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Quantum information processing relies on how dynamics unfold in open quantum systems. In
this work, we study the non-Markovian dynamics in the single mode spin-boson model at strong
couplings. In order to apply perturbation theory, we transform our Hamiltonian to polaron frame,
so that the effective system-bath coupling gets reduced. We employ coherence defined by l1-norm
to analyze the non-Markovian effects in the spin-boson model. In the transformed frame of refer-
ence, the correlation timescales for the bath are significantly shorter than the system’s relaxation
timescale—a key assumption for Markovian dynamics. However, intriguingly, we demonstrate that
under the large polaron theory, the reduced dynamics exhibit effective non-Markovian behaviour
within a specific range of couplings, while remaining Markovian beyond this range.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The field of quantum mechanics is fundamentally dependent upon the intricate interplay between a well-defined
quantum system and its surrounding environment, known as a bath. These open quantum systems represent a novel
theoretical framework that holds particular significance for the rapidly growing fields of quantum information and
computation [1]. Specifically, two distinct kinds of open quantum systems can be defined: Markovian and non-
Markovian dynamics[2–4]. In a Markovian process, information exclusively propagates unidirectionally—from the
system to the bath. This simplified picture, which often occurs in weakly coupled systems, is well described by the
Lindblad equations or CPTP maps [5–7]. However, as the coupling becomes stronger, the Markovian approximation
breaks down, allowing memory effects to occur [8–10]. Non-Markovian dynamics, characterized by information flowing
back into system from the bath, differ sharply from their Markovian counterparts. This retrograde flow interrupts the
system’s temporal evolution, unlike the case in Markovian processes [5]. Interestingly, non-Markovian dynamics have
proven valuable in various quantum information protocols, such as secure communication (quantum key distribution)
[11, 12], precise measurements (quantum metrology) [13–15], and teleportation [16–18]. Even the field of quantum
biology is thought to harness these memory effects [19].

To unveil the essence of non-Markovianity, several quantitative measures have been devised. These measures,
often focusing on information flow or deviations from the semi-group property (as detailed in [20–22]), quantify the
departure from the ideal Markovian behaviour. A prominent example is the BLP measure, introduced by Breuer et al.
[23]. It delves into the information exchange between the system and the bath, employing metrics like trace distance
to assess the distinguishability of evolving quantum states. Similarly, the RHP measure, developed by Rivas et al.
[24], captures non-Markovianity through the non-divisibility of the dynamical maps governing the system’s evolution.
The quest to quantify non-Markovianity extends beyond these measures, encompassing approaches based on quantum
Fisher information flow [QFI], coherence measures [26, 27], and quantum interferometric power [28, 29]. Notably, all
these measures share a common thread – the non-divisibility of CPTP maps. This work leverages a specific non-
Markovianity measure based on the non-monotonic behaviour of coherence, quantified by the l1-norm[30]. We then
employ this measure to scrutinize the dynamics of the spin-boson model under the influence of strong coupling.

Spin boson model [31, 32] is a paradigmatic model of a dissipative quantum system describing wide range of physical
phenomena. For example, the impurity problems described by Kondo physics [33] are often mapped to spin boson
model to understand nature of phase transitions and dynamics involved. The transport phenomena in photosynthesis
[34], thermodynamics [35] and various light-matter systems [36] are described by such model. This model has lead to
the development of various analytical and numerical techniques for strongly correlated systems [32] . In this paper,
we consider a version of spin boson model, where the qubit (spin) is strongly coupled to a single bosonic mode [37–
39] instead of usual multimode bath. Such single mode approximation can be related to the continuous quantum
measurement [37] where macroscopic oscillations of a single oscillator are measured by some linear detector modeled
by a bosonic mode. There have been intensive research along the direction of non-Markovianity in spin boson model
[40–42]. We consider the following problem in this work. It is usually believed [43, 44] that if the relaxation time
scale of the system is larger than the correlation time scale of the bath, then the dynamics is Markovian. In the
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large polaron theory, the bandwidth or tunneling rate gets reduced, thus making the relaxation time scale smaller
in comparison to bath correlation time scale. This implies Markovian dynamics in the polaron frame. However, we
re-examine this assumption in the finite time evolution of the reduced system in the polaron frame. We show that a
naive application of Markovian approximation of the master equation yields some inconsistent results.

We organize this work in the following way. The notion of coherence based on l1-norm is introduced in section II.
Based on l1−norm, we introduce the concept of non-Markovianity. In section III, the model system i.e. single mode
spin boson system is introduced. In the same section, we perform Lang-Firsov transformation to obtain the effective
Hamiltonian in the polaron frame. The dynamical analysis of the model in done in section IV. Finally, we conclude
in section V.

II. COHERENCE AND NON-MARKOVIANITY

Quantum superposition principle gives rise to notions of coherence and entanglement in quantum systems, that plays
crucial role in the foundational understanding of quantum mechanics and its applications to quantum technologies
[45–49]. Many measures of coherence have been proposed like l1-norm, relative entropy, skew information and so
on. Following the footprints of quantum resource theory, a measure of quantum coherence must satisfy the following
axioms [48]:

Consider a Hilbert spaceH of finite dimension d. Let I denote the collection of incoherent states, characterized by

their diagonal representation within a specified basis: ρI =
∑d

i=1 ai|i⟩⟨i|, where ai ∈ [0, 1] and
∑d

i=1 ai = 1. Here,
|i⟩⟨i| signifies the projection onto the i-th basis state.
We define the coherence measure C for a state σ according to the following criteria:
1. C(σ) equals zero if and only if σ belongs to the set of density matrices I.
2. The coherence measure C(σ) exhibits monotonic behaviour under incoherent selective measurements: C(σ) is

greater than or equal to
∑

i piC(σi), whereσi = EiσE†
i and pi = Tr(EiσE†

i ). Here, Ei denotes a set of operators

satisfying
∑

i E
†
i Ei = 1 and EiIE†

i ⊆ I.
3. The coherence measure C exhibits convexity, that is C(

∑
i piσi) ≤

∑
i piC(σi) for arbitrary states {σi, pi}, pi is

the probability of occurrence of σi.
Based on these axioms, l1-norm has been shown to be a valid measure of coherence and is defined for a given

quantum state σ as follows:

Cl1 = min
ρI ϵ I

||σ − ρI ||l1 . (1)

Next, optimization is carried out over all ρI within the set I and the above expression for l1-norm is reduced to the
following form in the standard basis {|m⟩}:

Cl1 =
∑
m ̸=n

|⟨m|σ|n⟩|. (2)

This implies that the coherence given by l1−norm Cl1 is simply related to the off-diagonal elements of the density
matrix and is given by the sum of magnitudes of the off-diagonal elements of a given density matrix. Next, from
the information point of view, any deviation from the monotonic behaviour of coherence is a signature for the non-

Markovian dynamics. Let ∆σ(t) =
dCl1

dt be the time derivative of coherence, the Markovian dynamics is given by
monotonicity of the Cl1 i.e ∆σ(t) ≤ 0. Thus ∆σ(t) > 0 for any time interval signifies non-Markovianity. Based on
this notion of back-flow of information, the amount of non-Markovianity is defined as [27, 30]

NCl1
= max

ρ(0)

∫
∆σ(t)>0

dt ∆σ(t) (3)

where the maximization is done over initial coherent states and integration is carried out only for ∆σ(t) > 0 to access
non-Markovian dynamics.

III. SPIN BOSON MODEL

In this section, we introduce spin boson model. We consider a qubit modeled by a two level system coupled strongly
to a bosonic mode of energy ω (ℏ = 1) [39]:

H = Jσx + ωa†a+ gωσz(a+ a†), (4)
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where J is the tunneling energy and g is the qubit-bath coupling. σx, σy, σz are the Pauli spin matrices. a and a† are
annihilation and creation operators for the bosonic mode. This fundamental model plays a critical role across various
scientific disciplines, including condensed matter physics, quantum optics, and quantum information. In the realm of
quantum optics, it finds application in describing the interaction between an atom and a specific electromagnetic field
mode [50]. Condensed matter physics leverages this model to understand electron-phonon coupling in diverse systems,
encompassing the Holstein model [51], semiconductors [52] and superconductors [53]. Its applicability extends further
to mechanical oscillator systems [54]. Notably, the model also serves as a theoretical tool for analyzing macroscopic
oscillations observed in superconducting systems [37].

Next, in order to make perturbative calculations, we transform the Hamiltonian in above equation 4 to polaron
frame using Lang-Firsov transformation [43, 44]. Defining, S = −gσz(a − a†), so that the transformed Hamiltonian
is given by

Hp = e−SHeS = HS +HB +HI , (5)

where in the transformed frame the qubit gets dressed by phonons-known as polaron and the transformed Hamiltonian

for the system is HS = J̃σx with modified tunneling rate J̃ = Je−2g2

. The bath Hamiltonian in the polaron frame
HB = ωa†a, while the interaction Hamiltonian is

HI = J̃ [σ−(e−2gωb†e2gωb − 1) + σ+(e2gωb†e−2gωb − 1)],

= J̃ [σ−F† + σ+F ], (6)

with σ± = σx±iσy

2 are system ladder operators and F† = (e−2gωb†e2gωb − 1) represents modified bath operators

coupled to the system in polaron frame. The coupling in polaron frame gets reduced to the value Je−2g2

ω and is small
in comparison to the bare coupling g, thus perturbative calculation can be done.

Now we sum up the different time scales that arise in our model. From equation 4, we have two time scales
defined by adiabaticity parameter J

ω , and the interaction scale gω
ω = g. If J

ω << 1, we say the dynamics is anti-

adiabatic. However, in the polaron frame (after Lang-Firsov transformation), these scales change to Je−2g2

ω and

Je−2g2

respectively. We note that the bath correlation time scale is given by τB ∼ 1
ω , while system relaxation time

scale is given by τR ∼ 1
Je−2g2

. Thus, if τB >> τR which implies Je−2g2

ω << 1, the dynamics is Markovian, while the

anti-adiabatic condition in polaron frame is the same condition Je−2g2

ω << 1, (see the discussion at the end of next
section).

IV. NON-MARKOVIANITY IN THE DYNAMICAL EVOLUTION

In order to investigate the non-Markovian effects in the dynamics of aforementioned model, we employ the time-
convolutionless (TCL) master equation, which effectively captures non-Markovian dynamics within the perturbative
regime. Let ρT (0) be the initial density matrix for the total system and bath, therefore, in the Born approximation
that assumes weak system-bath coupling, we can write it in the form ρT (0) = ρS(0) ⊗ ρB , where the qubit density

matrix is given by ρS(0), and ρB = e−βHB

ZB
denotes the density matrix associated with the bath, where ZB represents

the partition function of the bath. In the polaron frame, the qubit-bath coupling is weak, therefore, we directly apply
the TCL master equation as follows [2]:

ρ̇IS(t) = −iTrB[HI(t), ρT (0)]−
∫ t

0

dτTrB[HI(t), [HI(τ), ρIS(t)⊗ ρB ]] (7)

Where ρ̇IS(t) means time derivative of ρS(t); ρIS(t) is the qubit density matrix defined in the interaction picture,
TrB means trace over bath, and HI(t) is the interaction Hamiltonian in the interaction picture. The operators in

interaction picture are defined as: ÔI(t) = eiH0tÔe−iH0t, H0 is the free part of the total Hamiltonian. In order to
evaluate each term in the this equation, we first simply HI(t). Let {|En⟩} be the energy eigen basis for the system
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and {|nph⟩} be the energy eigen basis for phonons with energies ωn, therefore we write

HI(t) = e−iH0tHIe
iH0t

=
∑
i

|Ei⟩⟨Ei|
∑
m

|mph⟩⟨mph|e−i(HS+HB)tHIe
i(HS+HB)t

∑
j

|Ej⟩⟨Ej |
∑
n

|nph⟩⟨nph|

=
∑
i,j

∑
m,n

e−i[(Ei−Ej)+(ωm−ωn)]t|Ei⟩⟨Ej ||mph⟩⟨nph|⟨Ei|⟨mph|HI |Ej⟩|nph⟩. (8)

We see that Ei − Ej ∝ J̃ = Je−2g2

and ωm − ωn ∝ ω. If we make an assumption that Je−2g2

ω << 1 , then

(Ei − Ej + ωm − ωn) ∼ ω[Je
−2g2

ω + 1] ∼ ω [43, 44]. Therefore, we can ignore the Ei − Ej term in exponential of the
above equation. This is also called as an anti-adiabatic approximation. This implies that there is no time evolution
of system operators and therefore we write

HI(t) =
∑
m,n

e−i(ωm−ωn)t|mph⟩⟨nph|⟨mph|HI |nph⟩ = J̃ [σ−F†(t) + σ+F(t)], (9)

where F†(t) = eiHBtFe−iHBt = e−2gωb†eiωt

e2gωbe−iωt − 1 is the time evolved modified bath operator. This approx-
imation can be understood in the following way. The relaxation time scale for the qubit is τR ∼ 1

J̃
while the time

scale over the bath correlations decay is τB ∼ 1
ω . The Markovian approximation implies τR >> τB , which means

Je−2g2

ω << 1. Thus anti-adiabatic approximation intrinsically implies Markovian dynamics in the system. Next, we
restrict our calculation to zero temperature case so that

TrB[HI(t)ρT (0)] =
∑
n

⟨nph|HI(t)ρS(0)ρB |nph⟩

=
1

ZB

∑
n

⟨nph|HI(t)ρS(0)|nph⟩e−βωn (10)

β→∞
= ⟨0ph|HI(t)ρS(0)|0ph⟩ = ⟨0ph|J̃ [σ−F†(t) + σ+F(t)]|0ph⟩ρS(0) = 0 (11)

where we have used for T → 0, the bath is in the vacuum state |0ph⟩. Thus at zero temperature, the first term in
master equation 7 vanishes.

A. Naive Markovian dynamics

Using the above approximation Je−2g2

ω << 1 and the result in equation 11, the time limit in the above master
equation 7 can be taken to ∞ with τ replaced by t− τ [2], so that we can write

ρ̇IS(t) = −
∫ ∞

0

dτTrB[HI(t), [HI(t− τ), ρIS(t)⊗ ρB ]]. (12)

This change in the limit amounts to ignore the leading order corrections to this master equation. Here, we show
according to this limit, the anti-adiabatic approximation yields no decoherence in the system . However, in the next
subsection, we show some non-Markovian behaviour exists for certain coupling range. Now, evaluate each term in the
double commutator above. It contains four terms, the first one can be written as below:

TrB[HI(t)HI(t− τ)ρIS(t)ρB ] =
1

ZB

∑
n

e−βωn⟨nph|HI(t)HI(t− τ)|nph⟩ρIS(t)

β→∞
= ⟨0ph|HI(t)HI(t− τ)|0ph⟩ρIS(t)

=
∑
n

⟨0ph|HI(t)|nph⟩⟨nph|HI(t− τ)|0ph⟩ρIS(t), (13)

=
∑
n

⟨0ph|eiHBtHIe
−iHBt|nph⟩⟨nph|eiHB(t−τ)HIe

−iHB(t−τ)|0ph⟩ρIS(t), (14)

=
∑
n

eiωnt|⟨0ph|HI |nph⟩|2ρIS(t), (15)
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where in the third equality, we have used equations 8 and 9. Similarly, we can evaluate other terms. Therefore, the
master equation simplifies to

ρ̇IS(t) = −
∑
n

[
lim

ζ→0+

[ ∫ ∞

0

dτ e−i(ωn−iζ)τ |⟨0ph|HI |nph⟩|2ρIS(t) +
∫ ∞

0

dτ ei(ωn+iζ)τ ρIS(t) |⟨0ph|HI |nph⟩|2
]

−
∫ ∞

−∞
dτ eiωnτ ⟨nph|HI |0ph⟩ ρIS(t) ⟨0ph|HI |nph⟩

]
(16)

Using the identity
∫∞
−∞ dxeizx = 2πδ(z) and δ(z − a)f(z) = δ(z − a)f(a), the term∫ ∞

−∞
dτ eiωnτ ⟨nph|HI |0ph⟩ρIS(t)⟨0ph|HI |nph⟩ = 2πδ(ωn)⟨nph|HI |0ph⟩ ρIS(t) ⟨0ph|HI |nph⟩ (17)

=
2π

ω
δ(n)⟨0ph|HI |0ph⟩ ρS(t) ⟨0ph|HI |0ph⟩ = 0, (18)

where we have used ωn = nω and δ(ωn) =
1
ω δ(n). The master equation 16 reduces to

dρIS(t)

dt
= i

∑
n

1

ωn

[
|⟨0ph|HI |nph⟩|2ρIS(t)− ρIS(t)|⟨0ph|HI |nph⟩|2

]
. (19)

Next, we have

∑
n

1

ωn
|⟨0ph|HI |nph⟩|2 =

∑
n

1

ωn
⟨0ph|HI |nph⟩⟨nph|HI |0ph⟩ (20)

=
∑
n

1

ωn
|⟨0ph|F|nph⟩|2[σ+σ− + σ−σ+] =

∑
n

1

ωn
|⟨0ph|F|nph⟩|2, (21)

with σ+σ− + σ−σ+ = 1. Using this result, the time derivative of density matrix 19 reduces to

dρIS(t)

dt
=

∑
n

1

ωn

[
|⟨0ph|F|nph⟩|2ρIS(t)− ρIS(t)|⟨0ph|F|nph⟩|2

]
= 0

=⇒ ρIS(t) = ρIS(0). (22)

This means the system is decoherence free! This is inconsistent due to the fact the qubits still undergo decoherence
in Markovian approximations. This inconsistency occurs due to changing limits of the time integration in the master
equation above. Keeping the finite time limits unveils the non-Markovian behaviour discussed next.

B. Finite time evolution

Now, instead of changing integration limit in equation 7 to infinity, we keep it finite and still assume Je−2g2

ω << 1.

Defining α1(t− τ) = J̃2⟨F†(t)F†(τ)⟩B and α2(t− τ) = J̃2⟨F†(t)F(τ)⟩B , we write the above master equation at finite
temperature as follows (see appendix A for details):

dρIS(t)

dt
=

∫ t

0

dτ

[
α1(t− τ)[σ+ρIS(t)σ

+ + σ−ρIS(t)σ
−]

+ α2(t− τ)[σ+ρISσ
− − σ−σ+ρIS(t)− σ+σ−ρIS(t) + σ−ρISσ

+] + h.c.

]
, (23)

where h.c. means Hermitian conjugate. Since, we assume in our calculations at zero temperature i.e. β → ∞ limit,
so that we can write this equation in the Schrodinger picture as:

dρS
dt

= −i[HS , ρS ] + β+(t)[σ
+ρSσ

+ + σ−ρSσ
−]

+ β−(t){[2σ+ρSσ
− − {σ−σ+, ρS}] + [2σ−ρSσ

+ − {σ+σ−, ρS}]}, (24)
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FIG. 1: In this graph (a) represents the time variation of population difference PD(t) with respect to ωt as given in
equation 26. We see that there is a revival of PD(t) at certain instants of time reflecting non-Markovian behaviour.
In (b) we plot coherence Cl1(t) vs ωt at zero temperature for different values of gω, (c) non-Markovianity NCl1

vs

coupling gω. We see that there exist finite non-Markovianity (shaded region) for certain coupling range while it
vanishes for large couplings beyond value of 3

where β±(t) = 2J̃2
∑∞

n=1
(±4g2ω2)n

n!
sinnωt

nω . We assume initial density matrix of the qubit to be of the form ρS(0) =(
ρ00 ρ01
ρ01 ρ11

)
in standard basis {|0⟩, |1⟩}. Then according to the above master equation 24, the elements of this density

matrix evolve as follows:

d

dt

ρ00(t)
ρ01(t)
ρ10(t)
ρ11(t)

 =

−2β+(t) 0 0 2β+(t)
0 −2β−(t) 2β+(t) 0
0 2β+(t) −2β−(t) 0

2β+(t) 0 0 −2β+(t)


ρ00(t)
ρ01(t)
ρ10(t)
ρ11(t)

 (25)

These equations can be solved exactly. We see that TrSρS(t) = ρ00(t) + ρ11(t) = 1, i.e. trace is preserved. The
difference in populations PD for |0⟩ and |1⟩ therefore evolve as

PD(t) =
ρ00(t)− ρ11(t)

ρ00(0)− ρ11(0)
= e−Γ(t), (26)

where Γ(t) = −4J̃2
∑∞

l=1
(4g2ω2)l

l!
cos lωt−1

l2ω2 . In figure 1 (a), we plot the PD(t) for different values of coupling gω. We
observe that there are strong oscillations of PD(t) indicating non-Markovian behaviour. Furthermore, we see that if
the system is localized in some state initially (say |0⟩), it gets delocalized abruptly into a superposition state of |0⟩
and |1⟩ with equal probabilities. At t = 2πm

nω = 2π
ω I+ (m, n are integers and I+ is a positive integer), we see the

system goes back into the original state. This behaviour is related to coherent-incoherent transition of spin-boson
model [31].

C. Coherence

In this section, we assess the non-Markovianity in the dynamical evolution of the qubit through coherence defined
in equations 2 & 3. We write coherence in terms of l1-norm at some time t as

Cl1 = |ρ01(t)|+ |ρ10(t)|. (27)

From the equations 25, the off-diagonal terms evolve according to

ρ01(t) = ρ01(0)[
e−Γeven(t) + e−Γodd(t)

2
] + ρ10(0)[

[e−Γeven(t) − e−Γodd(t)]

2
], (28)

where Γodd(even) = −4J̃2
∑

n=odd(even)

(4g2ω2)n

n!
cosnωt−1

n2ω2 . Assuming, ρ01(0) = |ρ01(0)|eiϕ, where ϕ is the relative phase.

Therefore, we can simplify above equation 29 using the result in equation 28 as

Cl1(t) = Cl1(0)
√
cos

ϕ

2
e−2Γeven + sin

ϕ

2
e−2Γodd , (29)



7

where Cl1(0) = 2|ρ01(0)| is the initial coherence in the system. The derivative of Cl1(t) is given by

∆(t) =
dCl1(t)
dt

= −
C2
l1
(0)

Cl1(t)

[
cos

ϕ

2

dΓeven

dt
+ sin

ϕ

2

dΓodd

dt

]
. (30)

Therefore, non-Markovianity is given by equation 3

NCl1
= max

ρS(0)

∫
∆(t)>0

dt∆(t). (31)

Now, we plot Cl1(t) and NCl1
in figure 1 (b) and figure 1(c). Without loss of generality, we take ϕ = 0, so that initial

state are the eigen states of σx i.e. |±⟩ = 1
2 [|0⟩ ± |1⟩]. In such a case, Cl1(t) = Cl1(0)e−Γeven(t). In figure 1(b), we

have Cl1(t) versus t for different values of gω. We observe that there are strong oscillations of coherence indicating
non-Markovian behaviour. For gω = 1, we see that the coherence does not go to zero while as for gω ≥ 2, it goes
to zero within certain time intervals and revives at particular instants of time. This abrupt vanishing of coherence
and then revival is in the same line as entanglement sudden death and revival . Furthermore, these sharp peaks
occur at the instants of time when Γeven(t) = 0 which happen if t = 2π

ω
m
n = 2π

ω I+, for exactly the ratio m
n to equal

to I+ a positive integer (m,n are integers). The sharp peaks are attributed to the single mode nature of the bath.
However, it can be shown that the same behaviour occur for multimode bath also but with a broad peaks. Thus these
instants of time mark the non-Markovian effects in the system dynamics. Next, in order to measure the degree of
non-Markovianity, we plot NCl1

with respect to gω in 1(c) . We see that there is finite amount of non-Markovianity
in the dynamics for certain coupling range, thus invalidating the notion of Markovian dynamics in the polaron frame
for large polarons. However, NCl1

vanishes for gω ≥ 3, thus implying system dynamics is Markovian. Therefore, in
the very large coupling limit, the system dynamics can be taken as Markovian.

Next, in order to understand the physical processes that govern the above dynamics, we examine the various
approximations involved above. First, we try to figure out the order of magnitude of the various terms involved
in going from equation 7 to equation 12. It suffices to consider only one term in equation 7 and under Markovian
approximation we write∫ t

0

dτσ+(t)ρS(t)σ
−(τ)α(t, τ) →

∫ ∞

0

dτσ+ρS(t)σ
−α(t− τ) + corrections. (32)

Here α(t) is the bath correlation function and we assume its form to be e−ωt, so that bath correlation time scale is
τB ∼ 1

ω . The order of magnitude of the first term on r.h.s i.e. the term used as Markovian approximation is τB ∼ 1
ω :

||
∫∞
0

dτσ+ρS(t)σ
−α(t − τ)|| ≤

∫∞
0

dτ |α(t − τ)| ∼ 1
ω = O(τB). ||...|| defines trace norm and its identities are used

[55, 56]. Next, we look at the order of magnitude of the leading order of the corrections, that can be simply looking
at the upper bound of the first term. We write, using triangle inequality

||
∫ ∞

0

dτσ+[ρS(t)− ρS(t− τ) + ρS(t− τ)]σ−α(t− τ)|| ≤ ||
∫ ∞

0

dτσ+[ρS(t)− ρS(t− τ)]σ−α(t− τ)||

≤
∫ ∞

0

dτ ||τ [ρS(t)− ρS(t− τ)]

τ
|| |α(t− τ)|

=

∫ ∞

0

dττ ||dρS(t)
dτ

|| |α(t− τ)| ∼ O(J̃2τ3) = O(
J̃2

ω3
),(33)

where it can be shown that ||dρS(t)
dτ || ∼ O( J̃

2

ω ). Thus we see that the relative order of magnitudes of the leading

correction term with the first one is O(( J̃ω )
2). Therefore, in the approximation Je−2g2

ω << 1, the leading order
corrections can be ignored and we recover Markovian dynamics as in equation 12. The finite time evolution given in

equation 7 will thus resolve the dynamics at this order. Thus within the finite time evolution in the limit Je−2g2

ω << 1
which although is a small effect, we have some non-Markovinity [figure 1(c)] that vanishes for larger bare couplings
gω.
Now we try to correlate above discussion with the physical processes at second order of perturbation [57, 58]. We

can consider our model as a double well potential ( or a two site problem) with one particle hopping between the
lobes of double well potential (or two sites) while the phonons can be considered as some lattice distortion. In the
transformed frame, we have a particle dressed with phonons-a polaron hopping with the effective rate 1

J̃
. Thus, we

have two time scales for the particle hopping between the sites: (a) the time scale governing the full lattice distortion
or the full relaxation of the polaron i.e. 1

J̃
(b) time scale governing the negligible relaxation or distortion of the lattice:
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FIG. 2: We consider only these two processes for the sake of discussion out of many different processes that occur at
second order of perturbation. In each diagram, the left side represent initial state, middle one as the intermediate
state while the right side is the final state. The particle starts in the initial state and returns back through some
intermediate state. A shaded circle means particle is present at that site and vice-versa. The parabolic wells

represent the phonon modes (lattice distortion) with energy −g2ω (+g2ω)if particle is present (absent).

1
J . There are various processes occurring at second order perturbation, for the sake of discussion we keep only two
of them [see figure 2]. These processes can described by the hopping of the particle from one site to another with or
without the relaxation or distortion of the lattice sites. Here, in this figure 2, a shaded circle means particle is present
at that site while empty site is represented by a circle without a shade. The parabolic wells represent the phonon
modes (lattice distortion) with energy −g2ω (+g2ω)if particle is present (absent). Next, in the processes shown
in the figure 2(a), the particle tunnels back to the original position through some intermediate states as allowed
at second order of perturbation. In the intermediate state, the particle moves to second site leaving the first site
with full lattice distortion and then finally going to original site without creating any new distortion. Thus during
this process we conclude all these states have the same lattice distortion. This process occurs therefore at the rate

τ−1
R1 = J

g2ω × J̃ = J2e−2g2

g2ω . Now, in the figure 2(b), we can have the process where the particle hops as a polaron

from one site to other and then back. This occurs at the rate τ−1
R2 = J̃

g2ω × J̃
g2ω = J2e−4g2

g4ω2 . Thus the relative rate of

these process are
τ−1
R2

τ−1
R2

= Je−2g2

ω
1

Jg2 ∼ O(Je
−2g2

ω ). Thus in the limit Je−2g2

ω << 1, there are several processes which

are not resolved at this time scale by the master equation 12. Therefore in the Markovian approximation, system has
no influence on the bath as in first processes while the vice-versa is true for non-Markovian effects as in processes of
type two. Therefore, a finite time evolution given by equation 24 can resolve the contribution of these intermediate
processes which shows the non-Markovian behaviour for a wide range of bare couplings gω.

D. Steady state limit

In order to calculate the long time limit of the decoherence functions to recover the results of equation 12, we have
two parameters to control. First is the time parameter and other is the bare coupling gω. First take the t → ∞ limit
at some fixed couplings and then let gω have large values. Now to take t → ∞, we utilize a simple mathematical
trick:

lim
η→0+

∫ ∞

0

dz
e−i(a−iη)z

a− iη
=

i

a2
, (34)

we can write
∫∞
0

sinnωt
nω = 1

n2ω2 and
∫∞
0

cosnωt
nω = 0, therefore, Γodd(even) = 4J̃2

∑
n=odd(even)

(4g2ω2)n

n!
1

n2ω2 . Let G =∑
n=odd

(4g2ω2)n

n!
1

n2ω2 . Differentiating G twice with respect to g2, we observe that G satisfies the following differential
equation for large g:

g4
d2G

dg2
+ g2

dG

dg2
− e4g

2ω2

2ω2
= 0. (35)
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FIG. 3: Here we plot (a) long time limit of population difference PD(∞) (b) coherence Cl1(∞) with respect to gω for
various values of J

ω . We observe that PD saturates at the maximum value due to coherent-incoherent transition in
the model. The same is true for Cl1 .

In the large g limit, this equation can be solved to give the solution G ∼ e4g
2ω2

32g4ω6 . Therefore, in the long time limit we

can write Γodd = 4J̃2 e4g
2ω2

32g4ω6 = J2

8g4ω6 = Γeven. Similarly we can find the long time limit of Γ(t) ∼ J2

4g2ω2 . Therefore,
we write

ρ00(t → ∞) = ρ00(0)
1 + e−Γ(t→∞)

2
+ ρ11(0)

1− e−Γ(t→∞)

2

= ρ00(0)
1 + e

− J2

4g2ω2

2
+ ρ11(0)

1− e
− J2

4g2ω2

2
→ ρ00(0) for gω >> 1. (36)

Similarly, we can find same limit for the other elements of the density matrix and thus Limit
gω>>1

Limit
t→∞

ρS(t) = ρS(0) as

obtained in the Markovian limit. These results are consistent with the plots drawn for PD(t → ∞) and Cl1(∞) in figure

3. We have, PD(t → ∞) ∼ PD(0)e
− J2

4g4ω6 . Also ρ01(t → ∞) ∼ ρ01(0)e
− J2

8g4ω6 . This implies Cl1(∞) = Cl1(0)e
− J2

8g4ω6 .
We plot Cl1(∞) and PD(∞) with respect to gω in figure 3(a) & 3(b). We observe that there is finite amount of
coherence in the system at large times. .

V. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we have studied spin boson model where a given qubit is modeled by spin- 12 particle that is coupled
strongly to a single bosonic mode. Next, we apply Lang-Firsov transformation to reduce the coupling strength in
the polaron frame, where the qubit is dressed by phonons-known as polaron. In the large polaron theory, where
tunneling rates are significantly reduced, the system is expected to exhibit Markovian dynamics. We demonstrated
this by directly extending the time integration limits from finite to infinite values in the time-convolutionless (TCL)
master equation. Surprisingly, this approximation yielded no decoherence, which contradicts the fact that qubits can
still decohere in a Markovian manner. To explore non-Markovian behaviour, we restricted our analysis to finite time
evolution and employed coherence measures based on the l1-norm. Our findings indicate that the system exhibits
finite non-Markovian effects within a specific range of couplings, beyond which non-Markovianity vanishes. These
effects are attributed to the resolution of various intermediate processes occurring in the second order perturbation.

It is important to note that all calculations are done zero temperature although the we derived master equation for
finite temperature case as well. There are several works like [59, 60] dealing with finite temperature effects. A well
mechanism based on the resonance effect has been proposed. There are mainly two reason to stick to zero temperature
case: (1) the proliferation of phonon modes with different energies and (2) the perturbative analysis of these modes
in a controlled fashion. The work in the present paper is mainly for single bath mode and its finite temperature
generalization keeping all bath modes of same energy is a restricted condition. Therefore, we take up this problem in
a different work.
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Appendix A

In this appendix, we give detailed calculation of the terms involved in mater equation 7. The master equation 7
can be written as

ρ̇IS(t) = −
∫ t

0

dτ
[
TrB[HI(t)HI(τ)ρIS(t)⊗ ρB ]− TrB[HI(t)ρIS(t)⊗ ρBHI(τ)]

− TrB[HI(τ)ρIS(t)⊗ ρBHI(t)] + TrB[ρ
I
S(t)⊗ ρBHI(τ)HI(t)]

]
. (A1)

It is sufficient to calculate the first term in the above equation A1, others are then straight forward to calculate. In
the anti-adiabatic approximation equation 9, the interaction Hamiltonian is given as HI(t) = J̃ [σ−F†(t) + σ+F(t)],
therefore, we write

TrB[HI(t)HI(τ)ρIS(t)ρB ] = J̃2[σ−σ+⟨F†(t)F(τ)⟩B + σ+σ−⟨F(t)F†(τ)⟩B ], (A2)

where we have used σ2
+ = 0 = σ2

− and the ⟨....⟩B represents average with respect to bath. Assuming bath density

matrix of the form ρB = e−βHB

ZB
, with ZB as the partition function of the bath, we write

⟨F†(t)F(τ)⟩B =
1

ZB

∑
n

e−βωn ⟨nph| (e−2gωb†eiωt

e2gωbe−iωt

− 1)(e2gωb†eiωτ

e−2gωbe−iωτ

− 1) |nph⟩

= 1 +
1

ZB

∑
n

e−βωn ⟨nph| e−2gωb†eiωt

e2gωbe−iωt

e2gωb†eiωτ

e−2gωbe−iωτ

|nph⟩

− 1

ZB

∑
n

e−βωn ⟨nph| e−2gωb†eiωt

e2gωbe−iωt

|nph⟩ −
1

ZB

∑
n

e−βωn ⟨nph| e2gωb†eiωt

e−2gωbe−iωt

|nph⟩ .(A3)

Next, we observe that

e2gωbe−iωt

|nph⟩ =

∞∑
l=0

(2gωe−iωt)l

l!
bl |nph⟩

=

∞∑
l=0

(2gωe−iωt)l

l!

√
n!

(n− l)!
|nph − l⟩

=⇒ ⟨nph| e−2gωb†eiωt

e2gωb†e−iωt

|nph⟩ =

∞∑
l=0

[−(2gω)2]l

l!

n!

(n− l)!
= Ln[(2gω)

2]. (A4)

Here, we have used b |nph⟩ =
√
n |nph − 1⟩, and Ln[x

2] is the associated Laguerre polynomial. The partition function
of the bath is ZB =

∑
n e

−βωn = 1
1−e−βω = 1

1−z , with z = e−βω. Therefore, we write

1

ZB

∑
n

e−βωn ⟨nph| e−2gωb†eiωt

e2gωbe−iωt

|nph⟩ = (1− z)
∑
n

e−βωnLn[(2gω)
2] = e(2gω)2 z

z−1 = e−(2gω)2N0 (A5)

where we have used the fact (1 − z)
∑

znLn[x
2] = ex

2 z
z−1 and z

z−1 = −N0, where N0 = (1 − e−βω)−1 is the Bose
occupation number. Similarly we can evaluate the other terms in above equation A3, thus we write

⟨F†(t)F(τ)⟩B = e4g
2ω2e−iω(t−τ)

e−8N0g
2ω2(1−cosω(t−τ)) − 2e−4g2ω2N0 + 1 (A6)

→ e4g
2ω2e−iω(t−τ)

− 1 as β → ∞ (A7)

Similarly, we can write all the bath correlation functions that arise in evaluating the different terms in equation A1,
as below:

⟨F†(t)F†(τ)⟩B = ⟨F(t)F(τ)⟩B = e−4g2ω2e−iω(t−τ)

e−8N0g
2ω2(1+cosω(t−τ)) − 2e−4g2ω2N0 + 1 (A8)

⟨F†(t)F(τ)⟩B = ⟨F(t)F†(τ)⟩B = e4g
2ω2e−iω(t−τ)

e−8N0g
2ω2(1−cosω(t−τ)) − 2e−4g2ω2N0 + 1. (A9)

Similarly, we evaluate the other terms in the double commutator which finally yields the master equation given in
the main text.
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