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We derive an exact master equation that captures the dynamics of a quadratic quantum system
linearly coupled to a Gaussian environment. Unlike previous approaches, our formulation applies
universally to both bosonic and fermionic reservoirs, and remains valid even in the presence of
initial system-environment correlations. Remarkably, the master equation is written without em-
ploying field objects, path integrals, or involved superoperators. As a result, it shows an explicit
and extremely compact dependence on the dressed environment correlation function: this allows
us to state exactly how sequential virtual interactions between the system and the environment
eventually lead to non-Markovian evolution. In the weak-coupling limit, this dependence facilitates
a straightforward recovery of the well-known Redfield equation at second order in the coupling.

Introduction Finding convenient ways to unveil the
dynamics of open quantum systems [1] starting from
an effective microscopic description is arguably one of
the most important problems in contemporary quantum
physics. In the Markovian regime, where a continuous
flow of information from the system to the environment
is assumed, the well-known LGKS theorem [2, 3] pro-
vides the general structure of the master equation and
the question of linking it to microscopic parameters has
been thoroughly studied [4–6]. However, such charac-
terization is missing in the non-Markovian regime and a
heterogeneous variety of approaches has been proposed
during the years to still find useful predictions in practi-
cal scenarios [7–9]. Such approaches are mostly designed
with numerics in mind and they smartly bypass the prob-
lem of writing down explicitly the master equation for the
system.

The situation is different if one assumes that the sys-
tem has a quadratic free Hamiltonian while being lin-
early coupled to a Gaussian environment, which is com-
pletely characterized by one- and two-point correlation
functions only [10, 11]. In this case, exact master equa-
tions can be found in the literature [12–16], but they
are typically restricted to excitation-preserving interac-
tions (with notable specific exceptions, such as the Hu-
Paz-Zhang equation [12]). When this is the result of a
rotating-wave approximation, it is however known that
inaccuracies can be found when trying to capture energy
shifts and non-Markovian effects [17–19]. A master equa-
tion that is free of this assumption has been derived in
Ref. [16] (generalizing Ref. [12]), but with few caveats.
First, it is only valid for bosonic particles; an extension
to fermionic particles is needed to study, e.g., systems
with superconducting hopping [20, 21] or spin-fermion
Hamiltonians [19]. Second, it requires system and en-
vironment to be uncorrelated at the initial time, which
may not be experimentally feasible in the strong-coupling
regime [8, 22–24]. Third, the obtained coefficients exhibit
an involved dependence on microscopic parameters that
makes their physical interpretation not straightforward.

This aspect is common to other important results em-
ploying superoperator-based approaches [25–27].
In this Letter, we show how the proposal in Ref. [16]

can be applied in a different way, after one shifts the
complexity of the problem from the operator structure to
the time integration domain. This technique is routinely
employed in many-body physics for the calculation of
nonequilibrium Green’s functions [28, 29], and it is known
as the Schwinger-Keldysh contour technique [30, 31].
Even though it has been applied before in this con-
text [32, 33], here we will follow a simpler approach
which does not make use of field objects or path inte-
grals (see also Refs. [34, 35]). This change in method-
ology achieves remarkable results. First, it can be ap-
plied to both bosonic and fermionic scenarios (as long as
system and environment share the same statistics). Sec-
ond, initial correlations between system and environment
can effortlessly be taken into account using a complex-
ification of the contour [28, 29]. Third, since no path
integrals or superoperator strings are involved, the coef-
ficients are written in a more transparent way: they turn
out to be more easily linkable to physical processes, in
a manner formally similar to diagrammatic perturbation
theory [28, 29]. This has enormous impact when trying
to solve the master equation in practice, since a wealth of
existing literature in many-body physics can be leveraged
for the purpose.
Contour dynamics Let us consider a quantum system

and an environment, both made of noninteracting parti-
cles of the same statistical type (i.e., both bosonic or both
fermionic). The Hamiltonian H(t) is

H(t) = H0(t) + V, H0(t) = HS(t) +HE . (1)

Here, H0(t) is the free term, containing an environment
Hamiltonian HE and a system Hamiltonian HS(t), which
is possibly time dependent in order to account for driv-
ing [36]. Instead, V is the system-environment interac-
tion term, which we take to be of the general form

V =
∑
α

AαBα, (2)
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FIG. 1. Schematic depiction of the contours considered in
this paper. On the left, γ+(t) goes from t to 0 while γ−(t)
goes from 0 to t: this is used for factorized initial state in
Eq. (7). On the right, γ±(t) is shifted by ±ib and a vertical
track is added that runs from ib and −ib: this is used for the
initial state (8) in Eq. (9).

with Aα being a system operator and Bα being an envi-
ronment operator. Contrary to common practices, we do
not take Aα and Bα necessarily Hermitian, even though
they must be defined such that V is Hermitian. What we
do assume is that Aα is linear in the system’s ladder op-
erators and that Bα is linear in the environment’s ladder
operators.

Given the initial state of the system-environment com-
pound ρSE(0), the state at subsequent time t ≥ 0 in
interaction picture writes

ϱSE(t) := U0(0, t)ρSE(t)U0(t, 0)

= U0(0, t)U(t, 0)ρSE(0)U(0, t)U0(t, 0), (3)

where

U(t2, t1) =

T exp
(
−i

∫ t2
t1

H(τ) dτ
)
, t1 ≤ t2,

T̃ exp
(
i
∫ t1
t2

H(τ) dτ
)
, t1 > t2,

(4)

is the standard time evolution operator and U0(t2, t1) is
defined similarly to U(t2, t1) but with H0(τ) instead of
H(τ). The unit choice ℏ = kB = 1 is done throughout

the paper. Here, T is the time-ordering operation and T̃
is the anti-time-ordering one.

As can be verified by taking time derivatives, if t2 ≥ t1
and t2 ≥ t0,

U(t2, t1) = U0(t2, t0)UI(t2, t1; t0)U0(t0, t1), (5)

where UI(t2, t1; t0) is defined similarly to U(t2, t1) in
Eq. (4) but with U0(t0, τ)V U0(τ, t0) instead of H(τ) [37].
If we use Eq. (5) in Eq. (3) with t0 = 0 we obtain the
well known

ϱSE(t) = UI(t, 0; 0)ρSE(0)UI(0, t; 0). (6)

Suppose now the exponentials are expanded. The op-
erators that appear are ordered so that, when going from
right to left, the time argument first moves from t to 0
and then from 0 to t. Let us then introduce the contour
γ(t) := γ+(t) ⊕ γ−(t) in Fig. 1, where γ±(t) are, respec-
tively, the tracks t → 0 and 0 → t (called “backward”
and “forward” branches [29]). We can then write Eq. (6)

using a single exponential as follows:

ϱSE(t) = T

{
exp

[
−i

∫
γ(t)

V (z) dz

]
ρSE(0)

}
, (7)

where V (z) is defined as the same function on the two
branches, V (τ) := U0(0, τ)V U0(τ, 0), and T works as the
usual ordering operator, but defined on the contour γ(t)
(i.e. operators with argument z that are “later” on γ(t),
are placed to the left, see also Ref. [35]).
In case ρSE(0) is factorized, one can immediately take

the partial trace over the environment in Eq. (7), us-
ing also the decomposition V (z) =

∑
α Aα(z)Bα(z) [see

Eq. (2)]. Unfortunately, this is not the case if ρSE(0) is
not factorized. Imagine however that system and envi-
ronment are initially at equilibrium with each other, so
that

ρSE(0) =
e−βH(0)

Z0
, Z0 = Tr

[
e−βH(0)

]
(8)

for an appropriate inverse temperature β > 0. A chemi-
cal potential could also be included with an appropriate
shift of the free term. More general choices are possi-
ble [22], but are out of the scope of the present work.
If now we go back to Eq. (3), we recognize that ρSE(0)

can be written as an imaginary-time evolution U(ib,−ib)
with b := β/2, if we agree that on this track the Hamilto-
nian is constant and equal to H(0). If we split this “evo-
lution” in the two pieces U(−ib, 0) and U(0, ib), they can
be adjoined with the neighboring U operators on the two
sides in (3), after we lift them to U(0, t) = U(ib, t + ib)
and U(t, 0) = U(t − ib,−ib). Now we can apply an ap-
propriate generalization of Eq. (5) using t0 7→ −ib on
the left and t0 7→ ib on the right. The effect is that
we obtain U0(−ib, ib) on the inside, which evaluates to
exp[−βH0(0)]: remarkably, this is a factorized state. The
price to pay is twofold: first, the contour gets modified,
since we need to shift γ±(t) by±ib and add vertical tracks
adjoining ±ib with 0, as illustrated in Fig. 1; second, the
function V (z) acquires a different expression on the two
branches. Specifically [37],

ϱSE(t) = T

{
exp

[
−i

∫
γ(t)

V (z) dz

]
e−βH0(0)

Z0

}
, (9)

where

V (z) :=

{
U0(−ib, z)V U0(z,−ib), z ∈ γ−(t),

U0(ib, z)V U0(z, ib), z ∈ γ+(t).
(10)

It is now immediate to take the partial trace over the
environment to write the system’s state ϱ(t) as

ϱ(t) =

∞∑
n=0

(−i)n

n!
Σ

∫
γ(t)

dnzTr[T{B1 . . . BnΩ0}]

× T{A1 . . . AnR0}, (11)



3

where we introduced the abbreviations Ai ≡ Aαi
(zi) and

Bi ≡ Bαi(zi), and the sum symbol superimposed on the
integral is a reminder of the fact that we should also sum
over the α indices. We additionally defined

Ω0 :=
e−βHE

Tr[e−βHE ]
, R0 :=

e−βHS(0)

Z0/Tr[e−βHE ]
. (12)

Eq. (11) is true even in the fermionic case despite the
known issues in dealing with the partial trace in com-
posite fermionic systems, since exp[−βH(0)] is even in
the number of fermionic ladder operators [26]. Note also
that Eq. (11) is structurally identical to what one would
obtain by taking the partial trace in Eq. (7) in case of
factorized initial state ρSE(0) = R0Ω0.

Wick’s theorem Since HE is assumed to be quadratic
and since the Bi operators are linear in the envi-
ronment’s ladder operators [the transformation in (10)
does not alter this fact], we can invoke Wick’s theo-
rem [10, 11, 29, 38, 39] to decompose the trace in Eq. (11).

Let ζ ∈ {−1, 1} be a parameter indicating whether we
are dealing with bosons (ζ = 1) or fermions (ζ = −1).
We introduce the symbol Tζ : in case ζ = 1 it is equal to
T, but in case ζ = −1 it stands for a “fermionic” ordering
operation, which introduces a (−1) factor every time a
transposition is made to order its arguments. The idea
is that the same number of transpositions is required to
order B1 . . . BnΩ0 and A1 . . . AnR0, hence we can harm-
lessly make the substitution T 7→ Tζ in Eq. (11). We can
then write

Tr[Tζ{B1 . . . B2mΩ0}]

=
1

m!2m

∑
σ∈S2m

ζN(σ)Cσ(1),σ(2) . . . Cσ(2m−1),σ(2m), (13)

where S2m is the set of permutations of {1, . . . , 2m},
N(σ) is the number of inversions in σ, and

Ci,j := Tr[Tζ{BiBjΩ0}] (14)

is the environment’s correlation function on the con-
tour [37]. Note that Eq. (13) is a straightforward gen-
eralization of Wick’s theorem on the contour, and no
special care is needed, as happens in superoperator for-
mulations [26]. Wick’s theorem also guarantees that
Tr[Tζ{B1 . . . B2m+1Ω0}] = 0 if we assume as usual that
Tr[BiΩ0] = 0, hence we can restrict to the even case.

When substituting Eq. (13) into Eq. (11) we observe
with a change of variables that every term of the sum
over σ contributes in the same way, and that the factor
ζN(σ) is canceled by a reordering on the system side [37].
Therefore, we end up with

ϱ(t) =

∞∑
m=0

(−1)m

m!2m
Mm(t), (15)

where

Mm(t) := Σ

∫
γ(t)

d2mz C1,2 . . . C2m−1,2mTζ{A1 . . . A2mR0}.

(16)
Exact master equation In order to derive an exact

master equation for ϱ(t) we need two tools. The first
arises because of the need to take the time derivative
of ϱ(t), and is a “fundamental theorem of calculus” for
multidimensional integrals on γ(t). Applying repeatedly
the Leibniz integral rule, one finds [37]

d

dt

∫
γ(t)

dnz f(z) = n

∫
γ(t)

dn−1z [f(t−, z)− f(t+, z)]

(17)
for a general function f , assuming the relative position
of the arguments of f to be irrelevant upon integration.
Here t± := t± ib. Using appropriate changes of variables
and the properties of Tζ , it is possible to show that the
integrand in Eq. (16) satisfies this requirement [37]. We
can thus apply Eq. (17) to perform the time derivative
of Mm(t). Choosing z1 = t−, results in the operator
A1 appearing at the beginning of the string of system
operators, while for z1 = t+ it appears at the end (due
to the ordering imposed by Tζ). Instead, C1,2 remains
unaltered in the two cases. Then,

d

dt
Mm(t) = 2m Σ

∫
γ(t)

d2m−1z C1,2C3,4 . . . C2m−1,2m

×
[
A1,Tζ{A2 . . . A2mR0}

]
, (18)

where an underlined index i indicates that the corre-
sponding quantity is evaluated in t instead of zi.
The second tool we require arises from the need of ex-

pressing Eq. (18) in terms of Mk(t) with k < m, in order
to “close” the differential equation. Let us define the no-
tation [X,Y ]ζ := XY − ζY X. Since HS(t) is quadratic
and Ai is linear in the system’s ladder operators, we must
have that [Ai, Aj ]ζ is a c-number for any i and j. This
allows us to employ a Wick-like argument to reduce or-
dered products of system operators to a sum of smaller
ordered products [39]. Specifically, consider a product of
the form Tζ{A0A1 . . . A2mR0}. In case z0 ∈ γ−(t), A0

appears on the left of R0 after the ordering; we can then
(anti)commute it with the Ai operators on its left un-
til A0 is placed at the beginning, leaving behind at each
step an ordered product where A0 and Ai are replaced
by a scalar contraction proportional to [A0, Ai]ζ . The
same can be done in case z0 ∈ γ+(t), but this time we
(anti)commute A0 with other Ai operators on its right,
since it is positioned on the right of R0 by the ordering.
The result is [37]

Tζ{A0A1 . . . A2mR0} = Â0Tζ{A1 . . . A2mR0}

+

2m∑
j=1

ζj−1Σ0,jTζ{A1 . . . Aj−1Aj+1 . . . A2mR0}, (19)
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where Â0 is a superoperator defined by the action

Â0X :=

{
A0X, z0 ∈ γ−(t),

ζXA0, z0 ∈ γ+(t),
(20)

and

Σi,j :=

{
−θzi≺zj [Ai, Aj ]ζ , zi ∈ γ−(t),

θzi≻zj [Ai, Aj ]ζ , zi ∈ γ+(t),
(21)

with θzi≺zj being a contour Heaviside step function, that
is equal to 1 if zi precedes zj on the contour and 0 oth-
erwise. When we apply Eq. (19) to Eq. (18), we ob-
tain two terms: in the first, we recognize the appearance
of Mm−1(t) if we isolate the even number of variables
z3, . . . , z2m; in the second, we have a sum of terms with
again an odd number of Ai operators (but less then be-
fore). Eq. (19) can then be applied repeatedly until we
exhaust all of the Ai operators, ending up with [37]

d

dt
Mm(t) =

m∑
k=1

(2m)!!

(2m− 2k)!!
Ŝk(t)Mm−k(t), (22)

where Ŝk(t) is a superoperator with action

Ŝk(t)X := Σ

∫
γ(t)

d2k−1z C1,2Σ2,3C3,4 . . .

. . .Σ2k−2,2k−1C2k−1,2k[A1, Â2kX]. (23)

When used to calculate the time derivative of ϱ(t) [see
Eq. (15)], we recognize the Cauchy product of two series,
so that [37]

d

dt
ϱ(t) =

∞∑
k=1

(−1)kŜk(t)ϱ(t). (24)

This is the exact master equation we were looking for.
Reformulation Eq. (24) can be written in a more il-

luminating form if we isolate the operator dependence in
Eq. (23), which only involves two indices. Specifically,

d

dt
ϱ(t) = −

∑
α,β

∫
γ(t)

dz Gα,β(t, z)[Aα(t), Âβ(z)ϱ(t)],

(25)

where Gp,q =
∑∞

k=1 G
(k)
p,q and

G(k)
p,q := (−1)k+1

Σ

∫
γ(t)

d2k−2z Cp,1Σ1,2C2,3 . . .

. . .Σ2k−3,2k−2C2k−2,q. (26)

If we decompose γ(t) in its branches [37], Eq. (25) ac-
quires the familiar shape

d

dt
ϱ(t) = −

∑
α,β

∫ t

0

dτ Gα,β(t, τ − ib)[Aα(t), Aβ(τ)ϱ(t)]

+ i
∑
α,β

∫ b

0

dλGα,β(t,−iλ)[Aα(t), Aβ(−iλ)ϱ(t)] + H.c..

(27)

This resembles a Redfield equation [7], with an additional
contribution from initial correlations and with the func-
tion G replacing the “bare” correlation C. The physical
meaning of this replacement becomes evident if we real-

ize that the coefficients G(k)
p,q in Eq. (26) can be defined

recursively as

G(1)
p,q = Cp,q, (28a)

G(k)
p,q = − Σ

∫
γ(t)

d2w G(k−1)
p,1 Σ1,2C2,q. (28b)

After summing over k, we see that

Gp,q = Cp,q − Σ

∫
γ(t)

d2w Gp,1Σ1,2C2,q. (29)

This has the shape of a Dyson equation [29], where C
assumes the role of a “noninteracting” Green’s function
and Σ assumes the role of a self-energy. The solution
of the Dyson equation G represents a “dressed” corre-
lation function that acts as a memory kernel: G(k) can
be thought of as carrying the effect on the dynamics of
ϱ(t) coming from k past interactions between the system
and the environment, and is of order 2k in the coupling.
With this picture in mind, the fact that a truncation
at k = 1 yields the “memoryless” Redfield equation ac-
quires a neat physical interpretation. Note that Eq. (29)
can be solved using well-studied tools from many-body
and condensed matter physics: see, e.g., the recent works
in Refs. [40, 41].

Once G is found, the master equation (27) can be
solved using techniques borrowed from the literature on
third quantization [42–44]. One starts by constructing a
set {wi} of self-adjoint operators using linear combina-
tions of system’s ladder operators, such that

[wi, wj ]ζ = Ωij1, (30)

with Ω being a matrix satisfying ΩT = Ω∗ = −ζΩ. In
the bosonic case one could take position and momentum
operators, and Ω would be proportional to the standard
symplectic matrix [10]; in the fermionic case one could
take instead the Majorana operators, and Ω would be
the identity [11]. Either way, one then considers the co-
variance matrix

Γij := Tr[(wiwj + ζwjwi)ϱ], (31)

which can be used to characterize ϱ in case ϱ is Gaussian.
Since Aα is linear, we must have Aα(z) =

∑
i Aα,i(z)wi

for appropriate coefficients Aα,i(z). Writing the adjoint
of Eq. (27), one then finds the following continuous dif-
ferential Lyapunov equation for Γ, which can be solved
using known techniques [44–46]:

dΓ

dt
= XΓ + ΓXT + Y, (32)
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where [37]

X := 2Re[ΩM], (33a)

Y := −Ω(M+ ζMT +M† + ζM∗)Ω, (33b)

Mij(t) := −
∑
α,β

∫
γ−(t)

dz Gα,β(t, z)Aα,i(t)Aβ,j(z). (33c)

Conclusions Given the structure of Eq. (27), it could
be interesting to apply the present work in those contexts
in which one regularizes the Redfield equation to make it
completely positive (see, e.g., Refs. [47–52] and references
therein). Specifically, since Eq. (27) is exact, it could
naturally be employed as a faithful benchmark. More-
over, there is perhaps room for generalizing the deriva-
tion even further. For example, it could be possible to
treat system-environment pairs obeying different statis-
tics: this would allow to solve the longstanding problem
of finding an exact master equation for the general spin-
boson model [53]. It could also be possible to extend
the analysis to interacting systems and/or non-Gaussian
environments using recursive techniques [54, 55] or self-
consistent mean-field approaches [29, 56]. Overall, we
believe this Letter is an example of how the contour tech-
nique can provide interesting avenues in researching open
quantum systems without venturing into the complexities
of field theories.
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Supplemental Material of “Exact non-Markovian master equations:
a generalized derivation for quadratic systems”

This Supplemental Material provides a more thorough discussion of some of the statements made in the Letter.
The material presented here is not essential in order to grasp the concepts presented there; however, it is included to
aid the interested reader in dwelling into the details.

We start in Sec. A with a discussion of the shifted contour, showing how the system state can be conveniently
written even in the presence of initial system-environment equilibrium correlations. Then, in Sec. B we use the
quadratic environment hypothesis and we apply Wick’s theorem to the previously obtained expression. In order to
take the time derivative, in Sec. C we proceed by proving a “fundamental theorem of calculus” for multidimensional
contour integrals. Then, in Sec. D we use the quadratic system hypothesis to show how ordered products of system
operators can be reduced in terms of smaller products. This result is used in Sec. E to close the differential equation
for the state, resulting in the exact master equation presented in the Letter. We also show in Sec. F how to write it
using physical time instead of the abstract contour time. Finally, in Sec. G we derive a differential equation for the
covariance matrix of the system.

Appendix A: System state on the contour with initial correlations

FIG. 2. Schematical depiction of
the contour γ(t) = γ+(t) ⊕ γ−(t)
considered in this document.

The first task is to write the system state, in the presence of initial system-
environment canonical correlations, using the shifted contour γ(t) depicted in
Fig. 2. To do that, we follow the derivation provided in Ref. [35]. Let us define
the following propagator with arguments on γ(t):

W (z2, z1) :=

T exp
(
−i

∫ z2
z1

H(z) dz
)

z1 ⪯ z2,

T̃ exp
(
i
∫ z1
z2

H(z) dz
)

z1 ≻ z2,
(A1)

where ⪯ is the natural ordering relation on γ(t) with corresponding ordering and

anti-ordering operations T and T̃, and
∫ z2
z1

dz is a line integral over γ(t) starting

at z1 and ending at z2. Here H(z) = H(τ ± ib) is defined to be equal to the
physical Hamiltonian H(τ) on both the horizontal tracks, while it coincides with
H(0) on the vertical section of both branches. Unlike the standard real-time

propagator, W (z2, z1) is not unitary (unless z1 and z2 both lie on the same horizontal track). However, one can easily
show that the following properties still hold [29]:

W (z, z) = 1, (A2a)

W (z3, z1) = W (z3, z2)W (z2, z1), (A2b)

dW (z2, z1)

dz2
=

{
−iH(z2)W (z2, z1) z1 ⪯ z2,

iW (z2, z1)H(z1) z1 ≻ z2
(A2c)

We can use W (z2, z1) to write the initial system-environment state as

ρSE(0) =
e−2bH(0)

Z0
=

W (−ib, ib)

Z0
=

W (−ib, 0)W (0, ib)

Z0
, (A3)

where we used the fact that on the vertical track H(z) is constant and equal to H(0). Note also that line integrals
on the horizontal sections do not change after a ±ib shifting, hence U(t2, t1) = W (t2 ± ib, t1 ± ib). This allows us to
write

ρSE(t) = U(t, 0)ρSE(0)U(0, t) =
1

Z0
W (t− ib,−ib)W (−ib, 0)W (0, ib)W (ib, t+ ib) =

1

Z0
W (t− ib, 0)W (0, t+ ib). (A4)

We can now move to the interaction picture, after introducing a contour propagator W0(z2, z1) defined as in Eq. (A1)
but with H0(z) instead of H(z).

ϱSE(t) = U0(0, t)ρSE(t)U0(t, 0) =
1

Z0
W0(−ib, t− ib)W (t− ib, 0)W (0, t+ ib)W0(t+ ib, ib). (A5)

The following lemma is needed to proceed, which is the contour analogue of the well-known relation appearing at
Eq. (5) in the Letter.
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Lemma A.1. If z2 ⪰ z1 and z2 ⪰ z, then

W (z2, z1) = W0(z2, z)WI(z2, z1; z)W0(z, z1), (A6)

where WI(z2, z1; z) is defined as in Eq. (A1) but with W0(z, z)VW0(z, z) instead of H(z).

Proof. It is sufficient to show that the two sides of Eq. (A6) satisfy the same differential equation. Of course, they
are both equal to the identity in case z1 = z2. Moreover,

d

dz2
[W0(z2, z)WI(z2, z1; z)W0(z, z1)] = −iH0(z2)W0(z2, z)WI(z2, z1; z)W0(z, z1)

− iW0(z2, z)W0(z, z2)VW0(z2, z)WI(z2, z1; z)W0(z, z1)

= −iH(z2)[W0(z2, z)WI(z2, z1; z)W0(z, z1)],

(A7)

which should be compared with Eq. (A2c).

This lemma allows us to write

W0(−ib, t− ib)W (t− ib, 0) = WI(t− ib, 0;−ib)W0(−ib, 0), (A8a)

W (0, t+ ib)W0(t+ ib, ib) = W0(0, ib)WI(0, t+ ib; ib), (A8b)

which can be used in Eq. (A5) to arrive at

ϱSE(t) =
1

Z0
WI(t− ib, 0;−ib)W0(−ib, 0)W0(0, ib)WI(0, t+ ib; ib) = WI(t− ib, 0;−ib)

e−2bH0(0)

Z0
WI(0, t+ ib; ib). (A9)

Since WI(t − ib, 0;−ib) involves a line integral over γ−(t) and WI(0, t + ib; ib) involves a line integral over γ+(t), we
can arrange the entire expression as a single line integral over γ(t) if we include e−2bH0(0)/Z0 in the ordered products:

ϱSE(t) = T

{
exp

[
−i

∫
γ(t)

V (z) dz

]
e−2bH0(0)

Z0

}
, (A10)

where V (z) := W0(z, z)VW0(z, z), with z being ±ib when z ∈ γ±(t). This is exactly the content of Eqs. (9)-(10) of
the Letter. Since e−2bH0(0) = e−2bHS(0)e−2bHE is factorized, we can immediately perform the partial trace over the
environment once the exponential is expanded, obtaining

ϱ(t) =

∞∑
n=0

(−i)n

n!
Σ

∫
γ(t)

dnzTr[T{B1 . . . BnΩ0}]T{A1 . . . AnR0}, (A11)

with the notations explained in the Letter. The same formula holds in case the initial system-environment state
is factorized as ρSE(0) = R0Ω0, provided the contour γ(t) is not vertically shifted. Since the same number of
transpositions is involved in ordering the strings B1 . . . BnΩ0 and A1 . . . AnR0, we can make the substitution T 7→ Tζ ,
where the latter symbol is introduced above Eq. (13) of the Letter. This will be useful in the next section.

In the following we will use the common notation τ± to indicate a point on the horizontal part of γ±(t) with value
τ , independently on the presence or not of the shift ±ib required to keep correlations into account.

Appendix B: Applying Wick’s theorem on the contour

Now we make the assumption of quadratic environment linearly coupled to the system, so that we can invoke Wick’s
theorem. Assuming Tr[BiΩ0] = 0 for every i, it assumes the form

Tr[Tζ{B1 . . . B2m+1Ω0}] = 0, (B1a)

Tr[Tζ{B1 . . . B2mΩ0}] =
1

m!2m

∑
σ∈S2m

ζN(σ)Cσ(1),σ(2) . . . Cσ(2m−1),σ(2m), (B1b)

where S2m is the set of permutations of {1, . . . , 2m}, N(σ) is the number of inversions in σ, and

Ci,j := Tr[Tζ{BiBjΩ0}] = ζCj,i (B2)
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is the environment’s “bare” correlation function on the contour. Here by “inversion” we mean the number of pairs
(i, j) such that i < j but σ(i) > σ(j): in this way, ζN(σ) is equal to the sign of σ in the fermionic scenario. Using
Eqs. (B1) in Eq. (A11),

ϱ(t) =

∞∑
m=0

(−i)2m

(2m)!m!2m

∑
σ∈S2m

ζN(σ)
Σ

∫
γ(t)

dnz Cσ(1),σ(2) . . . Cσ(2m−1),σ(2m)Tζ{A1 . . . A2mR0}. (B3)

At this point we make the change of variables wi = zσ(i) and βi = ασ(i), so that

ϱ(t) =

∞∑
m=0

(−i)2m

(2m)!m!2m

∑
σ∈S2m

ζN(σ)
Σ

∫
γ(t)

dnw C1,2 . . . C2m−1,2mTζ

{
Aσ−1(1) . . . Aσ−1(2m)R0

}
. (B4)

However, one can also easily show the relation

Tζ

{
Aσ−1(1) . . . Aσ−1(2m)R0

}
= ζN(σ−1)T{A1 . . . A2mR0}. (B5)

The factor ζN(σ−1) cancels out the factor ζN(σ), and nothing depends on σ anymore. Hence, the sum over σ can be
replaced with (2m)! and

ϱ(t) =

∞∑
m=0

(−i)2m

m!2m
Σ

∫
γ(t)

dnw C1,2 . . . C2m−1,2mTζ{A1 . . . A2mR0}, (B6)

which is the content of Eqs. (15)-(16) of the Letter. We rewrite them here for future convenience:

ϱ(t) =

∞∑
m=0

(−1)m

m!2m
Mm(t), Mm(t) := Σ

∫
γ(t)

dnz C1,2 . . . C2m−1,2mTζ{A1 . . . A2mR0}. (B7)

Note that this can also be written in a more suggestive exponential form:

ϱ(t) = Tζ

{
exp

[
−1

2
Σ

∫
γ(t)

d2z C1,2A1A2

]
R0

}
. (B8)

Appendix C: Fundamental theorem of calculus on the contour

In order to find an exact master equation for ϱ(t) we first need to take the time derivative of Eq. (B7). The following
theorem can be used for such purpose.

Theorem C.1. Let f(z) be an operator-valued function defined on [γ(t)]n, with n ∈ N+. Moreover, given a vector
z = (z1, . . . , zn) and i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} with i ≤ j, define the notation zji := (zi, . . . , zj). Then,

d

dt

∫
γ(t)

dnz f(z) =

n∑
k=1

∫
γ(t)

dn−1w
[
f(wk−1

1 , t−,w
n−1
k )− f(wk−1

1 , t+,w
n−1
k )

]
. (C1)

Proof. We proceed by induction on n. In case n = 1,

d

dt

∫
γ(t)

dz f(z) =
d

dt

∫ t

0

dτ [f(τ−)− f(τ+)] = f(t−)− f(t+), (C2)

where we used the fact that the vertical track, if present, does not depend on t and can be omitted. Now assume the
statement to be true for n− 1. We can apply the Leibniz integral rule to write

d

dt

∫
γ(t)

dnz f(z) =
d

dt

∫ t

0

dτn

∫
γ(t)

dn−1w [f(w, τn−)− f(w, τn+)]

=

∫
γ(t)

dn−1w [f(w, t−)− f(w, t+)] +

∫ t

0

dτn
d

dt

∫
γ(t)

dn−1w [f(w, τn−)− f(w, τn+)].

(C3)
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By the induction hypothesis, we have

d

dt

∫
γ(t)

dn−1w f(w, τn±) =

n−1∑
k=1

∫
γ(t)

dn−2y
[
f(yk−1

1 , t−,y
n−2
k , τn±)− f(yk−1

1 , t+,y
n−2
k , τn±)

]
, (C4)

and therefore∫ t

0

dτn
d

dt

∫
γ(t)

dn−1w [f(w, τn−)− f(w, τn+)]

=

n−1∑
k=1

∫ t

0

dτn

∫
γ(t)

dn−2y
[
f(yk−1

1 , t−,y
n−2
k , τn−)− f(yk−1

1 , t+,y
n−2
k , τn−)

− f(yk−1
1 , t−,y

n−2
k , τn+) + f(yk−1

1 , t+,y
n−2
k , τn+)

]
=

n−1∑
k=1

∫
γ(t)

dwn−1

∫
γ(t)

dn−2y
[
f(yk−1

1 , t−,y
n−2
k , wn−1)− f(yk−1

1 , t+,y
n−2
k , wn−1)

]
=

n−1∑
k=1

∫
γ(t)

dn−1w
[
f(wk−1

1 , t−,w
n−1
k )− f(wk−1

1 , t+,w
n−1
k )

]
,

(C5)

where in the second equality we regrouped the integration over τn as a contour integral with variable wn−1, and in
the third equality we called w := (y, wn−1). The result follows by substituting into Eq. (C3).

Corollary C.2. Let f(z) be an operator-valued function defined on [γ(t)]n, with n ∈ N+. In case∫
γ(t)

dn−1w f(wk−1
1 , t±,w

n−1
k ) =

∫
γ(t)

dn−1w f(t±,w) (C6)

holds for every k ∈ {1, . . . , n}, then

d

dt

∫
γ(t)

dnz = n

∫
γ(t)

dn−1w [f(t−,w)− f(t+,w)]. (C7)

Eq. (C7) is what was stated in Eq. (17) of the Letter. Looking at Eq. (B7), in our case the function to be considered
is

f(z) ≡ f(z1, . . . , z2m) =
∑
α

C1,2 . . . C2m−1,2mTζ{A1 . . . A2mR0}, (C8)

where
∑

α is a sum over the interaction indices. We now prove that this function satisfies the condition in Eq. (C6).
To do that, it is useful to introduce the “underline” notation mentioned in the Letter. Specifically, let us write

A±
i ≡ Aαi(t±), (C9)

so that an underlined index indicates an evaluation in t±. Even though the two cases with t± lead to the same
real-time operator, it is necessary to distinguish them for ordering purposes. Similarly, we define

Ci,j ≡ Cαi,αj
(t±, zj), Ci,j ≡ Cαi,αj

(zi, t±). (C10)

In this case, we do not need to distinguish the two cases t± since the the correlation function assumes the same value
in the two scenarios, as one can easily verify from its definition (B2).

Now, fix k ∈ {1, . . . , 2m} and let w = (w1, . . . , wk−1, wk+1, . . . , w2m). In case k is odd, the left-hand side of Eq. (C6)
writes

Σ

∫
γ(t)

d2m−1w C1,2 . . . Ck−2,k−1Ck,k+1Ck+2,k+3 . . . C2m−1,2mTζ

{
A1 . . . Ak−1A

±
k Ak+1Ak+2 . . . A2mR0

}
. (C11)

With k − 1 transpositions we can bring A±
k at the beginning of the string of ordered operators, and with subsequent

k − 1 transpositions we can bring Ak+1 immediately to the right of A±
k . Since 2(k − 1) is even, no additional sign

factor appears, and we have

Σ

∫
γ(t)

d2m−1w Ck,k+1C1,2 . . . Ck−2,k−1Ck+2,k+3 . . . C2m−1,2mTζ

{
A±

k Ak+1A1 . . . Ak−1Ak+2 . . . A2mR0

}
, (C12)
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which is equivalent to the right-hand side of Eq. (C6) after an appropriate change of variables. A similar argument
can be carried out in case k is even. This time, the left-hand side of Eq. (C6) writes

Σ

∫
γ(t)

d2m−1w C1,2 . . . Ck−3,k−2Ck−1,kCk+1,k+2 . . . C2m−1,2mTζ

{
A1 . . . Ak−2Ak−1A

±
k Ak+1 . . . A2mR0

}
. (C13)

With k−1 transpositions we can again bring A±
k at the beginning of the string, and then with k−2 transpositions we

can bring Ak−1 immediately to the right of A±
k . Since in total we performed 2k − 3 transpositions, which is odd, an

additional factor ζ appears. However, we can also write Ck−1,k = ζCk,k−1, which absorbs the previous ζ. The result is

Σ

∫
γ(t)

d2m−1w Ck,k−1C1,2 . . . Ck−3,k−2Ck+1,k+2 . . . C2m−1,2mTζ

{
A±

k Ak−1A1 . . . Ak−2Ak+1 . . . A2mR0

}
, (C14)

which is equivalent to the right-hand side of Eq. (C6) after an appropriate change of variables.
We conclude that Eq. (C7) can be used to evaluate the time derivative of Mm(t) in Eq. (B7). Note that

Tζ

{
A−

1 A2 . . . A2mR0

}
= A1Tζ{A2 . . . A2mR0}, Tζ

{
A+

1 A2 . . . A2mR0

}
= Tζ{A2 . . . A2mR0}A1, (C15)

where we dropped the ± notation once we are outside the ordering operation. Therefore,

dMm(t)

dt
= 2m Σ

∫
γ(t)

d2m−1z C1,2C3,4 . . . C2m−1,2m

[
A1,Tζ{A2 . . . A2mR0}

]
, (C16)

which is Eq. (18) of the Letter.

Appendix D: Reduction of ordered products of system operators

At this point we introduce the quadratic system assumption: this will allow us to expand the right-hand side of
Eq. (C16) and make Mk(t), k < m appear, which is what we require to close the differential equation. The main
ingredient is contained in Eq. (19) of the Letter, which is a modified version of a statement that can be found in
Ref. [39]. In this section we provide a detailed proof.

As a preliminary step, we introduce a ζ-graded derivative symbol ∂j , which acts as follows on a product of system
operators:

∂µj

(
Xµ1

. . . Xµj
. . . Xµn

)
:= ζj−1Xµ1

. . . Xµj−1
Xµj+1

. . . Xµn
. (D1)

This can be interpreted as follows: we imagine to bring Xµj
to the beginning of the string of operators introducing

a ζ factor for each transposition; then we eliminate Xµj
by acting with the derivative on it. The following lemma

clarifies that this derivative commutes with the ordering operation.

Lemma D.1. For any string of system operators X1, . . . , Xn and any j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, one has

∂jTζ{X1 . . . Xn} = ζj−1Tζ{X1 . . . Xj−1Xj+1 . . . Xn}. (D2)

Proof. Let φ ∈ Sn be the permutation that orders the string X1 . . . Xn. Such ordering can also be achieved in the
following equivalent way: first, moveXj at the beginning with j−1 transpositions; then, order the remaining operators
X1 . . . Xj−1Xj+1 . . . Xn, calling ϕ the permutation that does that; finally, bring Xj back into position with φ−1(j)−1
transpositions. This remark allows us to say that

ζN(φ) = ζj−1ζN(ϕ)ζp−1, p := φ−1(j). (D3)

Since Tζ{X1 . . . Xn} = ζN(φ)Xφ(1) . . . Xφ(n), by applying ∂j we remove Xj , appearing at position p, and we introduce
an additional factor ζp−1. Using the previous relation, and the fact that the remaining operators are already ordered,

∂jTζ{X1 . . . Xn} = ζN(φ)ζp−1Xφ(1) . . . Xφ(p−1)Xφ(p+1) . . . Xφ(n)

= ζN(ϕ)ζj−1Xϕ(1) . . . Xϕ(n) = ζj−1Tζ{X1 . . . Xj−1Xj+1 . . . Xn},
(D4)

where in the second equality it is understood that Xj does not appear in the string Xϕ(1) . . . Xϕ(n).



12

Now we are ready to prove the main result of this section.

Lemma D.2. Suppose [Ai, Aj ]ζ is a c-number for every choice of i and j. Then,

Tζ{A0A1 . . . A2mR0} = Â0Tζ{A1 . . . A2mR0}+
2m∑
j=1

ζj−1Σ0,jTζ{A1 . . . Aj−1Aj+1 . . . A2mR0}, (D5)

where

Â0X :=

{
A0X z0 ∈ γ−(t),

ζXA0 z0 ∈ γ+(t),
Σi,j :=

{
−θzi≺zj [Ai, Aj ]ζ zi ∈ γ−(t),

θzi≻zj [Ai, Aj ]ζ zi ∈ γ+(t).
(D6)

Proof. By definition of contour ordering, we can always find a permutation φ ∈ S2m and an index k ∈ {0, . . . , 2m}
such that zφ(1) ≻ . . . ≻ zφ(2m) and Tζ{A1 . . . A2mR0} = ζN(φ)ζ2m−kAφ(1) . . . Aφ(k)R0Aφ(k+1) . . . Aφ(2m). Let us
distinguish the two cases z0 ∈ γ±(t).

In case z0 ∈ γ−(t), we can find an index q ∈ {0, . . . , k} such that

Tζ{A0A1 . . . A2mR0} = ζN(φ)ζ2m−k+qAφ(1) . . . Aφ(q)A0Aφ(q+1) . . . Aφ(k)R0Aφ(k+1) . . . Aφ(2m). (D7)

Now we use the (anti)commutation relation AiA0 = [Ai, A0]ζ + ζA0Ai to bring A0 at the beginning of the string of
operators, using the fact that [Ai, A0]ζ is a c-number. Specifically,

Aφ(1) . . . Aφ(q)A0 = [Aφ(q), A0]ζAφ(1) . . . Aφ(q−1) + ζAφ(1) . . . Aφ(q−1)A0Aφ(q)

=

q−1∑
i=0

ζi[Aφ(q−i), A0]ζAφ(1) . . . Aφ(q−i−1)Aφ(q−i+1) . . . Aφ(q) + ζqA0Aφ(1) . . . Aφ(q),
(D8)

and therefore

Tζ{A0A1 . . . A2mR0} = ζN(φ)ζ2m−kA0Aφ(1) . . . Aφ(k)R0Aφ(k+1) . . . Aφ(2m)

− ζN(φ)ζ2m−k

q−1∑
i=0

ζq−i−1[A0, Aφ(q−i)]ζAφ(1) . . . Aφ(q−i−1)Aφ(q−i+1) . . . Aφ(k)R0Aφ(k+1) . . . Aφ(2m)

= A0Tζ{A1 . . . A2mR0} − ζN(φ)ζ2m−k

q−1∑
i=0

[A0, Aφ(q−i)]ζ∂φ(q−i)

[
Aφ(1) . . . Aφ(k)R0Aφ(k+1) . . . Aφ(2m)

]
= A0Tζ{A1 . . . A2mR0} −

q−1∑
i=0

[A0, Aφ(q−i)]ζ∂φ(q−i)Tζ{A1 . . . A2mR0}.

(D9)

The sum can be extended to all indices, provided we remember to keep a nonzero contribution only from those indices
that are located later than z0 on the contour:

Tζ{A0A1 . . . A2mR0} = A0Tζ{A1 . . . A2mR0} −
2m∑
j=1

θz0≺zj [A0, Aj ]ζ∂jTζ{A1 . . . A2mR0}

= A0Tζ{A1 . . . A2mR0} −
2m∑
j=1

ζj−1θz0≺zj [A0, Aj ]ζTζ{A1 . . . Aj−1Aj+1 . . . A2mR0},

(D10)

where in the second equality we employed Lemma D.1.
A similar calculation can be performed in case z0 ∈ γ+(t). This time, we can find q ∈ {k, . . . , 2m} such that

Tζ{A0A1 . . . A2mR0} = ζN(φ)ζ2m−k+q+1Aφ(1) . . . Aφ(k)R0Aφ(k+1) . . . Aφ(q)A0Aφ(q+1) . . . Aφ(2m). (D11)

Now we use the relation A0Ai = [A0, Ai]ζ + ζAiA0 to bring A0 at the end of the string of operators:

A0Aφ(q+1) . . . Aφ(2m) =

2m−q∑
i=1

ζi+1[A0, Aφ(q+i)]ζAφ(q+1) . . . Aφ(q+i−1)Aφ(q+i+1) . . . Aφ(2m)

+ ζ2m−qAφ(q+1) . . . Aφ(2m)A0,

(D12)
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so that

Tζ{A0A1 . . . A2mR0} = ζN(φ)ζ2m−kζ2m+1Aφ(1) . . . Aφ(k)R0Aφ(k+1) . . . Aφ(2m)A0

+ ζN(φ)ζ2m−k

2m−q∑
i=1

ζq+i−1[A0, Aφ(q+i)]ζAφ(1) . . . Aφ(k)R0Aφ(k+1) . . . Aφ(q+i−1)Aφ(q+i+1) . . . Aφ(2m)

= ζTζ{A1 . . . A2mR0}A0 + ζN(φ)ζ2m−k

2m−q∑
i=1

[A0, Aφ(q+i)]ζ∂φ(q+i)

[
Aφ(1) . . . Aφ(k)R0Aφ(k+1) . . . Aφ(2m)

]
= ζTζ{A1 . . . A2mR0}A0 +

2m−q∑
i=1

[A0, Aφ(q+i)]ζ∂φ(q+i)Tζ{A1 . . . A2mR0}.

(D13)

Again, we can extend the sum to all indices (provided we keep nonzero contribution only from indices that are earlier
than z0 on the contour) and apply Lemma D.1:

Tζ{A0A1 . . . A2mR0} = ζTζ{A1 . . . A2mR0}A0 +

2m∑
j=1

θz0≻zj [A0, Aj ]ζ∂jTζ{A1 . . . A2mR0}

= ζTζ{A1 . . . A2mR0}A0 +
2m∑
j=1

ζj−1θz0≻zj [A0, Aj ]ζTζ{A1 . . . Aj−1Aj+1 . . . A2mR0}.

(D14)

Appendix E: Closing the differential equation

In this section we show that if we apply the reduction lemma D.2 to Eq. (C16) we close the differential equation
and we obtain the exact master equation in Eq. (24) of the Letter.

With a direct substitution, we first write

dMm(t)

dt
= 2m Σ

∫
γ(t)

d2m−1z C1,2C3,4 . . . C2m−1,2m

[
A1, Â2Tζ{A3 . . . A2mR0}

]
+ 2m

2m∑
j=3

ζj−1
Σ

∫
γ(t)

d2m−1z C1,2C3,4 . . . C2m−1,2mΣ2,j

[
A1,Tζ{A3 . . . Aj−1Aj+1 . . . A2mR0}

]
.

(E1)

In the first term, we recognize the appearance of Mm−1(t) if we isolate the variables z3, . . . , z2m [cfr. (B7)]. For what
concerns the second term, we can actually show that the sum over j is trivial to perform. Specifically, we now prove
that all terms of such sum are equal to each other. When j is even, the term is

ζj−1
Σ

∫
γ(t)

d2m−1z C1,2C3,4 . . . Cj−1,j . . . C2m−1,2mΣ2,j

[
A1,Tζ{A3A4 . . . Aj−1Aj+1 . . . A2mR0}

]
= ζ Σ

∫
γ(t)

d2m−1z C1,2Cj,j−1 . . . C4,3 . . . C2m−1,2mΣ2,3

[
A1,Tζ{AjAj−1A5 . . . Aj−2A4Aj+1 . . . A2mR0}

]
,

(E2)

where we performed the change of variables j ↔ 3 and (j−1) ↔ 4. Inside the contour ordering, we can now exchange
A4 with Aj−1, and then we can move Aj to the immediate right of Aj−1 using j − 4 transpositions. In total, these
are j − 5 transpositions, which is odd. Therefore, using also the fact that Cj,j−1C4,3 = Cj−1,jC3,4, we end up with

Σ

∫
γ(t)

d2m−1z C1,2C3,4 . . . Cj−1,j . . . C2m−1,2mΣ2,3

[
A1,Tζ{A4A5 . . . Aj−1AjAj+1 . . . A2mR0}

]
, (E3)

which can be expressed without explicit mention to j. A similar manipulation can be performed in case j is odd,
where the term to consider is

ζj−1
Σ

∫
γ(t)

d2m−1z C1,2C3,4 . . . Cj,j+1 . . . C2m−1,2mΣ2,j

[
A1,Tζ{A3A4 . . . Aj−1Aj+1 . . . A2mR0}

]
= Σ

∫
γ(t)

d2m−1z C1,2Cj,j+1 . . . C3,4 . . . C2m−1,2mΣ2,3

[
A1,Tζ{AjAj+1A5 . . . Aj−1A4Aj+2 . . . A2mR0}

]
,

(E4)



14

where we made the change of variables j ↔ 3 and (j + 1) ↔ 4. As before, with j − 5 transpositions we can put the
system operators back in place (a transposition to exchange A4 and Aj+1, and j− 4 transpositions to move Aj to the
immediate left of Aj+1), but this time j − 5 is even and no additional ζ factor is generated in the process.

As a consequence of this arguments,

dMm(t)

dt
= 2m Σ

∫
γ(t)

dz2 C1,2
[
A1, Â2Mm−1(t)

]
+ 2m(2m− 2) Σ

∫
γ(t)

d2m−1z C1,2Σ2,3C3,4 . . . C2m−1,2m

[
A1,Tζ{A4 . . . A2mR0}

]
,

(E5)

Lemma D.2 can now be applied again to reduce Tζ{A4 . . . A2mR0}, generating a term containing Mm−2(t) and a term
containing Tζ{A6 . . . A2mR0}. The pattern repeats until we exhaust all operators inside the contour ordering. The
result is the one reported in Eqs. (22)-(23) of the Letter, repeated here for convenience:

dMm(t)

dt
=

m∑
k=1

(2m)!!

(2m− 2k)!!
Ŝk(t)Mm−k(t), (E6)

where

Ŝk(t)X := Σ

∫
γ(t)

d2k−1z C1,2Σ2,3C3,4Σ4,5 . . .Σ2k−2,2k−1C2k−1,2k

[
A1, Â2kX

]
. (E7)

If we remember the formula (2x)!! = x!2x and Eq. (B7),

dϱ(t)

dt
=

∞∑
m=1

(−1)m

m!2m
dMm(t)

dt
=

∞∑
m=1

m∑
k=1

(−1)m

(m− k)!2m−k
Ŝk(t)Mm−k(t). (E8)

We recognize here the Cauchy product of two series, in the form

∞∑
m=1

m∑
k=1

F (m, k) =

∞∑
k=1

∞∑
m=k

F (m, k) =

∞∑
k=1

∞∑
m=0

F (m+ k, k), (E9)

therefore

dϱ(t)

dt
=

∞∑
k=1

∞∑
m=0

(−1)m+k

m!2m
Ŝk(t)Mm(t) =

∞∑
k=1

(−1)kŜk(t)ϱ(t), (E10)

which is the exact master equation reported in Eq. (24) of the Letter.

Appendix F: From contour time to physical time

If we isolate the operator dependence in Eq. (E7), the exact master equation (E10) can be written as

dϱ(t)

dt
= −

∑
α,β

∫
γ(t)

dz Gα,β(t, z)[Aα(t), Âβ(z)ϱ(t)], (F1)

where we reintroduced the full notation for the sake of clarity and we defined the “dressed” environment correlation

function Gα,β(z, w) =
∑∞

k=1 G
(k)
α,β(z, w) by the recursion

G(1)
α,β(z, w) = Cα,β(z, w), G(k)

α,β(z, w) = −
∑
µ1,µ2

∫
γ(t)

d2y G(k−1)
α,µ1

(z, y1)Σµ1,µ2
(y1, y2)Cµ2,β(y2, w), (F2)

which directly follows from the definition of Ŝk(t) in Eq. (E7).
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We now want to show how to recover Eq. (27) of the Letter by moving back to physical time. If we decompose γ(t)
in its branches, we clearly see that

dϱ(t)

dt
= −

∑
α,β

∫ t

0

dτ Gα,β(t, τ − ib)[Aα(t), Aβ(τ)ϱ(t)]−
∑
α,β

∫ b

0

dλ (−i)Gα,β(t,−iλ)[Aα(t), Aβ(−iλ)ϱ(t)]

+
∑
α,β

∫ t

0

dτ Gα,β(t, τ + ib)[Aα(t), ζϱ(t)Aβ(τ)] +
∑
α,β

∫ b

0

dλ iGα,β(t, iλ)[Aα(t), ζϱ(t)Aβ(iλ)],

(F3)

which is almost the same as Eq. (27) in the Letter. To conclude we only need to show that the second line in Eq. (F3)
is equal to the Hermitian conjugate of the first line. To do that, we need some preliminar work.

Since the system-environment interaction V =
∑

α AαBα is a Hermitian operator, for every index α we can find a
unique index α such that A†

α = Aα and B†
α = Bα. Using the definition of interaction picture, one then sees that

A†
α(z) = Aα(z

∗), B†
α(z) = Bα(z

∗). (F4)

This observation allows us to formulate the following symmetry property of the dressed correlation function.

Lemma F.1. For every indices α, β and for every z, w ∈ γ(t),

G∗
α,β(z, w) = ζGα,β(z

∗, w∗). (F5)

Proof. It is sufficient to prove that the property (F5) is satisfied by all terms G(k)
α,β(z, w) of the series, and we can do

that by induction on k. In case k = 1, we can write

C∗
α,β(z, w) = Tr[Tζ{Bα(z)Bβ(w)Ω0}]∗ = Tr

[
Tζ

{
B†

β(w)B
†
α(z)Ω0

}]
= Tr

[
Tζ

{
Bβ(w

∗)Bα(z
∗)Ω0

}]
= Cβ,α(w

∗, z∗) = ζCα,β(z
∗, w∗).

(F6)

A similar property can be proved for the self-energy. In fact, assuming z ∈ γ−(t), we have

Σ∗
α,β(z, w) = −θz≺w[Aα(z), Aβ(w)]

∗
ζ = −θz≺w[A

†
β(w), A

†
α(z)]ζ = −θz≺w[Aβ(w

∗), Aα(z
∗)]ζ

= ζθz≺w[Aα(z
∗), Aβ(w

∗)]ζ = ζθz∗≻w∗ [Aα(z
∗), Aβ(w

∗)]ζ = ζΣα,β(z
∗, w∗),

(F7)

and a similar calculation can be performed in case z ∈ γ+(t). Therefore, if we assume to property to hold for k − 1
we have [

G(k)
α,β(z, w)

]∗
= −ζ

∑
µ1,µ2

∫
γ(t)

d2y G(k−1)
α,µ1

(z∗, y∗1)Σµ1,µ2
(y∗1 , y

∗
2)Cµ2,β

(y∗2 , w
∗)

= −ζ
∑
µ1,µ2

∫
γ(t)

d2y G(k−1)
α,µ1

(z∗, y1)Σµ1,µ2
(y1, y2)Cµ2,β

(y2, w
∗) = ζG(k)

α,β
(z∗, w∗),

(F8)

where in the second equality we performed a change of variables (y1, y2) 7→ (y∗1 , y
∗
2) and (µ1, µ2) 7→ (µ1, µ2), which

is harmless since the contour γ(t) contains y∗ if and only if it contains y, and we are summing over all interaction
indices for µ1 and µ2.

Using the property (F5) we can now write−
∑
α,β

∫ t

0

dτ Gα,β(t, τ − ib)[Aα(t), Aβ(τ)ϱ(t)]


†

= −ζ
∑
α,β

∫ t

0

dτ Gα,β(t, τ + ib)[ϱ(t)Aβ(τ), Aα(t)], (F9)

which is precisely the first term on the second line of Eq. (F3). Similarly,i
∑
α,β

∫ b

0

dλGα,β(t,−iλ)[Aα(t), Aβ(−iλ)ϱ(t)]


†

= −iζ
∑
α,β

∫ b

0

dλGα,β(t, iλ)[ϱ(t)Aβ(iλ), Aα(t)], (F10)

which is the same as the second term on the second line of Eq. (F5).
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Appendix G: Master equation for the covariance matrix

Suppose we interested in describing the evolution of a generic system observable O = O† instead of the density
matrix ϱ. In this case we need to consider the adjoint master equation. Let us start with the master equation for ϱ
in the following form:

dϱ(t)

dt
= −

∑
α,β

∫
γ−(t)

dz Gα,β(t, z)[Aα(t), Aβ(z)ϱ(t)] + H.c. (G1)

Then, if we impose Tr[ϱ̇O] = Tr [ϱȮ], a simple computation reveals that the adjoint master equation is

dO(t)

dt
= −

∑
α,β

∫
γ−(t)

dz Gα,β(t, z)[O(t), Aα(t)]Aβ(z) + H.c. (G2)

It is now convenient to introduce self-adjoint operators {wi} constructed using linear combinations of system ladder
operators, such that

[wi, wj ]ζ = Ωij1, ΩT = Ω∗ = −ζΩ, (G3)

with Ω being a matrix of scalar coefficients. We want to write the adjoint master equation corresponding to the
covariance matrix [44]

Γij := Tr[(wiwj + ζwjwi)ϱ] = 2Tr[wiwjϱ]− Ωij , ΓT = Γ∗ = ζΓ. (G4)

Recall that the operators Aα were assumed to be linear in the system ladder operators. This means that

Aα(z) =
∑
i

Aα,i(z)wi (G5)

for appropriate coefficients Aα,i(z). Therefore, Eq. (G2) writes

dO(t)

dt
=

∑
i,j

Mij(t)[O(t), wi]wj +H.c., (G6)

where

Mij(t) := −
∑
α,β

∫
γ−(t)

dz Gα,β(t, z)Aα,i(t)Aβ,j(z). (G7)

Let us now write Eq. (G6) using the observable Γ̂kq := 2wkwq − Ωkq1, so that Γkq = Tr [Γ̂kqϱ]. We have

[Γ̂kq, wi] = 2[wkwq, wi] = 2wk[wq, wi] + 2[wk, wi]wq

= 2(1− ζ)wkwqwi + 2ζΩqiwk + 2(1− ζ)wkwiwq + 2ζΩkiwq

= 2(1− ζ)wkwqwi − 2Ωiqwk + 2(1− ζ)Ωiqwk + 2(1− ζ)ζwkwqwi + 2ζΩkiwq

= 2ζΩkiwq − 2ζΩiqwk = 2ζΩkiwq + 2Ωqiwk,

(G8)

where we used the relations [wa, wb] = (1− ζ)wawb + ζΩab, wbwa = ζwawb − ζΩab, and wawb = Ωab + ζwbwa, which
directly follow from Eq. (G3). Then,

[Γ̂kq, wi]wj = 2ζΩkiwqwj + 2Ωqiwkwj = ζΩki

(
Γ̂qj +Ωqj1

)
+Ωqi

(
Γ̂kj +Ωkj1

)
, (G9)

which leads to

dΓ̂kq

dt
=

∑
i,j

Mij(t)
(
ΩqiΓ̂kj + ζΩkiΓ̂qj +ΩqiΩkj1+ ζΩkiΩqj1

)
+H.c.

=
∑
i,j

[
Γ̂kjMT

ji(t)Ω
T
iq + ζΩkiMij(t)Γ̂

T
jq +ΩkjMT

ji(t)Ω
T
iq1+ ζΩkiMij(t)Ω

T
jq1

]
+H.c.

(G10)
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Once we take the expectation value, this turns into a matrix differential equation for the covariance matrix:

dΓ

dt
= Γ(ΩM)T + ζ(ΩM)ΓT +ΩMTΩT + ζΩMΩT +H.c.

= Γ(ΩM)T + (ΩM)Γ− Ω(M+ ζMT )Ω + H.c.

= 2Re[ΩM]Γ + Γ2Re[ΩM]T − Ω(M+ ζMT +M† + ζM∗)Ω,

(G11)

which is the same as Eqs. (32)-(33) of the Letter.
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