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Enhanced experimental capabilities to control nonlocal and power-law decaying interactions are
currently fuelling intense research in the domain of quantum many-body physics. Compared to their
counterparts with short-ranged interactions, long-range interacting systems display novel physics,
such as nonlinear light cones for the propagation of information or inequivalent thermodynamic
ensembles. In this work, we consider generic long-range open quantum systems in arbitrary dimen-
sions and focus on the so-called strong long-range regime. We prove that in the thermodynamic limit
local properties, captured by reduced quantum states, are described by an emergent non-interacting
theory. Here, the dynamics factorizes and the individual constituents of the system evolve inde-
pendently such that no correlations are generated over time. In this sense, long-range interacting
systems are locally non-interacting. This has significant implications for their relaxation behavior,
for instance in relation to the emergence of long-lived quasi-stationary states or to the absence of
thermalization.

Introduction.— Many-body quantum systems with
power-law decaying interactions appear in a variety of ex-
perimental setups [1], including cavity-atom systems [2],
trapped ions [3, 4] and Rydberg atoms [5–7]. The inter-
action range, i.e., the power-law exponent α associated
with the interaction potential [see sketch in Fig. 1(a)],
can be controlled [3, 8], and typically ranges from α = 0
for infinite-range interactions [3], to α = 6 for van der
Waals interactions [9], or can even be α → ∞ for nearest-
neighbor forces [10]. The presence of long-range interac-
tions allows for the emergence of novel physical effects
[1, 8, 11–13], including nonlinear propagation of correla-
tions or the inequivalence of thermodynamic ensembles.
Harnessing long-range interactions is thus not only of
fundamental interest but also of appeal for technological
applications, e.g., to enhance correlations or accelerate
entanglement spreading [1, 14].

Long-range interacting systems are frequently consid-
ered in the context of spins, which are arranged on a d-
dimensional lattice [15–17], and which interact pairwise
with couplings following a power-law decay [cf. Fig. 1(a)].
Exploring these systems is challenging (see also results
in classical settings [18–21]), as state-of-the-art numeri-
cal methods face difficulties implementing long-range in-
teractions and capturing correlations [22–24]. Moreover,
only a few analytical results have been established be-
yond the case of quadratic theories [12] or systems with
infinite-range interactions [25–27], let alone for nonequi-
librium open quantum dynamics [28–35].

In this paper, we rigorously derive the emergent dy-
namics of long-range interacting open quantum systems,
in the strong long-range regime [1]. We consider generic
many-body systems, in arbitrary dimension, with power-
law decaying interactions characterized by an exponent
α ≤ d and a dynamical generator that is extensive in the
particle number [12, 36, 37]. We demonstrate that, in

FIG. 1. Long-range interacting quantum systems. (a)
Quantum system consisting of N D-level particles, arranged
on a d-dimensional lattice Γ. The vector rk gives the position
of the kth lattice site. The local dynamics is described by
the generator Lk. The two-body long-range interactions are
encoded in Ljk and their strength decays as the inverse power
(exponent α) of the interparticle distance. (b) For α ≤ d the

reduced state ϱ
(Λ)
N,t, associated with a subset Λ of sites [see

panel (a)], remains in product form, in the thermodynamic
limit, if initially a product state. This is a characteristic
feature of mean-field theories. On the contrary, for α > d,
nonvanishing correlations can be, in general, dynamically es-
tablished.

the thermodynamic limit, the long-range dynamics is ex-
actly captured by an effective nonlinear mean-field theory
[cf. Fig. 1(b)].

Our rigorous results shed light on a number of intrigu-
ing phenomena: they explain the existence of long-lived
quasi-stationary states [12, 26, 27], as fixed points of
the nonlinear mean-field equations. They also predict
the lack of equilibration in generic (unitary) long-range
dynamics, as a consequence of the non-interacting
character of the emergent dynamics. These findings are
of immediate relevance for analyzing the behavior of a
number of experimental platforms, including Rydberg
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atoms [9, 38], cavity-atom systems [2, 39], and disordered
long-range interacting systems that can host quantum
associative memories [39–43].

Long-range open quantum systems.— We focus on
many-body quantum systems defined on a d-dimensional
regular lattice Γ, with N = Ld sites [cf. Fig. 1(a)].
The position of each site is identified by a vector r =
(r1, r2, . . . , rd)T , whose entries can assume the values
rµ = 1, 2, . . . , L. The distance between two sites, j and
k, is given by the Euclidean distance ∥rj − rk∥Γ, where
the subscript Γ indicates that boundary conditions are
accounted for. Each site is occupied by a D-level system
and the Hilbert space associated with a subset of sites
Λ ⊆ Γ [cf. Fig. 1(a)] is given by HΛ =

⊗
j∈Λ CD.

The state of the many-body system is described by a
density operator ϱN , such that ϱN ≥ 0 and trΓϱN = 1,
where trΛ is the trace over the sites in Λ. Its evolu-
tion is implemented by the quantum master equation
ϱ̇N,t = LN [ϱN,t] [28–30], with Lindblad generator LN

decomposing into a Hamiltonian and a dissipative term,
as LN [·] = −i[HN , ·] + DN [·]. We take Hamiltonian op-
erators of the form

HN =
∑
k∈Γ

h
(k)
k +

1

2cNα

∑
j,k∈Γ,j ̸=k

V
(jk)
jk

∥rj − rk∥αΓ
. (1)

The superscripts highlight the sites on which the oper-
ators act. The first sum contains (possibly inhomoge-
neous) single-site terms hk, while the second one de-
scribes long-range interactions, encoded in the (possi-
bly inhomogeneous) two-body operators Vjk. The inter-
action strength decays algebraically with the distance,
through the interaction-range exponent α [cf. Fig. 1(a)].
For α ≤ d, the double sum in Eq. (1) becomes super-
extensive in N , leading to unphysical behavior in the
thermodynamic limit N → ∞ [26]. To prevent this, we
include the so-called Kac factor, cNα =

∑
j∈Γ ∥rj∥

−α
Γ [see

Eq. (1)], which restores the extensivity of the Hamilto-
nian [36]. For large N , the Kac factor scales as [26]

cNα
N≫1∝

 N1−α/d α < d
logN α = d
const. α > d

. (2)

Dissipative dynamical effects are modeled via the map

DN [·] =
∑
µ

∑
j,k∈Γ

γµ
jk

(
L(j)
µ · L(k) †

µ − 1

2

{
L(k) †
µ L(j)

µ , ·
})

,

(3)
which contains (possibly inhomogeneous) single-site and
long-range terms. The index µ labels different processes

represented by the operators L
(k)
µ and the matrices γµ

jk

decompose as

γµ
jk = κµ

j δjk +
wµ

jk

2cNα [δjk + (1− δjk)∥rj − rk∥αΓ]
. (4)

The rates κµ
j are local dissipation rates, while the matri-

ces wµ
jk specify long-range collective dissipative effects.

The generator LN must implement a completely positive
dynamics, which is for instance ensured by γµ ≥ 0, ∀µ.
It can also be divided into local and nonlocal terms as
[see details in Ref. [44] and Fig. 1(a)]

LN =
∑
k∈Γ

L(k)
k +

1

2cNα

∑
j,k∈Γ

L(jk)
jk

[δjk + (1− δjk)∥rj − rk∥αΓ]
.

(5)
The second term features an unconstrained double sum,
so that the factor 1/2 avoids double counting.

Local mean-field dynamics.— Accessible informa-
tion about many-body systems is contained in reduced
quantum states, describing finite subsets of particles
[cf. Fig. 1(a)]. For instance, sample-average properties,
e.g., order parameters, can be computed through single-
particle states while two-body correlations through two-
particle states. In what follows, we focus on the reduced
state of a generic finite subset of particles Λ and demon-
strate that, in the regime α ≤ d and in the thermody-
namic limit, it obeys a nonlinear mean-field dynamics
[cf. Fig. 1(b)]. To show this fact, we give here a heuristic
argument (see also Ref. [45]) while we provide a rigorous
proof in Ref. [44].
Let us consider a finite subset of sites, Λ ⊂ Γ, and

denote the associated reduced state as ϱ
(Λ)
N,t = trΛ′ϱN,t,

where Λ′ indicates the complement of Λ. By taking the
time derivative and recalling Eq. (5), we find

ϱ̇
(Λ)
N,t =

∑
k∈Λ

L(k)
k [ϱ

(Λ)
N,t] +

1

cNα

∑
j∈Λ,k∈Λ′

CN
jk[ϱ

(Λ∪{k})
N,t ]

+
1

2cNα

∑
j,k∈Λ

L(jk)
jk [ϱ

(Λ)
N,t]

[δjk/2 + (1− δjk)∥rj − rk∥αΓ]
.

(6)

The first term on the right-hand side of the equation in-
cludes local dynamical contributions, while the third one
contains interactions among particles in Λ. The second
term accounts for interactions between the particles in
Λ and those in the remainder, Γ \ Λ, of the many-body
system. Such an interaction is captured by the “collision
operator” [25]

CN
jk[ϱ

(Λ∪{k})
N ] =

1

∥rj − rk∥αΓ
trk

(
L(jk)
jk [ϱ

(Λ∪{k})
N,t ]

)
, (7)

for j ∈ Λ, k ∈ Λ′. The relation in Eq. (6) defines a

hierarchy of differential equations, manifesting in ϱ
(Λ)
N,t

depending on the reduced states ϱ
(Λ∪{k})
N,t involving the

particles in Λ plus a particle in Λ′ [25, 27, 31, 45].
As shown by Eq. (2), in the strong long-range regime

α ≤ d [1], the factor cNα diverges. This suggests that, the
term in the second line of Eq. (6), solely involving finite
sums, is vanishing for large N . On the other hand, the
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collision term survives as it is averaged over an extensive
number of particles. For N ≫ 1, we thus have

ϱ̇
(Λ)
N,t ≈

∑
k∈Λ

L(k)
k [ϱ

(Λ)
N,t] +

∑
j∈Λ,k∈Λ′

1

cNα
CN
jk[ϱ

(Λ∪{k})
N,t ] . (8)

Since the equation is valid for finite Λ and large N , we
can additionally extend the sum over k, from k /∈ Λ to
k ̸= j. This introduces a new hierarchy of equations,

which is solved by reduced states ϱ
(Λ)
N,t ≈

⊗
j∈Λ ϱ̃

(j)
N,t, with

the single-particle states ϱ̃
(j)
N,t obeying suitable dynamical

equations [see Eq. (10) below].

Theorem 1. Let us consider an initial state ϱN =⊗
j∈Γ ϱ

(j)
N and the generator in Eq. (5). For α ≤ d, given

a finite set Λ, we have

lim
N→∞

[
ϱ
(Λ)
N,t −

⊗
j∈Λ

ϱ̃
(j)
N,t

]
= 0 , (9)

in trace-norm. Here, ϱ̃
(j)
N,t obeys the equation

˙̃ϱ
(j)
N,t = Lj [ϱ̃

(j)
N,t] +

∑
k∈Γ,k ̸=j

tr2(Ljk[ϱ̃
(j)
N,t ⊗ ϱ̃

(k)
N,t])

cNα ∥rj − rk∥αΓ
, (10)

with ϱ̃
(j)
N,t=0 = ϱ

(j)
N . The map Lj acts on single-particle

reduced states, Ljk acts on the tensor product of two
single-particle states, and tr2 is the trace over the sec-
ond entry of the tensor product.

Proof. The proof relies on constructing perturbation-
series expansions, in terms of the collision operators, for
the solutions of Eq. (6), Eq. (8), and Eq. (10). It then
shows that these series converge (uniformly in N and
in trace norm) [25] and that they are equivalent in the
thermodynamic limit (see details in Ref. [44]).

Our theorem shows that, for large N , reduced states
of the many-body quantum system remain in product
form, if they initially are, and are fully determined by

the single-particle states ϱ̃
(j)
N,t. The latter evolve through

a dissipative Hartree-like [25, 45] dynamics [cf. Eq. (10)].
Contrary to a standard (permutation-invariant) mean-
field scenario, the generic situation considered so far does
not allow for an immediate statement on the convergence,

with N , of ϱ̃
(j)
N,t to a well-defined limit ϱ̃

(j)
∞,t. This is due

to the allowed inhomogeneous parameters, or disorder, in
the dynamical generator [cf. Eq. (1) and Eq. (4)]. More-
over, it is intrinsically related to the fact that long-range
interactions are not permutation invariant. As a conse-
quence, the convergence of reduced single-particle states
is strictly tied to the convergence of the average over col-
lisions in Eq. (10) (see Proposition 1 below), which is
not obvious as in permutation-invariant cases. Even in
the most general case, our theorem however permits the
efficient analysis of the system as well as of convergence

of the reduced single-particle states, e.g., via numerical
integration of Eq. (10) for increasing N .
To make analytical progress, we focus instead on

homogeneous single-site and interaction terms. That is,
we consider Lk = L1, ∀k, and Ljk = L12, ∀j ̸= k. In
this setting, we prove convergence of the reduced states
with N and discuss the role of the boundary conditions.

Impact of boundary conditions.— For short-range
interacting systems, the lattice boundary conditions are
irrelevant, in the thermodynamic limit, when considering
bulk properties. As we shall see, instead, in the presence
of strong long-range interactions, boundary conditions
have a dramatic impact.
The case of periodic boundary conditions is straight-

forward to treat with our theorem and becomes equiv-
alent to typical mean-field scenarios. In fact, assuming
a translation-invariant initial product state, the periodic
boundary conditions ensure a translation-invariant sys-
tem. Our theorem shows that reduced states remain in
product form, so that the translation invariance of the
system is “promoted”, in the thermodynamic limit, to
an emergent permutation invariance. Rigorously, this
fact can be established by considering that a translation-

invariant ansatz for reduced states, i.e., ϱ̃
(j)
N,t = ϱ̃

(k)
N,t,

∀j, k, solves Eq. (10) in the case of periodic boundary con-

ditions. We thus have that ϱ̃
(j)
N,t → ϱ̃∞,t, which does not

depend on j and obeys the nonlinear differential equation

˙̃ϱ∞,t = L1[ϱ̃∞,t] + tr2 (L12[ϱ̃∞,t ⊗ ϱ̃∞,t]) , (11)

reminiscent of infinite-range interacting systems [31].
To address the case of open boundary conditions, we

introduce a rescaled spatial coordinate xj = rj/L and

relabel the reduced states as ϱ̃
(j)
N,t ↔ ϱ̃

(xj)
N,t . For homo-

geneous dynamical generators, the continuity of reduced
single-particle states in the rescaled spatial coordinate is
preserved in time. This allows us to recast the average
over collisions in Eq. (10) as a Riemann sum. In the
thermodynamic limit N → ∞, the latter converges to an
integral, as formalized in the following proposition (see
proof in Ref. [44]).

Proposition 1. Let us consider the generator in Eq. (5),
with α < d and homogeneous single-site and interac-
tion terms. Let us also assume an initial product state

ϱN =
⊗

j∈Γ ϱ
(xj)
N , which is continuous in the rescaled

coordinate xj in the thermodynamic limit. The reduced

state ϱ̃
(xj)
N,t converges, in the thermodynamic limit, to

ϱ̃
(x)
∞,t, with limN→∞ xj = x, satisfying

˙̃ϱ
(x)
∞,t = L1[ϱ̃

(x)
∞,t] + θ(α)

∫ 1

0

dy
tr2(L12[ϱ̃

(x)
∞,t ⊗ ϱ̃

(y)
∞,t])

∥x− y∥αΓ
,

(12)
where θ(α) = limN→∞N1−α/d/cNα .
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FIG. 2. Long-range dissipative quench. (a) One-
dimensional open chain composed of N spin-1/2 particles,
featuring power-law interactions with coupling strength Ω.
Local dissipation implements transitions between spin states,
|↓⟩ ↔ |↑⟩, at rate κ. We focus on the evolution of two sites.
(b) Collision-model circuit used for numerical simulations.

The reduced two-spin state ϱ
({j,k})
N,t is obtained by applying

a sequence of unitary gates and two additional dissipative
gates on the spins of interest. After each interaction of the
two spins with an external one, the latter can be traced out.

The presence of long-range interactions is such that,
the dynamics of reduced single-particle states is “in-
stantaneously” affected by the state of all other sites in
the lattice [accounted for by the integral in Eq. (12)],
even of those infinitely far apart. Note that, the case
α = d is not included since in this case the average over
collisions is not equivalent to a Riemann sum [cf. Eq. (2)].

Long-range dissipative quench.— To benchmark our
derivation, we focus on a dissipative instance of the
paradigmatic long-range Ising model, see, e.g., Refs. [8,
12, 46]. Considering such a system further allows us to
demonstrate how our results can shed new insights on the
dynamical behavior of long-range interacting systems,
e.g., on the emergence of long-lived quasi-stationary
states [12, 26, 27].

We take a spin-1/2 chain (d = 1) with open bound-
ary conditions, as illustrated in Fig. 2(a), and unitary
dynamics governed by the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1), with

hk = 0 and V
(jk)
12 = Ωσ

(j)
x σ

(k)
x . The dissipative contribu-

tion is local, with

L(j)
1 [·] = κ

(
σ(j)
x · σ(j)

x − 1

2

{
σ(j)
x σ(j)

x , ·
})

, (13)

and accounts for incoherent transitions between the two
spin states [cf. Fig. 2(a)]. For such model, the dissipa-
tive contributions and the Hamiltonian interaction terms
commute among themselves. This fact allows us to sim-
ulate the evolution of reduced states, by means of a
collision-model circuit [47, 48] like the one sketched in
Fig. 2(b), for up to 107 spin particles. Such large numbers
of particles are needed to observe the onset of the mean-
field dynamics throughout the whole regime α ∈ [0, d].
First, we show that, for increasing N , two-spin reduced

FIG. 3. Numerical benchmark. (a) Correlation Czz (see
main text) of spins j and j + 1, with j = N/2. The plot
shows different system sizes, N = 5 × 104, 1 × 106, 16 × 106,
for κ = 0.1Ω and Ωt = 0.5. The inset shows Czz for up to
N = 16×106 and α = 0.8, 1, 1.2. (b) Spin magnetization ⟨σz⟩
as a function of time and lattice site, for N = 1000, κ = 0.1Ω
and α = 0.8. The inset shows ⟨σz⟩ for a particle in the bulk
(j = N/2) and one at the boundary (j = 1). The dashed line
is the effective dynamics [cf. Eq. (14)] while solid lines are
numerical results for N = 1000, 5000, 10000. For both panels,
the initial state is ϱN = ⊗N

k=1ϱ1 with ϱ1 = [1, 1− i; 1+ i, 4]/5.

states converge to a product state. To this end, we con-

sider the correlation Czz = ⟨σ(j)
z σ

(j+1)
z ⟩ − ⟨σ(j)

z ⟩⟨σ(j+1)
z ⟩,

between adjacent particles at the center of the chain
(j = N/2) and at a fixed time. This quantity, which
effectively acts as an “order parameter” for mean-field
behavior, is shown in Fig. 3(a) for different values of α.
For α ≪ 1, the correlation is essentially zero for the con-
sidered system sizes. In the regime α ∈ [0.5, 1], we in-
stead observe a nonzero correlation. The latter is, how-
ever, only due to finite-size effects as demonstrated by
the scaling shown in the inset. For α > 1, the correlation
instead converges to a finite value in the thermodynamic
limit [see inset of Fig. 3(a)]. In Ref. [44], we show addi-
tional results on the quantum mutual information.

We then perform a direct computation of the inhomo-
geneous mean-field equation in Eq. (12). Considering our
theorem [cf. Eq. (10)], for the model at hand the collision
operator reduces to a nonlinear Hamiltonian contribution

∝ tr(σxϱ̃
(xk)
N,t )[σx, ϱ̃

(xj)
N,t ]. Since σx is conserved, the trace

is equal to the initial expectation value ⟨σx⟩. The av-
erage over collisions in Eq. (10) can thus be written as
a Riemann sum solely involving the power-law function.
As such, we analytically calculate

ϱ̇
(x)
∞,t = −iϕ(x)[σx, ϱ

(x)
∞,t] + L1[ϱ

(x)
∞,t] , (14)

with ϕ(x) = ⟨σx⟩Ωθ(α)
∫ 1

0
dy |x−y|−α. Such an equation

is benchmarked in Fig. 3(d).
The nonlinear and non-interacting character of the

dynamics governed by Eq. (14) provides simple, yet
rigorous, insights on the emergence of the long-lived
quasi-stationary states observed in Refs. [12, 26]. There,
a unitary quench from a state with ⟨σx⟩ = 0 was con-
sidered. Our results imply that, in the thermodynamic
limit, the system must obey Eq. (14), with κ = 0, so
that an initial state with ⟨σx⟩ = 0 is a fixed point of
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the emergent dynamics. Therefore, for finite systems,
the quantum many-body state must necessarily become
longer and longer lived upon increasing the number of
particles. [Fig. 3(b) displays dynamics since we consider
a state with ⟨σx⟩ ≠ 0.]

Discussion.— Our theorem is very general and cov-
ers the cases of disordered single-site and interacting
terms as well as of generic inhomogeneous dynamics. Im-
portantly, it allows for the exploration of strong long-
range interacting dynamics with a linear complexity in
the system size [cf. Eq. (10)]. Our proposition demon-
strates the impact of boundary conditions on the emer-
gent dynamics. For periodic boundaries and translation-
invariant dynamical generators, the system becomes per-
mutation invariant in the thermodynamic limit. For open
boundaries, it is instead described by an inhomogeneous
mean-field theory (see, e.g., Refs. [49–52] for inhomoge-
neous mean-field equations in related contexts). While
Eqs. (10-12) may look abstract at first, they simply en-
tail that the relevant equations of motion can be found
by considering a product-state ansatz.

The collision term, i.e., the second term on the right
hand side of Eq. (10), always gives rise to a nonlinear
single-site Hamiltonian term [see, e.g., Eq. (14)], even
when it stems from long-range dissipative contributions
[31, 53]. In the case of unitary many-body systems with
strong long-range interactions (i.e., γµ

jk ≡ 0), our results
thus generically predict the absence of equilibration
of local observables to a stationary value, given that
the emergent dynamics is governed by an effective
non-interacting Hamiltonian. The considered example
allowed us to understand the general mechanism behind
the emergence of long-lived quasi-stationary states in
long-range systems [12, 26, 27]. This phenomenon
occurs when the finite-N state is associated, in the
thermodynamic limit, with a fixed point of the emergent
mean-field equations.
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I. PROOF OF MAIN THEOREM

In this section, we provide the detailed proof of our Theorem 1. In preparation to that, we give an explicit definition
of the relevant maps forming the dynamical generators that are exploited in the derivation. We further compute the
dynamical equation for generic reduced quantum states.

As reported in Eq. (5) of the main text, the full dynamical generator LN can be decomposed into a part containing
single-site terms

L(k)
k [·] = −i

[
h
(k)
k , ·

]
+
∑
µ

κµ
k

(
L(k)
µ · L(k) †

µ − 1

2

{
L(k) †
µ L(k)

µ , ·
})

, (S1)

and one collecting long-range interactions

L(jk)
jk [·] = − i(1− δjk)

2

[
V

(jk)
jk +V

(jk)
kj , ·

]
+

+
∑
µ

[
wµ

jk

2

(
L(j)
µ · L(k)†

µ − 1

2

{
L(k)†
µ L(j)

µ , ·
})

+
wµ

kj

2

(
L(k)
µ · L(j)†

µ − 1

2

{
L(j)†
µ L(k)

µ , ·
})]

.
(S2)

Note that, Ljk = Lkj and that L(kk)
kk is also a map acting nontrivially only on site k, but it is different from the

map L(k)
k as it considers terms coming from the long-range interactions. To simplify the notation, for the dynamical

generators we use the same symbol for both when they act on the full system and on a part of it. The actual support
of the generators in the different situations will be evident from the support of the operator they act upon. For

instance, in the expression L(jk)
jk [ϱN ] the generator L(jk)

jk acts on the whole system (but nontrivially only on site j and

k), while in the expression L(jk)
jk [ϱ

(Λ)
N ] it solely acts on the sites defining Λ.

With the above maps, we can define the “reduced” dynamical generator

L(Λ) =
∑
k∈Λ

L(k)
k +

1

2cNα

∑
j,k∈Λ

L(jk)
jk

[δjk + (1− δjk)∥rj − rk∥αΓ]
, (S3)

acting nontrivially only on sites in Λ. For completeness, we note that the Euclidean distance between two lattice sites

j and k is given by ∥rj − rk∥Γ =
√∑d

µ=1[dist(r
µ
j , r

µ
k)]

2 , where dist(rµj , r
µ
k) = |rµj − rµk |, for open boundary conditions,

while it is dist(rµj , r
µ
k) = min(|rµj − rµk |, L− |rµj − rµk |), for periodic boundary ones.

The central objects of our theorem are the reduced quantum states ϱ
(Λ)
N,t = trΛ′ (ϱN,t), with ϱN,t = etLN [ϱN ] being

the time-evolved state of the full many-body system. These states contain the full information about generic sets of

sites Λ. Taking the time derivative of ϱ
(Λ)
N,t we find

ϱ̇
(Λ)
N,t = L(Λ)[ϱ

(Λ)
N,t] +

1

cNα

∑
j∈Λ

∑
k/∈Λ

trk

(
L(jk)
jk [ϱ

(Λ∪{k})
N,t ]

)
∥rj − rk∥αΓ

, (S4)
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which follows from considering the above definitions and that trΛ′

(
L(jk)
jk [ϱN,t]

)
= 0, if both j, k ∈ Λ′, due to the fact

that L(jk)
jk are trace-preserving. In the equation above, ϱ

(Λ∪{k})
N,t is the reduced state for the sites in Λ plus the site

k /∈ Λ. With these preliminary considerations, we are now ready to prove our theorem.

Proof. The formal solution of Eq. (S4) can be written as

ϱ
(Λ)
N,t = etL

(Λ)

[ϱ
(Λ)
N,0] +

1

cNα

∫ t

0

dt1
∑
j∈Λ

∑
k/∈Λ

e(t−t1)L
(Λ) ◦ trk ◦ L(jk)

jk

[
ϱ
(Λ∪{k})
N,t1

]
∥rj − rk∥αΓ

, (S5)

where we use the symbol ◦ to denote composition of maps (the partial trace is indeed also a map acting on operators).

The above relation can be iterated, by substituting it into itself, to define a perturbation-series expansion for ϱ
(Λ)
N,t, in

terms of a sequence of collisions. The perturbation series reads

ϱ
(Λ)
N,t =

N−|Λ|∑
m=0

∫ t

0

dt1

∫ t1

0

dt2· · ·
∫ tm−1

0

dtm Tm , (S6)

where we have

Tm =
1

(cNα )m

∑
j1∈Λ

∑
k1 /∈Λ

∑
j2∈Λ∪{k1}

∑
k2 /∈Λ∪{k1}

· · ·
∑

jm∈Λ∪{k1,k2,...km−1}

∑
km /∈Λ∪{k1,k2,...km−1}

Φm

[
ϱ
(Λ∪{k1,...km})
N,0

]
(S7)

and

Φm

[
ϱ
(Λ∪{k1,...km})
N,0

]
=

1

∥rj1 − rk1
∥αΓ∥rj2 − rk2

∥αΓ . . . ∥rjm − rkm
∥αΓ

e(t−t1)L
(Λ)

◦ trk1 ◦ L
(j1k1)
j1k1

◦ e(t1−t2)L
(Λ∪{k1})

◦ . . .

· · · ◦ trkm ◦ L(jmkm)
jmkm

◦ etmL
(Λ∪{k1,...km})

[
ϱ
(Λ∪{k1,...km})
N,0

]
.

(S8)

As shown in Lemma 1, each term Tm is bounded by ∥Tm∥tr ≤ (2dC)mn(n + 1) . . . (n +m − 1) and the whole series

converges, in trace norm, for t < t0 = 2dC. Note that, since the proof of the Lemma solely exploits that ϱ
(Λ∪{k1,...km})
N,0

is trace class and since this holds true also for ϱ
(Λ∪{k1,...km})
N,t with t < t0, the convergence of the series can be

iteratively extended to arbitrary times. To prove the theorem, we will proceed in two steps. The first step consists
in showing that, looking at Eq. (S5), in the term L(Λ) the interaction terms can be neglected in the thermodynamic
limit. In the second step, we show instead that the sum over k in Eq. (S5) can be extended to a sum over all sites
but the jth one. As we discuss, this implies the statement of the theorem.

First step. To complete the first step, we show that series in Eq. (S6) is, in the thermodynamic limit, equivalent to
the same series with L(Λ) substituted by

L̂(Λ) =
∑
k∈Λ

L(k)
k .

This is true in the regime α ≤ d, considered in the theorem. To show this, we proceed as follows. We construct the

state ϱ̂
(Λ)
N,t as

ϱ̂
(Λ)
N,t =

N−|Λ|∑
m=0

∫ t

0

dt1

∫ t1

0

dt2· · ·
∫ tm−1

0

dtm T̂m ,

where T̂m are analogous to the terms in Eq. (S7), with Φ̂m as in Eq. (S8) but with L(Λ∪{k1,...kn}) substituted by
L̂(Λ∪{k1,...kn}). Following the same steps presented in Lemma 1, also such a series can be shown to converge, uniformly
in N , for all times.
We consider the difference for t < t0, in trace norm, between the two density matrices represented via the series.

We want to show that

lim
N→∞

∥∥∥ϱ(Λ)
N,t − ϱ̂

(Λ)
N,t

∥∥∥
tr
= 0 . (S9)
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To this end, we consider the following bound∥∥∥ϱ(Λ)
N,t − ϱ̂

(Λ)
N,t

∥∥∥
tr
≤ ∥SM − ŜM∥tr + ∥RM∥tr + ∥R̂M∥tr ,

where we have introduced the truncated series

SM =

M∑
m=0

∫ t

0

dt1

∫ t1

0

dt2· · ·
∫ tm−1

0

dtm Tm , ŜM =

M∑
m=0

∫ t

0

dt1

∫ t1

0

dt2· · ·
∫ tm−1

0

dtm T̂m ,

with M < N − |Λ|. The terms RM = ϱ
(Λ)
N,t − SM and R̂M = ϱ̂

(Λ)
N,t − ŜM denote the remainders of the two series.

To show that the difference is vanishingly small in the large N limit, we exploit an ϵ/3-argument. The trace-norm
convergence of both perturbation series for t < t0 allows us to make the terms ∥RM∥tr and ∥R̂M∥tr smaller than
ϵ/3, independently of N , for any ϵ > 0, by choosing a sufficiently large M . It thus remains to be shown that the
difference ∥SM − ŜM∥tr can also be made smaller than ϵ/3, for any ϵ > 0, for large enough N . The terms of the two
series solely differ by the fact that in T̂m the evolution in between collisions is implemented by L̂(∆) while in Tm it is

implemented by L(∆). Here, ∆ denotes a generic finite set of sites. Due to Lemma 2, we know that etL̂
(∆) → etL

(∆)

, in
the thermodynamic limit and in trace norm, whenever the two maps act on trace-class operators. This means that it
is always possible to find N large enough, such that ∥SM − ŜM∥tr ≤ ϵ/3, which thus implies the validity of Eq. (S9).
To extend the equivalence of the perturbation series for arbitrary times, we proceed by induction as follows. Let

us assume that for t = t∗ we have that the limit in Eq. (S9) holds. We then write the states at any time t after t∗

through a perturbation series evolving the states from t∗ onward as

ϱ
(Λ)
N,t,t∗ =

N−|Λ|∑
m=0

∫ t

t∗
dt1

∫ t1

t∗
dt2· · ·

∫ tm−1

t∗
dtm

∑
j1,..jm,k1,...km

Φm[ϱ
(Λ∪{k1,...km})
N,t∗ ] , (S10)

and

ϱ̂
(Λ)
N,t,t∗ =

N−|Λ|∑
m=0

∫ t

t∗
dt1

∫ t1

t∗
dt2· · ·

∫ tm−1

t∗
dtm

∑
j1,..jm,k1,...km

Φ̂m[ϱ̂
(Λ∪{k1,...km})
N,t∗ ] .

In these equations, the sums run over the indexes as explicitly written in Eq. (S7). Moreover, because of Lemma 1,
the above series converge for t− t∗ < t0. As a consequence, recalling the ϵ/3 argument exploited above, we can ensure
that the two series are equivalent, for large N , by simply showing that

lim
N→∞

∥∥∥Φm

[
ϱ
(Λ∪{k1,...km})
N,t∗

]
− Φ̂m

[
ϱ̂
(Λ∪{k1,...km})
N,t∗

]∥∥∥
tr
= 0 .

To this end, we write∥∥∥Φm

[
ϱ
(Λ∪{k1,...km})
N,t∗

]
− Φ̂m

[
ϱ̂
(Λ∪{k1,...km})
N,t∗

]∥∥∥
tr
≤
∥∥∥Φm

[
ϱ
(Λ∪{k1,...km})
N,t∗ − ϱ̂

(Λ∪{k1,...km})
N,t∗

]∥∥∥
tr

+
∥∥∥Φm

[
ϱ̂
(Λ∪{k1,...km})
N,t∗

]
− Φ̂m

[
ϱ̂
(Λ∪{k1,...km})
N,t∗

]∥∥∥
tr

.
(S11)

The first term on the right hand side of the inequality vanishes, in the thermodynamic limit, due to our assumption
on the equivalence of the series for t = t∗. The second term on the right hand side vanishes due to the result of
Lemma 2, as discussed before. Therefore, starting from t∗ < t0 and using the induction step presented above we can
extended the validity of the limit in Eq. (S9) to arbitrary times.

Second step. In the second step of the proof, we construct a new family of reduced states and show that this

is equivalent to the family associated with the states ϱ̂
(Λ)
N,t, for large N . More precisely, we consider reduced states

defined as

ϱ̃
(Λ)
N,t =

⊗
j∈Λ

ϱ̃
(j)
N,t ,
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with single-site reduced states obeying the differential equation reported in Eq. (10) of the main text. This implies

that the state ϱ̃
(Λ)
N,t obeys the equation

˙̃ϱ
(Λ)
N,t = L̂(Λ)

[
ϱ̃
(Λ)
N,t

]
+

1

cNα

∑
j∈Λ

∑
k∈Γ
k ̸=j

trk

(
L(jk)
jk

[
ϱ̃
(Λ∪{k})
N,t

])
||rj − rk||αΓ

, (S12)

which only differs from the one of ϱ̂
(Λ)
N,t since the summation over k also includes sites within the set Λ. Note that,

following the approach of Ref. [45], it can be shown that the solution of Eq. (S12) is unique and thus given by

reduced product states whenever the initial state is in product form. The equivalence between ϱ̂
(Λ)
N,t and ϱ̃

(Λ)
N,t, in the

thermodynamic limit, can be shown investigating the corresponding perturbation series. Through the same procedure

exploited above, we can construct a perturbation series for ϱ̃
(Λ)
N,t from the differential equation in Eq. (S12). The term

T̃m of the series [cf. the analogous terms in Eq. (S7)] only differ from T̂m for the different summations over the indexes
ki’s. Due to Lemma 1, also this series converges initially for t < t0 but can be extended to arbitrary times.

Considering the difference between the perturbation series for ϱ̂
(Λ)
N,t and the one for ϱ̃

(Λ)
N,t and exploiting their con-

vergence, we can again use an ϵ/3 argument to reduce the task of showing that

lim
N→∞

∥ϱ̂(Λ)
N,t − ϱ̃

(Λ)
N,t∥tr = 0 (S13)

to the one of showing

lim
N→∞

∥T̂m − T̃m∥tr = 0 .

The terms T̂m and T̃m only differ for the fact that the summations over k′is in T̃m include more terms. Splitting such

summations into two parts, one equivalent to the one in T̂m plus the additional terms, gives

T̃m =
1

(cNα )m

∑
j1∈Λ

∑
k1 /∈Λ

+
∑
k1∈Λ
k1 ̸=j1

 . . .
∑

jm∈Λ∪{k1,k2,...km−1}

 ∑
km /∈Λ∪{k1,k2,...km−1}

+
∑

km∈Λ∪{k1,k2,...km−1}
km ̸=jm

Φ̂m[ϱ
(Λ∪{k1,...km})
N,0 ] .

Expanding the above terms by taking the products between different sums over ki we find that

T̃m = T̂m + Zm ,

where Zm is a correction consisting of 2m − 1 bounded terms. In all of these terms, there appears at least one sum
over ki which is not extensive in N (indeed the term in which all sums are extensive in N is T̂m). Since all sums are
associated with a factor 1/cNα , the nonextensive summation makes it such that, at leading order, the correction Zm

scales as

∥Zm∥tr ∼
1

cNα
,

which results in limN→∞ ∥T̂m − T̃m∥tr → 0. As done at the end of the first part of the proof, exploiting the argument
above we can prove the validity of the limit in Eq. (S13) first for t < t0 and then extend it to arbitrary times.
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II. PROOF OF THE PROPOSITION

In this section, we provide the proof of the proposition stated in the main text.

Proof: To study convergence of reduced states in the thermodynamic limit, we introduce the rescaled coordinate
xj = rj/L, with entries given by xµ

j = 1/L, 2/L, . . . 1. In the limit N → ∞, each site is thus identified through
its (continuous) coarse-grained position in the infinite lattice. With such a coordinate, we denote reduced single-

particle states as ϱ̃
(j)
N,t = ϱ̃

(xj)
N,t . From Theorem 1, the perturbation series for ϱ̃

(xj)
N,t [see discussion after Eq. (S12)]

converges uniformly in N for t < t0. As such, the task of determining the limiting expression ϱ̃
(x)
∞,t = lim

N→∞
ϱ̃
(xj)
N,t , with

limN→∞ xj = x, reduces to controlling the limit for the terms T̃m. To this end, it is sufficient to show that the sums

over yki
’s in T̃m [see Eq. (S14) below] define Riemann sums and converge, in the thermodynamic limit, to integrals.

Recalling the scaling of the Kac factor for α < d and N ≫ 1 [cf. Eq. (2)], we find

T̃m ≈ θm(α)
1

N

∑
yk1
̸=xj

∑
xj2∈{xj ,yk1

}

1

N

∑
yk2
̸=xj2

. . .
∑

xjm∈{xj ,yk1
,...ykm−1

}

1

N

∑
ykm
̸=xjm

×
Φ̃′m

[
ϱ̃
(xj)
N,0 ⊗ ϱ̃

(yk1
)

N,0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ϱ̃
(ykm

)

N,0

]
∥xj − yk1

∥αΓ∥xj2 − yk2
∥αΓ . . . ∥xjm − ykm

∥αΓ
,

(S14)

with

Φ̃′m

[
ϱ̃
(xj)
N,0 ⊗ ϱ̃

(yk1
)

N,0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ϱ̃
(ykm

)

N,0

]
= e(t−t1)L̂

({xj}) ◦ tryk1
◦ L(xjyk1

)

12 ◦ . . .

◦ trykm
◦ L(xjmykm

)

12 ◦ etmL̂
({xj ,yk1

,...ykm
}) [

ϱ̃
(xj)
N,0 ⊗ ϱ̃

(yk1
)

N,0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ϱ̃
(ykm

)

N,0

]
.

(S15)

When solely considering the inverse power-law functions with α < d, the (Riemann) sums would con-
verge to improper integrals. To make sure that such a converge still occurs when including the operator

Φ̃′m

[
ϱ̃
(xj)
N,0 ⊗ ϱ̃

(yk1
)

N,0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ϱ̃
(ykm

)

N,0

]
, we need to show that the latter is continuous function, in trace norm and in

the thermodynamic limit, of the coordinates xj ,yk1
, . . .ykm

, if the initial single-particle states are. To this end, we

note that the superscripts associated with the homogeneous interaction pairs, e.g. L(xjyk1
)

12 , solely indicate on which
entries of the tensor product the generators are acting nontrivially. The latter generators do not otherwise explicitly
depend on the rescaled coordinates. With this observation, it can be shown that∥∥∥Φ̃′m [ϱ̃(xj)

N,0 ⊗ ϱ̃
(yk1

)

N,0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ϱ̃
(ykm

)

N,0

]
− Φ̃′m

[
ϱ̃
(xj)
N,0 ⊗ ϱ̃

(zk1
)

N,0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ϱ̃
(zkm )
N,0

] ∥∥∥
tr

≤ Cm
∥∥∥ϱ̃(xj)

N,0 ⊗ ϱ̃
(yk1

)

N,0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ϱ̃
(ykm

)

N,0 − ϱ̃
(xj)
N,0 ⊗ ϱ̃

(zk1
)

N,0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ϱ̃
(zkm )
N,0

∥∥∥
tr

,
(S16)

where C is given in Lemma 1. By assumption the initial reduced single-particle states ϱ̃
(yki

)

N,0 converge, in trace norm,

to the states ϱ̃
(yki

)

∞,0 which are continuous in the re-scaled coordinates. This fact, together with Eq. (S16), guarantees

the continuity of the operator Φ̃′m

[
ϱ̃
(xj)
N,0 ⊗ ϱ̃

(yk1
)

N,0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ϱ̃
(ykm

)

N,0

]
, in the thermodynamic limit.

Exploiting such a continuity, all sums over yki
’s converge to integrals in the thermodynamic limit, giving

lim
N→∞

T̃m = θm(α)
∑

x2,...xm

∫
dy1· · ·

∫
dym

×
e(t−t1)L̂

(x) ◦ try1
◦ L(xy1)

12 . . . trym
◦ L(xmym)

12 ◦ etmL̂({x,y1,...ym})
[
ϱ̃
(x)
∞,0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ϱ̃

(ym)
∞,0

]
∥x− y1∥αΓ∥x2 − y2∥αΓ . . . ∥xm − ym∥αΓ

.

(S17)

Each element of the series is continuous in the coordinate x and the series uniformly converges to the limiting state

ϱ̃
(x)
∞,t, for t < t0, which is thus also continuous in x. What is left to show is that the perturbation series in the

thermodynamic limit is the (unique) solution of Eq. (12). This can be argued as follows. In addition to ϱ̃
(xj)
N,t also

its derivative ˙̃ϱ
(xj)
N,t [cf. Eq. (10)] clearly converges uniformly in N for t ≤ t0 such that lim

N→∞
˙̃ϱ
(xj)
N,t = ˙̃ϱ

(x)
∞,t. Using the



6

latter relation as well as lim
N→∞

ϱ̃
(xj)
N,t = ϱ̃

(x)
∞,t on both sides of Eq. (10) and exploiting the continuity in x, the sum over

the collisions in Eq. (10) can be shown to converge to the improper integral in Eq. (12). This demonstrates that the

limit of the reduced states ϱ
(xj)
N,t converge to the solution of Eq. (12) [see also Lemma 3 for an alternative proof of the

continuity of the solution of Eq. (12)].

We note that the same convergence result could be shown also by considering reduced states ϱ
(Λ)
N,t over finite sets

of sites Λ. In this case, using the arguments above for the convergence of the corresponding terms T̃m, one can show

that ϱ
(Λ)
∞,t solves an equation analogous to Eq. (S12) but with collision term given by the integrals. Following the

arguments of Ref. [45], the latter equation has a unique solution which is given by the tensor-product states. Finally,

using this information gives rise to Eq. (12) for the reduced states ϱ
(x)
∞,t.

As done in the proof of the main theorem, we can extend the convergence of the reduced state ϱ̃
(xj)
N,t to the solution

of Eq. (12), at all times, by induction. The reasoning is as follows. For a generic induction step we assume that there
exists a t∗ such that, in trace norm,

lim
N→∞

ϱ̃
(xj)
N,t∗ = ϱ̃

(x)
∞,t∗

where the single-particle states are continuous in the rescaled coordinate and solve Eq. (12). Then, we can define the
perturbation series solution of Eq. (S12) starting from t∗. This reads as

ϱ̃
(xj)
N,t,t∗ =

N−1∑
m=0

∫ t

t∗
dt1

∫ t1

t∗
dt2· · ·

∫ tm−1

t∗
dtm

∑
j1,..jm,k1,...km

Φ̃′m

[
ϱ̃
(xj)
N,t∗ ⊗ ϱ̃

(yk1
)

N,t∗ ⊗ · · · ⊗ ϱ̃
(ykm

)

N,t∗

]
∥xj − yk1

∥αΓ∥xj2 − yk2
∥αΓ . . . ∥xjm − ykm

∥αΓ
. (S18)

Due to the argument above, the perturbation series converges uniformly to the continuous reduced state ϱ̃
(x)
∞,t solution

of Eq. (12) within the time window [t∗, t∗ + t0).
For the first induction step, we can thus take t∗ < t0 for which the previous part of the proof guarantees the induction
assumption in Eq. (S18). Then, exploiting the same reasoning which lead to Eq. (S17) we can extend the solution to
the time t∗∗ ∈ [t∗, t∗ + t0). Iterating the above induction step we can show convergence to the solution at all times.
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III. LEMMATA

Lemma 1. The perturbation-series expansion for ϱ
(Λ)
N,t with terms as in Eq. (S7) converges, in trace norm and

uniformly in N , for t < t0 = 2dC. Here, C is the N -independent constant

C = sup
j,k∈Γ
j ̸=k

(
2||V (jk)

jk ||+
∑
µ

|wµ
jk| ||L

(j)
µ || ||L(k)†

µ ||+
∑
µ

|wµ
kj | ||L

(k)
µ || ||L(j)†

µ ||

)
. (S19)

Proof. We start by showing that each term Tm [cf. Eq. (S7)] of the perturbation series is uniformly bounded in trace
norm. To this end, we note that given any completely positive and trace-preserving map Ψ, we have ∥Ψ[X]∥tr ≤ ∥X∥tr.
Moreover, considering our dynamical generators L(jk)

jk , we also have
∥∥∥L(jk)

jk [X]
∥∥∥
tr
≤ C ∥X∥tr. This relation holds for

a generic trace-class operator X and we exploits that ∥AB∥tr ≤ ∥B∥ ∥A∥tr, for any bounded operator B and any
trace-class operator A, where ∥ · ∥ denotes the operator norm. Using these bounds, we can show that (noticing that
also the partial trace is a completely positive and trace-preserving map)∥∥∥L(j1k1)

j1k1
◦ e(t1−t2)L

(Λ∪{k1})
◦ · · · ◦ trkm

◦ L(jmkm)
jmkm

◦ etmL
(Λ∪{k1,...km})

[
ϱ
(Λ∪{k1,...km})
N,0

]∥∥∥
tr
≤ Cm ,

which implies∥∥TN
m

∥∥
tr
≤
(

C

cNα

)m ∑
j1∈Λ

∑
k1 /∈Λ

· · ·
∑

jm∈Λ∪{k1,k2,...km−1}

∑
km /∈Λ∪{k1,k2,...km−1}

1

∥rj1 − rk1
∥αΓ . . . ∥rjm − rkm

∥αΓ
.

To give a bound for the expression above, we extend the sums over all kis to all sites but with ki ̸= ji. We have that∑
ki /∈Λ∪{k1,k2,...ki−1}

1

||rji − rki
||αΓ

<
∑
ki∈Γ
ki ̸=ji

1

||rji − rki
||αΓ

≤ 2dcNα .

The last inequality is obtained by shifting the origin of the lattice Γ to rji and adding in each dimension auxiliary
sites in such a way that all entries of rki

range in rµki
∈ [−L,L], not including rµki

= 0. This is the reason for the term

2d. Moreover, each sum over ji is bounded by n + i − 1, where n = |Λ| is the extension of the subset Λ. All these
considerations give∥∥∥∥∫ t

0

dt1

∫ t1

0

dt2· · ·
∫ tm−1

0

dtm Tm

∥∥∥∥
tr

≤ (2dCt)m

m!
n(n+ 1)(n+ 2) . . . (n+m− 1) ,

and thus the series converges for t < t0 = 2dC.

Lemma 2. Consider the dynamical generator L(Λ) given in Eq. (S3) and the generator L̂(Λ) =
∑

k∈Λ L(k)
k , with L(k)

k

given in Eq. (S1). For α ≤ d, we have

lim
N→∞

∥∥∥etL(Λ)

[Q(Λ)]− etL̂
(Λ)

[Q(Λ)]
∥∥∥
tr
= 0 , (S20)

for any trace-class operator Q(Λ) defined on the sites in Λ.

Proof. We follow and adapt the approach of Lemma 1 in Ref. [34]. As a starting point, we note that the difference
between the two evolutions can be written as

etL
(Λ)

[Q(Λ)]− etL̂
(Λ)

[Q(Λ)] =

∫ t

0

ds
d

ds
esL

(Λ)

◦ e(t−s)L̂
(Λ)

[Q(Λ)] =

∫ t

0

ds esL
(Λ)

◦
(
L(Λ) − L̂(Λ)

)
◦ e(t−s)L̂

(Λ)
[
Q(Λ)

]
.

Taking the trace norm of the integrand and considering that the generators have the same local terms, we find the
bound∥∥∥esL(Λ)

◦
[
L(Λ) − L̂(Λ)

]
◦ e(t−s)L̂

(Λ)

[Q(Λ)]
∥∥∥
tr
≤

∥∥∥∥∥∥ 1

2cNα

∑
j,k∈Λ

L(jk)
jk ◦ e(t−s)L̂(Λ)

[Q(Λ)]

[δjk + (1− δjk)∥rj − rk∥αΓ]

∥∥∥∥∥∥
tr

≤
∥∥∥Q(Λ)

∥∥∥
tr

C|Λ|2

cNα
.
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Recalling the scaling of the Kac factor given in Eq. (2), for α ≤ d, we thus have

lim
N→∞

∥∥∥etL(Λ)

[Q(Λ)]− etL̂
(Λ)

[Q(Λ)]
∥∥∥
tr
= lim

N→∞

∥∥∥Q(Λ)
∥∥∥
tr

C|Λ|2t
cNα

= 0

for any finite set Λ and arbitrary time t.

Lemma 3. Assuming initial single-site reduced states ϱ̃
(x)
∞,0 which are continuous, in trace norm, in the rescaled

coordinate x, the reduced states ϱ̃
(x)
∞,t solving Eq. (12) remain continuous at all times.

Proof. We consider the difference ∆xy
∞,t = ϱ̃

(x)
∞,t − ϱ̃

(y)
∞,t, which evolves according to

∆̇
(xy)
∞,t = L1

[
ϱ̃
(x)
∞,t

]
+

∫
dz

trz ◦ L12 ◦
[
ϱ̃
(x)
∞,t ⊗ ϱ̃

(z)
∞,t

]
∥x− z∥αΓ

− L1

[
ϱ̃
(y)
∞,t

]
−
∫

dz
trz ◦ L12 ◦

[
ϱ̃
(y)
∞,t ⊗ ϱ̃

(z)
∞,t

]
∥y− z∥αΓ

= L1

[
∆xy
∞,t

]
+

∫
dz

trz ◦ L12 ◦
[
∆xy
∞,t ⊗ ϱ̃

(z)
∞,t

]
∥x− z∥αΓ

+

(∫
dz

1

∥x− z∥αΓ
−
∫

dz
1

∥y− z∥αΓ

)
trz ◦ L12 ◦

[
ϱ̃
(y)
∞,t ⊗ ϱ̃

(z)
∞,t

]
= Mt

[
∆xy
∞,t

]
+At .

At time t the difference is given by the formal solution ∆
(xy)
∞,t = Vt,0[∆

(xy)
∞,0 ] +

∫ t

0
dsVt,s[As], with the propagator

Vt,s =
←
T exp(

∫ t

s
duMu) , where

←
T represents the time-ordering operator. The difference ∆

(xy)
∞,t is in trace norm at any

finite time t bounded by ∥∥∥∆(xy)
∞,t

∥∥∥
tr
≤ etM

∥∥∥∆(xy)
∞,0

∥∥∥
tr
+ tetM ∥As∥tr , (S21)

with

∥Mt[·]∥tr ≤ ∥L1 [·] ∥tr +
∫

dz
1

∥x− z∥αΓ

∥∥∥trz ◦ L12 ◦
[
· ⊗ ϱ̃

(z)
∞,t

]∥∥∥
tr
≤
(
D +

∫
dz

1

∥x− z∥αΓ
C

)
∥ · ∥tr = M∥ · ∥tr ,

where

D = 2∥h∥+ 2
∑
µ

|κµ|||L(k)
µ ||||L(k) †

µ || ,

and C as in Lemma 1. By assumption, the initial state is continuous, so that ∥∆(xy)
∞,0 ∥tr can be made arbitrarily small

by taking ∥x− y∥ small enough. Furthermore, the quantity ∥As∥tr is bounded by a continuous function as

∥As∥tr ≤
∣∣∣∣∫ dz

1

∥x− z∥αΓ
−
∫

dz
1

∥y− z∥αΓ

∣∣∣∣C .

As such by choosing ∥x−y∥ to be small enough, one can make the whole term in Eq. (S21) arbitrarily small, implying

continuity of ϱ̃
(x)
∞,t.
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IV. COLLISION-MODEL CIRCUIT AND ADDITIONAL RESULTS FOR THE LONG-RANGE
DISSIPATIVE QUENCH

In this section, we provide details on the derivation of the collision-model circuit [cf. Fig. 2(b)] we have used to
numerically simulate the long-range dissipative quench. Furthermore, we show additional numerical results on the
quantum mutual information between reduced single-particle states.

FIG. S1. Quantum mutual information. We investigate correlations between the sites j and k of the lattice by means of
the quantum mutual information I(j : k). We consider here j = N/2, k = N/2 + 1, κ = 0.1Ω and Ωt = 0.5. (a) Quantum
mutual information I(j : k) as a function of the interaction range α, for different system sizes N = 104, . . . 16×106. (b) Log-log
plot of the quantum mutual information I(j : k) as a function of the system size N for α = 0.8, 1, 1.2.

Since the Hamiltonian and the dissipator of the considered system commute, the evolution can be decomposed into
the separate action of a unitary and a dissipative map, as ϱN,t = etLN [ϱN ] = etDN ◦ e−it[HN ,·][ϱN ]. In order to verify
the decay of correlations and the validity of Theorem 1, we are interested in quantifying measures of correlations
between two sites, j and k, of the one-dimensional system. The reduced state containing this information is defined

as ϱ
({j,k})
N,t = tr{j,k}′ (ϱN,t), where all particles, but particles j and k, are traced out. With the previously discussed

decomposition of the dynamics, the reduced state is given by

ϱ
({j,k})
N,t =

(
etL1 ⊗ etL1

)
tr{j,k}′

 N∏
ℓ,m=1
m<ℓ

Uℓm

 [ϱN ] , with Uℓm[·] = e
−itσ

(ℓ)
x σ

(m)
x

cNα |ℓ−m|α · e
itσ

(ℓ)
x σ

(m)
x

cNα |ℓ−m|α . (S22)

Here, we have used that the dissipator is a sum of local terms, given by the single-site dissipative maps L(j)
1 which act

independently on each site. Furthermore, we have used that the single-site dissipator defines a completely positive
and trace-preserving map, so that after the partial trace the only remaining dissipative channels are the ones acting
on particles j and k. For the same reason, all unitary maps Uℓm with both ℓ,m ̸= k, j become irrelevant after the

partial trace. Since the system is initially in a product state ϱN =
⊗

j∈Γ ϱ
(j)
N we further find that

ϱ
({j,k})
N,t =

(
etL1 ⊗ etL1

)
◦ trN

(
Uk,N ◦ Uj,N . . . tr1

(
Uk,1 ◦ Uj,1

(
Uj,k

[
ϱ
(j)
N ⊗ ϱ

(k)
N

])
⊗ ϱ

(1)
N

)
· · · ⊗ ϱ

(N)
N

)
. (S23)

This formula shows that we can calculate the evolution of the reduced state ϱ
({j,k})
N,t as follows. First, we consider

the interaction Ujk between the particles of interest. Then, we make both site j and site k sequentially interact
with one particle in {j, k}′ and tracing the latter out. After all particles in the remainder of the system have been
considered, we can apply the dissipative contributions. This algorithm, schematically illustrated in Fig. (2)(b), allows
us to investigate the many-body system with a complexity which is equivalent to that of a three-qubit system subject
to order N maps, which involve at most two qubits. In the numerical calculations, we have used the initial state

ϱ
(j)
N =

(
0.2 0.2− 0.2i

0.2 + 0.2i 0.8

)
, for each site.

In Fig. S1(a,b), we show results for the quantum mutual information between the two sites, I(j : k) = S(ϱ({j})N,t ) +

S(ϱ({k})N,t )−S(ϱ({j,k})N,t ), with S(ϱ) = −tr (ϱ log(ϱ)) being the von Neumann entropy. We see that the quantum mutual
information decreases with the system size in the strong long-range regime α ≤ 1. Its behavior as a function of N
[shown in Fig. S1(b)] is in principle not the same shown in the inset of Fig. 3(b) by the correlations Czz, due to the
definition of the quantum mutual information through entropy functions.
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