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Forster and modified Redfield theories play one of the central roles in the description of excitation energy
transfer in molecular systems. However, in the present state, these theories describe only the dynamics of
populations of local electronic excitations or delocalized exciton eigenstates, respectively, i.e., the diagonal
elements of the density matrix in the corresponding representation. They do not give prescription for propa-
gating the off-diagonal elements of the density matrix (coherences). This is commonly accepted as a limitation
of these theories. Here we derive formulas for the dynamics of the coherences in the framework of Forster and
modified Redfield theories and, thus, remove this limitation. These formulas provide excellent correspondence
with numerically exact calculations according to the hierarchical equations of motion. Also we show that,
even within the range of applicability of the standard Redfield theory, the formulas for coherences derived in
the framework of the modified Redfield theory provide, in some cases, more precise results.

I. INTRODUCTION

Mathematical description of excitation energy transfer
(EET) in molecular systems™™ is an important branch of
theory of open quantum systems and chemical physics.
This field of research finds applications in quantum tech-
nologies and biological systems. An important exam-
ple of the latter is light-harvesting pigment-protein com-
plexes in photosynthetic systems of plants and some
bacteria® These complexes are responsible for the ab-
sorption of light and the transfer of the excitation en-
ergy into photosynthetic reaction centers. Recently, ex-
perimental evidences of long-lived quantum coherences
in EET in light-harvesting complexes were obtained 5%l
This rises questions about the origin of these long-lived
coherences and their possible role in EET. Note that EET
in light-harvesting complexes is highly efficient: usually,
more than 95% of the absorbed quanta of energy are
transferred to reaction centers

From the viewpoint of theory of open quantum
systems 2010 the electronic degrees of freedom of
molecules constitute “a system”, which is coupled to “a
bath” consisting of the vibrational degrees of freedom
and the environment of the molecules. Quantum master
equations for either the whole reduced density matrix of
the system or only its diagonal part in some basis, is a
widely used tool of theory of open quantum system.

There are three main approaches (or theories) leading
to Markovian quantum master equations. If the dipole
couplings between different molecules can be treated
as small parameters, then the corresponding perturba-
tion theory leads to Forster resonance energy transfer
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theory M2 On the other hand, treating the system-bath
coupling as a small perturbation parameter leads to the-
ory of weak-coupling limit, or Redfield theory (which
is often referred to as standard Redfield theory) S9H3il4
Alternatively, treating only the off-diagonal part of the
system-bath interaction Hamiltonian (in the exciton rep-
resentation) leads to the modified Redfield theory 12,

All three approaches have shown to be valid for
the description of EET in molecular systems in cer-
tain regimes and provide useful insights into our under-
standing of these phenomena. In Ref. [I7 it is stressed
that, despite of theoretical development of more ad-
vanced models (for example, with distinguished vibra-
tional modes'® Yy and non-Markovian master equations
(for example, the hierarchical equations of motions®! or
the polaron-representation master equation#2?)  these
three theories will continue to play an important role for
the description of EET for years to come.

Unfortunately, unlike the standard Redfield theory,
Forster and the modified Redfield theories describe the
dynamics of only the diagonal part of the reduced den-
sity matrix of the system (populations) in the local
electronic basis and exciton eigenstate basis, respec-
tively. They do not describe the dynamics for the off-
diagonal elements of the reduced density matrix (coher-
ences). This is commonly accepted as a limitation of
these theories ZHOHT2425 Ty Ref. [16]it is stressed that the
population transfer rates are not enough for the descrip-
tion of optical experiments and the off-diagonal elements
are needed.

Here we derive formulas for the dynamics of coher-
ences in the framework of Forster and modified Redfield
theories and, thus, remove this limitation. Our formulas
provide good correspondence with the numerically exact
method of hierarchical equations of motion (HEOM) 2!
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Also we show that modified Redfield theory is at least as
good as standard Redfield theory in predicting the exci-
ton coherences and local site populations and, in some
cases (even within the range of validity of the standard
Redfield equation), provides more accurate results.

Note that, in Ref. 26l a phenomenological equation
for the dynamics of coherences within modified Redfield
theory is proposed. According to this equation, the co-
herences exponentially decay to zero. In contrast, we
derive formulas for coherences using a rigorous method.
Namely, we use the Zwanzig projector (super)operator
method?” Usually it is used for derivation of quantum
master equations. But, in fact, it can be used for more
general purposes as well. We show that the coherences
do not decay to zero, but tend to some stationary non-
zero values. This is confirmed by the HEOM method as
well.

The paper is organized as follows. The theoretical
background is reviewed in Sec.[[} It includes the Hamil-
tonian (Sec. , a general scheme of Forster and mod-
ified Redfield theories in terms of the Zwanzig projec-
tion operator formalism (Sec. and the application
of this general scheme to the particular cases of Forster

(Sec. [1C) and modified Redfield (Sec. [ID]) theories.

The new formulas for coherences are derived in Sec. [T1l
Namely, subsection [[ITA] is devoted to the case of the
equilibrium initial state of the bath and no initial coher-
ences. In subsection [[ITB] the case of a non-equilibrium
initial state of the bath is considered. In subsection[[ITC|
these results are generalized to the case of an arbitrary
initial density matrix, i.e., with initial coherences. Every
subsection in Sec. [IIl includes formulas in the framework
of the general scheme and their application to Forster
and modified Redfield theories. In Sec. [[V] we provide
examples of calculations of coherences according to the
derived formulas and compare them with the numerically
exact HEOM method.

After that, in Sec. [V] we discuss several issues. The
developed approach allows to calculate the evolution of
the whole electronic density matrix (not just its diago-
nal elements) for an arbitrary initial electronic density
matrix (i.e., also not necessarily diagonal). In subsec-
tion [VA] we discuss the properties of the corresponding
dynamical map A;, which maps the initial electronic den-
sity matrix o(0) to the evolved one o (t). In particular, we
argue that the dynamics of the whole density matrix can
be treated as non-Markovian, despite the fact that the
dynamics of the populations alone is Markovian. In sub-
section [V Bl we discuss in which sense the Forster mech-
anism of EET can be said to be “incoherent hopping”.
Finally, in subsection [V.C| we give analytical rough es-
timates of the magnitude of electronic coherences in the
Forster approach and discuss the range of validity of this
approach. In particular, we show that the Forster ap-
proach may be adequate even if the intersite Coulombic
coupling is much larger than the reorganization energy.

Il. THEORETICAL BACKGROUND
A. Hamiltonian

The Hamiltonian describing EET processes in molecu-
lar aggregates is as follows (the so called Frenkel exciton
Hamiltonian ) 41657

H = Hel +HCoul + th +Hel-ph +

N
o= Z [n) e (nl, (1b)
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where “h.c.” stands for Hermitian conjugate. Here
the terms H®' and H" represent the electronic (sys-
tem) part: N is the number of monomers (e.g., individ-
ual molecules) in the aggregate, |n) represents the ex-
cited electronic state of the nth monomer (with all other
monomers being in the ground state), €9 is the electronic
excitation energy of the nth monomer, J,,,, is the dipole
Coulombic coupling constant between the nth and mth
monomers. These coupling constants are responsible for
EET between the monomers. Each monomer n is coupled
to its own phononic bath consisting of harmonic oscilla-
tors, with ¢,,; and p,; being the position and momentum
operators of the ith phonon mode of the corresponding
bath. The parameters M,,; and w,; are the mass and
frequency of the corresponding mode, and d,,; is the dis-
placement of the equilibrium configuration of the mode
between the ground and excited electronic states of the
monomer. These displacements d,; play the role of cou-
pling constants between the system (electronic degrees
of freedom) and the bath (phononic degrees of freedom).
The system-bath interaction manifests itself in the inter-
action Hamiltonian H°"P" and also in renormalization of
the electronic excitation energies described by the term
Hre°'8 with A, being the reorganization energy of the
nth monomer.

The dynamics of the density matrix p(t) of both elec-
tronic and phononic degrees of freedom is given by the
von Neumann equation

p(t) = —i[H, p(t)]. (2)
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B. General scheme of Forster and modified Redfield
theories

Since the bath part includes an infinite number of de-
grees of freedom, even numerical solution of equation
is challenging. Perturbation theory and derivation
of quantum master equations for a finite number of de-
grees of freedom is one of the main tools of theory of
open quantum systems. The Zwanzig projection super-
operator method is widely used for derivation of quantum
master equations. It is based on distinguishing between
“slow” and “fast” degrees of freedom. Here we describe a
particular application of this method. We follow Refs.[16
and [I7. Let {|a)} be an orthonormal basis of the sys-
tem such that the off-diagonal part of the Hamiltonian
(a|H|B), o # B, can be treated as a small perturbation.
Then we can divide the Hamiltonian into two parts (ref-
erence and perturbation Hamiltonians):

H=Hy+H' (3)
where

H, = <a|H|O‘>’ (43‘)

= la) Ha (al,
= lo)

B

ap = (alH|B).  (4D)

We assume the the evolution generated by the unper-
turbed part Hy can be treated exactly. In the interaction
representation with respect to Hy, we have

pO() = =iV (), D (0)] = =LV (1), (5)

where pll)(t) = eolp(t)e=r L(t) = [H'(t),],
H'(t) = etflot[f’e=tHot Tn the following, we will always
work in the interaction representation and will omit the
superscript (I).

Let us introduce a projection (super)operator P act-
ing on an arbitrary operator A on the whole space of
electronic and phononic degrees of freedom as follows:

PA= ZTI"B(Aaa) la) (@] pa;  Aaa = (afAla) . (6)

Here Trp is the partial trace over the bath (phonons),
and p, = e PHe /Tre PHa is the equilibrium state of
the bath corresponding to the system state |a) (here g
is the inverse temperature, not to be confused with the
index 8 in Eq. ) The two additional properties for
such projection operator are satisfied:
where EO = [H(), ]

Let us also denote @ = 1 — P. The density operator
p(t), thus, can be divided into two parts:

p(t) = Pp(t) + Qp(t). (8)

Inserting the resolution of identity P + Q in front of p(t)
in the right-hand side of Eq. (5] yields the system of
equations

Ph(t) = ~iPL(1) Qp(t), (9a)
Qi(t) = —iL(t)Pp(t) — iQL(N)Qp(t).  (9D)

where properties were used.
If we treat Pp(t) as a known function, then a formal
solution of equation for Qp(t) is:

ot = Tyexp{~i [ t Qc(ryir | 9p(0)
i /O LT, exp{—i / t QE(T')dT’}E(T)Pp(T), (10)

where

T+exp{ : }
Z::—z /dn/ drs .. /71dTn

fr)f(r2) - f(m) (1)

is the chronological exponential. If we now substitute
the formal solution into Eq. , we will obtain
the so called Nakajima-Zwanzig equation for Pp(t). It
is formally exact and equivalent to the von Neumann
equation . But we are going to derive an approximate
master equation for Pp using the perturbation theory
with respect to H'.

The operator P projects onto the subspace of slow de-
grees of freedom: as we see from Eq. , Pp is changed
slowly if H’ is small. Tt is assumed that the free (un-
perturbed) dynamics generated by Hy moves Qp to zero:
e~ HotQpetHot 5 () as t — oo in some sense. This con-
dition (or its analogue) is required for the perturbation
theory to be valid on arbitrary large times and, explicitly
or implicitly, is used in derivations of master equations.
But establishing a precise mathematical formulation of
this condition and a rigorous proof of it is still desired.
In our case, this condition means that the bath relaxes
to the state p, provided that the system is in the state
|a), and the off-diagonal elements («|p|8), o # 3, disap-
pear under the free dynamics. This is a fast relaxation
process.

As we see from Eq. , the perturbation Hamiltonian
H' slowly moves Qp(t) away from zero. The smallness
of the perturbation with respect to the rate of the bath
relaxation assures the smallness of Qp(t) for all times.
This allows to use the perturbation theory with respect
to H' and leave only the lowest-order terms in Eq.
for arbitrarily large times.

Often it is said that P and Q project onto the sub-
spaces of “relevant” and “irrelevant” degrees of freedom,
but this is not always true: for example, here Qp includes
the coherences (a|p|3), a # 8, which are often of interest



as well. From the mathematical point of view it is better
to say about “slow” and “fast” degrees of freedom. The
separation between the time scales of the slow dynamics
induced by H’ and the fast relaxation dynamics induced
by Hy assures the validity of perturbation theory. We
discuss this in more detail in Sec. [ Cl

Let, for simplicity, Qp(0) = 0. From Eq. , in the
first order with respect to L(t), we have

£ = —i /0 L(r)Pp(r) dr. (12)

The substitution of this formula into Eq. yields

Pp(t) = — /0 dr PLIDLOYP(t— 7). (13)

Equation is a non-Markovian quantum master equa-
tion for Pp. Here the non-Markovianity (see, e.g., Refs.[7
and [10 for more details) manifests itself as a dependence
of the right-hand side not only on the current state Pp(t)
but also on the past states: Pp(t — 7).

Under some conditions, we can pass to a Markovian
quantum master equation. The operator P includes the
partial trace over the bath, which contains an infinite
number of degrees of freedom. So, the integrand in
Eq. reflects the fast bath relaxation processes and is
expected to decay to zero much faster than Pp evolves.
In this case we can replace Pp(t — 7) by Pp(t) in the
right-hand side of Eq. and extend the upper limit of
integration to infinity there. This is the so called Born—
Markov approximation 2D which leads to the Markovian
quantum master equation

p(t) = {—/OOO dTPL(T)L(O)}Pp(t). (14)

The substitution of Eq. and the expression

Zpa

) (el pa (15)

where

Pa(t) = Trp (alp(t)]a), (16)

into Eq. yields the following master equations for
Pa(t):

Pa(t) = Y [Kapps(t) — Kpapa(t)), (17)
B#a

where the transfer rates K,g are given by
Kop = 23%/0 dr Tele™e" Hp e """ H] spg].  (18)

Note that the condition Qp(0) = 0 means that the

initial state has the form

Zpa

O“ Pas (19)

4

i.e., there are no initial coherences (off-diagonal parts
of the density matrix) and the bath is in equilibrium
(adjusted to the corresponding states of the system). A
generalization of this scheme to a non-equilibrium case,
where the initial state has the form

Zpa

where p, = efﬁth/Tr e~BH™ ig given in Ref. 17 How-
ever, if the bath relaxation is much faster than the popu-
lation transfer, then the non-equilibrium corrections are
negligible and we can still use Eq. (18)). For simplicity,
we will assume this case and use Eq. (|18) for population
transfer rates.

As we will see in the following subsections, particular
choices of the basis {|a)} (and the corresponding per-
turbation Hamiltonians H') lead to Forster and modi-
fied Redfield theories. Already here, within the general
scheme, we see that master equation describes only
the dynamics of populations p,(t), or, in other words,
of the diagonal part of the reduced density operator of
the system o(t) = Trp p(t) in the basis {|a)}. The off-
diagonal part of it (coherences between different states)
are dropped. The calculation of coherences in the frame-
work of this scheme is the subject of the present paper.

Finally, let us note that the choice

) ) (el pg, (20)

PA= (Trg A)p,, H = H"P" (21)

followed by an analogous derivation#:10:4l Jeads to
standard Redfield (or weak-coupling limit) theory and
a Markovian quantum master equation for the whole re-
duced density matrix of the system o (t).

C. Forster theory

The Forster theory corresponds to the case where the
intersite coupling constants .J,,, are small. We choose
{la)} = {In)}, i.e., the local electronic basis. Corre-
spondingly, H' = HC H, = (n|H|n) = €% + )\, +
HP" 4+ u,,. The application of the general formula to
this particular case leads to

oo
K = 2| Jnm|*R / drettmTem Ty (22)
0

where p,,, = e PHm / Tre=PHn_ Using the cumulant ex-
pansion method (which is approximate in general, but is
exact if the reservoir consists of harmonic oscillators 2
which is our case), we arrive at:10

Ko = 2/ TR / dr Fo(r)An(r),  (23)
0

Fo(7) = exp{—i(e2, + A\n)7}
x Tr exp{—z(th + U )T} exp{i HPP 7} pphoe

= exp{—i(eh, — An)7 — g (1)}, (24)



A (1) = exp{—i(e), + X))
x Trexp{i HP"7} exp{—i(HP" + u, )7} pPe

= exp{~i(e}, + Aa)T — gn(7)}, (25)
where
h
on R -
ohe__OPL=BHE! + u)) (260
Trexp{—BHE + )}
and

gn(7) = /0 " dn /0 " s Co (1) (27)

is the lineshape function 2®

Cot) = Te{un (t)u, o5} (28)

is the correlation function of the nth bath, w,(t) =
Rty o= iR,

D. Modified Redfield theory

Denote Ej, and |k) = 25:1 ©kn |n) the eigenvalues and
the corresponding eigenstates of the system Hamiltonian
He' + Hreors + [l (the spectrum is assumed to be
non-degenerate). Taking {|a)} = {|k)}, i.e., the exciton
basis, and

H =" |k) Hy P (K], (29)
k#£k’

where
N
Hi P = (K HPME) =3 ae (), (30)
n=1

axk () = PrnPkin, corresponds to modified Redfield the-
ory. In other words, this corresponds to the case when
the coupling between different delocalized excitations can
be treated as small. The application of the general for-
mula and the cumulant expansion method to this
particular case leads tot®

Kkk’ = 2%/ dT ein/TH;}_]{)pheiinTHz};,phpk/
0
=2k [ R OAONL@, 6
0

where pj, = e BHr | Tre=AHe ) = (k|H|k),

Fio (1) = exp{—i(E}, — \)T —gin(7)}, (32)
Ag(t) = exp{—i(E} + )7 — gr(7)}, (33)

Ny (T) = Grrrrr (T) exp{2grrr v (T) + 20 kppr e T}
1 2
— N,gk)/(T)N,Ek), (1), (34a)

Nlii)/ (T) = [gk}’kk}k(T) - gk’k;k’k;’ (T) — Qi)\k’kk’k’]

X exp{?gkkk/k/ (T) + 2i)\kkk’k’7—}7 (34b)
N;Ei)/ (1) = [grrr i (T) = G n (T) — 20\ kper k]
X eXp{ngkk/k/ (T) + 27:A;€kk/k"7-}' (34C)

N
kikokska (T) = Z Ak ko (n)ak:ﬂm (n)gn(T)v (35)

N
)\klk2k3k4 - Z k1 ko (n)ak3k4 (TL))\n, (36)
n=1

91(T) = Grkrr(T), Ao = Nekkks (37)

and Eg = Ek — )\k

11l. DYNAMICS OF COHERENCES
A. The case of equilibrium initial state of the bath

Quantum master equation allows to describe the dy-
namics of the “slow” degrees of freedom Pp(t). In the
case of the Forster and modified Redfield approaches,
this corresponds to the populations p,,(t) and pg(t), re-
spectively. However, the Zwanzig projection operator
formalism, namely, formula allows also to describe
the dynamics of the “fast” degrees of freedom as well. A
problem is that Qp(t) is infinite-dimensional, so, expres-
sion cannot be calculated directly. However, we may
be interesting in a particular observable A. In this pa-
per we are interested in coherences, i.e., the off-diagonal
elements of the density matrix, and we take

A=la) (B, a#p. (38)

Denote A(t) = etHot Ae=iHot then

Tr A(t)p(t) = (Bl Trp p(t)|e) = opa(t),  (39)

where we have denoted o(t) = Trp p(t) the reduced den-
sity operator of the system. In this subsection we con-
sider the case Qp(0) = 0, i.e., the bath is initially in
equilibrium (see Eq. (19)). We have

opa(t) = Tr A(t)Pp(t) + Tr A(t)Qp(t) (40)

_ /0 dr Tr A(1)L(7)Pp(7)
=—i /t dr Tr A(t)L(t —T)Pp(t —7), (41)
0

where we have used Eq. and Tr APp = (B|Ppla) =
0. For other choices of A (different from Eq. ), the
term Tr APp may be non-zero, but it can be treated as
known since Pp(t) is given by the solution of quantum
master equation or .

Here we assume that the Born—Markov approxima-
tion, which allows to turn Eq. into Eq. , is



valid. Then, again, the time dependence of the term
A()L(t — ) in Eq. represents fast bath relaxation
processes, while Pp(t) is evolved more slowly. So, we can
replace Pp(t — 7) by Pp(t):

osalt) = —i / dr Tr A(H) Lt — 7)Pp(t)

0

t
= —i/ dr Tr A(T)LPp(t)
0
t
=ip6(t)/ dr Tr{e T M7 pg H )
0

t
- z'pa(t)/o dr Te{e'"="e 5T H}; po}. (42)

Since pq(t) and pg(t) are known from the solution of
the master equation, formula allows to calculate the
dynamics of the coherences.

Remark 1. Note that, in contrast to Eq. , here we do
not extend the upper limit of integration to infinity. This
approximation works well for large ¢, but introduce a sig-
nificant error for small ¢ and, in some cases, moderate t.
Indeed, from Eq. we see that 0, (0) = 0, which is
in agreement with the initial condition Qp(0) = 0. How-
ever, the extension of the upper limit of integration to
infinity would give 0g4,(0) # 0. In contrast, the extension
of the upper limit of integration to infinity in Eq.
produce the error in the time derivative of Pp(t), but not
in Pp(t) directly. Since Pp(t) is changed slowly, the error
in Pp(t) for small ¢ does not produce a significant error
in Pp(t). Thus, on small times, the coherences evolve
faster than the populations. Also one can notice that the
discussed error has the second order of smallness (with
respect to H') for Pp(t), but only the first order of small-
ness for ogq(t).

For large times t, the integrals in Eq. saturate to
some constant values, so, the time integration can be ex-
tended to infinity, and the dynamics of the coherences are
driven by the populations with the constant coefficients:

0Ba (t) = Cpalp (t) - dﬁapoz (t)a (43>

where

CBa = z/ dr Te{e'eme o7 psHp b (44a)
0

dgo =i / dr Te{e'=Te " MsTH}, po}.  (44D)
0

may oscillate around the mean values (43)) for a long time
comparable with the EET time scale. To describe these
oscillations, we shall use more general formula (42)).
From Eq. we see that the coherences in Forster
and modified Redfield theories do not decay to zero
(like in the aforementioned phenomenological approach
of Ref. [26]), but tend to some constant values dependent
on the stationary populations. The decay of the coher-
ences under the free (unperturbed) dynamics generated

However, as we will observe in Sec. [V Al the coherences
s (43

by the Hamiltonian Hj is compensated by their “pump-
ing” from the populations induced by H’.

Now we apply the general formula to Forster and
modified Redfield theories using the cumulant expansion
technique. In the Forster case A = |n) (m/|, we obtain

oo (t) = P (E) Tonn /O dr A (1) Fyn (7)

—ipn(t)Jmn/O dr F) (1) Ap (7). (45)

In the modified Redfield case A = |k) (k'|, we obtain

o) = — pur (1) / dr A% (r)Fio ()N, (7)*

— pu(?) /0 dr Fy (1) A ()NZ)(7).  (46)

B. The case of non-equilibrium initial state of the bath

Now we extend the results of the previous subsection
to the case of a non-equilibrium initial state of the bath.
Let the initial state of the molecular system be given by
Eq. , i.e., there is still no initial coherences, but the
bath is in a non-equilibrium state. The bath state p,
describes the bath equilibrium state when no electronic
excitation is present. Right after the excitation, the bath
is still in the state p, (the Condon approximation), which
is non-equilibrium for an excited electronic state. Then

Z Pa(0 —pa) 70 (47)

and the first-order approximation of Eq. (with re-
spect to L(t)) is

) (] @ (pg

Qp(t) = Qp(O)—i/O dTL(T)Pp(T)—i/O drQL(7)Qp(0).

(48)
The substitution of Eq. into Eq. gives

0pa(t) = — i/o dr Tr A(T)LPp(t)

i / L Tr ALt — 7)Qp(0)  (49)
0

The first term has been already calculated in Eq. .
Consider the second term:

Tr A(t)L(t — 7)Qp(0)
— TI"A(T) [ —iHo(t— T)Qp( ) iHU(t—-r)]
= pa(0) Tr Pg(t—T)—Pa}
_pﬁ(o) g(t_T) _pﬁ]H[/?aa (50)

pgefet. So, 034(t) has the form

0)T ezH oT —zHB-rH/ [
TrezH T —7,Hg7'[

where po(t) = e~ "ot

Tpa(t) = 050(t) + 050 " (2), (51)



where UZO; (t) is the expression for the equilibrium case
given by Eq. (42) and o73."*(t) is a non-equilibrium cor-
rection:

t
Ezneq( )= ipa(())/o dr Tr eiHﬂTe*iHﬂTHéapa
t
<ipa0) [ dr Teettere e s,
t
*iPa(O)/O dr Tr eiHute*iHﬁTHéaefiHu(tfr)pg

t

—H'p@(O)/ dr Tr eiH“Te_iHBtpgeiHB(t_T)Héa. (52)
0

The non-equilibrium terms are significantly non-zero only

on the time scale of the bath relaxation. Since the pop-

ulations evolve more slowly, we can replace p,(0) and

pa(0) by pa(t) and ps(t) in Eq. and obtain

¢
08a(t) = ipg(t)/o dr Tretflae

—iHgt tHg(t—7) 17/
/Pge ¢ HBa

¢
- ipa(t)/o dr Tr eiH“te_iHBTHéae—iHa(t—r)pg
(53)

However, in the calculations below, this additional ap-
proximation introduces Small but noticeable error and,

so, we will use formulas .

Remark 2. The substltutlon of Eq. . into Eq. .
yields Eq. (14) with a non-equilibrium correction, which
is calculated in Ref. [I7. Here, for simplicity, we assume
that the bath relaxes much faster than the population
transfer occurs and this correction is negligible. Then
pa(t) and pg(t) are well described by master equation
with the equilibrium transfer rates .

But even in this case, the non-equilibrium corrections
for coherences may be essential because, on small
times, coherences evolve faster than the populations, see
Remark [1} But in general, solutions of the master equa-
tion with the non-equilibrium (time-dependent) transfer
rates from Ref. [I7] also can be used for p,(t) and pg(t)
in Egs. (42), (51), and (53). Also note that the non-
equilibrium generalization of the Forster transfer rates
was firstly derived in Ref. 29) but a compact expression
involving the lineshape functions g, (t) was obtained in
Ref. [I7.

The traces involving p, in Egs. and (p3]) for
Forster and modified Redfield theories appear also dur-
ing the derivation of the non-equilibrium transfer rates
for the populations and were also calculated in Ref. [17.
For Forster theory, Eq. takes the form

Tpn 2 (8) = 1Pm(0) Jmn /OdTA*( T)Em(7: 1) = Fn(7)]

— ipn(0) /0 dr [Fo(r,t) — Fo(7)]* A (7),
(54)

where
Fon(7,1) = exp{—i(e), + Am)T — gy, (T)
—2iS[gm (t) — gm(t — T)]} (55)

Note that F,,,(7,t) can be replaced by F in Eq. (54)
for large ¢ because lim; ;o0 G (7) = = A and the inte-
gral expressions are significantly non-zero only for small
7. So, the non-equilibrium correction vanishes for large
times.

For modified Redfield theory, Eq. takes the form

oI (1) =y (0) / dr AL () [Fu (r, )N (7, 1)"
—Fu(r)NG (7)"]
() / dr [Fu(r, t)* N (7,1)
0
—F,(r)* NI ()] Aw (1), (56)
where

Fy(r,t) = exp{—i(sg + Aie)T — g5(7)
=2iS(gr(t) — gt — 1)}, (57)

2
ngk)’ (Tv t)
= [Grr ek (T) = Gerrirn (7)) + 26(S9) kb rr (8 — 7))

X exp{2grrr i (T) — 2i[grrrra () — Grrrrn (t— 7)1},
(58)

E akk’

Note that ( ) kk'k'k’ (t) = %gkk/k’k/(t) whenever Ak’ (TL)
is real for all n.

(S ke ki ( Yag ke (n)San(t). (59)

C. The case of initial coherences in the system

Finally, we consider the case when the initial state has
non-zero off-diagonal elements. We will consider the ini-
tial state of the form

p(0) = 0(0) @ py, (60)

where ¢(0) is an arbitrary density operator of the elec-
tronic degrees of freedom. We divide Qp(0) into the di-
agonal and off-diagonal parts:

Qp(0) = Qp(0)*#& + Qp(0)°Fi, (61a)
dlag = Zpa |a a| oY ( Pa), (61b)
QU0 — S 00u()18) (el 95 (610)

BF#a



In both Egs. and only the off-diagonal part of
Op(t) matters. We have

t
Qp(t)™ % = Qp(0)°™ % — i [ drL(r)Pp(r)
0

—i /0 t drL(T)Qp(0)%iae, (62)

Note that the influence of Qp(0)%#8 (of the last term
in Eq. (62)) has been already taken into account in the
previous subsection. Here we will study the influence of
only the off-diagonal part Qp(0)°Fdiag,

Firstly, the initial coherence infer the population trans-
fer on small times. As we discussed above, the substitu-
tion of the last term of Eq. into Eq. produces
the non-equilibrium correction to the population transfer
rates which is assumed to be negligible. The substitution
of the first two terms of the right-hand side of Eq.
into Eq. yields Eq. with the following additional
term in the right-hand side:

— iPL(t)Qp(0) T e
=23 0as(0) Te{Hpo (8)g }(18) (Bl ps — @) (o] pa);
a<B )
where
Hp o (t) = exp{iHgt} Hp,, exp{—iHqt}. (64)

Consequently, the master equation is modified to
Pa (t) = Z (Kaﬁpﬁ(t) - Kﬁapoz(t)
B#a
—23{045(0) Tr[Hp, (t)pgl}),  (65)
Now let us consider the influence of initial coherences

on their further dynamics. The substitution of Eq.
into Eq. gives 0g4(t) as a sum of three terms:

0ga(t) = 050, (1) + 050 "M (t) + oa’ (D), (66)

where the basic term o7, (t) is given by Eq. , the non-
equilibrium correction 00" (t) is given by Eq. , and
the new term (a correction caused by the initial coher-

ence) ognt(t) is given by

U,iﬁ’noizt (t) - Tr A(t) Qp(o)off—diag
t
— Z/ dr Tr A(L)L(t —7) Qp(())off-diag
0

= 030 (0) Tr{eHinteitstp )

t
+1i Z 057(0)/0 dTTr{eiH”(“T)H,'YaeiH“TefiHﬁtpg}
v#a,B

t
-4 Z UW(O)/ dTT‘r{eiH‘*te_iHﬂTHéve_iHW(t_T)pg}.

v#a,B 0
(67)
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Now let us apply Egs. and to the particular
theories. In Forster theory, the traces in Egs. and

can be easily calculated, which results in

pn(t) = Z (Knmpm(t) - Kmnpn(t>

m#n

_2%{Jnm(O)JmnAn(t)A:n(t)}>7 (68)
and
O'imnivf (t) = omn(0) A5 (#) A (1)

2D RHCHOACYMOVITESS

l#n,m

—01n (0)Ar () A (T) Ay (t — 7). (69)

In the modified Redfield theory, the trace in Eq.
is a particular case of the traces calculated in Ref. [17,
while the trace in Eq. can be calculated by a slight
modification of the derivations there. It turns out that

Pr(t) = Z (Kkiprr (t) — Kprip(t)
k' #k
+ 2R{ oo (0) A (£) Af (t) exp{2Rgrnr v (1)}

X [grirk(t) — Giprprrr (0]}), - (70)

where

O (1) = 0k (0) AR () A (1) exp{2Rgunier (1)}

t ..
+ ) / dr {1 (0) AL () A (T) Agr (t—T) NSO (7, 1)
k/l;ék:7kl 0

+ o (0) AL (T) A () AL (8 — T)NSBY (7 6)*Y, (71)
where
it
NI (7. 1)
= exp{Grpr (V) = Grprw (= 7) + Grrww (1)}
X eXp{gk’k’k”k” (t — 7') — gk’k'k”k” (t) —|— gk'k/k”k” (T)}
x exp{grrk i () + Grprrer (= T) — Grkrrrir (7))
X [Groer i (T) = G (T) + Grpprp (E—T)
_gk’k”k”k” (t — ’T)] (72)
Remark 3. The following question about self-consistency
of our calculations may be asked. Let Qp(0) = 0. At
some instant ¢ > 0, coherences are non-zero and given

by Eq. . If we apply the calculations of this subsec-
tion for the case of initial coherences, do we reproduce

formulas , , and for an arbitrary time ¢ > ty7

An important point we should notice is that p(tg) differs
from the state given by Eq. . Namely,

Qplty) = —i / "ar(ryPo(r) = 3 18) (B19p(1)|a) (ol
a#f
(73a)



(B1Qp(t)]ex)
t
=i [ dr{ps(t)ppe T Hy et~ 7)
0
— D (t)eiHﬁ(tf‘r)Héo‘efiHa(tffr)pa}' (73b)

So, the calculations of this subsection should be modified
for Qp(to) given by Eqgs. (73). If we do this, then, since
Qp(t) can be expressed in two ways as

Qp(t) = —i /O " dr L(rYPp(r) — i /t dr L(r)Pp(r)

— /0 dr L(r)Pp(7), (74)

we will reproduce formulas , , and (42). Infor-
mally speaking, the coherences and the state of the bath

in Eqgs. are not arbitrary, but adjusted with each
other in a special way.

IV. CALCULATIONS

In this section we will compare the calculations of the
coherences according to the derived formulas with the
calculations according to the numerically exact HEOM
(hierarchical equations of motion) method#¥ The line-
shape functions g, (t) can be expressed as*®

+oo
gn(t) = %/ dw (1 — coswt) coth (ﬂ;) TIn(w)
+ o | dw (sin wt — wt) Ty (w), (75)

where J,,(w) is the spectral density function for the bath
coupled to the nth site defined as

Tn(w) = %Zmemdii[é(w—wm) — S(wtwn)]. (76)

It can be expressed in terms of the correlation function

Ch(t) (see Eq. (28)) as
W2 Tn(w) = z/

— 00

+oo
dt et [Cr (1)) . (77)

We will consider the dimer case N = 2 and assume
that the spectral density function for both molecules has
the Drude—Lorentz form:

2 wy

w' T (w) = 2)\w2 pvL (78)
where A and ~ are the reorganization energy and Debye
frequency, which are identical for both molecules. The
reorganization energy characterizes the strength of the
coupling of electronic and phononic degrees of freedom,
and the Debye frequency characterizes a time scale of
fluctuation of the electronic energy and dissipation of the
phonon reorganization energy.

Also we impose a high-temperature condition 8y < 1,
where 8 = 1/kgT is the inverse temperature of the baths,
T is the temperature and kg is the Boltzmann’s con-
stant. Then we can approximate coth(fw/2) by 2/(fw)
in Eq. and obtain the expression for the lineshape
function (the same for both monomers):

g(t) = % <ﬂ2’7 - z) (e +4t—1). (79)

In all examples we put 7 = 300 K and y~! = 100 fs
(v = 53.08 cm™1). Then v ~ 0.24. Also in all exam-
ples, €Y — &3 = 100 ecm~*. Since Ji2 is the only intersite
dipole coupling, we will denote it as J. We will vary the
parameters J and A.

To distinguish between the matrix elements of the elec-
tronic density operator in the local basis 0,,, and in the
exciton basis o/, when the indexes are concrete num-
bers, we will use the following denotations: the matrix
elements in the local electronic basis will be denoted as
Omn, While those in the exciton basis will be denoted as
ou.- The same rule will be applied to the Dirac nota-
tions and the bath equilibrium states: |k) and pg will be
redenoted as |k),, and pg*.

A. Forster theory

Let us consider the parameters J = 10 cm~! and A =
100 cm~', and the initial state

p(0) = [1) (1] pg (80)

(a particular case of Eq. ) The results of the calcu-
lations of the electronic coherence o (t) within Forster
theory according to the derived formula (45) with and
without the non-equilibrium correction (54)) in compari-
son with HEOM is presented on Fig. [} We see an excel-
lent agreement of the calculations according to Eqs.
and (54) with the numerically exact result. As for
Eq. (45)) without the non-equilibrium correction, it gives
the same results for large times, but fails to describe the
coherence (the real part of it) on small times.

The calculations according to Eq. without the
non-equilibrium correction can be compared with the cal-
culations according to HEOM with the equilibrium initial
state

p(0) = [1) (1] p1 (81)

(a particular case of the state ((19) is given on Fig.
We see an excellent agreement. The present choice
of parameters corresponds to the case of slow nuclear
motion™28 Let us choose the parameters corresponding
to fast nuclear motion: J =10 cm™!, A =1 cm~!. Then
the non-equilibrium corrections are negligible as shown
on Fig.[3] Also we see that Forster theory provides good
results, despite the regime A\ < J, while Forster theory
is believed to be valid only in the inverse case J < .
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FIG. 1. Calculations of the electronic coherence 21 (t) within
Forster theory according to formula with and without
the non-equilibrium correction in comparison with the
numerically exact calculations according to HEOM for the
parameters J = 10 cm™! and A = 100 em™}, and the ini-
tial state (80). Blue solid lines: HEOM, black thick dotted
lines: Forster theory with the non-equilibrium correction, red
dashed lines: Forster theory without the non-equilibrium cor-
rection.
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FIG. 2. The same as Fig. but the initial bath state is

equilibrium, Eq. (8I). Blue solid lines: HEOM, black thick
dotted line: Forster theory (without the non-equilibrium cor-
rection), red dashed line: simplified (“Markovian”) formula

([@3).

Forster theory gives here good results also for the popu-
lations o11(t) and o92(t): the error does not exceed 3.5%
for all times. We discuss the range of validity of Forster
theory in Sec. [V.C|

Let us return to the case J = 10 ecm™' and A =
100 cm~!, when the non-equilibrium correction is essen-
tial, and consider the case of initial electronic coherences.
Namely, let us consider the case when the initial elec-
tronic state is not a local (electronic) excitation, but an
exciton eigenstate:

p(0) = 1) ex (1 py- (82)

Using the derived formulas, we can calculate the dynam-
ics of the whole density matrix (not only its diagonal
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FIG. 3. Calculations of the electronic coherence p21(t) within
Forster theory (without the non-equilibrium correction) and
within modified Redfield theory (Eq. for exciton popula-
tions and Eq. with correction for exciton coherences)
in comparison with HEOM and standard Redfield theory for
the parameters J = 10 cm ™! and A = 1 em™*, and the initial
state . Blue solid lines: HEOM and modified Redfield
(there are no visible differences between them on this scale),
black thick dotted lines: Forster theory, red dashed line: the
standard Redfield equation without secular approximation,
green dot-dashed line: the standard Redfield equation with
secular approximation. We see that, for fast nuclear motion,
the non-equilibrium correction is unnecessary. Also Forster
theory provides good results, despite the regime A < J.

part in the local basis) in the framework of Forster the-
ory. Let us calculate, in the framework of Forster the-
ory, the exciton population o3 (t) as well as the exciton
coherence o§}(t) and compare the results with the calcu-
lations within the modified Redfield theory, which is tra-
ditionally used for the description of exciton population
transfer. An exciton population is a linear combination of
the local site populations and intersite (electronic) coher-
ences. Since we use the non-equilibrium corrections for
the electronic coherences, we use also non-equilibrium,
time-dependent generalizations for population transfer
rates Ko in Eq. (17) for both modified Redfield and
Forster theories 7 for the honest comparison between the
two theories. This is the only place in our work where
we have used the non-equilibrium, time-dependent pop-
ulation transfer rates.

The results of such comparison are presented on Fig. [4]
(for the exciton populations) and Fig. [5| (for the exci-
ton coherence). We see that both Forster and modified
Redfield theories are in good agreement with the numer-
ically exact HEOM calculations, but Forster theory is,
nevertheless, in better agreement.

B. Modified Redfield theory

In this subsection we test the derived formulas for ex-
citon coherences within modified Redfield theory. Exam-
ples for the cases A < J < yand J < A < « was already
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FIG. 4. Calculations of the exciton population oy () within
Forster theory in comparison with the numerically exact cal-
culations according to HEOM and with modified Redfield the-
ory for the parameters J = 10 cm ™' and A = 100 cm™*, and
the initial state (82). Blue solid hnes HEOM, black thick
dotted lines: Forster theory (Egs. ., . . .,
, and . red dashed lines: modlﬁed Redfield theory
(Eqs and ( . For both Forster and modified Redfield
theorles 1nstead of K.g given by Eq. , we have used the
non-equilibrium, time-dependent generalizations.
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FIG. 5. The same as Fig. |4, but the exciton coherence

051 (t) is under consideration. The formulas used within the

modified Redfield theory: Eqgs. ., ., , and .

considered on Fig. 3] and Figs. ]l and [f] In both cases,
Forster theory provides good results and the modified
Redfield theory can be compared with it. Consider now
the case A < v < J, which is certainly beyond the range
of validity of the Forster theory, but is in the range of
validity of standard and modified Redfield theories (see
Sec.[VC): J =100 cm~! and A = 2 cm~!. Consider the
initial state as an exciton eigenstate . The results of
the application of Eq. (without the non-equilibrium
correction) for the exciton coherence o§¥(t) in compari-
son with the calculations according to the standard non-
secular Redfield master equation and HEOM are pre-
sented on Fig. @ We see that Eq. in the frame-
work of the modified Redfield theory is in significantly
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better agreement with the numerically exact calculations
than the standard Redfield master equation. Note that
the secular Redfield master equation predicts zero exci-
ton coherence whenever the initial exciton coherence is
Zero.

Using the derived formulas, we can calculate the whole
density matrix (not only its diagonal part in the exciton
basis) in the framework of the modified Redfield theory.
Let us calculate, in the framework of the modified Red-
field theory, not the exciton populations, but the local
site population 011 (¢), for the same initial state and pa-
rameters. The results are presented on Fig.[7] Again, we
see that the calculations according to the modified Red-
field theory gives significantly better results than both
secular and non-secular standard Redfield master equa-
tions.

0.03f 3
0.02¢ 1
55 001} ]
S
g
0.00
-0.01} 1
0O 200 400 600 80 1000
Time (fs)
FIG. 6. Calculations of the exciton coherence o573 (¢) within

the modified Redfield theory in comparison with the numeri-
cally exact calculations according to HEOM and to the stan-
dard non-secular Redfield master equation for the parameters
J =100 cm ! and A = 2 ecm ™}, and the initial state given by
Eq. . Blue solid lines: HEOM, black thick dotted lines:
modified Redfield theory (Eq. (46)), red dashed lines: stan-
dard non-secular Redfield master equation. The secular Red-
field master equation predicts here ¢5¥(t) = 0. Only the real
part of 5T (¢) is shown because the picture for the imaginary
part is qualitatively the same.

Let us now consider the initial state as a local elec-
tronic excitation , which has non-zero exciton coher-
ences. The calculation of the coherence oS} is presented
in Fig. |8l Now all three approaches: HEOM the modi-
fied Redfield approach with formula , and the secular
and non-secular standard Redfield master equations give
approximately the same results.

V. DISCUSSION
A. Properties of the dynamical map

The developed approach allows to calculate the evo-
lution of the whole electronic density matrix (not just
its diagonal elements) for an arbitrary initial electronic
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FIG. 7. The same as Fig. @, but the local site popula-

tion o11(t) is under consideration. The additional green dash-
dotted line: secular Redfield master equation.
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FIG. 8.  The same as Fig. @ but the initial state is given

by Eq. , which contains exciton coherences. The secular
Redfield master equation gives almost the same result as the
non-secular one and not shown here. All three approaches:
HEOM, the modified and standard Redfield approaches give
roughly the same results.

density matrix (i.e., also not necessarily diagonal). If we
consider the initial system-bath state of the form ,
then the evolution of the electronic density matrix ac-
cording to the master equation and formula
can be described as an action of a dynamical map@ A,:

= Ai(0(0)). (83)

This map is trace-preserving because the master equation
for populations is obviously trace-preserving. It does
not preserve positivity when H [’30‘ are large, i.e., when
we are not in the range of validity of the corresponding
perturbation theory. It is an open question whether A;
preserves positivity for small enough H éa

A further question is whether the dynamical map
A; is Markovian or not. If we use the semigroup
property Apys(0) = Ag(A¢(o)) as the definition of
Markovianity ™ then the dynamics is non-Markovian.

From Egs. , , , and , we see that the

a(0) — o(t)
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dynamics is non-Markovian, bath-dependent.

From the other side, consider large times, when the
integrals in Eq. saturate and corrections and
caused by initial conditions become negligible. Then
the population transfer is described by the Markovian
master equation and the coherences are completely
defined by the populations according to Eq. . This
dynamics can be treated as Markovian, in a sense that
the knowledge of the present state of the system (without
the knowledge of the time instant ¢) is sufficient to predict
further dynamics.

For example, as we see on Fig. [2, the “Markovian” dy-
namics begins after very short initial time period, which
is much shorter than the population transfer time scale.
Since

Pa (t)

the population transfer time scale is equal to (Ki2 +
Ko1)7! =~ 3800 fs for the parameters on Fig.

However, in general, the time when the integrals in
Eq. . saturate and, thus, Eq. . can be replaced
by Eq. may be comparable with the population re-
laxation tlme On Fig. 0] we compare the calculation
of the exciton coherence within modified Redfield the-
ory according to Eq. and according to Eq. for
the parameters and initial state as on Fig. [f] We see
that the decay of oscillations takes place on a time scale
which is comparable with the population transfer time
scale (the latter is approximately 3500 fs). Thus, one
can speak about non-Markovian dynamics of the whole
density matrix, despite the fact that the master equation
for populations alone is Markovian.

Note also that, for the considered parameters, these
oscillations have little influence on the population trans-
fer because, as we noticed above, Qp(t) inﬂuence not di-
rectly Pp(t ) but the time derivative Pp(t), see Eq. (9a).
If the frequency of oscillations of the rlght hand side of
Eq. is much larger than the population transfer rate,
then these oscillations can be neglected (a kind of secular
approximation for populations). This assures the Marko-
vian nature of the population transfer.

—Paf00) ~ e KB g =12, (84)

B. On relation between populations and coherences in
Foérster and modified Redfield EET mechanisms

The Forster mechanism of EET is often said to be in-
coherent hopping 21522 The presented results allow to
discuss what does this statement exactly mean. As we
have shown, this means neither that there are no elec-
tronic coherences in the system nor that the influence
of coherences on the populations transfer is negligible.
Eq. means precisely that the population transfer is
directly driven by the coherences: by the definitions of
H' and P, only the off-diagonal part of Qp(t) matters in
the right-hand side of Eq. (9al).

As we have shown, “incoherent hopping” means that
either, after a short initial time (relative to the EET
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FIG. 9. Comparison of the calculation of the exciton coher-
ence within the modified Redfield theory according to formula
(46) and according to simplified (“Markovian”) formula (43]).
The parameters and the initial state are the same as Fig. [0]
Blue 5ohd hne Eq. ., red dabhed line: Eq. . We see
that Eq. ( is reduced to Eq. ( on the time scale compara-
ble to the populatlon relaxatlon tlme (approximately 3500 fs).
So, one can conclude that Eqs. and together describe
non-Markovian dynamics, despite the fact that the population
dynamics given by Eq. alone is Markovian.

time scale), coherences can be described by Eq. and,
thus, are completely determined by the populations, or
coherences rapidly oscillate around the values given by
Eq. . The influence of these fast oscillations on the
population dynamics can be neglected and, so, in both
cases we obtain a closed Markovian master equation for
populations.

In other words, “incoherent hopping” actually means
that the feedback loop from the populations to coherences
and back to the time derivatives of the populations has
no time delay. The same is true for the modified Red-
field theory concerning the exciton populations and co-
herences.

C. Analytical estimates of the magnitude of coherences
and the range of validity of Forster theory

It is believed that the range of validity of Forster the-
ory is J < A: the Coulomb intersite couplings are less
than the system-bath couplings (expressed in the reor-
ganization energy \)4023 But we see on Fig. |3| that
Forster theory may work well even in the inverse case
A < J. To understand this, we discuss here the range of
validity of Forster theory. A rigorous analysis of the ap-
proximations made in Sec. (for both theories) should
be a subject for a separate research. Here we restrict
ourselves to some mathematical intuitions. Also, during
the analysis, we will obtain rough analytical estimates of
electronic coherences in the Forster approach: formulas
below for the regime of slow nuclear motion and
for the regime of slow nuclear motion.

To arrive at master equation with rates from
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the exact equations @, we have done the following ap-
proximations (i) second-order perturbation theory in
(10), (ii) replacing Pp(t — 7) by Pp(t) in Eq. (13)), and
(111) extending the upper limit of integration to infinity
in Eq. . To derive the formulas for the coherences,
we have used approximations (i) and (ii). Let us discuss
each of these approximations.

As we already discussed in Sec. [[TB] we can leave only
the lowest-order terms in Eq. whenever Qp(t) < 1
for all times. In particular, this is satisfied if the pertur-
bation Hamiltonian H’ (in Forster theory it is propor-
tional to J) is much smaller than the the relaxation rate
of Qp induced by Hj.

So, to establish the range of validity of Forster theory,
we should discuss the relaxation of Qp. We can observe
that the relaxation of Qpdi#& and Qpeff-dias (see Egs. (61))
takes place with different rates. For the Drude-Lorentz
spectral density (78)), the relaxation rate of Qp¢ can be
associated with the Debye frequency «. This can be seen,
for example, from the comparison of the non-equilibrium
emission function with the equilibrium one and
the expression for the lineshape function (79)): (g, (t) —
gm(t —7)] = (=Am) ~ e~ 7. So, the condition J < v is
necessary for the Validity of Forster theory.

From Egs. ( , , , and ( ., we can roughly

estimate the magmtude of on‘cf‘ g as

onff—diag ~ J/OO 6i(A€072)\)T72g(T) dT, (85)
0

where Ac® is the characteristic difference between the
electronic excitation energies of two monomers. Since we
are interested here only in rough estimates, we do not
consider the dependence of the quantities on the indi-
vidual monomers. From Eq. , we see that Qpeft-diag
is small whenever A is large (since g(7) is proportional
to A) or Ag® — 2 is large (since fast oscillations of the
integrand decrease the value of the integral).

Consider this in more detail: namely, consider two lim-
iting cases of fast and slow nuclear motion***® depending
on the dimensionless parameter k = /372 /2A.

The case Kk < 1 corresponds to slow nuclear motion.
In this limit we can approximate e M a1 — vt + (vt)?/2
in the expression (79)) for g(¢), neglect the imaginary part
of g(7) and obtain g( ) ~ A72/B. Then

dr

oo
onff—diag ~ J/ ei(A 0

0

_ 7r6 Bac0 22?2 /,8 B A — 2\
=7 8\ © i 2\ ( 2 2 ’

(86)
where F(z) = e~ Iy ¢ dr is the Dawson’s integral 30
For large z, F(x) decays to zero as (2z)~!. Since we
already have the condition J <« ~+ and are considering
the case k < 1, we have Jy/3/2\ < 1, which means
that Qp"ff‘diag is small.



Consider the inverse limiting case x > 1 (fast nuclear
motion). In this case we neglect the terms e=7* and —1
in g(t) and obtain

off-diag * iAelT— 421 J
Qp NJ/ e PTAT = 5———- (87)
0 B 1Ae
Hence Qp"ff'diag is small whenever J is much smaller than
the maximum of 4)\/fBy and Ac®. For example, Fig.
corresponds to the case J > A, but J < vy and J < AeY,
which makes Forster theory adequate.

Consider now approximation (ii): the replacement of
Pp(t — 1) by Pp(t) in Eq. (13). Pp(t) evolves with the
rate Ky + Kmn (see Eq. (84). Consider again the case
of slow nuclear motion first. As we see from Eq. , the
characteristic time of decay of the integrand in Eq.

is 4/B/4X. As we concluded above, J < 1/2)\/8, so,

L0 _ox2 4
Ko+ ~ 424/ ge—iﬁm S oy % (88)

Thus, the time scale of population transfer (K, +
Kynn) ™1 is much larger than the time scale of Qpeft-diag
decay, which justifies approximation (ii) for the case of
slow nuclear motion.

Consider the case of fast nuclear motion. In this case,

4J2 2
By . (89)

(8) + 0oy

As we concluded above, J? must be much smaller than
the denominator, hence, the population transfer rate
Kpm + Ky is much smaller that the decay rate 4\/8~
of the integrand in Eq. (Eq. ), which justifies
approximation (ii) for the case of fast nuclear motion.

Approximation (iii) is based on the same assumption
as approximation (ii). But in some cases the extension
of the upper limit of integration in Eq. to infinity
produces a noticeable error on small times. In this case
we can leave the upper limit of integration equal to t.

Note that in our analysis we used simplified formula
for coherences because, as we discussed in the end of
subsection [VA] the oscillations around the mean values
given by the simplified formula does not affect much the
population transfer.

Summarizing, the range of validity of the Forster ap-
proach is: J < = and, in the case of fast nuclear motion,
J < max{4\/By, Ae'}.

A similar analysis for modified Redfield theory is
slightly more complicated due to pre-exponential factors
in Egs. and containing time derivatives of the
lineshape functions, but also can be performed. In par-
ticular, H' < v is a necessary condition for the validity
of this approach. The main (well-known) characteristic
feature of modified Redfield theory is that H' ~ X if
the excitons are highly delocalized, but H' ~ A\J/Ae for
localized excitons (for J <« Ag). Hence, the range of va-
lidity of modified Redfield theory includes the range of
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validity of standard Redfield theory (small A) and is also
adequate when large A is compensated by large exciton
delocaization due to static disorder Ae®. A serious lim-
itation of the modified Redfield approach is the case of
not static, but dynamic localization of excitons due to
strong interaction with phonons (polaron effect) /2247

Also the range of validity of modified Redfield theory
intersects with the range of validity of Forster theory. As
we can see from Fig. [3] and Figs. [d] and [f] the modified
Redfield approach provides slightly more accurate results
than Forster theory for the regime A < J <« « (even if
Férster theory is also adequate), but Forster theory pro-
vides slightly better results for the regime J < A. Also,
from Figs. [}[8] we can conclude that modified Redfield
theory is at least as good as standard Redfield theory in
the description of exciton coherences and, in some cases
(even within the range of validity of the standard Red-
field equation), provides more accurate results.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

The result of the present paper is that we are not re-
stricted by calculations of only the diagonal elements (in
either local or exciton basis) of the density operator when
we use Forster or modified Redfield theory. The devel-
oped approach allows to calculate the evolution of the
whole electronic density matrix for an arbitrary initial
electronic density matrix (i.e., also not necessarily diag-
onal).

The general formula for coherence is Eq. with
the particular terms given in Egs. , , and .

The applications of these formulas to Forster theory are
Egs. , , and . The applications of these for-
mulas to modified Redfield theory are Egs. , ,
and . The modifications of the master equations for
populations in the case of initial coherences are given in
Egs. (65) (the general formula), (68) (for Forster theory),
and (70) (for modified Redfield theory). These formu-
las are rigorously derived using the Zwanzig projection
operator method and provide good agreement with the
numerically exact calculations according to HEOM.

Moreover, we have shown that the derived formulas
for exciton coherences and local site populations within
the modified Redfield theory provide at least as accurate
results as the standard Redfield equation and, in some
cases (even within the range of validity of the standard
Redfield equation), provides more accurate results (see
Figs. |§| and . Hence, the modified Redfield approach
can be used for the investigation of the role of coherences
in EET.

Extending the presented formalism to more com-
plicated systems, for example, to EET between
weakly connected clusters of molecules (which is of-
ten described by the multichromophoric generaliza-
tion of Forster theory®1™2 and combined modified-
Redfield-Forster approach?286087) - systems with degen-
erate spectrum 3840 systems with common vibrational
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modes of different monomers, etc. remains an

open problem.

It would be interesting to apply the developed for-
malism to biological systems and, in particular, to co-
herent light harvesting in photosynthetic complexes. In
Ref. 18] the role of quantized vibrations in EET pro-
cesses in light-harvesting complexes by cryptophyte algae
was studied using the polaron transformation with the
subsequent weak system-bath coupling approach. Note
that this approach also faces the the same problem with
the description of electronic coherences: we need Qp(t)
degrees of freedom for them, and essentially the same
method (based on formulas and (I0) was used.
The authors of Ref. [I18 point out a characteristic prop-
erty of the considered light-harvesting complexes: highly
localized exciton eigenstates (due to static disorder).
As is well known and discussed in Sec. [V.C] this case
fall into the range of validity for the modified Redfield
approach 1817025 g6 probably, this approach also can be
applied for studying these systems. As we discussed in
Sec.[V'A] the description of dynamics of the whole density
matrix within the modified Redfield approach also (like
the polaron-representation Markovian master equation)
captures some non-Markovian effects which are believed
to be noticeable in light-harvesting complexes.
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