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3Institute for Quantum Electronics & Quantum Center, ETH Zurich, 8093 Zurich, Switzerland
4Department of Electrical and Computer Engineering, Princeton University, Princeton, NJ 08544

(Dated: June 7, 2024)

We propose a dissipative implementation of a variety of Kondo models by means of strong two-
body losses localized on a few impurity sites of a fermionic lattice—a setup which is suited to
experiments with ultracold atomic gases. We study in detail the simplest scenario of just one
dissipated site, showing that it is effectively described by the Anderson impurity model with infinite
repulsion, perturbed by a small residual dissipation. We compute a number of signatures of the
Kondo effect in transport across the impurity, finding a competition between the Kondo resonance
and the residual dissipation. Our dissipative setup can be generalized to two or more sites subject to
losses—realizing an impurity with spin 1 or higher—and more reservoirs, opening up the possibility
of simulating several kinds of Kondo-like models with ultracold atoms.

Introduction— The Kondo effect [1] is one of the sim-
plest and most iconic models in the physics of strongly
correlated systems. It emerges when an interacting im-
purity can exchange particles with a gapless fermionic
bath. The hybridization of the impurity levels with
the bath’s states causes the emergence of a very nar-
row many-body resonance (the Kondo, or Abrikosov-Suhl
resonance) pinned at the chemical potential of the reser-
voir, whose properties dominate the low-energy physics
and lead to a number of fascinating phenomena, such as
universal behavior of various thermodynamics quantities
[1–3], and an almost perfect conductance through the im-
purity [4–7]. The Kondo effect first arose as the the origin
of the anomalous behavior of metals doped with mag-
netic impurities [1–3, 8–16], but since its inception it has
shaped our understanding of a variety of phenomena in
strongly correlated systems: besides fueling the develop-
ment of renormalization group ideas [17–20], it forms the
building block of the physics of heavy fermion compounds
[1, 3, 21, 22], it has been instrumental in describing trans-
port in quantum dots [23–25] and to the understand-
ing of the Mott transition within dynamical mean field
theory [26]. In addition to the well-understood physics
of the original Kondo model [27–30], generalized Kondo
models in which the impurity spin is higher than 1/2
and interacts with fermions of different flavors [1, 31–34]
have been considered. Such generalizations are impor-
tant for realistic models of magnetic impurities in metals
[16, 31, 35, 36], but they have been recognized to show
remarkable properties, from non-monotonic conductance
[37–39] to non-Fermi liquid ground states [32–34, 40, 41],
and are still actively researched.

With the advent of quantum simulation with ultra-
cold atomic gases, new possibilities have arisen for the
study of Kondo physics in regimes that would be other-
wise inaccessible to traditional solid state setups, such as
the exploration of real-time dynamics. In this Letter, we
propose and discuss a dissipative route to the implemen-

tation of both standard and more exotic Kondo models.
We show how a strong, localized two-body loss [42–46]
within a noninteracting fermionic gas can provide the
correlations necessary to induce the Kondo effect. The
advantages of using dissipation with respect to unitary
dynamics [47, 48] are that it is simple to localize and
suited to a transport setup [49–57], while the irreversible
nature of losses drives the system to the desired Kondo
state. We remark en passant that dissipation can also
be used to introduce entirely new features, such as en-
gineering of non-Hermitian versions of the Kondo model
[58–60] and measurement-induced crossovers in continu-
ously monitored quantum dots [59, 61].

Our main finding is the characterization of the Kondo
effect induced by a strong two-body loss localized on a
single site connected to two reservoirs of noninteracting
fermions. We argue that for an infinitely strong dissipa-
tion this system realizes the well-known Anderson impu-
rity model (AIM) with infinite repulsion, and we derive
the dissipative corrections for finite dissipation rate. We
analyze the typical signatures of the Kondo effect (Kondo
resonance in the spectral function, enhanced differential
conductance at zero bias and suppressed decay of magne-
tization) both in dynamics and in the local steady state,
and characterize the competition between the Kondo ef-
fect and the residual losses.

We conclude by describing how to realize higher-spin
Kondo models by distributing the dissipation on more
than one site, provided they are strongly coupled among
themselves. Since there is no a priori limit on the number
of reservoirs coupled to the impurity sites, our proposal
would pave the way to the experimental study of general-
ized higher-spin, many-flavor Kondo models in ultracold
atoms.

Model— We consider the system depicted in the left-
most part of Fig. 1, composed of two reservoirs (or
leads) of noninteracting, spinful fermions that are con-
nected to a central region (the “dot”) whose sites are
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FIG. 1. Using strong, localized two-body losses to realize the Anderson impurity model with infinite repulsion. Left panel:
sketch of the simplest dissipative setup considered in the main text. The two tubes represent reservoirs of noninteracting,
spinful fermions (possibly at different chemical potentials) that are allowed to tunnel to the central site, which is subjected to
strong two-body losses. Inset: sketch of the dark states of the isolated impurity subjected to the two-body loss. The hatched
area represents the dissipated states. Central panel: impurity spectral function in the local steady state, showing the smearing
of the Kondo resonance as the effective dissipation is increased. The parameters are εd = −2ΓT and ΓT = 10−2W (we take
the half-bandwidth W as our energy unit), for unbiased reservoirs at µ = 0 and zero initial temperature. Inset: zero-bias
conductance across the impurity, normalized to g0 = 2/h (h being Planck’s constant). Lighter colors correspond to larger
|εd|/ΓT ∈ {0.5, 1, 1.5, 2, 2.5, 3}. Right panel: decay rate of the impurity magnetization, showing a crossover from the Kondo
regime Γdecay ∼ TK to the incoherent regime Γdecay ∼ κσ. In these plots ΓT = 10−2W .

subjected to a two body loss—whenever two opposite-
spin fermions occupy one of the dissipative sites, they
can both be lost from the system with a certain rate γ.
We are going to comment on the many-site and many-
leads scenario at the end of the paper. In the rest of
this Letter we will focus on the simplest case of a sin-
gle dot site hosting a single orbital, and coupled to two
reservoirs. In the conditions common to experiments
with ultracold atoms [42–44, 50] losses are Markovian,
and the dynamics of the system’s density matrix ρ(t)
can be described by a Lindblad master equation ρ̇(t) =
−i[H, ρ(t)]+γ(Lρ(t)L†−{L†L, ρ(t)}/2) with jump oper-
ator L = d↓d↑ (where dσ annihilates a fermion with spin
σ on the dot, with σ ∈ {↑, ↓} = {+, −}). The Hamil-
tonian has the generic form H = Hdot + Hleads + Htun,
where the first term describes the local energy level(s)
of the dot region, the second term describes the reser-
voirs and the third accounts for the hybridization (i.e.
single-particle hopping) between the dot and the leads.
We are going to assume that no interactions are present
in any portion of the system, so that the only source of
correlations are the two-body losses.

We are interested in the regime of strong dissipation in
which the decay rate γ is the largest energy scale. We will
consider both the dynamics of the system after turning
on the dissipation, and the properties of the local steady
state that forms around the dot at long times. Since
the dissipation removes pairs of opposite-spin fermions,
it is clear that in the limit γ → +∞ the system remains
confined to a subspace with no double occupancies on
the dot site(s). In the case of a single site, this subspace
is spanned by three dark states, namely states which are

simultaneously eigenstates ofHdot and annihilated by the
jump L: the empty dot |0⟩ and the singly occupied dot
|σ⟩. The dynamics within the dark subspace is generated
by the exchange of particles with the leads, according to
the Hamiltonian:

Heff =εd
∑

σ

Xσσ +
∑

pσ

εpαc
†
pσαcpσα

+
∑

pσ

(VpαXσ0cpσα +H.c.) ,
(1)

where we introduced the dot energy εd, cpσα annihilates a
fermion in lead α ∈ {R,L} with momentum p and single-
particle energy εpα = εp−µα, possibly biased by a chem-
ical potential µα. The tunneling between the dot and the
leads is governed by the amplitudes Vpα. For most pur-
poses, the leads are fully described by the level width
function [62] Γα(ω) ≡ ∑

p |Vpα|
2
δ(ω − εp) ≡ Γαξ(ω),

which we parametrize in terms of the energy scale Γα,
which contributes to the width ΓT ≡ ∑

α Γα of the dot
levels in the absence of dissipation, and the shape func-
tion ξ(ω) that sets the bandwidth W ≫ |εd|, Γα. We are
going to assume symmetric leads Γα = Γ and a flat shape
function ξ(ω) = θ(W − |ω|) (θ being the Heaviside func-

tion). The operators Xσσ ≡ |σ⟩⟨σ|, Xσ0 = X†
0σ ≡ |σ⟩⟨0|

and X00 ≡ |0⟩⟨0| are the known as Hubbard operators [3].
The Hamiltonian (1) is the well-known Anderson impu-
rity model (AIM) with infinite repulsion [1, 3, 14, 31],
a strongly correlated model whose properties have been
extensively studied. In particular, the model is known to
show the Kondo effect—namely, its low-energy physics is
dominated by a narrow many-body resonance pinned at
the chemical potential of the leads.
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It is important to understand to what extent the
Kondo phenomenology associated with the AIM survives
once we move away from the ideal γ → +∞ limit. As
long as γ is still the largest energy scale of the system
we can derive corrections to the dynamics in the con-
strained subspace by means of an adiabatic elimination
[63] or, equivalently, via a dissipative generalization of the
Schrieffer-Wolff transformation [64], the details of which
are reported in [65]. Physically, in presence of a strong
dissipation γ ≫ Γ any double occupancy on the dot site
is rapidly removed from the system before it can be re-
plenished from the leads during a transient that lasts a
few γ−1. The dynamics at later times is effectively pro-
jected on the subspace of no double occupancies [66],
in which it is effectively described by the master equa-
tion ρ̇(t) = −i[Heff, ρ(t)]+Leffρ(t)L

†
eff−{L†

effLeff, ρ(t)}/2,
where the Hamiltonian (1) governs the coherent part,
while there is a residual dissipation with jump operator
Leff ≡ 2γ−1/2

∑
pσα σVpαX0σ̄cpσα. The effective dissipa-

tion accounts for the virtual processes in which a fermion
with spin σ hops from a lead to the dot while the latter
is already occupied by a fermion of opposite spin σ̄, caus-
ing both fermions to be lost from the system due to the
dissipation.

Signatures of Kondo— For a strictly infinite dissi-
pation, the dynamics is governed by the effective AIM
Hamiltonian (1), which guarantees the presence of Kondo
physics—such as the Kondo resonance in the impurity
spectral function and the maximal differential conduc-
tance at zero bias. Therefore, a first important task is
to assess to what extent a finite but large value of γ al-
ters the well-known Kondo features. A second interesting
question is how these features emerge from the uncorre-
lated system at γ = 0 once the dissipation is increased.

During the years, a large number of different numerical
techniques have been employed to tackle the dynamics of
the AIM and of the Kondo model for isolated systems—
to mention only some of the most recent, we can list
methods based on the time-dependent variational princi-
ple [67, 68], on the influence functional [69] and on matrix
product states [70]. In the present work we need to deal
with a dissipative dynamics, and we employ two different
numerical approaches. One is based on quantum trajec-
tories [71] and on a variational Ansatz for the state of
the system along the trajectories [72–74]. The detailed
description of this method and its main results is the sub-
ject of the companion paper [75]. The advantage of this
method is that it can be applied for any value of γ, so
that we can observe the full crossover towards the Kondo
phenomenology as the dissipation is increased. The main
observables accessible to the method are currents and
single-time averages and correlation functions.

In the present Letter, we take an alternative approach,
and work directly with the effective model (1) and the
residual dissipation Leff to observe the effects of a large
but finite γ. In this regime, we use the slave boson rep-

resentation [3, 76, 77] and we apply the widely used non-
crossing approximation (NCA) [1, 31, 78–82] to derive
Kadanoff-Baym equations for the Keldysh Green’s func-
tions of the auxiliary particles [65]. To the same lead-
ing perturbative order as the NCA self-energy, it suffices
to treat the effective dissipation at the mean-field level.
The crucial feature of this extended NCA is that the re-
sulting approximation is conserving [78–84]–namely, the
approximate dynamics respects the relevant conservation
laws—a necessary feature for real-time simulations.

Before describing the main results, we wish to remark
that our dissipative model leads to an effective AIM
physics only in the sense that a local steady state forms
around the dot, as it is common with dissipative impuri-
ties [85–97]. The true stationary states in our model are
fully ferromagnetic Dicke states [65, 98] that extend to
the leads. When starting from an initial spin-balanced
configuration (before losses are turned on), such fully po-
larized states can not be reached due to spin conserva-
tion. A related yet possible scenario is the formation of
a finite size ferromagnetic bubble around the impurity
site. The larger the bubble, the stronger the suppres-
sion of losses. On the other hand, larger bubbles are
energetically unfavorable and their formation requires a
less likely statistical fluctuation. In the NCA analysis
the possibility of ferromagnetic bubbles is not included,
because it requires introducing spin symmetry breaking.
We will discuss conditions for observing ferromagnetic
bubbles in the companion paper [75].

We have computed the real-time dynamics of the ef-
fective model after a quench of the tunneling Γ, and we
have analyzed its properties in the local steady state
at late times. We first discuss the stationary proper-
ties, which are clearer to understand. The main signa-
ture of Kondo behavior is the presence of the Kondo
resonance in the impurity spectral function Aσ(ω) ≡
− ImGR

dσ(ω)/π, where G
R
dσ(ω) is the Fourier transform

of the retarded impurity Green’s function GR
dσ(t − t′) ≡

−iθ(t − t′)
〈
{dσ(t), d†σ(t′)}

〉
[65], computed in the local

steady state [99]. We show it in the central panel of Fig. 1
for an impurity tuned to the Kondo regime εd = −2ΓT

in presence of unbiased reservoirs. We observe the typi-
cal two-peak shape that one finds in the AIM [1, 3, 31].
There is a broad peak centered close to the single-particle
energy εd, whose width is set by the original tunneling
rate Γ. This peak reflects the rapid exchange of charge
between the dot and the leads. The second peak is the
Kondo resonance: a much narrower feature, pinned at the
reservoirs’ chemical potential µR,L = 0, which signals the
presence of a long-lived spin degree of freedom. In the
γ → ∞ limit, the width of the peak is set by the Kondo
temperature TK ≡ [2ΓT (µ − εd)]

1/2 exp[−π(µ− εd)/ΓT ]
[1]. In the full model there would be also an extremely
broad peak at the same energy ω ≈ εd, with width of or-
der γ and a highly reduced height, corresponding to the
doubly-occupied dot. The effect of a finite dissipation
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is to suppress and broaden the Kondo peak as a func-
tion of the ratio κσ/TK , where κσ is the Zeno-suppressed
effective rate of particle loss from the system [65]. In
general, κσ is non-universal in the sense that it depends
on the specific band shape ξ(ω), but can be estimated as
κσ ∼ O(ΓW/γ)—roughly speaking, it is proportional to
the total number of fermions in the reservoirs.

We can have an intuition on why a finite dissipation
works against the formation of the Kondo peak by notic-
ing [6] that it reflects the overlap between states of the
system differing by one fermion (thus separated in en-
ergy by the chemical potential of the leads)—two ground
states, for the Hamiltonian case (i.e. γ → +∞). With
a finite effective dissipation, the system lacks a ground
state and all eigenstates acquire a lifetime of order κ−1

σ ,
leading to the broadening of the spectral features. As we
can observe in the central panel of Fig. 1, this blurring
occurs in a continuous fashion as a function of γ−1. The
Kondo resonance becomes significantly smeared out for
κσ grater than a few times TK .

While the shape of the spectral function is a clear
theoretical signature of the Kondo effect, it is currently
not possible to measure in experiments with ultracold
atoms. A more accessible probe is provided by trans-
port. The existence of the Kondo resonance can be
assessed directly by measuring the differential conduc-
tance through the dot [6, 62, 78–80]. The latter is de-
fined as g(∆µ, t) ≡ dI(∆µ, t)/d∆µ , where I(∆µ, t) =
−2−1 d(NL(t)−NR(t))/dt is the current flowing from
the left reservoir to the right one for a given chemical
potential bias ∆µ [with Nα(t) ≡

∑
pσ ⟨c†pσαcpσα⟩ (t) the

number of particles in reservoir α]. This definition, which
is the one employed in closed systems and also in experi-
ments involving dissipation [50–52, 55, 100–102], does not
distinguish between particles leaving a reservoir because
of transport or because of losses [103]. At zero temper-
ature, the zero-bias (i.e. linear response) conductance
directly measures the height of the Kondo peak [6, 62]:

g(0, t) =gMW (0, t) +
Γ(µ)

πγ
nd(t) , (2)

where nd(t) ≡ ∑
σ ⟨d†σdσ⟩ (t) is the dot population at

time t. See [65] for the full expression for gMW (0, t).
The first term of Eq. (2) converges at later times to
the usual Meir-Wingreen formula [62, 104] g∞(0) =
2−1Γ(µ)

∑
σ Aσ(µ). This term provides the dominant

contribution, and—although formally equivalent to the
γ → +∞ expression—it already includes most of the
effects of dissipation on the coherent part of transport.
The second term is a small correction related to the effec-
tive losses, and it is positive, because the most populated
lead at a higher chemical potential suffers an effective loss
rate that is higher than the other, yielding a net current
in the same direction as transport. Since we observed
that a finite dissipation rate γ decreases the height of the

FIG. 2. Left panel: Graphical representation of the setup in
the case of two dissipative sites coupled to four leads. Right
panel: energies of the dark states of the isolated dot with two
sites. The hatched areas represent the dissipated levels.

Kondo resonance, we expect that the zero-bias conduc-
tance g(0, t) will be decreased as well. This behavior can
be seen in the inset of Fig. 1 for the stationary state—
the conductance decreases rapidly with γ−1, from a value
close to the maximal one [105], 2/h (with h Planck’s con-
stant).
As a final signature of the Kondo effect, suitable to

experiments, in the right panel of Fig. 1 we show the
relaxation rate of the impurity magnetization ⟨σz⟩ (t) ≡∑

σ σ ⟨d†σdσ⟩ (t), for an initially polarized state |ψ0⟩ =
|↑⟩d |FS⟩l, where |FS⟩l is the ground state of the un-
biased leads. We observe that, when the dot is in the
Kondo regime εd ≲ −ΓT , and after an initial tran-
sient the magnetization decays exponentially ⟨σz⟩ (t) ∼
e−Γdecayt, and that the decay rate is strongly suppressed
as γ increases. Indeed, in the limit γ → +∞, Γdecay is
expected to be proportional to TK , as we confirm in the
Figure by showing its exponential dependence on εd/ΓT .
For decreasing dissipation rate γ, Γdecay converges to κσ,
which is independent of εd (but still much smaller than
ΓT ).
Outlook: higher spin models— We have shown how

local two-body losses can be used to realize a prototypical
strongly-correlated model with ultracold atoms, and how
the resulting Kondo physics competes with the residual
dissipation. We can obtain more exotic Hamiltonians if
the dissipation involves more than one site, as depicted
in the left panel of Fig. 2 for the case of two sites and four
leads. For concreteness, we take the dot to be a linear
chain of of ℓd sites with nearest-neighbor hopping J and
onsite energies εd, with open boundary conditions.
As in the case of a single dot site, we want to confine

the dynamics of the system to the dark subspace of the
dot, so that a weak coupling to the leads will induce only
a small residual dissipation. More details on the con-
struction can be found in [75]. The right panel of Fig. 2
depicts the dark subspace for two impurity sites. The
(strong) rotational invariance of the Lindblad equation
for the isolated dot sites allows to build the dark states
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as simply the Dicke states [98, 106, 107] associated with
Hdot [65]. The resulting dark subspace is organized in
multiplets of increasing spin S = 0, . . . ℓd/2 and parti-
cle numbers n = 2S, with higher spins possessing lower
energy (although there are

(
ℓd
2S

)
different multiplets with

the same spin 0 < S < ℓd/2 but different energies, where(·
·
)
is the binomial coefficient). We notice that this pro-

cedure is completely general, in the sense that it does not
rely on any particular structure of the dot region, except
for spin rotational invariance. In this regard, our treat-
ment is similar to that of the Hubbard Hamiltonian with
infinite repulsion [108–110].

In the setup with two sites there is an extra compli-
cation with respect to the single-site case: the slowest-
decaying eigenstate of the Lindbladian has a decay rate
γ1 which is nonmonotonic in γ, with a maximum γ∗1 at
γ = 8J followed by a slow decrease γ1 ∼ J2/γ. In con-
trast, all other bright states have decay rates of order of
γ. So, to keep the occupation of all bright states sup-
pressed by dissipation, we need to have a large hopping
J ∼ γ, and hence a large dot energy εd ∼ γ to maintain
the spin 1 states at energy lower than the spin 1/2 ones,
2εd < εd − J . The nonmonotonic behavior of the small-
est decay rate, and the consequent need for fine tuning,
is likely to be generic for higher ℓd [65].

If we introduce back the coupling to the leads, the
latter will mediate transitions between multiplets with
neighboring values of S, and we obtain a model that be-
longs to the family of the ionic models [1, 31, 36], that
have been extensively studied in the context of magnetic
impurities in metals. These models can be mapped on
higher-spin Kondo models by the usual Schrieffer-Wolff
transformation [1, 3, 15]. In the case of two sites, the
lowest-energy multiplet would act like a spin 1 impurity.
On the other hand, there is no constraint on the number
of possible leads, thus opening to the possibility of study-
ing over-screened realizations of these Kondo-like models,
that are known to possess non-Fermi liquid ground states
[1, 32, 33, 38, 39].
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DERIVATION OF THE EFFECTIVE DYNAMICS

In this Section we derive the effective master equation governing the dynamics of the single-site dissipative dot at
large dissipation.

We consider the strongly dissipative limit in which the loss rate is the largest energy scale γ ≫ W, |εd|, Γ. In
other words, we will take the purely dissipative dynamics as the zeroth-order solution and expand in the Hamiltonian
contribution to the Lindblad equation. This approach is slightly different from the usual Schrieffer-Wolff mapping
of the Anderson impurity model to the Kondo model [1, 2], which treats the uncoupled dot-leads system as the
unperturbed dynamics and expands in Htun, i.e. in Γ. In the present model, this would amount to γ ∼W ∼ |εd| ≫ Γ.
Although it is possible to adopt this approach also in the dissipative case, it yields considerably more complicated
expressions for the effective dynamics, while adding very little to the physical description of the system.

The starting point of our analysis is the purely dissipative dot site, decoupled from the rest of the system. The
master equation becomes

d

dt
ρ = L0ρ , (1)

where

L0ρ ≡ γ
(
LρL† − 1

2{L†L, ρ}
)

(2)

We label the states of the dissipative site as |α⟩, where α ∈ {0, ↑, ↓, d =↑↓}, and vectorize the density matrix as [3]
ρ =

∑
αβ ραβ |α⟩⟨β| → |ρ) = ∑

αβ ραβ |αβ). Then, it is easy to see that in the 16-dimensional |αβ) basis the Liouville
superoperator L0 is almost diagonal:

L0|αβ) = 0 for all α, β ∈ {0, ↑, ↓} ,
L0|αd) = −γ

2
|αd) for all α ∈ {0, ↑, ↓} ,

L0|dα) = −γ
2
|dα) for all α ∈ {0, ↑, ↓} ,

L0|dd) = γ|00)
The only coupled states are |00) and |dd), and the diagonalization of the corresponding 2 × 2 matrix yields the
remaining two eigenvalues of L0:

L0|ϕR0 ) = 0, |ϕR0 ) = |00)
(ϕL0 |L0 = 0, (ϕL0 | = (00|+ (dd|

}
λ0 = 0 (3a)

L0|ϕRd ) = −γ|ϕRd ), |ϕRd ) = −|00) + |dd)
(ϕLd |L0 = −γ(ϕLd |, (ϕLd | = (dd|

}
λ2 = −γ (3b)

As usual, we are normalizing the states as (ϕLa |ϕRb ) = δab. Summing up, there are nine stationary (dark) states with
eigenvalue λ0 = 0, six states with eigenvalue λ1 = −γ

2 , and a non-degenerate state with λ2 = −γ. For later use, we
report here the superprojectors on the three eigenspaces:

P0 ≡ |00)(dd|+
∑

α,β<d

|αβ)(αβ| , (4a)

P1 ≡
∑

α<d

(|αd)(αd|+ |dα)(dα|) , (4b)

P2 ≡ |dd)(dd| − |00)(dd| (4c)
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The P0 projector defines the slow subspace in which the dynamics will be confined at large dissipation. It is useful to
express the above superprojectors in terms of operators in the ordinary Hilbert space:

P0ρ = X0d ρXd0 +X< ρX< , (5a)

P1ρ = X< ρXd +Xd ρX< , (5b)

P2ρ = Xd ρXd −X0d ρXd0 , (5c)

where we have introduced the ordinary projectors (Hubbard operators [1, 2, 4])

Xαβ ≡ |α⟩⟨β| , (6a)

Xα ≡ Xαα = |α⟩⟨α| , (6b)

X< ≡
∑

α<d

Xα (6c)

We turn to consider the full Lindblad master equation

d

dt
ρ = (L0 + LH)ρ , (7)

where LH = −i[H, ·] is the Hamiltonian part, which we will treat as a perturbation. Following [5] and [3], the effective
dynamics in the slow subspace P0ρ = ρ in the γ → +∞ limit is generated by the effective Lindblad superoperator
Leff = L1 + L2 +O

(
γ−2

)
, where

L1 = P0LHP0 , (8a)

L2 = −P0LH(Q0L0Q0)
−1LHP0 , (8b)

and Q0 = 11−P0 is the complementary projector to P0. The first-order term is just the Hamiltonian part projected on
the stationary subspace of L0, L1ρ = P0LHP0ρ. We classify the Hamiltonian terms according to the commutativity of
the corresponding superoperator −i[H, ·] with P0. The dot Hamiltonian Hdot and the leads’ one Hleads both commute
(the latter since P0 acts as the identity on the leads states). The tunneling term Htun is the only one which does not
commute, since it connects the slow subspace P0ρ = ρ with the other subspaces. The decomposition dσ = X0σ+σXσ̄d

induces the further subdivision Htun = H0
tun +H1

tun, with

H0
tun =

∑

σ

(Xσ0Ψσ +Ψ†
σX0σ) ,

H1
tun =

∑

σ

σ(Xdσ̄Ψσ +Ψ†
σXσ̄d) ,

(9)

where Ψσ ≡ ∑
pα Vpαcpσα. Notice that the projectors Xσ0, Xdσ and their conjugates are of fermionic nature in the

sense that they anticommute with Ψσ, Ψ
†
σ, while all other projectors are bosonic (i.e. commuting with the Ψs). The

first term H0
tun commutes with P0, while the second is annihilated by it. So, if we call H0 = Hdot +Hleads +H0

tun the
part of the Hamiltonian that commutes with P0, we have

L1ρ = P0(LH0 + LH1
tun

)P0ρ = LH0P2
0ρ+ P0LH1

tun
P0ρ = LH0ρ (10)

where we used ρ = P0ρ. The Hamiltonian H0 is the Anderson impurity model with infinite dissipation quoted in
Eq. (1) in the main text.

The second-order term L2 yields the effective dissipation. Since Q0L0Q0 = −γ/2P1−γP2, we have (Q0L0Q0)
−1 =

−2/γ P1 − 1/γ P2. We evaluate Eq. (8b) starting from its rightmost terms:

(Q0L0Q0)
−1LHP0ρ =

(
− 2

γ
P1 −

1

γ
P2

)
(LH0 + LH1

tun
)ρ =

2

γ
P1LH1

tun
ρ . (11)

In the expression above, the terms proportional to LH0
ρ vanish because of the commutativity of LH0

with both
projectors P1,2, which entails P1,2LH0P0 = P1,2P0LH0 = 0. The term proportional to P2LH1

tun
ρ also vanishes because

if ρ belongs to the slow subspace P0, LH1
tun
ρ yields terms belonging to the P1 subspace, but not to the P2 one. Then
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we expand

2

γ
P1LH1

tun
ρ =

2i

γ

(
X<H

1
tunρXd −X<ρH

1
tunXd +XdH

1
tunρX< −XdρH

1
tunX<

)

=
2i

γ

∑

σ

σ
[
Ψ†

σXσ̄dρXd −X<ρΨ
†
σXσ̄d +Xdσ̄ΨσρX< −XdρXdσ̄Ψσ

]

=
2i

γ

∑

σ

σ
[
−X<ρΨ

†
σXσ̄d +Xdσ̄ΨσρX<

]
,

where in the last equality we used XαdρXdβ = 0 for ρ in the slow subspace. Then,

L2 = −P0

(
LH0

+ LH1
tun

)
P1LH1

tun
ρ = − 2

γ
LH0

P0P1LH1
tun

− 2

γ
P0LH1

tun
P1LH1

tun
ρ = − 2

γ
P0LH1

tun
P1LH1

tun
ρ

= − 2

γ
P0

∑

στ

στ
(
− 2Xdτ̄ΨτρΨ

†
σXσ̄d +X<ρΨ

†
σXσ̄τ̄Ψτ +Ψ†

σXσ̄τ̄ΨτρX<

)

=
4

γ

∑

στ

στ
(
Xdτ̄ΨτρΨ

†
σXσ̄d −

1

2
ρΨ†

σXσ̄τ̄Ψτ − 1

2
Ψ†

σXσ̄τ̄Ψτρ
)
,

where we recognize the dissipative part of the effective Lindblad superoperator,

Leffρ = LeffρL
†
eff − 1

2{L
†
effLeff, ρ} (12)

with

Leff ≡ 2

γ1/2

∑

σ

σX0σ̄Ψσ =
2

γ1/2

∑

pασ

σVpαX0σ̄cpσα , (13)

which is the one quoted in the main text.

DETAILS ON THE NON-CROSSING APPROXIMATION

In this Section, we provide analytical details of our implementation of the non-crossing approximation and on our
real-time calculations.

The Anderson impurity model with infinite repulsion that represents the effective unitary dynamics of our dissipative
model is not suitable to the usual perturbative techniques based on Green’s functions, since the Hubbard operators
Xαβ do not obey a standard fermionic or bosonic algebra and so their correlation functions cannot be extracted
through Wick’s theorem. So, we convert the effective Hamiltonian to a form that is suitable to standard perturbative
treatments. This is achieved through the slave boson mapping of the Hubbard operators to a boson b and a spinful
auxiliary fermion fσ [1, 6, 7]:

Xσ0 = |σ⟩⟨0| = d†σ(11− nσ̄) = f†σb

X0σ = |0⟩⟨σ| = (11− nσ̄)dσ = b†fσ

X00 = |0⟩⟨0| = (11− n↑)(11− n↓) = b†b

(14)

with the physical subspace defined by Q ≡ b†b +
∑

σ f
†
σfσ = 1. The physical meaning of the mapping is that the

auxiliary fermions create single occupancies |σ⟩ = f†σ |vac⟩, while the bosons create the empty site |0⟩ = b† |vac⟩, where
|vac⟩ is the vacuum in the extended Hilbert space. The effective Hamiltonian becomes

Heff =
∑

σ

εσf
†
σfσ +

∑

pσ

εpc
†
pσαcpσα +

∑

pσ

Vp(bf
†
σcpσα +H.c.) , (15)

and the effective jump operator reads

Leff =
2

γ1/2
b†

∑

pσ

σVpfσ̄cpσα , (16)
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Σfσ = δΦ
δGσ

=

Φ[Gσ, B] = +

Π = δΦ
δB

= +

+

FIG. 1. Upper row: diagrammatic representation of the Luttinger-Ward functional truncated to the second order in the dot-
leads hopping. The thick, aquamarine lines are the Green’s functions of the auxiliary fermions, the dotted red lines are those
of the auxiliary bosons and the dashed gray lines are the local ones of the leads. The lower rows of the figures depict the
noninteracting fermionic and bosonic self-energies derived from Φ. In each self-energy, the first diagram is the usual NCA
self-energy coming from the effective AIM Hamiltonian, while the second term is the mean-field contribution from the effective
dissipation.

corresponding to the Lindbladian dissipative action [8]:

Seff
d =− i

4η

γ

∫
dt

∑

p,p′

σ,σ′

σσ′VpVp′

[
b−(t)c̄pσ−(t)f̄σ̄−(t)b̄+(t)fσ̄′+(t)cp′σ′+(t)

− 1

2
b+(t)c̄pσ+(t)f̄σ̄+(t)b̄+(t− 0)fσ̄′+(t− 0)cp′σ′+(t− 0)

− 1

2
b−(t)c̄pσ−(t)f̄σ̄−(t)b̄−(t+ 0)fσ̄′−(t+ 0)cp′σ′−(t+ 0)

]
,

(17)

where t± 0 indicates an infinitesimal shift of the times that is necessary to correctly calculate tadpole contributions
to the self-energies.

The non-crossing approximation (NCA) amounts to a self-consistent perturbation theory (i.e. a skeleton expansion
of the self-energy) in the impurity-lead hopping Vp truncated at the leading order [4, 7, 9–13], namely the second. The
residual dissipation needs to be included at the same order. Since the dissipative vertex Eq. (17) is already of order
V 2
p , we only need to include it at the mean-field (i.e. tadpole) level. The resulting approximation to the self-energy

is then conserving [9, 11–13]. The Luttinger-Ward functional [14] truncated to the second order in the impurity-bath
hopping is shown in Fig. 1, along with the relevant self-energies.

The only nontrivial aspect of the slave boson mapping is that the constraint Q = 1 has to be taken into account
exactly. This can be done in a standard fashion [4, 9–13] by endowing the auxiliary particles with a fictitious chemical
potential that is taken to infinity to extract the physical observables. Following Refs. [12, 13], we implement this
constraint by discarding all terms that feature one or more lesser Green’s function (bosonic or fermionic) in the
retarded self-energy, and keeping at most one lesser Green’s function in the expression of the lesser self-energy.

We are going to derive the equations describing the time evolution of the system prepared in a factorized state
ρ0 = χd ⊗ ρl between the impurity χd and the leads ρd. For our purposes, the initial state of the impurity is
completely characterized by the initial occupancy of the dot site n0σ = ⟨d†σdσ⟩χ, which coincides with the auxiliary

fermion occupancy ⟨f†σfσ⟩ = ⟨d†σdσ⟩ (and determines the initial boson occupancy ⟨b†b⟩χ = 1 −∑
σ n

0
σ through the

constraint). The leads are assumed to be prepared in their own equilibrium states ρl =
⊗

α exp(−βHα)/Zα, where
Hα =

∑
pσα(εp − µα)c

†
pσαcpσα and Zα = Tr exp(−βHα). The subsequent evolution can be thought as a quench in
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which the dot sites and the leads are initially disconnected (i.e. Vp = 0) and suddenly put into contact at time t = 0 by
turning on the dot-leads hopping Vp. Hence, we will consider a time-dependent Vp(t) = θ(t)Vp, which is necessary to
set the correct limits in some integrals over time. The time dependence of the tunneling terms, i.e. the perturbation,
makes all self energies Σfσ(t, t

′), Π(t, t′) vanish whenever either of their time arguments is negative. Thus, we will
always consider t ≥ 0, t′ ≥ 0 in the following equations, and we will consequently omit the θ functions in front of the
self-energies.

The contour-ordered NCA self-energies associated to the unitary part of the dynamics of the auxiliary particles fσ
and b are given by [4, 7, 9–13]

Σfσ(t, t
′) = i∆σ(t, t

′)B(t, t′) for auxiliary fermions,

Π(t, t′) = −i
∑

σ

∆σ(t
′, t)Gσ(t, t

′) for bosons (18)

where Gσ(t, t
′) ≡ −i

〈
T fσ(t)f†σ(t′)

〉
and B(t, t′) ≡ −i ⟨T b(t)b†(t′)⟩ are the contour-ordered Green’s functions for the

auxiliary fermions and the bosons, respectively (T is the contour-ordering symbol). The function ∆σ(t, t
′) is the

local Green’s function of the leads, namely ∆σ(t, t
′) ≡ ∑

p,α,p′,α′ Vp(t)gpσα,p′σα′(t, t′)Vp(t′), where gpσα,p′σα′(t, t′) ≡
−i

〈
T cpσα(t)c†p′σα′(t′)

〉
. Applying Langreth’s rules [15] and the projection onto Q = 1 we obtain the various compo-

nents of the self-energies:

Σ
≷
fσ(t, t

′) = i∆≷
σ (t− t′)B≷(t, t′) ,

ΣR,A
fσ (t, t′) = i∆>

σ (t− t′)BR,A(t, t′)
(19)

and

Π≷(t, t′) = −i
∑

σ

∆≶
σ (t

′ − t)G≷
σ (t, t

′) ,

ΠR,A(t, t′) = −i
∑

σ

∆<
σ (t

′ − t)GR,A
σ (t, t′) .

(20)

The projection on the physical subspace has two effects on the self-energies. The first is that some contributions
are discarded, while the second is that the local Green’s function ∆σ(t, t

′) has to be substituted by its unperturbed
version ∆σ(t, t

′). This occurs because any correction to ∆σ(t, t
′) must contain at least one lesser Green’s function of

the fermions or the bosons [12, 13], contrary to the projection rule. This substitution is not an approximation, and it
does not imply that the leads are not affected by the impurity. In fact, we will show in the section devoted to transport
that the knowledge of the Green’s functions of the auxiliary particles is sufficient to compute gpσα,p′σα′(t, t′).

Since the unperturbed leads are assumed to be in thermodynamic equilibrium, we have [remembering Vp(t) = θ(t)Vp]

∆σ(t, t
′) ≡ θ(t)θ(t′)∆σ(t−t′) and we can express ∆σ(t−t′) through its Fourier transform ∆σ(ω) =

∫
dt eiω

+(t−t′)∆σ(t−
t′) (where ω± ≡ ω ± i0 denotes an infinitesimal shift along the imaginary axis): ∆σ(ω) =

∑
α ∆σα(ω) where

∆R,A
σα (ω) =

∫
dε

2π

Γα(ε)

ω± − ε
= P

∫
dε

2π

Γα(ε)

ω − ε
∓ i

2
Γα(ω) (21a)

∆<
σα(ω) = iΓα(ω)Fα(ω) (21b)

∆>
σα(ω) = −iΓα(ω)[1− Fα(ω)] (21c)

We have introduced the level width function Γα(ω) ≡ 2π
∑

p V
2
pαδ(ω − εp) and the Fermi distribution Fα(ω) ≡

{exp[β(ω − µα)] + 1}−1 of the lead α, with inverse temperature β [16]. Notice that we keep the label σ for the sake
of generality, although we never consider the presence of magnetic fields or initially spin-unbalanced leads that could
lead to an explicit spin dependence of ∆. Also, we temporarily keep the label α on Γα, although we will always
consider two identical baths with ΓL = ΓR.

In our calculations, we assume zero temperature β → ∞ and we take a flat density of states Γ(ω) = Γξ(ω), with
ξ(ω) = θ(W − |ω|), for which

∆<
σα(t) = − Γ

2π

e−iµαt − eiWt

t

∆>
σα(t) =

Γ

2π

e−iWt − e−iµαt

t

. (22)
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The dissipative contributions to the retarded self-energies are

Σdiss,R
fσ (t, t′) = −i

2

γ
B>(t, t)∆<

σ (t, t)δ(t− t′)

proj.→ −i
2

γ
[B>(t, t)−B<(t, t)]∆<

σ (t, t)δ(t− t′) = − 2

γ
∆<

σ (t, t)δ(t− t′) ≡ − i

2
κσδ(t− t′)

Πdiss,R(t, t′) = −2i

γ

∑

σ

∆<
σ (t, t)G

<
σ̄ (t, t)δ(t− t′)

proj.→ 0

(23)

where
proj.→ stands for the projection procedure of discarding all lesser fermionic or bosonic Green’s functions, mentioned

in the previous paragraphs. In the above Equations we introduced the effective dissipation rate

κσ ≡ −i
4

γ
∆<

σ̄ (t, t) =
∑

α

2Γα

πγ

∫ ∞

−∞
dω ξ(ω)Fα(ω) , (24)

where ξ(ω) is the cutoff function defined by Γα(ω) = Γαξ(ω). For a flat level width function ξ(ω) = θ(W − |ω|) we
have

κσ = 2
∑

α

Γα

πγ
(µα +W ) , (25)

while for a general shape ξ(ω) we can estimate κ ∼ Γ/γ · W . Thus, the effective loss rate depends on the full
band-shape of the leads, and grows with the bandwidth.

The lesser self-energies read

Σdiss,<
fσ (t, t′) = 0

Πdiss,<(t, t′) =
4i

γ
∆<

σ (t, t)G
<
σ̄ (t, t)δ(t− t′)

proj.→ 4i

γ

∑

σ

∆<
σ (t, t)G

<
σ̄ (t, t)δ(t− t′) = −

∑

σ

κσG
<
σ (t, t)δ(t− t′)

(26)

As anticipated, the leading order self-energies from the effective interaction are mean-field-like corrections, because
they are local in time.

Dyson equations Using the self-energies written above, we can write down the Dyson equations determining the
dynamics of the retarded Green’s functions

(i∂t − εσ)G
R
σ (t, t

′) = δ(t− t′)− i

2
κσG

R
σ (t, t

′) + i

∫ t

t′
dt̄∆>

σ (t− t̄)BR(t, t̄)GR
σ (t̄, t

′) ,

(−i∂t′ − εσ)G
R
σ (t, t

′) = δ(t− t′)− i

2
κσG

R
σ (t, t

′) + i

∫ t

t′
dt̄ GR

σ (t, t̄)∆
>
σ (t̄− t′)BR(t̄, t′)

(27)

for the auxiliary fermions, and

i∂tB
R(t, t′) = δ(t− t′)− i

∑

σ

∫ t

t′
dt̄∆<

σ (t̄− t)GR
σ (t, t̄)B

R(t̄, t′) ,

−i∂t′B
R(t, t′) = δ(t− t′)− i

∑

σ

∫ t

t′
dt̄ BR(t, t̄)∆<

σ (t
′ − t̄)GR

σ (t̄, t
′)

(28)

for the bosons. The advanced Green’s functions can be obtained as GA(t, t′) = [GR(t′, t)]∗, with G = Gσ or B.
The boundary conditions for the Dyson equations are GR

σ (t + 0, t) = BR(t + 0, t) = −i, which simply enforces the
(anti-)commutation relations. A peculiar behavior of the Dyson equations in the NCA is that they only involve
retarded functions, which greatly simplifies their numerical solution. In particular, the retarded Green’s function that
are obtained are time-translational invariant: GR

σ (t, t
′) ≡ GR

σ (t− t′), BR(t, t′) ≡ BR(t− t′). For κ = 0 we obtain the
same solution as in equilibrium. If this behavior might seem unphysical, let us recall that it regards the dynamics of
two unphysical, auxiliary particles fσ and b of which the physical fermion dσ = b†fσ [cf. Eqs. (14)] is “composed”.
Indeed, the object that we aim to compute is the physical Green’s function for the dσ operators, which in the language
of the slave boson representation is a four-point vertex. For this object, the time evolution of the retarded and lesser
components are intertwined.
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Kinetic equations The lesser components of the auxiliary fermion Green’s functions are determined by

(i∂t − εσ)G
<
σ (t, t

′) = − i

2
κσG

<
σ (t, t

′) + i[(∆>
σB

R) ∗G<
σ ](t, t

′) + i[∆<
σB

< ∗GA
σ ](t, t

′) ,

(−i∂t′ − εσ)G
<
σ (t, t

′) = +
i

2
κσG

<
σ (t, t

′) + [GR
σ ∗ i∆<

σB
<](t, t′) + [G<

σ ∗ i∆>
σB

A](t, t′)
(29)

the above Equations have been written in a compact notation that treats the Green’s functions as matrices in
the two time indices. We have introduced two different “products” for the Green’s functions: a direct product
(AB)(t, t′) = A(t, t′)B(t, t′) and the time convolution (i.e. the matrix product) (A ∗ B)(t, t′) ≡

∫
dt̄ A(t, t̄)B(t̄, t′).

The time evolution of the diagonal component reads

idtG
<
σ (t, t) = [i∂tG

<
σ (t, t

′) + i∂t′G
<
σ (t, t

′)]
∣∣
t′=t

=

= −iκσG
<
σ (t, t) + 2Re

{
i

∫ t

0

dt̄
[
∆<

σ (t− t̄)B<(t, t̄)GA
σ (t̄, t) + ∆>

σ (t− t̄)BR(t, t̄)G<
σ (t̄, t)

]} (30)

The boundary conditions are simply the initial dot populations: Gσ(0, 0) = indσ(0).
For the bosons we similarly obtain

i∂tB
<(t, t′) =−

∑

σ

κσG
<
σ (t, t)B

A(t− t′)

− i
∑

σ

[(∆<
σ )

TGR
σ ∗B<](t, t′)− i

∑

σ

[(∆>
σ )

TG<
σ ∗BA](t, t′) ,

−i∂t′B
<(t, t′) =−

∑

σ

κσG
<
σ (t, t)B

R(t− t′)

− [BR ∗ i
∑

σ

(∆>
σ )

TG<
σ ](t, t

′)− [B< ∗ i
∑

σ

(∆<
σ )

TGA
σ ](t, t

′)

(31)

where we employ the notation (∆T )(t, t′) = ∆(t′, t). To find the equation determining the evolution of the diagonal
component one uses limt′→t[B

A(t, t′)−BR(t, t′)] = limt′→t[B
<(t, t′)−B>(t, t′)] = −i

[
b†, b

]
= i and finds

idtB
<(t, t) =− i

∑

σ

κσG
<
σ (t, t)

+ 2Re
{
i
∑

σ

∫ t

0

dt̄
[
∆<

σ (t− t̄)B<(t, t̄)GA
σ (t̄, t) + ∆>

σ (t− t̄)BR(t, t̄)G<
σ (t̄, t)

]}
.

(32)

It is easy to observe that the constraint is explicitly conserved: dtQ(t) = idtB
<(t, t)−∑

σ idtG
<
σ (t, t) = 0. So, if we

take the appropriate initial condition B(0, 0) = −i[1 −∑
σ ndσ(0)], we will always keep Q = 1 during the dynamics,

within the numerical accuracy of our computations.
Numerical implementation We solve the Equations above using the simple algorithm described in Ref. [13]. Con-

ceptually, we have equations in the form d
dtf(t) = K[f ](t), where the right-hand side depends functionally on f . We

first convert the equation to an integral one to obtain one integration step:
∫ t+δt

t
dt′ d

dt′ f(t
′) = f(t + δt) − f(t) =∫ t+δt

t
dt′K[f ](t′). The integrals on the right-hand side (i.e. the one for the time step and the one implied in K) are

computed by any quadrature rule. In our case, the simple trapezoidal rule with equally spaced points suffices. This
choice leads to clearer equations, without sacrificing too much the accuracy (at the cost of needing a δt which cannot
be too large). A key point is that the update rule for f(t+δt) is implicit, since f(t+δt) appears also in the discretiza-
tion of the right-hand side. This makes the integration numerically stable. A nice feature of the implementation of
Ref. [13] is that Q is exactly conserved also in the discretized dynamics, which implies that the deviations from 1 will
be comparable by machine precision ∼ 10−14÷15.

The Dyson Eqs. (27) and (28) are integrated first, since they do not depend on the lesser functions. The equations for
the fermionic and bosonic Green’s functions are coupled, though, and need to be solved together. We only integrate
the forward equations i∂tGσ(t − t′) = . . . , etc., and we take advantage of the time-translational invariance of the
retarded Green’s functions. The retarded functions thus obtained are then used to compute the lesser functions. The
causal properties of the equations implies that we need to follow the path depicted in Fig. 2 on the discretized time
grid (t, t′). Since lesser Green’s functions are anti-Hermitian matrices in the time indices [15, 17], we compute only
their values for t ≤ t′.
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t'

t

FIG. 2. Sketch of the steps for the numerical integration for the determination of the lesser Green’s functions. The first square
on the diagonal is the initial condition G<

σ (0, 0) = in0
σ, B

<(0, 0) = 1 −∑
σ n0

σ, and the subsequent integrations proceed along
the columns, from t′ = 0 to t′ = t (thick red arrows). The steps corresponding to the light gray squares make use of Eqs. (29)
and (31), while the diagonal elements in darker gray employ Eqs. (30) and (32).

In most of our calculations we set the time step to δt = 0.5W−1. We have verified that doubling or halving this
value leads to differences of at most a few per mil in Green’s functions and currents. The value of the observables after
the initial transient, i.e. for times larger than a few Γ−1, are less susceptible to changes of δt—a possible manifestation
of the dynamically attractive nature of the local stationary state.

Physical Green’s function

In the subspace with no double occupancies dσ = X0σ = b†fσ. Hence

Gdσ(t, t
′) = −i

〈
TCdσ(t)d†σ(t′)

〉
= −i

〈
TCfσ(t)b†(t)b(t′)f†σ(t′)

〉
. (33)

Within the non-crossing approximation [4, 6, 7, 9–13] one simply decouples the fermions from the bosons (i.e. one
ignores vertices):

Gdσ(t, t
′) ≈ iGσ(t, t

′)B(t′, t) . (34)

This approximation can be obtained as the leading term in a large-N expansion in the number of flavors of fermions
(with the rescaling Vp → VP /N

1/2). While the auxiliary particles’ Green functions are approximated with a good
accuracy by the NCA equations derived above, the neglect of vertices in the physical Green’s function does introduce
some spurious effects [18]. Nevertheless, it is known to provide the correct qualitative properties of the Kondo effect,
with quantitative discrepancies of the order of 15% for observables such as the zero-bias conductance [10]. We obtain
the lesser function as follows:

G<
dσ(t, t

′) ≈ iG<
σ (t, t

′)B>(t′, t)
proj.→ iG<

σ (t, t
′)[B>(t′, t)−B<(t′, t)] = G<

σ (t, t
′)b(t′, t) , (35)

where the first approximate equality is the NCA, while the second equality is the projection onto the physical subspace
Q = 1. We have introduced the functions

gσ(t, t
′) ≡ i[G>

σ (t, t
′)−G<

σ (t, t
′)]

bσ(t, t
′) ≡ i[B>(t, t′)−B<(t, t′)]

(36)

so that

GR
σ (t, t

′) = −iθ(t− t′)gσ(t− t′)

GA
σ (t, t

′) = +iθ(t′ − t)gσ(t, t
′)

(37)
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and analogously for the bosons. In particular, b(t, t) = 1, so
〈
dσ(t)

†dσ(t)
〉
≡ −iG<

dσ(t, t) = −iG<
σ (t, t) =

〈
fσ(t)

†fσ(t)
〉
,

where the equality G<
dσ(t, t) = G<

σ (t, t) is exact. Similarly,

G>
dσ(t, t

′) ≈ iG>
σ (t, t

′)B<(t′, t)
proj.→ i[G>

σ (t, t
′)−G<

σ (t, t
′)]B<(t′, t) = gσ(t, t

′)B<(t′, t) , (38)

and finally

GR
dσ(t, t

′) ≡ θ(t− t′)
[
G>

dσ(t, t
′)−G<

dσ(t, t
′)
]
= i

[
GR

σ (t, t
′)B<(t′, t) +G<

σ (t, t
′)BA(t′, t)

]
(39)

At first sight, there appears to be a problem with the anticommutation relations {dσ, d†σ} = 11: G>
dσ(t, t) = B<(t, t) =

−i +
∑

σ G
<
σ (t, t) ̸= −i +G<

σ (t, t), therefore

GR
dσ(t+ 0, t) = B<(t, t)−G<

σ (t, t) = −i(1−G<
−σ(t, t)) ̸= −i{dσ, d†σ} = −i (40)

This is not a shortcoming of the NCA, but rather of the Hilbert space truncation dσ → X0σ. Indeed, −i{X0σ, Xσ0} =
−i(X00 +Xσσ) ̸= 11. This modified anticommutation relation means that the spectral function will not integrate to
1, but rather to i(B<(t, t)−G<

σ (t, t)) = 1− n−σ(t). The missing spectral weight is that of double occupancies, which
would appear as a very broad and low peak at ω = εd, with width ∼ γ and height ∼ γ−1.

In the main text, we show the dot spectral function in the local stationary state. This function is defined as
Aσ(ω, t) = − ImGR

dσ(ω, t)/π, where G
R
dσ(ω, t) ≡

∫∞
0

dτ eiωτGR
dσ(t+ τ, t), choosing t ≳ 5Γ−1

T such that the Aσ(ω, t) has
already saturated to its late-time value.

Transport

As usual in impurity problems, [15] the Green’s function of the leads gpσα,p′σα′(t, t′) is determined by a T-matrix
equation

ĝ = ĝ0 + ĝ0 ∗ P̂ ∗ ĝ0 , (41)

where the hat indicates a matrix in p, σ, α and times, and with the convolution symbol ∗ representing a matrix
multiplication in all of the above indices. The T-matrix P̂ on the contour can be obtained by deriving the Luttinger-
Ward functional (Fig. 1) and reads

Ppσα,p′σ′α′(t, t′) = VpαVp′α′δσσ′

[
iGσ(t, t

′)B(t′, t) +
4

γ
G<

σ (t, t)δ(t− t′)
]
. (42)

When applying Langreth’s rules to determine the various components of P̂ we must apply the projection [12, 13] on
the physical subspace Q = 1. In this case there is a subtlety: the rule of keeping at most one auxiliary bosonic or
fermionic lesser function applies only if the projected quantity vanishes in the unphysical Q = 0 space. This is not the
case for ĝ, since ĝQ=0 = ĝ0 ̸= 0. Therefore, the projection must be done on ĝ− ĝ0, and we obtain that P = O(G<

σ , B
<)

for all components. We can write the results in terms of a new function Qσ(t, t
′) (not to be confused with the charge

Q) defined by

Ppσα,p′σ′α′(t, t′) = VpαVp′α′δσσ′Qσ(t, t
′) . (43)

Then, within the NCA we have QR,<
σ (t, t′) = GR,<

dσ (t, t′) +Qdiss,R,<
σ (t)δ(t− t′), with

Qdiss,R
σ (t) = − 2

γ
G<

σ̄ (t, t) = −2i

γ
nσ̄(t)

Qdiss,<
σ (t) = 0

(44)

The current leaving reservoir α is defined as

Iα ≡ − d

dt

∑

pσ

⟨c†pσαcpσα⟩t = − d

dt

∑

pσ

g<pσα,pσα(t, t) . (45)
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With the help of the appropriate T-matrix equation ĝ< = ĝ<0 + ĝ<0 ∗ P̂A ∗ ĝA0 + ĝR0 ∗ P̂< ∗ ĝA0 + ĝR0 ∗ P̂R ∗ ĝ<0 and the

NCA expression for P̂ and Q̂ we find

Iα(t) = 2Re

∫ t

0

dt̄
∑

σ

[
QR

σ (t, t̄)∆
<
σα(t̄− t) +Q<

σ (t, t̄)∆
A
σα(t̄− t)

]
=

= 2Re

∫ t

0

dt̄
∑

σ

[
GR

dσ(t, t̄)∆
<
σα(t̄− t) +G<

dσ(t, t̄)∆
A
σα(t̄− t)

]
+

4

γ

∑

σ

nσ̄(t)(−i)∆<
σα(0) .

(46)

The first term in the second line of the above Equation is the usual starting point of the Meir-Wingreen formula [15, 19],
whereas the second term represents a new, dissipative contribution. We will show later that this latter contribution
is related to the loss of particles from the system—a conclusion that can be anticipated by its proportionality to
the dot occupancy. The loss term is proportional to the Green’s function of the leads evaluated at coinciding times,
−i∆<

σα(0), and is therefore non-universal, in the sense that it is sensitive to the full band shape of the leads, ξ(ω).
For an infinite bandwidth W , this term would diverge [20].

We can then easily derive the conductance at zero bias, defined as g(0, t) ≡ lim∆µ→0 dI(t)/d∆µ , where the transport
current is I(t) ≡ (IL(t)−IR(t))/2, assuming that the left reservoir is at a higher chemical potential, µL,R = µ±∆µ/2.
Using

d

d∆µ
FL,R(ω) =

d

d∆µ
F
[
ω −

(
µ± ∆µ

2

)]
= ∓1

2
F ′(ω − µα) (47)

in the expression for ∆<
σα (with the prime F ′ indicating the derivative), we obtain at zero temperature

g(0, t) = −Γ(µ)

2

∑

σ

1

π
Im

∫ t

0

dt̄ eiµt̄GR
dσ(t, t− t̄) +

Γ(µ)

πγ
nd(t) , (48)

which is Eq. (2) quoted in the main text. As noted there, the first term directly probes the spectral function at the
chemical potential, and at later times converges to the usual stationary formula [15, 19] g∞(0) = 2−1Γ(µ)

∑
σ Aσ(µ).

Thus, the zero-bias conductance allows to detect directly the presence of the Kondo peak. Moreover, it is interesting
to notice that the first term of Eq. (48) only probes the spectral function at the chemical potential of the leads,
thus displaying universal behavior in the usual Hamiltonian case. On the other hand, the correction represented by
the second term explicitly depends on the dot population nd(t), which is non-universal (i.e. explicitly dependent on
the cutoff W and band shape ξ(ω)). On the other hand, it does not diverge for an infinite bandwidth, unlike the
individual currents Iα(t). Indeed, the “loss” terms of the currents, i.e. the last term of (46), partially cancel out in
the transported current even for a finite bias:

2

γ

∑

σ

nσ̄(t)(−i)[∆<
σL(0)−∆<

σR(0)] =
2

γ
nd(t)

∫
dω

2π
Γ(ω)

[
FL(ω)− FR(ω)] =

2

γ
nd(t)

∫ µL

µR

dω

2π
Γ(ω) , (49)

where the last equality applies to zero temperature. In words, the losses contribute to the transport current only
through the lead fermions present between the two chemical potentials. We need to remark that the loss correction
to the zero-bias conductance is tiny with respect to the transport term (i.e. the first one of Eq. (48)): while the latter
is of order 10−1÷0, the former is at most (for the maximal nd(t) = 1) Γ/(πγ), which in our calculation is always less
than 3 · 10−3. Thus, almost all of the effect of the residual dissipation affects the conductance through the impurity
spectral function, and in particular the decrease of the height of the Kondo peak for decreasing dissipation rate.

It is interesting to compare the behavior of the transported current with the current of particles lost from the
system, Iloss(t) = − d[NR(t) +NL(t) + nd(t)]/dt = IR(t) + IL(t) − dnd(t)/dt . Using the expressions (46), (30) and
(39) we find

Iloss(t) =
4

γ

∑

σ

nσ̄(t)(−i)∆<
σ (0) = 2

∑

σ

κσnσ(t) . (50)

As a check, we notice that in the limit γ → +∞ κσ vanishes and we recover the statement of conservation of the
number of particles: Iloss = 0. In general, after a transient of a few Γ−1 the dot population saturates, and for a
finite γ the loss current saturates to Iloss(t) → I∞loss = 2

∑
σ κσn

∞
σ . As it could be expected on classical grounds, the

stationary loss current is proportional to the dot population and to the density of leads fermions at the dot site, since
κσ ∝ ∆<

σ (0). The factor of 2 accounts for the fact that each loss event entails the disappearance of two particles,
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FIG. 3. Loss of scaling collapse in the nonlinear conductance in presence of a finite dissipation. The data are for ΓT = 0.02W ,
TK = (2ΓTW ) exp(πεd/ΓT ). The full curves are for the AIM at γ → +∞, the dashed curves are for γ = 10W and the dotted
curves are for γ = W . Decreasing γ, besides decreasing the conductance itself, spoils the data collapse as a function of ∆µ/TK .

one from the dot and one from the leads. In the large-γ regime that we are analyzing, the losses are suppressed by
an explicit factor of γ (coming from κσ), besides of the slow increase of n∞d with γ (see later). As we have already
remarked, the dot population does not show universal behavior, hence the loss current does not provide a good probe
of the Kondo effect emerging at large dissipation.

ADDITIONAL DATA

In this Section, we provide additional data on the relation between the loss rate γ and the presence of typical
signatures of the Kondo effect.

In Fig. 3 we show the long-time nonlinear conductance g∞ = limt→∞ I(t)/∆µ as a function of the ratio ∆µ/TK .
A clear signature of the Kondo effect for γ → +∞ (continuous lines) is that the curves from different dot energies
εd collapse on a universal curve (except those in the mixed-valence regime εd ≳ −ΓT ) [2, 4, 10, 11, 21]. This scaling
collapse signals the presence of TK as the only energy scale governing the low-energy transport properties, and can be
used to detect the Kondo effect. In the Figure, dashed and dotted lines refer to the finite-dissipation cases of γ = 10W
and γ =W , respectively. We observe that in this regime the scaling collapse is lost, since the new competing energy
scale κσ emerges. Especially for the smaller γ = W , the conductance becomes scarcely dependent on the bias ∆µ.
From the central panel of Fig. (1) in the main text, this mild dependence can be attributed to the complete loss of
the Kondo peak in the spectral function, meaning that the dot behaves simply as a noninteracting dot, which has its
maximal sensitivity to the bias only for µ ≈ εd.

In Fig. 4 we show the typical appearance of the spin decay in the mixed-valence regime εd = −ΓT (left) and in the
Kondo regime εd = −2ΓT (right). While for |εd| ≲ ΓT the decay is slower than exponential, for deeper dot levels
a purely exponential form is recovered. Regardless of the form of the decay, the effect of the two-body loss is to
suppress the equilibration of the impurity spin, down to quite a small value. This suppression signals the crossover
to the strongly dissipated regime in which the physics is dominated by the Kondo resonance (which corresponds
precisely to a long-lived spin state [1]). The curves in the rightmost panel of Fig. (1) in the main text are obtained via
a linear fit of log ⟨σz

d(t)⟩ versus time, excluding the initial data for t ≤ 10Γ−1
T . According to the literature [22–24], the

exponential decay rate of ⟨σz
d(t)⟩ in the Kondo regime should be proportional to the Kondo temperature—namely,

it should scale exponentially with the ratio εd/ΓT with a slope of π. While in the right panel of Fig. (1) in the main
text we do observe an exponential scaling, we find that the slope is smaller, being close to 0.56π. A similar behavior
is observed with the variational method in the companion paper [25].
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FIG. 4. Spin decay in real time for a dot in the mixed-valence regime (left) and in the Kondo regime (right). In both scenarios
we can observe how the decay is suppressed by an increasing loss rate γ, thus signaling the regime of strong correlations. Both
plots are for ΓT = 10−2W . The discrete steps in the γ = 100ΓT curve of the right plot are caused by the reaching of machine
precision ⟨σz

d(t)⟩ ∼ 10−13.

DISCUSSION OF THE MANY-SITES SETUP

In this Section, we provide a detailed discussion of the setup in which the dot is composed of more than one site,
and on the conditions for the mapping of this dissipative model to a higher-spin Kondo model.

We consider the Lindblad master equation for a composite dot made of ℓd sites, each one subject to a two-body
decay rate of γj :

d

dt
ρ(t) = −i[H, ρ(t)] +

∑

j∈dot

γj

(
Ljρ(t)L

†
j −

1

2
{L†

jLj , ρ(t)}
)
, (51)

with jump operators Lj ≡ dj↓dj↑ (the operator djσ annihilates a fermion with spin σ at the dissipative site j) and a
Hamiltonian having the usual form H = Hdot +Hleads +Htun, with

Hdot =
∑

i,j∈dot,σ

hijd
†
iσdjσ

Hleads =
∑

pσα

εpαc
†
pσαcpσα

Htun =
∑

pjασ

(Vj,pαd
†
jσcpσα +H.c.)

, (52)

where now we do not need to specify the Hermitian matrix hij , the bath energies εpα and the tunneling matrices
Vj,pα. The goal of the next paragraphs is to identify the dark states of the isolated dot, and this task does not rely
on any specific form of the various parameters hij , εpα, Vj,pα. These dark states would then form the slow subspace
(i.e. protected from dissipation in a suitable γj → +∞ limit) in which the effective Hamiltonian dynamics induced
by a nonzero tunneling Vj,pα ̸= 0 would take place. We will show that for a suitable choice of the hij this effective
Hamiltonian dynamics is that of higher-spin, possibly many-flavor (depending on the range of α) Kondo model.

We remind the reader that dark states are eigenstates |D⟩ of the Hamiltonian Hdot, Hdot |D⟩ = εD |D⟩, which are
simultaneously annihilated by all jump operators Lj , Lj |D⟩ = 0 [26, 27]. Then, the states ρD = |D⟩⟨D| are stationary
states of the dynamics. In our case, following [27], the general construction of the dark states rests only on the strong
rotational invariance of the Lindbladian dynamics of the isolated dot:

d

dt
ρ(t) = −i[Hdot, ρ(t)] +

∑

j∈dot

γj

(
Ljρ(t)L

†
j −

1

2
{L†

jLj , ρ(t)}
)
, (53)

in the sense that all components of the total dot spin Sa = 1
2

∑
j,στ (σ

a)στd
†
jσdjτ (where σa are the Pauli matrices)

commute both with the dot Hamiltonian and with all jump operators. Let us diagonalize the Hamiltonian Hdot =
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∑
aσ εad

†
aσdaσ in terms of the appropriate single-particle modes daσ =

∑
j φa(j)djσ, where φa(j) are the eigenfunctions

of hij . Then, we can form an n-particle polarized state |↑↑ . . . ↑⟩ in which n fermions with spin ↑ are put into n different
single-body eigenstates of Hdot (n must be smaller or equal than the number of dot sites ℓd). This state corresponds
to a spin eigenstate |S,M = S⟩ where S = n/2, and it is trivially a dark state since all fermions have the same spin
projection and thus there cannot be any double occupancies. It will have energy εa =

∑
k εak

, where a = (a1, . . . , an)
is the set of occupied single-body levels. The rest of the states of the spin-S multiplet are generated by repeated
application of the ladder operator for the total spin, S− ≡ ∑

j d
†
j↓dj↑ =

∑
a d

†
a↓da↑ Since [Lj , S

−] = 0, the states
generated in this way are all annihilated by Lj [28]. These multiplets of many-body eigenstates of a Hamiltonian are
known as Dicke states [27, 29, 30]. We can see that for any non-extremal choice of the number of particles 0 < n < ℓd
(namely, total spin S = n/2) there will be

(
ℓd
n

)
different multiplets with the same spin quantum numbers but different

energies (barring degeneracies of εa for different a), where
(·
·
)
is the binomial coefficient.

In general, there is no guarantee that the set of dark states just described exhausts the possible stationary states. In
the case of a dot consisting of a linear chain of nearest-neighbor hopping fermions (in either periodic or open boundary
conditions), with dissipation acting on every site or on just one, we have verified via exact diagonalization (done with
the QuTiP package [31, 32]) that this is indeed the case, at least for small chains. For one or two dissipative sites, we
have backed up this conclusion with analytical calculations.

The eigenstates of the isolated dot dynamics (53) outside the dark subspace—the bright states—will have a finite
dissipation rate, and their population will be depleted in time. For now, we assume that there is a parameter regime
in which the decay rate of the all bright states can be made sufficiently large. Later, we will show that for more than
one dot site, this requirement does not simply boil down to γ → +∞. In the presence of a large decay rate of the
bright states, and in the spirit of adiabatic elimination [3] or the dissipative Schrieffer-Wolff transformation [33], to a
first approximation the dynamics will be restricted to the dark subspace, and within this subspace it will be unitary.
If we introduce back the coupling to the leads, the latter will mediate transitions between multiplets with neighboring
values of S. Indeed, we can write

daσ =

ℓd/2∑

S=0

S∑

M=−S

∑

b∈AS

δaσSMb |S − 1,M − σ, b− (a)⟩⟨S,M, b| , (54)

for certain coefficients δaσSMb. The set AS = {(a1, . . . , a2S)|ak ̸= al} is the set of all unordered strings of 2S distinct
single-particle eigenstates of Hdot, and the notation b − (a) means that the state a is removed from the string b (if
present). Substituting the above expression in Htun we obtain the Hamiltonian in the dark subspace

Heff =

ℓd/2∑

S=0

S∑

M=−S

∑

a∈AS

εa |S,M,a⟩⟨S,M,a|+
∑

pσα

εpαc
†
pσαcpσα

+
∑

pασa

ℓd/2∑

S=0

S∑

M=−S

∑

a∈AS

(V aσ
SMb,pα |S,M, b⟩⟨S − 1,M − σ, b− (a)| cpσα +H.c.)

, (55)

with V aσ
SMb,pα ≡ ∑

j Vj,pαφ
∗
a(j)(δ

aσ
SMb)

∗. The above Hamiltonian belongs to the family of the ionic models [2], that
have been extensively studied in the context of magnetic impurities in metals. The low-energy description of such
models leads to higher-spin Kondo models in suitable regimes. In general, there will be a lowest-energy multiplet
with spin S∗ (usually, the highest-spin S∗ = ℓd/2), separated from the next multiplet by an energy gap ∆ε. If this
gap is much larger than the level width induced by the leads, Γα ∼ NαFV

2 (where NαF is the single-particle density
of states at the chemical potential of lead α, and V 2 is the typical magnitude of the matrix elements V aσ

SMb,pα), then
Heff can be mapped to a spin S∗ Kondo model by the usual Schrieffer-Wolff transformation [1, 2]. On the other
hand, there is no constraint on the number of possible leads, thus opening to the possibility of studying over-screened
realizations of these exotic Kondo models, that are known to have non-Fermi liquid ground states [2, 34–37].

In any realistic realization of our setup the dissipation rate γ will be finite. Then, the coupling to the leads will
introduce a residual dissipation, since by repeated tunneling events into the dot sites one ends up in the dissipated
states. The quantitative description of the effective dissipation can be achieved by adiabatic elimination of the
dissipated modes [3] or, equivalently, by a dissipative Schrieffer-Wolff transformation [33]. It is simple to guess that
the maximal-spin multiplet Sm = ℓd/2 will suffer the largest effective dissipation, since any particle entering the dot
will create a double occupancy. Thus, we can expect that the dissipation will couple Sm to Sm − 1, with a decay rate
O
(
V 2/γ

)
, where V is the tunneling rate to the leads. The higher-lying multiplets will need more tunneling events to

reach the dissipative states, with a multiplet of spin S acquiring a dissipative rate only at order Sm − S + 1 in V 2.
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We now consider the concrete scenario of a dot composed of two dissipative sites, for which the dynamics (53) is
amenable to an exact solution. We consider the Hamiltonian

Hdot = εd

1∑

j=0,σ

d†jσdjσ − J
∑

σ

(d†0σd1σ +H.c.) =
∑

a,σ

εad
†
aσdaσ , (56)

where the eigenstates are the symmetric and antisymmetric modes da=±,σ = (d0σ ± d1σ)/2
1/2, corresponding to the

energies ε± = εd ∓ J . With these states, we obtain the dark subspace multiplet structure shown in Fig. (2) in the
main text. In detail, we have the S = 0 empty dot state |0⟩, the two S = 1/2 doublets d†aσ |0⟩ with energies εa and

the S = 1 triplet {d†+↑d
†
−↑ |0⟩ , 2−1/2(d†+↑d

†
−↓ + d†+↓d

†
−↑) |0⟩ , d

†
+↓d

†
−↓ |0⟩} with energy εS=1 =

∑
a εa = 2εd. We are

considering the case εd < 0, |εd| > J which makes the spin triplet the lowest lying multiplet. In this case, following
the construction detailed in the previous paragraph, the effective low-energy theory for a weakly coupled bath would
yield a S = 1 Kondo model. For −J < εd < 0, the doublet built out of the symmetric states would have the minimum
energy εd − J , and the effective low-energy Hamiltonian would be the usual S = 1/2 Kondo model.

We now build the full set of bright states of the Ldot = −i[Hdot, ·] +
∑

j∈dot γj
(
Lj · L†

j − 1
2{L

†
jLj , ·}

)
appearing in

Eq. (53). Let us consider the non-Hermitian part of the Lindblad dynamics, K = Hdot − iγ/2
∑

j L
†
jLj = Hdot −

i/2
∑

j γjnj↑nj↓ (with njσ = d†jσdjσ the number operator at site j). For a uniform γj = γ, this Hamiltonian is a
non-Hermitian version of the Hubbard model [1]. Since K conserves the number of fermions (and spin), we can
consider each particle number Nf (and spin S) sector separately. In the one-particle sector, K coincides with Hdot,
since there are no double occupancies. In the two-particle sectors, it is easy to observe that the eigenstates of Ldot

can be inferred from the diagonalization of K. Indeed, let K |rα⟩ = κα |rα⟩ be the right eigenstates (with |lα⟩ the left
ones, ⟨lα|K = κα ⟨lα|, with the normalization ⟨lα|rβ⟩ = δαβ). If Lj |rα⟩ = 0 for all j, then |rα⟩ is one of the dark states
built above, and the eigenstates of Ldot in the dark subspace are |rα⟩⟨rβ |, with eigenvalue λ = −i(κα−κβ) (since dark
states are eigenstates of the Hermitian Hamiltonian Hdot, right and left eigenstates coincide and the καs are real).
This construction of the dark states is valid in all particle-number sectors. Let us consider the S = 0, Nf = 2 sector
with two fermions of opposite spin. Since each jump operator removes precisely two opposite-spin fermions, we must
have Lj |rα⟩ = ηjα |0⟩, and we can anticipate that

σ = p0 |0⟩⟨0|+ p1 |rα⟩⟨rβ | (57)

will be a right eigenstate of the Lindblad superoperator. Since bright states must be traceless [as 0 = Tr(Ldotσ) =
λTrσ], we have p0 = −p1 ⟨rβ |rα⟩. Requiring Ldotσ = λσ we find

λ = −i(κα − κ∗β) , (58)

provided that
∑

j γjηjαη
∗
jβ = −λ ⟨rβ |rα⟩. The latter is indeed satisfied: by taking the overlap of K |rα⟩ = κα |rα⟩

with |rβ⟩ we find

⟨rβ |Hdot|rα⟩ = κα ⟨rβ |rα⟩+
i

2

∑

j

γjη
∗
jαηjβ . (59)

The Hermiticity of Hdot, ⟨rα|Hdot|rβ⟩∗ = ⟨rβ |Hdot|rα⟩ yields the desired relation. From the above discussion, we
infer that by diagonalizing K in the two-fermion sector we can find the decay rates −Reλ > 0 by looking at the
imaginary parts of the καs.

We now proceed to diagonalize K in the Nf = 2, S = 0 sector. We work in real space and we introduce the basis
states [38]





|s⟩ = 1√
2
(|↑, ↓⟩ − |↓, ↑⟩) ,

|d0⟩ = |↑↓, 0⟩ ,
|d1⟩ = |0, ↑↓⟩ ,

(60)

where the notation |↑, ↓⟩ = d†0↑d
†
1↓ |0⟩ denotes a state with the ↑ fermion sits on the j = 0 site while the other sits at

the j = 1 site, and |↑↓, 0⟩ denotes that both fermions are at site 0 [39]. In the basis {|s⟩ , |d0⟩ , |d1⟩} the non-Hermitian
Hamiltonian K reads




2εd −
√
2J −

√
2J

−
√
2J 2εd − iγ0/2 0

−
√
2J 0 2εd − iγ1/2


 (61)
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FIG. 5. Real (left panel) and imaginary parts (right panel) of the eigenvalues of the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian K = Hdot −
iγ/2

∑
j nj↑nj↓ in the Nf = 2, S = 0 sector, showing the presence of a state (|r+⟩) which becomes effectively dark for infinite

dissipation.

Let us consider the simpler case of a uniform dissipation γj = γ. Then, we can form the states |d±⟩ ≡ (|d0⟩±|d1⟩)/21/2
and we find that K |d−⟩ = (2εd − iγ/2) |d−⟩. Hence, according to Eq. (58), eigenmatrices of Ldot involving |d−⟩ will
have a decay rate of at least γ/2. In the remaining subspace spanned by {|s⟩ , |d+⟩} we have

K =

(
2εd −2J
−2J 2εd − iγ/2

)
, (62)

which is easily diagonalized to find the eigenvalues

κ± = 2εd −
i

4
γ ± 1

4
(64J2 − γ2)1/2 (63)

and the eigenvectors

|r±⟩ = [4J2 + (κ± − 2εd)
2]−1/2

(
2J

−κ± + 2εd

)

⟨l±| = [4J2 + (κ± − 2εd)
2]−1/2

(
2J, −κ± + 2εd

) . (64)

Since K = KT is symmetric, |l±⟩ = (|r±⟩)∗. We sum up the spectral properties of the Nf = 2, S = 0 sector in Fig. 5.
For the |r±⟩ states we observe two distinct regimes, separated by γ∗ = 8J . This value of γ marks an exceptional
point [40] where the two eigenvectors become parallel (and κ+ = κ−) and K is no longer diagonalizable. For γ < γ∗,
the two eigenvalues κ± have distinct real parts while the imaginary part of both is equal to −iγ/4. In this regime, a
larger dissipation rate corresponds to a larger decay rate for the bright states. For larger γ > γ∗ the two real parts
coincide, while the imaginary parts start to diverge from each other: while − Imκ− ∼ iγ/2 + O

(
J2/γ

)
increases

further, − Imκ− decreases, ultimately as 8J2/γ for large γ ≫ J . This phenomenon can be seen as an incarnation of
the Zeno effect, and implies that for γ → +∞ the |r+⟩ state (which in this limit coincides with the singlet |s⟩) becomes
effectively dark. A numerical diagonalization of the Lindbladian with QuTiP confirms that −2 Imκ+ is indeed the
lowest decay rate at large dissipation. Thus, in order to have an effective dynamics that involves the dark subspace
only, we need to increase the intra-dot tunneling J at the same rate as the dissipation γ, i.e. J ∝ γ. At the same
time, to have an appreciable Kondo temperature for the effective S = 1 (or S = 1/2) Kondo model at low energy
we must keep the gap ∆ε = |εd + J | between the two lowest-lying multiplets finite: this requirement implies that εd
must be scaled proportionally to γ as well. In other words, the adiabatic elimination of the bright states is possible
only in the regime |εd| ∼ J ∼ γ ≫ Γ, where Γ is the level width induced by the leads. See also the companion paper
[25] for further discussions of these points.

To complete our description of the bright states, let us consider the completely filled state |F ⟩ = |↑↓, ↑↓⟩, which is
an eigenstate of K: K |F ⟩ = (4εd − iγ) |F ⟩. The corresponding eigenmatrix of Ldot can be constructed by analogy

with Eq. (57), namely as a superposition of |F ⟩⟨F |, |r(2,0,0)α ⟩⟨r(2,0,0)β | and |0⟩⟨0|, where |r(Nf ,S,M)
α ⟩ indicates a right

eigenstate of K in the sector with Nf particles, spin S and magnetization M [41]. We will not reproduce the full
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FIG. 6. Real (left panel) and imaginary parts (right panel) of the eigenvalues of the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian K = Hdot −
iγ/2n0↑n0↓ for the case of inhomogeneous dissipation in the Nf = 2, S = 0 sector, showing the presence of two states (|r1,2⟩)
which become effectively dark for infinite dissipation.

calculation here, but it is easy to understand that the real part of the eigenvalue of Ldot will receive a contribution of
− Im(κα + κβ) from each term |rα⟩⟨rβ |. Hence, the resulting decay rate will be at least 2γ—indeed, the it is the state
with the faster decay rate.

Finally, we consider the Nf = 3, S = 1/2 sector. Since all states in this sector have one unpaired spin, and by
particle-hole correspondence with the Nf = 1, S = 1/2 states, we expect to find two S = 1/2 doublets. Indeed,
we can think of these states as featuring a “hole” on top of the full state |F ⟩: we have verified that the states
|Nf = 3, aσ⟩ ≡ d−aσ |F ⟩ are the sought eigenstates, with eigenvalues κ = 4εd − ε−a + iγ/2.

We remark that in the present case the diagonalization of K in all symmetry sectors allows to reconstruct

all eigenmatrices of the Lindblad superoperator by suitably combining the projectors |r(Nf ,S,M)
α ⟩⟨r(N

′
f ,S

′,M ′)
β |,

|r(Nf−2,S,M)
α ⟩⟨r(N

′
f−2,S′,M ′)

β | and |0⟩⟨0|. As observed above, each term will add a positive contribution − Imκ to
the decay rate −Reλ. Since we have proven that the 3- and 4-particle sectors have all − Imκ ∝ γ, any time an
eigenmatrix features an eigenstate of K with more than 2 particles appears, the decay rate will be linear in γ. The
upshot of this discussion is that the lowest decay rate, vanishing for γ → +∞, only comes from the Nf = 2, S = 0
sector considered before.

The conclusions drawn for the homogeneously dissipated case γj = γ are essentially unchanged also in the completely
inhomogeneous one with all dissipation concentrated only on one site, γ0 = γ, γ1 = 0. The dark subspace does not
change, while the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian in the Nf = 2, S = 0 subspace becomes:

K =




2εd −
√
2J −

√
2J

−
√
2J 2εd − iγ/2 0

−
√
2J 0 2εd


 , (65)

whose eigenvalues have to be found numerically. The results are shown in Fig. 6. As in the homogeneous case, there
is one mode with Reκ1 = 2εd and a monotonic decay rate − Imκ ∼ γ/2, but both the other modes have the same
non-monotonic imaginary part—which is generally smaller than in the homogeneous case. The decay rates of these
states rises linearly − Imκ ∼ γ/8 for small dissipation, reaches a maximum for γ ≈ 4J and then slowly decreases
as − Imκ ∼ 2J2/γ for large dissipation. In this setup, there is no exceptional point. An exceptional point appears
instead in the Nf = 3 particle sector, in which

K =

(
3εd J
J 3εd − iγ/2

)
(66)

in the basis {d0σ |F ⟩ , d1σ |F ⟩} has the same form of Eq. (62) [42]. We see that for a single-site dissipation, also the
Nf = 3 sector has a state with a non-monotonic decay rate, reaching a maximum for γ = 4J . The decay rate in this
sector is always larger than the one in the Nf = 2, S = 0 sector, albeit they tend to coincide for large dissipation. The
full state |F ⟩ has a monotonic decay rate, K |F ⟩ = (4εd−iγ/2) |F ⟩, which is obviously smaller than in the homogeneous
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case. This brief analysis of the inhomogeneous setup allows to draw two conclusions: First, a single dissipative site
is sufficient to provide all states outside the dark subspace with a finite dissipation rate, and so to implement the
mapping to higher-spin Kondo models described above. The second conclusion is that this setup is more fragile than
the homogeneous one, in the sense that more bright states become essentially dark for large dissipation γ ≫ J , and
that the overall decay rates are smaller than in the homogeneous case.

The ideas presented above can be extended to larger dot sizes, and we expect that the minimal decay rates of the
bright states will have a non-monotonic behavior. We have explicitly verified this expectation for ℓd = 3. Thus, in
general, the fine-tuning J ∼ |εd| ∼ γ will be needed. This fine-tuning might be circumvented by choosing a different
geometry for the dot sites, as for instance a potential well hosting more than one bound state.
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