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We investigate non-Markovian transport dynamics and signatures of the Kondo effect in a single
impurity Anderson model. The model consists of a quantum dot (QD) with ultra-strong coupling
to a left lead and weak coupling to a right lead acting as a detector. We calculate the waiting time
distribution (WTD) of electrons tunneling into the detector using a combination of the hierarchical
equations of motion approach (HEOM) and a dressed master equation. Oscillations emerge in the
short-time WTD, becoming more pronounced with stronger left-lead coupling. Fourier analysis re-
veals a blue shift in the oscillation frequency as coupling increases, indicating enhanced system-bath
hybridization. Crucially, comparison with a dressed master equation confirms that these oscilla-
tions are a direct consequence of non-Markovian system-bath correlations. We examine the Kondo
effect’s influence on these oscillations by varying the quantum dot’s Coulomb repulsion. Increasing
this interaction enhances the WTD oscillations, coinciding with the signatures of a strengthened
Kondo resonance in the quantum dot’s density of states. Our results demonstrate that WTD oscil-
lations offer a valuable tool for probing non-Markovian system-bath interactions and the emergence
of Kondo correlations within quantum dot systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Open quantum systems, where a system of interest is
coupled to one or more environments, exhibit rich dy-
namics that often deviate from the traditional Marko-
vian picture [1, 2]. In the Markovian approximation, the
system’s evolution is described by a memory-less mas-
ter equation, such as the Lindblad equation [3–5]. How-
ever, this approximation breaks down when the system-
environment coupling is strong or when the environ-
mental correlation times become long, leading to non-
Markovian dynamics [6–10].

Non-Markovian dynamics are characterized by the
backflow of information from the environment to the sys-
tem, giving rise to memory effects [11–14]. These effects
play a crucial role in various quantum processes, includ-
ing quantum transport in nanoscale devices [15–18]. Un-
derstanding and controlling non-Markovian effects is es-
sential for harnessing the full potential of quantum tech-
nologies, as they can profoundly impact the coherence
and entanglement properties of quantum systems [19–
24].

One striking manifestation of strong system-
environment coupling is the Kondo effect [25], which
arises from the many-body entanglement between elec-
trons in the system and those in the environment [26–32].
In particular, QDs have emerged as versatile platforms
for engineering and probing the Kondo effect [32–38],
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offering insights into the interplay between many-body
physics and quantum transport [39–43].

A powerful tool for studying the influence of non-
Markovian environments and the Kondo effect on quan-
tum transport [32, 42–46] is the WTD [47–64], which
quantifies the probability of observing electron trans-
fer events at different time intervals. the WTDs have
been extensively used to analyze electron transport in
QDs [47–51, 63, 65, 66], revealing coherent oscilla-
tions [47, 63], entanglement signatures [63], identifying
the Majorana states for the Majorana island device [65],
and the influence of non-Markovian environments [51].

Despite advances in understanding non-Markovian
transport, its interplay with the Kondo effect in shaping
the WTD remains largely unexplored. This work aims to
bridge this gap by studying a single impurity Anderson
model (SIAM), describing a QD ultra-strongly coupled
to a (left) non-Markovian lead and weakly coupled to a
detector (right) Markovian lead. This allows us to com-
bine the HEOM, describing the interaction with the left
lead, with a master equation to describe the right detec-
tor lead and allow us to obtain the WTD.

This approach reveals the emergence of short-time
oscillations in the WTD. These oscillations become
more pronounced when increasing the left-lead coupling.
Fourier analysis reveals this stronger coupling induces
a blue shift in the frequency domain, signifying the
enhanced system-environment interactions. Crucially,
these oscillations are absent when using the dressed mas-
ter equation alone, confirming their non-Markovian ori-
gin.

Furthermore, we explore the Kondo resonance’s in-
fluence on the WTD. Increasing Coulomb interactions
within the dot (impurity) strengthens the Kondo reso-
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nance in the density of states (DOS), as expected. Corre-
spondingly, the WTD oscillations are amplified, demon-
strating an indirect link between the Kondo effect and
non-Markovian transport dynamics.

FIG. 1. Schematic representation of the SIAM considered in
this study. The model depicts a single quantum dot (QD)
with spin configurations, ultrastrongly coupled to a left bath
(L) and weakly coupled to a right bath (R). The energy of
the electronic state in the QD is denoted by ϵ. U represents
the Coulomb repulsion energy between two electrons with op-
posite spins occupying the QD. Here, Wα and µα represent
the bandwidth and chemical potential of the lead (α = L, R),
respectively.

II. MODEL

We consider a SIAM as depicted in Fig. 1. The system
is comprised of a QD (the single impurity) coupled to two
leads. The QD can be occupied by either a single electron
or two electrons with different spin configurations σ =↑, ↓
(up, down). The total Hamiltonian of the system and
leads is (ℏ = 1)

HT = Hs +Hf +Hsf . (1)

Here, the impurity is described by the system Hamilto-
nian

Hs =
∑

α=↑,↓

ϵn̂σ + Un̂↑n̂↓, (2)

where the operator n̂σ = d†σdσ describes the number of
electrons with spin σ in the QD, each associated with
the annihilation operator dσ and the energy-level scale
ϵ. The Coulomb interaction between two electrons has a
strength given by the repulsion energy U and is described
by the non-linear operator n̂↑n̂↓.
The leads are described by the Hamiltonian

Hf =
∑
k,α,σ

ωk,α,σc
†
k,α,σck,α,σ, (3)

where ck,α,σ creates an electron in the state k of the α-th
lead (α ∈ {L,R}). The tunneling between the QD and

the leads is given by

Hsf =
∑
k,α,σ

gk,α,σ

(
c†k,α,σdσ + ck,α,σd

†
σ

)
, (4)

parametrized by the coupling strengths gk,α,σ. In
the continuum limit, these coefficients can be encoded
in a spectral density function for which we choose a
Lorentzian lineshape

Jα(ω) =
1

2π

ΓαW
2
α

(ω − µα)
2
+W 2

α

. (5)

Here, Γα describes the overall coupling strength between
the QD and the α-lead, while Wα and µα represent the
bandwidth and the chemical potential of the α-lead, re-
spectively.
In this work, we assume the system to be ultra-strongly

coupled to the left lead and only weakly coupled to the
right one, which can thereby be used as a detector with a
well-defined WTD. The effects of the fermionic leads on
the system are fully encoded in the two-time correlation
functions

Cν
α(t) = Trf

[∑
k

Γ2
α,kd

ν
σd

ν̄
σρf(0)

]
eνiωt

=
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
dωJα(ω)

[
1− ν

2
+ νneq

α (ω)

]
eνiωt,

(6)

in terms of the Fermi-Dirac distribution neq
α (ω) =

{exp[(ω−µα)/kBT ]+1}−1 at temperature T , where kB is
the Boltzmann constant. Here ν = ±1 characterizes the
distinction between particles and holes, and dν=1

σ = d†σ
and dν=−1

σ = dσ (with ν̄ = −ν). While the correlations
in Eq. (6) cannot in general be written in a closed an-
alytical form, it is usually advantageous to consider the
following ansatz

Cν
α(t) =

lmax∑
l=0

ηνl exp[−γα,ν,l(t)]. (7)

This representation expresses the correlation as an ex-
ponential series whose strength-coefficients ηνl and decay
rates γα,ν,l can be found using the Padé spectral decom-
positions as in [67, 68].
In order to capture the non-perturbative effects origi-

nating from the strong interaction with the left lead, we
employ the HEOM approach [68–70] which is, in princi-
ple, numerically exact [71] as it goes beyond the standard
master equations based on the Born-Markov approxima-
tion.
This enables us to comprehensively explore the in-

terplay between system-bath correlations and non-
Markovian transport characteristics. Explicitly, the
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FIG. 2. (a) W (J ; τ)/ΓR as a function of time Γt for different values of ΓL with U = 1Γ, where ΓR = 0.01Γ. The WTD
exhibits oscillations that become more pronounced as ΓL increases. (b) Spectrum of the WTD, W(J ;ω), obtained via the
Fourier transform of W(J ; τ) (Eq. (23)). As ΓL increases, the WTD spectrum shows not only an increase in the oscillation
amplitude but also a blue shift in the oscillation frequency.

HEOM for the strongly coupled QD-(left lead) system
can be written as

∂tρ
(m,p)
j (t) ≡ M̂ρ

(m,p)
j (t) , (8)

in terms of the HEOM Liouvillian superoperator M̂,
which characterizes the dynamics of the set of auxiliary

density operators (ADOs) defined by ρ
(m,p)
j (t). Here, the

pair (m, p) represents the mth level fermionic ADO with
parity p, and j denotes the vector [jm, · · · , j1], where
each j represents a specific ensemble with multi-index
{α, v, h, σf} in which σf specifies the remaining system
quantum numbers. The superoperator in Eq. (8) can be
explicitly defined by its action on the auxiliary density
matrices as

M̂ρ
(m,p)
j (t) = −

(
iL̂s +

m∑
w=1

γqw

)
ρ
(m,p)
j (t)

−i
∑
j′ /∈j

Âj′ρ
(m+1,p)

j+
(t)

−i

m∑
w=1

(−1)m−wB̂qwρ
(m−1,p)

j−w
(t).

(9)

Here, L̂s[·] = [Hs(t), ·] describes the system dynamics

while Âj and B̂j are the fermionic superoperators de-
scribing the system-bath interaction. Specifically, they
couple the mth-level-fermionic ADOs to the (m + 1)th-
level- and (m − 1)th-level-fermionic ADOs and they are
explicitly given by

Âj [·] = (−1)δp,−{dν̄σf
[·]− P̂s

[
[·]dν̄σf

]
},

B̂j [·] = (−1)δp,−{ηνα,hdνσf
[·] + (ην̄α,h)

∗P̂s

[
[·]dνσf

]
},

(10)

in terms of the parity operator P̂s whose action is defined
as

P̂s

[
ρ
(m,±)
j (t)dνσf

]
= ∓(−1)mρ

(m,±)
j (t)dνσf

. (11)

In contrast, the coupling to the right lead (which will
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FIG. 3. Non-Markovianity (N (Ĝ)) as a function of the cou-
pling strength between the quantum dot (QD) and the left
lead (ΓL) for different values of the environment’s bandwidth
(W ). The truncation of the HEOM tiers and the Padé series
are set to NH = 4 and lmax = 2, respectively. The results
show that the non-Markovianity becomes less significant as
W increases. This trend is observed for all values of ΓL pre-
sented. In other words, at a smaller fixed bandwidth (e.g.,
W = 0.1Γ), a stronger ΓL leads to an even higher degree of

N (Ĝ).
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primarily serve as a detector) can be modeled using the
typical assumptions valid in the weak-coupling regime.
This allows for an adequate description of the right-lead
influence on the QD using the Born-Markov quantum
master equation. At the same time, when strong sys-
tem interactions are present, such as those arising from a
large Coulomb repulsion U in the QD, the conventional
local Lindblad master equation can become unreliable.
This unreliability can manifest in unphysical predictions,
including excitations at absolute zero temperature [72]
or inaccurate electron occupation numbers within the
QD. To overcome these problems, it is possible to use a
dressed Born-Markov master equation (dBMME) which
is more accurate than the conventional local Lindblad
master equation [32] to model these regimes. This im-
provement relies on restricting bath-induced transitions
among system eigenstates |φi⟩ of Hs having energy ϵi.
Technically, this corresponds to writing the Lindblad dis-
sipator using the eigenbasis decomposition

∂tρs(t) = −i[Hs, ρs(t)] +
∑
α,σ

∑
ϵk−ϵl=ω

∑
p=±

γα,l→k(ω)×{
p |φk⟩ ⟨φl| ρps (t) |φl⟩ ⟨φk| −

1

2
{|φl⟩ ⟨φl| , ρps (t)}

}
,

(12)
where [·, ·] and {·, ·} denote the commutator and anti-
commutator, respectively. The transition rates in this
dBMMe equation are explicitly given by

γα,l→k(ω) = 2π
∑
ν=±1

∑
σ=↑,↓

|⟨φk|dνσ|φl⟩|2Jα(ω)neq
α (ω).

(13)
The full equation of motion can be obtained by incorpo-
rating the strong coupling effects [described by Eq. (8)]
and the weak coupling effects [described by Eq. (12)] to
model both non-Markovian and weak interaction to the
left and right leads, respectively. This is achieved by re-
placing the L̂s[·] term in Eq. (9) with the right-hand side
of Eq. (12). Of course, this approximation for the right
lead neglects hybridization between the system and the
left lead, but we have found (compared to a full HEOM
simulation by calculating the electron occupation number
for both leads) that these effects are negligible.

In order to analyze the statistical properties of the elec-
tron transport phenomena, WTD plays a crucial role. In
fact, electronic currents are defined by a series of individ-
ual electron tunneling events occurring at random time
intervals. The WTD quantifies the probability of observ-
ing an electron transfer in the detector electrode at a
specific time t+ τ , given that an electron was previously
detected in the same electrode at an earlier time t. Given
its experimental accessibility and also for analytical con-
venience, we now compute the WTD around the steady
state of this model we have described. The WTD in the
steady state is derived as follows [47, 55–57, 63, 65]

W(J ; τ) =
Tr
[
J eM̂0tJ ρst

]
Tr [J ρst]

. (14)

In this equation, ρst is the steady state of the auxil-
iary density operator (ADO) space, J is a superoper-
ator encoding the quantum jumps in the dynamics, and
M̂0 = M̂ − J is the superoperator evolving the system
in the absence of quantum jumps. Assuming conditions
in which the right lead only acts as a sink for electrons,
using Eq. (12), the quantum jump operator reads

J [ρs] =
∑

ϵk−ϵl=ω

γα,l→k(ω) |φk⟩ ⟨φl| ρs(t) |φl⟩ ⟨φk|

≡
4∑

i=1

Ji[ρs] ,

(15)
where the definition in the last line is introduced to high-
light specific electron transfer processes from the QD to
the right lead. Explicitly,

J1[ρs] = γR,↑→0(−ϵ)|0⟩⟨↑ |ρs| ↑⟩⟨0|
J2[ρs] = γR,↓→0(−ϵ)|0⟩⟨↓ |ρs| ↓⟩⟨0|
J3[ρs] = γR,↑↓→↓(−U)| ↓⟩⟨↑↓ |ρs| ↑↓⟩⟨↓ |
J4[ρs] = γR,↑↓→↑(−U)| ↑⟩⟨↑↓ |ρs| ↑↓⟩⟨↑ | ,

(16)

so that Ji describes transitions from the single-
occupancy states |σ⟩ (σ =↑, ↓) to the vacuum |0⟩ for
i = 1, 2, and from the double-occupancy state | ↑↓⟩ to
one with single-occupancy for i = 3, 4.
We can also define WTD for a specific electron transfer

process, described by the quantum jump superoperator
Ji, with

wi(τ) ≡ W(Ji; τ) =
Tr
[
Jie

M̂i
0τJiρst

]
Tr [Jiρst]

, (17)

where M̂i
0 = M̂ − Ji represents the superoperator gov-

erning the evolution without the specific jump process
Ji.
Since the left lead is allowed to exhibit non-Markovian

effects, it is useful to introduce a measure to quantify the
degree of non-Markovianity. In a Markovian process, in-
formation flows unidirectionally from the system to the
environment, leading to increasingly indistinguishable
quantum states over time. Conversely, non-Markovian
behavior allows for information to flow back to the sys-
tem, potentially overcoming this loss of distinguishabil-
ity. The trace distance, defined as

D(ρ1, ρ2) =
1

2
Tr

[√
(ρ1 − ρ2)†(ρ1 − ρ2)

]
, (18)

quantifies the distinguishability between two quantum
states, ρ1 and ρ2. From Eq. (8), the reduced state of
the QD system is defined as

ρs(t) = ρ(0,+)(t) = Ĝ(t)[ρ(0,+)(0)], (19)

where Ĝ(t) = exp(M̂t) is the superoperator which prop-
agates all ADOs. For a Markovian process, the distin-
guishability D(ρs1(t), ρs2(t)) between two different ini-
tial states s1 and s2 of the QD monotonically decreases
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FIG. 4. (a) W(J ; τ) calculated by using HEOM+dBMME method (solid) and dBMME (dashed). In the strong coupling
regime (ΓL > ...), dBMME fails to capture short-time oscillations. (b), (c) Individual electron WTDs, wi(τ), at ΓL = 0.5Γ
and ΓL = Γ. HEOM+dBMME reveals significant short-time oscillations in all wi(τ) – a feature absent in dBMME results.
Electrons predominantly emit from single occupation states (| ↑⟩ or | ↓⟩, related to J1,2) rather than the double occupation
state (| ↑↓⟩, J3,4)

over time. However, for non-Markovian systems, a non-
monotonic behavior emerges as a result of information
backflow. As a consequence, we can quantify the degree
of non-Markovianity by considering the difference in dis-
tinguishability with respect to the Markovian case for all
possible initial states as

N (Ĝ) = max
ρs1,s2(0)

∑
i

[D(ρs1(bi), ρs2(bi))

−D(ρs1(ai), ρs2(ai))].

(20)

Here the index i labels the times intervals (ai, bi) during
which the rate of change of the trace distance is positive,
indicating an increase in distinguishability due to non-
Markovian information flow [12], i.e.,

d

dt
D(ρs1(t), ρs2(t)) > 0 , (21)

for t ∈ (ai, bi). In the following section, we use these tech-
nical tools to analyze the electronic transport properties
of the model defined in Eq. (1).

III. RESULTS

We begin with an analysis of the full WTD for different
values of the coupling strength to the bath ΓL with a
constant on-site Coulomb interaction energy of U = 1Γ,
and for a system initially at equilibrium with chemical
potential µ = 0. Here and throughout the article, we use
Γ as a reference scale for all energy parameters. In Fig. 2
we show the short-time behavior of the WTD, where we
further set kBT = 0.5Γ, and constrained the energy of
the QD level to ϵ = −0.1Γ

A. WTD reveals non-Markovian signature

To compute the distinguishability of the states
during the dynamics, we used Eq. (20) by max-
imizing over all pairs of initial conditions taken
from the set {|0⟩, | ↑⟩, | ↓⟩, | ↑↓⟩, |+⟩, |−⟩} where |±⟩ =

1/
√
2 (| ↑⟩ ± | ↓⟩). As expected, non-Markovian effects

become increasingly pronounced as the system transi-
tions into the non-Markovian regime. This observation
is evident in Fig. 3, where stronger coupling strengths
(ΓL ranging from 0.1Γ to Γ) lead to an increase in dis-
tinguishability. We observe that this feature is absent
when the HEOM is replaced with a Markovian master
equation to model the strong coupling to the left lead,
demonstrating its inability to capture non-Markovian ef-
fects. On the other hand, the result using the HEOM
further shows that this effect is particularly pronounced
when the lead bandwidths (WL,R = W ) are narrower,
specifically for W < 0.16Γ. This suggests that narrower
fermionic bandwidths can amplify non-Markovian effects.

To analyze the influence of the system-bath coupling
strength on non-Markovianity, we now investigate the
waiting-time distribution (WTD), W(J ; τ), across dif-
ferent values of ΓL at constant bandwidth WL,R = W =
0.1Γ for the leads. As shown in Fig. 2(a), a key feature
emerges in the behavior of W(J ; τ). In fact, in a regime
where ΓL > 0.1Γ, oscillations in the waiting time distri-
bution emerge. Interestingly, the frequency of these os-
cillations increases for stronger interactions between the
system and the left lead. We remark that, here, this be-
havior is driven by system-bath interactions rather than
the presence of coherent interactions [73, 74], or spin-
state transitions within the system [53, 75].

To further describe the oscillatory behavior of the
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WTD, we now consider its one-sided Fourier transform

W(J ;ω) =

∣∣∣∣∫ ∞

0

dτeiωτW(J ; τ)

∣∣∣∣ , (22)

which can be written as [63]

W(J ;ω) =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
Tr

[
J
(
iω11− M̂0

)−1

J ρst

]
Tr [J ρst]

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ . (23)

We analyze this quantity in Fig. 2(b) where we observe an
overall shift in the oscillation frequencies as ΓL increases.
This justifies the origin of this shift with the emergence
of a stronger system-bath hybridization. We note that
an equivalent behavior is also present using a simplified
model in which the impurity is replaced by a single charge
(see Appendix A for details).

To confirm the role of the non-perturbative effects in
capturing the WTD oscillations, in Fig. 4, we compare
the results when either the HEOM or the dBMME is
used to describe the strong interaction to the left lead.
As expected, the dBMME approach is not able to cor-
rectly model the non-perturbative effects characterizing
the coupling to the left lead, thereby failing to reproduce
the WTD oscillations shown by the HEOM.

In order to refine this analysis to find the dominant
processes in the electronic transport, we now calculate
the individual waiting time distributions wi(τ) for each
quantum jump defined in Eq. (15). These are the WTD
for electrons tunneling out of the QD from its single-
occupancy states (|σ =↑, ↓⟩, for i = 1, 2) and the double-
occupancy state (| ↑↓⟩, for i = 3, 4).

In Fig. 4(b) and (c), we observe that the peak prob-
ability of wi=1,2(τ) is significantly higher than that of
wi=3,4(τ). This indicates a preference for the QD to
occupy single-occupancy states, likely due to the large
on-site Coulomb repulsion energy (U) disfavoring dou-
ble occupancy. In other words, tunneling to the right
lead is dominated by events involving the QD single oc-
cupancy states. However, the presence of oscillatory be-
havior for all wi(τ) suggests that events involving single-
to-empty and double-to-single state transitions are both
influenced by the coherent effects characterizing the in-
teraction to the left lead. In addition to the identical
jump events in the WTD, we also investigated compo-
nents of W(J ; τ) incorporating two distinct quantum
jump events. These components exhibited only minor
contributions to W(J ; τ), implying weak correlations be-
tween different jump types. The detail is presented in
Appendix B. It is interesting to further analyze the rela-
tion between these non-Markovian features and the emer-
gence of entanglement between the QD and the bath elec-
trons which leads to the Kondo effect.
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FIG. 5. Density of states and Kondo resonance dependence
on coupling strength. A(ω) is the Spin-up electron density
of states A(ω). Two Hubbard peaks appear, along with a
central Kondo peak for ΓL ≥ 0.3Γ. The Kondo peak signifies
an equilibrium many-body entangled state between the QD
and left lead, and its intensity increases slightly with coupling
strength (inset). Inset: ∆A(ωK), the difference in Kondo peak
intensity between kBT = 0.5Γ and kBT = 5Γ, as a measure
of Kondo resonance. Larger ∆A(ωK) correlates with stronger
coupling and higher-frequency oscillations in W(J ; τ)

B. WTD and the Kondo correlation

To analyze the interplay between non-Markovianity
and Kondo physics, we introduce the DOS of the QD,
which is an important quantity to characterize the elec-
tronic behavior of the system [76]. The DOS of the QD

πAσ(ω) = Re

{∫ ∞

0

dt
〈
{dσ(t), d†σ(0)}

〉
eiωt

}
, (24)

depends on system correlations which can be computed
using the parity-dependent HEOM approach [68, 77] in

Eq. (8) and Eq. (12). Here, ⟨Ô⟩ denotes the expectation

value of the system operator Ô. In the absence of an
applied magnetic field, the QD exhibits spin-independent
DOS. Therefore, in the following, we will focus on the
DOS of the spin-up state, i.e., on the quantity A(ω) ≡
Aσ=↑(ω). As shown in Fig. 5, the DOS exhibits two
Hubbard peaks located, for weak system-bath coupling,
at the resonant energies ϵ and ϵ + U corresponding to
singly and double occupied states, respectively. At strong
coupling to the left lead, a central Kondo resonance peak
appears as a manifestation of the equilibrium many-body
entanglement between single electron states in the system
and the electrons in the reservoir continuum.
Increasing ΓL slightly enhances and blue-shifts the

Kondo peak. However, this increase is subtle due to
the proximity of the single-occupation distribution to the
Kondo resonance. This proximity can be attributed to
the central peak height. Since Kondo correlations are
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FIG. 6. (a) Density of states (DOS) for varying Coulomb repulsion energies, U . (b) Difference in Kondo peak intensity
between kBT1 = 0.5Γ and kBT2 = 5Γ, a measure of Kondo resonance strength. Larger differences correspond to stronger Kondo
resonance at larger U . Inset: Kondo peaks at both temperatures (curves: kBT = 0.5Γ; scatters: kBT = 5Γ).

highly temperature-sensitive (thermal fluctuations read-
ily disrupt them [25, 78–80]), increasing the lead temper-
ature rapidly suppresses the DOS Kondo peak [32, 81–
83].

To isolate the true Kondo correlation within the DOS,
we examine how the Kondo peak diminishes as the tem-
perature exceeds the Kondo temperature (where the DOS
central peak height remains fixed). We compare a higher
temperature, T2 = 5Γ, to a lower one, T1 = 0.5Γ, and
calculate the difference in Kondo peak height:

∆A(ωK) = A(ωK, T1)−A(ωK, T2), (25)

where ωK is the Kondo peak frequency. As ΓL increases,
∆A(ωK) also increases, signifying a stronger Kondo cor-
relation induced by the enhanced QD-lead coupling (see
the inset in Fig. 5).

In this specific instance, one can quantify the strength
of the Kondo correlation from the properties of the DOS.
However, in cases when the dependence of the Kondo-
peak height with respect to the lead-coupling is difficult
to resolve, oscillations in the WTD could serve as an
alternative indicator to quantify the effects of system-
bath non-Markovianity on the Kondo correlation.

Intriguingly, when the SIAM’s repulsion energy U is
significantly reduced, its WTD behavior exhibits simi-
larities to that of the coupled charge-lead system. This
observation highlights the crucial role of the repulsion
energy in differentiating the SIAM’s behavior from the
charge-lead system. Moreover, the repulsion energy U
contributes to the formation of a localized magnetic mo-
ment at the QD site by energetically penalizing the oc-
cupation of the same site with a second electron. This

localized moment then interacts with the conduction elec-
trons in the lead, giving rise to the Kondo correlations.
As we increase U from 0.4Γ to Γ within the SIAM sys-
tem, we observe not only the expected blue shift of the
positive frequency Hubbard peak, but also a reduction
in the central peak’s height [Fig. 6(a)]. Importantly, this
decrease in the central peak is primarily due to the di-
minished contribution of double-occupancy distribution.
The positive-frequency Hubbard peak significantly over-
laps the central peak at smaller U values. Consequently,
it becomes challenging to quantify the Kondo peak solely
through DOS analysis. However, as shown in Fig. 6(b),
∆A(ωk) increases at larger U values. This trend indi-
cates stronger Kondo resonances in the presence of a
more intense Coulomb repulsion energy. This is illus-
trated in the inset of Fig. 6(b) which compares the DOS
around the Kondo peak frequency at two temperatures,
T1 and T2. At the higher temperature (T2 = 5Γ), the
Kondo peak is suppressed. Consequently, the difference
∆A(ωk) directly reflects this change in the Kondo reso-
nance’s strength.

To gain more insight, we examine the influence of U on
the WTD. By defining wi(ω) as the Fourier-transform of
wi(τ), we observe that an increase in U causes an amplifi-
cation of the oscillation width for wi=1(ω) and a suppres-
sion for wi=3(ω), see Fig. 7(a) and Fig. 7(c), respectively.
This is due to the fact a strong Coulomb blockade reduces
the probability of double occupancy, thereby increasing
the frequency of jump events from |σ⟩ (for σ =↑ or ↓) to
the empty state.

Since a larger U effectively increases the separation be-
tween the QD singly and doubly occupied states, it also
increases the stability of the localized magnetic moment,
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FIG. 7. Fourier-transformed WTD for different U . (a) W(J ;ω). The oscillation amplitude increases with stronger Coulomb
interaction U . (b), (c) Individual Fourier-transformed WTDs wi=1(ω) and wi=3(ω), showing enhanced oscillations for wi=1(τ)
and suppressed oscillations for wi=3(τ) with increasing U .

thereby enhancing the Kondo correlations by making the
system more conducive to Kondo screening. As a con-
sequence, this demonstrates that a larger oscillation am-
plitude for the quantities W(J ;ω) and wi=1(ω) coincide
with, and can serve as an indicator of, an enhancement
of the Kondo resonance.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we have investigated the non-Markovian
transport dynamics in a single impurity Anderson model.
Specifically, we considered a quantum dot ultrastrongly
coupled to a lead injecting electrons and weakly coupled
to a detector-lead. At short times, we observed the emer-
gence of non-Markovianity signatures in terms of oscilla-
tions in the waiting time distribution (evaluated numer-
ically using the hierarchical equations of motion and a
Born-Markov master equation).

As the coupling to the injecting lead is increased, these
oscillations become more pronounced and blue-shifted in
frequency. This effect is due to the hybridization be-
tween the system and the ultra-strongly coupled lead as
confirmed by the impossibility to reproduce it using a
Markovian master equation.

By tuning the Coulomb repulsion in the quantum dot,
we further explored the corresponding signatures in terms
of the Kondo effect. In fact, by increasing the interaction
between electrons in the dots, we observed the concurrent
enhancement of both the Kondo resonance and the oscil-
lations in the waiting time distribution. This sheds light
on the relations and influence between non-Markovian
system-bath correlations and the properties of the elec-
tron waiting time distribution and Kondo physics. As an
outlook, this work could be extended by calculating the
WTD deep in the Kondo regime using fermionic pseu-
domodes to model strong system-bath interactions [84].

At the same time, an analysis of the full counting statis-
tics [16, 59, 66, 85] using the hierarchical equations of mo-
tion could further illuminate the role of non-Markovian
effects in electron transport.
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FIG. 8. A quantum dot (QD) with a single energy level (ϵ)
is ultra-strongly coupled to its left lead (characterized by a
bandwidth WL = 0.1Γ and a chemical potential µL = 0) and
weakly coupled to its right lead (characterized by WR = 0.1Γ
and µR = 0). A detector placed in correspondence to the
right lead is assumed to measure the waiting time distribution
W(J ; τ).
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Appendix A: single charge

To gain more intuition over the physics analyzed in
the main text, here we consider a system made out of
a single charge, see Fig. 8. By comparing the results of
the HEOM and a Markovian master equation, we show
that, even in this simplified setting, non-Markovian ef-
fects cause the emergence of oscillations in the WTD.
We further characterize the blue shift on the oscillation
frequency using a pseudo-fermion toy-model.

1. Model

We consider a single charge coupled to two leads, as
shown in Fig. 8 and described by the Hamiltonian

Hs = ϵd†d,

Hf =
∑
k,α

ωk,αc
†
k,αck,α

Hsf =
∑
k,α

gk,αc
†
k,αd+ g∗k,αd

†ck,α.

(A1)

Here, d† creates an electron in the QD, while c†k,α cre-

ates an electron in the lead α ∈ {L,R}. In the absence
of Coulomb interactions within the QD, the quantum
jump superoperator for this single charge case simplifies
to J [·] = d[·]d†.

2. Results

In this section, we explore how the non-Markovianity
of the system-bath interactions affects the waiting time
distribution, W(J ; τ). In particular, we will show the
dependence of the oscillation amplitude and the spectral
blue shift in the WTD as a function of ΓL, in the short-
time limit.

As shown in Fig. 9(a), oscillations in W(J ; τ) emerge
and become increasingly pronounced at stronger values of
ΓL. In Fig. 9(b) we further analyze the spectral features
of the WTD revealing two effects: an amplification of the
oscillation amplitude and a blue shift in the oscillation
frequency as ΓL increases.

The enhancement of the oscillation amplitude likely
arises from non-Markovian effects due to stronger
system-bath interactions. To support this point of view,
we show that, indeed, non-Markovian effects exist and
become more evident as the system-bath interaction in-
creases which also contributes to the spectral blue-shift.
We do this in Fig. 10 where we plot the non-Markovianity
N (Ĝ) (which quantifies the back-flow of information from
the environment to the system) as a function of ΓL. The

monotonic increase in N (Ĝ) with ΓL is consistent with
the enhanced oscillation amplitude in the WTD, as they
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FIG. 9. (a) W(J ; τ) for different coupling strengths ΓL =
0.1, 0.3, 0.5, 1Γ to the left lead. Oscillations emerge in the
short-time regime for ΓL > 0.1Γ, with their frequency in-
creasing at larger ΓL. Here, the parameters are ϵ = −0.1Γ,
kBT = 0.5Γ, and W = 0.1Γ. (b) Fourier-transform W(J ;ω)
of the WTD. Both the amplitude of the peaks and the overall
blue shift are enhanced at larger ΓL, i.e. for stronger system-
bath coupling.

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
ΓL/Γ

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

N
(Ĝ
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FIG. 10. Non-Markovianity N (Ĝ) as a function of the cou-
pling strength ΓL to the left lead . In the single charge model
considered here, N (Ĝ) increases monotonically with ΓL.
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FIG. 11. WTD for a pseudo-fermion toy model. In (a) we
plot W(J ; τ), with parameters given by ϵs = ϵb = −0.1Γ,
W = 0.1Γ, g = 0.05Γ, and kBT = 0.5Γ. In (b) we plot
the Fourier-transformW(J ;ω), as a function of the system-
(pseudo-fermion) coupling strength g. Increasing g induces a
blue shift in the WTD oscillation frequency, consistently with
Eq. (A4).

both originate from the presence of stronger system-bath
interaction.

We are now going to present a toy model to justify
these effects more in detail.

In fact, for sufficiently strong couplings, coherent ef-
fects can start to manifest in the energy exchange be-
tween the system and the bath. To model this, we are
going to approximate the left lead with a pseudo-fermion
coherently coupled to the system as described by the
Hamiltonian

Ht
T = Ht

s +Ht
f +Ht

sf . (A2)

Here, Ht
s characterizes the system quantum dot, Ht

f de-
scribes both the pseudo-fermion (modeling the left lead)
and the right lead (acting as a detector), and Ht

sf is the
interaction Hamiltonian between the system and both
leads.

These Hamiltonians are specifically defined as follows
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FIG. 12. Contributions from two subsequent jumps Ji and
Jj in W(J ; τ). (a) the scale of WSS(τ) shows that the value
of W(J ; τ) is dominated by contributions from events involv-
ing two JS jumps. (b) Here, we plot the contributions from
different jump events, i.e., for Ji and Jj with i ̸= j. We note
that WSD(τ = 0) is non-zero since Tr[JSJDρst] ̸= 0 allowing
two electrons to jump at the same time. On the other hand,
Tr[JDJSρst] = 0, which implies that WDS(τ = 0) = 0. (c)
WDD(τ). Since electrons are not likely to jump from the | ↑↓⟩
state, the contribution from WDD(τ) is negligible compared
to other double-jump events. Here, W = 0.1Γ, ϵ = −0.1Γ,
U = 1Γ, ΓL = 1Γ, and ΓR = 0.01Γ.
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Ht
s = ϵsd

†
sds,

Ht
f = ϵbd

†
bdb +

∑
k

ωkc
†
kck,

Ht
sf = g(d†sdb + d†bds) +

∑
k

gk(c
†
kds + d†sck),

(A3)

in terms of the fermionic creation operators for the sys-

tem d†i=s, for the pseudo-fermion d†i=b, and for the elec-

trons in the right-lead c†k. Here, g is the interaction
strength between the system and the pseudo-fermion.

Interestingly, this model allows to analytically estimate
the frequency of the oscillations in the WTD shown in
Fig. 11(a) as

1

2

√
(γe − γa)2 − 16g2, (A4)

where γe = JR(ϵ)(1 − neq
α (ϵ)) and γa = JR(ϵ)n

eq
α (ϵ). In

fact, Eq. A4 clearly shows the blue shift in frequency as
g is increased as observed in Fig. 11(b). These findings
align with the data provided in Fig. 9 to provide fur-
ther evidence that strong system-bath interactions lead
to the emergence of both the non-Markovian oscillations
in W(J ; τ) and the corresponding blue shift in the fre-
quency domain.

Appendix B: Decomposition of W(J ; τ)

Here, we analyze a decomposition of the W(J ; τ) in
terms of different jump processes for the SIAM case. In
fact, the full interaction operator J encodes the effects of
different processes such as the jumps J1 and J2 of elec-
trons from the single occupation state and the jumps J3

and J4 of electrons from the double occupation state into
a single occupied one. More specifically, we can define
J = JS+JD in terms of JS = J1+J2 and JD = J3+J4

and decompose the WTD as

W(J ; τ) =
Tr
[
(JS + JD)e

M̂0τ (JS + JD)ρst

]
Tr [J ρst]

= WSS(τ) +WDD(τ) +WSD +WDS(τ),

(B1)

where

Wij(τ) =
Tr
[
Jie

M̂0τJjρst

]
Tr [J ρst]

. (B2)

In other words, Wij(τ) characterizes the effects of of the
jump Jj followed by the jump Jj after a time τ .

We can now investigate Wij(τ) in the case when
the impurity is at equilibrium (µ = 0) in the ultra-
strong coupling regime to the left lead (ΓL = 1Γ) and
weak coupling to the right lead (ΓR = 0.01Γ). We
also consider a large repulsion U = 1Γ which implies
Tr[JSρst] ≫ Tr[JDρst] and justifies the relative scales
WSS(τ) ≫ WSD(τ),WDS(τ),WDD(τ) in Fig. 12. In fact,
in this regime, processes for which an electron leaves
the system are mostly determined by JS, which leads to
WSS(τ) ≈ W(J ; τ) in Fig. 12(a). At the same time, the
fact that the jumps JD bring the system to the singly-
occupied state further implies that Tr[JSJDρst] ̸= 0,
which is manifested in the non-zero value for WDS(τ = 0)
in Fig. 12(b). Similarly, JS characterizes jumps into the
empty state, resulting in Tr[JDJSρst] and WDS(τ = 0) =
0. Furthermore, Fig. 12(c) shows that processes which in-
volve two consecutive jumps in JD are less likely to hap-
pen, minimizing the influence of WDD(τ) on W(J ; τ).
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