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The Su-Schrieffer-Heeger chain is a prototype example of a symmetry-protected topological insulator. Cou-
pling it non-perturbatively to local thermal environments, either through the intercell or the intracell fermion
tunneling elements, modifies the topological window. To understand this effect, we employ the recently devel-
oped reaction-coordinate polaron transform (RCPT) method, which allows treating system-bath interactions at
arbitrary strengths. The effective system Hamiltonian, which is obtained via the RCPT, exposes the impact of
the baths on the SSH chain through renormalization of tunneling elements and the generation of many-body
interaction terms. By performing exact diagonalization and computing the ensemble geometric phase, a topo-
logical invariant applicable even to systems at finite temperature, we distinguish the trivial band insulator (BI)
from the topological insulator (TI) phases. Furthermore, through the RCPT mapping, we are able to pinpoint
the main mechanism behind the extension of the parameter space for the TI or the BI phases (depending on the
coupling scheme, intracell or intercell), which is the bath-induced, dimerized, many-body interaction. We also
study the effect of on-site staggered potentials on the SSH phase diagram, and discuss extensions of our method
to higher dimensions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Controlling and engineering Hamiltonians with exotic
properties is of prime interest in modern condensed matter
physics and materials science. In particular, Hamiltonians
exhibiting topological phases of matter have attracted sig-
nificant attention. This interest is largely focused on topo-
logical superconductors, which support quasi-particle excita-
tions with non-Abelian exchange statistics. By enabling non-
local storage of quantum information, these materials may
see applications in fault-tolerant quantum computation1,2. Al-
though theoretical proposals for devising such systems are
well-established3–5, the experimental realization and manip-
ulation of these systems6–19 remain a challenge. Developing
new theoretical approaches to make these systems more ro-
bust, easier to create and manipulate, or capable of undergo-
ing a topological phase transition from a trivial phase through
an external intervention is a continuous pursuit.

One popular method of engineering Hamiltonians with a
desired structure is known as Floquet engineering, where pe-
riodic driving of the material enhances certain symmetries
and/or suppresses undesired terms. Although persistent driv-
ing leads to eventual heating of the system destroying any use-
ful or interesting order, driving at high frequencies20,21 can
slow down heating to times exponentially long in the fre-
quency of the drive. Indeed, there have been a number of the-
oretical studies in employing Floquet engineering22–25 to en-
hance symmetries and/or to make topological modes in these
systems more robust, and understand the effect of noise on
such techniques26.

A potentially greater challenge than heating is that the en-
gineered Floquet eigenstates are inherently non-equilibrium
states, and it is usually not easy to engineer appropriate baths
that will eventually allow the system to relax into these Flo-
quet states27. In other words, in this approach, one does not

have access to a stable ground state or an ensemble of “low
energy” states. A more elegant approach, developed in the
field of cavity quantum materials28–30, allows circumventing
both these issues: recent experimental developments in this
field have realized setups where a many-body system and the
vacuum field inside a cavity interact strongly31–33. This strong
light-matter interaction can potentially both coherently mod-
ify phase boundaries and lead to realization of novel phases
and serve as a thermal bath and drive the system to thermal
equilibrium described by a Gibbs’ ensemble with a modified
system Hamiltonian. Coupling to external degrees of free-
dom thus provides an alternative route to engineer and control
many-body systems, an approach that does not require an ex-
ternal time-dependent driving34–38.

On a separate note, there has been a recent surge of inter-
est in extending the concept of the usual topological invariant,
which traditionally applies to noninteracting systems at zero
temperature, to interacting, open, and nonzero temperature
systems39–56. One of the major reasons for this interest is the
potential to control and engineer topological phases of matter
by enabling systems exhibiting these phases to interact with
the external environment. It is generally believed that when
such systems interact with an external thermal environment,
their topological phases are lost. However, by carefully engi-
neering the nature of the interaction between the system and
its surroundings, it is possible to induce a topological phase
transition, from a trivial phase to a non-trivial one57–64. These
systems are usually studied in the context of open topological
systems using non-Hermitian or Lindbladian approaches65–69.

With new experimental setups achieving strong system-
environment couplings, and development of working def-
initions for topological invariants, applicable beyond zero
temperature, it is timely to study systems that are non-
perturbatively coupled to a thermal environment and exhibit
topological phases. In particular, it is of a great interest to
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show that the interaction of a an electronic system with the
environment could lead to a topological phase transition, or
the enhancement of the original topological phase.

In this paper, we study the phases of the dissipative Su-
Schrieffer-Heeger (SSH) model at nonzero temperatures. The
SSH model describes spinless fermions on a one-dimensional
chain with a two-site unit cell, at half-filling70. Electrons hop-
ping along the chain are coupled to local heat baths in two dif-
ferent ways, depicted in Fig. 1. The first is the intracell cou-
pling scheme, where the intracell hopping Hamiltonian cou-
ples to local bosonic baths. The second is the intercell cou-
pling scheme, where the unit-cell boundary hopping Hamil-
tonian couples to local bosonic baths. These dissipative sce-
narios were recently studied using the quantum Monte Carlo
(QMC) and cluster perturbation theory (CPT) approaches71,
where based on simulations, the intracell coupling scheme
was found to be detrimental to the topological phase, while
the intercell coupling scheme was found to be advantageous.

With the objective to bring a deep understanding to how
intracell and intercell couplings to thermal environments al-
low engineering of topological phases, in this work we de-
rive the phase diagram of the dissipative SSH model using a
powerful analytical tool. This technique holds even at strong
electron-phonon coupling. It allows the construction of an ef-
fective system Hamiltonian that is Hermitian. This effective
Hamiltoian exposes directly the impact of the baths on the
SSH chain through renormalization of hopping terms, sup-
pression of site energies (in the staggered case), and most
importantly, the generation of a many-body bath-mediated
fermion-fermion term. We then apply a numerically exact di-
agonalization technique to the effective (dissipation-dressed)
Hamiltonian, and study its phase with either intracell or inter-
cell hopping terms, coupled to finite temperature baths.

Our main results are twofold: (i) We determine the phase
diagram of the dissipative SSH model exposing analyti-
cally the impact of the electron-phonon coupling energy on
the topologically-insulating and the trivial band-insulating
phases. The effective Hamiltonians reveal the renormaliza-
tion of electron hoping terms due to the coupling to phonon
baths, and non-trivially, the generation of phonon mediated
electron-electron repulsion terms within (between) cells for
intra (inter) cell coupling. This interaction term is shown to
have a dramatic effect on the phase diagram, largely increas-
ing the topological domain in the intercell coupling scheme.
(ii) In the case of the SSH model with an additional staggered
potential, we show analytically that at strong coupling to the
baths, this potential is suppressed with the model recovering
the behavior of the unbiased SSH chain. At weak coupling to
the baths, however, we show that a charge density wave phase
develops in the staggered case.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we describe
our analytic approach for obtaining an equilibrium state of a
many-body system coupled to local bosonic baths at arbitrary
coupling strength and at nonzero temperatures. In Sec. III, we
specify the dissipative SSH Hamiltonians under two different
local coupling schemes: (i) Intracell coupling in Sec. III A
and (ii) Intercell coupling in Sec. III B. We further analyze in
Sec. III C how a staggered SSH model transforms under these

two dissipative scenarios. In Sec. IV, we examine the topolog-
ical phases of the these SSH chains at finite temperature using
a topological marker suitable for density matrices, known as
the ensemble geometric phase (EGP). We summarize our find-
ings and conclude in Sec. V.

II. THE RCPT APPROACH

We review here the reaction-coordinate polaron-transform
(RCPT) approach for obtaining the steady-state density matrix
of a system in contact with bosonic environment(s) at arbitrary
coupling strength. The method was developed in details and
exemplified in Ref. 72. The RCPT technique generates an ef-
fective Hamiltonian, and it has been previously applied to im-
purity models and many-body spin systems72–75. It is worth-
while to note that previous studies applied the basic reaction
coordinate mapping onto interacting fermionic quantum dot
models76–79. The construction of an effective Hamiltonian for
a double quantum dot models was done in Ref. 72. However,
here, for the first time, the RCPT method is applied to describe
the structure of many-body fermionic lattices, specifically sys-
tems that exhibit a symmetry-protected topological phase. We
explain the principles of the mapping in this section. In Sec.
III, along with Appendix A and B, we apply it onto the SSH
model.

We begin by considering a generic open quantum system
described by the following Hamiltonian:

Ĥ = ĤS + Ŝ
∑
k

tk

(
ĉ†k + ĉk

)
+
∑
k

νk ĉ
†
k ĉk. (1)

For simplicity, we explain the method using a single heat bath,
but the mapping can be easily generalized to multiple baths.
Here, ĤS is an arbitrary many-body system’s Hamiltonian
and Ŝ is an operator acting on the system’s Hilbert space that
is coupled to the reservoir. The reservoir is modelled as a col-
lection of harmonic oscillators, where ĉ†k (ĉk) are the bosonic
creation (annihilation) operators with frequency νk for the k-
th harmonic mode. The system-bath coupling strength tk to
the harmonic displacement operator is captured by the bath
spectral density function, J(ω) =

∑
k t

2
kδ(ω − νk).

The RCPT approach is a simple analytical mapping that in-
volves two consecutive unitary transformations on the total
Hamiltonian, Eq. (1), followed by a controlled truncation. The
aim of the mapping is to make the new system-bath coupling
weaker than in the original model, while accurately imprint-
ing the strong system-bath coupling energy into the system
Hamiltonian72–75. The mapping generates an effective (eff),
Hermitian Hamiltonian, reading Ĥeff = Ĥeff

S (λ,Ω) + Ĥeff
I +

Ĥeff
B , where the effective system Hamiltonian Ĥeff

S now ex-
plicitly depends on the original system-bath interaction energy
scale (λ) and the characteristic bath frequency (Ω). Both of
these parameters are obtained from the original bath spectral
density function, J(ω). Let us now go through the mapping
process step by step.

The first of the two unitary transformations is the reaction
coordinate (RC) mapping76. Here, we extract a collective de-
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gree of freedom from the bosonic reservoir and incorporate
it into the system. The RC is essentially a single harmonic
oscillator mode with frequency Ω, and it is coupled to the sys-
tem via the coupling strength λ. As mentioned above, these
parameters are defined based on the original spectral density

function, λ2 = 1
Ω

∫∞
0

ωJ(ω)dω and Ω2 =
∫ ∞
0

ω3J(ω)dω∫ ∞
0

ωJ(ω)dω
76.

After the RC transform, the system does not directly couple
to the residual bath, only indirectly, via the RC mode. Post RC
mapping, the Hamiltonian reads

ĤRC =ĤS + λŜ
(
â† + â

)
+Ωâ†â

+
(
â† + â

)∑
k

fk

(
b̂†k + b̂k

)
+
∑
k

ωk b̂
†
k b̂k.

(2)

Here, â† (â) is the creation (annihilation) operator for the
RC mode and b̂†k (b̂k) are the creation (annihilation) opera-
tor for the residual bath modes. The RC unitary transforma-
tion is essentially a Bogoliubov transformation that achieves
λ(â + â†) =

∑
k tk(ĉk + ĉ†k). The coupling between the RC

and the residual bath is described by a different spectral den-
sity function, JRC(ω) =

∑
k f

2
kδ(ω − ωk), where fk are the

new coupling parameters. This new spectral density function
can be found from the original spectral function76. However,
as we explain later in this Section, our ansatz for the equilib-
rium (long time) state of the system does not require knowl-
edge of the new spectral function. The RC transformation is
constructed such that the scaling ϵ× J(ω) translate to λ2 ∝ ϵ
but JRC(ω) remains independent of ϵ.

The second unitary transform is the polaron
transformation80,81, given by ÛP = exp[ λΩ (â

† − â)Ŝ],
which is enacted on the system-RC Hilbert space while
leaving the residual bath unaffected. This transform shifts the
bosonic operator of the RC mode according to the state of the
system (via the coupling to Ŝ) as â(†) → â(†) − λ

Ω Ŝ. The
polaron transform seemingly complicates the Hamiltonian:
It imprints the RC coupling into the original system thereby
weakening the coupling between the RC and the system.
However, in addition, it generates a new coupling term
between the original system and the residual bath. It may also
generate bath-induced interactions between systems’ degrees
of freedom. Post polaron transform, the Hamiltonian reads

ĤRC-P = ÛP ĤRCÛ
†
P

= ÛP ĤSÛ
†
P − λ2

Ω
Ŝ2 +Ωâ†â

+

(
â† + â− 2λ

Ω
Ŝ

)∑
k

fk

(
b̂†k + b̂k

)
+
∑
k

ωk b̂
†
k b̂k.

(3)

The bath-induced interaction term is given by −λ2

Ω Ŝ2.
After the polaron transformation, the Hamiltonian is trun-

cated by projecting it onto the ground state of the polaron-
transformed RC. Such a restriction to a sub-manifold of the
Hamiltonian is justified under the assumption that Ω, the char-
acteristic frequency of the bath, is the largest energy scale in
the problem. This truncation eliminates terms in ĤRC-P, those

that are proportional to â†â, as well as â†+ â. Hence, the final
effective Hamiltonian after the RCPT machinery is given by

Ĥeff = Ĥeff
S (λ,Ω)− Ŝ

∑
k

2λfk
Ω

(
b̂†k + b̂k

)
+ ωk b̂

†
k b̂k, (4)

where

Ĥeff
S (λ,Ω) = ⟨0| ÛP ĤSÛ

†
P |0⟩ − λ2

Ω
Ŝ2, (5)

with |0⟩ being the ground state of the RC mode.
The elegance of the RCPT treatment is that in Eq. (4), the

system Hamiltonian is weakly coupled to the residual bath
(explained next), but the total Hamiltonian structure is con-
served in comparison to Eq. (1).

Let us discuss some key features of Eq. (4).
(1) The coupling of the effective system to the residual

bath is determined by the set of coupling energies {fk},
distinct from the original coupling energies {tk}. The RC
transformation is useful when the residual coupling is weak,
achieved through the design of the transformation. The new
coupling parameters are furthermore re-scaled according to
fk → 2λfk/Ω. With this residual coupling strength act-
ing as a perturbative parameter, strong system-bath coupling
effects can be examined as a function of λ, the system-
bath interaction energy scale as defined in the starting point
model. After the polaron transformation, the bath spectral
density of the effective bath is further dressed by the bath
parameters,J eff(ω) = 4λ2

Ω2 JRC(ω).
(2) In principle, the effective spectral density can be ob-

tained from any original spectral density function, J(ω).
However, the RCPT method is useful (e.g., it creates a good
approximation for the equilibrium state of the system) if the
transformed spectral density function corresponds to a weak
residual coupling. For example, a Brownian spectral den-
sity function that describes the original system-bath coupling,
J(ω) = 4γΩ2λ2ω

(ω2−Ω2)2+(2πγΩω)2 , is peaked at energy Ω with width
parameter γ. Post RC mapping, this spectral density becomes
Ohmic, given by JRC(ω) ∝ γω. The parameter that described
the width of the spectral function in the original model now
becomes a prefactor that dictates the residual coupling. If we
work in the limit of γ ≪ 1, we are able to study strong system-
bath coupling physics (in the original model) in a computa-
tionally economic manner (in the effective model).

Given Ĥeff
S , we make the ansatz that the approximate equi-

librium state of the system is the canonical Gibbs state82, how-
ever written here with respect to the effective system Hamil-
tonian, ρ̂ = e−βĤeff

S /Tr(e−βĤeff
S ). Here, β is the inverse tem-

perature of the bath. An equilibrium observable, Ô, can then
be computed as ⟨Ô⟩ = Tr(ρ̂Ô).

Since we are only interested in the equilibrium state of the
system, we do not need to specify the spectral function of the
residual bath, as it only dictates the rate to reach equilibrium,
rather than the state itself. Moreover, we do not need to com-
mit to a particular spectral function for the original model;
we only need to know the values of the parameters λ and Ω,
characterizing the system-bath interaction energy and the bath
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characteristic frequency, respectively. Our conclusions here,
as to the topological phase diagram of the dissipative SSH
model, hold for variety of spectral functions, with the only
constrain that the residual coupling is weak. An example for
a valid choice is a narrow Brownian function, as mentioned
above.

FIG. 1. Two dissipative SSH models. (a) Intracell coupling to local
baths. Here, fermion hopping matrix elements, with amplitude v, are
coupled to independent bosonic baths. (b) Intercell coupling to local
baths. In this scheme, the fermionic hopping matrix elements of am-
plitude w are coupled to independent bosonic baths. The blue (red)
sites in the scheme correspond to the A (B) sites. The yellow squares
depict local heat baths, assumed to be identical and maintained at the
same temperature.

III. THE DISSIPATIVE SSH MODEL WITH DIFFERENT
COUPLING SCHEMES

In this section, we introduce the SSH Hamiltonian under
two different dissipation scenarios, depicted in Fig. 1. The
model describes spinless fermions, which are hopping on a
one-dimensional chain with staggered hopping tunneling ele-
ments. The chain includes L cells, marked by the sublattice
indices A and B. We begin by describing the model with
uniform-equal site energies. We later introduce the Rice-Mele
model in which the A and B sites are distinguished by their
site energy.

The hopping Hamiltonian of the SSH model is given by

ĤSSH(v, w) = − v

L∑
i=1

(
d̂†i,Ad̂i,B + h.c.

)
− w

L−1∑
i=1

(
d̂†i,B d̂i+1,A + h.c.

)
. (6)

Here, v and w are the alternating hopping amplitudes, corre-
sponding to the intrrcell (v) and intercell (w) couplings. The
operator d̂†i,a (d̂i,a) is the spinless fermion creation (annihi-
lation) operator on the i-th unit cell with a sublattice index
a ∈ {A,B}.

The closed-system zero T SSH model at half-filling is
the simplest example of a symmetry-protected topological
insulator83. The alternating hopping amplitudes give rise to
the chiral (sublattice) symmetry, and the chain has two topo-
logically distinct phases: The region v < w corresponds to
the topological insulator (TI) phase; v > w is the trivial band
insulator (BI) phase.

Considering now the open-system model, we couple the
SSH chain to a set of local heat baths at each unit cell, or
at each unit cell boundary, depending on the coupling scheme.
The intracell dissipation scheme is depicted in Fig. 1(a), while
the intercell scheme is depicted in 1(b). In the following sub-
sections, we write down the total Hamiltonian for each of
these dissipative scenarios. We then present the effective SSH
Hamiltonians of the system, which serve to study the equi-
librium state of the models at arbitrary system-bath couplings
and nonzero temperature. We also report on the effect of the
two coupling schemes upon introducing an on-site staggered
potential to the SSH model.

A. Intracell electron-phonon coupling scheme

We consider the SSH model (6) as the system Hamiltonian,
and add an intracell dissipative coupling, depicted in Fig. 1
(a). The total Hamiltonian is given by

Ĥ = ĤSSH(v, w) + ĤB + ĤI . (7)

The bath Hamiltonian includes the collection of independent
harmonic baths,

ĤB =
∑
n,k

νk ĉ
†
n,k ĉn,k. (8)

The system-bath interaction coupled the displacements of
bosons to electron hopping between sites,

ĤI =

L∑
n

Ŝintra
n

∑
k

tk(ĉ
†
n,k + ĉn,k), (9)

where

Ŝintra
n = d̂†n,Ad̂n,B + h.c.. (10)

For simplicity, we assume that all the baths have the same
set of frequencies νk and coupling energies to the system, tk.
However, calculations can be readily generalized beyond that.
Here, n denotes the bath index, which we interchangeably
employ to identify the unit cell, i (for the intracell coupling
scheme, they are indeed identical). From here on, the SSH
chain is understood to have a periodic boundary condition.

The steps involved in the RCPT mapping of this model are
presented in Appendix. A. It yields the following effective
system Hamiltonian, as formulated in Eq. (5),

Ĥ intra
SSH,eff =ĤSSH(v, w̃) + Ĥ intra

MB

=ĤSSH(v, w̃)−
λ2

Ω

L∑
i=1

(n̂i,A − n̂i,B)
2

(11)
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Here, w̃ = we−λ2/Ω2

and n̂i,a = d̂†i,ad̂i,a. The RCPT ma-
chinery reveals the effect of the intracell coupling through
two aspects: (i) The intercell hopping amplitude w is expo-
nentially suppressed by the electron-phonon coupling energy.
(ii) The baths generate a many-body (MB) interaction term
between spinless fermions on sites A and B, see the last term
of Eq. (11). We denote this MB interaction by Ĥ intra

MB .
The suppression of w already hints on the detrimental be-

havior of the intracell coupling scheme on the topologically
insulating phase, since the topological criterion for the bare
(nondissipative) SSH model is that v < w. That is, even if
one starts with a topological phase, sufficiently strong cou-
pling with local baths would lead to a trivial band insulator.
Not less importantly, the MB interaction term adds an energy
cost of 2λ2/Ω if the unit cell is doubly occupied. Intuitively,
such a term can be rationalized as the coupling scheme favors
v hopping, which is possible if the unit cell only is singly oc-
cupied. As we argue in Sec. IV, it is actually this bath-induced
MB interaction term that has a more detrimental effect on the
topological phase than the direct suppression of w through its
dressing. It was recently reported that such dimerized inter-
action has a significant impact on the topological phase of the
SSH model84.

B. Intercell electron-phonon coupling scheme

We consider next the intercell coupling scheme, depicted in
Fig. 1 (b). The model is described by the total Hamiltonian

Ĥ = ĤSSH(v, w) + ĤB + ĤI . (12)

The interaction electron-boson baths Hamiltonian,

ĤI =

L−1∑
n

Ŝinter
n

∑
k

tk

(
ĉ†n,k + ĉn,k

)
, (13)

now involves a different operator,

Ŝinter
n = d̂†n+1,Ad̂n,B + h.c., (14)

with the collection of baths given by

ĤB =
∑
n,k

νk ĉ
†
n,k ĉn,k. (15)

Again, a periodic boundary condition is implied.
By symmetry, see Appendix. A for details, the effective sys-

tem Hamiltonian after the RCPT machinery is given by

Ĥ inter
SSH,eff =ĤSSH(ṽ, w) + Ĥ inter

MB

ĤSSH(ṽ, w)−
λ2

Ω

L−1∑
i=1

(n̂i+1,A − n̂i,B)
2
,

(16)

with the dressing of the intracell tunneling according to ṽ =

ve−λ2/Ω2

.
The effective system Hamiltonian for the intercell coupling,

Eq. (16), is analogous to that of the intracell coupling, Eq.

(11). The distinctions being that in the intercell model, the
intracell v hopping is exponentially suppressed, instead of the
w hopping, and that the fermion-fermion interaction terms are
built up at the unit-cell boundaries, rather than within the unit
cell. Due to the suppression of the intracell v hopping, (while
the w hopping is retained), we infer that the intercell coupling
scheme is advantageous to the topological phase. We again
emphasize that we later show that the bath-induced MB term
Ĥ inter

MB brings about the most dramatic control of the topologi-
cal phase.

C. The Rice-Mele model: An SSH model with a staggered
potential

The Rice-Mele (RM) model generalizes the SSH model,
including an on-site staggered potential. That is, on top of the
usual SSH chain, Eq. (6), the following term is added,

ĤSP(u) = u

L∑
i=1

(
d̂†i,Ad̂i,A − d̂†i,B d̂i,B

)
. (17)

Here, u is the magnitude of the on-site potential. This
term breaks the sublattice symmetry, and thereby it al-
lows a smooth connection between the topologically distinct
phases of the SSH model, without closing the gap. The
RM system’s Hamiltonian, prior to the RCPT transform,
reads ĤSSH(v, w) + ĤSP(u). After the RCPT procedure, the
staggered-potential term simply changes to

ĤSP(u) → ĤSP(ũ), (18)

where ũ = ue−
2λ2

Ω2 , regardless of the dissipative coupling
scheme (intracell or intercell). For details, see Appendix. B.
The effect of the local bosonic baths is therefore to suppress
the on-site energy imbalance: the onsite potentials of the A
and B sites approach their average value. A more general
choice of on-site potentials is discussed in Appendix B.

IV. RESULTS: DISSIPATION CONTROL OF THE
TOPOLOGICAL PHASE BOUNDARY

We describe here our results on the phase diagram of the
SSH model with either intracell or intercell electron-phonon
couplings, as well as the Rice-Mele model variant.

Given the effective system Hamiltonians obtained via the
RCPT machinery for the two coupling schemes, Eq. (11) and
Eq. (16), our goal now is to study how the the boundary be-
tween the topological and normal phases is modified by the
coupling to local baths. We emphasize that the obtained ef-
fective Hamiltonians correspond to the SSH chain when sub-
jected to a non-perturbative system-bath interaction.

By inspecting Eqs. (11) and Eq. (16), we have already
gathered that the intracell coupling scheme should be detri-
mental to the topological phase, while the intercell coupling
scheme should be advantageous. In this section, we quantify
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this claim. First, we present below a well-studied topolog-
ical marker that characterizes the two topologically-distinct
phases of the SSH chain. This measure is suitable for sys-
tems described by density matrices in a mixed state. Next, we
present numerical results: We compute this topological invari-
ant through an exact diagonalization (ED) technique.

Due to the assumption of a nonzero temperature in the con-
struction of the equilibrium state, standard definitions for the
topological invariant, such as the Zak phase85, do not apply,
since they are only useful to characterize the ground-state. We
therefore adopt the mixed state generalization of the Resta’s
polarization measure86, which is directly related to the topo-
logical invariant for density matrices87,88. This so called en-
semble geometric phase (EGP) is given by

ϕE = Im lnTr(ρ̂T̂ )

= Im lnTr(ρ̂e
2πi
L X̂). (19)

Here, ρ̂ is the density matrix of the system and X̂ =∑
n[nd̂

†
n,Ad̂n,A + (n + 1/2)d̂†n,B d̂n,B ] is the many-particle

center of mass operator, defined for the chain model. This
topological marker faithfully captures the geometric phase for
mixed quantum states. To compute the EGP, we numerically
diagonalize the effective system Hamiltonian, given either by
Eq. (11) or Eq. (16). We assume half-filling and adopt a stan-
dard ED procedure. Based on the eigenvectors and eigenval-
ues of the many-body Hamiltonian, we compute the thermal
average of T̂ , see Eq. (19). The phase of this thermal average
corresponds to the EGP.

Perhaps, the only caveat of the EGP is that it does not cap-
ture the critical temperature Tc; when T > Tc, the topological
phase ceases to exist. That is, if the temperature is too high,
comparable to the gap, we expect the edge modes, protected
by the gap, to vanish. There exists another topological marker
for density matrices, known as the Ulhmann phase (UP). This
measure is a formal generalization of the Zak phase89. Un-
like the EGP, the UP does predict a critical temperature Tc

above which the topological phase vanishes. For our simu-
lations, we choose temperatures that are lower than the crit-
ical temperature: The UP predicts the critical temperature to
be Tc = 1/ ln(2 +

√
3)89, which is about 38% of the con-

stant energy gap in the fully dimerized limit. However, the
reliability of the UP as a faithful topological invariant is in
doubt due to the insufficient stringency of the gauge struc-
ture, which always leads to a topologically trivial case39,90.
Furthermore, extending such a measure to higher dimensions
cannot be uniquely defined by the UP39,90. For this reason, we
employ the EGP rather than the UP, as it naturally extends the
familiar connection between the geometrical phase and polar-
ization to finite temperatures.

A. Dissipative SSH model: Boundary of the topological phase

In Fig. 2, we plot the phase diagram of the dissipative SSH
chain under the two coupling schemes, as characterized by
the EGP. We clearly note that an intracell coupling scheme is
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FIG. 2. Phase diagram of the SSH model. The phases are character-
ized by the ensemble geometric phase. The red phase corresponds
to an EGP of π/2 (Topological Insulator, TI) while the blue phase
corresponds to an EGP of −π/2 (Band Insulator, BI). We study the
intracell (a)-(b) and intercell (c)-(d) coupling schemes, without (left)
or with (right) the bath-induced many-body interaction term, ĤMB.
(a), (c): Without the MB term, the tilting of the phase boundary to-
wards left(right) is solely attributed to the suppression of the hopping
parameter w(v) for the intra(inter)-cell coupling scheme. (b), (d):
Taking into account the bath-induced many-body interaction term
drastically diminishes or expands the topological phase. The chain
includes L = 6 cells (12 sites). We fix the intercell tunneling w = 1
and vary v. Other parameters are T = 0.5, baths’ characteristic fre-
quency Ω = 10, and u = 0, corresponding to an unbiased chain.

detrimental to the topological phase, while the intercell cou-
pling scheme is advantageous, in accordance with previous
simulations71. However, with our RCPT approach, we are
able to uncover the microscopic factors behind the expansion
or suppression of the topological phase. That is, we find that
it is the bath-induced many-body interaction term that dras-
tically alters the phase boundary, more than the renormaliza-
tion of tunneling elements. To demonstrate that, we first turn
off the MB interaction terms, and study the phase diagram
while only maintaining the bath-induced dressing of parame-
ters. Results are presented in Fig. 2(a) and (c). In this case, the
phase boundary is simply dictated by v < w̃(ṽ < w) for the
intracell (intercell) coupling. Although the suppression of the
hopping parameters indeed hampers (enhances) the parame-
ter space for the topological phase, in Fig. 2(b) and (d) we
show that it is the bath-induced many-body interaction term
that more drastically impacts the phase boundary.

It is worth noting that the MB interaction terms must be
taken into account explicitly. A mean-field approximation
to the interacting terms will lead to an incorrect phase dia-
gram that completely misses the correct reshaping of the phase
boundary. We detail on this issue in Appendix. C.

How do we explain the impact of the bath-induced MB
interaction terms on the boundary of the topological phase?
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FIG. 3. Graph depiction of the six basis states of an L = 2 cell
system at half-filling, showing the states connectivity via hopping
amplitudes. In the intracell coupling scheme, the two basis states
on the right side |• • ◦◦⟩ and |◦ ◦ ••⟩ are energetically costly. As
such, it is less likely for electrons to jump to these state with in-
creasing system-bath coupling strength, as it increases this energetic
cost. This scenario effectively weakens the w hopping, leading to
the suppression of the topological phase. Conversely, in the inter-
cell coupling scheme, the two basis states on the left edge, |• ◦ ◦•⟩
and |◦ • •◦⟩ are energetically unfavorable to occupy. This effectively
suppresses the v hopping energy, thereby favoring the topological
phase.

We argue that the MB interaction effectively suppresses the
appropriate hopping amplitudes—depending on the coupling
scheme. To substantiate and provide an intuitive picture we
display in Fig. 3 a graph depiction of the basis states for an
L = 2 chain at half-filling. A two cell chain with two elec-
trons is represented by six basis states. We label the states and
mark how they are connected to one another via the hopping
terms, v and w.

Let us first consider the intracell coupling scheme. Re-
call that H intra

MB = −λ2

Ω

∑L
i=1 (n̂i,A − n̂i,B)

2 according to Eq.
(11). As such, the two states depicted at the rightmost edge
of the hexagon are unfavourable to be occupied. They each
require an energy cost of 2λ2/Ω once interaction terms are
turned on. This makes it energetically unfavorable to “visit”
these states, thereby effectively suppressing the w intracell
hopping. This effective suppression is apparently the dom-
inant mechanism responsible for adjusting the phase bound-
ary due to coupling to the baths, as shown in Fig. 2(b), com-
pared to (a). Altogether, in the intracell coupling scenario,
the explicit suppression of w → w̃, combined with the MB
term, leading to an additional effective reduction of this hop-
ing term, result in a strong suppression of the topological re-
gion with increasing electron-boson coupling.

On the other hand, in the intercell scheme the MB term
involves two cells, H inter

MB = −λ2

Ω

∑L
i=1 (n̂i+1,A − n̂i,B)

2.
Then, it is the two states on the leftmost edge that require
an energy cost to be occupied. In this case, the intracell hop-
ping v is effectively suppressed, leading to the expansion of
the window of the topological phase compared to the zero-
coupling case, compare Fig. 2(c) to (d).
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FIG. 4. Study of the Rice-Mele model, an SSH model with a stag-
gared potential. (a)-(b) The CDW order parameter X for (a) intra-
cell and (b) intercell coupling schemes. As the coupling strength
increases, the CDW order parameter is suppressed. (c)-(d) The EGP
(in multiple of π) for the Rice-Mele chain. When the staggered po-
tential is introduced to the SSH chain, it loses its quantized EGP of
π/2 and −π/2 for the topological and trivial phases, respectively.
White arrows indicate increasing coupling strength. Parameters are
L = 6 , a staggered potential u = 0.2, w = 1, T = 0.5, and
Ω = 10.

B. The dissipative Rice-Mele model

As an additional variant of the SSH model, we study here
the effect of an on-site staggered potential on the topological
phase boundary. We define the charge density wave (CDW)
order parameter as X = 1

L

∑L
i=1⟨n̂i,A − n̂i,B⟩, and present it

in Fig. 4 for (a) intracell and (b) intercell coupling schemes.
Here, the ⟨. . . ⟩ is understood as a thermal average with respect
to the thermal state. The staggered potential is taken to be
u = 0.2. The rest of the parameters are taken identical to
those in Fig. 2.

We find that as the electron-phonon coupling energy is in-
creased, χ approaches zero. This can be explained by the ex-
ponential suppression of the staggered potential, as exposed
in the effective Hamiltonian, Eq. (18). As such, at strong
coupling to the baths, the EGP value that the RM model is
expected to approach is that of the SSH model, depending
on the coupling scheme. This is shown in Fig. 4 (c)-(d):
At weak coupling, the EGP deviates from quantized values,
±π/2. However, as the coupling energy to the baths is in-
creased, the EGP approached −π/2 (+π/2) for the intracell
(intercell) coupling scheme (follow the direction of white ar-
rows). Although the sign of the EGP is maintained in com-
parison to the phase diagram depicted in Fig. 2, there is no
topological phase transition presented. Instead, we obverse
only an asymptotic approach to the quantized EGP values.

Complementing the map of the EGP, in Fig. 5, we plot the
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FIG. 5. Analysis of the Rice-Mele model showing the EGP for an
intracell (brown circle) and intercell (green cross) coupling schemes.
Parameters are identical to that in Fig. 4. As the coupling strength
increases, the intracell scheme approaches an EGP value of −π/2,
while the intercell scheme goes to π/2. That is, the sublattice sym-
metry is restored with increasing λ, and the EGP approaches the val-
ues for the SSH model.

EGP for sample values of v/w ratios. These are the EGP val-
ues along the eight white arrows shown in Fig. 4 (c) and (d).
We plot four curves (green crosses) corresponding to the inter-
cell electron-phonon coupling scheme and four plots (brown
circles) for the intracell scheme. As one increases λ, the EGP
asymptotically approaches π/2 (−π/2) for the intercell (in-
tracell) coupling schemes, as expected.

FIG. 6. Two dimensional generalization of the SSH chain with inter-
cell coupling to heat baths. This coupling scheme will suppress v and
the bulk t hopping, but retain the boundary t hopping amplitudes.

V. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

In this paper, using a semi analytical tool, we studied how
the boundary between the topologically insulating phase and
the trivially insulating phase of the SSH chain was modified
by coupling the system to local heat baths. We adopted either

an intracell or intercell coupling schemes. In both coupling
models, the construction of an effective system Hamiltonian
using the RCPT approach uncovered the underlying physics
leading to the modification of the phase diagram due to the
coupling to baths: The effective Hamiltonian revealed the
renormalization of electron hoping terms due to the coupling
to thermal baths, and the generation of bath mediated electron-
electron interaction (repulsion) terms within (between) cells
for intra (inter) cell coupling. To analyze the role of the ther-
mal environments in modifying the topological insulator-band
insulation boundary, we computed the ensemble geometric
phase, a topological invariant for the density matrices.

The effective Hamiltonian approach allowed as to iden-
tify the dominant factor behind the baths’ effect on the
topological-normal insulator phase boundary by toggling the
bath-induced fermion-fermion interaction terms and examin-
ing their effect on the phase boundary. It turned out that, com-
pared to the direct renormalization of tunneling elements, the
bath-mediated dimerized interaction had a greater impact on
the fate of the topological phase. Overall, our study clarifies
the origin of the observation that whereas intracell electron-
bath interaction is detrimental for topology, an intercell cou-
pling favors the development of the topological phase71.

We also studied the Rice-Mele model, an SSH chain with
an on-site staggered potential. We found that these potentials
are exponentially suppressed in both coupling schemes when
increasing the couplings to the baths, thereby bringing the de-
viated EGP values back to their quantized values of ±π/2,
and approaching the behavior of the non staggered dissipative
SSH model.

Our mapping approach is not limited to a specific spectral
density function of the bath, but it only requires the residual
coupling (after the Markovian embedding) to be weak. As
such, our analysis suggests that the enhancement (suppres-
sion) of the topological window in the intercell (intracell) cou-
pling scheme is a general phenomenon, which is not limited
to a specific type of structured baths.

We now comment on future applications of this study. As
the RCPT method can be easily generalized to higher dimen-
sions, perhaps the most immediate next problem in the ex-
amination of dissipative phases could be the two-dimensional
(2D) SSH model. In Fig. 6, we present such a generalization
adopting an intercell coupling scheme. From our 1D exam-
ples we already know that in the effective Hamiltonian, it is
the v and t hopping amplitudes that will be exponentially sup-
pressed due to the intercell coupling to baths. In addition,
there will be bath-induced fermion-fermion interactions be-
tween electrons occupying neighboring unit cells. If one in-
troduces an open boundary condition, it can be readily shown
that the t hopping amplitudes along the two edges will not
be affected by the baths. Therefore, an edge modes will per-
sist along the entire boundary. Other dissipative, higher di-
mensional, or spin-full models exhibiting symmetry-protected
topological phases can be studied via the RCPT method.
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Appendix A: Details on the derivation of the effective Hamiltonian

Here, we go through the details of deriving the effective SSH Hamiltonian via the RCPT machinery under the intracell
coupling scheme. The effective Hamiltonian in the intercell coupling model can be trivially obtained from the intracell coupling
scheme result. We begin with the following total Hamiltonian

Ĥ = ĤSSH +

L∑
n=1

Ŝintra
n

∑
k

tk

(
ĉ†n,k + ĉn,k

)
+
∑
n,k

νk ĉ
†
n,k ĉn,k, (A1)

where ĤSSH is the periodic SSH model. It is given in terms of the tunneling parameters v and w according to

ĤSSH = −v

L∑
i=1

(
d̂†i,Ad̂i,B + d̂†i,B d̂i,A

)
− w

L−1∑
i=1

(
d̂†i,B d̂i+1,A + d̂†i+1,Ad̂i,B

)
− w

(
d̂†L,B d̂1,A + d̂†1,Ad̂L,B

)
. (A2)

The system operator that couples to the nth bath is given by Ŝintra
n = d̂†n,Ad̂n,B+d̂†n,B d̂n,A. For simplicity, we drop the superscript

“intra” from here on. Recall that n is the bath index, which is identical to the unit cell index i for the intracell coupling scheme.
We therefore use them interchangeably where appropriate. For clarity, we remind the reader of the RC Hamiltonian obtained
prior to the polaron transform,

ĤRC = ĤSSH + λ

L∑
n=1

Ŝintra
n

(
â†n + ân

)
+

L∑
n=1

Ωâ†nân +
∑
n

(
â†n + ân

)∑
k

fk

(
b̂†n,k + b̂n,k

)
+
∑
n,k

ωk b̂
†
n,k b̂n,k. (A3)

Here, {ân} are the RC operators extracted from each local bath, with bath index n. The effective system Hamiltonian is given
by consecutive polaron transformations applied onto the above Hamiltonian, followed by a truncation of each of the RC modes
to their ground state. That is,

Ĥ intra
SSH,eff = ⟨01, . . . , 0L|

L∏
n=1

(
Ûn

)
ĤSSH

L∏
n=1

(
Û†
n

)
|01, . . . , 0L⟩ −

λ2

Ω

L∑
n=1

Ŝ2
n, (A4)

see Eq. (5). Here, Ûn = exp
[
λ
Ω Ŝn(â

†
n − ân)

]
is the polaron transform unitary acting on the system and the RC mode. In order

for the RCPT treatment to work without ambiguity, the individual polaron transforms need to commute with one another. This
is indeed the case for our choice of Ŝn. The bosonic operators trivially commute with one another for different site index n and
one can easily show that [Ŝn, Ŝm] = 0 for n ̸= m since the hopping Hamiltonians commute with another if they do not share
lattice site(s). Furthermore, the truncation to the lowest RC mode commutes with the polaron unitary on the different subspace.
This means we can write Eq. (A4) in a more convenient form to analyze

Ĥ intra
SSH,eff = ⟨0L| ÛL ⟨0L−1| ÛL−1 . . . ⟨02| Û2 ⟨01| Û1ĤSSHÛ

†
1 |01⟩ Û

†
2 |02⟩ . . . Û

†
L−1 |0L−1⟩ Û†

L |0L⟩ −
λ2

Ω

L∑
n=1

Ŝ2
n. (A5)

The polaron transform and the associated truncation can be performed in any order. Therefore, we will demonstrate the effect of
a single transform followed by a truncation on an arbitrary bath index k. That is

⟨0k| ÛkĤSSHÛ
†
k |0k⟩ . (A6)

Explicitly writing down the polaron transform, we have

ÛkĤSSHÛ
†
k = ĤSSH+

λ

Ω
Âk

[
Ŝk, ĤSSH

]
+

1

2!

(
λ

Ω

)2

Â2
k

[
Ŝk,
[
Ŝk, ĤSSH

]]
+

1

3!

(
λ

Ω

)2

Â3
k

[
Ŝ2
k,
[
Ŝk,
[
Ŝk, ĤSSH

]]]
+. . . , (A7)
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where Âk = â†k − âk. Let us now consecutively compute the nested commutators. First, we evaluate

[
Ŝk, ĤSSH

]
=

[
d̂†k,Ad̂k,B + d̂†k,B d̂k,A,−w

L−1∑
i=1

(
d̂†i,B d̂i+1,A + d̂†i+1,Ad̂i,B

)
− w

(
d̂†L,B d̂1,A + d̂†1,Ad̂L,B

)]
. (A8)

The intracell hopping terms of the Hamiltonian with the hopping amplitudes v immediately commutes with our choice of Ŝk.
Therefore, we only need to consider the w hopping in the commutators. Out of these w hopping terms, only those that share the
same fermion sites will have a non-zero commutator (nearest-neighbour to the left and right). Hence, the commutator relation
reduces to[
Ŝk, ĤSSH

]
=
[
d̂†k,Ad̂k,B + d̂†k,B d̂k,A,−w

(
d̂†k,B d̂k+1,A + d̂†k+1,Ad̂k,B

)
− w

(
d̂†k−1,B d̂k,A + d̂†k,Ad̂k−1,B

)]
=− w

[
d̂†k,Ad̂k,B + d̂†k,B d̂k,A, d̂

†
k,B d̂k+1,A + d̂†k+1,Ad̂k,B

]
− w

[
d̂†k,Ad̂k,B + d̂†k,B d̂k,A, d̂

†
k−1,B d̂k,A + d̂†k,Ad̂k−1,B

]
.

(A9)
Using a known commutation relation for fermionic nearest-neighbour hopping terms, [d̂†i d̂j+ d̂†j d̂i, d̂

†
j d̂k+ d̂†kd̂j ] = d̂†i d̂k− d̂†kd̂i,

the above commutation relation reduces to[
Ŝk, ĤSSH

]
= −w

(
d̂†k,Ad̂k+1,A − d̂†k+1,Ad̂k,A

)
− w

(
d̂†k,B d̂k−1,B − d̂†k−1,B d̂k,B

)
. (A10)

We now compute the second-order contribution, which is given by[
Ŝk,
[
Ŝk, ĤSSH

]]
=
[
d̂†k,Ad̂k,B + d̂†k,B d̂k,A,−w

(
d̂†k,Ad̂k+1,A − d̂†k+1,Ad̂k,A

)
− w

(
d̂†k,B d̂k−1,B − d̂†k−1,B d̂k,B

)]
=− w

[
d̂†k,Ad̂k,B + d̂†k,B d̂k,A, d̂

†
k,Ad̂k+1,A − d̂†k+1,Ad̂k,A

]
− w

[
d̂†k,Ad̂k,B + d̂†k,B d̂k,A, d̂

†
k,B d̂k−1,B − d̂†k−1,B d̂k,B

]
.

(A11)
Let us compute the first commutator; the second commutator will have the same form,[

d̂†k,Ad̂k,B + d̂†k,B d̂k,A, d̂
†
k,Ad̂k+1,A − d̂†k+1,Ad̂k,A

]
=
[
d̂†k,Ad̂k,B , d̂

†
k,Ad̂k+1,A

]
−
[
d̂†k,Ad̂k,B , d̂

†
k+1,Ad̂k,A

]
+
[
d̂†k,B d̂k,A, d̂

†
k,Ad̂k+1,A

]
−
[
d̂†k,B d̂k,A, d̂

†
k+1,Ad̂k,A

] (A12)

Using the commutation identity, [Ô1Ô2, Ô3] = Ô1[Ô2, Ô3] + [Ô1, Ô3]Ô2, we can write[
d̂†k,Ad̂k,B + d̂†k,B d̂k,A, d̂

†
k,Ad̂k+1,A − d̂†k+1,Ad̂k,A

]
=d̂†k,A

[
d̂k,B , d̂

†
k,Ad̂k+1,A

]
+
[
d̂†k,A, d̂

†
k,Ad̂k+1,A

]
d̂k,B

−d̂†k,A

[
d̂k,B , d̂

†
k+1,Ad̂k,A

]
−
[
d̂†k,A, d̂

†
k+1,Ad̂k,A

]
d̂k,B

+d̂†k,B

[
d̂k,A, d̂

†
k,Ad̂k+1,A

]
+
[
d̂†k,B , d̂

†
k,Ad̂k+1,A

]
d̂k,A

−d̂†k,B

[
d̂k,A, d̂

†
k+1,Ad̂k,A

]
−
[
d̂†k,B , d̂

†
k+1,Ad̂k,A

]
d̂k,A.

(A13)

The only non-zero contributions will be the commutators involving creation and annihilation operators with the same index.
Therefore, the only surviving terms are fourth and fifth contributions. Hence,[

d̂†k,Ad̂k,B + d̂†k,B d̂k,A, d̂
†
k,Ad̂k+1,A − d̂†k+1,Ad̂k,A

]
=d̂†k,B

[
d̂k,A, d̂

†
k,Ad̂k+1,A

]
−
[
d̂†k,A, d̂

†
k+1,Ad̂k,A

]
d̂k,B

=d̂†k,B

(
d̂k,Ad̂

†
k,Ad̂k+1,A − d̂†k,Ad̂k+1,Ad̂k,A

)
−
(
d̂†k,Ad̂

†
k+1,Ad̂k,A − d̂†k+1,Ad̂k,Ad̂

†
k,A

)
d̂k,B

=d̂†k,B d̂k+1,A{d̂k,A, d̂†kA
}+ {d̂†k,A, d̂k,A}d̂

†
k+1,Ad̂k,B

=d̂†k,B d̂k+1,A + d̂†k+1,Ad̂k,B

(A14)

Due to symmetry, the second commutator from Eq. (A11) will be[
d̂†k,Ad̂k,B + d̂†k,B d̂k,A, d̂

†
k,B d̂k−1,B − d̂†k−1,B d̂k,B

]
= d̂†k−1,B d̂k,A + d̂†k,Ad̂k−1,B (A15)
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We therefore have[
Ŝk

[
Ŝk, ĤSSH

]]
= −w

(
d̂†k,B d̂k+1,A + d̂†k+1,Ad̂k,B

)
− w

(
d̂†k−1,B d̂k,A + d̂†k,Ad̂k−1,B

)
. (A16)

That is, we recover the same hopping Hamiltonians that is nearest neighbors to the left and to the right of our selected unit cell
k. Iterating, we are able to write

ÛkĤSSHÛ
†
k =ĤSSH + w

(
d̂†k,B d̂k+1,A + d̂†k+1,Ad̂k,B + d̂†k−1,B d̂k,A + d̂†k,Ad̂k−1,B

)
−w cosh

( λ
Ω
Âk

)(
d̂†k,B d̂k+1,A + d̂†k+1,Ad̂k,B + d̂†k−1,B d̂k,A + d̂†k,Ad̂k−1,B

)
−w sinh

( λ
Ω
Âk

)(
d̂†k,Ad̂k+1,A − d̂†k+1,Ad̂k,A + d̂†k,B d̂k−1,B − d̂†k−1,B d̂k,B

)
.

(A17)

That is, the polaron transform replaces the hopping Hamiltonian (second term of Eq. (A17)) with a bath-operator dressed one
(third term of Eq. (A17)) and further introduces a next-nearest neighbour hopping via the last term of Eq. (A17).

Next, we project the Hamiltonian into the ground state of the RC mode. This allows us to recover the system Hamiltonian,
with renormalized parameters. That is,

⟨0k| ÛkĤSSHÛ
†
k |0k⟩ =ĤSSH + w

(
d̂†k,B d̂k+1,A + d̂†k+1,Ad̂k,B + d̂†k−1,B d̂k,A + d̂†k,Ad̂k−1,B

)
−w ⟨0k| cosh

( λ
Ω
Âk

)
|0k⟩

(
d̂†k,B d̂k+1,A + d̂†k+1,Ad̂k,B + d̂†k−1,B d̂k,A + d̂†k,Ad̂k−1,B

)
−w ⟨0k| sinh

( λ
Ω
Âk

)
|0k⟩

(
d̂†k,Ad̂k+1,A − d̂†k+1,Ad̂k,A + d̂†k,B d̂k−1,B − d̂†k−1,B d̂k,B

)
.

(A18)

Note that ⟨0k| sinh
(

λ
Ω Âk

)
|0k⟩ = 0 since Âk = â†k − âk and the hyperbolic sine will involve only odd powers of Âk. We are

able to evaluate ⟨0k| cosh
(

λ
Ω Âk

)
|0k⟩ as

⟨0k| cosh
( λ
Ω
Âk

)
|0k⟩ =

1

2
⟨0k| e

λ
Ω (â†

k−âk) + e−
λ
Ω (â†

k−âk) |0k⟩ . (A19)

Defining a displacement operator, D(α) = eα(â
†
k−âk), where α = λ

Ω Î , we get

⟨0k| cosh
( λ
Ω
Âk

)
|0k⟩ =

1

2
⟨0k|D(α) +D(−α) |0k⟩

=
1

2
⟨0k|

(
e−

|λ/Ω|2
2

∞∑
n=0

( λΩ )
2

√
n!

|nk⟩+ e−
|λ/Ω|2

2

∞∑
n=0

(− λ
Ω )

2

√
n!

|nk⟩

)

=
1

2
⟨0k| e−

λ2

2Ω2 + e−
λ2

2Ω2 |0k⟩

=e−
λ2

2Ω2 .

(A20)

Therefore, we finally have

⟨0k| ÛkĤSSHÛ
†
k |0k⟩ =ĤSSH + w

(
d̂†k,B d̂k+1,A + d̂†k+1,Ad̂k,B + d̂†k−1,B d̂k,A + d̂†k,Ad̂k−1,B

)
−we−

λ2

2Ω2

(
d̂†k,B d̂k+1,A + d̂†k+1,Ad̂k,B + d̂†k−1,B d̂k,A + d̂†k,Ad̂k−1,B

) (A21)

Once we perform all the consecutive polaron transforms along with the truncation of all RCs for all the intracell hopping terms,
we end up with

⟨0L| ÛL ⟨0L−1| ÛL−1 . . . ⟨02| Û2 ⟨01| Û1ĤSSHÛ
†
1 |01⟩ Û

†
2 |02⟩ . . . Û

†
L−1 |0L−1⟩ Û†

L |0L⟩ = ĤSSH(v, w̃), (A22)

where w̃ = we−
λ2

Ω2 . The additional factor of two in the exponent, compared to the suppression written in Eq. (A21), arises due
to each intercell hopping Hamiltonian sharing two neighboring intracell hopping terms.
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We now examine the bath-induced interaction term given by the last term in Eq. (A5)

−λ2

Ω

L∑
n=1

Ŝ2
n =− λ2

Ω

L∑
n=1

(
d̂†n,Ad̂n,B + d̂†n,B d̂n,A

)2
=− λ2

Ω

L∑
n=1

(
d̂†n,Ad̂n,B d̂

†
n,B d̂n,A + d̂†n,B d̂n,Ad̂

†
n,Ad̂n,B

)
=− λ2

Ω

L∑
n=1

(
d̂†n,Ad̂n,A

(
1− d̂†n,B d̂n,B

)
+ d̂†n,B d̂n,B

(
1− d̂†n,Ad̂n,A

))
=− λ2

Ω

L∑
n=1

(
d̂†n,Ad̂n,A − d̂†n,B d̂n,B

)2
.

(A23)

Putting together the tunneling terms with the many-body interaction, the system Hamiltonian is given by

Ĥ intra
SSH,eff = ĤSSH(v, w̃)−

λ2

Ω

L∑
i=1

(n̂i,A − n̂i,B)
2 (A24)

By symmetry, in the case of the intercell coupling scheme, the v hopping is exponentially suppressed, instead of w, and the
baht-induced interaction term develops between n̂i+1,A and n̂i,B . That is,

Ĥ inter
SSH,eff = ĤSSH(ṽ, w)−

λ2

Ω

L∑
i=1

(n̂i+1,A − n̂i,B)
2 − λ2

Ω
(n̂1,A − n̂L,B)

2, (A25)

where ṽ = ve−
λ2

Ω2 .

Appendix B: Rice-Mele model: Staggered potential

Let us examine the effect of the intracell coupling scheme to the staggered potential terms. Consider the following Hamiltonian

Ĥ =

L∑
i=1

ĤSP,i(u) +HSSH(v, w) +

L∑
n=1

Ŝintra
n

∑
k

tk

(
ĉ†n,k + ĉn,k

)
+
∑
n,k

νk ĉ
†
n,k ĉ,n,k , (B1)

where ĤSP,i(u) = u(d̂†i,Ad̂i,A− d̂†i,B d̂i,B), the SSH chain Hamiltonian is as given by Eq. (A2), Ŝintra
n = d̂†n,Ad̂n,B +h.c.. Again,

we will interchangeably use the unit-cell index i and the bath index n. Since we already know that this coupling scheme will
generate many-body interaction terms given by Ĥ intra

MB = −λ2

Ω

∑L
i=1(d̂

†
i,Ad̂i,A − d̂†i,B d̂i,B)

2, we just need to work out how the u
parameter is renormalized under the intracell coupling scheme. That is, we need to compute

⟨01, . . . , 0L|
L∏

n=1

(
Ûn

) L∑
i=1

ĤSP,i(u)

L∏
n=1

(
Û†
n

)
|01, . . . , 0L⟩ , (B2)

where Ûn = exp
[
λ
Ω Ŝn(â

†
n − ân)

]
. Again, since the hopping Hamiltonians commute with one another, we are able to more

conveniently write the above expression as

⟨0L| ÛL ⟨0L−1| ÛL−1 . . . ⟨02| Û2 ⟨01| Û1

L∑
i=1

ĤSP,i(u)Û
†
1 |01⟩ Û

†
2 |02⟩ . . . Û

†
L−1 |0L−1⟩ Û†

L |0L⟩ . (B3)

Since the unitary transforms only affect fermions that are sharing the same lattice sites as the hopping Hamiltonian in the
exponential, we only need to focus on a sample unit-cell n. That is,

⟨0n| Û†
nĤSP,nÛn |0n⟩ = ĤSP,n +

λ

Ω
Ân

[
Ŝn, ĤSP,n

]
+

1

2!

(
λ

Ω

)2

Â2
n

[
Ŝn,

[
Ŝn, ĤSP,n

]]
+ . . . , (B4)
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where Ân = â†n − ân. Systematically computing the nested commutators, we first find after some algebra[
Ŝn, ĤSP,n

]
= 2u

(
d̂†n,B d̂n,A − d̂†n,Ad̂n,B

)
. (B5)

Next, for the first nested commutator, we get[
Ŝn,

[
Ŝn, ĤSP,n

]]
= 4u

(
d̂†n,Ad̂n,A − d̂n,B d̂n,B

)
, (B6)

for which the pattern continues. We therefore have

⟨0n| Û†
nĤSP,nÛn |0n⟩ = ⟨0n| ĤSP,n +

2λ

Ω
uÂn

(
d̂†n,B d̂n,A − d̂†n,Ad̂n,B

)
+

1

2!

(
2λ

Ω

)2

ĤSP,n + . . . |0n⟩ . (B7)

Since all the odd terms are zero after projecting to the ground state of the reaction coordinates we are left with

⟨0n| Û†
nĤSP,nÛn |0n⟩ = u ⟨0n| cosh

[2λ
Ω

(
â†n − ân

) ]
|0n⟩

(
d̂†n,Ad̂n,A − d̂n,B d̂n,B

)
. (B8)

Utilizing the displacement operator, D(α) = eα(â
†
n−ân), where α = 2λ

Ω Î , we find

⟨0n| cosh
(2λ
Ω

Ân

)
|0n⟩ =

1

2
⟨0n|D(α) +D(−α) |0n⟩

=
1

2
⟨0n|

(
e−

|2λ/Ω|2
2

∞∑
n=0

( 2λΩ )n
√
n!

|nn⟩+ e−
|2λ/Ω|2

2

∞∑
n=0

(− 2λ
Ω )n

√
n!

|nn⟩

)

=
1

2
⟨0n| e−

2λ2

Ω2 + e−
2λ2

Ω2 |0n⟩

=e−
2λ2

Ω2 .

(B9)

Therefore, the staggered potential is suppressed by the factor of e−
2λ2

Ω2 . The effective system Hamiltonian of the Rice-Mele
model would then be

Ĥ intra,eff
SP (u) = ĤSP(ũ) +HSSH(v, w̃) + Ĥ intra

MB , (B10)

where ũ = ue−
2λ2

Ω2 .
If we were to have more general starting chemical potential say µA for the A sites and µB for the B sites, the original chemical

potentials will be renormalized to

µ̃A =

[
µA cosh

( λ2

Ω2

)
+ µB sinh

( λ2

Ω2

)]
e−

λ2

Ω2

µ̃B =

[
µB cosh

( λ2

Ω2

)
+ µA sinh

( λ2

Ω2

)]
e−

λ2

Ω2

. (B11)

For µA = u and µB = −u, the above formula indeed goes to the total suppression of e−
2λ2

Ω2 .

Appendix C: Inadequacy of the MF treatment of the bath-induced interactions

In this appendix, we demonstrate that a mean-field (MF) approximation to the bath-induced many-body interaction terms will
lead to an incorrect phase diagram. One might initially argue that the dissipative schemes presented in the main text does not
strictly depict one-dimensional scenarios. That is, as we introduce bosonic baths on each unit-cell (or unit-cell boundary) of the
SSH chain, it is tempting to imagine that there might exist a long-range order, even at finite temperature. For instance, given the
form of the bath-induced many-body interaction for the intracell coupling scheme, Ĥ intra

MB = −λ2

Ω

∑L
i=1(n̂i,A − n̂i,B)

2, a charge
density wave seems to be a possible instability. This is because it is energetically advantageous to occupy solely A sites or B
sites.

Let us now go through the standard MF procedure for the intracell coupling scheme. The intercell coupling scheme result can
be trivially obtained afterwards. First, we note that the interacting Hamiltonian described by the last term of Eq. (11) can be
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approximated in the following way: If we define the operator, χ̂i,AB = n̂i,A − n̂i,B , it allows us to write the interaction term as
−λ2

Ω

∑L
i=1 χ̂

2
i,AB . Then, we decompose χ̂i,AB = ⟨χ̂i,AB⟩MF + δχ̂i,AB where the χ0 ≡ ⟨χ̂i,AB⟩MF and δχ̂i,AB correspond to a

CDW order parameter, and a small deviation from it respectively. This leads to

χ2
i,AB =χ2

0 + 2χ0δχ̂i,AB + (δχ̂i,AB)
2

≃χ2
0 + 2χ0 (χ̂i,AB − χ0)

=2χ0χ̂i,AB − χ2
0.

(C1)

The MF Hamiltonian we analyze is therefore given as

Ĥ intra,MF
SSH,eff = ĤSSH(v, w̃)−

λ2

Ω

L∑
i=1

(
2χ0 (n̂i,A − n̂i,B)− χ2

0

)
. (C2)

Similarly, performing the MF approximation on the intercell coupling Hamiltonian described by Eq. (16) leads to

Ĥ inter,MF
SSH,eff = ĤSSH(ṽ, w)−

λ2

Ω

L−1∑
i=1

(
2χ0 (n̂i+1,A − n̂i,B)− χ2

0

)
. (C3)

That is, a staggered potential emerges, suggesting a possible CDW order by breaking the sub-lattice symmetry. Already at this
point, one should be alarmed at the final form of the effective Hamiltonian. The sub-lattice symmetry is crucial in defining the
two topological phases. However, from the MF Hamiltonians above, if the coupling strength is above some critical value λc, the
chain will develop a CDW order.

We now apply the MF self-consistency loop to identify the order parameter χ0, which we will assume take a positive value.
That is, we are breaking the sub-lattice symmetry by hand, so that the A sites sit at a lower chemical potential. In addition, since
we consider the SSH chain at half-filling, to correctly implement the fermion anti-commutation relation for many non-interacting
fermions, we employ the following formula to compute the thermal average,

⟨eM̂ ⟩ = det(Î − f̂(Ei, µ) + eM̂ f̂(Ei, µ)). (C4)

Here, f̂(Ei, µ) is a diagonal matrix of Fermi-Dirac distributions with energy Ei and chemical potential µ. Namely: f̂(Ei, µ) =

diag(f(E1, µ), f(E2, µ), . . . , f(EN , µ)). We note that M̂ is a matrix representation of an observerable of interest in the energy
basis. Since we have to compute χ0 = ⟨χ̂i,AB⟩MF, which is not raised to the power of an exponential, we instead compute

χ = lim
ξ→0

d

dξ
det(Î − f̂(Ei, µ) + eξχ̂

E
i,AB f̂(Ei, µ)) (C5)

where χ̂E
i,AB = Û†χ̂i,ABÛ . We have defined Û as a unitary transformation diagonalizing Ĥ intra,MF

SSH,eff = Û ÊÛ† with Ê =

diag(E1, E2, . . . , EN ). With periodic boundary conditions, all the unit cells are identical to one another. We have therefore
restricted the order parameter to the first unit cell (i = 1). The differentiation w.r.t. ξ is performed numerically, which shows
excellent convergence. The determinant formula (Eq. (C5)) can also handle the zero temperature limit by first finding the
appropriate µ at half-filling, which is simply taken to be the average value of the middle point in the energy spectra. Then, each
diagonal element of f̂(Ei, µ) is either 1 or 0 if Ei < µ or Ei > µ, respectively. At finite temperature, we identify the correct µ
at half-filling by setting the following constraint, L =

∑N
i=1 f(Ei, µ).

Once we identify the correct MF Hamiltonian and its parameter, we compute the EGP. To correctly incorporate the fermion
anti-commutation relation, we use the following formula to extract the EGP87,

ϕE = Im ln det[Î − f(Ĝ) + f(Ĝ)T̂ ], (C6)

where f(Ĝ) = (eĜ + Î)−1 and Ĝ = β(Ĥ intra/inter
SSH,eff − µN̂) with N̂ =

∑L
i=1(n̂i,A + n̂i,B).

In Fig. 7, we plot the EGP for L = 25, w = 1, Ω = 10, at T = 0.1 and 0.5. We find that if λ exceeds some critical λc, the
chain develops a CDW order, where the EGP takes a value close to zero. The topological phase boundary that separates TI and
BI here is simply given by the relative ratio of the effective v and w parameters. That is, it should be identical to that of the ED
results presented in the main text, but where the bath-induced many-body interaction is turned off, compare Fig. 7 to 2.
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FIG. 7. Phase diagram of the dissipative SSH model obtain by a mean-field treatment. We present the EGP for intracell (a), (c) and intercell
(b), (d) coupling schemes in units of π/2. Parameters used are L = 25, w = 1, Ω = 10. We show results for T = 0.1 (a)-(b) and T = 0.5
(c)-(d). Treating the bath-induced interaction terms in a MF fashion incorrectly predicts a third phase (CDW) due to the artificial breaking of
the sub-lattice symmetry.

1 A Yu Kitaev, “Unpaired majorana fermions in quantum wires,”
Physics-Uspekhi 44, 131 (2001).

2 Jason Alicea, “New directions in the pursuit of majorana fermions
in solid state systems,” Reports on Progress in Physics 75, 076501
(2012).

3 Roman M. Lutchyn, Jay D. Sau, and S. Das Sarma, “Majorana
fermions and a topological phase transition in semiconductor-
superconductor heterostructures,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 077001
(2010).

4 Yuval Oreg, Gil Refael, and Felix von Oppen, “Helical liquids
and majorana bound states in quantum wires,” Phys. Rev. Lett.
105, 177002 (2010).

5 Jay D. Sau, Sumanta Tewari, Roman M. Lutchyn, Tudor D.
Stanescu, and S. Das Sarma, “Non-abelian quantum order in spin-
orbit-coupled semiconductors: Search for topological majorana
particles in solid-state systems,” Phys. Rev. B 82, 214509 (2010).

6 Elsa Prada, Pablo San-Jose, and Ramón Aguado, “Transport
spectroscopy of ns nanowire junctions with majorana fermions,”
Phys. Rev. B 86, 180503 (2012).

7 V. Mourik, K. Zuo, S. M. Frolov, S. R. Plissard, E. P.
A. M. Bakkers, and L. P. Kouwenhoven, “Signatures of
majorana fermions in hybrid superconductor-semiconductor
nanowire devices,” Science 336, 1003–1007 (2012),
https://www.science.org/doi/pdf/10.1126/science.1222360.

8 H. O. H. Churchill, V. Fatemi, K. Grove-Rasmussen, M. T. Deng,
P. Caroff, H. Q. Xu, and C. M. Marcus, “Superconductor-
nanowire devices from tunneling to the multichannel regime:
Zero-bias oscillations and magnetoconductance crossover,” Phys.
Rev. B 87, 241401 (2013).

9 A. D. K. Finck, D. J. Van Harlingen, P. K. Mohseni, K. Jung, and
X. Li, “Anomalous modulation of a zero-bias peak in a hybrid
nanowire-superconductor device,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 126406
(2013).

10 Nadj-Perge S, IK. Drozdov, J. Li, H. Chen, S. Jeon, J. Seo,
AH. MacDonald, BA. Bernevig, and A. Yazdani, “Topologi-
cal matter. observation of majorana fermions in ferromagnetic
atomic chains on a superconductor,” Science 346, 602–7 (2014),
https://www.science.org/doi/pdf/10.1126/science.1216022.

11 S. M. Albrecht, A. P. Higginbotham, M. Madsen, F. Kuem-
meth, T. S. Jespersen, J. Nygård, P. Krogstrup, and
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17 S. Vaitiekėnas, G. W. Winkler, B. van Heck, T. Karzig, M.-T.
Deng, K. Flensberg, L. I. Glazman, C. Nayak, P. Krogstrup, R. M.
Lutchyn, and C. M. Marcus, “Flux-induced topological supercon-
ductivity in full-shell nanowires,” Science 367, eaav3392 (2020),
https://www.science.org/doi/pdf/10.1126/science.aav3392.

18 Haining Pan and S. Das Sarma, “Physical mechanisms for zero-
bias conductance peaks in majorana nanowires,” Phys. Rev. Res.
2, 013377 (2020).

19 Sankar Das Sarma and Haining Pan, “Disorder-induced zero-bias
peaks in majorana nanowires,” Phys. Rev. B 103, 195158 (2021).

20 Takashi Mori, Tomotaka Kuwahara, and Keiji Saito, “Rigorous
bound on energy absorption and generic relaxation in periodically
driven quantum systems,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 120401 (2016).

21 Dmitry A. Abanin, Wojciech De Roeck, Wen Wei Ho, and
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36 Yuto Ashida, Ata ç İmamoğlu, and Eugene Demler, “Cavity quan-
tum electrodynamics with hyperbolic van der waals materials,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 130, 216901 (2023).

37 Kanta Masuki and Yuto Ashida, “Berry phase and topology in
ultrastrongly coupled quantum light-matter systems,” Phys. Rev.
B 107, 195104 (2023).

38 Kanta Masuki and Yuto Ashida, “Cavity moiré materials: Con-
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