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Abstract. In this work, we study in the framework of the so-called driven tight-binding chain
(TBC) the issue of quantum unitary dynamics interspersed at random times with stochastic
resets mimicking non-unitary evolution due to interactions with the external environment,
The driven TBC involves a quantum particle hopping between the nearest-neighbour sites
of a one-dimensional lattice and subject to an external forcing field that is periodic in time.
We consider the resets to be taking place at exponentially-distributed random times. Using
the method of stochastic Liouville equation, we derive exact results for the probability at a
given time for the particle to be found on different sites and averaged with respect to different
realizations of the dynamics. We establish the remarkable effect of localization of the TBC
particle on the sites of the underlying lattice at long times. The system in the absence of
stochastic resets exhibits delocalization of the particle, whereby the particle does not have a
time-independent probability distribution of being found on different sites even at long times,
and, consequently, the mean-squared displacement of the particle about its initial location has
an unbounded growth in time. One may induce localization in the bare model only through
tuning the ratio of the strength to the frequency of the field to have a special value, namely,
equal to one of the zeros of the zeroth order Bessel function of the first kind. We show here that
localization may be induced by a far simpler procedure of subjecting the system to stochastic
resets.
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1. Introduction

In recent years, there has been an upsurge of interest in the study of quantal evolution in
the presence of a dissipative environment. In condensed matter physics, the environment is
often in the form of a heat bath comprising bosonic or fermionic excitations, giving rise to
a subject called dissipative quantum mechanics [1, 2]. Yet another distinct direction of focus
is the case of an environment in the guise of a classical apparatus. The apparatus, when
brought in contact with the system of interest, inevitably causes disruption in the mould of
non-unitary evolution of an otherwise unitary dynamics. The case in point is that of quantum
measurements or that of stochastic resets of quantum dynamics [3]. While a lot of attention
has been devoted to quantum measurement issues, our focus of attention here would be in
the latter. Stochastic resets in classical and quantum systems have been a subject of intense
research in recent years, resulting in a number of interesting results of both theoretical and
practical relevance. For an extensive review on the subject, the readers are referred to Ref. [4].

At this stage, it is pertinent to point out that the effect of environment assumes heightened
prominence when the size of the system of interest is ‘small’. The relevant instances are those
of nano mesoscopic systems in which the surface-to-volume ratio is substantially ‘large’.
Thus, while such systems are of great interest in their ability to preserve quantum coherence
and hence, store quantum information, the flip side is the inevitable disruptive influence
of the environment. In this paper, we consider such a situation in which the environment
triggers stochastic sequences of resetting, at random instants of time, when the underlying
density operator of the system of interest is reset to its form just prior to switching-on of the
environmental coupling. This ongoing renewal process continues over a long time, and our
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interest is to see what it does to the form of the density operator from which physical quantities
can be calculated. Needless to say, in-between the aforesaid resetting events, the system
of interest is endowed with unitary evolution. However, resetting renders the underlying
evolution non-unitary.

Because the effects under consideration are most prominent for small systems, we
employ the much-studied tight-binding chain (TBC) of solid state physics [5]. Such a one-
dimensional toy model aptly describes quantum transport phenomena in a nano wire [6].
The TBC, in the absence of any external force-field, is the discrete version of the free space
dynamics of a quantum particle, e.g., an electron, which can be exactly handled in terms of
what are called Bloch states that play the role of plane wave states of a free particle. In the
TBC model, the particle, though localized most of the times on lattice sites, can occasionally
tunnel to a nearest neighbour site with a frequency ∆.

In recent times, we ourselves have considered the paradigmatic case of free tunnelling
motion in the TBC in the context of projective quantum measurements as well as stochastic
resets in Ref. [7], hereafter designated as I. In I, we encountered an interesting effect of
localization of the TBC particle on the sites of the underlying lattice, whereby the free particle-
like unbounded motion gets localized because of random interruptions occasioned by the
resetting process. This phenomenon of localization will occupy a significant space in our
subsequent discussions.

It is important now to underscore that the TBC we treat here is not a free one as
investigated in I, but is subject to an external perturbation in the form of an oscillatory force
field. It is therefore appropriate at this stage to emphasize the new physics that ensues when
the external perturbation is a time-periodic one. But, before that, assume the force to be
static, with magnitude given by F0 on every site of the TB lattice. While a particle in open
space would feel a bias in motion, the space-periodic nature of the TB lattice gives rise to an
interesting phenomenon called Bloch oscillations. This implies that the particle, starting from
a given site of the lattice, keeps revisiting that site periodically at a frequency determined by
F0. Consequently, the effect is also dubbed as Wannier-Stark localization [6, 8]. The effect
however dramatically changes when the external force is an oscillatory one: F0 cos(ωt) [5].
Now, whenever the time t matches with 2πn/ω , n being an integer, the Wannier-Stark
localization gives way to delocalization, as though the particle is like a free particle, albeit
the underlying tunnelling is governed by an effective frequency ∆eff. A further fascinating
phenomenon ensues at certain ratios of F0/ω (namely, when the ratio equals one of the zeros
of the zeroth order Bessel function of the first kind), when ∆eff vanishes, yielding dynamic
localization.

Given this background, our aim in this paper would be to carefully delineate the
concomitant presence of delocalization/localization and localization induced by stochastic
resets, and make a detailed analysis of their interplay. Needless it is to point out that dynamic
localization is a coherent phenomenon governed by the quantum phase, while localization due
to stochastic resets carries the signature of decoherence due to non-unitary interventions of the
surroundings. This coherence-to-decoherence cross-over or transition, not hitherto studied in
the context of stochastic resets in quantum systems, is a recurring theme in the contemporary
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investigations of quantum information processes.
The central result of out work is contained in Eq. (53), which gives the averaged

probability for the TBC particle to be on site m at time t, while starting at site n0 and evolving
under the TBC Hamiltonian (6) with repeated stochastic resets at exponentially-distributed
random times. From Eq. (53) follows the mean-squared displacement (MSD) about the
initial location, given by S(t) = 〈(m−n0)

2〉, which as t → ∞ at a fixed λ approaches a time-
independent non-zero value given by Eq. (56). The latter result suggests localization of the
particle on the sites of the lattice at long times. This may be contrasted with the behaviour in
the absence of resets, when the particle has an unbounded growth of the MSD in time, with no
signatures of localization. Figure 3 depicts a coherence-to-decoherence cross-over, namely,
dynamic localization of the bare model (i.e., the TBC subject to a time-dependent field, but
with no resets (λ = 0)) crossing over to localization in presence of stochastic resets when
resets are sufficiently frequent (large λ ); correspondingly, the MSD crosses over from a time-
dependent to a time-independent value. This phenomenon of localization through stochastic
resets when the TBC is subject to a time-dependent external field constitutes a major physical
implication of our analysis presented in this work.

With these preliminary remarks on the scope and objectives of this paper, the rest of
the manuscript is structured as follows. In Section 2, we present an overview of the known
results for a field-driven TBC in the absence of resets, derived using the interaction picture
of time evolution in quantum mechanics, differently from what is known in the literature [5].
Section 3 constitutes the core of the paper containing the main results for the field-driven
TBC in the presence of stochastic resets. Our numerical results illustrating the combined
occurrence of delocalization/localization of the bare model and localization induced by
stochastic resets are included in Section 4. Finally, Section 5 concludes the paper with our
principal conclusions. In the two Appendices, we recall the notion of a superoperator used
extensively in the main text and the issue of time evolution of the density operator under a
time-dependent Hamiltonian.

2. The field-driven TBC in the absence of resets

In this section, we gather known results on the behaviour of the tight-binding chain (TBC)
when driven by an external forcing field that is periodic in time [5]. The results presented
in this section will be used in the later part of the paper when we consider the effects of
stochastic resets in the set-up. In contrast to the analysis of Ref. [5], we find it convenient
to obtain the results presented therein by using the interaction picture of time evolution in
quantum mechanics [9]. Let us now proceed to discuss the analysis and the results.

The Hamiltonian of the TBC that describes a quantum particle hopping between the
nearest-neighbour sites of a one-dimensional lattice is given by [5]

HTBL =− h̄∆

2

∞

∑
n=−∞

(
|n〉〈n+1|+ |n+1〉〈n|

)
, (1)

where ∆ > 0 is the nearest-neighbour intersite hopping integral (the so-called tunnelling
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frequency), and |n〉’s denote the so-called Wannier states that represent the state of the particle
when located on site n. These states form a complete basis satisfying 〈m|n〉 = δm,n and
∑

∞
m=−∞ |m〉〈m| = I. In this work, we will take the lattice spacing to be unity without loss

of generality, and set the Planck’s constant to unity. In terms of the operators

K ≡
∞

∑
n=−∞

|n〉〈n+1|, K† ≡
∞

∑
n=−∞

|n+1〉〈n|, (2)

we have

HTBL =−∆

2
(K +K†). (3)

The operators K and K† satisfy KK† = K†K = I with I being the identity operator, so that
[K,K†] = 0. The latter fact implies that there exists a representation in which K and K† can
be simultaneously diagonalized. Such a representation is given by the so-called Bloch states,
which are defined in the reciprocal momentum-space by

|k〉 ≡ 1√
2π

∞

∑
n=−∞

e−ink|n〉. (4)

Note that |n〉= (1/
√

2π)
∫

π

−π
dk exp(ink)|k〉. One has

K|k〉= e−ik|k〉, K†|k〉= eik|k〉, (5)

so that the Bloch state |k〉 is an eigenstate of K and K†, with eigenvalues exp(−ik) and exp(ik),
respectively. Moreover, one has 〈k′|k〉= δ (k− k′).

We want to study the case when the system (3) is subject to an external forcing field
F(t) that is periodic in time: F(t) = F0 cos(ωt), with T = 2π/ω being the time period of
variation of the field. In the context of a.c. electrical conductivity measurement due to an
applied electric field with amplitude E, one has F0 = qE, with q =−e being the charge of the
quantum particle contributing to electrical conductivity, i.e., electron. The TBC Hamiltonian
in presence of the field is explicitly time-dependent and has the form

H = H(t) = HTBL +H0(t); H0(t) = F0 cos(ωt)N, (6)

in terms of an operator N given by

N ≡
∞

∑
n=−∞

n|n〉〈n|; N† = N. (7)

The operator N being diagonal in the Wannier states and not in the Bloch states causes
transitions among the latter states. It is easily checked that one has

[K,N] = K, [K†,N] =−K†, (8)

and so the two terms in the Hamiltonian (6) do not commute with each other. We will refer to
F0 as the strength of the forcing field. Note that H(t) for two different times do not commute:
[H(t),H(t ′)] = (∆/2)F0(cos(ωt)− cos(ωt ′))(K−K†), while we have [H0(t),H0(t ′)] = 0.
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Let us investigate the question: what is the probability Pm(t) that the particle is on site m
at time t > 0, given that the particle was on site n0 at time t = 0? If ρ(t) denotes the density
operator of the system at time t, we have by definition that

Pm(t) = 〈m|ρ(t)|m〉. (9)

The time evolution of ρ(t) is given by the quantum Liouville equation

∂ρ(t)
∂ t

=−i
[
H(t),ρ(t)

]
. (10)

Equation (10) has the formal solution (see Appendix A):

ρ(t) = e−i
∫ t

0 dt ′ H(t ′)
+ ρ(0)ei

∫ t
0 dt ′ H(t ′)
− , (11)

where because H(t) at two different times do not commute with each other that we invoked
time ordering in writing down the exponential factors in the above equation; the minus and
plus subscripts on the exponential indicate negative (i.e., the latest time to the right) and
positive (i.e., the latest time to the left) time ordering, respectively. Equation (11) implies
unitary evolution of the density operator that preserves its trace: Tr[ρ(t)] = 1 ∀ t.

In order to obtain Pm(t), it is instructive to invoke the interaction picture of time evolution
in quantum mechanics and transform ρ(t) to ρ̃(t) given by

ρ̃(t)≡ ei
∫ t

0 dt ′ H0(t ′)ρ(t)e−i
∫ t

0 dt ′ H0(t ′), (12)

where note that H0(t) at two different times commute with each other so that no time ordering
is required in writing down the exponential factors. Since H0(t) is diagonal in the Wannier
states, we have Pm(t) = 〈m|ρ(t)|m〉= 〈m|ρ̃(t)|m〉.

Using the Liouville equation (10), we get

∂ ρ̃(t)
∂ t

=−i[HTBL(t), ρ̃(t)], (13)

with

HTBL(t)≡ ei
∫ t

0 dt ′ H0(t ′)HTBL e−i
∫ t

0 dt ′ H0(t ′). (14)

Now, using the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula given by eABe−A = B + [A,B] +
(1/2!)[A, [A,B]] + (1/3!)[A, [A, [A,B]]] + . . ., we may obtain from Eq. (14) on using Eq. (8)
that

HTBL(t) =V+ cos((F0/ω)sin(ωt))− iV− sin((F0/ω)sin(ωt))

=−∆

2

(
Ke−iη(t)+K†eiη(t)

)
, (15)

with η(t) ≡ (F0/ω)sin(ωt), and we have introduced the operators V± ≡ −(∆/2)(K±K†).
Note that HTBL(t = 0) = (−∆/2)(K + K†) = HTBL, as expected. It then follows that
[HTBL(t),HTBL(t ′)] = 0.
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Equation (13) has the solution

ρ̃(t) = e−i
∫ t

0 dt ′ HTBL(t ′)ρ(0)ei
∫ t

0 dt ′ HTBL(t ′), (16)

where we have used the fact that HTBL(t) at two different times commute with each other. We
therefore have

Pm(t) = 〈m|e−i
∫ t

0 dt ′ HTBL(t ′)|n0〉〈n0|ei
∫ t

0 dt ′ HTBL(t ′)|m〉, (17)

where we have used the fact that ρ(0) = |n0〉〈n0|. Comparing Eq. (16) with Eq. (12) and using
Eq. (11), we get

e−i
∫ t

0 dt ′ HTBL(t ′) = ei
∫ t

0 dt ′ H0(t ′)e−i
∫ t

0 dt ′ H(t ′)
+ . (18)

Equation (15) yields

ei
∫ t

0 dt ′ HTBL(t ′) = e−i(∆/2)[Kw?(t)+K†w(t)], (19)

with

w(t)≡
∫ t

0
dt ′ eiη(t ′) =

1
ω

∫
ωt

0
dτ ei(F0/ω)sinτ . (20)

Using the substitution t = eiτ in the definition of the generating function of the Bessel function
of the first kind [10]: e(x/2)(t−1/t) = ∑

∞
p=−∞ Jp(x)t p, one has eixsinτ = ∑

∞
p=−∞ Jp(x)eipτ , so that

w(t) =
1
ω

∫
ωt

0
dτ

∞

∑
p=−∞

Jp(F0/ω)eipτ . (21)

When t = nT , i.e., ωt = 2πn, with n being an integer, the integral over τ vanishes unless
p = 0, and one gets

w(nT ) = tJ0(F0/ω). (22)

From Eq. (17), we get on transforming to the Bloch states and using Eqs. (19), (5) and
the result 〈k′|k〉= δ (k− k′) that

Pm(t) =
1

(2π)2

∫
π

−π

dk
∫

π

−π

dk′ ei(m−n0)(k′−k)ei∆[(cosk−cosk′)u(t)−(sink−sink′)v(t)]

=
∣∣∣ 1
2π

∫
π

−π

dk e−i(m−n0)k+i∆(u(t)cosk−v(t)sink)
∣∣∣2. (23)

Here, we have defined the real quantities u(t) ≡ Re(w(t)) and v(t) ≡ Im(w(t)). Using the
identities [5] e−iVu(t)cosk = ∑

∞
n=−∞ e−inπ/2 einkJn(Vu(t)), e−iVu(t)sink = ∑

∞
n=−∞ einkJn(Vu(t))

lets Eq. (23) be written straightforwardly on using
∫

π

−π
dk eink = 2π δn,0 as

Pm(t) =
∣∣∣ ∞

∑
n1=−∞

ein1π/2Jn1(∆u(t))Jm−n0−n1(∆v(t))
∣∣∣2. (24)
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We next use the Graf’s addition theorem for Bessel functions [5]:
∞

∑
n=−∞

e−inπ/2Jn(u(t))Jm−n(v(t)) = (−Λ)mJ−m

(√
u2(t)+ v2(t)

)
= Λ

mJm

(√
u2(t)+ v2(t)

)
,

(25)

with Λ≡
√

(v(t)− iu(t))/(v(t)+ iu(t)); here, we have used Jm(x) = (−1)mJ−m(x). Note that
we have |Λ|2 = 1. We therefore have

Pm(t) =
∣∣∣(Λ?)m−n0Jm−n0(∆|w(t)|)

∣∣∣2 = J2
m−n0

(∆|w(t)|). (26)

It is easily checked that in the absence of forcing, when one has w(t) = t, the above equation
reduces to the following result known in the literature (see, e.g., [7]): Pm(t) = J2

m−n0
(∆t).

Note that since one has J−m(x)= (−1)mJm(x), the quantity Pm(t) in Eq. (26) is symmetric
under m−n0→−(m−n0). It then follows that the average displacement of the particle from
its initial location is

µ(t)≡ 〈(m−n0)〉=
∞

∑
m=−∞

(m−n0)Pm(t) = 0, (27)

so that 〈m〉 = n0. In other words, the average position of the particle at any instant is its
initial location. Next, using the result [5] ∑

∞
m=−∞ m2Jm(x) = x2/2, we get the mean-squared

displacement (MSD) as

S(t)≡ 〈(m−n0)
2〉=

∞

∑
m=−∞

(m−n0)
2Pm(t) =

∆2|w(t)|2

2
. (28)

For the particular case of no field, implying w(t) = t, we recover using the above equation the
known result [5, 7]: S(t) = ∆2t2/2. From Eq. (28), we get on using Eq. (22) that

S(t = nT ) =
∆2t2J2

0(F0/ω)

2
. (29)

We thus see that whenever the time of observation t equals an integer multiple of the time
period T of the external periodic forcing, the MSD has the free-particle-like ballistic behaviour
seen in the unforced system, S(t) ∝ t2, a difference being that one has in the forced system an
effective tunnelling frequency

∆eff ≡ ∆J0(F0/ω) (30)

that is smaller than the parent tunnelling frequency ∆ (since |J0(x)| ≤ 1). The phenomenon
of an MSD growing unbounded in time, as seen in Eqs. (28) and (29), implies delocalization,
whereby the particle delocalizes about its initial location through the application of the
external periodic field [5]. However, if we choose F0/ω to be such that the ratio equals
a zero of J0(x) (i.e., F0/ω is such that J0(F0/ω) = 0), then we have S(t = nT ) = 0, and,
moreover, S(t) is bounded in time [5]. In other words, in such a situation, the MSD of the
particle about its initial location is zero whenever t = nT , a phenomenon that is referred to as
dynamic localization [5].
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3. The field-driven TBC in presence of resets

In this section, we briefly discuss following Ref. [7] our formalism of Stochastic
Liouville equation to study analytically unitary evolution interspersed at random times with
instantaneous non-unitary interactions in the context of a general quantum system, and then
apply the formalism to obtain explicit results for the TBC subject to a periodic forcing field
in the case in which the interactions implement stochastic resets. The quantum system while
starting with a density operator ρ(0) is assumed to be undergoing unitary evolution in time
for a fixed time t. The evolution is interspersed with instantaneous interaction with the
environment at random times, which induces non-unitarity in the evolution of the system,
and which is implemented by a given interaction operator T . Thus, a realization of the
evolution over the time interval [0, t ] may involve µ ≥ 0 number of instantaneous interactions
occurring at random time instances t1, t2, . . . , tµ , where the times τν+1 ≡ tν+1 − tν ; ν =

0,1,2, . . . ,µ−1; t0 = 0 between successive interactions are random variables that we choose
to be sampled independently from an exponential distribution:

p(τ) = λe−λτ . (31)

Here, λ > 0 is the inverse of the average time between two successive interactions. The
evolution ends with unitary evolution for time duration t − tµ . We will later in the paper
consider the form of T that implements stochastic resets of quantum dynamics [3,7], whereby
the density operator is at random times reset to a given form (see later).

We feel it pertinent at this stage to cite a number of recent work on themes related to
resets of quantum dynamics. For the tight-binding Hamiltonian on an infinite line and with
a detector placed on a fixed site, Refs. [11, 12] studied the problem of first detected arrival
of the tight-binding particle at the detector site. In particular, the authors addressed the issue
of the particle, starting at a fixed site and being subject to stroboscopic measurements after
every fixed interval of time τ , to be detected for the first time at the detector site; Ref. [13]
extended the study to the more general case of measurements at independent and identically-
distributed random time intervals. The issue of entanglement in open and noisy quantum
systems was studied in the framework of a system of interacting quantum particles, which can
interact and exchange particles with the environment [14]. Here, the effect of decoherence is
supposed to be counteracted by having the system particles randomly reset to some standard
initial state, e.g., by replacing them with particles from the environment (see also Ref. [15]).
Closed quantum many-body systems subject to stochastic resetting, whereby the system is
reinitialized to a state chosen from a set of reset states conditionally on the outcome of a
measurement taken immediately before resetting, were considered in Ref. [16].An explicit
connection was established between quantum quenches in closed systems and the emergent
open system dynamics induced by stochastic resetting.

Reference [17] studied the dynamics of a non-interacting spin system that is undergoing
coherent Rabi oscillations in presence of stochastic resetting, showing that the latter induces
long-range quantum and classical correlations in the emergent dissipative dynamics as well
as in the non-equilibrium stationary state. For Markovian open quantum systems subject to
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stochastic resetting, the ensuing dynamics was shown in Ref. [18] to be non-Markovian and
has the form of a generalized Lindblad equation. Interestingly, the statistics of quantum-jumps
can be exactly derived. It was demonstrated that stochastic resetting may be employed as a
tool towards tuning of the statistics of quantum-jump trajectories and dynamical phases of
open quantum systems. In Ref. [19], evolution of an arbitrary open quantum system under a
resetting process was studied, and a universal behaviour for the mean return time that goes
beyond unitary dynamics and Markovian measurements was unveiled. In particular, it was
shown that the mean measurement time may be used as a tuning parameter to minimize the
mean transition time between states of the system. Reference [20] studied entanglement
dynamics in monitored quantum many-body systems with well-defined quasiparticles, with
the entanglement implemented by ballistically propagating non-Hermitian quasiparticles that
are stochastically reset by the measurement protocol with a rate given by their finite inverse
lifetime. It was shown that, depending on the spectrum of quasiparticle decay rates, different
entanglement scaling and even sharp entanglement phase transitions may result.

Our work differs from the aforementioned class of work in that we study stochastic resets
in a setup that models the realistic system of a nano wire, namely, the tight-binding chain.
Moreover, we unveil a hitherto-unexplored physical phenomenon in this context, namely, that
of a coherence-to-decoherence cross-over when the TBC dynamics has competing effects
arising from the application of a time-dependent external field and from the implementation
of stochastic resets at random times.

The averaged density operator (averaged over different realizations of the dynamics
detailed above) at time t reads [7]

ρ(t) =
∞

∑
µ=0

∫ t

0
dtµ
∫ tµ

0
dtµ−1 . . .

∫ t3

0
dt2
∫ t2

0
dt1

×F(t− tµ)e
−i
∫ t

tµ dt ′L (t ′)
+ T p(tµ − tµ−1)e

−i
∫ tµ

tµ−1
dt ′L (t ′)

+ T . . .T p(t2− t1)e
−i
∫ t2

t1
dt ′ L (t ′)

+ T p(t1)

× e
−i
∫ t1

0 dt ′ L (t ′)
+ ρ(0)

=U(t)ρ(0), (32)

where U(t) is a superoperator: it acts on one operator, namely, ρ(0), to yield another operator
given by the left hand side [7]. While further discussion on superoperator is relegated to
Appendix B, it suffices to mention the following here: The Liouville operator L associated
with an ordinary operator, e.g., a time-independent Hamiltonian H, and when operating on an
ordinary operator A gives rise to the commutator of H with A:

L A = [H, A ]. (33)

A Liouville operator operating on an ordinary operator gives another ordinary operator, and in
this sense, it is a superoperator. We denote the ‘states’ of a Liouville operator by round kets:

L |nm) = L |n〉〈m|= H|n〉〈m|− |n〉〈m|H, (34)
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where the complete set of states are in our case the Wannier states, namely, the set {|n〉}. The
projection operator T is also a superoperator. In Eq. (32), the quantity F(t) = e−λ t is the
probability for no interaction to occur during time t. We remark that Eq. (32) can arrived at
by utilizing the picture of quantum-jump trajectories of open quantum systems, as done in
Ref. [18], see Eqs. (36) and (37) and the discussions therein.

In Eq. (32), the form of the projection operator T should be such as to ensure
that following every instantaneous reset, the density operator becomes ρ+(t) = T ρ−(t) =
|ψr〉〈ψr|, with the trace of the operators satisfying Tr[ρ+(t)] = Tr[ρ−(t)] = 1 ∀ t and ρ−(t)
denoting the density operator prior to the reset. Here, |ψr〉 is the state to which, corresponding
to a reset, a complete collapse of the instantaneous state vector of the system takes place. The
form of the superoperator T is thus the same as the superoperator R in Eq. (37) of Ref. [18].

On differentiating Eq. (32) with respect to t, we get (see Appendix C)

dρ(t)
dt

=−iL (t)ρ(t)

+F(0)
∞

∑
µ=1

∫ t

0
dtµ−1 . . .

∫ t3

0
dt2
∫ t2

0
dt1

×T p(t− tµ−1)e
−i
∫ t

tµ−1
dt ′L (t ′)

+ T . . .T p(t2− t1)e
−i
∫ t2

t1
dt ′ L (t ′)

+ T p(t1)e
−i
∫ t1

0 dt ′ L (t ′)
+ ρ(0)

+
∞

∑
µ=1

∫ t

0
dtµ . . .

∫ t3

0
dt2
∫ t2

0
dt1

[
dF(t− tµ)

dt

]
e
−i
∫ t

tµ dt ′L (t ′)
+

×T p(tµ − tµ−1)e
−i
∫ tµ

tµ−1
dt ′L (t ′)

+ T . . .T p(t2− t1)e
−i
∫ t2

t1
dt ′ L (t ′)

+ T p(t1)e
−i
∫ t1

0 dt ′ L (t ′)
+ ρ(0)

=−i L (t) ρ(t)+λT ρ(t)−λρ(t)

= W [ρ(t)] , (35)

where in the first equality, the first term on the right hand side denotes the contribution in
absence of resets (i.e., it stands for the unitary evolution of the density operator), while the
second and the third term on the right hand side stand for reset events and account for non-
unitary evolution. The quantity ρ

(0)(t) in the second equality of Eq. (35) corresponds to the
term of the density operator with no instantaneous interaction, and is defined in Eq. (75).
In the spirit of the Lindbladian formalism describing non-unitary evolution of the density
operator in quantum mechanics, we refer to Eq. (35) as the Lindblad master equation, and the
superoperator W as the Lindbladian for reset dynamics [14–16, 18, 21].

Considering the Laplace transform (with the Laplace transform operator denoted by the
symbol L) of Eq. (32) and using standard results on the Laplace transform of a series of
convolutions, one gets by following the basic steps outlined in Ref. [7] that

ρ̃(s)≡ L(ρ(t)) = Ũ(s)ρ(0); (36)

Ũ(s) = Ũ0(s)+λŨ0(s)T Ũ0(s)+λ
2Ũ0(s)T Ũ0(s)T Ũ0(s)+ . . . , (37)

where we have

Ũ0(s)≡
∫

∞

0
dt e−(s+λ )t−i

∫ t
0 dt ′ L (t ′)

+ . (38)
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We now specialize to the TBC subject to a periodic field, and discuss the case of
stochastic resets, whereby the density operator is at random times reset to the form |N 〉〈N |
corresponding to a complete collapse of the instantaneous state vector of the system onto the
state |N 〉 corresponding to an arbitrary site N on the lattice. We take the TBC particle to be
located on site n0 at the start of the dynamics at time t = 0, so that setting N = n0 implements
reset of the density operator to its form prior to switching-on of any environmental coupling,
namely, the form |n0〉〈n0|. As discussed earlier, the form of the projection operator T should
be such as to ensure that following every instantaneous reset, the density operator becomes
ρ+(t) = T ρ−(t) = |N 〉〈N |, with Tr[ρ+(t)] = Tr[ρ−(t)] = 1 ∀ t. Following the discussion
in Ref. [7], these requirements lead to T of the form

(n1n′1|T |n2n′2) = δn1,n′1
δn2,n′2

δn1,N . (39)

To proceed, let us first obtain the matrix elements of the superoperator Ũ0(s) defined in
Eq. (38):

(mn|Ũ0(s)|m′n′) = (mn|
∫

∞

0
dt e−(s+λ )It−i

∫ t
0 dt ′ L (t ′)

+ |m′n′)

=
∫

∞

0
dt e−(s+λ )It〈m|e−i

∫ t
0 dt ′ H(t ′)

+ |m′〉〈n′|ei
∫ t

0 dt ′ H(t ′)
− |n〉. (40)

Using Eq. (18), we get

(mn|Ũ0(s)|m′n′)

=
∫

∞

0
dt e−(s+λ )It〈m|e−i

∫ t
0 dt ′ H0(t ′)e−i

∫ t
0 dt ′ HTBL(t ′)|m′〉〈n′|ei

∫ t
0 dt ′ HTBL(t ′)ei

∫ t
0 dt ′ H0(t ′)|n〉

=
∫

∞

0
dt e−(s+λ )Itei(F0/ω)sin(ωt)(n−m)〈m|e−i

∫ t
0 dt ′ HTBL(t ′)|m′〉〈n′|ei

∫ t
0 dt ′ HTBL(t ′)|n〉

=
∫

∞

0
dt e−(s+λ )Itei(F0/ω)sin(ωt)(n−m)

× 1
(2π)2

∫
π

−π

dk
∫

π

−π

dk′ ei((m−m′)k′+(n′−n)k)ei∆Re[(eik−eik′)w(t)]. (41)

It then follows on using ∑
∞
m=−∞ exp(im(k− k′)) = 2πδ (k− k′) that

∑
m
(mm|Ũ0(s)|nn) =

1
s+λ

. (42)

Let us now calculate the probability Pm(t) for the particle to be on site m at time t while
evolving according to our scheme of stochastic resets at random times. Here, the overline
denotes as in Eq. (32) an average over different realizations of the reset dynamics. We have
by definition that

Pm(t) = 〈m|ρ(t)|m〉. (43)

Denoting by P̃m(s) the Laplace transform of Pm(t), Eqs. (36) and (37) give

P̃m(s) = 〈m|Ũ0(s)ρ(0)+λŨ0(s)T Ũ0(s)ρ(0)+λ
2Ũ0(s)T Ũ0(s)T Ũ0(s)ρ(0)+ . . . |m〉

≡
∞

∑
p=0

P̃
(p)
m (s). (44)
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We have

P̃
(0)
m (s) = 〈m|Ũ0(s)ρ(0)|m〉= ∑

n,n′
(mm|Ũ0(s)|nn′)〈n|ρ(0) |n′〉= (mm|Ũ0(s)|n0n0)

=
∫

∞

0
dt e−(s+λ )t 1

(2π)2

∫
π

−π

dk
∫

π

−π

dk′ ei((m−n0)(k′−k)ei∆Re[(eik−eik′)w(t)], (45)

where we have used Eq. (41) and the fact that ρ(0) = |n0〉〈n0|. We thus obtain P(0)
m (t) from

Eq. (45) as

P(0)
m (t) =

e−λ t

(2π)2

∫
π

−π

dk
∫

π

−π

dk′ ei((m−n0)(k′−k)+i∆Re[(eik−eik′)w(t)]

=
e−λ t

(2π)2

∫
π

−π

dk
∫

π

−π

dk′ ei(m−n0)(k′−k)ei∆[(cosk−cosk′)u(t)−(sink−sink′)v(t)]

= e−λ tJ2
m−n0

(∆|w(t)|), (46)

where we have used Eqs. (23) and (26).
Next, we get from Eq. (44) on using Eqs. (41) and (42) that

P̃
(1)
m (s) = λ ∑

n1,n2,n3,
n4,n5,n6

(mm|Ũ0(s)|n1n2)(n1n2|T |n3n4)(n3n4|Ũ0(s)|n5n6)〈n5|ρ(0)|n6〉

= λ ∑
n3

(mm|Ũ0(s)|N N )(n3n3|Ũ0(s)|n0n0)

= λ

∫
∞

0
dt

e−(s+λ )t

(s+λ )

1
(2π)2

∫
π

−π

dk
∫

π

−π

dk′ ei((m−N )(k′−k)ei∆Re[(eik−eik′)w(t)]

= λ

∫
∞

0
dt

e−(s+λ )t

(s+λ )
J2

m−N (∆|w(t)|), (47)

where we have used Eqs. (23) and (26). Since the Laplace transform of a convolution of two
functions is given by the product of their individual Laplace transforms, we get

P̃
(1)
m (s) = λL

(∫ t

0
dt ′ e−λ (t−t ′)e−λ t ′J2

m−N (∆|w(t ′)|)
)

= λL
(

e−λ t
∫ t

0
dt ′ J2

m−N (∆|w(t ′)|)
)
, (48)

yielding

P(1)
m (t) = λe−λ t

∫ t

0
dt ′ J2

m−N (∆|w(t ′)|). (49)
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In a similar manner, we get

P̃
(2)
m (s) = λ

2
∑

n1,n2

(mm|Ũ0(s)|N N )(n1n1|Ũ0(s)|N N )(n2n2|Ũ0(s)|n0n0)

= λ
2
∫

∞

0
dt

e−(s+λ )t

(s+λ )2
1

(2π)2

∫
π

−π

dk
∫

π

−π

dk′ ei((m−N )(k′−k)ei∆Re[(eik−eik′)w(t)]

= λ
2
∫

∞

0
dt

e−(s+λ )t

(s+λ )2 J2
m−N (∆|w(t)|)

= λ
2L
(∫ t

0
dt ′ e−λ (t−t ′)(t− t ′) e−λ t ′J2

m−N (∆|w(t ′)|)
)
, (50)

yielding

P(2)
m (t) = λ

2 e−λ t
∫ t

0
dt ′ (t− t ′)J2

m−N (∆|w(t ′)|). (51)

The general expression is thus given by

P(p)
m (t) = λ

p e−λ t
∫ t

0
dt ′

(t− t ′)p−1

(p−1)!
J2

m−N (∆|w(t ′)|); p ∈ [1,∞), (52)

which on substituting in Eq. (44) and inverting back to the time domain gives

Pm(t) = e−λ tJ2
m−n0

(∆|w(t)|)+λ

∫ t

0
dt ′ e−λ t ′J2

m−N (∆|w(t ′)|). (53)

One may check that in the absence of forcing, when one has w(t) = t, the above equation
reduces to the result derived in Ref. [7].

Equation (53) yields the averaged probability at time t to be on site m for a quantum
particle starting at site n0 and evolving under Hamiltonian (6) and subject to repeated
stochastic resets at exponentially-distributed random times. This equation is nothing but the
“last renewal equation” for the probability Pm(t) in presence of resets. Indeed, this equation
could have been obtained by taking the expectation 〈m|ρ(t)|m〉 of Eq. (9) of Ref. [3], and by
identifying the reset-free contribution in the equation as J2

m−n0
(∆|w(t)|). It is rewarding to see

that Eq. (53) could be arrived at by pursuing an independent approach, as done in this work,
and this independent approach developed by us applies not just to the case of stochastic resets
but also to discuss other forms of system-environment interactions, as elaborated in Ref. [7].
The mentioned last-renewal-equation approach, incidentally, is a fundamental concept in the
field of stochastic resets, and has been exploited extensively in the literature [3, 16–20].

The result (53) has the simple physical interpretation as that adduced in Ref. [7]: The
first term on the right hand side arises from those realizations of evolution for time t that did
not involve a single reset. The second term on the other hand arises from those realizations in
which the last reset happened in the interval [ t ′, t ′−dt ′ ], with t ′ ∈ [0, t ].

Summing over m on both sides of Eq. (53), and using the relations J−m(x) = (−1)mJm(x)
and 1 = J2

0(x) + 2∑
∞
m=1 J2

m(x), one may check that as desired, one has ∑
∞
m=−∞ Pm(t) =

exp(−λ t)+λ
∫ t

0 dt ′ exp(−λ t ′) = 1. Now, using the result ∑
∞
m=−∞ mJ2

m−n0
(x) = ∑

∞
m=−∞(m+
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n0)J2
m(x) = n0 ∑

∞
m=−∞ J2

m(x) = n0, one obtains from Eq. (53) the average displacement of the
particle from the initial position n0 as

µ(t)≡
∞

∑
m=−∞

(m−n0) Pm(t) = (N −n0)λ
∫ t

0
dt ′ e−λ |w(t ′)| = (N −n0)(1− e−λ t), (54)

which for λ = 0 reproduces the result (27). Next, by using the result ∑
∞
m=−∞ m2 J2

m(x) = x2/2,
the MSD of the particle about the initial location n0 is obtained from Eq. (53) as

S(t)≡
∞

∑
m=−∞

(m−n0)
2 Pm(t) = e−λ t ∆2|w(t)|2

2
+λ

∫ t

0
dt ′ e−λ t ′

(
∆2|w(t ′)|2

2
+(N−n0)

2
)

= e−λ t ∆2|w(t)|2

2
+

λ∆2

2

∫ t

0
dt ′ e−λ t ′ |w(t ′)|2 +(N −n0)

2(1− e−λ t), (55)

which for λ = 0 reproduces correctly the result (28).
On taking t→ ∞ at a fixed λ , the MSD approaches a time-independent non-zero value

S(t→ ∞) = (N −n0)
2 +

∆2

2

∫
∞

0
dx e−x |w(x/λ )|2. (56)

We thus see a remarkable effect induced on performing stochastic resets at random times:
The mean-squared displacement (MSD) of the particle about its initial location approaches
at long times a time-independent value, implying thereby localization of the particle on the
sites of the lattice at long times. This may be contrasted with the behaviour in the absence
of resets, when the particle has an unbounded growth of the MSD in time, with no signatures
of localization. This phenomenon of localization through stochastic resets has earlier been
demonstrated by us in the case of the TBC without the external field [7], and we show here
that this phenomenon is more general and takes place even when the TBC is subject to a time-
dependent external field. Comments are in order regarding the dependence of the result (56)
on the model parameters. Let us first note that w(0) = 0 and that for small t, we have w(t) = t.
It then follows that as λ → ∞, we have

S(t→ ∞) = (N −n0)
2 +

∆2

2λ 2

∫
∞

0
dx e−x x2 = (N −n0)

2 +
∆2

λ 2 ; λ → ∞. (57)

We thus see that the larger the λ , the smaller is the long-time MSD about the initial location
n0. If N and n0 coincide, whereby stochastic resets correspond to a complete collapse of the
instantaneous state vector of the system onto the initial state |n0〉, then in the limit of very
frequent resets (λ → ∞), the long-time MSD is zero. In other words, the particle is at long
times completely stuck or localized at the initial state. One may draw a parallel between this
behaviour and that of quantum Zeno effect, whereby a system that is subject to very frequent
measurements is completely stuck in a given state [22].

Our results establish the following scenario. In absence of stochastic resets, the TBC
system subject to such an external field exhibits in general delocalization, unless one chooses
the ratio of the strength to the frequency of the external field to be a zero of the zeroth order
Bessel function of the first kind. The latter is evidently difficult to realize in experiments
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owing to finite precision of any apparatus whatsoever that is employed to generate the external
field. This somewhat hopeless situation associated with attempts to localize the particle is
remarkably circumvented by the introduction of stochastic resets, when one does not need at
all to tune the strength of the external field to be of any special value but would just have to
perform stochastic resets at random times. Any amount of stochastic resets, quantified by the
magnitude of the reset parameter λ , suffices to localize the particle, with the obvious caveat
that smaller the value of λ , one has to wait longer for sufficient number of resets to take place
that eventually localize the particle.

4. Numerical results

In this section, we report on numerical results for the TBC system in presence of external
periodic forcing, with the system subject to stochastic resets at exponentially-distributed
random times. In order to obtain our numerical results, we consider a one-dimensional
periodic lattice with N sites. The density operator and the Hamiltonian operator are then
represented by N ×N matrices, while the transition operator T is a matrix of dimension
N2 × N2. A particular realization of the reset protocol over a total duration t involves
obtaining first the time gaps τ between successive resets, which we sample independently
from the exponential distribution (31) using standard techniques. If in a given realization
there are N number of resets, then the τ’s satisfy ∑

N
p=1 τp < t and τN+1 = t −∑

N
p=1 τp; for

details, see Ref. [7]. Here, τp is the time interval between the p-th and the (p− 1)-th reset.
The dynamical evolution, in which the particle starts initially from location n0, involves the
following: Starting with the initial density operator ρ(0) that has only its (n0,n0)-th element
nonzero and equal to unity, we evolve ρ(0) unitarily in time for time τ1 to obtain the evolved
density operator as ρ(τ1) = exp

(
−i
∫ τ1

0 dt ′ H(t ′)
)
ρ(0)exp

(
i
∫ τ1

0 dt ′ H(t ′)
)
, and then operate

on it by the transition operator T given by Eq. (39). We then evolve unitarily the resulting
matrix for time τ2, then operate on it by T , and so on. The final step of evolution involves
unitary evolution for time τN+1. Then, the (m,m)-th element of the resulting matrix yields the
probability for the given realization of the reset protocol for the particle to be found on site
m at time t. We repeat the process for several realizations of the random times to obtain the
averaged site-occupation probability Pm(t) for the particle to be on site m at time t.

In Fig. 1, we plot results for Pm(t) obtained by implementing the aforementioned
numerical procedure by considering the number of sites N = 30 and compare them against
the analytical result (53) valid in the limit N→ ∞. The values of the parameters ∆, λ , F0, ω ,
N, n0, N are mentioned in the figure caption. One observes, up to fluctuations induced by
the use of a finite N, a perfect agreement between theory and numerics. In Figs. 2 and 3, we
show the dependence of the MSD S(t) on time t for respectively the case in which the ratio of
the strength F0 to the frequency ω of the external field has a general value and when it has a
value that equals the first zero of the zeroth order Bessel function of the first kind; the values
of the other parameters (∆,λ ,n0,N ) are mentioned in the respective figure captions. The
data for both the figures are based on our analytical results. Figure 2 shows that for λ = 0,
the system shows delocalization characterized by an unbounded growth of the MSD with
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time, while for λ 6= 0, the system shows clear signatures of localization induced by stochastic
resets. In Fig. 3, we observe dynamic localization of the bare model (namely, for λ = 0, we
have S(t = nT ) = 0) crossing over to reset-induced localization. The foregoing observations
are all in tune with our theoretical analysis and the ensuing discussions summarized in the
preceding section.
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Figure 1. The figures show for the field-driven TBC, Eq. (6), subject to repeated resets at
random times the dependence of the average site occupation probability Pm(t) on t for two
values of m, namely, m = 9 and 10. The values of the different parameters are: ∆ = 1,λ =

0.25,F0 = 1.0, while we have ω = 0.1 (panel (a)) and ω = 10.0 (panel (b)). The initial location
of the particle is n0 = 1, while the quantity N has the value N = 10 (recall that the density
operator resets to the form |N 〉〈N |). In the plots, the line depicts the analytical result given
in Eq. (53), while the points, together with error bars given by the standard deviation, are
obtained from numerical implementation of the dynamics on a periodic lattice of N = 30
sites and involving averaging over 103 realizations; see Section 4 for details on numerical
implementation.

5. Conclusions

In this work, we studied the case of the tight-binding chain (TBC) in a time-dependent
external field that is subject to stochastic resets at exponentially-distributed random times.
The latter involves the density operator of the system undergoing resetting at random times
to a given form, and mimics interaction of the TBC system with the external environment.
To address analytically such dynamical scenarios, we have recently developed in Ref. [7] a
stochastic Liouville equation approach to study the evolution of a general density operator
in the case in which its unitary evolution is interrupted at random times with interactions
with the external environment. While the explicit application of the formalism presented
therein was for time-independent TBC Hamiltonian, we show here how the formalism applies
with suitable modifications also to the situation in which the Hamiltonian has an explicit
dependence on time. The main theoretical result ensuing from our study of the TBC system
subject to a time-dependent external field is the remarkable effect of localization of the TBC
particle on the sites of the underlying lattice at long times, an effect that owes its origin solely
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Figure 2. The figure shows for the field-driven TBC, Eq. (6), subject to repeated resets at
random times the dependence of the mean-squared displacement (MSD) S(t) on time t. The
values of the different parameters are: ∆ = 1,F0 = 1.0,ω = 0.1. The values of the reset
parameter λ are indicated in the figure. The initial location of the particle is n0 = 1, while
the quantity N has the value N = 10 (recall that the density operator resets to the form
|N 〉〈N |). For each λ , the data corresponding to the broken line are obtained by numerically
evaluating Eq. (55) (for λ = 0, the relevant equation is Eq. (28)), while those for the solid line
represent the numerically-evaluated asymptotic value (56).
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Figure 3. The figure shows for the field-driven TBC, Eq. (6), subject to repeated resets at
random times the dependence of the mean-squared displacement (MSD) S(t) on time t. We
have here ∆ = 1, while the values of the reset parameter λ are indicated in the figure. The
initial location of the particle is n0 = 1, while the quantity N has the value N = 10 (recall
that the density operator resets to the form |N 〉〈N |). The strength of the field has the value
F0 = 0.2404825558, while its frequency has the value ω = 0.1, such that F0/ω equals the
first zero of J0(x), the zeroth order Bessel function of the first kind. For each λ , the data
corresponding to the broken line are obtained by numerically evaluating Eq. (55) (for λ = 0,
the relevant equation is Eq. (28)), while those for the solid line represents the numerically-
evaluated asymptotic value (56).
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to the protocol of stochastic resets that the system is subject to at random times. Indeed, the
bare system with no reset exhibits delocalization of the particle, whereby the particle does not
have a time-independent probability distribution of being found on different sites even at long
times and one has a concomitant unbounded growth in time of the mean-squared displacement
of the particle about its initial location. One may induce localization in the bare model only
through tuning the ratio of the strength to the frequency of the field to have a special value,
namely, equal to one of the zeros of the zeroth order Bessel function of the first kind. While
such a condition may be difficult to achieve in experiments, we showed here that localization
may be induced by a far simpler procedure of subjecting the system to stochastic resets. We
feel that this effect of localization induced by stochastic resets of quantum dynamics is more
general than the situation of time-independent TBC Hamiltonian explored by us in Ref. [7]
and the one of time-dependent TBC system addressed in this work, and is a research direction
that definitely deserves further exploration in more general scenarios, e.g., in the case of
many-body interacting quantum systems. It would also be interesting to apply the formalism
employed in this work to discuss the effects of stochastic resetting on the first detection
probability of a quantum particle within the set-up of Refs. [11–13]. Another direction to
pursue would be to apply the formalism to study Markovian open quantum systems subject to
stochastic resetting [18].
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7. Appendix A: Evolution of the density operator under a time-dependent Hamiltonian

Denoting the time-dependent Hamiltonian by H(t) and the instantaneous wave vector of the
system as |ψ(t)〉, we have the density operator given by

ρ(t) = |ψ(t)〉〈ψ(t)|, (58)

and the Schroëdinger time-evolution for |ψ(t)〉:

i
∂ |ψ(t)〉

∂ t
= H(t)|ψ(t)〉. (59)
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The above equation may be solved iteratively as follows:

i|ψ(t)〉= i|ψ(0)〉+
∫ t

0
dt ′ H(t ′)|ψ(t ′)〉

= i|ψ(0)〉+
∫ t

0
dt ′ H(t ′)

(
|ψ(0)〉− i

∫ t ′

0
dt ′′ H(t ′′)|ψ(t ′′)〉

)
= i|ψ(0)〉+

∫ t

0
dt ′ H(t ′)|ψ(0)〉− i

∫ t

0
dt ′ H(t ′)

∫ t ′

0
dt ′′ H(t ′′)|ψ(0)〉+ . . . . (60)

The integral
∫ t

0 dt ′
∫ t ′

0 dt ′′ H(t ′)H(t ′′) has to be evaluated over the orange-shaded region shown

t′

t′′0 t

t

t
′ =

t
′′

Figure 4. The figure shows the orange-shaded region over which the inte-
gral

∫ t
0 dt ′

∫ t ′
0 dt ′′H(t ′)H(t ′′) and the grey-shaded region over which the integral∫ t

0 dt ′
∫ t

t ′ dt ′′H(t ′)H(t ′′) are to be performed, see Appendix A.

in Fig. 4. Writing the integral as
∫ t

0 dt ′
∫ t ′

0 dt ′′ H(t ′)H(t ′′) =
∫ t

0 dt ′
(∫ t

0−
∫ t

t ′
)

dt ′′ H(t ′)H(t ′′) and
noting that the area of the orange-shaded and the grey-shaded region in Fig. 4 are equal, we
find that

∫ t
0 dt ′

∫ t ′
0 dt ′′ H(t ′)H(t ′′) = (1/2)

∫ t
0
∫ t

0 dt ′dt ′′ H(t ′)H(t ′′) with the restriction of time
ordering in view of H(t) at two different times not commuting with each other: we need to
first evaluate the integral over t ′′ and then the one over t ′. The same comment applies to other
integrals of the same class. We thus obtain

|ψ(t)〉=
(
I− i

∫ t

0
dt ′ H(t ′)+

i2

2!

∫ t

0

∫ t

0
dt ′dt ′′ H(t ′)H(t ′′)

− i3

3!

∫ t

0

∫ t

0

∫ t

0
dt ′dt ′′dt ′′′ H(t ′)H(t ′′)H(t ′′′)+ . . .

)
|ψ(0)〉, (61)

and hence, that

〈ψ(t)|= 〈ψ(0)|
(
I+ i

∫ t

0
dt ′ H(t ′)+

i2

2!

∫ t

0

∫ t

0
dt ′dt ′′ H(t ′′)H(t ′)

+
i3

3!

∫ t

0

∫ t

0

∫ t

0
dt ′dt ′′dt ′′′ H(t ′′′)H(t ′′)H(t ′)+ . . .

)
. (62)

We thus obtain ρ(t) as

ρ(t) = e−i
∫ t

0 dt ′ H(t ′)
+ ρ(0)ei

∫ t
0 dt ′ H(t ′)
− , (63)
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which is Eq. (11) of the main text. Here, we have invoked time ordering in writing down
the exponential factors; the minus and plus subscripts on the exponential indicate negative
(i.e., the latest time to the right) and positive (i.e., the latest time to the left) time ordering,
respectively. Equation (63) may be used to define the Liouville-operator-evolution in the case
of a time-dependent Hamiltonian as

e−i
∫ t

0 dt ′ L (t ′)
+ ρ(0) = e−i

∫ t
0 dt ′ H(t ′)

+ ρ(0)ei
∫ t

0 dt ′ H(t ′)
− . (64)

8. Appendix B: The notion of a superoperator

We follow here Ref. [23] in discussing in further detail the notion of a superoperator. As
mentioned in the main text, the Liouville operator L associated with an ordinary operator,
e.g., a time-independent Hamiltonian H, and when operating on an ordinary operator A gives
rise to the commutator of H with A:

L A = [H, A ]. (65)

A Liouville operator is a superoperator that operating on an ordinary operator gives another
ordinary operator. The ‘states’ of a Liouville operator are denoted by round kets:

L |nm) = L |n〉〈m|= H|n〉〈m|− |n〉〈m|H, (66)

where the complete set of states are in our case the Wannier states, namely, the set {|n〉}. The
superoperator lives in a product Hilbert space, the dimension of which is the square of the
space of the associated operator. The ‘matrix elements’ of the superoperator are labelled by
four indices. The closure property for the two-indexed states reads as ∑m,n |mn)(mn|= I. In
accordance with Eq. (65), we have

〈n|L A|m〉= ∑
m′,n′

(nm|L |n′m′)〈n′|A|m′〉, (67)

with

(nm|L |n′m′) = 〈n|H|n′〉δmm′−〈m′|H|m〉δnn′. (68)

The Heisenberg time-evolution of an operator may be defined as

A(t) = eiL tA(0) = eiHtA(0)e−iHt , (69)

while that of the density operator is given by

ρ(t) = e−iL t
ρ(0) = e−iHt

ρ(0)eiHt . (70)

The rule given by Eq. (67) applies to any superoperator, and applying it to the density operator
ρ(t) in Eq. (70) gives

〈m|ρ(t)|n〉= ∑
m′,n′

(mn|e−iL t |m′n′)〈m′|ρ(0)|n′〉= ∑
m′,n′
〈m|e−iHt |m′〉〈m′|ρ(0)|n′〉〈n′|eiHt |n〉.

(71)
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On comparing the first and the second equality in Eq. (71), we get the matrix elements of the
superoperator exp(−iL t) as

(mn|e−iL t |m′n′) = 〈m|e−iHt |m′〉〈n′|eiHt |n〉. (72)

For the case of a time-dependent Hamiltonian considered in Appendix A, we have

(mn|e−i
∫ t

0 dt ′ L (t ′)
+ |m′n′) = 〈m|e−i

∫ t
0 dt ′ H(t ′)

+ |m′〉〈n′|ei
∫ t

0 dt ′ H(t ′)
− |n〉, (73)

which has been used in obtaining Eq. (40) of the main text.

9. Appendix C: The Lindblad master equation

The averaged density operator at time t may be written from Eq. (32) as

ρ(t) =
∞

∑
µ=0

ρ
(µ)(t) , (74)

where the quantity ρ
(µ)(t) corresponds to the term associated with µ number of instantaneous

interactions. We then have

ρ
(0)(t)≡ F(t)e−i

∫ t
0 dt ′ L (t ′)

+ ρ(0) , (75)

ρ
(1)(t)≡

∫ t

0
dt1 F(t− t1) e

−i
∫ t

t1
dt ′ L (t ′)

+ G1(t1) , (76)

ρ
(2)(t)≡

∫ t

0
dt2 F(t− t2) e

−i
∫ t

t2
dt ′ L (t ′)

+ G2(t2) , (77)

... ,

with

G1(t)≡T p(t) e−i
∫ t

0 dt ′ L (t ′)
+ ρ(0) , (78)

G2(t)≡T
∫ t

0
dt1 p(t− t1) e

−i
∫ t

t1
dt ′ L (t ′)

+ G1(t1) , (79)

... .

Taking the derivative with respect to t, one obtains from Eqs. (75)–(77) that

d
dt

(
ρ
(0)(t)

)
=−i L (t) ρ

(0)(t)+
dF(t)

dt
e−i

∫ t
0 dt ′ L (t ′)

+ ρ(0) , (80)

d
dt

(
ρ
(1)(t)

)
=−i L (t) ρ

(1)(t)+F(0)G1(t)+
∫ t

0
dt1

dF(t− t1)
dt

e
−i
∫ t

t1
dt ′ L (t ′)

+ G1(t1) , (81)

d
dt

(
ρ
(2)(t)

)
=−i L (t) ρ

(2)(t)+F(0)G2(t)+
∫ t

0
dt2

dF(t− t2)
dt

e
−i
∫ t

t2
dt ′ L (t ′)

+ G2(t2) . (82)

Using the above equations together with Eqs. (74), (78)–(79), and considering the method
of induction, one obtains the first equality of Eq. (35) in the main text. In our case with
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p(t) = λ exp(−λ t) and F(t) = exp(−λ t), one has F(0) = 1, p(t − tµ) = λF(t − tµ) =
−dF(t− tµ)/dt, and

G1(t) = λT ρ
(0)(t) , (83)

G2(t) = λT ρ
(1)(t) , (84)

... .

Then, Eqs. (80)–(82) yield

dρ(t)
dt

=−i L (t) ρ(t)+λT ρ(t)−λρ(t) . (85)

which is the second last equality of Eq. (35) in the main text.
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