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A bstract.

M otivated by fundam entalquestionsaboutthe lossofphase coherence

atlow tem peratureweconsiderrelaxation,dephasing and renorm alization

e�ects in quantum two-level system s which are coupled to a dissipative

environm ent.W e observe thatexperim entalconditions,e.g.,detailsofthe

initialstate preparation,determ ine to which extentthe environm entleads

to dephasing orto renorm alization e�ects.W e analyze an exactly solvable

lim itwhere the relation between both can be dem onstrated explicitly.W e

also study the e�ects ofdephasing and renorm alization on response func-

tions.

1. Introduction

Thedynam icsofquantum two-levelsystem shasalwaysbeen atthefocusof

interest,butrecently attracted increased attention becauseoftheprospects

ofquantum state engineering and related low-tem perature experim ents.A

crucialrequirem entform any oftheseconceptsisthepreservation ofphase

coherence in the presence ofa noisy environm ent.Typically one lacks a

detailed m icroscopic description ofthe noise source,but frequently it is

su�cientto m odeltheenvironm entby a bath ofharm onicoscillators,with

frequency spectrum adjusted to reproduce the observed power spectrum .

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0210023v2
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The resulting ‘spin-boson’m odels have been studied in the literature,in

particularthe one with bilinearcoupling and ‘O hm ic’spectrum ,butspin-

boson m odels with di�erent power spectra appear equally interesting in

view ofseveralexperim ents.In thisarticlewe,therefore,analyzespin-boson

m odelwith generalpowerspectrawith respecttorelaxation,dephasingand

renorm alization processesatlow tem peratures.W e study thedephasing of

nonequilibrium initialstates.W e show how the state preparation a�ects

thee�ective high-frequency cut-o� and separatesrenorm alization from de-

phasing e�ects.W e also dem onstrate how dephasing processes inuence

low-tem perature linearresponseand correlation functions.

2. Spin-boson m odel

In thissection we review the theory and propertiesofspin-boson m odels,

which have been studied extensively before (see the reviews [4,11]). A

quantum two-level system is m odeled by a spin degree of freedom in a

m agnetic �eld.Itiscoupled linearly to an oscillatorbath representing the

environm ent.ThetotalHam iltonian is

H = H ctrl+ �z

X

j

cj(aj + a
y

j)+ H b ; (1)

wherethecontrolled partisH ctrl= � 1

2
B z �z�

1

2
B x �x = � 1

2
�E (cos� � z+

sin� �x),the oscillator bath is described by H b =
P

j�h!ja
y

jaj;and the

bath ‘force’operatorX =
P

jcj(aj + a
y

j)isassum ed to couple linearly to

�z.Forlaterconvenience H ctrl hasalso been written in term sofa m ixing

angle� = tan� 1(B x=B z),depending on thedirection ofthem agnetic �eld,

and theenergy splitting oftheeigenstates,�E =
p
B 2
x + B 2

z.

In therm alequilibrium theFouriertransform ofthesym m etrized corre-

lation function ofthe force operatorisgiven by

SX (!)�


[X (t);X (t

0
)]+

�

!
= 2�hJ(!)coth

�h!

2kBT
: (2)

Here the bath spectraldensity has been introduced,de�ned by J(!) �
�

�h

P

jc
2
j �(! � !j):Atlow frequenciesittypically hasa power-law form up

to a high-frequency cut-o� !c,

J(!)=
�

2
�h� !

1� s
0 !

s
�(! c� !): (3)

G enerally onedistinguishesO hm ic(s= 1),sub-O hm ic(s< 1),and super-

O hm ic(s> 1)spectra.In Eq.(3)an additionalfrequency scale!0 hasbeen

introduced.Since itappearsonly in the com bination �!
1� s
0 itisarbitrary
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and in Ref.[4]has been chosen equalto the high-frequency cut-o�.Here

we preferto distinguish both frequencies,since the cut-o� !c willplay an

im portantrole in whatfollows.

The spin-boson m odelhas been studied m ostly for the case where an

O hm icbath iscoupled linearly to thespin.O nereason isthatlineardam p-

ing,proportionalto thevelocity,isencountered frequently in realsystem s.

Another is that suitable system s with O hm ic dam ping show a quantum

phase transition at a criticalstrength ofthe dissipation,�cr � 1.O n the

otherhand,in thecontextofquantum -stateengineering weshould concen-

trate on system swith weak dam ping,butallow forgeneralspectra ofthe

uctuations.

Spin-boson m odels with sub-O hm ic dam ping (0 < s < 1) have been

considered earlier[4,11]butdid notattractm uch attention.Itwasargued

that sub-O hm ic dissipation would totally suppress coherence,transitions

between the states of the two-level system would happen only at �nite

tem peratures and would be incoherent.At zero tem perature the system

should be localized in one ofthe eigenstates of�z,since the bath renor-

m alizesthe o�-diagonalpartofthe Ham iltonian B x to zero.Thisscenario

is correct for interm ediate to strong dam ping.It is,however,not correct

forweak dam ping.Indeed the ‘NIBA’approxim ation developed in Ref.[4]

failsin theweak-coupling lim itfortransversenoise,whilea m oreaccurate

renorm alization procedure [3]predicts dam ped coherent behavior.In the

context of quantum -state engineering we are interested in precisely this

coherentsub-Ohm ic regim e.W e willdem onstrate a sim ple criterion which

allowsto de�nea borderbetween coherentand incoherentregim es.

A further reason to study the sub-O hm ic case is that it allows us to

m im ic the universally observed 1=f noise.Forinstance,a bath with s= 0

and J(!)= (�=2)��h!0 producesatlow frequencies,�h! � kBT,a1=f noise

spectrum SX (!) = E 2
1=f

=j!jwith E 2
1=f

= 2���h!0kBT.Since frequently

nonequilibrium sourcesare responsible forthe 1=f noise,the tem perature

hereshould beregarded asa�ttingparam eterratherthan atherm odynam ic

quantity.

Below we willalso consider the super-O hm ic case (s > 1) as itallows

usto study renorm alization e�ectsclearly.

3. R elaxation and dephasing

W e�rstconsidertheO hm iccasein theweak dam ping regim e,� � 1.Still

we distinguish two regim es:the ‘Ham iltonian-dom inated’regim e,which is

realized when �E islargeenough,and the‘noise-dom inated’regim e,which

is realized,e.g.,at degeneracy points where �E ! 0.The exact border

between both regim eswillbespeci�ed below.
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In theHam iltonian-dom inated regim e itisnaturalto describetheevo-

lution ofthe system in the eigenstatesofH ctrl,which are

j0i= cos
�

2
j"i+ sin

�

2
j#i and j1i = � sin

�

2
j"i+ cos

�

2
j#i : (4)

Denoting by �x and �z the Paulim atricesin theeigenbasis,we have

H = �
1

2
�E � z + (sin� �x + cos� �z)X + H b : (5)

Twodi�erenttim escalesdescribetheevolution in thespin-boson m odel.

The �rst,the dephasing tim e scale �’,characterizes the decay ofthe o�-

diagonalelem entsofthequbit’sreduced densitym atrix �̂(t)in thepreferred

eigenbasis (4),or,equivalently ofthe expectation values ofthe operators

�� � (1=2)(�x� i�y).Frequently dephasingprocesseslead toan exponential

long-tim e dependence,

h�� (t)i� tr[�� �̂(t)]/ h�� (0)ie
� i�E t=�h

e
� t=�’ ; (6)

butotherdecay lawsoccuraswelland willbediscussed below.Thesecond,

the relaxation tim e scale �relax,characterizes how diagonalentriestend to

theirequilibrium values,

h�z(t)i� h�z(1 )i/ e
� t=�relax ; (7)

whereh�z(1 )i= tanh(�E =2k BT).

In Refs.[4,11]the dephasing and relaxation tim eswere evaluated in a

path-integraltechnique.In theregim e� � 1 itiseasierto em ploy theper-

turbative(diagram m atic)techniquedeveloped in Ref.[9]and thestandard

Bloch-Red�eld approxim ation.Theratesare

�relax � �
� 1
relax

=
1

�h
2
sin

2
� SX (! = �E =�h) ; (8)

�’ � �
� 1
’ =

1

2
�relax +

1

�h
2
cos

2
� SX (! = 0); (9)

where SX (!) = ���h2! coth(�h!=2kBT).W e observe that only the ‘trans-

verse’part ofthe uctuating �eld X ,coupling to �x and proportionalto

sin�,induces transitions between the eigenstates (4) ofthe unperturbed

system .Thusthe relaxation rate1 (8)isproportionalto sin2�.The ‘longi-

tudinal’partofthecoupling ofX to �z,which isproportionalto cos�,does

1
The equilibration isdue to two processes,excitation j0i! j1iand relaxation j1i!

j0i,with rates�+ =� / hX (t)X (t
0
)i! = � �E =�h .Both ratesarerelated by a detailed balance

condition,and theequilibrium valueh�z(1 )idependson both.O n theotherhand,�relax
isdeterm ined by thesum ofboth rates,i.e.,thesym m etrized noise powerspectrum SX .



DEPHASING AND RENO RM ALIZATIO N ... 5

notinduce relaxation processes.Itdoes,however,contribute to dephasing

sinceitleadstouctuationsoftheeigenenergiesand,thus,toarandom rel-

ativephasebetween thetwo eigenstates.Thisistheorigin ofthe‘pure’de-

phasing contribution to Eq.(9),which isproportionalto cos2�.W erewrite

Eq.(9)as�’ =
1

2
�relax+ cos

2� ��’,where�
�
’ = SX (! = 0)=�h

2
= 2��kBT=�h

isthe puredephasing rate.

Thepuredephasingrate��’ characterizesthestrength ofthedissipative

part ofthe Ham iltonian,while �E characterizes the coherent part.The

Ham iltonian-dom inated regim eisrealized when �E � � �
’,whilethenoise-

dom inated regim e isrealized in theopposite case.

In the noise-dom inated regim e,�E � � �
’,the coupling to the bath is

thedom inantpartofthetotalHam iltonian.Therefore,itism oreconvenient

to discuss the problem in the eigenbasis of the observable �z to which

the bath is coupled.The spin can tunnelincoherently between the two

eigenstatesof�z.O ne can again em ploy the perturbative analysis[9],but

use directly the M arkov instead ofthe Bloch-Red�eld approxim ation.The

resulting ratesare given by

�relax = B
2
x=�

�
’ = B

2
x=(2��h�kBT) (10)

�’ = �
�
’ = 2��h�kBT :

In thisregim ethedephasing ism uch fasterthan therelaxation.In fact,as

a function ofthe coupling strength � the dephasing and relaxation rates

evolve in opposite directions.The �-dependence ofthe relaxation rate is

an indication oftheZeno (watchdog)e�ect[2]:theenvironm entfrequently

‘observes’the state ofthe spin,thuspreventing itfrom tunneling.

4. Longitudinalcoupling,exactsolution forfactorized initialcon-

ditions

Thelastform sofEqs.(8)and (9)expressthetworatesin term softhenoise

power spectrum at the relevant frequencies.These are the levelspacing

ofthe two-state system and zero frequency,respectively.The expressions

apply in the weak-coupling lim it for spectra which are regular at these

frequencies.Fortherelaxation rate(8)thegeneralization tosub-and super-

O hm ic cases m erely requires substituting the relevant SX (! = �E =�h).

However,this does not work for the pure dephasing contribution.Indeed

SX (! = 0) is in�nite in the sub-O hm ic regim e,while it vanishes for the

super-O hm ic case and the O hm ic case atT = 0.Aswe willsee thisdoes

notim ply in�nitely fastorslow dephasing in thesecases.To analyze these

caseswe study theexactly soluble m odeloflongitudinalcoupling,� = 0.

Dephasing processesarecontained in thetim eevolution ofthequantity

h�+ (t)iobtained aftertracing outthebath.Thisquantity can beevaluated
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analytically for� = 0(when �+ = �+ )foran initialstatewhich isdescribed

by a factorized density m atrix �̂(t = 0) = �̂spin 
 �̂bath (which im plies

thatthe two-levelsystem and bath are initially disentangled).In thiscase

the Ham iltonian H = � 1

2
�E � z + �zX + H b isdiagonalized by a unitary

transform ation by U � exp(� i�z�=2)wherethebath operator�isde�ned

as

�� i
X

j

2cj

�h!j
(a

y

j � aj): (11)

The ‘polaron transform ation’yields ~H = U H U � 1 = � 1

2
�E � z + H b.It

hasa clear physicalm eaning:the oscillators are shifted in a direction de-

pending on the state ofthe spin.Nextwe observe thatthe operator�+ is

transform ed as ~�+ = U �+ U
� 1 = e� i��+ ;and the observable ofinterest

can beexpressed as

h�+ (t)i= Tr[̂�(t= 0)�+ (t)]= Tr

h

U �̂(t= 0)U
� 1
e
� i�(t)

�+

i

: (12)

The tim e evolution of�(t) = eiH bt�e� iH bt is governed by the bare bath

Ham iltonian.After som e algebra,using the fact that the initialdensity

m atrix isfactorized,we obtain h�+ (t)i� P(t)e� i�E t h�+ (0)iwhere

P(t)= Tr

h

e
i�(0)=2

e
� i�(t)

e
i�(0)=2

�̂bath

i

: (13)

The expression (13)appliesforany initialstate ofthe bath aslong as

it is factorized from the spin.In particular,we can assum e that the spin

was initially (for t � 0) kept in the state j"i and the bath had relaxed

to the therm alequilibrium distribution for this spin value: �̂bath = �̂" �

Z
� 1
"
e� �H ",whereH " = H b+

P

jcj(aj+ a
y

j).In thiscasewecan rewritethe

density m atrix as �̂bath = ei�=2 �̂be
� i�=2,where the density m atrix ofthe

decoupled bath isgiven by �̂b � Z
� 1
b
e� �H b,and thefunction P(t)reduces

to

P(t)! P (t)� Tr

�

e
� i�(t)

e
i�
�̂b

�

: (14)

Thisexpression (with Fouriertransform P (E ))hasbeen studied extensively

in theliterature[4,8,7,6,1].Itcan beexpressed asP (t)= expK (t),where

K (t)=
4

��h

Z 1

0

d!
J(!)

!2

�

coth

�
�h!

2kB T

�

(cos!t� 1)� isin!t

�

: (15)

For an O hm ic bath at non-zero tem perature and not too short tim es,

t> �h=kBT,it reduces to ReK (t) � � SX (! = 0)t=�h2 = � 2� � kBT t=�h;

consistentwith Eq.(9)in thelim it� = 0.
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For1=!c < t< �h=kBT,and thusforalltim esatT = 0,one still�nds

a decay ofh�+ (t)i governed by Re K (t)� � 2 � ln(!ct),which im plies a

power-law decay

h�+ (t)i= (!ct)
� 2�

e
� i�E t=�h h�+ (0)i: (16)

Thuseven atT = 0,when SX (! = 0)= 0,theo�-diagonalelem entsofthe

density m atrix decay in tim e.Alloscillatorsup to the high-frequency cut-

o� !c contribute to thisdecay.Thephysicalm eaning ofthisresultwillbe

discussed later.W ecan alsode�neacross-overtem peratureT � below which

thepower-law decay dom inatesoverthesubsequentexponentialone.A cri-

terion isthatatt= �h=kBT
� the short-tim e power-law decay hasreduced

theo�-diagonalcom ponentsalready substantially,i.eh�+ (�h=kBT
�)i= 1=e.

Thishappensatthetem peraturekT� = �h!cexp(� 1=2�).Thusthedephas-

ing rate is��’ = kBT
�=�h forT < T� and ��’ = 2��kBT=�h for�T > T �.

For a sub-O hm ic bath with 0 < s < 1 due to the high density of

low-frequency oscillators exponentialdephasing isobserved even forshort

tim es,jh�+ (t)ij/ exp[� �(!0t)
1� s]for t < �h=kBT,as wellas for longer

tim es,jh�+ (t)ij/ exp[� � Tt(!0t)
1� s]fort> �h=kBT.In the exponentsof

the short-and long-tim e decay lawswe have om itted factors which are of

orderone,exceptifs isclose to either1 or0,in which casea m orecareful

treatm entisrequired.Thedephasingratesresultingfrom thedecay lawsare

��’ / T� = �1=(1� s)!0 (cf.Ref.[10])forT < T� and ��’ / (�T=!0)
1=(2� s)!0

forT > T�.Again the crossover tem perature T� m arksthe boundary be-

tween theregim eswhereeithertheinitial,tem perature-independentdecay

orthe subsequentdecay att> �h=kBT ism ore im portant.

These results allow us to further clarify the question ofcoherent vs.

incoherent behavior in the sub-O hm ic regim e. It is known from earlier

work [4,11]that the dynam ics ofthe spin is incoherent even at T = 0

if�E � � 1=(1� s)�h!0 (only the transverse case � = �=2 was considered).

Thiscondition im plies�E � � �
’,i.e.,itm arksthenoise-dom inated regim e.

W e are m ostly interested in the opposite,Ham iltonian-dom inated regim e,

�E � �h� �
’.The NIBA approxim ation used in Ref.[4]fails in this lim it,

whilea m ore accurate RG study [3]predictsdam ped coherentbehavior.

Finally we discussthe super-O hm ic regim e,s > 1.In thiscase,within

a shorttim eoforder!� 1c ,theexponentReK (t)increasesto a �nitevalue

ReK (1 )= � �(!c=!0)
s� 1 and then rem ainsconstantfor!� 1c < t< �h=kBT

(we again om itfactorsoforderone and note thatthe lim its! 1 requires

m ore care).This im plies an initialreduction ofthe o�-diagonalelem ent

jh�+ (t)ijfollowed by a saturation at jh�+ (t)ij/ exp[� �(!c=!0)
s� 1].For

t> �h=kBT an exponentialdecay develops,jh�+ (t)ij/ exp[� � Tt(!0t)
1� s],

but only ifs < 2.This decay is always dom inant and,thus,there is no
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TABLE 1. D ecay ofjh�+ (t)ijin tim e fordi�erentbath spectra.

� O hm ic:J(!)=�

2
�!�(! c � !):

for!
� 1
c � t� T

� 1
jh�+ (t)ij� (!c t)

� 2�

for t� T
� 1 jh�+ (t)ij� e

� 2��T t

t1 T

|<σ ( )>|+ t

power
law

exp

� Sub-O hm ic:J(!)=
�

2
�!

1� s

0
!
s
�(! c � !)and 0 < s< 1:

for!
� 1
c � t� T

� 1
jh�+ (t)ij� e

� �(! 0 t)
1� s

for t� T
� 1

jh�+ (t)ij� e
� �T t(! 0 t)

1� s

t1 T

|<σ ( )>|+ t

exp

exp

� Super-O hm ic:J(!)=�

2
�!

1� s

0
!
s
�(! c � !)and 1 < s< 2:

for!
� 1
c � t� T

� 1
jh�+ (t)ij� e

� �(! c=! 0)
s� 1

for t� T
� 1 jh�+ (t)ij� e

� �T t(! 0 t)
1� s

t1 T

|<σ ( )>|+ t

partial

exp

� Softgap:J(!)=�

2
�!

1� s

0
!
s
�(! c � !)and s> 2:

for!
� 1
c � t jh�+ (t)ij� e

� �(! c=! 0)
s� 1

t1 T

|<σ ( )>|+ t

partial

crossoverin thiscase,i.e.,T� = 0.Fors� 2 there isalm ostno additional

decay.

The results obtained fordi�erentbath spectra are sum m arized in Ta-

ble1.



DEPHASING AND RENO RM ALIZATIO N ... 9

5. P reparation e�ects

In the previoussection weconsidered speci�cinitialconditionswith a fac-

torized density m atrix.Thebath wasprepared in an equilibrium statechar-

acterized by tem perature T,while the spin state wasarbitrary.The state

ofthe totalsystem is,thus,a nonequilibrium one and dephasing is to be

expected even atzerobath tem perature.In thissection weinvestigatewhat

initialconditionsm ay arise in realexperim ents.

The fully factorized initialstate justdescribed can in principle be pre-

pared by thefollowing G edanken experim ent:Thespin isforced,e.g.,by a

strong external�eld,to bein a �xed state,say j"i.Thebath,which iskept

coupled to thespin,relaxesto theequilibrium stateoftheHam iltonian H ",

e.g.,atT = 0to theground statejg"iofH ".Then,att= 0,a sudden pulse

oftheexternal�eld isapplied to changethespin state,e.g.,to a superposi-

tion 1p
2
(j"i+ j#i).Sincethebath hasnotim etorespond,theresultingstate

isjii= 1p
2
(j"i+ j#i)
 jg"i.Both com ponentsofthisinitialwave function

now evolve in tim e according to the Ham iltonian (1).The �rst,j"i
 jg"i,

which isan eigenstate of(1),acquiresonly a trivialphasefactor.Thetim e

evolution ofthe second com ponentism ore involved.Up to a phase factor

it is given by j#i
 exp(� iH#t=�h)jg"i where H # � Hb �
P

jcj(aj + a
y

j).

As the state jg"i is not an eigenstate of H #,entanglem ent between the

spin and the bath develops,and the coherence between the com ponents

of the spin’s state is reduced by the factor jhg"jexp(� iH#t=�h)jg"ij =

jhg0jexp(� i�(t))exp(i�)jg 0ij= jP!c(t;T = 0)j< 1.The function P (t)

wasde�ned in Eq.(14).Thesubscript!c isadded to indicate the value of

thehigh-frequency cut-o� ofthebath which willplay an im portantrolein

whatfollows.

In a realexperim entofthe type discussed the preparation pulse takes

a �nitetim e,�p.Forinstance,the(�=2)x-pulsewhich transform sthestate

j"i! 1p
2
(j"i+ j#i),can beaccom plished by putting B z = 0 and B x = �h!p

fora tim espan �p = �=2!p.During thistim e thebath oscillatorspartially

adjustto the changing spin state.The oscillators with (high)frequencies,

!j � !p,follow thespin adiabatically.In contrast,theoscillatorswith low

frequency,!j � !p,donotchangetheirstate.Assum ingthattheoscillators

can besplitintothesetwogroups,weseethatjustafterthe(�=2)x-pulsethe

state ofthesystem is 1p
2

�

j"i


�
�
�gh"

E

+ j#i


�
�
�gh#

E�




�
�
�gl"

E

wherethesuper-

scripts‘h’and ‘l’referto high-and low-frequency oscillators,respectively.

Thus,we arrive atan initialstate with only the low-frequency oscillators

factorized from thespin.Fortheo�-diagonalelem entofthedensity m atrix

we obtain

jh�+ (t)ij= Z(!c;!p)jP!p(t)j; (17)
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whereZ(!c;!p)� jhgh"jg
h
#ijand P!p(t)isgiven by thesam e expressionsas

before,exceptthatthehigh-frequency cut-o� isreduced to !p.

Thehigh frequencyoscillatorsstillcontributetothereduction ofjh�+ (t)ij

{ via the factorZ(!c;!p){ however,thise�ectisreversible.To illustrate

this we consider the following continuation ofthe experim ent.After the

(�=2)pulse we allow fora free evolution ofthe system during tim e twith

m agnetic �eld B z = �E along z axis.Then we apply a (� �=2)pulse and

m easure �z.W ithout dissipation the result would be h�zi = cos(�E t).

W ith dissipation the state ofthe system aftertim e tis

1
p
2

�

e
i�E t=2 j"i


�
�
�g
h
"

E




�
�
�g
l
"

E

+ e
� i�E t=2 j#i


�
�
�g
h
#

E


 e
� iH #t=�h

�
�
�g
l
"

E�

:

(18)

Afterthe(� �=2)pulse(also ofwidth �=2!p)weobtain thefollowing state:

1

2
j"i


�
�
�g
h
"

E



�

e
i�E t=2

�
�
�g
l
"

E

+ e
� i�E t=2

e
� iH #t=�h

�
�
�g
l
"

E�

+

1

2
j#i


�
�
�g
h
#

E



�

� e
i�E t=2

�
�
�g
l
"

E

+ e
� i�E t=2

e
� iH #t=�h

�
�
�g
l
"

E�

: (19)

From this we �nally get h�zi = Re

h

P!p(t)e
� i�E t

i

.Thus the am plitude

of the coherent oscillations of �z is reduced only by the factor jP!p(t)j

associated with slow oscillators.The high frequency factorZ(!c;!p)does

notappear.Tointerpretthisresultwenotethatwecould havediscussed the

experim entin term sofrenorm alized spinsj~"i� j"ijgh"iand j
~#i� j#ijgh#i,

and assum ing thatthehigh frequency cuto� ofthebath is!p.

Itisinterestingtocom parefurtherthetwoscenarioswith instantaneous

and �nite-tim e preparation further.Thetim e evolution afterthe instanta-

neous preparation is governed by P!c(t).For T � !p and t� 1=!p and

arbitrary spectraldensity J(!)itsatis�esthe following relation:P!c(t)=

Z 2(!c;!p)P!p(t),which followsfrom

D

gh"

�
�
�exp(� iH#t=�h)

�
�
�gh"

E

! jhgh"jg
h
#ij

2

for t � 1=!p.Thus for the instantaneous preparation the reduction due

to thehigh frequency oscillatorsisequalto Z 2(!c;!p),whilea look atthe

�nite-tim e preparation result(17)showsthatin thiscase the reduction is

weaker,given by a single power ofZ(!c;!p) only.M oreover,in the slow

preparation experim entthefactorZ(!c;!p)originatesfrom the overlap of

two ‘sim ple’wavefunctions,

�
�
�gh"

E

and

�
�
�gh#

E

,which can befurtheradiabati-

cally m anipulated,asdescribed above,and thisreduction can berecovered.

This e�ect is to be interpreted as a renorm alization.O n the other hand,

for the instantaneous preparation the high frequency contribution to the

dephasing originatesfrom the overlap ofthe states

�
�
�gh"

E

and e� iH #t=�h
�
�
�gh"

E

.

The latter is a com plicated excited state ofthe bath with m any nonzero
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am plitudesevolving with di�erentfrequencies.Thereisno sim ple(m acro-

scopic) way to reverse the dephasing associated with this state.Thus we

observethatthetim escaleofthem anipulating pulsesdeterm inesthebor-

der between the oscillators responsible for dephasing and the oscillators

responsibleforrenorm alization.

6. R esponse functions

In the lim it � = 0 we can also calculate exactly the linear response of

�x = �x to a weak m agnetic �eld in the x-direction,B x(t):

�xx(t)=
i

�h
�(t)h�x(t)�x(0)� �x(0)�x(t)i: (20)

Using theequilibrium density m atrix

�̂
eq
= (1+ e

� ��E
)
� 1

h

j"ih"j
 �̂" + e
� ��E j#ih#j
 �̂#

i

; (21)

where �̂" / exp(� �H") is the bath density m atrix adjusted to the spin

state j"i,and sim ilarfor �̂#,we obtain thesusceptibility

�xx(t)= �
2�h

� 1
�(t)

1+ e� ��E
Im

h

P!c(t)e
� i�E t

+ e
� ��E

P!c(t)e
i�E t

i

: (22)

Thus,tocalculatetheresponsefunction onehastousethefullfactorP!c(t),

correspondingto theinstantaneouspreparation ofan initialstate.Thiscan

be understood by looking at the K ubo form ula (20).The operator �x(0)

ipsonly the bare spin withouttouching the oscillators,asifan in�nitely

sharp (�=2)pulsewasapplied.

The im aginary part ofthe Fourier transform of�(t),which describes

dissipation,is

�
00
xx(!)=

1

2(1+ e� ��E )

h

P (�h! � �E )+ e
� ��E

P (�h! + �E )

i

� :::(� !):

(23)

At T = 0 and positive values of! we use the expression for P (E ) from

Ref.[1]to obtain

�
00
xx(!)=

1

2
P (�h! � �E )= �(�h! � �E )

e� 2�(�h!c)
� 2�

2�(2�)
(�h! � �E )

2�� 1
:

(24)

W eobservethatthedissipativepart�00xx hasa gap �E ,which corresponds

to the m inim alenergy needed to ip the spin,and a power-law behavior

as! approachesthethreshold.Thisbehaviorof�00xx(!)isknown from the
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orthogonality catastrophe scenario [5].Itim pliesthatthe ground state of

theoscillatorbath fordi�erentspin states,jg"iand jg#i,arem acroscopically

orthogonal.In particular,foran O hm icbath werecoverthebehaviortypical

forthe problem ofX-ray absorption in m etals[5].

As�00(!)characterizesthedissipation in thesystem (absorption ofen-

ergy from theperturbingm agnetic�eld)itisinteresting to understand the

respective rolesofhigh-and low-frequency oscillators.W e usethespectral

decom position for�00atT = 0,

�
00
(!)= �

X

n

jh0j�x jnij
2
[�(! � En)� �(! + En)] ; (25)

where n denotes exact eigenstates ofthe system .These are j"ijn"i and

j#ijn#i,where jn"iand jn"idenote the excited (m ulti-oscillator) statesof

the Ham iltonians H " and H #.The ground state is j"ijg"i and the only

excited states that contribute to �00(!) are j#ijn#i with H #jn#i = (! �

�E )jn #i.Thism eansthatalltheoscillatorswith frequencies!j > ! � �E

have to bein theground state.Therefore weobtain for!p > ! � �E

�
00
!c
(!)= Z

2
(!c;!p)�

00
!p
(!): (26)

To interpretthisresultwegeneralizethecoupling to them agnetic�eld

by introducing a g factor:H int = � (g=2)�Bx(t)�x.Then,ifthe applied

m agnetic�eld can beindependently m easured,theobservablequantity cor-

responding,e.g.,to the energy absorption is

�xx(t)= g
2 i

�h
�(t)h[� x(t);�x(0)]i: (27)

Thus,Eq.(26) tells usthatby m easuring the response ofthe spin atfre-

quencies! < !p + �E we cannotdistinguish between a m odelwith upper

cuto� !c and g = 1 and a m odelwith cuto� !p and g = Z(!c;!p).This

is the usualsituation in the renorm alization group context.Thus,again,

wenotethathigh-frequency oscillatorsarenaturally associated with renor-

m alization e�ects.

W e collecttheresultsfor�00forvariousspectra in Table2.Theresults

are shown fortem peratureslower and higherthan the crossovertem pera-

tureintroduced in Section 4.

7. Sum m ary

The exam plespresented above show thatfora quantum two-state system

with a non-equilibrium initialstate,described by a factorized initialden-

sity m atrix,dephasing persistsdown to zero bath tem perature.An O hm ic
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TABLE 2. Response functionsfordi�erentbath spectra.

Bath spectrum

J(!)=
�

2
�!

1� s

0
!
s

� �(!c � !)

Response function

�xx(t)= i�(t)h[� x(t);�x(0)]i

�
00

xx(!),T < T
�

�
00

xx(!),T > T
�

O hm ic

s= 1

0 ω∆E
� �(! � �E )

(! � �E ) (1� 2� )

0 ω∆E
� T

(�T )2+ (! � �E ) 2

Sub-O hm ic

0 � s< 1

0 ω∆E

example for 
s 0

� ! 0 �(! � �E )

(�! 0)
2+ (! � �E � �! 0 ln(:::))

2

0 ω∆E

example for
s 0

exp

h

�
(! � �E � �! 0 ln(:::))

2

�! 0T ln(:::)

i

Super-O hm ic

1 < s� 2

0 ω∆E
Z
2
�(! � �E )+ :::

0 ω∆E
Z
2
�� ’ (! � �E )+ :::

environm entleadsto a power-law dephasing atT = 0,while a sub-O hm ic

bath yieldsexponentialdephasing.Thereason isthatthefactorized initial

state,even with the bath in the ground state ofthe bath Ham iltonian,is

actually asuperposition ofm any excited statesofthetotalcoupled system .

In arealexperim entonly apartoftheenvironm ent,theoscillatorswith low

frequencies,can beprepared factorized from thetwolevelsystem .Theseos-

cillatorsstilllead to dephasing,whereasthehigh-frequency oscillatorslead



14 ALEXANDER SHNIRM AN AND G ERD SCH �O N

to renorm alization e�ects.The exam ples dem onstrate that experim ental

conditions,e.g.,detailsofthesystem ’sinitialstate preparation,determ ine

which part ofthe environm ent contributes to dephasing and which part

leads to renorm alization.The �nite preparation tim e � 1=!p also intro-

ducesanaturalhigh-frequencycuto�in thedescription ofdephasinge�ects.

W e have furtherdem onstrated thatdephasing and renorm alization e�ects

inuence the response functions ofthe two levelsystem .W e noted that

they exhibitfeaturesknown forthe orthogonality catastrophe,including a

power-law divergence above a threshold.
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