
Exact Current Fluctuations in a Tight-Binding Chain with Dephasing Noise

Taiki Ishiyama,1 Kazuya Fujimoto,1 and Tomohiro Sasamoto1

1Department of Physics, Institute of Science Tokyo,
2-12-1 Ookayama, Meguro-ku, Tokyo 152-8551, Japan

(Dated: April 10, 2025)

For a tight-binding chain with dephasing noise on an infinite interval, we exactly calculate the
variance of the integrated current for a step initial condition with average densities, ρa on the
negative axis and ρb on the positive axis. Our exact solution reveals that the presence of dephasing,
no matter how small, alters the nature of current fluctuations from ballistic to diffusive in the
long-time limit. The derivation relies on the Bethe ansatz on the infinite interval and a nontrivial
parameter dependence, referred to as the ω-dependence, of the moment generating function for the
integrated current. Furthermore, we demonstrate that the asymptotic form of the variance and
a numerically obtained cumulant generating function coincide with those in the symmetric simple
exclusion process.

Introduction.— Nonequilibrium fluctuations have been
central objects of study in classical statistical mechanics
for many years. Investigating them has provided deep
insights into the universal behavior of nonequilibrium
phenomena in classical systems, such as absorbing-state
phase transitions including the directed percolation uni-
versality class [1], and dynamical critical phenomena [2],
as well as interface growth phenomena described by the
Kardar-Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) universality class [3, 4].

Recently, nonequilibrium dynamics in isolated quan-
tum many-body systems has attracted significant atten-
tion, as exemplified by the development of generalized
hydrodynamics [5, 6] and studies of electron fluids [7, 8].
While these approaches focus primarily on average be-
havior, there has been growing theoretical interest in
nonequilibrium fluctuations as a means to explore univer-
sal dynamics [9–34]. This interest has been further fueled
by state-of-the-art experimental platforms, which now
make it possible to investigate fluctuations [35–41]. For
example, in an experiment using superconducting qubits,
KPZ-type behavior was observed in the lower moments of
currents, while non-KPZ-type behavior appeared in the
higher moments [39].

These efforts naturally motivate the study of how dis-
sipation affects the nature of nonequilibrium fluctuations
[42–48]. This is because dissipation is not only unavoid-
able in experiments, but is also known to dramatically
alter the properties of quantum systems. A well-known
example of such dissipation is dephasing noise, a simple
and fundamental form of particle-conserving dissipation
that is also experimentally feasible [49–51]. Dephasing
changes the long-time behavior of systems from ballis-
tic to diffusive, even when it is arbitrary weak. While
this has been demonstrated for an average current in a
few simple models [52–64], whether such a drastic change
also occurs for current fluctuations remains a fundamen-
tal and intriguing question [45, 46].

In this work, we theoretically study current fluctua-
tions in a tight-binding chain with dephasing noise start-
ing from a step initial condition with two densities (see
Fig. 1). We derive an exact expression for the variance
of an integrated current and show that the presence of

dephasing, no matter how small, changes the growth of
current fluctuations from ballistic to diffusive in the long-
time limit. Our derivation consists of two essential steps.
First we show that the moment generating function of an
integrated current exhibits a nontrivial parameter depen-
dence on the counting field and initial densities. Second
we prove the integral formula for the Green’s function by
employing the Bethe ansatz technique on an infinite in-
terval. Both techniques have been successfully applied to
the study of fluctuations in classical interacting systems
[65–68]. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first ex-
ample of their application to the study of fluctuations in
open quantum many-body systems. In addition to these
results, we demonstrate that both the asymptotic form of
the variance and a numerically obtained cumulant gener-
ating function of an integrated current agree with those
in the symmetric simple exclusion process (SEP) [66].

Setup.— We consider a tight-binding chain with de-
phasing noise on an infinite interval. Under the Markov
approximation, the time evolution of the density matrix
ρ(t) is governed by the Gorini-Kossakowski-Sudarhan-
Lindblad (GKSL) equation [69–71],

dρ

dt
= L[ρ] ∶= −i[H,ρ] + ∑

x∈Z
LxρL

†
x −

1

2
{L†

xLx, ρ}, (1)

where L is referred to as the Liouvillian. In Eq. (1),
the Hamiltonian is given by the one-dimensional tight-

binding model H ∶= −∑x∈Z(a
†
xax+1 + a

†
x+1ax) and the

Lindblad operator Lx ∶=
√
4γnx describes dephasing.

This Lindblad operator can be derived from continu-
ous weak measurements [71], incoherent light scattering
[72], or noisy on-site potentials [73]. Here, ax, a

†
x, and

nx ∶= a
†
xax are the annihilation, creation, and number op-

erators of fermions at site x, and γ represents the strength
of the dephasing. In this work, we consider a step initial
condition with two densities,

ρini ∶= ∏
x∈Z
[ρxnx + (1 − ρx)(1 − nx)], (2)

where we define ρx ∶= ρa for x ≤ 0 and ρx ∶= ρb for x > 0.
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FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of the step initial condition for
ρa = 1 and ρb = 0. Starting from the step initial condition,
we evolve the system according to Eq. (1) and investigate
the fluctuations of an integrated current Qt across the bond
between site 0 and site 1.

In this state, each site to the left of the origin (x ≤ 0) is
independently occupied with the probability ρa, and each
site to the right of the origin is independently occupied
with the probability ρb (see Fig. 1). Note that the state
corresponds to a steady state when ρa = ρb and a domain
wall state when (ρa, ρb) = (1,0) or (0,1).

We will study the fluctuation of an integrated current
Qt, defined as total currents has flowed from time 0 to
t across the bond between site 0 and site 1. Due to
particle number conservation, Qt can be measured via
a two-time measurement of the particle number in the
right half of the system, NR ∶= ∑x≥1 nx; specifically Qt

is obtained by the difference between the measurement
outcomes of NR at time t and time 0 [74, 75]. The fluctu-
ation of Qt can be characterized by the moment generat-
ing function ⟨eλQt⟩ or the cumulant generating function
χ(λ, t) ∶= log⟨eλQt⟩. Here, we define the average of a func-
tion f(Qt) as ⟨f(Qt)⟩ ∶= ∑n∈Z f(n)Pr[Qt = n], denoting
a probability that Qt takes the value n as Pr[Qt = n].
This probability can be expressed in terms of Born prob-
abilities, which yield the compact analytical expression
of ⟨eλQt⟩ [74, 75],

⟨eλQt⟩ = Tr[eλNReLt[e−λNRρini]]. (3)

See Sec. I of the Supplemental Material (SM) [76] for the
derivation. From ⟨eλQt⟩, the variance of the integrated
current σ2

Qt
∶= ⟨Qt⟩

2 − ⟨Qt⟩
2, the quantity of our prime

interest, can be expressed as σ2
Qt
= ∂2λ χ(λ, t)∣λ=0.

ω-dependence.— We show that ⟨eλQt⟩ depends on ρa,
ρb, and λ only through a single reduced parameter

ω ∶= ρa(e
λ
− 1) + ρb(e

−λ
− 1) + ρaρb(e

λ
− 1)(e−λ − 1).

Specifically, ⟨eλQt⟩ can be expanded in terms of ω as
⟨eλQt⟩ = ∑n≥0 qn(t)ω

n. Here qn(t) is given by the sum of
the n-particle density matrices,

qn(t) ∶= ∑
y1<⋯<yn≤0<x1<⋯<xn

⟨x∣eLt[∣y⟩⟨y∣]∣x⟩, (4)

where we define x ∶= (x1,⋯, xn) and ∣x⟩ ∶= a†
x1
⋯a†

xn
∣0⟩

with the vacuum state ∣0⟩. We shall refer this dependence
to as the ω-dependence because a similar dependence has

been observed in stochastic interacting systems and it is
called the ω-dependence [65, 66].

Thanks to the ω-dependence, σ2
Qt

can be expressed as

σ2
Qt
= (ρa − ρb)

2
[2q2 − q

2
1] + (ρa + ρb − 2ρaρb)q1. (5)

In this expression, the variance is determined solely by
q1(t) and q2(t) which are the sum of the single and two-
particle density matrices, and no longer depend on ρa
or ρb. This implies that the problem of calculating σ2

Qt
,

which originally involves the infinitely many particles and
depends on ρa and ρb, is reduced to the single- and two-
particle problems, both independent of these parameters.
Note that this reduction holds for general n-th moments.
That is, each ⟨Qn

t ⟩ is determined by qj(t), (j = 1,⋯, n).

The derivation of the ω-dependence relies on particle-
hole symmetry and a duality relation between the n-
particle density matrix and a 2n-point correlation func-
tion [77, 78], namely the time evolution of the 2n-point
correlation function is equivalent to that of the n-particle
density matrix. The detailed derivation is given in Sec.
II of SM [76]. We remark that several models have the
particle-hole symmetry and the duality relation, for ex-
ample the tight-binding chain with incoherent symmetric
hopping [77], and therefore the ω-dependence could be
extended to such models as well.

Integral formulas for the Green’s function.—
In this work, the Green’s function is defined as

G
(n)
t (x

(1);x(2)∣y(1);y(2)) ∶= ⟨x(1)∣eLt[∣y(1)⟩⟨y(2)∣]∣x(2)⟩

with x(j) ∶= (x
(j)
1 ,⋯, x

(j)
n ), y(j) ∶= (y

(j)
1 ,⋯, y

(j)
n ). If one

obtains an analytical expression for the Green’s func-
tion, one has the full time dependence for any n-particle
density matrix by appropriately summing over y(1) and

y(2). In what follows, we focus on G
(n)
t (x

(1);x(2)∣y;y),
since it suffices to derive the analytical expression for
σ2
Qt

(see Eq. (4) and Eq. (5)). For simplicity, we denote

it by G
(n)
t (x

(1);x(2)∣y), and assume that y1 < ⋯ < yn
without loss of generality.

As shown in Ref. [78], our model can be mapped to the
one-dimensional Fermi-Hubbard model with imaginary
interaction, which is exactly solvable via the Bethe ansatz

[79, 80]. Indeed, by defining ψ
(2n)
t (x;a∣y) as

ψ
(2n)
t (x;a∣y) ∶=

n

∏
j=1
(−1)xn+j−yj

× G
(n)
t (x1,⋯, xn;xn+1,⋯, x2n∣y),

(6)

for aj =↓ and an+j =↑, (j = 1,⋯, n), and defining

ψ
(2n)
t (x;a∣y) for other a such that it is antisymmetric

under simultaneous exchange of x and a, the equation of

motion for G
(2n)
t (x(1);x(2)∣y) can be rewritten in terms
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of ψ
(2n)
t (x;a) as follows,

i∂tψ
(2n)
t (x;a∣y) =H2nψ

(2n)
t (x;a∣y), (7)

H2n ∶= −
2n

∑
j=1
(∆+j +∆

−
j ) + 4iγ ∑

1≤j<k≤2n
δxj ,xk

− 4iγn (8)

with the shift operator ∆
+(−)
j ψ

(2n)
t (x;a) ∶= ψ

(2n)
t (x ±

ej ;a) and the initial condition,

ψ
(2n)
t (x;a∣y)∣t=0 = sign(Q)

n

∏
j=1
(−1)j−1δxQ(2j−1),yjδxQ(2j),yj

×(δaQ(2j−1),↓δaQ(2j),↑ − δaQ(2j−1),↑δaQ(2j),↓).

Here Q is the permutation such that xQ(1) ≤ ⋯ ≤ xQ(2n).
Note thatH2n is the nothing but the 2n-particle Hubbard
Hamiltonian with imaginary interaction in first quantiza-

tion, and ψ
(2n)
t (x;a) can be regarded as the wave func-

tion for 2n fermions since it is antisymmetric. Thus, we
have reduced our model to the one-dimensional Fermi-
Hubbard model with imaginary interaction.

In the derivation of an exact formula for ψ
(2n)
t (x;a),

we use the Bethe ansatz directly on the infinite lattice,
thereby avoiding formidable tasks required on a finite
lattice—namely, solving the Bethe equations and sum-
ming over the Bethe wave functions. By utilizing the
Bethe ansatz solutions ϕ(x;a∣z) and E(z) on the infinite
interval, which satisfy H2nϕ(x;a∣z) = E(z)ϕ(x;a∣z), we
obtain the following formula for n = 1 and n = 2,

ψ
(2n)
t (x;a) = ∮ dz2n

n

∏
j=1

z−yje−iE(z)tϕ(x;a∣z), (9)

where we define ∮ dz
2n ∶= ∏

2n
j=1 ∮∣zj ∣=r2n−j dzj/2πizj with

sufficiently small r ≪ 1. See Sec. III of SM [76] for
the basics of the Bethe ansatz for the Fermi-Hubbard
model and Sec. IV for the proof of Eq. (9). We remark
that Eq. (9) for n = 1 has already been obtained in our
previous work [58], and that for n ≥ 3 is a conjecture.

Exact solution of the variance.—Here we derive the ex-
act expression for σ2

Qt
and its asymptotic form for large t

by employing the ω-dependence and the integral formula
for the Green’s function.

As derived in Sec. V of SM [76], we obtain the exact
expression for q1 and q2 as

q1(t) = ∮ dz2et∑
2
j=1 εj c1 − c2

c1 − c2 − 2γ

z1z2
(1 − z1z2)2

, (10)

q2(t) = ∮ dz4et∑
4
j=1 εj z1z2z3z4

(1 − z1z2z3z4)2
z1z2

1 − z1z2

×
c1 − c2

c1 − c2 − 2γ

c3 − c4
c3 − c4 − 2γ

× [
z3z4

1 − z3z4
−

2z1z3
1 − z1z3

A1 +
z1z2

1 − z1z2
(1 +A2)], (11)

where we define εj ∶= −zj+1/zj−2γ and cj ∶= (zj+1/zj)/2.

We also define

A1 ∶=
c1 − c3

c1 − c3 − 2γ

c2 − c4
c2 − c4 − 2γ

c1 − c4 − 4γ

c1 − c4 − 2γ
,

A2 ∶=
2γ(c1 + c2 − c3 − c4)

(c2 − c3 − 2γ)(c1 − c4 − 2γ)

c2 − c4 − 4γ

c2 − c4 − 2γ
.

By combining the above expressions and Eq. (5), we ob-
tain the exact solution of σ2

Qt
.

In what follows, we will investigate the large-t behavior
of σ2

Qt
. We first consider the case without dephasing, i.e.,

γ = 0. In this case, Ref. [81] and Ref. [9] have exactly
shown ⟨Qt⟩ ≃ 2t/π and σ2

Qt
≃ log t/2π2 for ρa = 1, ρb =

0, respectively. By combining these results and the ω-
dependence, we have the asymptotic form of σ2

Qt
for γ =

0,

σ2
Qt
≃ [ρa(1 − ρa) + ρb(1 − ρb)]

2t

π
+ (ρa − ρb)

2 log t

2π2
. (12)

The above equation illustrates that the current fluctua-
tion grows ballistically, except for the domain wall initial
condition, namely (ρa, ρb) = (1,0) or (0,1). We remark
that the leading term was already obtained via scattering
theory in Ref. [10].

We next consider the case with dephasing, i.e., γ >
0, and derive the asymptotic form of q1(t) and q2(t).
Although the asymptotic form of q1(t) has been obtained

in our previous work [58], and is given by q1(t) ≃
√
τ/π

with a rescaled time τ ∶= t/2γ, we reproduce this result
using another method, which can be straightforwardly
applied to q2(t).

In Eq. (10), we extend the radius of the z1-contour
from r to 1 − δ where δ is sufficiently small positive con-
stant to avoid poles on the unit circle. This procedure
separates the contribution from the pole inside the unit
circle, which arises from 1/(c1−c2−2γ), and that from the
extended z1-contour. The latter is found to be O(e−4γt)
and is therefore negligible. Thus we have

q1(t) ≃ ∫
Cγ

dz2
2πiz2

4γα2

1 − α2
2

α2/z2
(1 − α2/z2)2

etε̃, (13)

where Cγ is the counterclockwise contour satisfying ∣z2∣ =
1 and ∣c2 + 2γ∣ > 1, α2 is the position of the pole, and ε̃2
is defined as ε̃2 ∶= z2 − 1/z2 − α2 + 1/α2 − 4γ. Eq. (13) is
now a single-variable integral, to which one can directly

apply the saddle point method, obtaining q1(t) ≃
√
τ/π.

See Sec. VI of SM [76] for the explicit form of α2 and
the details of the saddle point analysis.

In Eq. (13), we have neglected the term for which
∣zj ∣ = 1 and retained the term arising from the pole of
1/(c1−c2−2γ). This can be interpreted as neglecting the
contribution from scattering states while retaining the
contribution from bound states in the Bethe wave func-
tions. This is because izj corresponds to the rapidity
of the Bethe wave function of the Fermi-Hubbard model,
where the absolute value of the rapidities is unity for scat-
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FIG. 2. Numerical verification for the asymptotic form in
Eq. (14). The dots represent the numerical results for γ = 1
and system size 2L = 128. The dashed line shows Eq. (14).

tering states, whereas for bound states they form a string
configuration [78, 80, 82, 83]: s(iz1)−s(iz2)−2γ = 0 with
s(z) ∶= (z−1/z)/2i. Several studies [52, 53, 77, 78, 84–86]
have argued that the long-time dynamics under dephas-
ing noise is determined by bound states based on the
analysis of the spectrum in the GKSL equation on a fi-
nite lattice. Our asymptotic analysis shows that, without
the string hypothesis [78, 80, 82, 83], the long-time dy-
namics is dominated by the bound states even in systems
with infinitely many particles.

Similarly to q1(t), one can decompose q2(t) into con-
tributions from the scattering and the bound states, and
show that a contribution composed entirely of the bound
states remains finite in the long-time limit, while the
others are exponentially small. We then apply the sad-
dle point method to q̃2(t) ∶= 2q2(t) − q

2
1(t), obtaining

q̃2(t) ≃ −
√
τ/2π. See Sec. VI of SM [76] for the detailed

asymptotic analysis. By substituting q1(t) ≃
√
τ/π and

q̃2(t) ≃ −
√
τ/2π into Eq. (5), we eventually obtain the

asymptotic form of σ2
Qt

for γ > 0,

σ2
Qt
≃

√
τ

π
[(ρa + ρb − 2ρaρb) −

1
√
2
(ρa − ρb)

2
]. (14)

This is the main result of our work. Comparing Eq. (14)
with Eq. (12), one clearly sees that the presence of the
dephasing, no matter how small, drastically change the
nature of current fluctuations from ballistic to diffusive.

Finally, we numerically verify our analytical result in
Eq. (14). In Fig. 2, we show the time evolution of σ2

Qt
.

One finds that Eq. (14) holds well for τ ≫ 1. Here the
numerical results are obtained from the unraveling of the
GKSL equation [59, 87, 88]. See Sec. VII of SM [76] for
the details of the numerical simulation.

Comparison to SEP.— In the strong dephasing limit,
our system is effectively described by a well-known clas-

sical Markov process, SEP [89, 90], as a consequence
of second-order perturbation theory [91]. Even for fi-
nite dephasing strength, several studies have argued that
the long-time dynamics is governed by SEP [46–48, 58].
However, these studies basically focus on the behavior
of steady states [46–48] or the average behavior of non-
stationary states [58]. We here confirm this connec-
tion for current fluctuations in non-stationary regimes
by comparing the variance between the two models. We
also compute the cumulant generating function numer-
ically and compare it with the analytical result in SEP
[66], finding agreement in higher-order fluctuations.
For SEP with the step initial condition, the exact so-

lution of the cumulant generating function has been ob-
tained via the Bethe ansatz technique [66]. Its asymp-
totic form in the long-time limit is given by

χSEP
(λ, τ) ≃

√
τ ∫

∞

−∞
dk log(1 + ωe−k

2

)/π. (15)

Here, ω is exactly the same as in our model. Similar
result has also been obtained within the framework of
the macroscopic fluctuation theory (MFT) [92].
The variance of the integrated current for SEP can

be obtained by differentiating Eq. (15) with respect to
λ, which is in perfect agreement with Eq. (14). To fur-
ther investigation, we numerically evaluate the cumulant
generating function χ(λ, t) with the rescaled time τ and
compare it with Eq. (15). See Sec. VII of SM [76] for our
numerical method. In Fig. 3, we present the numerical
result of χ(λ, t) for ρa = 1 and ρb = 0 as the function
of λ, alongside χSEP(λ, τ). As illustrated in Fig. 3, the
cumulant generating function in our model agrees with
that in SEP. Although our verification is limited to the
case, ρa = 1 and ρb = 0, the ω-dependence implies that
the agreement holds for any ρa and ρb.
Conclusion and future prospects.— We theoretically

studied the current fluctuations in the tight-binding
chain with the dephasing noise under the step initial con-
dition. Our main results are the exact expression for
the variance of the integrated current and its asymptotic
form in the long-time limit, revealing that, instead of
ballistic behavior, diffusive current fluctuations always
emerges whenever the dephasing strength, no matter how
small, is positive. This result was obtained by utiliz-
ing the ω-dependence and the integral formula for the
Green’s function, which are analogous to techniques suc-
cessfully applied to classical stochastic interacting sys-
tems [65–68]. We proved the ω-dependence, namely the
nontrivial dependence of the moment generating function
on the counting field λ and the densities ρa, ρb, by utiliz-
ing the particle-hole symmetry and the duality relation
between the density matrix and the correlation function
[77, 78]. The integral formula was proved by employing
the Bethe ansatz technique on the infinite interval. Fur-
thermore, we observed that the asymptotic form of the
variance coincides with that in SEP and numerically con-
firmed that the cumulant generating function also agrees.
As a prospect, it is important to exactly calculate
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FIG. 3. Comparison of the cumulant generating function
χ(λ, t) for ρa = 1 and ρb = 0. The dots represent the nu-
merical results for our model with τ = 400 and system size
2L = 256. The dashed line shows the analytical result in SEP,
Eq. (15). The inset shows the results with τ = 20 and system
size 2L = 256.

higher-order current fluctuations and compare them with
the results in SEP [66]. Recently, the extension of MFT
to quantum systems has been discussed in several theo-
retical studies [46, 47, 75, 93–98] and even in an experi-

mental study [38]. Since the MFT prediction [92] agrees
with the exact microscopic result for SEP [66], such an
analytical calculation would further support the devel-
opment of MFT in quantum realms. Another promising
direction is to study nonequilibrium fluctuations in other
integrable models [99–110] by generalizing the methods
provided in this work. Our results paves the way for the
deeper understanding of nonequilibrium fluctuations in
open quantum many-body systems.

Note.— After completion of this work, Ref. [111] ap-
peared. In the strong dephasing limit, Ref. [111] derives
the large-t asymptotic form of the variance of the bipar-
tite particle number for the alternating initial condition
in the same model. While the resulting expression is sim-
ilar to Eq. (14), we emphasize that our result is obtained
without assuming the strong dephasing limit and is valid
for any γ > 0.
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[32] M. Ljubotina, M. Žnidarič, and T. c. v. Prosen, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 122, 210602 (2019).

[33] S. Gopalakrishnan, A. Morningstar, R. Vasseur, and
V. Khemani, Phys. Rev. B 109, 024417 (2024).

[34] D. S. Bhakuni and Y. B. Lev, Phys. Rev. B 110, 014203
(2024).

[35] M. Rispoli, A. Lukin, R. Schittko, S. Kim, M. E. Tai,
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This Supplemental Material describes the following:

(I) Derivation of Eq. (3),

(II) Proof of the ω-dependence,

(III) The Bethe ansatz for the one-dimensional Fermi-Hubbard model,

(IV) Proof of the integral formula for the Green’s function,

(V) Derivation of the exact expression for the variance,

(VI) Asymptotic analysis for q1(t) and q2(t),

(VII) Numerical scheme for the variance and cumulant generating function.

I. DERIVATION OF EQ. (3)

We derive Eq. (3) in the main text, by following the argument of Refs. [74, 75]. As explained in the main text, Qt

can be measured by performing the two-time measurement of NR = ∑x≥1 nx. Due to particle conservation, Qt can be
obtained as the difference between the measurement outcomes of NR at time t and time 0, therefore Pr[Qt = n] can
be written in terms of the Born probabilities as follows,

Pr[Qt = n] = ∑
m≥0

Tr[Pm+ne
Lt
[PmρPm]], (S-1)

where ρ is an initial density matrix and Pm is the projection operator onto the eigenspace of NR with the eigenvalue
m. Using the above equation, we have

⟨eλQt⟩ = ∑
n∈Z

eλnPr[Qt = n] = Tr[e
λNReLt[e−λNRρ′]] (S-2)

with ρ′ ∶= ∑m≥0 PmρPm. For the step initial condition ρini, it holds that ρ′ini = ρini. Thus we obtain Eq. (3) in the
main text.

II. PROOF OF THE ω-DEPENDENCE

We prove the ω-dependence. Namely, we show that ⟨eλQt⟩ can be expanded in terms of ω = ρa(e
λ − 1) + ρb(e

−λ −
1) + ρa(e

λ − 1)ρb(e
−λ − 1) as

⟨eλQt⟩ = ∑
n≥0

qn(t)ω
n

(S-3)

with

qn(t) = ∑
y1<⋯<yn≤0<x1<⋯<xn

⟨x∣eLt[∣y⟩⟨y∣]∣x⟩. (S-4)
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A. Duality between n-particle density matrix and 2n-point correlation function

Before moving on the proof, we explain the duality relation between the n-particle density matrix and a 2n-point
correlation function [77, 78], which is an essential ingredient of the proof. To show the duality, we first define a
n-particle density matrix element and a 2n-point correlation function as

ρ
(n)
t (x

(1);x(2)) ∶= ⟨x(1)∣ρ(t)∣x(2)⟩, (S-5)

G
(2n)
t (x(1);x(2)) ∶= Tr[a†

xn+1
⋯a†

x2n
ax1⋯axnρ(t)] (S-6)

with x(j) = (x
(j)
1 ,⋯, x

(j)
n ). Then, one can show that, by using the GKSL equation and the definitions of ρ

(n)
t and

G
(2n)
t , the equation of motion for ρ

(n)
t and G

(2n)
t are exactly the same. Here, the equation of motion for ρ

(n)
t is given

by

i
d

dt
ρ
(n)
t (x

(1);x(2)) =
n

∑
j=1
−ρ
(n)
t (x

(1)
+ ej ;x

(2)
) − ρ

(n)
t (x

(1)
− ej ;x

(2)
) + ρ

(n)
t (x

(1);x(2) + ej) + ρ
(n)
t (x

(1);x(2) − ej)

+ 4iγ[(
n

∑
j,k=1

δ
x
(1)
j ,x

(2)
k

) − n]ρ
(n)
t (x

(1);x(2)).

(S-7)

This duality means that the calculation of the 2n point correlation function for an initial condition with finite density
can be reduced to the calculation of the n-particle density matrix.

B. Proof of the ω-dependence

Let us move on the concrete proof of Eq. (S-3). Our argument of the derivation follows that in SEP [66]. In the
derivation, we consider a finite lattice ΛL ∶= {x ∈ Z∣ − L < x ≤ L} with an open boundary condition. We could obtain
the desired result by taking the limit L→∞.
The important observation is that ⟨Qn

t ⟩ is a polynomial of degree n in ρa and ρb. To avoid complexity in the
notation, we demonstrate this for n = 1 and n = 2. From Eq. (3) in the main text, the explicit forms of ⟨Qt⟩ and ⟨Q

2
t ⟩

are given by

⟨Qt⟩ = Tr[NRe
Lt
[ρini]] −Tr[NRρini], (S-8)

⟨Q2
t ⟩ = Tr[N

2
Re
Lt
[ρini]] − 2Tr[NRe

Lt
[NRρini]] +Tr[N

2
Rρini] (S-9)

with NR ∶= ∑
L
x=1 nx. Note that the terms in the above equations can be expressed in terms of Tr[nxe

Lt[ρini]],

Tr[nxe
Lt[nyρini]], and Tr[nxnye

Lt[ρini]. Because Tr[nxe
Lt[ρini]] can be written as G

(2)
t (x;x), for which initial

condition is linear in ρa and ρb, and the equation of motion for G
(2)
t (x; y) is given by Eq. (S-7), one can show that

Tr[nxe
Lt[ρini]] is liner in ρa and ρb. Similarly, one finds that Tr[nxe

Lt[nyρini]] and Tr[nxnye
Lt[ρini] are second-order

polynomials in ρa and ρb. Hence, ⟨Qt⟩
n is a polynomial of degree n in ρa and ρb.

We next substitute the following expression for ρini into Eq. (3) in the main text,

ρini =
L

∑
p,q=0

∑
x1<⋯<xp≤0<xp+1<⋯<xp+q

ρpa(1 − ρa)
L−pρqb(1 − ρb)

L−q
∣x1,⋯, xp+q⟩⟨x1,⋯, xp+q ∣. (S-10)

Then, we have

⟨eλQt⟩ =
L

∑
p,q=0

ρpa(1 − ρa)
L−pρqb(1 − ρb)

L−qe−qλ

× ∑
x1<⋯<xp≤0<xp+1<⋯<xp+q

Tr[eλNReLt[∣x1,⋯, xp+q⟩⟨x1,⋯, xp+q ∣]]

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
Rp+q(eλ)

. (S-11)

Since the number of total particles is conserved, Rp+q(e
λ) is a polynomial of degree p+ q in eλ. Expanding the above
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equation in powers of ρa and ρb, we obtain

⟨eλQt⟩ =
L

∑
p,q=0

ρpaρ
q
be
−qλSp,q(e

λ
), (S-12)

where Sp,q(e
λ) is also a polynomial of degree p + q in eλ. To identify the form of Sp,q(e

λ), we compare the above
equation with the following expansion for the case λ≪ 1,

⟨eλQt⟩ =
∞
∑
n=0

λn

n!
⟨Qn

t ⟩. (S-13)

Noting that ⟨Qn
t ⟩ is a polynomial of degree n in ρa and ρb, one finds that the lowest order of Sp,q(e

λ) in λ must be at

least λp+q. This is achieved if and only if Sp,q(e
λ) = sp,q(e

λ − 1)p+q, where sp,q is a constant which does not depend
on ρa, ρb, and λ. Hence, we have

⟨eλQt⟩ =
La

∑
p=0

L−La

∑
q=0

sp,q[ρa(e
λ
− 1)]p[ρb(1 − e

−λ
)]

q
=∶ G(ρa(e

λ
− 1), ρb(e

−λ
− 1)). (S-14)

Thus, one can conclude that ⟨eλQt⟩ is the function which only depends on the two reduced variables, ρa(e
λ − 1) and

ρb(e
−λ − 1).

Next, we use the particle-hole symmetry of the system. Define a unitary operator as

U ∶= [a†
L − (−1)

LaL][a
†
L−1 − (−1)

L−1aL−1]⋯[a
†
−L+1 − (−1)

−L+1a−L+1].

This operator yields the particle-hole transformation with the change of sign for odd site fermions:

UajU
†
= (−1)ja†

j . (S-15)

Our model has the particle-hole symmetry, namely UeLt[ρ]U † = eLt[UρU †]. Then, we have

G(ρa(e
λ
− 1), ρb(e

−λ
− 1)) = Tr[U †UeλNReLt[e−λNRρini]] (S-16)

= Tr[e−λNReLt[eλNRρini]]∣ρa→1−ρa, ρb→1−ρb
(S-17)

= G((1 − ρa)(e
−λ
− 1), (1 − ρb)(e

λ
− 1)). (S-18)

In the following we assume ρa ≤ ρb without loss of generality. We also restrict λ to be real for the moment and define

λ̃ as the solution of ρb(e
−λ − 1) = e−λ̃ − 1. Then, we have

ρa(e
λ
− 1) =

ρae
−λ̃

ρb + e−λ̃ − 1
(eλ̃ − 1), (S-19)

0 ≤
ρae

−λ̃

ρb + e−λ̃ − 1
≤ 1. (S-20)

By setting ρ̃a ∶= ρae
−λ̃/(ρb + e

−λ̃ − 1), we can make the following calculation,

⟨eλQt⟩ = G(ρa(e
λ
− 1), ρb(e

−λ
− 1)) (S-21)

= G(ρ̃a(e
λ̃
− 1), e−λ̃ − 1) (S-22)

= G((1 − ρ̃a)(e
−λ̃
− 1),0) (S-23)

= G(ω,0). (S-24)

Here, we use Eq. (S-19) in the second line and Eq. (S-18) in the third line. The above is the derivation of the ω-
dependence for λ ∈ R. However, it can be extended to λ ∈ C by the identity theorem, since both ⟨eλQt⟩ and G(ω,0)
are holomorphic in λ ∈ C (at least for the finite lattice ΛL).
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Finally, we determine the expansion coefficients qn(t) when ⟨e
λQt⟩ is expanded in terms of ω:

⟨eλQt⟩ = ∑
n≥0

qn(t)ω
n. (S-25)

Since qn(t) does not depends on ρa, ρb, and λ, we consider the case ρb = 0. In this case, the above equation becomes

⟨eλQt⟩ = ∑
n≥0

qn(t)ρ
n
a(e

λ
− 1)n. (S-26)

On the other hand, Eq. (S-11) for ρb = 0 becomes

⟨eλQt⟩ =
L

∑
p=0

∑
x1<⋯<xp≤0

ρpa(1 − ρa)
L−pTr[eλNReLt[∣x1,⋯, xp⟩⟨x1,⋯, xp∣]] (S-27)

=
L

∑
p=0

∑
x1<⋯<xp≤0

p

∑
m=0

ρpa(1 − ρa)
L−peλmPrt(NR =m∣x1,⋯, xp). (S-28)

Here, we use the identity ∑
L
m=0 Pm = 1 in the second line, and define the probability that m particles are located to

the right of the origin (x > 1) at time t with the initial state ∣x1,⋯, xp⟩ as

Prt(NR =m∣x1,⋯, xp) ∶= Tr[Pme
Lt
[∣x1,⋯, xp⟩⟨x1,⋯, xp∣]]. (S-29)

Taking simultaneously the limits ρa → 0 and λ→∞ at fixed ρae
λ in Eq. (S-26) and Eq. (S-28), we have the following

expression for qn(t),

qn(t) = ∑
x1<⋯<xn≤0

Prt(NR = n∣x1,⋯, xn) (S-30)

= ∑
y1<⋯<yn≤0<x1<⋯<xn

⟨x∣eLt[∣y⟩⟨y∣]∣x⟩. (S-31)

III. THE BETHE ANSATZ FOR THE ONE-DIMENSONAL FERMI-HUBBARD MODEL

We briefly explain the Bethe ansatz in the one-dimensional Fermi-Hubbard model. The notation used here basically
follows Ref. [80]. We refer the readers to Chapter 3 in Ref. [80] for the detail of the Bethe ansatz in the Fermi-Hubbard
model.

The one-dimensional Fermi-Hubbard model is known to be exactly solvable via the nested Bethe ansatz [79, 80].
Although the interaction strength is purely imaginary in Eq. (8) of the main text, the integrability of the Fermi-
Hubbard model is not spoiled [78–80]. On the infinite interval, the solution of the stationary Schrödinger equation,

H2nϕ(x;a) = Eϕ(x;a), H2n = −
2n

∑
j=1
(∆+j +∆

−
j ) + 4iγ ∑

1≤j<k≤2n
δxj ,xk

− 4iγn, (S-32)

is given by the Bethe wave function [79, 80],

ϕ(x;a∣z) ∶= ∑
P ∈S2n

sign(PQ)⟨aQ∣zP ⟩
2n

∏
j=1

z
xQ(j)

P (j) (S-33)

with E(z) ∶= −2∑
2n
j=1(zj + 1/zj)/2 − 4iγn and the permutation Q such that xQ(1) ≤ ⋯ ≤ xQ(2n). Here, ∣zP ⟩ is the

vector,

∣zP ⟩ = ∑
a1,⋯,a2n=↓,↑

⟨a∣zP ⟩∣a⟩, (S-34)

defined in the auxiliary spin vector space spanned by the basis ∣a⟩ ∶= ea1 ⊗ ⋯ ⊗ ea2n with e↑ = (1,0)
t, e↓ = (0,1)

t.
Each ∣zP ⟩ or each scattering amplitude ⟨aQ∣zP ⟩ are related by the Yang operator Yj,j+1(λ) ∶= (λΠj,j+1 −2γ)/(λ−2γ)
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as follows,

∣zPΠj,j+1⟩ = Yj,j+1(sP (j) − sP (j+1))∣zP ⟩, (S-35)

where sj is defined as the shorthand notation of s(zj) ∶= (zj − 1/zj)/2i, Πj,j+1 is a transposition operator, and the
action of general permutation operators Q on the basis vectors is given by

Q∣a⟩ ∶= ∣aQ−1⟩ = eaQ−1(1)
⊗⋯⊗ eaQ−1(2n)

. (S-36)

Once ∣z⟩ is specified, all other states ∣zP ⟩, (P ∈ S2n), can be determined by recursive application of Yj,j+1(λ), since
the symmetric group S2n is generated by the transpositions of nearest neighbors. Because the decomposition of a
permutation P into a product of nearest neighbors is not unique, one needs to check that ∣zP ⟩ is unique. This issue
is known as the consistency problem. Fortunately, the uniqueness of ∣zP ⟩ is ensured by the Yang-Baxter equation,

Yjk(λ)Ykl(λ + µ)Yjk(µ) = Ykl(µ)Yjk(λ + µ)Ykl(µ). (S-37)

IV. PROOF OF THE INTEGRAL FORMULA FOR THE GREEN’S FUNCTION

We prove the integral formula for the Green’s function in Eq. (9) of the main text. Namely, we prove the integral
formula for the solution of the Schrödinger equation,

i∂tψ
(2n)
t (x;a∣y) =H2nψ

(2n)
t (x;a∣y), (S-38)

H2n = −
2n

∑
j=1
(∆+j +∆

−
j ) + 4iγ ∑

1≤j<k≤2n
δxj ,xk

− 4iγn, (S-39)

with the initial condition

ψ
(2n)
t (x;a∣y)∣t=0 = sign(Q)(−1)

n(n−1)/2
n

∏
j=1

δxQ(2j−1),yjδxQ(2j),yj(δaQ(2j−1),↓δaQ(2j),↑ − δaQ(2j−1),↑δaQ(2j),↓). (S-40)

Here Q is the permutation such that xQ(1) ≤ ⋯ ≤ xQ2n. This state corresponds to a state in which 2n particles form

n doubly occupied sites at positions y1,⋯, yn (see Fig. S-1). Note that, from ψ
(2n)
t (x;a∣y), the Green’s function can

be written as

G
(n)
t (x1,⋯, xn;xn+1,⋯, x2n∣y) =

n

∏
j=1
(−1)xn+j−yjψ

(2n)
t (x1,⋯, x2n; ↓,⋯, ↓

´¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¶
n

, ↑,⋯, ↑
´¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¶

n

∣y). (S-41)

0 1 2 3−1−2 ⋯⋯

FIG. S-1. Schematic illustration of the initial condition ψ
(2n)
t (x;a∣y).

To give the precise definition of the formula, we first state the formula as a theorem.

Theorem. For n = 1 and n = 2, ψ
(2n)
t (x;a∣y) can be expressed as

ψ
(2n)
t (x;a∣y) = ∮ dz2n e−iE(z)tϕ(x;a∣z)

n

∏
j=1

z
−yj

2j−1z
−yj

2j (S-42)
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with ∮ dz
2n ∶= ∏

2n
j=1 ∮∣zj ∣=r2n−j dzj/2πizj . Here, ϕ and E are given in and below Eq. (S-33), and in ϕ, we specify ∣z⟩ as

∣z⟩ ∶=
(−1)n(n−1)/2

2n

n

⊗
j=1
[∣ ↓⟩2j−1∣ ↑⟩2j − ∣ ↑⟩2j−1∣ ↓⟩2j]. (S-43)

In the contour integrals, we set r to be sufficiently small: r ≪ 1, so that all poles of 1/(sj − sk − 2γ) with respect to
zj lie outside the zj-contour if j < k.

Remark. The theorem is valid for γ ∈ C. We conjecture that the theorem holds for n ≥ 3 as well. At least when
γ = 0, one can easily prove the theorem for general n.

Proof of Eq. (S-42). Our proof consists of the following two steps;

(a) RHS of Eq. (S-42) satisfies Eq. (S-38),

(b) RHS of Eq. (S-42) satisfies the initial condition, Eq. (S-40).

Step (a). This can be proved by noting the fact that e−iE(z)tϕ(x;a∣z) is the solution of Eq. (S-38) from the Bethe
ansatz [79, 80].

Step (b). Since the Bethe wave function ϕ(x;a∣z) satisfies ϕ(xP ;aP ∣z) = sign(P )ϕ(x;a∣z) for P ∈ S2n,

ψ
(2n)
t (xP ;aP ∣y) also satisfies

ψ
(2n)
t (xP ;aP ∣y) = sign(P )ψ

(2n)
t (x;a∣y). (S-44)

Hence, we assume that x1 ≤ ⋯ ≤ x2n in ψ
(2n)
t (x;a∣y) without loss of generality. We define I(P ) for P ∈ S2n as

I(P ) ∶= sign(P )∮ dz2ne−iE(z)t⟨a∣zP ⟩
2n

∏
j=1

z
xj

P (j)

n

∏
j=1

z
−yj

2j−1z
−yj

2j . (S-45)

Then, it follows that ψ
(2n)
t (x;a∣y) = ∑P ∈S2n

I(P ). We first prove the following lemma.

Lemma 1. Define the set F2n as

F2n ∶= {P ∣ P ∈ S2n, P
−1
(2j − 1) < P −1(2j) for j = 1,⋯, n}. (S-46)

Then, T (P ) ∶= ∑k1,⋯,kn=0,1 I(Π
k1

1,2⋯Π
kn

2n−1,2nP ) for P ∈ F2n can be expressed as

T (P ) = 2nsign(P )∮ dz2ne−iE(z)t⟨a∣zP ⟩∣z1↔z2,⋯,z2n−1↔z2n ×
2n

∏
j=1

z
xj

ΠP (j)

n

∏
j=1

z
−yj

2j−1z
−yj

2j

s2j−1 − s2j
s2j−1 − s2j − 2γ

(S-47)

with Π ∶= Π1,2⋯Π2n−1,2n.

Proof of Lemma 1. From the definition of ∣z⟩ in Eq. (S-43), it follows that

Y2j−1,2j(λ)∣z⟩ = [1 −
2λ

λ − 2γ
] ∣z⟩. (S-48)

Using the above relation, one can express I(P1) for P1 ∶= Π
k2

3,4⋯Π
kn

2n−1,2nP as follows,

I(Π1,2P1) = −sign(P1)∮ dz2ne−iE(z)t⟨a∣zP1⟩∣z1↔z2

2n

∏
j=1

z
xj

Π1,2P1(j)

n

∏
j=1

z
−yj

2j−1z
−yj

2j

+2sign(P1)
2n

∏
j=1
∮ dz2ne−iE(z)t⟨a∣zP1⟩∣z1↔z2

2n

∏
j=1

z
xj

Π1,2P1(j)

n

∏
j=1

z
−yj

2j−1z
−yj

2j

s1 − s2
s1 − s2 − 2γ

.

The quantity ⟨a∣zP1⟩∣z1↔z2 does not have the term 1/(s1 − s2 −2γ) because it holds that P
−1
1 (1) < P

−1
1 (2). Therefore,

in the first term of the above equation, one can change the radius of the z1(2)-contour to ∣z1(2)∣ = r
2n−2(1), respec-

tively. After this change, we exchange the variables z1 ↔ z2 in the first term. Under this exchange, one finds that
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⟨a∣zP1⟩∣z1↔z2 → ⟨a∣zP1⟩, ∏
2n
j=1 z

xj

Π1,2P1(j) → ∏
2n
j=1 z

xj

P1(j), and the radii of the contours return to their original values.

After all, one can conclude that

I(Π1,2P1) + I(P1) = 2sign(P1)∮ dz2ne−iE(z)t⟨a∣zP1⟩∣z1↔z2 ×
2n

∏
j=1

z
xj

Π1,2P1(j)

n

∏
j=1

z
−yj

2j−1z
−yj

2j

s1 − s2
s1 − s2 − 2γ

. (S-49)

By performing this procedure sequently, we obtain Eq. (S-47).

Thanks to the lemma 1, the number of terms that we need to consider can be reduced from 2n! to 2n!/2n. Namely,

one can write down as ψ
(2n)
t (x;a) = ∑P ∈F2n

T (P ). Next, we show the following Lemma.

Lemma 2. It follows that

T (I2n)∣t=0 = (−1)
n(n−1)/2

n

∏
j=1

δx2j−1,yjδx2j ,yj(δa2j−1,↓δa2j ,↑ − δa2j−1,↑δa2j ,↓). (S-50)

Proof of Lemma 2. From the lemma 1, T (I2n)∣t=0 can be written as

T (I2n)∣t=0 = (−1)
n(n−1)/2

n

∏
j=1
[δa2j−1,↓δa2j ,↑ − δa2j−1,↑δa2j ,↓]∮ dz2n

2n

∏
j=1

z
xj

Π(j)

n

∏
j=1

z
−yj

2j−1z
−yj

2j

s2j−1 − s2j
s2j−1 − s2j − 2γ

. (S-51)

Since the integrand is the product of z
x2j−1−yj

2j z
x2j−yj

2j−1
s2j−1−s2j

s2j−1−s2j−2γ , one only needs to consider the following integral,

A = ∮∣z1∣=r

dz1
2πiz1

∮∣z2∣=1

dz2
2πiz2

s1 − s2
s1 − s2 − 2γ

zx1−y1

2 zx2−y1

1 . (S-52)

Making the substation z2 → z2/z1 yields

A = ∮∣z1∣=r

dz1
2πiz1

∮∣z2∣=r

dz2
2πiz2

z21 − 1 − z2 + z
2
1/z2

z21 − 1 − z2 + z
2
1/z2 − 4iγz1

zx2−x1

1 zx1−y1

2 . (S-53)

Note that the term 1/(z21 − 1 − z2 + z
2
1/z2 − 4iγz1) is holomorphic inside the z1-contour, and it holds that x2 − x1 ≥ 0

from the assumption. Hence, we have

A = ∮∣z2∣=r

dz2
2πiz2

zx1−y1

2 δx1,x2 (S-54)

= δx1,y1δx2,y1 . (S-55)

In the first and second line, we use the residue theorem. Combining these results, we obtain Eq. (S-50).

Lastly, we prove the following lemma to establish the theorem.

Lemma 3. For n = 1 and n = 2, it follows that

∑
P ∈F2n∖{I2n}

T (P )∣t=0 = 0. (S-56)

Proof of Lemma 3. The proof for the case n = 1 is obvious since F2 ∖ {I2} = ∅. In the following, we consider the case
n = 2. For each P ∈ F4 ∖ {I4}, T (P )∣t=0 is given by the following form,

T (1,3,2,4)∣t=0 = −4∮ dz4⟨a∣Y2,3(s1 − s4)∣I4⟩S × z
x1−y1

2 zx2−y2

4 zx3−y1

1 zx4−y2

3 ,

T (1,3,4,2)∣t=0 = 4∮ dz4⟨a∣Y3,4(s1 − s3)Y2,3(s1 − s4)∣I4⟩S × z
x1−y1

2 zx2−y2

4 zx3−y2

3 zx4−y1

1 ,

T (3,1,2,4)∣t=0 = 4∮ dz4⟨a∣Y1,2(s2 − s4)Y2,3(s1 − s4)∣I4⟩S × z
x1−y2

4 zx2−y1

2 zx3−y1

1 zx4−y2

3 ,

T (3,1,4,2)∣t=0 = −4∮ dz4⟨a∣Y1,2(s2 − s4)Y3,4(s1 − s3)Y2,3(s1 − s4)∣I4⟩S × z
x1−y2

4 zx2−y1

2 zx3−y2

3 zx4−y1

1 ,

T (3,4,1,2)∣t=0 = 4∮ dz4⟨a∣Y2,3(s2 − s3)Y1,2(s2 − s4)Y3,4(s1 − s3)Y2,3(s1 − s4)∣I4⟩S × z
x1−y2

4 zx2−y2

3 zx3−y1

2 zx4−y1

1 .



15

Here, we define S ∶= (s1 − s2)/(s1 − s2 − 2γ) × (s3 − s4)/(s3 − s4 − 2γ). In the following, we show that

T (1,3,2,4)∣t=0 = T (1,3,4,2)∣t=0 = T (3,1,2,4)∣t=0 = 0 (S-57)

and

T (3,1,4,2)∣t=0 + T (3,4,1,2)∣t=0 = 0. (S-58)

First, we consider T (1,3,2,4)∣t=0. Making the substitution z2 → z2/z1 yields

T (1,3,2,4)∣t=0 = − 4∮∣z1∣=r3
dz1
2πi
∮∣z2∣=r5

dz2
2πiz2

∮∣z3∣=r

dz3
2πiz3

∮∣z4∣=1

dz4
2πiz4

⟨a∣Y2,3(s1 − s4)∣I4⟩

×
z21 − 1 − z2 + z

2
1/z2

z21 − 1 − z2 + z
2
1/z2 − 4iγz1

s3 − s4
s3 − s4 − 2γ

zx1−y1

2 zx2−y2

4 zx3−x1−1
1 zx4−y2

3 .

(S-59)

Since x3 − x1 − 1 ≥ 0, the integrand is holomorphic with respect to z1 inside the z1-contour. Hence, one can conclude
T (1,3,2,4)∣t=0 = 0. By performing the similar calculation, one obtains T (1,3,4,2)∣t=0 = 0.

Next, we show that T (3,1,2,4)∣t=0 = 0. By making the substitutions zj → izj , we consider the following quantity
instead of T (3,1,2,4)∣t=0,

M(3,1,2,4) ∶= ∮ dz4⟨a∣Y1,2(c2 − c4)Y2,3(c1 − c4)∣I4⟩C × z
x1−y2

4 zx2−y1

2 zx3−y1

1 zx4−y2

3 , (S-60)

where we define the shorthand notations cj = c(zj) and C ∶=
c1−c2

c1−c2−2γ
c3−c4

c3−c4−2γ with c(z) ∶= (z + 1/z)/2. In the above

equation, we first make the substitution z4 → z4/z1, followed by z1 → z4z1, and finally exchange the variables z1 ↔ z4.
This procedure yields

M(3,1,2,4) =∮ dz4⟨a∣Y1,2(c2 − c4)Y2,3(c(z1z4) − c4)∣I4⟩

×
c(z1z4) − c2

c(z1z4) − c2 − 2γ

c3 − c4
c3 − c4 − 2γ

zx3−y1

1 zx2−y1

2 zx3−x1+y2−y1

4 zx4−y2

3 .
(S-61)

We first integrate with respect to z4. Since x3 − x1 + y2 − y1 − 1 > 0 (note that dz4 = ∏
4
j=1

dzj
2πizj

), the poles inside the

z4-contour only come from the terms, 1/(c2 − c4 − 2γ) and 1/(c3 − c4 − 2γ). For ∣z∣ ≪ 1, we define λ(z) as the solution
of λ2 − 2[c(z) − 2γ]λ + 1 = 0 which satisfies λ(z) = z +O(z2) (the case ∣z∣ ≪ 1 is only relevant in our proof). Note the
other solution of λ2 − 2[c(z) − 2γ]λ + 1 = 0 is given by 1/λ(z). By integrating with respect to z4, we have

M(3,1,2,4) =∮ dz3⟨a∣
4γλ(z2)(1 −Π1,2)

λ2(z2) − 1
Y2,3(c(z1λ(z2)) − c2 + 2γ)∣I4⟩

×
c(z1λ(z2)) − c2

c(z1λ(z2)) − c2 − 2γ

c3 − c2 + 2γ

c3 − c2
zx3−y1

1 zx2−y1

2 λ(z2)
x3−x1+y2−y1zx4−y2

3

+ ∮ dz3⟨a∣Y1,2(c2 − c3 + 2γ)Y2,3(c(z1λ(z3)) − c3 + 2γ)∣I4⟩

×
c(z1λ(z3)) − c2

c(z1λ(z3)) − c2 − 2γ

−4γλ(z3)

λ(z3)2 − 1
zx3−y1

1 zx2−y1

2 λ(z3)
x3−x1+y2−y1zx4−y2

3 .

(S-62)

with ∮ dz
3 ∶= ∏

3
j=1 ∮∣zj ∣=r4−j

dzj
2πizj

. In the first term of Eq. (S-62), using the identity (1 −Π1,2)Y2,3(λ)∣I4⟩ =
λ−4γ
λ−2γ , and

making the substitution z1 → z1/λ(z2), we obtain

the first term of Eq. (S-62) =∮∣z2∣=r2
dz2
2πiz2

∮∣z1∣=r3×∣λ(z2)∣

dz1
2πiz1

∮∣z3∣=r

dz3
2πiz3

⟨a∣I4⟩

×
4γλ(z2)

λ2(z2) − 1

c2 − c3 − 2γ

c2 − c3
zx3−y1

1 zx2−y1

2 λ(z2)
−x1+y2zx4−y2

3 .

(S-63)

When changing the radius of the z1-contour from ∣z1∣ = r
3 × ∣λ(z2)∣ to ∣z1∣ = r

3 (note ∣λ(z2)∣ ≃ r
2), the integrand does
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not cross any poles. Thus, we can restore the radius to the original value ∣z1∣ = r
3 and have

the first term of Eq. (S-62) = ∮ dz3⟨a∣I4⟩ ×
4γλ(z2)

λ2(z2) − 1

c2 − c3 − 2γ

c2 − c3
zx3−y1

1 zx2−y1

2 λ(z2)
−x1+y2zx4−y2

3 . (S-64)

In the following, we make such changes in the radius of the contour without explicit mention. Because λ(z2) =
z2 + O(z

2
2) for ∣z2∣ ≤ r

2 and x2 − x1 + y2 − y1 − 1 ≥ 0, one can conclude that the above equation is 0 from the residue
theorem. Similarly to the first term, after the substitution z1 → z1/λ(z3) in the second term of Eq. (S-62),M(3,1,2,4)
becomes

M(3,1,2,4) =∮ dz3⟨a∣Y1,2(c2 − c3 + 2γ)Y2,3(c1 − c3 + 2γ)∣I4⟩

×
c1 − c2

c1 − c2 − 2γ

−4γλ(z3)

λ(z3)2 − 1
zx3−y1

1 zx2−y1

2 λ(z3)
−x1+y2zx4−y2

3 .
(S-65)

By integrating with respect to z3, we have

M(3,1,2,4) =∮∣z1∣=r3
dz1
2πiz1

∮∣z2∣=r2
dz2
2πiz2

⟨a∣I4⟩
4γz2
z22 − 1

−4γλ(z2)

λ(z2)2 − 1
zx3−y1

1 zx4+x2−y1−y2

2 λ(z2)
−x1+y2

+∮∣z1∣=r3
dz1
2πiz1

∮∣z2∣=r2
dz2
2πiz2

⟨a∣Y1,2(c2 − c1 + 2γ)(1 −Π2,3)∣I4⟩

×
c1 − c2

c1 − c2 − 2γ

−4γλ(z1)

λ2(z1) − 1

4γz1
z21 − 1

zx4+x3−y1−y2

1 λ(z1)
−x1+y2zx2−y1

2 .

(S-66)

One finds that the first term is 0 after the substitution z1 → z1/z2 and the integration with respect to z2; one also
finds that the second term is 0 after the substitution z2 → z2/z1 and the integration with respect to z1. Eventually,
we obtain M(3,1,2,4) = 0, or equivalently T (3,1,2,4)∣t=0 = 0.

We next show that T (3,1,4,2)∣t=0 +T (3,4,1,2)∣t=0 = 0. Similarly to the case T (3,1,2,4)∣t=0, we make the substitu-
tions zj → izj , and consider the following quantities instead of T (3,1,4,2)∣t=0 and T (3,4,1,2)∣t=0,

M(3,1,4,2) = −∮ dz4⟨a∣Y1,2(c2 − c4)Y3,4(c1 − c3)Y2,3(c1 − c4)∣I4⟩C × z
x1−y2

4 zx2−y1

2 zx3−y2

3 zx4−y1

1 , (S-67)

M(3,4,1,2) = ∮ dz4⟨a∣Y2,3(c2 − c3)Y1,2(c2 − c4)Y3,4(c1 − c3)Y2,3(c1 − c4)∣I4⟩C × z
x1−y2

4 zx2−y2

3 zx3−y1

2 zx4−y1

1 . (S-68)

Similarly to the derivation of Eq. (S-61), one can derive the following expression,

M(3,1,4,2) = −∮ dz4⟨a∣Y1,2(c2 − c4)Y3,4(c(z1z4) − c3)Y2,3(c(z1z4) − c4)∣I4⟩

×
c(z1z4) − c2

c(z1z4) − c2 − 2γ

c3 − c4
c3 − c4 − 2γ

× zx4−y1

1 zx2−y1

2 zx3−y2

3 zx4−x1+y2−y1

4 , (S-69)

M(3,4,1,2) = ∮ dz4⟨a∣Y2,3(c2 − c3)Y1,2(c2 − c4)Y3,4(c(z1z4) − c3)Y2,3(c(z1z4) − c4)∣I4⟩

×
c(z1z4) − c2

c(z1z4) − c2 − 2γ

c3 − c4
c3 − c4 − 2γ

× zx4−y1

1 zx2−y2

3 zx3−y1

2 zx4−x1+y2−y1

4 . (S-70)

We perform the integration with respect to z4 and subsequently make the appropriate substitutions, deriving

M(3,1,4,2) = ∮ dz3⟨a∣I4⟩
4γλ(z2)

λ2(z2) − 1

c1 − c3 + 2γ

c1 − c3 − 2γ

c2 − c3 − 2γ

c2 − c3
zx4−y1

1 zx2−y1

2 zx3−y2

3 λ(z2)
−x1+y2

+ ∮ dz3⟨a∣Y1,2(c2 − c3 + 2γ)Y3,4(c1 − c3)Y2,3(c1 − c3 + 2γ)∣I4⟩

×
c1 − c2

c1 − c2 − 2γ

4γλ(z3)

λ(z3)2 − 1
zx4−y1

1 zx2−y1

2 zx3−y2

3 λ(z3)
−x1+y2 ,

(S-71)
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and

M(3,4,1,2) = −∮ dz3⟨a∣Y2,3(c2 − c3)∣I4⟩
4γλ(z2)

λ2(z2) − 1

c1 − c3 + 2γ

c1 − c3 − 2γ

c2 − c3 + 2γ

c2 − c3

× zx4−y1

1 zx2−y2

3 zx3−y1

2 λ(z2)
−x1+y2

− ∮ dz3⟨a∣Y2,3(c2 − c3)Y1,2(c2 − c3 + 2γ)Y3,4(c1 − c3)Y2,3(c1 − c3 + 2γ)∣I4⟩

×
c1 − c2

c1 − c2 − 2γ

4γλ(z3)

λ2(z3) − 1
zx4−y1

1 zx2−y2

3 zx3−y1

2 λ(z3)
−x1+y2 .

(S-72)

By performing the integration with respect to z2 in the first terms of the above equations, one finds that these terms
evaluate to 0. Thus, we have

M(3,1,4,2) +M(3,4,1,2) = ∮ dz3⟨a∣Y1,2(c2 − c3 + 2γ)Y3,4(c1 − c3)Y2,3(c1 − c3 + 2γ)∣I4⟩

×
c1 − c2

c1 − c2 − 2γ

4γλ(z3)

λ(z3)2 − 1
zx4−y1

1 (zx2−y1

2 zx3−y2

3 − zx2−y2

3 zx3−y1

2 )λ(z3)
−x1+y2

+ ∮ dz3⟨a∣(1 −Π2,3)Y1,2(c2 − c3 + 2γ)Y3,4(c1 − c3)Y2,3(c1 − c3 + 2γ)∣I4⟩

×
c1 − c2

c1 − c2 − 2γ

c2 − c3
c2 − c3 − 2γ

4γλ(z3)

λ2(z3) − 1
zx4−y1

1 zx2−y2

3 zx3−y1

2 λ(z3)
−x1+y2 .

(S-73)

After the integration with respect to z3, the above equation becomes

M(3,1,4,2) +M(3,4,1,2) = ∮ dz2⟨a∣Y1,2(c2 − c1 + 2γ)(1 −Π2,3)∣I4⟩

×
c1 − c2

c1 − c2 − 2γ

4γλ(z1)

λ2(z1) − 1

4γz1
z21 − 1

zx4−y1

1 (zx2−y1

2 zx3−y2

1 − zx2−y2

1 zx3−y1

2 )λ(z1)
−x1+y2

+ ∮ dz2⟨a∣(1 −Π2,3)Y1,2(c2 − c1 + 2γ)(1 −Π2,3)∣I4⟩

×
c1 − c2

c1 − c2 − 2γ

c1 − c2
c1 − c2 + 2γ

4γλ(z1)

λ2(z1) − 1

4γz1
z21 − 1

zx2+x4−y1−y2

1 λ(z1)
−x1+y2zx3−y1

2

+ ∮ dz2⟨a∣(1 −Π2,3)(2Π1,2 − 1)Y3,4(c1 − c2 + 2γ)Y2,3(c1 − c2 + 4γ)∣I4⟩

×
c1 − c2

c1 − c2 − 2γ

−4γλ(z2)

λ2(z2) − 1

4γλ(λ(z2))

λ2(λ(z2)) − 1
zx4−y1

1 λ(z2)
x2−y2zx3−y1

2 λ(λ(z2))
−x1+y2 .

(S-74)

One finds that the first and second terms are 0 after making substitution z2 → z2/z1, and subsequently performing the
integration with respect to z1. The third term is also 0 from the identity (1−Π2,3)(2Π1,2−1)Y3,4(λ)Y2,3(λ+2γ)∣I4⟩ = 0.
Thus, we have M(3,1,4,2) +M(3,4,1,2) = 0 or equivalently T (3,1,4,2)∣t=0 + T (3,4,1,2)∣t=0 = 0, and eventually
establish the lemma 3.

Combining the lemma 1, the lemma 2, and the lemma 3, we complete the proof of step (b). This establishes the
proof of the theorem.

V. DERIVATION OF THE EXACT EXPRESSION FOR THE VARIANCE.

Here we derive the exact solution of the variance σ2
Qt

. In Eq. (5) of the main text, σ2
Qt

is expressed in terms of q1
and q2 as follows,

σ2
Qt
= (ρa − ρb)

2
[2q2(t) − q

2
1(t)] + (ρa + ρb − 2ρaρb)q1(t). (S-75)
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Combining Eq. (S-4), Eq. (S-41), and Eq. (S-42), we have

q1(t) = ∑
y≤0<x

(−1)x−y ∮ dz2(z1z2)
−ye−iE(z)tϕ(x,x; ↓, ↑ ∣z), (S-76)

q2(t) = ∑
y1<y2≤0<x1<x2

(−1)x1+x2−y1−y2
∮ dz4(z1z2)

−y1(z3z4)
−y2e−iE(z)tϕ(x1, x2, x1, x2; ↓, ↓, ↑, ↑ ∣z). (S-77)

In the above equations, we take the geometric series and use the lemma 1. Subsequently, we make the substitutions
zj → izj , which yield

q1(t) = ∮ dz2et∑
2
j=1 ε(zj) c1 − c2

c1 − c2 − 2γ

z1z2
(1 − z1z2)2

, (S-78)

q2(t) = ∮ dz4et∑
4
j=1 ε(zj) z1z2z3z4

(1 − z1z2z3z4)2
z1z2

1 − z1z2

c1 − c2
c1 − c2 − 2γ

c3 − c4
c3 − c4 − 2γ

× [
z3z4

1 − z3z4
− 2

z1z3
1 − z1z3

A1 +
z1z2

1 − z1z2
(1 +A2)] (S-79)

with ε(z) = −z + 1/z − 2γ and

A1 =
c1 − c3

c1 − c3 − 2γ

c2 − c4
c2 − c4 − 2γ

c1 − c4 − 4γ

c1 − c4 − 2γ
, (S-80)

A2 =
2γ(c1 + c2 − c3 − c4)

(c2 − c3 − 2γ)(c1 − c4 − 2γ)
[1 −

2γ

c1 − c3 − 2γ

c1 − c4 − 4γ

c2 − c4 − 2γ
] . (S-81)

Using the identity c1 − c4 − 4γ = c1 − c3 − 2γ + c3 − c4 − 2γ, one has

A2 =
2γ(c1 + c2 − c3 − c4)

(c2 − c3 − 2γ)(c1 − c4 − 2γ)

c2 − c4 − 4γ

c2 − c4 − 2γ
−

2γ(c1 + c2 − c3 − c4)

(c2 − c3 − 2γ)(c1 − c4 − 2γ)

2γ

c1 − c3 − 2γ

c3 − c4 − 2γ

c2 − c4 − 2γ
. (S-82)

After the integration, one sees that the second term in the above equation becomes 0. Thus, A2 can be replaced by

A2 =
2γ(c1 + c2 − c3 − c4)

(c2 − c3 − 2γ)(c1 − c4 − 2γ)

c2 − c4 − 4γ

c2 − c4 − 2γ
. (S-83)

VI. ASYMPTOTIC ANALYSIS FOR q1(t) AND q2(t)

We here perform the asymptotic analysis for q1(t) and q2(t) in the long-time limit.

A. Saddle point analysis for q1(t)

As shown in the main text, q1(t) can be expressed as

q1(t) = ∫
Cγ

dz2
2πiz2

4γα2

1 − α2
2

α2/z

(1 − α2/z2)2
etε̃2 +O (e−4γt) , (S-84)

where Cγ is the counterclockwise contour satisfying ∣z2∣ = 1 and ∣c(z2) + 2γ∣ > 1, α2 is the position of the pole of
1/(c1 − c2 − 2γ), and ε̃2 is defined as ε̃2 ∶= z2 − 1/z2 − α2 + 1/α2 − 4γ. The explicit form of α2 ∶= α(z2) is given by

α(z) ∶= c(z) + 2γ −
√
c(z) + 2γ + 1

√
c(z) + 2γ − 1. (S-85)

We choose the branch cut of the square root function
√
⋅ along the negative real axis in the above equation so that

∣α(z2)∣ < 1 when ∣c2 + 2γ∣ > 1 and ∣z2∣ = 1. The branch cut of α(z) is as shown in Fig. S-2, and α(z) has the following
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useful properties for the asymptotic analysis,

α(z) = α(1/z), (S-86)

∣α(z)∣ < 1 (S-87)

∣α(z)/z∣ < 1 for ∣z∣ < 1, Re z > 0, (S-88)

α(z) = z − 4γz2 +O (z3) for z ≃ 0, (S-89)

1/α(z) = 1/z + 4γ + 4γz2 +O (z3) for z ≃ 0. (S-90)

Re

Im

1/β ββ′1/β′

i

(a)

Re

Im

1/β β

β′

1/β′

i

(b)

FIG. S-2. Schematic illustrations of the branch cut of α(z) for (a) 1 < γ and (b) γ ≤ 1. The wavy lines represent the branch
cut, where β and β′ are the roots of the quadratic equations, x2 + 2(2γ + 1)x + 1 = 0 and x2 + 2(2γ − 1)x + 1 = 0, respectively.
The dashed lines represent unit circles for clarity.

In Eq. (S-84), we deform the contour from Cγ to Cγ,d. See Fig. S-3 for the schematic illustration of Cγ,d. In this
deformation, one finds that the contour does not pass any poles from Eq. (S-87) and Eq. (S-88). After that, one can
confirm that the integrand is exponentially small along the contour except near z = 0, and z = 0 is the saddle point.
Thus, by setting z = Z/4γ

√
τ , we perform the saddle point approximation as

q1(t) ≃
√
τ ∫

i∞+d

−i∞+d

dZ

2πi

eZ
2

Z2
(S-91)

= 2
√
τ ∫

i∞+d

−i∞+d

dZ

2πi
eZ

2

(S-92)

=
√
τ/π. (S-93)

Here, we perform the integration by parts in the second line.
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FIG. S-3. Schematic illustrations of the contour Cγ,d for (a) γ > 1 and (b) γ ≤ 1. The arrowed lines and the double headed
arrows show the contour and the deviation from the imaginary axis, respectively. The wavy lines represent the branch cut.
The dashed lines represent unit circles for clarity.

B. Saddle point analysis for q2(t)

As in the case of q1(t), we extend the radius of zj-contour from r4−j to 1 and neglect exponentially small terms.
Then, we have

q2(t) ≃∫
Cγ

dz1
2πiz1

∫
Cγ

dz2
2πiz2

4γα1

α2
1 − 1

4γα2

α2
2 − 1

et(ε̃1+ε̃2)
α1α2/z1z2

(1 − α1α2/z1z2)2

×
α1/z1

1 − α1/z1
[

α2/z2
1 − α2/z2

−
4α1α2

1 − α1α2

c1 − c2
c1 − c2 − 2γ

+
α1/z1

1 − α1/z1

c1 − c2 + 2γ

c1 − c2 − 2γ
]

+∫
Cγ

dz1
2πiz1

∫
Cγ

dz2
2πiz2

4γα1

α2
1 − 1

4γα2

α2
2 − 1

et(ε̃1+ε̃2)
α1α2/z1z2

(1 − α1α2/z1z2)2
(

α1α2

1 − α1α2
)
2 c1 − c2
c1 − c2 − 2γ

,

(S-94)

with αj = α(zj) and ε̃j = zj − 1/zj −αj + 1/αj − 4γ. Instead of q2(t), it is more useful to analyze q̃2(t) ∶= 2q2(t) − q
2
1(t)

in order to derive the asymptotic form of σ2
Qt

(see Eq. (S-75)). Using the identity,

1

1 − xy
(

x

1 − x
+

y

1 − y
) =

1

(1 − x)(1 − y)
−

1

1 − xy
, (S-95)

we have

q̃2(t) ≃ − ∫
Cγ

dz1
2πiz1

∫
Cγ

dz2
2πiz2

et(ε̃1+ε̃2)
4γα1

α2
1 − 1

4γα2

α2
2 − 1

α1α2/z1z2
1 − α1α2/z1z2

× [
2

(1 − α1/z1)(1 − α2/z2)
−

1

1 − α1α2/z1z2
]

+ 2∫
Cγ

dz1
2πiz1

∫
Cγ

dz2
2πiz2

et(ε̃1+ε̃2)
4γα1

α2
1 − 1

4γα2

α2
2 − 1

α1α2/z1z2
(1 − α1α2/z1z2)2

× [(
α1/z1

1 − α1/z1
)

2
4γ

c1 − c2 − 2γ
+ (

α1α2

1 − α1α2
−

4α1/z1
1 − α1/z1

)
α1α2

1 − α1α2

c1 − c2
c1 − c2 − 2γ

].

(S-96)

In Eq. (S-96), similarly to the case of q1(t), we deform the contours and apply the saddle point method. However,
careful consideration is required for the contour deformation because Eq. (S-96) contains 1/(c1 − c2 − 2γ), which may
produce a pole contribution when deforming the contours from Cγ to Cγ,d, while the other terms do not produce a pole
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contribution, as indicated by Eq. (S-87) and Eq. (S-88). With this mind, we first deform the z2-contour from Cγ to
Cγ,d2 . In this deformation, one can confirm that the z2-contour does not pass the pole of 1/(c1−c2−2γ). Subsequently,
we deform the z1-contour to Cγ,d1 with d1 > d2. Note that the z1-contour passes the pole of 1/(c1−c2−2γ) at z1 = α2,
which satisfies Re [α2] > d1/4γ

√
τ . This pole contribution can be evaluated as

∫
Cγ,δ2

dz2
2πiz2

etε̃
′
2 × θ(Re [α2] − d1/4γ

√
τ) × f(z2), (S-97)

where ε̃′2 is defined as ε̃′2 ∶= ε̃2∣γ→2γ , θ(x) is the step function, and f(z2) is some function that is time-independent

and irrelevant for the following discussion. In the above equation, the exponential term etε̃
′

2 is of order one only
when z2 = O (1/

√
τ) along the contour. However, in this case, it follows that θ(Re[α2] − d1/4γ

√
τ) = 0 from d1 > d2

and Eq. (S-89). Thus, the pole contribution is exponentially small, and we can neglect it. Eventually, by setting
z1 = Z1/4γ

√
τ and z2 = Z2/4γ

√
τ , we perform the saddle point method around z1 = 0 and z2 = 0,

q̃2(t) = 4
√
τ ∫

i∞+d1

−i∞+d1

dZ1

2πi
∫

i∞+d2

−i∞+d2

dZ2

2πi

eZ
2
1+Z

2
2

(Z1 +Z2)
2(Z2 −Z1)

(S-98)

= 2
√
τ ∫

i∞+d2

−i∞+d2

dZ2

2πi
[∫

i∞+d1

−i∞+d1

dZ1

2πi
− ∫

i∞+d′1

−i∞+d′1

dZ1

2πi
]

eZ
2
1+Z

2
2

(Z1 +Z2)
2(Z2 −Z1)

(S-99)

= −

√
τ

2
∫

i∞+d2

−i∞+d2

dZ2

2πi

e2Z
2
2

Z2
2

(S-100)

= −
1
√
2

√
τ

π
. (S-101)

Here, d′1 is some constant which satisfies 0 < d′1 < d2, and we use the residue theorem in the third line.

VII. NUMERICAL SCHEME FOR THE VARIANCE AND CUMULANT GENERATING FUNCTION

We provide a numerical scheme to obtain the variance and cumulant generating function. In numerical simulations,
we consider the finite lattice ΛL = {x ∈ Z∣ −L < x ≤ L}.

The variance is given by Eq. (S-75) with

q1(t) = ∑
−L<y≤0<x≤L

⟨x∣eLt[∣y⟩⟨y∣]∣x⟩, (S-102)

q2(t) = ∑
−L<y1<y2≤0<x1<x2≤L

⟨x1, x2∣e
Lt
[∣y1, y2⟩⟨y1, y2∣]∣x1, x2⟩. (S-103)

Using the duality (see A in Sec. II for the duality), one has

q1(t) = ∑
0<x≤L

⟨DW∣nx∣DW⟩ (S-104)

q2(t) = ∑
0<x1<x2≤L

⟨DW∣nx1nx2 ∣DW⟩, (S-105)

where we define the domain wall state as ∣DW⟩ ∶= a†
−L+1⋯a

†
0∣0⟩. From Eq. (S-2), the cumulant generating function

χ(λ, t) for ρa = 1 and ρb = 0 can be written as

χ(λ, t) = logTr[eλNReLt[∣DW⟩⟨DW∣]]. (S-106)

We numerically calculate Eqs. (S-104), (S-105), and (S-106).
We utilize the unitary unravelling of the GKSL equation [59, 88] to performe efficient numerical simulations. The

unravelled dynamics are described by the following stochastic Schrödinger equation,

id∣ψt⟩ =Hdt∣ψt⟩ +∑
j

(
√
4γnjdW

j
t − 2iγnidt)∣ψt⟩, (S-107)

where dW j
t represents the standard increment of the Wiener process with expectation values, E[dW j

t ] = 0 and
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E[dW j
t dW

k
t ] = δj,kdt, and the multiplicative noise is understood in the Itô convention. Here, we denote the ensemble

average over the Wiener process by E. Using the properties of the Wiener process, one can verify that the time
evolution of E[∣ψt⟩⟨ψt∣] obeys GKSL equation, Eq. (1) in the main text.
Since the generator of the time evolution for the unraveled state is quadratic, and the initial condition is pure

gaussian state ∣DW⟩, one can apply the Wick’s theorem [112] for each unraveled state. In particular, we have the
determinant representation of χ(λ, t) [10],

χ(λ, t) = logE[det[δj,k + (eλ − 1)⟨ψt∣a
†
jak ∣ψt⟩]

L
j,k=1]. (S-108)

Thus, we only need to calculate ⟨ψt∣a
†
jak ∣ψt⟩. To compute ⟨ψt∣a

†
jak ∣ψt⟩ numerically, we employ the following numerical

scheme [59, 87, 88]. Due to the quadratic nature of the time evolution, the unraveled state can be always written as

∣ψt⟩ =
0

∏
k=−L+1

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

L

∑
j=−L+1

Uj,k(t)a
†
j

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

∣0⟩ (S-109)

with the normalization condition U †U = 1. Then one has ⟨ψt∣a
†
jak ∣ψt⟩ = (UU

†)∗j,k. Furthermore, from Eq. (S-107), we

have U(t + dt) = e−i
√
4γdWte−ihdtU(t) with hj,k ∶= −δj+1,k(1 − δk,−L+1) − δj−1,k(1 − δk,L) and (dWt)j,k ∶= δj,kdW

j
t . This

provides the update rule for U(t) in our numerical simulations.
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