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Time-convolutionless master equations for composite open

quantum systems
A.Yu. Karasev1 A.E. Teretenkov2

In this work we consider the master equations for composite open quantum systems. We provide purely

algebraic formulae for terms of perturbation series defining such equations. We also give conditions under which

the Bogolubov-van Hove limit exists and discuss some corrections to this limit. We present an example to illustrate

our results. In particular, this example shows, that inhomogeneous terms in time-convolutionless master equations

can vanish after reservoir correlation time, but lead to renormalization of initial conditions at such a timescale.

1 Introduction

The usual setup of open quantum systems theory assumes unitary dynamics of a system and a
heat bath [1]. In this work we consider dynamics, where the system of interest and the reservoir
initially constitute a composite open quantum system instead. Such an approach was not so widely
discussed in literature, but has attracted more and more attention in recent works [2, 3, 4, 5]. It
was also discussed in a setup very different from the usual open quantum systems one [6]. This
approach seems to be natural when a system in a reservoir is composite, i.e. consists of subsystems,
and we are only interested in one of the subsystems. Moreover, some authors hypothesize that
even fundamental dynamics of our world could be described like open quantum system one rather
than just unitary one [7].

We use the Nakajima-Zwanzig projection approach [8, 9] in our work, both because it is widely
used in open quantum systems theory, and because it allows using different projection, i.e. different
approaches to identification of the system of interest inside the composite system, in a uniform
manner. We assume a small coupling between the system of interest and the reservoir. We are
looking for the approach which in principle can work in all the orders of perturbation theory, so
in Section 2 we derive time-convolutionless master equations. Such equations were introduced
in [10] and are widely used in open quantum systems theory [11, 12, 13, 14]. We also use an
inhomogenious term to take into account the non-factorizible initial conditions [15]. Moreover,
time-nonlocal equations are also useful in certain cases [16].

Our work is organized from the general to the particular. We are concerned with the reduced
dynamics of the system of interest inside the composite system in the interaction picture. But the
perturbative formulae from Section 2 are general and do not take into account the origin of initial
time-dependent equations which we project. So in Section 3 we take into account that such initial
equations occur in the interaction picture. This allows us to write more explicit formulae. Namely,
the expression defining the time-convolutionless master equation becomes purely algebraic.

In our opinion the identification of a system inside a composed system is not physical by
itself without some dynamical conditions. Typically such a condition is Markovianity of system
dynamics. From the mathematical point of view Markovian dynamics occurs [18, 19, 17] in the
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Bogolubov-van Hove limit [20, 21]. So it is natural to ask when the Bogolubov-van Hove limit
exists in our case. In Section 4 we introduce some sufficient conditions under which such a limit
exists and discuss some corrections to this limit.

To illustrate our results we consider an example in Section 5. In our opinion, the most interest-
ing feature of this example is that inhomogeneous terms in time-convolutionless master equations
vanish in the Bogolubov-van Hove perturbation theory, but lead to renormalization of initial
conditions.

In Conclusions we summarize our work and suggest some possible directions for further study.

2 Time-convolutionless equations

In this section we derive the time-convolutionless master equations. We consider only finite-
dimensional matrices and maps throughout the work. We refer to linear maps between finite-
dimensional matrices as superoperators. Usually, the time-convolutionless master equations are
defined perturbatively in terms of Kubo - van Kampen cumulants [22, 23, 24, 25, 26]. But here
we represent them in terms of non-commutative analog of moments similar to [27, 28] and then
obtain explicit formulae for them in the next section. Namely, we obtain the following theorem
describing perturbation series for the time-convolutionless master equation.

Theorem 1. Let ρ(t) be a matrix-valued function of t ∈ [t0,+∞) which satisfies an ordinary

differential equation
d

dt
ρ(t) = λL(t)ρ(t), (1)

where L(t) is a superoperator-valued function, which is continuous for t ∈ [t0,+∞), and λ is a

parameter, P is an idempotent superoperator P = P2 and Q ≡ I − P, where I is an identity

superoperator. Then Pρ(t) satisfies the time-convolutionless master equation

d

dt
Pρ(t) = K(t)Pρ(t) + I(t)Qρ(t0), (2)

where K(t) has the following asymptotic expansion at λ → 0

K(t) =

∞
∑

n=1

λnKn(t) (3)

with

Kn(t) =
n−1
∑

q=0

(−1)q
∑

∑q
j=0 kj=n,kj>1

Ṁk0(t)Mk1(t) . . .Mkq(t), (4)

i.e. the inner sum runs over all possible compositions,

Mk(t) =

∫ t

t0

dt1 . . .

∫ tk−1

t0

dtkPL(t1) . . .L(tk)P, Ṁk(t) ≡
d

dt
Mk(t), (5)

and I(t) has the following asymptotic expansion at λ → 0

I(t) =
∞
∑

n=1

λnIn(t) (6)
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with

In(t) =
˙̃Mn(t) +

n−1
∑

q=1

(−1)q
∑

∑q
j=0 kj=n,kj>1

Ṁk0(t)Mk1(t) . . .Mkq−1(t)M̃kq(t),

M̃k(t) =

∫ t

t0

dt1 . . .

∫ tk−1

t0

dtkPL(t1) . . .L(tk)Q,
˙̃Mk(t) ≡

d

dt
M̃k(t). (7)

Remark that In(t) has the same form as Kn(t), but with Q instead of last P in each term,
which coincides with [1, Section 9.2.4].

First of all let us prove the following lemma.

Lemma 1. Let Ak be superoperators, then the following asymptotic expansion holds

(

I +

∞
∑

k=1

λkAk

)−1

=

∞
∑

n=0

λn

n
∑

q=0

(−1)q
∑

∑q
j=1 kj=n,kj>1

Ak1 . . .Akq , λ → 0. (8)

Proof. By direct calculation we have

(

I +

∞
∑

k=1

λkAk

)−1

=

∞
∑

q=0

(−1)q

(

∞
∑

k=1

λkAk

)q

=
∞
∑

q=0

(−1)q
∞
∑

n=1

λn
∑

∑q
j=1 kj=n,kj>1

Ak1 . . .Akq

=

∞
∑

n=0

λn
∑

∑q
j=1 kj=n,kj>1

(−1)qAk1 . . .Akq

Thus, we obtain (8).

Proof of theorem 1. The solution of Equation (1) with given ρ(t0) is unique [29, Theorem 5.2] and
can be represented in the form

ρ(t) = U t
t0
ρ(t0),

where U t
t0
is a superoperator-valued function of t which is a unique solution of the Cauchy problem

d

dt
U t
t0
= λL(t)U t

t0
, U t0

t0
= I. (9)

Applying the projector P on both sides of this equation we obtain

d

dt
PU t

t0
=

d

dt
PU t

t0
P +

d

dt
PU t

t0
Q =

(

d

dt
PU t

t0
P

)

(PU t
t0
P)(−1)PU t

t0
P +

d

dt
PU t

t0
Q

=

(

d

dt
PU t

t0
P

)

(PU t
t0
P)(−1)PU t

t0
−

(

d

dt
PU t

t0
P

)

(PU t
t0
P)(−1)PU t

t0
Q+

d

dt
PU t

t0
Q,

where for some supeoperator A
A(−1) (10)
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denotes the pseudoinverse such that A(−1)A = P, A(−1)Q = QA(−1) = 0, where in general P is a
projector to the image of A and Q to it kernel.

Taking into account the idempotent property P2 = P and Q2 = (I − P)2 = I − 2P + P2 =
I − P = Q we obtain

d

dt
PU t

t0
= K(t)PU t

t0
+ I(t)Q,

with

K(t) ≡

(

d

dt
PU t

t0
P

)

(PU t
t0
P)(−1) (11)

and

I(t) ≡ −

(

d

dt
PU t

t0
P

)

(PU t
t0
P)(−1)PU t

t0
Q+

d

dt
PU t

t0
Q =

d

dt
PU t

t0
Q−K(t)PU t

t0
Q. (12)

Expanding U t
t0

defined by Cauchy problem (9) asymptotically in the Dyson series we obtain
for λ → 0

U t
t0
=

∞
∑

k=0

λk

∫ t

t0

dt1 . . .

∫ tk−1

t0

dtkL(t1) . . .L(tk).

Hence, we have

PU t
t0
P = P +

∞
∑

k=1

λkMk(t),
d

dt
PU t

t0
P =

∞
∑

k=1

λkṀk(t).

Then using Lemma 1 from (11) we obtain

K(t) =
d

dt
PU t

t0
P
(

PU t
t0
P
)(−1)

=

∞
∑

k=0

λkṀk(t)

(

∞
∑

m=0

λmMm(t)

)(−1)

=

∞
∑

k=0

λkṀk(t)





∞
∑

n=0

λn

n
∑

q=0

(−1)q
∑

∑q
j=1 kj=n,kj>1

Mk1(t) . . .Mkq(t)





=
∞
∑

n=0

λn

n−1
∑

q=0

(−1)q
∑

∑q
j=0 kj=n,kj>1

Ṁk0(t)Mk1(t) . . .Mkq(t)

Thus, we obtain (3).
Similarly, we have

PU t
t0
Q =

∞
∑

k=1

λkM̃k(t),
d

dt
PU t

t0
Q =

∞
∑

k=1

λk ˙̃Mk(t),

then (12) leads to

I(t) =
∞
∑

k=1

λn ˙̃Mn(t)−





∞
∑

n=0

λn

n−1
∑

q=0

(−1)q
∑

∑q
j=0 kj=n,kj>1

Ṁk0(t)Mk1(t) . . .Mkq(t)





(

∞
∑

k=1

λk ˙̃Mk(t)

)

=

∞
∑

k=1

λn





˙̃Mn(t) +

n−1
∑

q=1

(−1)q
∑

∑q
j=0 kj=n,kj>1

Ṁk0(t)Mk1(t) . . .Mkq−1(t)M̃kq(t)




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Thus, we obtain (6).

Let us provide explicitly several first terms Kn(t) in terms of Mn(t) to illustrate formula (4).

K1(t) = Ṁ1(t), K2(t) = Ṁ2(t)− Ṁ1(t)M1(t), (13)

K3(t) = Ṁ3(t)− Ṁ2(t)M1(t)− Ṁ1(t)M2(t) + Ṁ1(t)M1(t)M1(t).

Remark that we are interested in the dynamics Pρ(t), but there are known methods [48] which
allow one to calculate Qρ(t) perturbatively using the perturbative result for Pρ(t).

3 Explicit formulae in the case of interaction picture

Similar to the usual open quantum systems setup [1, Section 9.1] it is natural to start with the
equation with the time-independent generator of the form

d

dt
ρ̃(t) = (L0 + λL)ρ̃(t),

where L0 and L are Gorini–Kossakowski–Sudarshan–Lindblad (GKSL) generators [30, 31] in our
case. And then one can move to the interaction picture

ρ(t) ≡ e−L0tρ̃(t),

which leads to the equation of the form (1) with L(t) = e−L0tLeL0t = e−LtL, where L = [L0, · ].
Here [L0, · ] denotes the map from superoperators to superoperators which is defined on super-
operator A by the formula [L0, · ]A = [L0,A].

To write some explicit algebraic formulae below, we will need the following definition.

Definition 1. Let us define the contraction map as the linear map such that for any superoperators
A1, . . . , Ak one has

C(A1 ⊗ . . .⊗Ak) = A1 . . .Ak.

Lemma 2. For L(t) = e−LtL for some linear map L and let us denote by subscript j in Lj the

fact that this map acts as L in the j-th tensor multiplicand and as identity in other ones. Then

L(t1) . . .L(tk) = C(e−
∑k

j=1 tjLjL⊗k). (14)

Proof. By direct calculation we have

L(t1) . . .L(tk) = C(L(t1)⊗ . . .⊗ L(tk)) = C(e−Lt1L ⊗ . . .⊗ e−LtkL)

= C((e−Lt1 ⊗ . . .⊗ e−Ltk)(L ⊗ . . .⊗ L)) = C(e−
∑k

j=1 tjLjL⊗k).

Thus, we obtain (14).

We also need Lemma A1 from [28] which takes the following form.
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Lemma 3. The following formula holds

hk(t; γ1, . . . , γk) ≡

∫ t

0

dt1 . . .

∫ tk−1

0

dtke
−

∑k
j=1 tjγj

=
1

∏k

n=1

∑n

j=1 γj
+

k
∑

p=1

(−1)p
e−t

∑p
i=1 γi

(
∏p

m=1

∑p

i=m γi)
(

∏k

n=p+1

∑n

j=p+1 γj

) . (15)

For zero denominators, the right-hand side should be understood as a limit.

Let us illustrate this Lemma by examples to clarify its meaning. In particular,

h1(t; γ1) =
1− e−γ1t

γ1
,

where for γ1 = 0 it should be understood as

h1(t; 0) ≡ h1(t; γ1)|γ1→0 = t.

Similarly, we have

h2(t; γ1, γ2) =



































1
γ2

(

1−e−γ1t

γ1
− 1−e−(γ1+γ2)t

γ1+γ2

)

, γ1 6= 0, γ2 6= 0, γ1 6= −γ2,

−1−γ2t−e−γ2t

γ2
2

, γ1 = 0, γ2 6= 0,

−1−γ2t−e−γ2t

γ2
2

, γ2 = −γ1 6= 0,
1−(1+γ1t)e−γ1t

γ2
1

, γ2 = 0, γ1 6= 0,
t2

2
, γ1 = γ2 = 0.

The explicit purely algebraic expressions for perturbative expansions can be obtained by The-
orem 1 along with the following theorem.

Theorem 2. For L(t) = e−LtL formulae (5) and (7) take the form

Mk(t) = PC(e−t0
∑k

j=1 Ljhk(t− t0;L1, . . . ,Lk)L
⊗k)P, (16)

M̃k(t) = PC(e−t0
∑k

j=1 Ljhk(t− t0;L1, . . . ,Lk)L
⊗k)Q, (17)

Ṁk(t) = PC(e−tL1e−t0
∑k

j=2 Ljhk(t− t0;L2, . . . ,Lk)L
⊗k)P, (18)

˙̃Mk(t) = PC(e−tL1e−t0
∑k

j=2 Ljhk(t− t0;L2, . . . ,Lk)L
⊗k)Q. (19)

Proof. By definition (5) we have

Mk(t) =

∫ t

t0

dt1 . . .

∫ tk−1

t0

dtkPL(t1) . . .L(tk)P

=

∫ t−t0

0

dt1 . . .

∫ tk−1

0

dtkPL(t1 + t0) . . .L(tk + t0)P.

6



Due to Lemma 2 we obtain

Mk(t) =

∫ t−t0

0

dt1 . . .

∫ tk−1

0

dtkPC(e−
∑k

j=1(tj+t0)LjL⊗k)P

= PC(e−t0
∑k

j=1 Lj

∫ t−t0

0

dt1 . . .

∫ tk−1

0

dtke
−

∑k
j=1 tjLjL⊗k)P.

Using Lemma 3 we obtain (16). Similarly, one could obtian (17)–(19).

Let us explicitly write down the terms for t0 = 0 which contribute to the second order expansion
of Equation (2)

M1(t) = P

(

1− e−Lt

L
L

)

P, Ṁ1(t) = P
(

e−LtL
)

P, (20)

M̃1(t) = P

(

1− e−Lt

L
L

)

Q,
˙̃M1(t) = P

(

e−LtL
)

Q, (21)

Ṁ2(t) = P(e−tLL)

(

1− e−Lt

L
L

)

P,
˙̃M2(t) = P(e−tLL)

(

1− e−Lt

L
L

)

Q. (22)

Let us remark that
1− e−L1t

L1

can be understood as a series
1− e−L1t

L1
=

∞
∑

j=0

(−1)j+1 t
j

j!
L
j
1,

so it is defined for degenerate map L1. Moreover, one could write

1− e−L1t

L1
= (1− e−L1t)(L1)

(−1), (23)

where (L1)
(−1) can be understood similarly to (10) as inverse on the image of L1 and zero otherwise.

But due to the fact that the kernel 1−e−L1t includes the kernel of L1 one could interpret (L1)
(−1)A

for a superoperator A as any solution X of the equation L1X = A. Despite the ambiguity of such
a solution for the case L = [L0, · ] the whole result (1− e−L1t)(L1)

(−1)A will not depend on it.
Similarly, we have for example

M2(t) = P

(

e−t0(L1+L2)

(

1− e−L1t

L1
−

1− e−(L1+L2)t

L1 + L2

)

1

L2
L ⊗ L

)

P.

Let us write down the coefficients of the second order asymptotic expansion of the time-
convolutionless master equaiton in an even more explicit form.

Corollary 1. For t0 = 0 and L(t) = e−L0tLeL0t one has

K1(t) = PL(t)P, K2(t) = PL(t)Q[L0, · ]
(−1)(L − L(t))P, (24)

I1(t) = PL(t)Q, I2(t) = PL(t)Q[L0, · ]
(−1)(L − L(t))Q. (25)

7



Proof. Due to formulae (13) and (20)-(22) for L = [L0, · ] we have

K1(t) =P
(

e−LtL
)

P = PL(t)P,

K2(t) =P(e−tLL)

(

1− e−Lt

L
L

)

P − P(e−tLL)P

(

1− e−Lt

L
L

)

P

=PL(t)Q[L0, · ]
(−1)(L− L(t))P.

Thus, we obtain (24). Formulae (25) can be obtained similarly.

4 Relaxation conditions and Bogolubov-van Hove pertur-

bation theory

In this section we will analyze the long-time behavior of the projected dynamics. Eigenvalues
of GKSL generator L0 always have non-positive real parts [32, p. 58]. Thus, in the generic
case the real parts of the eigenvalues become strictly negative. So the limit lim

t→+∞
eL0t exists. But

Theorem 2 expresses the perturbative expansions for the time-convolutionless equations in terms of
e−[L0, · ]t = e−L0t · eL0t which has no limit for t → +∞ in the generic case. So to guarantee the well-
define long-time behavior one should assume that terms e−L0t, which have exponentially growing
contributions, are canceled. To formalize it we introduce relaxation conditions and enhanced
relaxation conditions above. Let us for simplicity assume from now on that t0 = 0.

Definition 2. Let the following limit

lim
t→+∞

eL0t = Λ (26)

exist and for any k = 1, . . . , K the following equality be satisfied

Pe−L0tkLeL0(tk−tk−1) . . . eL0(t2−t1)LeL0t1P = PLeL0(tk−tk−1) . . . eL0(t2−t1)LeL0t1P, (27)

then we say that the relaxation conditions of order K are satisfied.

That is the relaxation conditions just mean that first e−L0tk in the expression (27) could be
omitted Pe−L0tk . . .P = P . . .P. Satisfaction of equality Pe−L0tk = P is the most simple and
natural situation, when this is the case. In Section 5 we provide an explicit example, where such
a condition holds.

Definition 3. If the relaxation conditions are satisfied and in addition

Pe−L0tkLeL0(tk−tk−1) . . . eL0(t2−t1)LeL0t1Q = PLeL0(tk−tk−1) . . . eL0(t2−t1)LeL0t1Q

are satisfied, then we say that enhanced relaxation conditions of order K are satisfied.

Lemma 4. Under relaxation conditions of order 2 one has

K1(t) = PLeL0tP, (28)

K2(t) = PL([eL0t, · ][L0, · ]
(−1)L)P − PLeL0tP([L0, · ]

(−1)L)(1− eL0t)P. (29)

Under enhanced relaxation conditions of order 2 one additionally has

I1(t) = PLeL0tQ, (30)

I2(t) = PL([eL0t, · ][L0, · ]
(−1)L)Q− PLeL0tP([L0, · ]

(−1)L)(1− eL0t)Q. (31)
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Proof. Under relaxation of order 2 formulae (24) take the form

K1(t) = PLeL0tP

and

K2(t) =−Pe−L0tLeL0tQe−L0t([L0, · ]
(−1)L)eL0tP + Pe−L0tLeL0tQ([L0, · ]

(−1)L)P

=−Pe−L0tL([L0, · ]
(−1)L)eL0tP + Pe−L0tLeL0tPe−L0t([L0, · ]

(−1)L)eL0tP

+ Pe−L0tLeL0t([L0, · ]
(−1)L)P − Pe−L0tLeL0tP([L0, · ]

(−1)L)P

=−PL([L0, · ]
(−1)L)eL0tP + PLeL0tP([L0, · ]

(−1)L)eL0tP

+ PLeL0t([L0, · ]
(−1)L)P − PLeL0tP([L0, · ]

(−1)L)P

=PL([eL0t, · ][L0, · ]
(−1)L)P − PLeL0tP([L0, · ]

(−1)L)(1− eL0t)P.

Thus, we have obtained (28) and (29). Similarly, under enhanced relaxation conditions of order 2
formulae (25) take the form (30)-(31).

Remark that for higher order terms Kk(t) and Ik(t) the relaxation conditions and enhanced
relaxations, respectively, also lead to expressions which have no terms of the form e−L0t. This
allows us to calculate the limits of such expressions at t → +∞ guaranteeing their existence.

Lemma 5. Under relaxation conditions of order 2 one has

K1(+∞) = PLΛP, (32)

K2(+∞) = PL([Λ, · ][L0, · ]
(−1)L)P − PLΛP([L0, · ]

(−1)L)(1− Λ)P. (33)

Under enhanced relaxation conditions of order 2 one has

I1(+∞) = PLΛQ, (34)

I2(+∞) = PL([Λ, · ][L0, · ]
(−1)L)Q− PLΛP([L0, · ]

(−1)L)(1− Λ)Q. (35)

This lemma follows immediately from Lemma 4 and condition (26).
The next theorem allows one to calculate the time-convolutionless master equations on the

Bogolubov-van Hove timescale t = O(λ−2). From the physical point of view it is the timescale
larger than bath correlation time. But in our setup the bath is another subsystem of our open
composite system.

Theorem 3. Let the enhanced relaxation conditions of any order be satisfied and K1(+∞) =
I1(+∞) = K3(+∞) = I3(+∞) = 0, then for t = O(λ−2), λ → 0 one has

Pρ(t) = eλ
2K2(+∞)tRρ(0) +

eλ
2K2(+∞)t − 1

K2(+∞)
I2(+∞)Qρ(0) +O(λ2) (36)

with

Rρ = P(1 + λLL
(−1)
0 (Λ− I))ρ, (37)

where K2(+∞) and I2(+∞) can be defined by formulae (33) and (35), respectively.
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Proof. We will use the asymptotic matching [33, Section 7.2], [34, Section 1.3] to relate the
asymptotic solution at t = O(λ−2) and the asymptotic solution at t = O(1), in particular at t = 0.
Equation (2) in several first orders of perturbation theory takes the form

d

dt
Pρ(t) = λK1(t)Pρ(t) + λI1(t)Qρ(0) +O(λ2)

for fixed t. So the inner solution, i.e. the solution for t = O(1), takes the form

Pρ(t) = Pρ(0) + λ

∫ t

0

K1(t
′)dt′Pρ(0) + λ

∫ t

0

I1(t
′)dt′Qρ(0) +O(λ2).

Under enhanced relaxation conditions if K1(+∞) = I1(+∞) = K3(+∞) = I3(+∞) = 0 for
t = O(λ−2) we obtain

d

dt
Pρ(t) = λ2K2(+∞)Pρ(t) + λ2I2(+∞)Qρ(0) + O(λ4).

So the outer solution, i.e. the solution for t = O(λ−2), takes the form

Pρ(t) = eλ
2K2(+∞)tR +

eλ
2K2(+∞)t − 1

K2(+∞)
I2(+∞)Qρ(0) +O(λ2),

where R is some constant matrix. For asymptotic matching one should equate the outer solution
for t = O(1)

Pρ(t) = R +O(λ2)

and the inner solution for t = O(λ−2)

Pρ(t) = Pρ(0) + λ

∫ ∞

0

K1(t
′)dt′Pρ(0) + λ

∫ ∞

0

I1(t
′)dt′Qρ(0) +O(λ2),

which leads to

R = Pρ(0) + λ

(
∫ +∞

0

K1(t
′)dt′Pρ(0) +

∫ +∞

0

I1(t
′)dt′Qρ(0)

)

.

Taking into account formulae (28) and (30) we have

R = Pρ(0) + λ

(
∫ +∞

0

dt′PLeL0t
′

Pρ(0) +

∫ +∞

0

dt′PLeL0t
′

Qρ(0)

)

= Pρ(0) + λPL

∫ +∞

0

dt′eL0t
′

ρ(0).

As
∫ +∞

0

dt′eL0t
′

= lim
t→∞

eL0t − 1

L0
= L

(−1)
0 (Λ− I),

where L
(−1)
0 can be understood as in (10) taking into account that I − Λ is the projector on the

image of L0, but similarly to (23) the hole expression is independent of the particular choice of
the pseudoinverse, then we have

R = Pρ(0) + λPLL
(−1)
0 (Λ− I)ρ(0) = P(1 + λLL

(−1)
0 (Λ− I))ρ(0).

Thus, we obtain (36) with R defined by (37).
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Remark that such a derivation of the renormalization operator suggests that in higher orders
of perturbation theory it should coincide with perturbative expansion of PU+∞

0 , i.e. with an open
system analog of the Moller operator arising in scattering theory [35].

Very often one is interested only in the Bogolubov-van Hove limit without corrections and only
in the case of the initial conditions consistent with the projector, i.e. the initial conditions are
such that Pρ(0) = ρ(0). Then one could use the following theorem.

Theorem 4. Let the relaxation conditions of any order be satisfied and K1(+∞) = 0 and Qρ(0) =
0, then for t = O(λ−2) one has

Pρ(t) = eλ
2K2(+∞)tPρ(0) +O(λ).

The proof is similar to the one of Theorem 3. But there is no inhomogeneity in the time-
convolutionless master equation for the initial conditions consistent with the projector, so one
does not need to use the enhanced relaxation conditions in such a case. And also the first order
corrections to the Bogolubov-van Hove limit are omitted.

5 Example

Let us consider an example from [36, Section 5]. In the notation of this work it takes the form

L0 = γ

(

|0〉〈2| · |2〉〈0| −
1

2
{|2〉〈2|, · }

)

,

L = −ig[|2〉〈1|+ |1〉〈2|, · ],

Pρ = (ρ00 + ρ22)|0〉〈0|+ ρ01|0〉〈1|+ ρ10|1〉〈0|+ ρ11|1〉〈1|. (38)

First, let us illustrate the results of Section 3 with this example. The generator has the weak
coupling type form for a generic Hamiltonian, so it is easy to solve it explicitly

eL0tρ =e−γtρ22|2〉〈2|+ (ρ00 − e−γtρ22)|0〉〈0|

+
1
∑

j=0

e−
γ

2
t(ρ2j |2〉〈j|+ ρj2|j〉〈2|) + ρ01|0〉〈1|+ ρ10|1〉〈0|+ ρ11|1〉〈1|.

Taking the limit we have

lim
t→∞

eL0tρ = (ρ00 + ρ22)|0〉〈0|+ ρ01|0〉〈1|+ ρ10|1〉〈0|+ ρ11|1〉〈1| = Pρ,

i.e. we obtain Λ = P.
Now let us check

Pe−L0t = P (39)

by direct calculation

Pe−L0t = (ρ00 − eγtρ22 + eγtρ22)|0〉〈0|+ ρ01|0〉〈1|+ ρ10|1〉〈0|+ ρ11|1〉〈1| = Pρ.

Let us remark that the similar condition holds for some other projectors and physical mod-
els, for example the ones in [51]. Equation (39) leads to the fact that the enhanced relaxation
conditions are satisfied.
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Similarly, let us calculate

eL0tPρ = (ρ00 + ρ22)|0〉〈0|+ ρ01|0〉〈1|+ ρ10|1〉〈0|+ ρ11|1〉〈1| = P.

Thus, Equation (28) takes the form

K1(t)ρ = PLeL0tPρ = PLPρ

= −igP[|2〉〈1|+ |1〉〈2|, (ρ00 + ρ22)|0〉〈0|+ ρ01|0〉〈1|+ ρ10|1〉〈0|+ ρ11|1〉〈1|]

= −igP(ρ10|2〉〈0|+ ρ11|2〉〈1| − ρ01|0〉〈2| − ρ11|1〉〈2|) = 0

and Equation (29) takes the form

K2(t) = PL([eL0t, · ][L0, · ]
(−1)L)P + PLeL0tP([L0, · ]

(−1)L)(1− eL0t)P

= PLeL0t([L0, · ]
(−1)L)P − PL([L0, · ]

(−1)L)P = −PL(1− eL0t)([L0, · ]
(−1)L)P.

It is not necessary to calculate [L0, · ]
(−1) in this formula, we just need to calculate [L0, · ]

(−1)L,
which can be done by finding some solution X of the equation

[L0,X ] = L,

which leads to

[L0, · ]
(−1)L = −

2ig

γ

(

{|1〉〈2| − |2〉〈1|, · }+ 2|0〉〈1| · |2〉〈0| − 2|0〉〈2| · |1〉〈0|

)

.

Then we obtain

K2(t) =
4g2

γ
(1− e−

γ

2
t)

(

|0〉〈1| · |1〉〈0| −
1

2
{|1〉〈1|, · }

)

.

Thus, for the initial conditions consistent with projector P one obtains the second-order master
equation of the form

d

dt
ρS(t) = λ24g

2

γ
(1− e−

γ
2
t)

(

|0〉〈1|ρS(t)|1〉〈0| −
1

2
{|1〉〈1|, ρS(t)}

)

,

where ρS(t) ≡ Pρ(t), which coincides with Equation (10.53) in [1]. But there it arose in the
usual setup of open quantum systems theory, i.e. for system dynamics, when the whole dynamics
of the system and the reservoir was unitary, but the reservoir had an infinite number of degrees
of freedom. This is due to the fact that these models are related by the pseudomode approach
[37, 38, 39, 36, 40].

Now let us illustrate the results of Section 4 with this model. As K1(t) = 0, then we obviously
have K1(+∞) = 0. Using Lemma 5 we obtain

K2(+∞) = −PL([L0, · ]
(−1)L)P =

4g2

γ

(

|0〉〈1| · |1〉〈0| −
1

2
{|1〉〈1|, · }

)

,

I1(+∞) = PLPQ = 0,

I2(+∞) = PL([P, · ][L0, · ]
(−1)L)Q+ PLP([L0, · ]

(−1)L)Q

= PLP[L0, · ]
(−1)L)Q−PLP[L0, · ]

(−1)L)PQ = 0.
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Similar, but awkward calculations lead to K3(+∞) = I3(+∞) = 0. Thus, we can apply Theorem
3. To do it let us calculate

L
(−1)
0 = γ−1 (|0〉〈2| · |2〉〈0| − 2{|2〉〈2|, · }+ 3|2〉〈2| · |2〉〈2|) ,

which leads by formula (37) to the following expression

Rρ =P(1 − λLL
(−1)
0 Q)ρ

=

(

ρ00 + ρ22 − λ
2ig

γ
(ρ12 − ρ21)

)

|0〉〈0|+

(

ρ01 + λ
2ig

γ
ρ02

)

|0〉〈1|+

(

ρ10 − λ
2ig

γ
ρ20

)

|1〉〈0|

+

(

ρ11 + λ
2ig

γ
(ρ12 − ρ21)

)

|1〉〈1|. (40)

Due to I2(+∞) = 0 formula (36) reduces to

Pρ(t) = eλ
2K2(+∞)tRρ(0) +O(λ2)

for t = O(λ−2), λ → +0. Hence, for ρS(t) = Pρ(t) by omitting terms O(λ2) we obtain the
following equation

d

dt
ρS(t) = λ24g

2

γ

(

|0〉〈1|ρS(t)|1〉〈0| −
1

2
{|1〉〈1|, ρS(t)}

)

for t = O(λ−2), λ → +0. But the initial conditions for such an equation should be renormalized
ρS(+0) = Rρ(0) using formula (40) if the initial conditions are not consistent with the projector.
Without this correction we reproduce the results of [36]. With such a correction it is somewhat
similar to [41, 42, 43] in the sense that after bath correlation we have the GKSL equation, but
with the renormalized initial conditions. What is different here is that the corrections occur from
inhomogeneous terms in time-convolutionless. And what is especially interesting is that such
terms do not contribute to dynamics after the bath correlation times, but the initial conditions
are renormalized due to the initial period of order of the bath correlation time, where the non-
consistency of the initial state with the projector contributes to the dynamics.

It is possible to ask why we interpret such an example as a composite system. Firstly, in
[36, 44] it was shown, that such an example arises as a zero- and one-particle restriction of the
GKSL generator defined acting on matrices which are defined on tensor product Hilbert space.
If the initial density matrix is restricted to zero- and one-particle spaces, then this is preserved
during the evolution. Moreover, under such a restriction Argyres-Kelley projector [45] the usual
one for open quantum systems takes exactly form (38) as discussed in [36, 44]. Let as also remark
that if the system is composite or not is a bit subjective in general [46].

6 Conclusions

In this work we have derived explicit formulae for asymptotic expansion of time-convolutionless
equations for composite open systems. More precisely, we have calculated all the integrals with
respect to times in the terms which define such an expansion and obtained purely algebraic ex-
pressions for them. We have introduced relaxation conditions and enhanced relaxation conditions,
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which provide time-convolutionless equations with the well-defined Bogolubov-van Hove limit for
the initial condition consistent with the projector and for the general initial condition, respectively.
We also have discussed the first order correction to the Bogolubov-van Hove limit and have given
an example, when these corrections do not contribute to the master equations themselves, but
renormalize their initial conditions.

We think that our results could be interesting for analysis of projection-based derivation of
master equations in the usual open systems setup as well. As here we deal just with finite
dimensional equations, then we have much more hope both to derive the mathematically strict
results in our setup and to verify it by numerical or symbolical calculations, than for the case
of unitary dynamics, but the reservoir with infinite degrees of freedom. Nevertheless, we think
that under relaxation conditions the finite dimensional GKSL equations for the open composite
systems capture main features of the usual unitary setup in the case, when the bath correlation
functions of the reservoir are decaying fast enough to provide well-defined terms in all the orders
of the Bogolubov-van Hove perturbation theory.

Thus, our setup could be used as a simplified playground for more complicated open quantum
systems setups. For example, it is interesting to prove strictly the results from [47] using the
Bogolubov-van Hove perturbation theory in our setup. Moreover, possibly the results of the
present paper could give a more explicit formula at least in our setup. It might be easier to
analyze a perturbative expansion of steady states in such a setup, which is also interesting from
the point of view of the usual open systems setup [49, 50]. Also, the precision testing of the
approaches, based on effective generators [52, 53, 54, 55], might be simplified in our setup.

As some other directions for further study, we should mention the problem of giving explicit
description of generators for which relaxation conditions are satisfied. It is also interesting to
analyze the multi-time correlations in our setup. In particular, it is interesting to check the validity
of generalized regression formulae in different orders of the Bogolubov-van Hove perturbation
theory due to modern discussion in such a direction [36, 44, 56, 57]. It would also be interesting
to investigate other approaches taking into account non-factorized initial states in our setup [58].
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