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We study coherent energy transfer of a single excitatioraiagitum entanglement in a dimer, which consists
of a donor and an acceptor modeled by two two-level systerasv@&:n the donor and the acceptor, there exists a
dipole-dipole interaction, which provides the physicakimanism for coherent energy transfer and entanglement
generation. The donor and the acceptor couple to two indigperheat baths with diagonal couplings that do
not dissipate the energy of the non-coupling dimer. Spettahtion is paid to theffect on single-excitation
energy transfer and entanglement generation of the enetgpidg between the donor and the acceptor and the
temperatures of the two heat baths. It is found that, theghitiby for single-excitation energy transfer largely
depends on the energy detuning in the low temperature li@dncretely, the positive and negative energy
detunings can increase and decrease the probability alysségte, respectively. In the high temperature limit,
however, the fect of the energy detuning on the probability is negligibihedl. We also find that the probability
is negligibly dependent on the bath temperatuféedénce of the two heat baths. In addition, it is found that
guantum entanglement can be generated in the process akoblemergy transfer. As the bath temperature
increases, the generated steady-state entanglemenasiexrelor a given bath temperature, the steady-state
entanglement decreases with the increase of the absolueafthe energy detuning.

PACS numbers: 03.65.Yz, 71.35.-y, 03.67.Mn

I. INTRODUCTION the second order in the interactions between the pigmedts an
their environments.

Coherent excitation energy transfer is an important step of With the above considerations, in this article we study
photosynthesis [1], in which photosynthetic pigments gept ~ Single-excitation energy transfer in a dimer, which cotssié
the solar light to create electronic excitations and thangs @ donor and an acceptor modeled by two two-level systems.
fer the excitation energy to a reaction center [2—7]. Usyall Obviously, when the donor and the acceptor are decoupled, it
the transfer of a single excitation from the pigment wheee th is impossible to realize energy transfer between them. érher
electronic excitation is created to the reaction centenvierg ~ fore, the simplest way to realize energy transfer is to turn o
complicated physical process, since the practical trapsée @ non-trivial interaction (for example, the dipole-dipaiéer-
cess takes place on a complicated network of pigments. Howaction) between the donor and the acceptor. Then a single
ever, the basic physical mechanism can be revealed in su@xcitation can coherently oscillate between the donor had t
a light-harvesting complex by studying a basic part: a dime®cceptor. However, in this case, there is no steady-statggn
system which consists of a donor and an acceptor modeled yansfer, namely the transferred energy can not approagh to
two two-level systems. stationary value. In the presence of environments, the dono

On a complicated network of pigments, there generally exf’md the acceptor vinI inevitably couple with environmerits.
' eneral, the coupling form between the donor (acceptor) and

ist two kinds of interactions. On one hand, between any tw . P ) :
its environment is diagonal in the representation of the fre

pigments there exists a dipole-dipole interaction, whieh r L . .
sults in excitation energy transfer. On the other hand, thé—lamntonlan of the donor (acceptor). Physically, due ts thi

pigments interact inevitably with their surrounding eovis ~ YP€ Of coupling, although the excitation energy will not de
ments such as the nuclear degrees of freedom and the proteiﬁgy into the environments, it will induce a steadyjstate_rgme .
Corresponding to dlierent cases for the scale of the two kind transfer between the donor a_nq the acceptor. Since in praci
of interactions, derent approaches have been proposed t(t;al cases both the characteristic frequency and the hdat bat
study the single-excitation energy transfer. Concretehen temperatures of the d_onor and the acceptor may ﬁerd_nt

the dipole-dipole interactions befween any two pigmengs grdue to diferent chemical structures, we study in detail how

much weaker than the interactions of the pigments with thei"'he characteristic frequencies and the heat bath tempesatu

environments, the energy transfer process can be well cha?—'c the donor and acceptoffact the diciency of the excita-

acterized by the Forster theofy [8], in which the evolutidn tion energy transfer. This is one point of the motivations of
the network is calculated perturbatively up to the secodéior our present work.

in the dipole-dipole interactions between the pigmentseWh  In the presence of the interactions between the pigments
the interactions of the pigments with their environments ar for transferring energy, a naturally arising question isvho
much weaker than the dipole-dipole interactions betwegn anabout the quantum entanglement among the pigments which
two pigments, various approaches based on the quantum maare involved in the energy transfer process. Because quan-
ter equation have been proposed (e.g., Refs. [9-23]), intwhi tum entanglement is at the heart of the foundation of quantum
the evolution of the network is calculated perturbativgifa  mechanics|[24, 25] and quantum information science (e.g.,
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Refs. [26, 27]), it is interesting to know how is the dynam-

ics of the created quantum entanglement in the dimer sy: T

tem during the process of single-excitation energy transfe f

This is the other point of the motivations of our present in- :IZ

vestigations. In fact, recently people have become aware 2

guantum entanglement in some chemical and biologic sy: acceptop

tems (e.g., Refs| [17, 28-32]) such as photosynthetic-ligh

harvesting complexes [1/7,131, 32]. heat bath heat bath
This article is organized as follows: In S&d. I, we presen (@)

the physical model and the Hamiltonian for studying the

single-excitation energy transfer. A dimer consists of aato

and an acceptor, which are immersed in two independenthe | @*@)/2 1 n)

baths. Between the donor and the acceptor, there exists (@-w)/2 ] Im)

dipole-dipole interaction, which provides the physicakime-

nism for coherent excitation energy transfer and entangeém

generation. In Se€_lll, we derive a quantum master equatic | ~@*@7/24 [n.)

to describe the evolution of the dimer. Based on the quantu

master equation we obtain optical Bloch equations and the

solutions. In Se¢. 1V, we study single-excitation energys-

fer from the donor to the acceptor. Thifeet on the transfer 5 . (Color online) (a) Schematic of the physical syster.

probability of the energy detuning and the bath temperature 4on0r and an acceptor are immersed in two independent hewat ba
are studied carefully. In SeClV, we study the quantum er of temperature§; and T, respectively. A dipole-dipole interac-
tanglement between the donor and the acceptor by calogilatiition of strength¢ exists between the donor and the acceptor, which
the concurrence. We conclude this work with some remarks i are described by two two-level systems with resonant fregjesw;
Sec[V]. Finally, we give an appendix for derivation of quan-andw,, respectively. (b) The energy levels of the bare stajgs
tum master equatiof](7). (n = 1,2, 3,4) of the donor and the acceptor when they are decou-
pling. (c) The energy levels of the eigenstatgs (n = 1, 2,3, 4) of
the coupled donor and acceptor. The corresponding eigermies
are denoted b¥,. The parameterk,; andI's; are, respectively, the
bath induced transition rates from staté&s to |13) and from states
|43) O [12).

As illustrated in Fig[lL(a), the physical system under oul
consideration is a dimer, which consists of a donor and a
acceptor modeled by two two-level systems (TLSs), TLS: The Hilbert space of the donor and the acceptor is of four
(donor) and TLS2 (acceptor), with respective energy separ:dimension with the four basis stateg) = |ee), [12) = |eg),
tionsw, andw,. The donor and the acceptor are immerseclnz) = Ige), and|ns) = |gg), as shown in Figl1(b). In the
in two independent heat baths of temperatieandT,, re- presence of the dipole-dipole interaction, a stationanglst
spectively. Between the donor and the acceptor there exis €xcitation state should be delocalized and composed of a com
a dipole-dipole interaction of strenggh The Hamiltonian of ~ bination of the single-excitation in the two TLSs. Accorglin
the total system, including the two coupled TLSs and theitto Hamiltonian [2), we can obtain the following four eigen-
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(b) bare states (c) eigenstates

1. PHYSICAL MODEL AND HAMILTONIAN

heat baths, is composed of three parts, states
H = Hrss+ Hg + Hy, Q) 1) = lee),
|2y = cos(6/2) |eg) + sin(6/2) ge) ,
whereHr_ss is the Hamiltonian (withz = 1) of the two cou- |3) = —sin(6/2)|eg) + cos(6/2)|ge),
pled TLSs,
1) = 199). ©)
Hriss = %Ui + %O'E +¢&(070; +0103). (2)  andthe corresponding eigenenerdigs= —E4 = (w1 + w2)/2

andE; = —E3 = +Aw?/4 + £2, as shown in Fid]1(c), by solv-
Concretely, the first two terms in Ed.](2) are free Hamil-ing the eigen-equatioblt ss|dn) = Enldn) (n = 1,2,3,4).
tonians of the two TLSs, which are described by the usuaHere we introduce the energy detuni@ = w; — w, and the
Pauli operatorsr; = (07)" = (ox + ioy)/2 = |ey (gl and  mixing angled defined by ta® = 2¢/Aw. Note that here

o-lZ = |e), (el — |g), <al, where|g); and|e), are, respectively, the the mixing angle 0< 6 < n. Therefore, whem\w > 0,
ground and excited states of thé (I = 1,2) TLS, namely namelyw; > w,, we haved = arctan(Z/Aw); however, when
TLSI. The last term in Eq[{2) depicts the dipole-dipole inter-Aw < 0, that isw; < w3, we haved = arctan(Z/Aw) + r.

action of strengtly between the two TLSs. This dipole-dipole  As pointed out by Caldeira and Leggetti[33], when the cou-
interaction provides the physical mechanism for exciteéin-  plings of a system with its environment are weak, it is uni-
ergy transfer and entanglement generation between the tweersal to model the environment of the system as a harmonic
TLSs. oscillator heat bath. In this work, we suppose that the cou-



plings of the TLSs with their environments are weak, then itpicture reads,
is reasonable to model the environments as two harmonic os-

cillator heat baths with the Hamiltonian ps = i[ps, Hrisd
b + n(20mnPs0mn = TanPs — PSOm)
Hg = Héa) + H(B)' (4) n;,s

+T32(2072305 0732 — 073305 — PSO33)
+T23(2073205 0723 — 02205 — PsT22)
+2X12(01105022 + T22p50711)
H® = Z waja)a, HO = Z wokbf by, (5) +2X13(0 11050733 + 0°33050711)

i k +2X23(073305022 + 02205 0°33). (7)

Here H® andH® are respectively the Hamiltonians of the
heat baths for the TLS1 and TLS2,

WherealT (b}) anda; (b) are, respectively, the creation and an- In Eq. (7),ps is the reduced density matrix of the two TLSs.
nihilation operators of thgth (kth) harmonic oscillator with ~ The transition operators,, (n,m = 1, 2, 3, and 4) are defined
frequencywaj (wek) of the heat bath for TLS1 (TLS2). In @Somm = [4n){dm|, Where the stateld,) have been defined in
practical systems of excitation energy transfer, the emvir EQ. (3). Meanwhile, we introduce thefective rates as fol-
ment is composed of the nuclear degrees of freedom of thi®ws:

molecules.
The interaction Hamiltonian of the TLSs with their heat My = x1+x2
baths reads (e.g., Refsl [9+17]) I, = cod(0/2)y1 + sin*(8/2)y>,

s = sin*(6/2)y1 + co(6/2)yo,

H =olo; (@ +ay) +olo; bl +by). (6

1 . _ _
In this case, there is no energy exchange between the TLSs  T23 = 2 Sin? 0[y1(M(e) + 1) + ya(p(e) + 1)1,
and their heat baths. This type of diagonal coupling has been _ ol 2
used to describe the dephasing of quantum systerhs [34]. For ~ X12 = co (6/2)x1 + SIN(8/2)x2,
simplicity, but without loss of generality, in the follongrwe X1z = SINF(6/2)x1 + coS(60/2)x2,
assume the coupling strengtlm|s andgy are real numbers. 1.
pling strengfgag andgax Xes = 7SIy +x2), ®)

where y; = limg_oSi(w)[2M(w) + 1], with Sj(w) =

7rg|(a))g|2(w) andy, = 7rg|(e)g|2(e) for| = 1,2. Herepi(w)

ando,(w) are respectively the densities of state for the two in-

dependent heat baths surrounding the donor and the acceptor
Generally speaking, there are two kinds offelient ap-  The parametes = E, — E; is the energy separation between

proaches to study photonsynthetic excitation energy feans the two eigenstatgg,) and|13). And

One is based on the Forster theary [8], which is valid when

the electronic couplings between pigments are smaller than _ 1

the couplings between electrons and environments. The othe n(w) = expw/T) - 1 ©)

is usually based on quantum master equations [9—-23] in var-

ious forms, which are valid when the electron-environmenis the thermal average excitation numbers of the heat baths

couplings are weaker than electronic couplings between pigof TLS|. Hereafter we set the Boltzmann constégt= 1.

ments. In this work, we shall consider the latter case witege t We consider a special case of the ohmic spectrum densities

coupling (with strengtl¥) between the two TLSs is stronger S;(w) = mw and Sy(w) = nw, and then we obtaiy; =

than the couplings (relating tg between the TLSs and their 25, T; andyz = 2i35To.

local environments (in our following considerations wedak  From quantum master equatidd (7), we can see that there

&/y = 5). We will derive a quantum master equation by exist both dissipation and dephasing processes in the -eigen

truncating the evolution up to the second order in the TLStepresentation of the Hamiltonidd (2). The first line in ). (

environment couplings. On the other hand, we derive the mastescribes the unitary evolution of the system under the Hami

ter equation in the eiegen-representation of the two calupletonian [2). The second line in Eg] (7) describes the depbasin

TLSs so we may safely make the secular approximation [35pf the state$i,), |12), and|As). The third and fourth lines de-

by neglecting the high-frequency oscillating terms. Tips a scribe, respectively, the exciting process frag) to |1,) and

proximation is also equivalent to rotating wave approxiomat the decay process from,) to |13), as illustrated in FigJ1(b).

in quantum optical systems. The detailed derivation of theMoreover, there exist three cross dephasing processes in th

quantum master equation will be presented in the appendix. last three lines in Eq[17), these terms can decrease the-cohe
In the eigen-representation of Hamiltonian (2) of the twoence between two levels, which can be seen from the follow-

coupled TLSs, the quantum master equation in Schrodingeng optical Bloch equation§ (10).

1. QUANTUM MASTER EQUATION AND OPTICAL
BLOCH EQUATIONS
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According to quantum master equatidd (7), we can deits excited state is right that of the single excitation gyer

rive optical Bloch equations for the elemenis(t)) =  transfer,
Trs[ps(t)om], ~
. . P(t) = Tra[p20505]
Gu®) = (@au() =0, = (o1(D)) + SIrP(8/2)(2a(1)) + COF (6/2)rsa()
(022(1)) = —(0o33(t)) = A'52(033(t)) — 2l23(022(1)), + sinBRe[o23(t))], (14)
(032(1)) = [~ie— (T2 + I3 + 23 + I'32 = 2Xp3)] {032 (1)) -

(10) wherep, = Tri[ps] is the reduced density matrix of the TLS2.

Here we present only the equations of motion for the elements _

which will be used below. In fact, the equations of motion for A. Transient state case

all of the elements in the density matrix can be obtained ac-

cording to quantum master equatigh (7). Clearly, from gptic ~ According to Eq.[(1l1), the probability given in EG.{14) can
Bloch equations[{10) we can see that the diagonal elemente expressed as follows:

decouple with the fi-diagonal elements. It is straightforward )

to get the transient solutions of optical Bloch equatimi®,(1 P() = T'32SinF(6/2) + T'23¢08(6/2)

I3+ T3
(11() = €012(0)),  (o2a(t)) = (044 (0)), T2 SiMP(0/2) = T2302(0/2) _oryerron
(22 (D) = ((022(0)) +(0733(0))) I'32 +cosy Ty + T e
N L2s+ T3 1. ~(T23+T52+c0S 61 )t
. ((022(0)) T'23 — (0733 (0)) I'32) e 2ACz+Talt. 3 sir? g cosgt)e 1z A (15)
foat Ba2 Now, we obtain the probability for single-excitation engrg
0)) + oyr , )
(o33(t)) = (rza( )r> iglf’e'( )z transfer from the TLS1 to TLS2. This probabilify {15) is a
0231“ 32 BT complicated function of the variables of the two TLSs and
+(<0—33( )) I's2 — (722 (0)) I23) g 2Tt their heat baths, such as the energy separatigmsidw,, the
[23+ I's strength¢ of the dipole-dipole interaction, and the tempera-
oar (1)) = (0rap (0)) g (T2s+Taz+cos oIl )t griet 11) turesT; andT, of the heat baths. To see clearly theeet on
(o32(t)) = (032(0)) (11)

probability [15) of the bath temperatures and the energy sep
Here we have used the relatidh + 13 — 2X,3 = cos 6I1;. arations of the TLSs, we introduce the following variables:

The steady-state solutions of Eq.{11) read mean temperaturg, = (T1 + T2)/2, mean energy separation
wm = (w1 + w2)/2, temperature tlierenceAT = T; — Ty,
(o11(0)) = (011(0)),  (024(e0)) = (024(0)), and energy detuningw = w; — wy. And Aw > 0 and
(022 (c0)) = (o22(Q)) + (033(0))) I's2 Aw < 0 mean the positive and negative detunings, respec-
22 - Toz+ T3 ’ tively. For simplicity, in the following considerations vies-
_ ((022(0)) + (033(0))) I'23 sumeyi =y1 =Y. _ _
(o33 (e0)) = ’ In the following we consider three special cases: (1) The
I3+ 132 ) .
(32(c0)) = O. (12) resonant case, in which the two TLSs have the same energy

separations, i.ew; = w2 = wm, thatisAw = 0. Now the
The steady-state solutions for othef-diagonal elements of Mixing angles = z/2 and the energy separatier- 2¢. From
the density matrix are zero. Therefore, we can see that thEd- (13) we obtain

steady state of the two TLSs is a completely mixed one. 1 1 )
Pres(t) = 575 cos(2t)e 2N, (16)

IV. PROBABILITY FOR SINGLE-EXCITATION ENERGY where we introduce the parameter
TRANSFER

N(2¢) = m(28) + n2(2) + 1. (17)
In order to study the probability for single-excitation eme e
transfer from the TLS1 (donor) to the TLS2 (acceptor), we e subscript “res” stands for resonant case. Equation (16)
assume that the TLS1 initially possesses a single exaitatioM€ans that the probability,s increases from an initial value

and the TLS2 is in its ground state, which means the initial {0 @ steady-state valugZ as the timet increases. How-
state of the two TLSs is ever, the increase of the probability is exponential mogda

by a cosine function rather than monotone. In the short time
lo(0))s = leg) = cos(6/2) |12) — sin(6/2) |4z). (13) limit it may experience small oscillation. The exponentak
N(2¢)y/2 is a function of the parametefsy, T1, andT,. Ob-
Since the couplings between the TLSs and their heat baths avéously, the parameted(2¢) increases with the increase of the
diagonal, there is no energy exchange between the TLSs artdmperatures of the heat baths. In the low temperature limit
their heat baths, and the probability for finding the TLS2 ini.e., T1/(2£) = 0 andT,/(2£) ~ 0, we haven;(2¢) ~ 0 and
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FIG. 2: (Color online) The probabilit,s given in Eq.[2) is plotted  FIG. 3: (Color online) The probabilit, given in Eq. [I®) vs the
vs the scaled timet for different bath temperaturds,/y = 0.1 scaled timeyt for different mixing angle@ = 0.6z (solid red line),
(solid red line), 10 (dash dotted blue line), and 100 (dadiledk 0.8 (dash dotted blue line), and% (dashed black line) at the high
line) in the resonant caskw/y = 0. Other parameters are set as temperature limifl,,/y = 100. Other parameters are setyas 1,
y=1,&/y=5,andAT/y = 0. &y =5,x1/y = x2/y = 0.01T,, andAT/y = 0.

ny(2£) ~ 0, thenN(2¢) ~ 1. On the contrary, in the high tem-
perature limit, i.e.,T1/(2¢) > 1 andT,/(2¢) > 1, we have

m(2¢) ~ T/(2¢) andm(22) ~ T»/(2¢), then
Ne) ~ Tm

The cases of & 6 < n/2 andn/2 < 6 < = mean the energy

detuningAw > 0 andAw < 0, respectively. And the angle

TaitTo +1~-" (18) 0 = m/2 corresponds to the resonant case. Here we choose
2 & 0.1r < 6 < 0.97, which corresponds to.B> Aw/¢ > —6.2.

The above equation means that in the high temperature limit,
the rateN(2¢£) is proportional to the mean temperatdgand
does not depend on the temperatufedenceAT. In Fig.[2,
we plot the probabilityP,es vs the scaled timet for different
bath temperature$,,, here we assume thay = T, = Tp,.
From Fig.[2, we can see that in the low temperature limit
the probability increases with an initial oscillation. Withe
increase of the bath temperatures, the oscillation disappe
gradually.

(2) The high temperature limit case, i.&4, T2 > &. In
this casen;(e), nz(¢) > 1, then we can make the approxima-
tionsni(g) = ny(e) + 1 andny(e) ~ ny(g) + 1, which lead to
I'o3 =~ I'sp. Therefore from Eq[(15) we can obtain the time
dependent probability

(3) The low temperature limit case, .83, T2 = 0. Now

we can make the approximationg(¢) ~ 0 andny(¢) ~ O,

which lead tol's; ~ 0 andI'»3 ~ sir’ 6 y/2. Then we obtain
the probability

Pu(t) ~ cog(8/2)(1 - cosae™ " ™)

—% Sir? 6 cosfet)e2 ST, (20)

where the subscript “ItI” means the low temperature limit. |
this case, the probability increases for an initial valu® @&t
steady-state value c&{8/2). In Fig.[2, we plot the probabil-
ity Py vs the timet for different mixing angles in the low
temperature limit. Figurel4 shows that the probabifify in-
creases from 0 to a steady state value with the increase of the
where we introduce the parametéts) = ni(e) + n(e) + 1 timet. In the short time, the probability experiences small os-
and the subscript “htl” stands for the high temperaturetlimi cillation. The steady state value decreases with the iseref
Obviously, the above probabilify,y increases from an initial thed. Actually, the obtained results are very reasonable from
value 0 to a steady-state valug2l And the increase @y is the viewpoint of energy conservation. For the casg ofr/2,

not simply exponential. In Fid.] 3, we plot the probabilRy the energy detuningw > 0, we havaw; > wy, then the en-

vs the scaled timgt and the mixing angl@ in the high tem-  ergy emitted by TLS1 can excite more than one TLS2 into
perature limit. Since the probability (119) is a function b’®  their excited state; For the caseto$ 7/2, we haveAw < 0,

and co$#, therefore in Figi B we only need to plot the prob- we havew; < w,, then the energy emitted by TLS1 can only
ability in Eq. (I9) for the negative detuning cases. Fidgure 3excite less than one TLS2 into the excited state. Thereifore,
shows that in the long time limit the probability reach¢2 it- is understandable that the steady-state value of protainili
respective of th@. Note that here the mixing angle<06 < . low temperature increases as the paramktiercreases.

1 1 ;
Phi (t) ~ E _ E COSZ ge—smzé’N(s)yt

1. i
_ é S|n2 0 COS(St)e_(Z cog 9)(+% sir? HN(s)y)t’ (19)
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FIG. 4: (Color online) The probability(t) given in Eq. [20) vs  FIG. 5: (Color online) The steady state probabilRy vs the bath
the scaled timeyt for different mixing angley = 0.1x (solid red  temperaturd, for different mixing angl® = 0.1r (dashed red line),

line), 4z (dashed brown line), .6 (dash dotted blue line), and 0.5 (solid black line), and Oz (dash dotted blue line). Other param-
0.97 (solid black line) at the low temperature linfit,/y = 1. Other  eters are set as= 1,£/y = 5, andAT /y = 0.

parameters are set@as= 1,&/y =5, andAT /y = 0.

B. Steady state case R

NS ---T/y=0.1
> -=T/y=10 | |
At steady state, the probabilify {15) becomes | Tl —T/y=100] |
1 cosd . ]
Ps==[1+——], 21 E
72 ( N(S)) (21) = 0-5\\\\\\’
£ | ]
where the subscript “ss” stands for steady state (¥} = 3 I Tl |
ni(e) + mp(e) + 1. This steady-state probability is a very in-
teresting result since it depends on the mixing adglad the | ]
bath temperaturek, andT, independently. It depends on the I
mixing angled and the bath temperaturés andT, by cosd 0 s s : o -
and I/N(g), respectively. ' o '

We first consider several special cases at steady state: (1)
The resonant case, i.eAw = 0. In this case, cos = 0,  FiG. 6: (Color online) The steady state probabilRy vs the mix-
thenPss = 1/2. In the resonant case, the steady-state probing angles for different bath temperatufB,/y = 0.1 (dashed red
ability Pgs for single-excitation energy transfer is indepen-line), 10 (dash dotted blue line), and 100 (solid black lin®ther
dence of the temperatures of the two heat baths. This resularameters are setas= 1,£/y =5, andAT/y = 0.
can also be understood from the following viewpoints: When
sin@/2) = cos@/2) = 1/ V2, the eigenstates,) and|1s) be-
comelly) = (leg) + |ge))/ V2 and|is) = (~leg) + |ge))/ V2.  the negative detuning case, i#/2 < 6 < «, thePss increases
Therefore for any statistical mixtuggs = p2o22 + psos3 of  from 0 to 1/2. For the resonant case, tRg is 1/2 irrespec-
the two eigenstatels,) and|1s), the probability for finding tively of the bath temperaturg, = T2 = Tr. In Fig.[g, we
the two TLSs in statége) is 1/2, wherep, + ps = 1 is the  plot the steady-state probabiliBs in Eq. (21) vs the mixing
normalization condition. (2) The high temperature limi¢.j  angled. Figure[6 shows that, in the high temperature case, the
T1, T2 > &. In this casen(e) > 1 andny(e) > 1, there- Pss becomes approximately a fixed valuglirrespective of
fore N(e) > 1, which leads tdPss ~ 1/2. In fact, in the thed. Butin the low temperature case, the steady state prob-
high temperature limit, the steady state of the TLSs shoeld bability Pss decreases with the increasetofThese results are
ps ~ (022 + 0733)/2, therefore according to Eq.](3) we know consistent with the above analysis. Therefore, in the lowte
that the probability for finding the two TLSs in stage) is  perature limit, we can improve the steady-state probaitii
1/2. (3) The low temperature limit, i.eT;, T» < &. Inthis  viaincreasing théw.
caseni(e) ~ 0 andny(g) =~ 0, thenN(e) =~ 1, which means In the above discussions of the steady-state probabilgy, w

s = €0 (0/2). In Fig [, we plot the steady-state probability have assumed the bath temperatufiedenceAT is zero. Ac-
Ps in Eq. (21) vs the bath temperaturBg. Figurel® shows tually, we also study the dependence of the steady-stake pro
that, for the positive detuning case, i.e.,.<00 < x/2, the ability on the bath temperatureftirenceAT in both the low
steady state probabiliti?ss decreases from 1 to/2, but for  and the high temperature limits. We found that the depen-



dence of the probability oAT is negligibly small with the bare state representation and the evolution of the systera is
current parameters. This result is well understood from th@ressed in the eigenstate representation. Therefore wk nee
following viewpoint: in the low temperature limit, we have to obtain the transformation between the two represemisitio
T1, T2 < g, thereforeny(e) ~ 0 andny(e) ~ 0, N(¢) ~ 1, then  The density matrix elements in the eigenstate and bare state
Pss = co$(6/2), which does not depends on the bath temperarepresentations are expressedy(t)) and(xj(t)), respec-

ture diferenceAT; On the other hand, in the high temperaturetively. Making using of Eq.[{3), we can obtain the relations

limit, T1, T2 > &, thereforeny(g) > 1 andny(&) > 1, then for diagonal density matrix elements
1 £C0sH
P$z§(1+ zm1y (22) @n®) = u®), (cal) = (Ta(t)),
(22(t)) = €O (6/2) (r22(t)) + SirF (6/2) (r33(t))
which is independent of the bath temperatuféedenceAT. 1
*3 sing ((723(t)) + (732(1))) ,
V. QUANTUM ENTANGLEMENT BETWEEN THE (o33(t)) = S"f (0/2) (22(t)) + cOS (6/2) (ra3(D))
DONOR AND ACCEPTOR =5 SN0 ((x23(t) + (raa(1)) (28)

In this section, we study the quantum entanglement be-
tween the donor and the acceptor with concurrence, whichnd the following &-diagonal element which will be useful
will be defined below. For a22 quantum system (two TLSs) below,
with density matrixo expressed in the bare state representa-
tion, its concurrence is defined asl|[36] 1
(o23(t)y = 5 sind((ras(t)) — (r22(t)))

= _ _ _ 2
CE) =m0, Vo= Ve = Ve - sl (29) + 02 (6/2) (r2a(t)) — S (6/2) (ra(t)) (29)

wheres (i = 1, 2, 3,4) are the eigenvalues(being the largest

one) of the matrbpp, where the operatgris define as Correspondingly, we can obtain the inverse transform

= (Yoo (@ead) (24)

t cog (/2 t)) + sir? (6/2 t
with p* being the complex conjugate pf Note that herer?’ (r2o(®) (6/2)¢r2(0) (6/2) (=)

is the usual Pauli matrix pointing theaxis. For the 2x 2 ~3 sing ({o23(t)) + (o32(1))),
guantum system, the concurren€es 0 andC = 1 mean the .

density matrixo is an unentangled and maximally entangled ~ (733(t)) 5'22 (6/2) (o22(t)) + cOS (6/2) (o33(t))
states, respectively. Specially, for the “X"-class statthhe Z sing t t

density matrix +5sin (o23(t)) + (o32(1))) »

—sir? (6/2) (oaa(t)) + COS (6/2) (o23(1))

(T23(1))
pir 0 0 puis 1.
0 p2 p23 O +5 S|n0(<0—22(t)> - <0-33(t)>)- (30)
(25) >
0 p32p33 O
pa1 0 0 pay

p:

Also here we only express explicitly the elements which will
expressed in the bare state representation, the concarrerfge used below.

is [37] In order to calculate the concurrence of the system, we

need to know its density matrix in the bare representation fo
Clo) = max0. 2(pzsl — Vp11paa). 2(lp1dl = Vp22p33)l. (26) 5 given initial state. Fortunately, the evolution relatfoom

Now, for the present system, its density mafrigan be ex- (73;(0)) to (7ij(t)) can be obtained through the following pro-

pressed as the following form in the bare state representati cess
(t11) (t21) (T31) (Ta1) (1ij(0)) = (7ij(0)) — (0ij(t)) — (7ij(1))- (31)
(t12) (T22) (732) (T42) 27)
(t13) (723) (733) (T43) | ) _
(t14) (T24) {(T32) (Tas) Concretely, the transformation relatios;(0)) — (o;(0))
and (oj(t)) — (7ij(t)) are determined by Eqs_(28]. {29)
where the density matrix elements are definekag = and [30), and the evolution relatidor;;(0)y — (cj(t)) is de-

Trlzijp] = TrllmiXnile]l = (mjlelm) with the transition oper- termined by Eq.[(T1). In terms of Eq&.{11).(28).1(29).1(30),
ator 7j; = |mi)njl. Since the concurrence is defined in theand [31), we can obtain the following relation



I'32-T23 .

(CO§ (9/ 2) | SII"I2 (9/2) F32) e_z(r23+1~32)t

1.
t = [=SsIng———— + sind
(T23(t)) 5 S F23+F32+ [

I3 +T32

_% Sinee—(cosz 0H1+1"23+1"32)t (eist 0052 (9/2) _ e—ist Sinz (9/2))} (T22 (0))

[1 . T3p-T2s

+ sing

SII"I2 (9/2) 1"23 - CO§ (9/2) ng) e—2(1"23+1’32)t

—sing

HE

I3 +T3

1. ~(coS 6111+ 23+ 3p)t (it
+5 sin@)e (co$ oMM +T25+T's2) (€ cog (

+

7(sin4 (0/2) &7t + coé (6/2) €t)e(

+} sz 9 (e—2(F23+1"32)t _ e—(COS2 Ol +13+

I3 +T3

072) - &*45ir 072) | <220
cog 9H1+1"23+F32)t + % sz Ge—Z(F23+F32)t] <T23 (0)>

F2)t cost)) (ra2 (0)) - (32)

Now, we obtain the evolution relation of the density matrix
elements in the bare state representation. Since the expre
sions are very complex, here we only show the matrix ele-
ments which will be used in the following. Based on these
evolutionary matrix elements, we can write out the density
matrix of the system in bare state representation at tiomee
the initial state is given, and then we can obtain the concur
rence of the density matrix. In what follows, we will discuss
the entanglement dynamics and steady-state entanglement.

A. Entanglement dynamics

In the process of single-excitation energy transfer froen th
donor to the acceptor, the single excitation energy isahti

possessed by the donor and the acceptor is in its ground state

Therefore the initial state of the system is

14(0)) = leg) = In2), (33)

which means the initial conditions are that all matrix elatse
are zero excefir22(0)) = 1. According to Eq.[(32), we know
that the density matrip(t) of the system belongs to the so-
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FIG. 7: (Color online) The concurren€gsin Eq. [38) vs the scaled
time yt for different bath temperatuiig,/y = 0.1 (dashed red line),
10 (dash dotted blue line), and 100 (solid black line) in th&onant
caseAw/y = 0. Other parameters are setjas- 1, £/y = 5, and

AT/y=0.

called X-class state. Then the concurrence can be obtainegthereN(2¢) = ny(2£) + np(2¢) + 1. From Eq.[(3b), we find

with Eq. (26)
_ 1 . Ta-1TIos
Cit) =2 HZ smé’r23 TTa
(COS2 (9/2) I3 — sir? (9/2) Fgg) 6*2(r23+1"32)t

+sing
I3+ T3

_ } Sln Ge—(cosz 6H1+F23+1"32)t
2

X (ei*gt cog (0/2) — e et sir? (9/2))” ) (34)

In what follows, we consider three special cases of interes
(1) The resonant case, i.@; = w2 = wm, thatisAw = 0.
Then the mixing angl® = x/2 and the energy separation
g = 2¢, thus we obtain

Cres(t) ~ — e N@IM) 1 sin(et)e M@

1
’@ (1 ,(35)

that the concurrenc€4(t) increases from zero to a steady
state value IN(2¢) with the increase of the time Clearly,
the steady state concurrenciN{2¢) decreases from one to
zero as the temperatufg, increases from zero to infinite. In
Fig.[4, we plot the concurrende35) in the resonant casesvs th
scaled timest and for diferent heat bath average temperatures
Tm. FigurelT shows the results as we analyze above.

(2) The hightemperature limit, i.€[3, T, > &. Inthis case,
ni(g), nz(€) > 1, then we can have the approximate relations
ni(e) = ni(e) + 1 andny(e) ~ ny(e) + 1, which lead td 3 ~

trgz. Then the concurrence(34) becomes

Chtl (t) ~ ‘Slnézg) e sir? ON(e)yt _ sin@e‘(z cog ex+% sir? eN(s)y)t
x (6 cod (6/2) — & sir? (9/2))1 . (36)

The expression of the concurrenEel(36) in the high tempera-
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FIG. 8: (Color online) The concurren€®y in Eq. [38) vs the scaled FIG. 9: (Color online) The concurren&, in Eq. [317) vs the scaled
evolution timeyt for different mixing angled = 0.1 (dashed red evolution timeyt for different mixing angle = 0.1x (solid black
line), 0.37 (dashed blue line), and®x (solid black line) in the high  line), 0.3 (dash dotted blue line), and3a (dashed red line) is plot-
temperature limifl,,/y = 100. Other parameters are setyas 1, ted in the low temperature limi/y = 0.01. Other parameters are
&y =5,x1/y = x2/y = 0.01T,, andAT/y = 0. setasy = 1,&/y =5, x1/v = x2/y = 0.01T,, andAT /y = 0.

ture limit is not simple as that of the resonant case, but we cathat the concurrence increases from zero to a steady state va

still observe the two points: The first is that the dependencwith the scaled time.

of the concurrence on the anglés approximately sid; and

the second is that the steady-state concurrence is zerohwhi

means there is no quantum entanglement between the donor B. Steady state entanglement

and the acceptor. This result can also be seen from the den-

sity operator of the steady state for the donor and the aocept  From Eq. [3%), it is straightforward to obtain the steady

In the high temperature limit, the steady state density imatr state concurrence between the donor and the acceptor,

of the donor and the acceptorgs~ (leg)(eg| + |geXgel)/2,

which is an unentangled state. Physically, this resultrisadi sing

since the quantum systems will transit to classical sysiems Css = N(g)

the high temperature limit. In Figl 8, we plot the concurenc

given by Eq.[(36) vs the evolution timefor different mixing  In the high temperature limit, we hay(c0) ~ 0, and in

anglesd. Figure[8 shows that the concurrence experiences aifie low temperature limit, we hav@y(co) =~ sing. For a

increase from zero to a maximal value and then decreases tag&neral state, it is interesting to point out that the stestdte

steady state value with the scaled tigte concurrenceéCgs depends on the temperatufg and the an-
(3) The low temperature limit, i.eT ~ 0. Now we can gle ¢ independently. For a givefi the dependence ofy,

approximately hava(e) ~ 0, which lead td's» ~ 0 andl'3 ~ is inverse proportional t?dN(¢), and for a givenT, the de-

(38)

sir? 0y/2. Then the concurrende{34) becomes pendence om is sind. In Fig.[10, we plot the concurrence
given by Eq.[(3B) vs the temperatLifg, for different mixing
Cu(t) ~ singl1— Zcog(g/z)e—smzeyt + e isitont anglest. Figure[I0 shows that the steady state concurrence
decreases with the increase of the temperafwrdn Fig.[11,
% (eié‘t co< 9/2) - e et gin? (9/2))’, (37)  we plot the concurrence given by ER.{38) vs the mixing an-

gle @ for different average bath temperatdrg. Figure[11
where the subscript “It”” stands for low temperature limit. Shows that the dependence of the concurrence on the mixing
Similar to the high temperature limit, the increase of the-co angled decreases with the increase of the average bath tem-
currence is also not simply exponential. The concurrence inPeratureTn. Moreover, from Eq.[(38), we can also see that
creases from zero to a steady state valué siith the increase ~ the steady-state concurrence is independentloét the high
of the scaled timé which means the concurrence at long time temperature limit.
limit is irrespective of the sign of the detuning. This loinged
entanglement is much larger than that of the high tempegatur
limit. We can also see the steady state concurrence from the
viewpoint of quantum noise. Whéh ~ 0, the steady state of
the donor and the acceptorgds~ |13)(13| with concurrence In conclusion, we have studied analytically coherent gingl
sind. In Fig.[d, we plot the concurrence given by Hq.l(37) vsexcitation energy transfer in a dimer consisting of a domak a
the evolution time and the mixing anglé. Figure[9 shows an acceptor modeled by two TLSs, which are immersed in two

VI. CONCLUDING WITH REMARKS
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acceptor decreases with the increasing of the bath tempera-
ture. And the dependence of the steady state concurrence on
the energy detuning is proportional to the sine functiorhef t
mixing angle and irrespective of the bath temperatures.eMor
over, we have found that the dependence of the steady state
concurrence on the bath temperaturedence is negligibly
small with the current parameters.

Finally, we give two remarks on the above obtained results:
First, we should distinguish the present work from dynamic
disentanglement suddenly or asymptotically (e.g., R8&-[
50]). Mainly, there are three points offtéirence between
the two cases: the initial state, the coupling between tlwe tw
TLSs, and the coupling form between the TLSs and their heat
baths. In dynamic disentanglement, the two TLSs is injtiall
prepared in an entanglement state, there is no coupling be-
tween the two TLSs, and the coupling form of the TLSs with

FIG. 10: (Color online) The steady state concurre@gevs the bath ; ; ; ; o
temperaturd , for different mixing angl® = 0.1x (solid black line), their heat baths isfbdiagonal. But in the present work, ini

0.3 (dash dotted blue line), and5a (dashed red line). Other param- tially the two TLSs are unentangled, there is a dipole-dipol

eters are setas=1,&/y =5, andAT/y = 0.

R - -T/y=01
4 -=T/y=10
, ——T/y =100

interaction between the two TLSs, and the coupling form of
the TLSs with their heat baths is diagonal. Certainly, the re

sults also dier. In entanglement sudden death, the two TLSs
disentangle to zero suddenly. But in this work, steady state
entanglement is created.

Second, in this work, we only address the problem about
how is the dynamics of thereated quantum entanglementin
the process of excitation energy transfer [51]. But we do not
address the question about the relation betweiially pre-
pared quantum entanglement among the pigments and the ef-

ficiency for single-excitation energy transfer. Just asuarg

tum information science, quantum entanglementis consdler
an important resource since it can be used to enhance the ef-
ficiency of quantum information protocols. Therefore it re-

] mains a question whether initially prepared quantum entan-
o= ) ‘ ‘ ‘ glement can enhance thffieiency of excitation energy trans-

0.5 1 l.59 2 25 fer

concurrence Clig
o
(%))
N

FIG. 11: (Color online) The steady state concurre@igers the mix-
ing angled for different bath temperaturg,/y = 0.1 (dashed red
line), 10 (dash dotted blue line), and 100 (solid black lin®ther
parameters are set@as= 1,£/y =5, andAT/y = 0.
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independent heat baths. Special attention is paid toffkete

on the single-excitation energy transfer probability af &n-
ergy detuning and the heat bath temperatures of the two TLSs.
It has been found that, the probability for single-excitatén-

ergy transfer largely depends on the energy detuning in the _ ) ) o
low temperature limit. Concretely, the positive and negati !N this appendix, we present a detailed derivation of quan-
energy detunings can increase and decrease the prohabilifym master equatiof(7). Let us start from the Hamiltor{ign (1
respectively. In the high temperature limit, however, theet of the tot_al system. In the interaction picture with respgect

of the energy detuning on the probability is negligibly sinal the Hamiltonian
We have also found that the probability is negligibly depen-

dence on the bath temperaturé&elience in the low and high

temperature limits. We have also studied analytically quian . ] o
entanglement in the dimer system through calculating quarfe interaction Hamiltoniari [6) becomes
tum concurrence. It was found that quantum entanglement
can be created during the process of excitation energy-trans
fer. The steady state entanglement between the donor and the

Appendix: Derivation of quantum master equation (7)

Ho = Hyiss+ Hag, (A.1)

H®) = o 1131;(t) + 022B22(1) to 33Baa(t)
+0p3e Bas(t) + e B;S(t), (A.2)



through introducing the following noise operators:

Bua(t) = A() + B(Y),

Boo(t) = co(6/2)A(t) + sir?(6/2)B(t),

Baa(t) = sSir?(6/2)A(t) + cos(6/2)B(t),

Bas(t) = Lge Zngbkeiwbkt—Zgljajeimajt] (A.3)
k i

with

o

Al = €Hta)e™
D onj@ et + ageent),
j

B(t) = " B(0)eHe !
> gabie + beTen), (A.4)
k

Obviously,A(t) andB(t) are Hermitian operators. Note that in
Eqg. (A.2) we have made rotating wave approximation.

11

where the correlation functions for the bath operators are d
fined as(X(t)Y(t')) = Trg[X()Y(t")pg]. Notice that here we
use the propertgX(t)Y(t')) = (X(t-t")Y(0)) = (X(O)Y(t' —t))

of the correlation functions for the bath operators. To de-
rive the quantum master equation we need to calculate the
Fourier transform of the correlation functions in EQ._(A.7)
For simplicity, here we only keep the real parts of the Faurie
transforms of the correlation functions and neglect theag-
inary parts since the imaginary parts only contribute to the
Lamb shifts, which are neglected in this work. According to
Egs. [A3),[[A4), and(Al6), we can express the Fourierdran
forms for the correlation functions in Eq.(A.7) as follows:

fo dr(B11(0)Bur(=7)) fo dr(By1(~7)Bys(0))
= Da+ Dpg,
fo dr(Bao(~1)B2o(0))"

= cog(0/2)Da + sin*(6/2)Dg,

00

d7(B22(0)B22(~7))

Under the Born-Markov approximation, the master equa- foo d7(B33(0)Bs3(-7)) = foo d7(Bas(~7)Ba3(0))"
0 0

tion reads|[35]

ps = - fo " drTrelHI0, [Hi(t - Dps ®pell.  (AS5)

= sin*(0/2)Da + cog(6/2)Dg,
fo dr(B11(~1)Bo2(0))

fo " dr(Boa—)Bua(0)

where Tg stands for tracing over the degrees of freedom of = cog€(9/2)Dj + sirf(/2)Ds,

the heat baths. The density matpix = p ® o of the heat

baths means the two independent heat baths being in thermal S dr(Bss(—7)B11(0))

equilibrium,

Pfﬁ) = ZtexppiHY),

o) = Zg'exp(-BHY), (A.6)
where we denote the partition function&a =
TrBa[exp(—,BlHéa))] and Zg = Ter[exp(—ﬂzH(Bb))] with

p1 = 1/T1 andB, = 1/T, being respectively the inverse
temperatures of the heat baths of the TLS1 and TLS2.

By using Eqgs.[[AR) and (Al5) and making rotating wave
approximation, we can obtain the following quantum master

equation
Ps = 032050723 fo ) e '(Bps(—7)Blo(0))dr
+0723050°32 j; ) €°YB}(—7)B23(0))dr
~0 2205 fo ) €°(B3(0)Blo(~7))dr
—0330s j; ) e (B} 4(0)Bas(-7))dr

nn ann_ Band
¢ Y, omosom [ Bl-r)Bun(O)el

mn=123

— Z UnnpSL <Bnn(O)Bnn(—T)>dT

n=12,3
+he, (A7)

00

fo " dr(Bua(~7)Bss(0))
= sir?(6/2)Dj + co$(6/2)Dy,
fo dr(Bya(~1)Bsa(0))

fo " dr(Bas(—7)B22(0)

= %sinz(H/Z)(Dj; +Dp), (A.8)
where the parameters are introduced as

Da

f " Gr(AO)A(-T)), Dg = f " 4r(BO)B(-1)).
0 0

Dy j(; ) dr(A(-7)A(0)), Dg = j; ) dr(B(-1)B(0)).

(A.9)

Since the noise operatoBs, (n = 1, 2, 3) are Hermitian oper-
ators, then we have the relations

f " dr(Ban(=7) Brmn(O)) = f " dr(Bram(0)Bun(=1))".
0 0
(A.10)

Therefore we can know all the diagonal correlation function
in Eq. (A7) as long as we obtain the expressiorDafand
Dg. According to Eqs[{AM) and (Al6), we can calculate the



expression oDx as follows,
Z gil-(aJTaj) j:o dre®a”
i
+ 2 giae) [ aretenr
Z g§j<a}.aj>
J

+Zg§j(aja}')
j

Re[DA] + iIm[DA],

Da

1
76(waj) + IP—]
(I.)aj

n6(waj) — ipi}

(I.)aj

(A.11)

where
Re[Da] = lim 701 (w) 0] (w) [2M (w) +1]. (A.12)

Note that in the third line of Eq_{A.11) we have used the for-
mula:

f dret™T = 76 (w) + ipl, (A.13)
0 w

where the signP” stands for the usual principal part integral.
Similarly, we can obtain the expression of Rg],

Re[Dg] = lim 702 (w) % () [2M (w) +1]. (A.14)

12

Here o1(w) and p2(w) are the densities of state of the heat
baths of the TLS1 and TLS2, respectively. Angdw) =
1/[expBiw) — 1] andny(w) = 1/[expB.w) — 1] are the av-
erage thermal excitation numbers. Using the same method we
can obtain the following expressions:

Re

fo dre (Bya(0)Bly(—7))

Re[ J; N dre—i€T<st(—T)B;3(0)>]

:—: sin? [o1(£)gi(e) (M) + 1) + 02(£)G(€) (Ma(e) + 1))
(A.15)

and

Re[ fo dre-i“<|3;3(0)323(—r)>]
Re[ fo drei”(ng(—T)Bza(o))}
1—: sir? 6[o1(£)g5(e)M(e) + 02(£)g5(€)M2(€)].(A. 16)

By substituting these correlation functions into Eq. (Aand
returning to the Schrodinger picture, we can obtain quantu
master equatiof{7).
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