive for
algebraically long times. The corrections explicitly depend on
time, and in particular, for (b), the black curve corresponds
with t = 160.

i.e., corrections in G(z) given in Eq. (14) (see Appendix
B for details). Dα is a generalized diffusion constant,
which is given by Dα ≈ −2∆Γ(1 − 2α) sin(πα) for
1 < α < 1.5 with Γ being the Gamma function, while
Dα ≈ ∆/(2α − 3) for α > 1.5. For α ≫ 1.5, the heavy
tails would vanish and Dα ≈ ∆. In Fig. 3, we demon-
strate remarkable agreement between the scaling form
(with no phenomenological parameters) given in Eq. (13)
(with corrections) and our extensive numerical simula-
tions based on stochastic unraveling Eq.(7) .

An important question that naturally emerges is the
relation between the system-size scaling exponent of
steady state conductance (δ) and the exponent η asso-
ciated with the space-time collapse. We note that the
anomalous super-diffusive transport in long-range sys-
tems is often governed by Lévy flights33,38,55. In our case,
we find an intriguing connection with a well known ran-
dom walk model in low-dimensional systems, i.e., Lévy
walk74. The typical space-time scaling in the central re-
gion of a pulse dictated by Lévy walker is x ∼ t1/β where
β is the exponent associated with the time of flight distri-
bution of a Lévy walker38. If such a system is connected
to boundary reservoirs, then the system size scaling of
conductance38 is given by N1−β . For our setup, follow-
ing the time dynamics of single particle density profile, we
find that β = 2α− 1 [Eq. (13)], which immediately gives
a relation between the exponents δ and α as δ = 2α− 2.
This perfectly matches with our numerical predictions on
transport.

Summary. In summary, we have studied quan-
tum transport properties in one-dimensional long-range
fermionic system subjected to dephasing noise. The
interesting interplay between the incoherent dephasing
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mechanism and the coherent long-range hopping, results
in an anomalous behaviour. This clear departure from
conventional diffusive transport is manifested both in
NESS transport and in density profile dynamics. An in-
teresting byproduct of our finding is that when α = 5/4,
we get η = 2/3 which is associated with the Kardar-
Parisi-Zhang universality class75–78 at least as far as ex-
ponents in space-time correlations are concerned. Fur-
thermore, the density profile dynamics was shown to
emerge from a fractional diffusion equation which was
derived following the multiple scale analysis technique.
This aided in further cementing the relationship between
conductance scaling exponent δ and the long-range hop-
ping exponent α.

Recent theoretical33 and experimental79 advances in
interacting quantum spin-chains have reported such
anomalous transport by studying unequal space-time
spin-spin correlators. Our work reveals a possible in-
triguing connection between such interacting quantum
systems and systems subjected to dephasing noise mech-
anisms. Bringing out this interesting connection is an
important future direction. The complex interplay be-
tween long-range hopping, dephasing noise in the bulk
and boundary reservoirs can have interesting implications
in several quantities such as entanglement entropy80–82,

negativity83, and quantum fluctuations84,85.
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Appendix A: Derivation of the fractional diffusion equation from the Lindblad QME in Eq. (6)

In this appendix, we provide a derivation for the fractional diffusion equation for the long-range setup following the
Lindblad QME given in Eq. (6). The derivation is based on the multiple scale analysis technique54. An alternative
route is that of renormalization group technique which was recently employed to derive a diffusion equation86. We
start with the time evolution of the density matrix which is given by,

dρ̂(t)

dt
= −i[ĤS , ρ̂(t)] + κ

(N−1)/2∑
i=(−N+1)/2

(
n̂iρ(t)n̂i −

1

2
{n̂2i , ρ̂(t)}

)
. (A1)

Here we have consider the middle site of the lattice as origin. ĤS is the long-range lattice Hamiltonian as given
in Eq. (1), κ is the effective dephasing strength. In what follows, we show that in the large dephasing κ limit, the
single-particle density profile obeys a fractional diffusion equation. For that purpose, we focus on the correlator
Dm,n(t) ≡ ⟨ĉ†m(t)ĉn(t)⟩ and write down its equation of motion following the LQME in Eq. (A1). Note that, for the
single particle problem the diagonal elements of Dm,m(t) gives the density profile P (m, t) at time t. We obtain,

d

dt
Dm,n(t) =iJ

∑
l ̸=0

(
Dm,n+l(t)−Dm+l,n(t)

|l|α
)
+ κ (δm,n − 1)Dm,n(t). (A2)

We change the variables to τ = κ t, and work in the strong dephasing limit i.e., κ ≫ J where recall that J is the

hopping strength. We introduce a parameter ϵl =
Jκ−1

lα , with l ≥ 1 and receive,

d

dτ
Dm,n(τ) =i

∑
l ̸=0

ϵ|l|

(
Dm,n+l(τ)−Dm+l,n(τ)

)
+ λm,nDm,n(τ), (A3)

where λm,n = δm,n − 1. We will expand the solution Dm,n in terms of a small parameter

ϵ =
∑
l≥1

ϵl =
J

κ
ξ(α), (A4)

where ξ(α) is the Riemann-Zeta function which converges for α > 1. We first seek for a convergent solution for
Dm,n(τ) by expanding it in powers of ϵ as,

Dm,n(τ) = D(0)
m,n(τ) + ϵD(1)

m,n(τ) + ϵ2D(2)
m,n(τ) + ... (A5)

Substituting this in Eq. (A3), and matching order by order of ϵ, we obtain:

d

dτ
D(0)

m,n(τ) =λm,nD
(0)
m,n(τ), (A6)

ϵ
d

dτ
D(1)

m,n(τ) =ϵ λm,nD
(1)
m,n(τ) + i

∑
l ̸=0

ϵ|l|

(
D

(0)
m,n+l(τ)−D

(0)
m+l,n(τ)

)
, (A7)

ϵ2
d

dτ
D(2)

m,n(τ) =ϵ
2λm,nD

(2)
m,n(τ) + i

∑
l ̸=0

ϵ|l|ϵ
(
D

(1)
m,n+k(τ)−D

(1)
m+k,n(τ)

)
, (A8)

... (A9)

ϵa
d

dτ
D(a)

m,n(τ) =ϵ
aλm,nD

(a)
m,n(τ) + i

∑
l ̸=0

ϵ|l|ϵ
a−1

(
D

(a−1)
m,n+k(τ)−D

(a−1)
m+k,n(τ)

)
, (A10)
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where the symbol a > 1 indicates a-th order in ϵ. We re-write the above equations as,

d

dτ
D(0)

m,n(τ) =λm,nD
(0)
m,n(τ), (A11)

d

dτ
D(1)

m,n(τ) =λm,nD
(1)
m,n(τ) +

i

ϵ

∑
l ̸=0

ϵ|l|

(
D

(0)
m,n+l(τ)−D

(0)
m+l,n(τ)

)
, (A12)

d

dτ
D(2)

m,n(τ) =λm,nD
(2)
m,n(τ) +

i

ϵ

∑
l ̸=0

ϵ|l|

(
D

(1)
m,n+l(τ)−D

(1)
m+l,n(τ)

)
, (A13)

... (A14)

d

dτ
D(a)

m,n(τ) =λm,nD
(a)
m,n(τ) +

i

ϵ

∑
l ̸=0

ϵ|l|

(
D

(a−1)
m,n+l(τ)−D

(a−1)
m+l,n(τ)

)
. (A15)

Let us now consider the initial condition to be such that Dm,n(τ = 0) = D
(0)
m,n(τ = 0). This makes D

(a)
m,n(τ = 0) = 0

for all a > 0. Solving the 0th order equation, we have

D(0)
m,n(τ) =Am,ne

λm,nτ , (A16)

D(1)
m,n(τ) =

ieλm,nτ

ϵ

∫ τ

0

dt′ e−λm,nt
′ ∑
l ̸=0

ϵ|l|

(
D

(0)
m,n+l(t

′)−D
(0)
m+l,n(t

′)
)
. (A17)

Now, substituting the 0th order solution into 1st order equation, we get for the diagonal and non-diagonal elements

of D
(1)
m,n(τ) as

D(1)
m,m(τ) =

i(1− e−τ )

ϵ

∑
l ̸=0

ϵ|l| (Am,m+l −Am+l,m) (A18)

D
(1)
m,m+b(τ) =

iτe−τ

ϵ

∑
l ̸=0,−b

ϵ|l| (Am,m+b+l −Am−l,m+b) +
i(1− e−τ ) ϵ|b|

ϵ
(Am,m −Am+b,m+b) (A19)

Now, because we are interested in the populations (upto 2nd order), we focus on D
(2)
m,m(τ)

D(2)
m,m(τ) =

i

ϵ

∫ τ

0

dt′
∑
l ̸=0

ϵ|l|

(
D

(1)
m,m+l(t

′)−D
(1)
m+l,m(t′)

)
=
2 τ

ϵ2

∑
l ̸=0

ϵ2|l| (Am+l,m+l −Am,m) + (Convergent term in τ) (A20)

From Eq. (A20), it is clear that the second order term D
(2)
m,m(τ) diverges linearly with τ . To circumvent this issue,

we now adapt the multiple scale analysis technique.
Let us seek for a solution

Dm,n(τ) = D(0)
m,n(τ, τ

′) + ϵD(1)
m,n(τ, τ

′) + ϵ2D(2)
m,n(τ, τ

′) + ... (A21)

where we define a new independent time scale τ ′ = ϵ2τ . Note that here we consider D(0), D(1), D(2) as functions of τ
and τ ′. Since dτ ′/dτ = ϵ2, we receive,

d

dτ
Dm,n(τ) =

∂

∂τ
D(0)

m,n(τ, τ
′) + ϵ

∂

∂τ
D(1)

m,n(τ, τ
′) + ϵ2

[ ∂
∂τ
D(2)

m,n(τ, τ
′) +

∂

∂τ ′
D(0)

m,n(τ, τ
′)
]

(A22)

Now using Eq. (A3) and matching terms order by order we get the following. For 0-th order

∂

∂τ
D(0)

m,n(τ, τ
′) = λm,nD

(0)
m,n(τ, τ

′) (A23)

Integrating Eq. (A23), the solution of which is given as

D(0)
m,n(τ, τ

′) = Am,n(τ
′) eλm,nτ (A24)
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where recall that τ ′ = ϵ2τ . In order ϵ, we receive,

∂

∂τ
D(1)

m,n(τ, τ
′) =λm,nD

(1)
m,n(τ, τ

′) +
i

ϵ

∑
l ̸=0

ϵ|l|

(
D

(0)
m,n+l(τ, τ

′)−D
(0)
m+l,n(τ, τ

′)
)
, (A25)

which can be solved as before and the solution for D
(1)
m,n(τ, τ ′) is given by Eq. (A18) and Eq. (A19) with A now having

a dependence on τ ′. Now for the second order in ϵ, we receive,

∂

∂τ
D(2)

m,n(τ, τ
′) = λm,nD

(2)
m,n(τ, τ

′) +
i

ϵ

∑
l ̸=0

ϵ|l|

(
D

(1)
m,n+l(τ, τ

′)−D
(1)
m+l,n(τ, τ

′)
)
− ∂

∂τ ′
D(0)

m,n(τ, τ
′). (A26)

Let us investigate the diagonal elements of D
(2)
m,m(τ, τ ′) in Eq. (A26), which gives,

∂

∂τ
D(2)

m,m(τ, τ ′) =
i

ϵ

∑
l ̸=0

ϵ|l|

(
D

(1)
m,m+l(τ, τ

′)−D
(1)
m+l,m(τ, τ ′)

)
− d

dτ ′
Am,m(τ ′), (A27)

where we have used the fact that D
(0)
m,m(τ, τ ′) = Am,m(τ ′) from Eq. (A24). Upon substituting the solution for

D
(1)
m,m+l(τ, τ

′) and D
(1)
m+l,m(τ, τ ′) following Eq. (A19), we receive,

∂

∂τ
D(2)

m,m(τ, τ ′) =

[
2

ϵ2

∑
l ̸=0

ϵ2|l|

(
Am+l,m+l(τ

′)−Am,m(τ ′)
)
− d

dτ ′
Am,m(τ ′)

]
+ (Convergent term in τ). (A28)

Note that the term
(
Am+l,m+l(τ

′) − Am,m(τ ′)
)

in Eq. (A28) would be the origin of divergent solution. This is

because this term appears in Eq. (A19) without the exponentially suppressed factor in τ . Therefore, to ensure that
the solution of Eq. (A28) is convergent, we impose,

d

dτ ′
Am,m(τ ′) =

2

ϵ2

∑
l ̸=0

ϵ2|l|

(
Am+l,m+l(τ

′)−Am,m(τ ′)
)
. (A29)

Following Eq. (A5) and Eq. (A23), we immediately receive an equation for Dm,m(τ) given as

d

dτ
Dm,m(τ) = 2

∑
l ̸=0

ϵ2|l|

(
Dm+l,m+l(τ)−Dm,m(τ)

)
. (A30)

Transforming back to the time variable t as τ = κt, we get,

d

dt
Dm,m(t) =

2J2

κ

∑
l ̸=0

(
Dm+l,m+l(t)−Dm,m(t)

|l|2α
)
. (A31)

This is the central equation which describes that a classical master equation for the population that satisfies a fractional
diffusion equation.

Appendix B: Finite time corrections to the scaling function

In this appendix, we explicitly write down the scaling function for α > 1.5 with finite time corrections. The
corrected scaling function G̃(z) is given by33

G̃(z) = G(z) + (
√
Dαt)

3−2α (2α− 3) sin(πα)Γ(1− 2α)Γ(α)

8π
1F1

[
α,

1

2
,−y

2

4

]
. (B1)

Here, z = x/
√
Dαt, Dα = ∆/(2α− 3), and 1F1[·, ·, ·] denotes Kummer confluent hypergeometric function, which has

heavy tails ∼ z−2α for large z.
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