arXiv:2401.09228v2 [quant-ph] 18 Jan 2024

Extended system-bath entanglement theorem for multiple bosonic or fermionic environments

Yu Su,^1 Hao-Yang Qi,^2 Zi-Hao Chen,^3 Yao Wang,^{1, ∗} Rui-Xue Xu,^{1, †} and YiJing Yan^1 1Hefei National Research Center for Physical Sciences at the Microscale, University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei, Anhui 230026, China 2Key Laboratory of Precision and Intelligent Chemistry, University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei 230026, China 3Department of Chemistry, The University of Hong Kong, Pokfulam Road, Hong Kong, China (Dated: January 21, 2024)

The system-bath entanglement theorem (SBET) was established in terms of linear response functions [J. Chem. Phys. 152, 034102 (2020)] and generalized to correlation functions [arXiv:2312.13618 (2023)] in our previous works. This theorem connects the entangled system–bath properties to the local system and bare bath ones. In this work, firstly we extend the SBET to field–dressed conditions with multiple bosonic Gaussian environments at different temperatures. Not only the system but also environments are considered to be of optical polarizability, as in reality. With the aid of the extended SBET developed here, for the evaluation of the nonlinear spectroscopy such as the pump–probe, the entangled system–bath contributions can be obtained upon reduced system evolutions via certain quantum dissipative methods. The extended SBET in the field-free condition and its counterpart in the classical limit is also presented. The SBET for fermionic environments is also elaborated within the transport scenarios for completeness.

I. INTRODUCTION

Open quantum systems play crucial roles in various modern research fields, where thermal baths may significantly affect the outcomes.^1 Developments of quantum dissipation theories (QDTs) are mainly based on Gaussian properties of baths, where the environments consist of non-interacting particles linearly coupled to the system.^{2,3} The existing methods cover from perturbative master equation approaches^{4–6} to the exact Feynman–Vernon influence functional path integral^7 together with its differential equivalence, the hierarchical– equations–of–motion (HEOM) formalism.^{8–11} Most QDTs focus on the reduced system dynamics. However, the system-bath entanglements can be essential in such as Fano resonances,^{12,13} vibronic spectroscopies, and thermal transports. To deal with the system–environment hybridized dynamics, the dissipaton–equation–of–motion (DEOM) approach, which is a second quantization generalization of the HEOM formalism, has been systematically developed in recent years.^{14–17}

A system-bath entanglement theorem (SBET) was established and explored in our previous work^{18,19} for arbitrary open quantum systems with the Gauss–Wick’s coupling environment. We first proposed the SBET in terms of the linear response functions^{18} and later generalized it to correlation functions.^{19} Both of them are established for steady states, not just thermal equilibrium states. The SBET connects the entangled system–bath properties in the total composite space to those of the local system and bare baths. It thus serves as a method to acquire the system–bath entangled information by using only the system and bare–bath properties as the inputs. This theorem is established on the basis of the Langevin equation for the hybridizing bath modes.

In this work, we extend the SBET to field–dressed conditions with multiple bosonic Gaussian environments at different temperatures. In realistic scenarios, not only the system but also the environments can be excited in the presence of external fields. We also elaborate the SBET with fermionic environments. The extended SBET provides a universal framework to resolve the system–bath composite entanglement quantities contributed to such as quantum transport and pump–probe spectroscopy.^{20–22}

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II and III, we present the bosonic and fermionic SBETs, respectively. Theoretical background on the linear response theory is outlined in Appendix A. The classical limit of the bosonic field-free SBET is elaborated in Appendix B. Appendix C introduces the related fermionic thermofield method, and readers may consult Ref. 19 for its bosonic counterpart. Finally, we summarize the paper in Sec. IV. Throughout this paper we set ℏ = 1 and 𝛽_𝛼 = 1/(𝑘_𝐵𝑇_𝛼) with 𝑘_𝐵 being the Boltzmann constant and 𝑇_𝛼 the temperature of the 𝛼-reservoir.

II. EXTENDED SYSTEM–BATH ENTANGLEMENT THEOREM FOR BOSONIC BATH

A. General description

Let us start from the following total Hamiltonian

𝐻_T (𝑡) = 𝐻_S + � 𝛼 ℎ_𝛼 − � 𝑣 𝑄̂_𝑣 � � 𝛼 𝜂_{𝛼𝑣}𝐹̂_{𝛼𝑣} �

− � � 𝑣 𝜇_𝑣𝑄̂_𝑣𝜖_𝑣 (𝑡) + � 𝛼,𝑣 𝜇_{𝛼𝑣}𝐹̂_{𝛼𝑣}𝜖_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡) � , (1)

where

ℎ_𝛼 = 1 2 � 𝑗 𝜔_{𝛼 𝑗} (𝑝̂^2_{𝛼 𝑗} + 𝑥̂^2_{𝛼 𝑗} ) and 𝐹̂_{𝛼𝑣} = � 𝑗 𝑐_{𝛼𝑣 𝑗}𝑥̂_{𝛼 𝑗} . (2)

Here, 𝐻_S and ℎ_𝛼 are the Hamiltonians of the system and the 𝛼-environment, respectively. Each environment is composed of independent harmonic oscillators ({𝑥̂_{𝛼 𝑗} , 𝑝̂_{𝛼 𝑗} }), which is equilibrated at the temperature 𝑇_𝛼. The system modes {𝑄̂_𝑣 } are arbitrary Hermitian system operators, while {𝐹̂_{𝛼𝑣} } are the environmental hybridizing operators which are linear with respect to environmental particles’ coordinates. The last term in Eq. (1) describes the interaction with the external classical fields {𝜀_𝑣 (𝑡), 𝜀_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡)}, where {𝜇_𝑣 } and {𝜇_{𝛼𝑣} } are the dipolar strengths of the system and environments, respectively. It should be noticed that although all coupling terms are formally included in Eq. (1), we can adjust the elements of {𝜂_{𝛼𝑣} }, {𝜇_𝑣 } and {𝜇_{𝛼𝑣} } in the system–environment, system– field and environment–field couplings in realistic applications. For example, some of them can be zeros for some 𝛼 and 𝑣.

Consider the pump–probe spectroscopy.^{20–22} The interested field–dressed correlation function is 𝑅_{𝑂2𝑂1} (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1) = 𝑖 Tr � 𝑂̂_2𝐺_T (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1)𝑂̂_1𝐺_T (𝑡_1, 𝑡_0)𝜌_T (𝑡_0)𝐺^†_T (𝑡_2, 𝑡_0) � , (3) where 𝐺_T (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1) is the two-time-dependent propagator in the presence of external fields, satisfying 𝜕 𝜕𝑡_2

𝐺_T (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1) = −𝑖𝐻_T (𝑡_2)𝐺_T (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1), 𝜕 𝜕𝑡_1

𝐺_T (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1) = 𝑖𝐺_T (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1)𝐻_T (𝑡_1), (4)

and 𝐺^†_T (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1)𝐺_T (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1) = 𝐺_T (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1)𝐺^†_T (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1) = 1. We have 𝜕 𝜕𝑡_2

𝑅_{𝑂2𝑂1} (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1) = 𝑖 Tr � 𝐺^†_T (𝑡_2, 𝑡_0)𝑖[𝐻_T (𝑡_2), 𝑂̂_2]

× 𝐺_T (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1)𝑂̂_1𝐺_T (𝑡_1, 𝑡_0)𝜌_T (𝑡_0) � , (5a) 𝜕 𝜕𝑡_1

𝑅_{𝑂2𝑂1} (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1) = 𝑖 Tr � 𝐺^†_T (𝑡_2, 𝑡_0)𝑂̂_2𝐺_T (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1)

× 𝑖[𝐻_T (𝑡_1), 𝑂̂_1]𝐺_T (𝑡_1, 𝑡_0)𝜌_T (𝑡_0) � . (5b)

In this work, the functions to be evaluated are for 𝑂̂_1 or 𝑂̂_2 ∈ {{𝑄̂_𝑣 }, {𝐹̂_{𝛼𝑣} }}.

We can obtain^𝜕_{𝜕𝑡2} 𝑅_{𝑥𝛼 𝑗𝑂} (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1) = 𝜔_{𝛼 𝑗} 𝑅_{𝑝𝛼 𝑗 𝑂} (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1) and 𝜕^2 𝜕𝑡^2

𝑅_{𝑥𝛼 𝑗𝑂} (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1) = −𝜔^2_{𝛼 𝑗} 𝑅_{𝑥𝛼 𝑗𝑂} (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1) + � 𝑣 𝜔_{𝛼 𝑗} 𝜂_{𝛼𝑣}𝑐_{𝛼𝑣 𝑗} 𝑅_{𝑄𝑣𝑂} (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1) + 𝑖 � 𝑣 𝜔_{𝛼 𝑗} 𝜇_{𝛼𝑣}𝑐_{𝛼𝑣 𝑗} 𝜖_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡_2)𝑂(𝑡_1), (6)

where we denote 𝑂(𝑡) ≡ Tr[𝑂̂𝜌_T (𝑡)] with 𝜌_T (𝑡) = 𝐺_T (𝑡, 𝑡_0)𝜌_T (𝑡_0)𝐺^†_T (𝑡, 𝑡_0). The solution to Eq. (6) can be formally obtained as

𝑅_{𝑥𝛼 𝑗𝑂} (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1) = 𝑅_{𝑥𝛼 𝑗𝑂} (𝑡_1, 𝑡_1) cos[𝜔_{𝛼 𝑗} (𝑡_2 − 𝑡_1)] + 𝑅_{𝑝𝛼 𝑗 𝑂} (𝑡_1, 𝑡_1) sin[𝜔_{𝛼 𝑗} (𝑡_2 − 𝑡_1)] + � 𝑣 �_{𝑡2}

𝑡_1

d𝜏 𝑐_{𝛼𝑣 𝑗} sin[𝜔_{𝛼 𝑗} (𝑡_2 − 𝜏)]

× [𝜂_{𝛼𝑣} 𝑅_{𝑄𝑣𝑂} (𝜏, 𝑡_1) + 𝑖𝜇_{𝛼𝑣}𝜖_{𝛼𝑣} (𝜏)𝑂(𝑡_1)]. (7) Introduce

𝐹̃^B_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡) = � 𝑗 𝑐_{𝛼𝑣 𝑗} [𝑥̂_{𝛼 𝑗} cos(𝜔_{𝛼 𝑗} 𝑡) + 𝑝̂_{𝛼 𝑗} sin(𝜔_{𝛼 𝑗} 𝑡)], (8) and 𝜙_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′ (𝑡) = � 𝑗 𝑐_{𝛼𝑣 𝑗} 𝑐_{𝛼𝑣}′_𝑗 sin(𝜔_{𝛼 𝑗} 𝑡) = 𝜙_{𝛼𝑣}′_𝑣 (𝑡), (9) together with 𝐹^B_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡^′)𝑂(𝑡) ≡ Tr[𝐹̃^B_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡^′)𝑂̂𝜌_T (𝑡)]. We further obtain

𝑅_{𝐹𝛼𝑣𝑂} (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1) = 𝑖𝐹^B_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡_2 − 𝑡_1)𝑂(𝑡_1) + � 𝑣^′

�_{𝑡2}

𝑡_1

d𝜏 𝜙_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′ (𝑡_2 − 𝜏)[𝜂_{𝛼𝑣}′ 𝑅_{𝑄𝑣′ 𝑂} (𝜏, 𝑡_1)

+ 𝑖𝜇_{𝛼𝑣}′ 𝜖_{𝛼𝑣}′ (𝜏)𝑂(𝑡_1)]. (10) Similarly, there are^𝜕_{𝜕𝑡1} 𝑅_{𝑂𝑥𝛼 𝑗} (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1) = 𝜔_{𝛼 𝑗} 𝑅_{𝑂 𝑝𝛼 𝑗} (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1) and

𝜕^2 𝜕𝑡^2_1

𝑅_{𝑂𝑥𝛼 𝑗} (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1) = −𝜔^2_{𝛼 𝑗} 𝑅_{𝑂𝑥𝛼 𝑗} (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1) + � 𝑣 𝜔_{𝛼 𝑗} 𝜂_{𝛼𝑣}𝑐_{𝛼𝑣 𝑗} 𝑅_{𝑂𝑄𝑣} (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1) + 𝑖 � 𝑣 𝜔_{𝛼 𝑗} 𝜇_{𝛼𝑣}𝑐_{𝛼𝑣 𝑗} 𝜖_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡_1)𝑂(𝑡_2), (11)

with the solution

𝑅_{𝑂𝑥𝛼 𝑗} (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1) = 𝑅_{𝑂𝑥𝛼 𝑗} (𝑡_2, 𝑡_2) cos[𝜔_{𝛼 𝑗} (𝑡_2 − 𝑡_1)] + 𝑅_{𝑂 𝑝𝛼 𝑗} (𝑡_2, 𝑡_2) sin[𝜔_{𝛼 𝑗} (𝑡_2 − 𝑡_1)] + � 𝑣 �_{𝑡2}

𝑡_1

d𝜏 𝑐_{𝛼𝑣 𝑗} sin[𝜔_{𝛼 𝑗} (𝜏 − 𝑡_1)]

× [𝜂_{𝛼𝑣} 𝑅_{𝑂𝑄𝑣} (𝑡_2, 𝜏) + 𝑖𝜇_{𝛼𝑣}𝜖_{𝛼𝑣} (𝜏)𝑂(𝑡_2)], (12) leading to

𝑅_{𝑂𝐹𝛼𝑣} (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1) = 𝑖𝑂(𝑡_2)𝐹^B_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡_2 − 𝑡_1) + � 𝑣^′

�_{𝑡2}

𝑡_1

d𝜏 𝜙_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′ (𝜏 − 𝑡_1)[𝜂_{𝛼𝑣}′ 𝑅_{𝑂𝑄𝑣′} (𝑡_2, 𝜏)

+ 𝑖𝜇_{𝛼𝑣}′ 𝜖_{𝛼𝑣}′ (𝜏)𝑂(𝑡_2)], (13)

where 𝑂(𝑡)𝐹^B_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡^′) ≡ Tr[𝑂̂𝐹̃^B_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡^′)𝜌_T (𝑡)]. Equations (10) and (13) are the precursor of SBET, where 𝐹^B_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡)𝑂(𝑡^′) and 𝑂(𝑡^′)𝐹^B_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡) (𝑂̂ ∈ {{𝑄̂_𝑣 }, {𝐹̂_{𝛼𝑣} }}) together with 𝑂(𝑡) (𝑂̂ ∈ {𝐹̂_{𝛼𝑣} }) shall be further determined. The 𝑅_{𝑄𝑣𝑄𝑣′} (𝑡, 𝑡^′) and 𝑄_𝑣 (𝑡) are related to reduced system dynamics and can be obtained via a certain QDT method.

B. Derivations

1. Prelude on thermofield decomposition

This subsection deals with 𝐹^B_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡)𝑄_𝑣′ (𝑡^′), 𝑄_𝑣′ (𝑡^′)𝐹^B_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡), 𝐹^B_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡)𝐹^B_{𝛼′ 𝑣′} (𝑡^′) and 𝐹_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡). To do this, we consult the thermofield approach.^{23} In this approach, we need to define the operators in the Heisenberg picture as 𝑂̂(𝑡) ≡ 𝐺^†_T (𝑡, 𝑡_0)𝑂̂𝐺_T (𝑡, 𝑡_0), (14)

and then Eq. (3) shall be expressed in the Heisenberg picture as 𝑅_{𝑂2𝑂1} (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1) ≡ 𝑖 Tr �^ 𝑂_2 (𝑡_2)𝑂̂_1 (𝑡_1)𝜌_T (𝑡_0) � . (15)

The Heisenberg equation reads d d𝑡 𝑂̂(𝑡) = 𝑖𝐺^†_T (𝑡, 𝑡_0)[𝐻_T (𝑡), 𝑂̂]𝐺_T (𝑡, 𝑡_0). (16)

Then, we have d d𝑡 𝑥̂_{𝛼 𝑗} (𝑡) = 𝜔_{𝛼 𝑗} 𝑝̂_{𝛼 𝑗} (𝑡), (17a) d d𝑡 𝑝̂_{𝛼 𝑗} (𝑡) = −𝜔_{𝛼 𝑗}𝑥̂_{𝛼 𝑗} (𝑡) + � 𝑣 𝑐_{𝛼𝑣 𝑗} � 𝜂_{𝛼𝑣}𝑄̂_𝑣 (𝑡) + 𝜇_{𝛼𝑣} 𝜀_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡) � . (17b)

Given initial conditions 𝑥̂_{𝛼 𝑗} (𝑡_0) = 𝑥̂_{𝛼 𝑗} and 𝑝̂_{𝛼 𝑗} (𝑡_0) = 𝑝̂_{𝛼 𝑗} , one can readily obtain

𝑥̂_{𝛼 𝑗} (𝑡) = 𝑥̂^B_{𝛼 𝑗} (𝑡) + � 𝑣 𝑐_{𝛼𝑣 𝑗}

�_𝑡

𝑡_0

d𝜏 sin[𝜔_{𝛼 𝑗} (𝑡 − 𝜏)] × � 𝜂_{𝛼𝑣}𝑄̂_𝑣 (𝜏) + 𝜇_{𝛼𝑣} 𝜀_{𝛼𝑣} (𝜏) � . (18)

Here we introduce the operators in the bare–bath interaction picture, 𝑂̂^B (𝑡) ≡ 𝑒^{𝑖ℎB (𝑡−𝑡0 )}𝑂̂𝑒^{−𝑖ℎB (𝑡−𝑡0 )} with ℎ_B =

�_𝛼 ℎ_𝛼. According to Eq. (2), we obtain

𝐹̂_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡) = 𝐹̂^B_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡) + � 𝑣^′

�_𝑡

𝑡_0

d𝜏 𝜙_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′ (𝑡 − 𝜏) × � 𝜂_{𝛼𝑣}′𝑄̂_𝑣′ (𝜏) + 𝜇_{𝛼𝑣}′ 𝜀_{𝛼𝑣}′ (𝜏) � . (19)

Note that 𝐹̂^B_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡) = 𝐹̃^B_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡 − 𝑡_0) [cf. Eq. (8)].

The thermofield decomposition for the initial factorized state 𝜌_T (𝑡_0) = 𝜌_S (𝑡_0) ⊗

�_𝛼 𝑒^{−𝛽𝛼 ℎ𝛼} /tr_𝛼 (𝑒^{−𝛽𝛼 ℎ𝛼} ) reads

𝐹̂_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡) = 𝐹̂^+_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡) + 𝐹̂^−_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡), (20)

where 𝐹̂^+_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡) = [𝐹̂^−_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡)]^†. Concerning the steady state before the action of the external field, 𝑡_0 is effectively set to be −∞. Equation (15) is recast to

𝑅_{𝑂2𝑂1} (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1) = 𝑖 ~Tr � ~ 𝑂_2 (𝑡_2) ~𝑂_1 (𝑡_1)𝜌_S (𝑡_0)|𝜉⟩⟨𝜉| � , (21)

with

~𝑂(𝑡) ≡ ~𝐺^†_T (𝑡, 𝑡_0)𝑂̂ ~𝐺_T (𝑡, 𝑡_0). (22)

Here ~𝐺_T (𝑡, 𝑡_0) is the propagator according to the Hamiltonian ~𝐻_T (𝑡) = 𝐻_T (𝑡) + ℎ^′_B with ℎ^′_B being the auxiliary bath Hamiltonian. In Eq. (21), ~Tr(· · · ) = Tr[tr^′_B (· · · )] is the trace over the entire space of ~𝐻_T (𝑡). |𝜉⟩ is denoted as the vacuum state of the effective bath ℎ̃_B = ℎ_B + ℎ^′_B. In Eq. (20)

𝐹̂^±_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡) = 𝐹̂^{±;B}_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡) ∓ 𝑖 � 𝑣^′

�_𝑡

𝑡_0

d𝜏 𝑐^±_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′ (𝑡 − 𝜏) × � 𝜂_{𝛼𝑣}′𝑄̂_𝑣′ (𝜏) + 𝜇_{𝛼𝑣}′ 𝜀_{𝛼𝑣}′ (𝜏) � , (23)

where 𝑐^+_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′ (𝑡) = [𝑐^−_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′ (𝑡)]^∗,

𝑐^−_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′ (𝑡) = 1 2𝜋𝑖 �_∞ −∞ d𝜔 𝑒^{−𝑖𝜔𝑡} 1 − 𝑒^{−𝛽𝜔}

�_∞ −∞ d𝜏 𝑒^{𝑖𝜔𝜏} 𝜙_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′ (𝜏), (24) and 𝐹̂^{−;B}_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡)|𝜉⟩⟨𝜉| = |𝜉⟩⟨𝜉|𝐹̂^{+;B}_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡) = 0. (25)

Equation (24) is the fluctuation–dissipation theorem.^{1,24} Note that in Eq. (23), 𝐹̂^±_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡) defined as Eq. (14) equals to that defined as Eq. (22) and 𝐹̂^{±;B}_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡) similar. More details can be found in Ref. 19.

2. 𝑅_{𝐹𝛼𝑣𝑄𝑣′} (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1)

From Eq. (21),

𝑅_{𝐹𝛼𝑣𝑄𝑣′} (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1)

= 2𝑖 Re ~Tr � 𝐹̂^+_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡_2)𝑄̂_{𝑣′} (𝑡_1)𝜌_S (𝑡_0)|𝜉⟩⟨𝜉| �

+ 𝑖 ~Tr � 𝐹̂^−_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡_2), 𝑄̂_{𝑣′} (𝑡_1) � 𝜌_S (𝑡_0)|𝜉⟩⟨𝜉| � ≡ 𝑖 [(I) + (II)]. (26)

Substituting Eq. (23) into Eq. (26) together with Eq. (25), we obtain

(I) = −2Re � 𝑣^{′′}

�_{𝑡2}

𝑡_0

d𝜏 𝑐^+_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′′ (𝑡_2 − 𝜏) � 𝜂_{𝛼𝑣}′′ 𝑅_{𝑄𝑣′′ 𝑄𝑣′} (𝜏, 𝑡_1)

+ 𝑖𝜇_{𝛼𝑣}′′ 𝜀_{𝛼𝑣}′′ (𝜏)𝑄_𝑣′ (𝑡_1) � . (27)

To evaluate (II), we notice that Eq. (23) can be recast as

𝐹̂^±_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡_2) = 𝑋̂^{±;B}_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡_2) ∓ 𝑖 � 𝑣^′

�_{𝑡2}

𝑡_1

d𝜏 𝑐^±_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′ (𝑡_2 − 𝜏) × � 𝜂_{𝛼𝑣}′𝑄̂_𝑣′ (𝜏) + 𝜇_{𝛼𝑣}′ 𝜀_{𝛼𝑣}′ (𝜏) � , (28)

where 𝑋̂^{±;B}_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡_2) ≡ ~𝐺^†_T (𝑡_1, 𝑡_0)𝑒^{𝑖ℎ̃B (𝑡2 −𝑡1 )} 𝐹̂^±_{𝛼𝑣} 𝑒^{−𝑖ℎ̃B (𝑡2−𝑡1 )} ~𝐺_T (𝑡_1, 𝑡_0) commutes with 𝑄̂_𝑣′ (𝑡_1). Thus

(II) = � 𝑣^{′′}

�_{𝑡2}

𝑡_1

d𝜏 𝑐^−_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′′ (𝑡_2 − 𝜏)𝜂_{𝛼𝑣}′′ � 𝑅_{𝑄𝑣′′ 𝑄𝑣′} (𝜏, 𝑡_1)

− 𝑅_{𝑄𝑣′ 𝑄𝑣′′} (𝑡_1, 𝜏) � . (29)

We thus finish Eq. (26) by combining Eqs. (27) and (29). Compared with Eq. (10), we obtain

𝐹^B_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡_2 − 𝑡_1)𝑄_𝑣′ (𝑡_1) = −2Re � � 𝑣^{′′}

�_{𝑡1}

𝑡_0

d𝜏 𝑐^+_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′′ (𝑡_2 − 𝜏)

× � 𝜂_{𝛼𝑣}′′ 𝑅_{𝑄𝑣′′ 𝑄𝑣′} (𝜏, 𝑡_1) + 𝑖𝜇_{𝛼𝑣}′′ 𝜀_{𝛼𝑣}′′ (𝜏)𝑄_𝑣′ (𝑡_1) � � . (30)

We see that the underlying system–bath entanglement in the l.h.s of Eq. (30) is accounted for by the memory integration convolved between the bare–bath correlation and the system dynamics.

3. 𝑅_{𝑄𝑣′ 𝐹𝛼𝑣} (𝑡_1, 𝑡_2)

From Eq. (21),

𝑅_{𝑄𝑣′ 𝐹𝛼𝑣} (𝑡_1, 𝑡_2)

= 2𝑖 Re ~Tr � 𝑄̂_{𝑣′} (𝑡_1)𝐹̂^−_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡_2)𝜌_S (𝑡_0)|𝜉⟩⟨𝜉| �

+ 𝑖 ~Tr � 𝑄̂_{𝑣′} (𝑡_1), 𝐹̂^+_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡_2)� 𝜌_S (𝑡_0)|𝜉⟩⟨𝜉| � ≡ 𝑖 [(I^′) + (II^′)]. (31)

Substituting Eq. (23) into Eq. (31) together with Eq. (25), we obtain

(I^′) = 2Re � 𝑣^{′′}

�_{𝑡2}

𝑡_0

d𝜏 𝑐^−_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′′ (𝑡_2 − 𝜏) � 𝜂_{𝛼𝑣}′′ 𝑅_{𝑄𝑣′ 𝑄𝑣′′} (𝑡_1, 𝜏)

+ 𝑖𝜇_{𝛼𝑣}′′ 𝜀_{𝛼𝑣}′′ (𝜏)𝑄_𝑣′ (𝑡_1) � . (32)

With Eq. (28),

(II^′) = − � 𝑣^{′′}

�_{𝑡2}

𝑡_1

d𝜏 𝑐^+_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′′ (𝑡_2 − 𝜏)𝜂_{𝛼𝑣}′′ � 𝑅_{𝑄𝑣′ 𝑄𝑣′′} (𝑡_1, 𝜏)

− 𝑅_{𝑄𝑣′′ 𝑄𝑣′} (𝜏, 𝑡_1) � . (33)

We thus finish Eq. (31) by combining Eqs. (32) and (33). Compared with Eq. (13), we obtain

𝑄_𝑣′ (𝑡_1)𝐹^B_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡_1 − 𝑡_2) = 2Re � � 𝑣^{′′}

�_{𝑡1}

𝑡_0

d𝜏 𝑐^−_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′′ (𝑡_2 − 𝜏)

× � 𝜂_{𝛼𝑣}′′ 𝑅_{𝑄𝑣′ 𝑄𝑣′′} (𝑡_1, 𝜏) + 𝑖𝜇_{𝛼𝑣}′′ 𝜀_{𝛼𝑣}′′ (𝜏)𝑄_𝑣′ (𝑡_1) � . (34)

Compared to Eq. (30), we find 𝐹^B_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡)𝑄_𝑣′ (𝑡^′) = 𝑄_𝑣′ (𝑡^′)𝐹^B_{𝛼𝑣} (−𝑡). By the definitions before Eq. (10) and after Eq. (13) together with Eq. (8), 𝑄_𝑣′ (𝑡^′)𝐹^B_{𝛼𝑣} (−𝑡) = 𝐹^B_{𝛼𝑣} (−𝑡)𝑄_𝑣′ (𝑡^′). Therefore 𝐹^B_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡)𝑄_𝑣′ (𝑡^′) = 𝐹^B_{𝛼𝑣} (−𝑡)𝑄_𝑣′ (𝑡^′). This result arises from the nature of 𝐹̃^B_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡) as a random force.

4. 𝑅_{𝐹𝛼𝑣 𝐹𝛼′𝑣′} (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1)

From Eq. (21),

𝑅_{𝐹𝛼𝑣 𝐹𝛼′𝑣′} (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1)

= 2𝑖 Re ~Tr � 𝐹̂^+_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡_2)𝐹̂_{𝛼′ 𝑣′} (𝑡_1)𝜌_S (𝑡_0)|𝜉⟩⟨𝜉| �

+ 𝑖 ~Tr � 𝐹̂^−_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡_2), 𝐹̂_{𝛼′ 𝑣′} (𝑡_1) � 𝜌_S (𝑡_0)|𝜉⟩⟨𝜉| � ≡ 𝑖 [(I^{′′}) + (II^{′′})]. (35)

Substituting Eq. (23) into Eq. (31) together with Eq. (25), we obtain

(I^{′′}) = −2Re � 𝑣^{′′}

�_{𝑡2}

𝑡_0

d𝜏 𝑐^+_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′′ (𝑡_2 − 𝜏) � 𝜂_{𝛼𝑣}′′ 𝑅_{𝑄𝑣′′ 𝐹𝛼′𝑣′} (𝜏, 𝑡_1)

+ 𝑖𝜇_{𝛼𝑣}′′ 𝜀_{𝛼𝑣}′′ (𝜏)𝐹_𝛼′_𝑣′ (𝑡_1) � . (36)

With Eq. (28),

(II^{′′}) = 𝛿_{𝛼𝛼}′ 𝑐_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′ (𝑡_2 − 𝑡_1) + � 𝑣^{′′}

�_{𝑡2}

𝑡_1

d𝜏 𝑐^−_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′′ (𝑡_2 − 𝜏)𝜂_{𝛼𝑣}′′ × � 𝑅_{𝑄𝑣′′ 𝐹𝛼′𝑣′} (𝜏, 𝑡_1) − 𝑅_{𝐹𝛼′𝑣′ 𝑄𝑣′′} (𝑡_1, 𝜏) � . (37)

The first term is obtained from the thermofield decomposition as detailed in Ref. 19. We thus finish Eq. (35) by combining Eqs. (36) and (37). Compared with Eq. (10), we obtain

𝐹^B_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡_2 − 𝑡_1)𝐹_𝛼′_𝑣′ (𝑡_1)

= 𝛿_{𝛼𝛼}′ 𝑐_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′ (𝑡_2 − 𝑡_1) − 2Re � � 𝑣^{′′}

�_{𝑡1}

𝑡_0

d𝜏 𝑐^+_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′′ (𝑡_2 − 𝜏)

× � 𝜂_{𝛼𝑣}′′ 𝑅_{𝑄𝑣′′ 𝐹𝛼′𝑣′} (𝜏, 𝑡_1) + 𝑖𝜇_{𝛼𝑣}′′ 𝜀_{𝛼𝑣}′′ (𝜏)𝐹_𝛼′_𝑣′ (𝑡_1) � � . (38)

In Eq. (38),

𝐹_{𝛼𝑣} (𝑡) = � 𝑣^′

�_𝑡

𝑡_0

d𝜏 𝜙_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′ (𝑡 − 𝜏) � 𝜂_{𝛼𝑣}′ 𝑄_𝑣′ (𝜏) + 𝜇_{𝛼𝑣}′ 𝜀_{𝛼𝑣}′ (𝜏) � (39) according to Eq. (19). This indicates the actions of the system mode and the external field onto the bath. Due to the Gaussian nature of the bath, nonlinear responses vanish.

Up to now, we have completed the extended SBET of multi–bosonic baths polarized by external fields. As long as 𝑅_{𝑄𝑣𝑄𝑣′} (𝑡, 𝑡^′) and 𝑄_𝑣 (𝑡) related to reduced system dynamics are obtained via a certain QDT method, the entangled system– bath and bath–bath properties can then be evaluated. It is worth reemphasizing that although

�_{𝛼,𝑣}

𝜂_{𝛼𝑣}𝑄̂_𝑣𝐹̂_{𝛼𝑣} are formally included in Eq. (1), we can set some elements in {𝜂_{𝛼𝑣} }, {𝜇_𝑣 } and {𝜇_{𝛼𝑣} } in the system–environment, system–field and environment–field interaction terms to be zeros when particular couplings are absent. In such cases, the extended SBET is still valid.

III. SYSTEM–BATH ENTANGLEMENT THEOREM FOR FERMIONIC BATH

A. Prelude

The fermionic transport is anticipated when the local impurity electronic system is coupled to multiple electrodes with different temperatures and/or chemical potentials. The total composite Hamiltonian reads

𝐻_T = 𝐻_S ({𝜓̂^†_𝑢, 𝜓̂_𝑢})+ � 𝛼 ℎ^{eff}_𝛼 + � 𝛼𝑢 (𝜓̂^†_𝑢𝐹̂_{𝛼𝑢} +𝐹̂^†_{𝛼𝑢}𝜓̂_𝑢), (40)

with the effective bath Hamiltonian

ℎ^{eff}_𝛼 = � 𝑗 (𝜖_{𝛼 𝑗} − 𝜇_𝛼)𝑎̂^†_{𝛼 𝑗}𝑎̂_{𝛼 𝑗} ≡ ℎ_𝛼 − 𝜇_𝛼𝑁̂_𝛼 (41a) and 𝐹̂_{𝛼𝑢} = � 𝑗 𝑡^∗_{𝛼𝑢 𝑗} 𝑎̂_{𝛼 𝑗} . (41b)

Here, the parameter 𝑡_{𝛼𝑢 𝑗} denotes the coupling strength between the central impurity (system) and the reservoirs (baths). In Eq. (40), the local system 𝐻_S ({𝜓̂^†_𝑢, 𝜓̂_𝑢}) is arbitrary, containing often open–shell electrons with strong Coulomb interactions. Similar as the derivation to the bosonic SBET, we adopt the thermofield decomposition as, 𝐹̂_{𝛼𝑢} = 𝐹̂^{(1)}_{𝛼𝑢} + 𝐹̂^{(2)†}_{𝛼𝑢} (42) with 𝐹̂^{(1)}_{𝛼𝑢} = � 𝑗 𝑡^∗_{𝛼𝑢 𝑗} � 1 − 𝑛̄_{𝛼 𝑗} 𝑑̂^′_{𝛼 𝑗} , (43a) and 𝐹̂^{(2)}_{𝛼𝑢} = � 𝑗 𝑡_{𝛼𝑢 𝑗} � 𝑛̄_{𝛼 𝑗} 𝑑̂_{𝛼 𝑗} . (43b)

Details of the thermofield decomposition of non-interacting fermions are given in Appendix C. We assume the initial state given by the factorization ansatz, namely 𝜌_T (𝑡_0) = 𝜌_S (𝑡_0) ⊗ 𝜌^{eff}_B . (44) Here 𝜌^{eff}_B ≡

�_𝛼 ⊗𝑒^{−𝛽ℎeff𝛼} /tr_𝑎𝑒^{−𝛽ℎeff𝛼} can be purified by a vacuum state denoted as |𝜉⟩ via adding auxiliary baths; see Appendix C.

In the Heisenberg picture, the operator evolves as 𝑂̂(𝑡) ≡ 𝑒^{𝑖𝐻}T^{(𝑡−𝑡}0^)𝑂̂𝑒^{−𝑖𝐻}T^{(𝑡−𝑡}0^) . (45) We can obtain

𝑎̂_{𝛼 𝑗} (𝑡) = 𝑎̂^B_{𝛼 𝑗} (𝑡)𝑒^{𝑖𝜇𝛼 (𝑡−𝑡0 )} − 𝑖 � 𝑢 �_𝑡

𝑡_0

d𝜏 𝑡_{𝛼𝑢 𝑗} 𝑒^{−𝑖( 𝜖𝛼 𝑗 −𝜇𝛼 ) (𝑡−𝜏)}𝜓̂_𝑢 (𝜏), (46)

where 𝑎̂^B_{𝛼 𝑗} (𝑡) ≡ 𝑒^{𝑖ℎB (𝑡−𝑡0 )} 𝑎̂_{𝛼 𝑗} 𝑒^{−𝑖ℎB (𝑡−𝑡0 )} with ℎ_B ≡

�_𝛼

ℎ_𝛼.

According to Eq. (41b), we have

𝐹̂_{𝛼𝑢} (𝑡) = 𝐹̂^B_{𝛼𝑢} (𝑡)𝑒^{𝑖𝜇}𝛼^{(𝑡−𝑡}0^) − 𝑖 � 𝑣 �_𝑡

𝑡_0

d𝜏 𝑔_{𝛼𝑢𝑣} (𝑡 − 𝜏)𝑒^{𝑖𝜇𝛼 (𝑡−𝜏)}𝜓̂_𝑣 (𝜏), (47)

where 𝐹̂^B_{𝛼𝑢} (𝑡) ≡ 𝑒^{𝑖ℎB (𝑡−𝑡0 )} 𝐹̂_{𝛼𝑢}𝑒^{−𝑖ℎB (𝑡−𝑡0 )} and 𝑔_{𝛼𝑢𝑣} (𝑡) ≡ ⟨{𝐹̂^B_{𝛼𝑢} (𝑡), 𝐹̂^{B†}_{𝛼𝑣} (0)}⟩_B, (48) with ⟨· · ·⟩_B ≡ tr_B [· · · 𝜌^{eq}_B ] and 𝜌^{eq}_B ≡ 𝑒^{−𝛽ℎB} /tr_B 𝑒^{−𝛽ℎB} . We have 𝑑̂_{𝛼 𝑗} (𝑡) = 𝑑̂^B_{𝛼 𝑗} (𝑡)𝑒^{−𝑖𝜇}𝛼^{(𝑡−𝑡}0^) + 𝑖 � 𝑢 �_𝑡

𝑡_0

d𝜏 𝑡^∗_{𝛼𝑢 𝑗} � 𝑛̄_{𝛼 𝑗} 𝑒^{𝑖( 𝜖𝛼 𝑗 −𝜇𝛼 ) (𝑡−𝜏)}𝜓̂^†_𝑢 (𝜏), (49a) 𝑑̂^′_{𝛼 𝑗} (𝑡) = 𝑑̂^{′B}_{𝛼 𝑗} (𝑡)𝑒^{𝑖𝜇}𝛼^{(𝑡−𝑡}0^) − 𝑖 � 𝑢 �_𝑡

𝑡_0

d𝜏 𝑡_{𝛼𝑢 𝑗} � 1 − 𝑛̄_{𝛼 𝑗} 𝑒^{−𝑖( 𝜖𝛼 𝑗 −𝜇𝛼 ) (𝑡−𝜏)}𝜓̂_𝑢 (𝜏), (49b) and thus

𝐹̂^{(1)}_{𝛼𝑢} (𝑡) = 𝐹̂^{(1) B}_{𝛼𝑢} (𝑡)𝑒^{𝑖𝜇}𝛼^{(𝑡−𝑡}0^) − 𝑖 � 𝑣 �_𝑡

𝑡_0

d𝜏 𝑐^{(−)}_{𝛼𝑢𝑣} (𝑡 − 𝜏)𝑒^{𝑖𝜇𝛼 (𝑡−𝜏)}𝜓̂_𝑣 (𝜏), (50a) 𝐹̂^{(2)}_{𝛼𝑢} (𝑡) = 𝐹̂^{(2) B}_{𝛼𝑢} (𝑡)𝑒^{−𝑖𝜇}𝛼^{(𝑡−𝑡}0^) + 𝑖 � 𝑣 �_𝑡

𝑡_0

d𝜏 𝑐^{(+)}_{𝛼𝑢𝑣} (𝑡 − 𝜏)𝑒^{−𝑖𝜇𝛼 (𝑡−𝜏)}𝜓̂^†_𝑣 (𝜏). (50b)

Here we define 𝑐^{(−)}_{𝛼𝑢𝑣} (𝑡) ≡ ⟨𝐹̂^B_{𝛼𝑢} (𝑡)𝐹̂^{B†}_{𝛼𝑣} (0)⟩_B, (51a) 𝑐^{(+)}_{𝛼𝑢𝑣} (𝑡) ≡ ⟨𝐹̂^{B†}_{𝛼𝑢} (𝑡)𝐹̂^B_{𝛼𝑣} (0)⟩_B, (51b) satisfying 𝑔_{𝛼𝑢𝑣} (𝑡) = 𝑐^{(−)}_{𝛼𝑢𝑣} (𝑡) + 𝑐^{(+)∗}_{𝛼𝑢𝑣} (𝑡). (52) Apparently, Eqs. (50a) and (50b) together with Eq. (42) reproduce Eq. (47). It is worth noticing that 𝐹̂^{(1) B}_{𝛼𝑢} (𝑡)|𝜉⟩⟨𝜉| = 𝐹̂^{(2) B}_{𝛼𝑢} (𝑡)|𝜉⟩⟨𝜉| = 0, (53) where |𝜉⟩⟨𝜉| is the effective vacuum [cf. Eq. (C10)].

B. Derivations In this subsection, we construct the SBET for electronic impurity systems. We define the ensemble average with respect to the steady state, 𝜌^{st} ≡ lim_{𝑡0→−∞} 𝑒^{𝑖𝐻T 𝑡0} 𝜌_T (𝑡_0)𝑒^{−𝑖𝐻T 𝑡0} . (54) Therefore for arbitrary correlation functions we have ⟨𝐴̂(𝑡)𝐵̂(0)⟩ ≡ Tr[𝑒^{𝑖𝐻T𝑡} 𝐴̂𝑒^{−𝑖𝐻T 𝑡} 𝐵̂𝜌^{st}] = lim_{𝑡0→−∞} Tr[𝐴̂(𝑡)𝐵̂(0)𝜌_T (𝑡_0)] = lim_{𝑡0→−∞} ~Tr[𝐴̂(𝑡)𝐵̂(0)𝜌_S (𝑡_0)|𝜉⟩⟨𝜉|]. (55) We denote the system correlations 𝐶^{SS (−)}_{𝑢𝑣} (𝑡) ≡ ⟨𝜓̂_𝑢 (𝑡)𝜓̂^†_𝑣 (0)⟩, (56a) 𝐶^{SS (+)}_{𝑢𝑣} (𝑡) ≡ ⟨𝜓̂^†_𝑢 (𝑡)𝜓̂_𝑣 (0)⟩, (56b) and the system–bath correlations 𝐶^{𝛼S (−)} 𝑢𝑣 (𝑡) ≡ ⟨𝐹̂_{𝛼𝑢} (𝑡)𝜓̂^†_𝑣 (0)⟩, (57a) 𝐶^{𝛼S (+)}_{𝑢𝑣} (𝑡) ≡ ⟨𝐹̂^†_{𝛼𝑢} (𝑡)𝜓̂_𝑣 (0)⟩, (57b) 𝐶^{S 𝛼(−)} 𝑢𝑣 (𝑡) ≡ ⟨𝜓̂_𝑢 (𝑡)𝐹̂^†_{𝛼𝑣} (0)⟩, (57c) 𝐶^{S 𝛼(+)}_{𝑢𝑣} (𝑡) ≡ ⟨𝜓̂^†_𝑢 (𝑡)𝐹̂_{𝛼𝑣} (0)⟩, (57d) with 𝐶^{𝛼S (±)}_{𝑢𝑣} (𝑡) = [𝐶^{S 𝛼(±)}_{𝑣𝑢} (−𝑡)]^∗, (58) and the bath–bath correlations

𝐶^{𝛼𝛼′ (−)} 𝑢𝑣 (𝑡) ≡ ⟨𝐹̂_{𝛼𝑢} (𝑡)𝐹̂^†_{𝛼′ 𝑣} (0)⟩, (59a)

𝐶^{𝛼𝛼′ (+)} 𝑢𝑣 (𝑡) ≡ ⟨𝐹̂^†_{𝛼𝑢} (𝑡)𝐹̂_𝛼′_𝑣 (0)⟩. (59b)

For 𝐶^{𝛼S (−)}_{𝑢𝑣} (𝑡), we recast it as

𝐶^{𝛼S (−)} 𝑢𝑣 (𝑡) = ⟨𝐹̂^{(2)†}_{𝛼𝑢} (𝑡)𝜓̂^†_𝑣 (0)⟩ − ⟨𝜓̂^†_𝑣 (0)𝐹̂^{(1)}_{𝛼𝑢} (𝑡)⟩

+ ⟨{𝐹̂^{(1)}_{𝛼𝑢} (𝑡), 𝜓̂^†_𝑣 (0)}⟩. (60)

Substituting Eq. (50) into (60) together with Eq. (53), we obtain

𝐶^{𝛼S (−)} 𝑢𝑣 (𝑡)

= −𝑖 � 𝑢^′

�_𝑡 −∞ d𝜏 𝑐^{(+)∗}_{𝛼𝑢𝑢′} (𝑡 − 𝜏)𝑒^{𝑖𝜇𝛼 (𝑡−𝜏)} 𝐶^{SS (−)}_{𝑢′ 𝑣} (𝜏) + 𝑖 � 𝑢^′

�_𝑡 −∞ d𝜏 𝑐^{(−)}_{𝛼𝑢𝑢′} (𝑡 − 𝜏)𝑒^{𝑖𝜇𝛼 (𝑡−𝜏)}𝐶^{SS (+)}_{𝑣𝑢′} (−𝜏) − 𝑖 � 𝑢^′

�_𝑡 0 d𝜏 𝑐^{(−)}_{𝛼𝑢𝑢′} (𝑡 − 𝜏)𝑒^{𝑖𝜇𝛼 (𝑡−𝜏)} � 𝐶^{SS (−)}_{𝑢′ 𝑣} (𝜏) + 𝐶^{SS (+)}_{𝑣𝑢′} (−𝜏) �

= −𝑖 � 𝑢^′

�_𝑡 0 d𝜏 𝑔_{𝛼𝑢𝑢}′ (𝑡 − 𝜏)𝑒^{𝑖𝜇𝛼 (𝑡−𝜏)}𝐶^{SS (−)}_{𝑢′ 𝑣} (𝜏) + 𝑖 � 𝑢^′

�_∞ 0 d𝜏 𝑒^{𝑖𝜇𝛼 (𝑡+𝜏)} � 𝑐^{(−)}_{𝛼𝑢𝑢′} (𝑡 + 𝜏)𝐶^{SS (+)}_{𝑣𝑢′} (𝜏)

− 𝑐^{(+)∗}_{𝛼𝑢𝑢′} (𝑡 + 𝜏)𝐶^{SS (−)∗}_{𝑣𝑢′} (𝜏) � . (61)

In the same way for 𝐶^{𝛼S (+)}_{𝑢𝑣} (𝑡), we have

𝐶^{𝛼S (+)}_{𝑢𝑣} (𝑡)

= ⟨𝐹̂^{(1)†}_{𝛼𝑢} (𝑡)𝜓̂_𝑣 (0)⟩ − ⟨𝜓̂_𝑣 (0)𝐹̂^{(2)}_{𝛼𝑢} (𝑡)⟩ + ⟨{𝐹̂^{(2)}_{𝛼𝑢} (𝑡), 𝜓̂_𝑣 (0)}⟩ = 𝑖 � 𝑢^′

�_𝑡 0 d𝜏 𝑔^∗_{𝛼𝑢𝑢}′ (𝑡 − 𝜏)𝑒^{−𝑖𝜇𝛼 (𝑡−𝜏)}𝐶^{SS (+)}_{𝑢′ 𝑣} (𝜏) − 𝑖 � 𝑢^′

�_∞ 0 d𝜏 𝑒^{−𝑖𝜇𝛼 (𝑡+𝜏)} � 𝑐^{(+)}_{𝛼𝑢𝑢′} (𝑡 + 𝜏)𝐶^{SS (−)}_{𝑣𝑢′} (𝜏)

− 𝑐^{(−)∗}_{𝛼𝑢𝑢′} (𝑡 + 𝜏)𝐶^{SS (+)∗}_{𝑣𝑢′} (𝜏) � . (62)

The results can be summarized as

𝐶^{𝛼S ( 𝜎)} 𝑢𝑣 (𝑡)

= 𝜎𝑖 � 𝑢^′

�_𝑡 0 d𝜏 𝑔^{( 𝜎)}_{𝛼𝑢𝑢′} (𝑡 − 𝜏)𝑒^{−𝜎𝑖𝜇𝛼 (𝑡−𝜏)}𝐶^{SS ( 𝜎)}_{𝑢′ 𝑣} (𝜏)

− 𝜎𝑖 � 𝑢^′

�_∞ 0 d𝜏 𝑒^{−𝑖𝜎𝜇𝛼 (𝑡+𝜏)} � 𝑐^{( 𝜎)}_{𝛼𝑢𝑢′} (𝑡 + 𝜏)𝐶^{SS ( 𝜎̄)}_{𝑣𝑢′} (𝜏)

− 𝑐^{( 𝜎̄)∗}_{𝛼𝑢𝑢′} (𝑡 + 𝜏)𝐶^{SS ( 𝜎)∗}_{𝑣𝑢′} (𝜏) � . (63)

Here, we denote 𝜎 = +, − and 𝜎̄ ≡ −𝜎 together with 𝑔^{(−)}_{𝛼𝑢𝑢′} (𝑡) ≡ 𝑔_{𝛼𝑢𝑢}′ (𝑡) and 𝑔^{(+)}_{𝛼𝑢𝑢′} (𝑡) ≡ 𝑔^∗_{𝛼𝑢𝑢}′ (𝑡). Similarly, for the bath–bath correlations, we have

𝐶^{𝛼𝛼′ ( 𝜎)} 𝑢𝑣 (𝑡) = 𝛿_{𝛼𝛼}′ 𝑒^{−𝜎𝑖𝜇𝛼𝑡} 𝑐^{( 𝜎)}_{𝛼𝑢𝑣} (𝑡)

+ 𝜎𝑖 � 𝑢^′

�_𝑡 0 d𝜏 𝑔^{( 𝜎)}_{𝛼𝑢𝑢′} (𝑡 − 𝜏)𝑒^{−𝜎𝑖𝜇𝛼 (𝑡−𝜏)} 𝐶^{S 𝛼′ ( 𝜎)}_{𝑢′ 𝑣} (𝜏)

− 𝜎𝑖 � 𝑢^′

�_∞ 0 d𝜏 𝑒^{−𝑖𝜎𝜇𝛼 (𝑡+𝜏)} � 𝑐^{( 𝜎)}_{𝛼𝑢𝑢′} (𝑡 + 𝜏)𝐶^{𝛼′ S ( 𝜎̄)}_{𝑣𝑢′} (𝜏)

− 𝑐^{( 𝜎̄)∗}_{𝛼𝑢𝑢′} (𝑡 + 𝜏)𝐶^{𝛼′ S ( 𝜎)∗}_{𝑣𝑢′} (𝜏) � . (64)

Equations (63) and (64) are the SBET for fermionic bath, which relate the entangled system–bath correlations [Eqs. (57a)–(57d)] and bath–bath correlations [Eqs. (59a) and (59b)] to reduced system ones [Eqs. (56a) and (56b)]. The former is concerned with the electronic transport current (𝑡 = 0), while the latter is related with the current noise spectrum.

IV. SUMMARY

In summary, this paper extends the system-bath entanglement theorem (SBET), initially established in previous works in terms of linear response functions^{18} and later generalized to correlation functions.^{19} The focus of this extension relies on the field–dressed scenarios and multiple bosonic Gaussian environments at different temperatures. One primary application of the field-dressed SBET lies in the evaluation of nonlinear spectroscopy, for example in pump–probe experiments, using quantum dissipation methods. Not only the system but also environments are considered to have optical polarizability, reflecting real-world conditions. The entangled system–bath correlation functions are crucial in these evaluations. The established extended SBET provides an approach to extracting its contribution through the reduced system dynamics. Thus the paper contributes to the simulation and understanding of entangled system–bath properties, especially in the context of field–dressed conditions and diverse environmental characteristics, with practical implications in nonlinear spectroscopies. Numerical applications will be carried out shortly.

In addition, we explore the relationship between field– free correlation functions and their classical counterparts. To provide a comprehensive view, the SBET is also applied to fermionic environments within the transport scenarios. The extended SBET can be used to reveal the intricate interplay between thermal and dynamic processes in the quantum thermoelectric transport. It is also applicable to thermodynamic and heat transfer evaluations, on such as the hybridization free–energy^{19,25} and the heat current.^{26,27}

Acknowledgments

Support from the Ministry of Science and Technology of China (Grant No. 2021YFA1200103) and the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant Nos. 22103073, 22173088 and 22373091) is gratefully acknowledged.

Appendix A: Linear response theory: Quantum versus classical

In this appendix we outline the fundamental quantities and relations of linear response theory in both quantum and classical statistical mechanics. To this end, we pick up the omitted ℏ in our formulas. In this appendix, we consider the total composite system initially being at the thermal equilibrium, 𝜌^{eq}_T (𝑇). Then it is disturbed with −𝐵𝜖 (𝑡). The measurement object is 𝐴̄(𝑡) = Tr[𝐴𝜌_T (𝑡)]. Here, both 𝐴 and 𝐵 are dynamical variables and 𝜖 (𝑡) is a real disturbance field. Interested is 𝛿𝐴̄(𝑡) = 𝐴̄(𝑡) − 𝐴̄_{eq} = Tr[𝛿𝐴𝜌_{Tot} (𝑡)], (A1)

with 𝐴̄_{eq} = Tr(𝐴𝜌^{eq}_{Tot} ) and 𝛿𝐴(𝑡) = 𝐴(𝑡) − 𝐴̄_{eq}. Both quantum and classical statistical mechanics give the linear response as

𝛿𝐴̄(𝑡) =

�_𝑡 −∞ d𝜏 𝜒_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑡 − 𝜏)𝜖 (𝜏), (A2)

where 𝜒_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑡) is the response function.

Let us focus on quantum mechanics first, in which 𝐴 and 𝐵 are operators. The response function is resulted as

𝜒_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑡 − 𝜏) ≡ 𝑖 ℏ ⟨[𝛿𝐴(𝑡), 𝛿𝐵(𝜏)]⟩ = 𝑖 ℏ ⟨[𝐴(𝑡 − 𝜏), 𝐵(0)]⟩ . (A3) Here, ⟨· · ·⟩ is taken over 𝜌^{eq}_T (𝑇), which is related to the average defined in Eq. (3) of Sec. II in the single–bath and field– free scenarios, with 𝑡_0 → −∞. Physically, the response function 𝜒_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑡) is defined for 𝑡 ≥ 0. For 𝑡 < 0, it can be formally extended via

𝜒_{𝐴𝐵} (−𝑡) = −𝜒_{𝐵𝐴}(𝑡). (A4)

The frequency resolution is

~𝜒_{𝐴𝐵} (𝜔) =

�_∞ 0 d𝑡 𝑒^{𝑖𝜔𝑡} 𝜒_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑡) = ~𝜒^{(+)}_{𝐴𝐵} (𝜔) + 𝑖~𝜒^{(−)}_{𝐴𝐵} (𝜔), (A5)

where

~𝜒^{(+)}_{𝐴𝐵} (𝜔) ≡ 1 2 � ~𝜒_{𝐴𝐵} (𝜔) + ~𝜒^∗_{𝐵𝐴}(𝜔) � = [~𝜒^{(+)}_{𝐵𝐴} (𝜔)]^∗,

~𝜒^{(−)}_{𝐴𝐵} (𝜔) ≡ 1 2𝑖 � ~𝜒_{𝐴𝐵} (𝜔) − ~𝜒^∗_{𝐵𝐴}(𝜔) � = [~𝜒^{(−)}_{𝐵𝐴} (𝜔)]^∗,

(A6)

are Hermite and anti-Hermite contributions, respectively. By Eq. (A4), we have ~𝜒^{(+)}_{𝐴𝐵} (𝜔) = ~𝜒^{(+)}_{𝐵𝐴} (−𝜔), ~𝜒^{(−)}_{𝐴𝐵} (𝜔) = −~𝜒^{(−)}_{𝐵𝐴} (−𝜔), and

~𝜒^{(−)}_{𝐴𝐵} (𝜔) = 1 2𝑖 �_∞ −∞ d𝑡 𝑒^{𝑖𝜔𝑡} 𝜒_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑡), (A7)

which serves as the spectral density.

The correlation function is defined as

𝐶_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑡 − 𝜏) ≡ ⟨𝛿𝐴(𝑡)𝛿𝐵(𝜏)⟩ = ⟨𝛿𝐴(𝑡 − 𝜏)𝛿𝐵(0)⟩ . (A8)

It satisfies 𝐶_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑡 → ∞) = 0,

𝐶^∗_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑡) = 𝐶_{𝐵𝐴}(−𝑡) = 𝐶_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑡 − 𝑖𝛽ℏ) , (A9) and �𝐶_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑡) = ⟨𝛿 �𝐴(𝑡)𝛿𝐵(0)⟩ = −⟨𝛿𝐴(𝑡)𝛿 �𝐵(0)⟩ . (A10)

Similar to the definitions of Eqs. (A5) and (A6), we can denote ~𝐶_{𝐴𝐵} (𝜔) and ~𝐶_{𝐴𝐵} (𝜔) = ~𝐶^{(+)}_{𝐴𝐵} (𝜔) + 𝑖 ~𝐶^{(−)}_{𝐴𝐵} (𝜔). We have

~𝐶^{(+)}_{𝐴𝐵} (𝜔) = 1 2 �_∞ −∞ d𝑡 𝑒^{𝑖𝜔𝑡} 𝐶_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑡) = 𝑒^{𝛽ℏ𝜔} ~𝐶^{(+)}_{𝐵𝐴} (−𝜔). (A11)

The last identities in Eq. (A9) and Eq. (A11) accord to the detailed–balance relation. Related to the response function, obviously, there is 𝜒_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑡) = −^2_ℏ Im𝐶_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑡). We have further

~𝐶^{(+)}_{𝐴𝐵} (𝜔) = ℏ~𝜒 (−) 𝐴𝐵 (𝜔) 1 − 𝑒^{−𝛽ℏ𝜔}

. (A12)

This is the fluctuation–dissipation theorem (FDT) in quantum statistics. It serves as the fundamental relation between correlation and response functions.

Let us now turn to the classical statistical mechanics in which 𝐴 and 𝐵 are no longer operators and all correlation and response functions are real. Corresponding relations are in the high-temperature limit of the above quantum ones, with 𝛽 → 0 [see, e.g., Eq. (A9) and Eq. (A11)]. The definition of classical correlation function is similar to Eq. (A8) but with the average being over the ensemble distribution. The classical response function is resulted from classical linear response theory as

𝜒^{cl}_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑡) = −𝛽 �𝐶^{cl}_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑡), (A13)

or equivalently,

~𝜒^{cl (−)}_{𝐴𝐵} (𝜔) = 𝛽𝜔 ~𝐶^{cl (+)}_{𝐴𝐵} (𝜔), (A14)

which is the hight-temperature limit of Eq. (A12). The classical real correlation functions satisfy

𝐶^{cl}_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑡) = 𝐶^{cl}_{𝐵𝐴}(−𝑡), � ~ 𝐶^{cl}_{𝐴𝐵} (𝜔)

�_∗ = ~𝐶^{cl}_{𝐴𝐵} (−𝜔), (A15) and � ~ 𝐶^{cl (+)}_{𝐴𝐵} (𝜔)

�_∗

= ~𝐶^{cl (+)}_{𝐴𝐵} (−𝜔) = ~𝐶^{cl (+)}_{𝐵𝐴} (𝜔), � ~ 𝐶^{cl (−)}_{𝐴𝐵} (𝜔)

�_∗

= − ~𝐶^{cl (−)}_{𝐴𝐵} (−𝜔) = ~𝐶^{cl (−)}_{𝐵𝐴} (𝜔).

(A16)

The correspondence between quantum and classical response functions can also be easily found via the Kubo transformation,^{28} by which, the quantum response function [Eq. (A3)] can be rewritten as

𝜒_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑡) = −𝛽⟨ �𝐴̃(𝑡)𝐵(0)⟩, (A17)

with

𝐴̃(𝑡) = 1 𝛽 �_𝛽 0 d𝜆 𝑒^{𝜆𝐻T} 𝐴(𝑡)𝑒^{−𝜆𝐻𝑇} . (A18)

This transformation can be verified via the Kubo identity

[𝐴̂(𝑡), 𝑒^{−𝛽𝐻T} ] = −𝑒^{−𝛽𝐻T}

�_𝛽 0 d𝜆 𝑒^{𝜆𝐻T} [𝐴̂(𝑡), 𝐻_T ]𝑒^{−𝜆𝐻T} .

(A19) In the classical limit, operators correspond to physical observables commuting with each other, leading to Eq. (A18), 𝐴̃^{cl} (𝑡) = 𝐴^{cl} (𝑡). Thus, Eq. (A17) reduces to the classical correspondence, Eq. (A13). The classical response functions can also be written as [cf. Eq. (A10)]

𝜒^{cl}_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑡) = −𝛽𝐶^{cl}_{�𝐴𝐵} (𝑡) = 𝛽𝐶^{cl}_{𝐴 �𝐵} (𝑡). (A20)

Appendix B: Classical limit of bosonic field–free SBET

This appendix presents the classical limit of the bosonic field–free SBET. Firstly, we give the field–free version of the extended SBET. We recast Eq. (15) as 𝑅_{𝑂2𝑂1} (𝑡_2, 𝑡_1) = 𝑖𝐶_{𝑂2𝑂1} (𝑡_2 − 𝑡_1) where 𝐶_{𝑂2𝑂1} (𝑡) is defined with respect to the steady state in the limit of 𝑡_0 → −∞. We obtain from the extended SBET,

𝐶_{𝐹𝛼𝑣 𝑄𝑣′} (𝑡) = � 𝑣^{′′}

�_𝑡 0 d𝜏 𝜙_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′′ (𝑡 − 𝜏)𝜂_{𝛼𝑣}′′ 𝐶_{𝑄𝑣′′ 𝑄𝑣′} (𝜏)

− 2 ℏ Im � � 𝑣^{′′}

�_∞ 0 d𝜏 𝑐_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′′ (𝑡 + 𝜏)𝜂_{𝛼𝑣}′′ 𝐶_{𝑄𝑣′ 𝑄𝑣′′} (𝜏) �

= [𝐶_{𝑄𝑣′ 𝐹𝛼𝑣} (−𝑡)]^∗, (B1) and 𝐶_{𝐹𝛼𝑣 𝐹𝛼′ 𝑣′} (𝑡) = 𝛿_{𝛼𝛼}′ 𝑐_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′ (𝑡) + � 𝑣^{′′}

�_𝑡 0 d𝜏 𝜙_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′′ (𝑡 − 𝜏)𝜂_{𝛼𝑣}′′ 𝐶_{𝑄𝑣′′ 𝐹𝛼′𝑣′} (𝜏)

− 2 ℏ Im � � 𝑣^{′′}

�_∞ 0 d𝜏 𝑐_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′′ (𝑡 + 𝜏)𝜂_{𝛼𝑣}′′ 𝐶_{𝐹𝛼′𝑣′ 𝑄𝑣′′} (𝜏) � . (B2)

These are the multi–bath extensions of the SBET in Ref. 19.

The classical limit is obtained by using the Wigner representation and expanding the functions up to the first order of ℏ. In the Wigner representation, the basic algebra of operators reads �^ 𝐴𝐵̂ � 𝑊 (𝑝, 𝑞) = 𝐴_𝑊 (𝑝, 𝑞) exp � 𝑖ℏ 2 ↔ 𝑇 � 𝐵_𝑊 (𝑝, 𝑞), (B3)

where ↔ 𝑇 ≡ � 𝑘

← 𝜕 𝜕𝑞_𝑘 → 𝜕 𝜕 𝑝_𝑘 − ← 𝜕 𝜕 𝑝_𝑘 → 𝜕 𝜕𝑞_𝑘

. (B4)

We have for the correlation function,

𝐶_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑡) = � 𝐴_𝑊 (𝑡)𝐵_𝑊 (0) � cl + 𝑖ℏ 2 � {𝐴_𝑊 (𝑡), 𝐵_𝑊 (0)}_{PB} � cl + O(ℏ^2)

≡ 𝐶^{cl}_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑡) − 𝑖ℏ 2 𝜒^{cl}_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑡) + O(ℏ^2), (B5)

where the Poisson bracket is

{𝐴_𝑊 , 𝐵_𝑊 }_{PB} ≡ � 𝑘 � 𝜕 𝐴_𝑊 𝜕𝑞_𝑘

𝜕𝐵_𝑊 𝜕 𝑝_𝑘 − 𝜕 𝐴_𝑊 𝜕 𝑝_𝑘

𝜕𝐵_𝑊 𝜕𝑞_𝑘 � (B6)

and the average is

⟨𝐴_𝑊 (𝑡)𝐵_𝑊 (0)⟩_{cl} ≡ � 𝐴_𝑊 (𝑡)𝐵_𝑊 (0)𝜌^{st}_𝑊 � 𝑘 d𝑝_𝑘d𝑞_𝑘 2𝜋ℏ (B7)

with 𝜌^{st}_𝑊 being the steady state in the Wigner representation. In term of the Poisson bracket [Eq. (B6)], the dynamic observable satisfies �𝐴_𝑊 (𝑡) = {𝐴_𝑊 (𝑡), 𝐻_𝑊 }_{PB} + O(ℏ^2). (B8)

In Eq. (B5),

𝜒^{cl}_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑡) ≡ − � {𝐴_𝑊 (𝑡), 𝐵_𝑊 (0)}_{PB} � cl. (B9)

From Eqs. (A3) and (B3), we have

𝜒_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑡) = 𝜒^{cl}_{𝐴𝐵} (𝑡) + O(ℏ^2). (B10)

For later use, we denote

𝐶_{𝑄𝑣 𝑄𝑣′} (𝑡) ≡ 𝐶^{SS;cl}_{𝑣𝑣′} (𝑡) − 𝑖ℏ 2 𝜒^{SS;cl}_{𝑣𝑣′} (𝑡) + O(ℏ^2), (B11a)

𝐶_{𝐹𝛼𝑣 𝑄𝑣′} (𝑡) ≡ 𝐶^{𝛼S;cl}_{𝑣𝑣′} (𝑡) − 𝑖ℏ 2 𝜒^{𝛼S;cl}_{𝑣𝑣′} (𝑡) + O(ℏ^2), (B11b)

𝐶_{𝐹𝛼𝑣 𝐹𝛼′𝑣′} (𝑡) ≡ 𝐶^{𝛼𝛼′;cl}_{𝑣𝑣′} (𝑡) − 𝑖ℏ 2 𝜒^{𝛼𝛼′;cl}

𝑣𝑣^′ (𝑡) + O(ℏ

2), (B11c) and 𝑐_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′ (𝑡) = 𝑐^{cl}_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′ (𝑡) − 𝑖ℏ 2 𝜙^{cl}_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′ (𝑡) + O(ℏ^2). (B12)

In Eqs. (B1) and (B2),

𝜙_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′ (𝑡) = 𝜙^{cl}_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′ (𝑡) + O(ℏ^2) (B13)

is similar as Eq. (B10).

Substituting Eqs. (B11)-(B13) into Eqs. (B1) and (B2) followed by ℏ → 0, we obtain

𝐶^{𝛼S;cl}_{𝑣𝑣′} (𝑡) = � 𝑣^{′′}

�_𝑡 0 d𝜏 𝜙^{cl}_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′′ (𝑡 − 𝜏)𝜂_{𝛼𝑣}′′ 𝐶^{SS;cl}_{𝑣′′ 𝑣′} (𝜏) + � 𝑣^{′′}

�_∞ 0 d𝜏 𝜂_{𝛼𝑣}′′ � 𝑐^{cl}_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′′ (𝑡 + 𝜏) 𝜒^{SS;cl}_{𝑣′ 𝑣′′} (𝜏)

+ 𝜙^{cl}_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′′ (𝑡 + 𝜏)𝐶^{SS;cl}_{𝑣′ 𝑣′′} (𝜏) � (B14) and 𝐶^{𝛼𝛼′;cl}

𝑣𝑣^′ (𝑡) = 𝛿𝛼𝛼^′ 𝑐 cl 𝛼𝑣𝑣^′ (𝑡) + � 𝑣^{′′}

�_𝑡 0 d𝜏 𝜙^{cl}_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′′ (𝑡 − 𝜏)𝜂_{𝛼𝑣}′′ 𝐶^{S 𝛼′;cl}_{𝑣′′ 𝑣′} (𝜏) + � 𝑣^{′′}

�_∞ 0 d𝜏 𝜂_{𝛼𝑣}′′ � 𝜙^{cl}_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′′ (𝑡 + 𝜏)𝐶^{𝛼′ S;cl}_{𝑣′ 𝑣′′} (𝜏)

+ 𝑐^{cl}_{𝛼𝑣𝑣}′′ (𝑡 + 𝜏) 𝜒^{𝛼′ S;cl}_{𝑣′ 𝑣′′} (𝜏) � . (B15)

These are the classical SBET for any steady states. They intimately relate to the molecular dynamics simulation. For the single bath at the thermal equilibrium with Eq. (A13) existing, by taking the time derivative on both sides of Eqs. (B14) and (B15), the contributions from the

�_∞ 0 –integral–terms vanish and Eqs. (B14) and (B15) lead to the relations between response functions being of the same forms as the quantum SBET in Ref. 18. So far, we have verified it via molecular dynamics for the Brownian oscillator system.

Appendix C: Fermionic Bogoliubov transformation

Bogoliubov transformation for free fermions is introduced in detail here. By the Bogoliubov transformation in thermofield method, we could construct the effective zero temperature bath. Firstly, we add an assistant bath ({𝑎̂^{′†}_{𝛼 𝑗} , 𝑎̂^′_{𝛼 𝑗} }) for each reservoir, which does not affect the original system– and–environment dynamics. It results in

ℎ̃^{eff}_𝛼 = � 𝑗 (𝜖_{𝛼 𝑗} − 𝜇_𝛼) � 𝑎̂^†_{𝛼 𝑗} 𝑎̂_{𝛼 𝑗} − 𝑎̂^{′†}_{𝛼 𝑗}𝑎̂^′_{𝛼 𝑗} � . (C1)

It can be recast as

ℎ̃^{eff}_𝛼 = � 𝑗 (𝜖_{𝛼 𝑗} − 𝜇_𝛼) �^ 𝑑^{′†}_{𝛼 𝑗} 𝑑̂^′_{𝛼 𝑗} − 𝑑̂^†_{𝛼 𝑗} 𝑑̂_{𝛼 𝑗} � , (C2)

with the transformation

𝑎̂_{𝛼 𝑗} = � 1 − 𝑛̄_{𝛼 𝑗} 𝑑̂^′_{𝛼 𝑗} + � 𝑛̄_{𝛼 𝑗} 𝑑̂^†_{𝛼 𝑗} ,

𝑎̂^′_{𝛼 𝑗} = � 1 − 𝑛̄_{𝛼 𝑗} 𝑑̂_{𝛼𝑘} − � 𝑛̄_{𝛼 𝑗} 𝑑̂^{′†}_{𝛼 𝑗} ,

(C3)

and its inverse

𝑑̂_{𝛼 𝑗} = � 1 − 𝑛̄_{𝛼 𝑗}𝑎̂^′_{𝛼 𝑗} + � 𝑛̄_{𝛼 𝑗} 𝑎̂^†_{𝛼 𝑗} ,

𝑑̂^′_{𝛼 𝑗} = � 1 − 𝑛̄_{𝛼 𝑗} 𝑎̂_{𝛼 𝑗} − � 𝑛̄_{𝛼 𝑗} 𝑎̂^{′†}_{𝛼 𝑗} .

(C4)

Here, 𝑛̄_{𝛼 𝑗} = [𝑒^{𝛽𝛼 ( 𝜖𝛼 𝑗 −𝜇𝛼 )} + 1]^{−1} is the average occupation number for the Fermi–Dirac distribution. Equation (C2) can be easily verified via Eqs. (C3) and (C4), with noticing {𝑎̂_{𝛼 𝑗} , 𝑎̂^†_{𝛼′ 𝑗′} } = {𝑎̂^′_{𝛼 𝑗} , 𝑎̂^{′†}_{𝛼′ 𝑗′} } = {𝑑̂_{𝛼 𝑗} , 𝑑̂^†_{𝛼′ 𝑗′} } = {𝑑̂^′_{𝛼 𝑗} , 𝑑̂^{′†}_{𝛼′ 𝑗′} } = 𝛿_{𝛼𝛼}′ 𝛿_{𝑗 𝑗}′ , {𝑎̂_{𝛼 𝑗} , 𝑎̂_{𝛼′ 𝑗′} } = {𝑎̂^′_{𝛼 𝑗} , 𝑎̂^′_{𝛼′ 𝑗′} } = {𝑑̂_{𝛼 𝑗} , 𝑑̂_{𝛼′ 𝑗′} } = {𝑑̂^′_{𝛼 𝑗} , 𝑑̂^′_𝛼′_𝑗′ } = 0, and {𝑎̂_{𝛼 𝑗} , 𝑎̂^′_𝛼′_𝑗′ } = {𝑎̂_{𝛼 𝑗} , 𝑎̂^{′†}_{𝛼′ 𝑗′} } = {𝑑̂_{𝛼 𝑗} , 𝑑̂^′_{𝛼′ 𝑗′} } = {𝑑̂_{𝛼 𝑗} , 𝑑̂^{′†}_{𝛼′ 𝑗′} } = 0. Accordingly, the system– bath interacting term can be recast into � 𝛼𝑢 �^ 𝜓^†_𝑢𝐹̂_{𝛼𝑢} + h.c. � = � 𝛼𝑢 � 𝜓̂^†_𝑢 �𝐹̂^{(1)}_{𝛼𝑢} + 𝐹̂^{(2)†}_{𝛼𝑢} � + h.c. � (C5)

with

𝐹̂^{(1)}_{𝛼𝑢} = � 𝑗 𝑡^∗_{𝛼𝑢 𝑗} � 1 − 𝑛̄_{𝛼 𝑗} 𝑑̂^′_{𝛼 𝑗} , (C6a) and 𝐹̂^{(2)}_{𝛼𝑢} = � 𝑗 𝑡_{𝛼𝑢 𝑗} � 𝑛̄_{𝛼 𝑗} 𝑑̂_{𝛼 𝑗} . (C6b)

As known, a mixed state may be viewed as the reduction of one pure state in a higher dimensional Hilbert space. Such a pure state is called the purification of the original mixed state. We now try to find the purification of the thermal state. For simplicity, we go with the single–mode (𝜖_{𝛼 𝑗} ) case. The thermal state reads

𝜌_{𝛼 𝑗} (𝛽_𝛼, 𝜇_𝛼) = 𝑒^{−𝛽𝛼 ( 𝜖𝛼 𝑗 −𝜇𝛼 )𝑎̂†𝛼 𝑗 𝑎̂𝛼 𝑗}

𝑍_{𝛼 𝑗} = � 𝑛_{𝛼 𝑗} =0,1

𝑒^{−𝛽𝛼 𝑛𝛼 𝑗 ( 𝜖𝛼 𝑗 −𝜇𝛼 )}

𝑍_{𝛼 𝑗}

|𝑛_{𝛼 𝑗} ⟩⟨𝑛_{𝛼 𝑗} |, (C7)

where the partition function 𝑍_{𝛼 𝑗} = 1 + 𝑒^{−𝛽𝛼 ( 𝜖𝛼 𝑗 −𝜇𝛼 )} . The purification of the mixed state in Eq. (C7) reads

|𝜉_{𝛼 𝑗} ⟩ = 1 � 𝑍_{𝛼 𝑗} � 𝑛_{𝛼 𝑗} =0,1

𝑒^{−𝛽𝛼 𝑛𝛼 𝑗 ( 𝜖𝛼 𝑗 −𝜇𝛼 )/2} |𝑛_{𝛼 𝑗} ⟩|𝑛_{𝛼 𝑗} ⟩^′. (C8)

Here, we denote |𝑛_{𝛼 𝑗} ⟩ ≡ (𝑎̂^†_{𝛼 𝑗} )^{𝑛𝛼 𝑗} |0_{𝛼 𝑗} ⟩ and |𝑛_{𝛼 𝑗} ⟩^′ ≡ (𝑎̂^{′†}_{𝛼 𝑗} )^{𝑛𝛼 𝑗} |0_{𝛼 𝑗} ⟩^′. It is easy to verify that

𝜌_{𝛼 𝑗} = tr^′ � |𝜉_{𝛼 𝑗} ⟩⟨𝜉_{𝛼 𝑗} | � , (C9)

where tr^′ represents the partial trace with respect to the assistant bath degrees of freedom. For the multi–mode cases, the density operator and the corresponding purification are just the direct product of the single–mode ones. That is to say, |𝜉_𝛼⟩ =

�_𝑗

⊗|𝜉_{𝛼 𝑗} ⟩ and 𝜌_𝛼 =

�_𝑗

⊗𝜌_{𝛼 𝑗} . This finishes the purification of the grand canonical thermal state of each reservoir. It is easy to find that

𝑑̂_{𝛼 𝑗} |𝜉_{𝛼 𝑗} ⟩ = 𝑑̂^′_{𝛼 𝑗} |𝜉_{𝛼 𝑗} ⟩ = 0. (C10)

Thus

|𝜉⟩⟨𝜉| ≡ � 𝛼 𝑗 |𝜉_{𝛼 𝑗} ⟩⟨𝜉_{𝑎 𝑗} | (C11)

is indeed the vacuum state of ℎ̃^{eff}_𝛼 .

∗ Electronic address: wy2010@ustc.edu.cn † Electronic address: rxxu@ustc.edu.cn 1 U. Weiss, Quantum Dissipative Systems, World Scientific, Singapore, 2021, 5^{th} ed.

2 A. O. Caldeira and A. J. Leggett, “Path integral approach to quantum Brownian motion,” Physica A 121, 587 (1983).

3 H. Grabert, P. Schramm, and G. L. Ingold, “Quantum Brownian motion: The functional integral approach,” Phys. Rep. 168, 115 (1988).

4 A. G. Redfield, “The theory of relaxation processes,” Adv. Magn.

Reson. 1, 1 (1965).

5 G. Lindblad, “Brownian motion of a quantum harmonic oscillator,” Rep. Math. Phys. 10, 393 (1976).

6 Y. J. Yan, F. Shuang, R. X. Xu, J. X. Cheng, X. Q. Li, C. Yang, and H. Y. Zhang, “Unified approach to the Bloch-Redfield theory and quantum Fokker-Planck equations,” J. Chem. Phys. 113, 2068

(2000).

7 R. P. Feynman and F. L. Vernon, Jr., “The theory of a general quantum system interacting with a linear dissipative system,” Ann. Phys. 24, 118 (1963).

8 Y. Tanimura, “Nonperturbative expansion method for a quantum system coupled to a harmonic-oscillator bath,” Phys. Rev. A 41, 6676 (1990).

9 Y. A. Yan, F. Yang, Y. Liu, and J. S. Shao, “Hierarchical approach based on stochastic decoupling to dissipative systems,” Chem. Phys. Lett. 395, 216 (2004).

10 R. X. Xu, P. Cui, X. Q. Li, Y. Mo, and Y. J. Yan, “Exact quantum master equation via the calculus on path integrals,” J. Chem. Phys. 122, 041103 (2005).

11 Y. Tanimura, “Numerically “exact” approach to open quantum dynamics: The hierarchical equations of motion (HEOM),” J. Chem. Phys 153, 020901 (2020).

12 U. Fano, “Effects of configuration interaction on intensities and phase shifts,” Phys. Rev. 124, 1866 (1961).

13 A. E. Miroshnichenko, S. Flach, and Y. S. Kivshar, “Fano resonances in nanoscale structures,” Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 2257 (2010).

14 Y. J. Yan, “Theory of open quantum systems with bath of electrons and phonons and spins: Many-dissipaton density matrixes approach,” J. Chem. Phys. 140, 054105 (2014).

15 H. D. Zhang, R. X. Xu, X. Zheng, and Y. J. Yan, “Nonperturbative spin-boson and spin-spin dynamics and nonlinear Fano interferences: A unified dissipaton theory based study,” J. Chem. Phys. 142, 024112 (2015).

16 R. X. Xu, H. D. Zhang, X. Zheng, and Y. J. Yan, “Dissipaton equation of motion for system-and-bath interference dynamics,” Sci. China Chem. 58, 1816 (2015), Special Issue: Lemin Li Festschrift.

17 Y. Wang and Y. J. Yan, “Quantum mechanics of open systems:

Dissipaton theories,” J. Chem. Phys. 157, 170901 (2022). 18 P. L. Du, Y. Wang, R. X. Xu, H. D. Zhang, and Y. J. Yan, “Systembath entanglement theorem with Gaussian environments,” J. Chem. Phys. 152, 034102 (2020).

19 Y. Su, Y. Wang, R.-X. Xu, and Y. J. Yan, “Generalized system-bath entanglement theorem for Gaussian environments,” arXiv:2312.13618 (2023).

20 S. Mukamel, The Principles of Nonlinear Optical Spectroscopy, Oxford University Press, New York, 1995.

21 Y. J. Yan, L. E. Fried, and S. Mukamel, “Ultrafast pumpprobe spectroscopy: Femtosecond dynamics in Liouville space,” J. Phys. Chem. 93, 8149 (1989).

22 F. Shuang, C. Yang, and Y. J. Yan, “Dynamical semigroup Fokker-Planck equation approach to transient absorption and fluorescence upconversion spectroscopies,” J. Chem. Phys. 114, 3868 (2001).

23 H. Umezawa, Advanced Field Theory: Micro, Macro, and Thermal Physics, Springer, New York, 1995.

24 Y. J. Yan and R. X. Xu, “Quantum mechanics of dissipative systems,” Annu. Rev. Phys. Chem. 56, 187 (2005).

25 H. Gong, Y. Wang, H. D. Zhang, R. X. Xu, X. Zheng, and Y. J.

Yan, “Thermodynamic free–energy spectrum theory for open quantum systems,” J. Chem. Phys. 153, 214115 (2020).

26 P. L. Du, Z. H. Chen, Y. Su, Y. Wang, R. X. Xu, and Y. J. Yan, “Nonequilibrium system–bath entanglement theorem versus heat transport,” Chem. J. Chin. Univ. 42, 2155 (2021).

27 Y. Wang, Z. H. Chen, R. X. Xu, X. Zheng, and Y. J. Yan, “A statistical quasi–particles thermofield theory with Gaussian environments: System–bath entanglement theorem for nonequilibrium correlation functions,” J. Chem. Phys. 157, 044012 (2022).

28 R. Kubo, “Statistical-mechanical theory of irreversible processes.

I. General theory and simple applications to magnetic and conduction problems,” J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 12, 570 (1957).