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Abstract

In the attem pt to derive the regression theorem from the uctuation dis—
sipation theoram several authors clain the violation of the form er theorem
In the quantum case. Here we pose the question: does it exists a quantum

uctuation dissipation theorem QFDT) in its conventional interpretation ?
It is shown that the relation usually called as the QFD T is the condition
of detailed m acroscopic energetic balance. Follow ing this Interpretation the

existing con ict between the two theoram s in the quantum case is rem oved.
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I. NTRODUCTION

U nder them al equilbrium conditions the behavior of uctuations of m acroscopic cb—
servables of a physical system is govemed by relationships which are form ulated usually in
tem s of the regression theoram (the so called O nsager hypothesis [1]) and the uctuation—
dissjpation theoram P-6] (@lso known as the Nyquist relation). T he fom er pertains to the
tin e dom ain and states that the relaxation of a correlation of uctuations is described by
the sam e law goveming the irreversible processes of the cbservable quantity itself. The lat-
ter pertains to the frequency dom ain and interrelates In som e universal way the soectral
characteristics of uctuations and linear regponse (ie. dissipation) of an observable of the

physical system . O ften, the uctuation dissipation theoram isw ritten as:
Sux(M)=9g°(MN)Im£f (g 1)

where S, (! ) is the spectral density of uctuations of the cbservablk x, Im £ , (! )g the
In agihary part of the generalized susoeptibility which is responsble for the relaxation, and

S(')=hooth(£)=2h(ﬁ+}) @)
g+ 2kT 2

is the P lanck relating factor describbing the average energy of the them al radiation of the
eld m ode w ith frequency ! .

In classicalcase h ! 0, the two theoram s give the sam e description of the spectrum of
them al uctuations. By contrast, within the m ore general quantum case there appears a
con ict between these two theoram s since they predict di erent behavior of S, (! ). The
quantum regression theoram QRT) clain s that the spectrum of uctuations is determ ined
only by the pem ited transitions between energetic states of the system . In tum, the
quantum uctuation dissjpation theoram QFD T) states, that besides the eigenfrequencies
of the systam (as it required by the QRT) in the spectrum of the uctuations there exist

additionally the so calld M atsubara frequencies, , = i#£+n,wheren= 1; 2; u. The

origin of these frequencies is related w ith the poles of the P lanck factorg(!).



This con ict is usually Interpreted as a violation of the QRT (see, for exam ple, Refs.
[7-9]). In s most evident form such a violation is dem onstrated in Ref. [P], where the
conclusion statem ent announced that "there is no quantum regression theorem ". T he proof
of the general character of such a statem ent isbased on the fact that the violation ofQRT
follow s from QFD T .However, a proofthat QRT isvalid independently of QFD T was given
by Lax [L0] on the basis of the general principles of quantum statistics (see also Refs. [L1-
13]). Since in Refs. B,9] i isclaim ed that QFD T contradicts the validity ofQRT , we argue
that the origh of such a con ict isrelated with QFD T and is interpretation (see also Ref.
L4).

The ain ofthis article is to address this issue by considering the origin of such a con ict

from a form alm athem atical point of view .

II.LFORMAL DERIVATION OF THE QFDT

In the operator representation, the sym m etrized correlation function ofthe uctuations

ofan observable x isw rtten as [4-6]:
1
Cxx ()= ETrf"s[ﬁ( )IRO)+ 20)2()Ig 3)
w hile the corresponding linear response function is given by K ubo form ula B-6]:

()= (T~ R()RO) 2O)R()o 4)

o VR

w here % isthe density operatorw hich describes som e stationary state ofthe physical system
under test characterized by H am iltonian Pfs, and () isthe unit step function.

T he linear regponse described by Eq. (4) in plies that the interaction between the system
and the radiation is determ ined by the sem iclassical Ham itonian V =  Rf (t), where £ (t)
is a classical force. By perform ing the Fourier transform ofEgs. (3) and 4), In accordance

w ith ref. [6] one obtains:

©)

w



where
Z . %
T (1) = TrfA2()20)ge” = 2 n¥and (an ) (6)
1 m ;mn
is the spectral density corresponding to the onedirectional in tin e correlation finction,
Trf~R( )R 0)g and Jux ( !) cormresponds to Trf R (0)R( )g, , isthe probability to nd
the system 1n the eigenstatew ith energy E ,,, X, , isthem atrix representation ofthe operator
Rand ', = EL E,)=h is the frequency associated with the transition between the
energetic statesE, and E, .
Under them alequilbbrium “5 = exp ( Pfs)=Trfexp( HAs)gwith = 1=kT). Forthe
derivation ofthe QFD T an explicit expression for J,, (! ) isnot necessary, it is su cient the

existence of the quantum spectral relation [6]:
Tex ( )= ™ Ju (1) )

By substituting Eq. (7) into Eqg. (5) one cbtains:

Sex (1) 1 1+ p()
O (D @)
hImf ,(!)g 21 pM)
wherep(! )= exp( h!).AccordingtoRef. 3-6],theQFD T isthen obtained by excluding

the factor Jy, (! ) which iscommon to both S, (! ) and Im £ , (! )g. As a consequence of
such a derivation, the zeros of Im £ ; (! )g determ ined by the factorl p(!)= 0 (= Eq.
(8)) becom e the polks of the P lanck factor in Eq. (1), ie., they origihate the M atsubara
frequenciesand, in tum, theQRT-QFD T con ict. Thus, thepolsoftheP lanck factorat the
M atsubara frequencies can not be considered as independent of the frequency dependence

ofIm £ , (! )gwhich, In accordance w ith Eq. (8), has zeros at the sam e frequencies:

Imf . ()g =0 ©)

I =

n

T herefore, from a m athem atical point of view , In this case the right-hand side of Eg. (1)

. . . 0
contains an inde nite form of ;-type.



Now we pose the ollow Ing open question: does the constraint given by Eq. (9) m erely
represent the form al requiram ent necessary for a rigorous derivation ofthe QFD T, or bring
a proper physicalm eaning ?

An attem pt to answer this question is detailed in the follow ing section.

IIT. NTERRELATION BETW EEN THE QFDT AND THE PRINCIPLES OF

ENERGY BALANCE

A sphysicalm odelwe shall consider a su ciently large isolated system subdivided into
two subsystems. The st corresponds to som e physical system under test, the second
represents the surrounding world. In this case the total Ham ittonian can be written as:
= HAS + HAT + \?,whereHAs andeT are H am iltonians of subsystem s, and V descrbes the
Interaction between these subsystem s. By using the standard procedure [15] to construct the
m aster equations for the statistical operators ofeach subsystem , ~; (A= S;T ), and assum ing
that the Interaction is weak one cbtains the follow ing equation for tim e variations of the

average energy < ;> i the ith subsystam :

d A lzl AA A
gc< Hi>= B o Trs:r£% M [HGVEV (0 )lgd (10)
where < H;>= Trf Hig,V ( )= expl + €5+ Hr) Vexpl (s + Hr) 1.

T he energy exchange described by Eqg. (10) satis es the conservation law for the total
energy of an isolated system in the form corresponding to the assum ption ofa weak Interac—
tion: & < Hg+ H; >= 0. By assum ing that the interaction Ham iltonian V =  %f is linear
and factorized w ith respect to the variables of both subsystem s the m atrix representation

In the right-hand side ofEq. (10) takes the fom :

XS XT 1S

d<I‘i\s> ) ) ‘mn s T s T S -
£ " h m n Lon * ! 11
dt < Hf > hm;nM-N K jzijsz!ﬁN (m M aon) (og M) 11)

From Eqg. (11) one directly obtains the condition of the m icroscopic detailed energetic

balance M DEB):



or

3 w0
=4
5 0
Z 4
:!m‘am

T

_ XN

= — 12)
M

w hich m ust be satis ed w ith respect to only those energy states ofboth subsystem s that are
directly involved in the interaction, ie, when !5 =11 % ¥6 0, fuy 76 O.

Now, ket us form ulate the conditions of the energy balance at the m acroscopic level of
description. For this sake n Eq. (11) we replace the termm (13 + I'T ) by : (s,
1) (!ﬁ y T 1)d! and rewrite Eq. (11) by using the m atrix representation ofthe asym m etric

soectraldensity J (! ) given by Eqg. (6):

d . d . 1 2
—<Hs>= —<Hp>= —

dat dt 4 h Vi0xx O D)Jee () Jxxe (1)Jee (1) A! 13)

From Eqg. (13) we obtain the condition of m acroscopic detailed energy balance M aDEB)

as:

which requires to be fi1l Iled for any value of the current frequency ! . W e notice that the
condition given by Eq. (14) isnot the only form which can be usad to express such a detailed
balance. For exam pl, by using the de nitionsof Im £ , (! )Jg and Sy« (! ) given by Eq. (5)

it iseasy to show that Eq. (14) can be rew ritten In an equivalent form as:
Ye(N)ImE (M)g= Y. ()ImE ¢ (!)g 15)

where forY; (! ) one can use any of the three spectral densities, namely: J; (! ), I ( !) and
Si(!) @= x;f). Theequivalence ofEgs. (14) and (15) from the point ofview ofthe form al
determm ination of J (! ), S (! ) and Im £ (! )g given by Egs. (5) and (6) does not m ean their
entire m acroscopic equivalence. This is related to the fact, that w ith respect to Eq. (14),
Eg. (15) involves additionally the notion of the m acroscopic function of linear response,
1 (1), allproperties of which cannot be cbtained from Egs. (5) and (6) only.
Let us consider the conditionswhen theM D EB given by Eq. (12) and theM aD EB given

by Egs. (14) and (15) can be considered as equivalent descriptions of the energy balance



under steady state. In the ollow g we shall use the form ulation of balance conditions
through som e ratio of characteristics of a subsystem [see the right-hand side version ofEq.
(12)] since such ratios som etim es are universal functions which are Independent from the

Intemal properties of the interacting subsystem s. Let us rew rite Eq. (14) In the fom :

Jxx( !) Jff( !) |
= . in ' = ! Jn! 16
T () Tz (1) p() or ( D=p)Jxl) 16)

where p(! ) is comm on for both subsystam s factor which is som e singlevalued function of
the current frequency and it satis esthe condition p( !)=p (! ). It iseasy to show that
the equivalence of the energy balance description given by Eq. (12) and (16) is satis ed if
p(!) can be de ned from the m icroscopic level as:

T

= 4 =p() {@7)

M '=!tnn=!yxm

:Sm":'?m

Let us rew rite the M aD EB condition given by Eq. (15) In a form analogous to Eqg. (16)

Yo (1) Ye () v ,
- - Yi(')=g" (\)Imf (! 1
Imf ,(!)g Imf ¢()g g () or Yi(t)=g ()Imf ;()g (18)

Here the finction of current frequency g* (! ) will depend on which spectral density [ie.,
the symmetric S (! ) or asymmetric J( !)] is used to fom ulate the balance conditions.
The ful Iment ofEq. (16) allow s us to represent the frequency dependence of Si; (!) and
Imf ;(!)gofboth subsystem s In a form entirely analogous to them alequilbrium [see Eq.
(8)] wih the only di erence that now p(!) is not necessarily given by the them al value.
From the above i is easy to see that allthe fnctions g* (! ) in Eq. (18) are detem ined by

by the frequency dependence ofp (! ) only:

8
gl , for J()
gY<!>=L p(!) , for J( !) 19)
1 p(!)g
"1+ p() , for S(!)

W hen p(!) is a universal function of frequency keg. In them al equillbbriim when p(!) =
exp( h!)] there is the possbility to formulate the M aD EB oconditions in tem s of ex—

pressions which relate in som e universal way the m acro-characteristics of only one of the



Interacting subsystam [see the right-hand side expressions in Egs. (16) and (18)]. H owever,
in so doing, i is easy to loose the physical m eaning of these expressions.

In them al equilbbriim , Eq. (18) allows the QFD T to be given an altemative physical
Interpretation w ith respect to the conventional one. Indeed, by replacing n Egq. (18) Y;(!)
w ith the sym m etrical spectral density Sy (! ) one cbtainsthe M aD EB condition [rght-hand
side expression in Eq. (18)]:n a form which is dentical for both the subsystem s and which
coincides w ith the conventional form of the QFDT given by Eg. (1). This allows us to
conclude that the QFD T describes the detailed energetic balance between the interacting
physical system sunder them alequilibbrium . A sa consequence, the usual interpretation that
the frequency dependences ofthe P lJanck factorg® (! ) [seeEqg. 2)]and ofthe In agihary part
of the generalized susosptibility Im £ ; (! )g are Independent (the source ofthe QRTQFD T
con ict) is In contradiction wih both the M DEB and M aDEB principls. W hen these
principles are fi1l lled, the poles ofg® (! ) and the zeros of Im £ ; (! )g are detemm ned by the
same factorl p(!) leeEgs. (19) and B), respectively]. T he neglect ofthis property when
treating uctuation phenom ena corresoonds in essence to the violation ofthe M DEB and
M aD EB prnciplks and, hence, i in plies the violation of the condition of stationarity at
least at the M atsubara frequencies ! = , wherep( ,) = 1.

The formulation of the balance conditions represented in temn s of a ratio of m acro—
characteristics of one or ofboth subsystem s can serve as a source of incorrect nterpretation
oftheM aD EB principl and, asa consequence, can lad to the violation ofthe energy conser-
vation law for subsystem s w ith partially overlapping energetic spectra. T he typicalexam ple
is the interaction between the ham onic oscillator w ith eigenfrequency ! and the them al

bath characterized by a quasicontinuous spectrum . By using for the m atrix elem ents of

oscillator the relations [15]: KunF = 1=!s) 2h@+ 1) pperand !5 = s n), from
Eqg. (6) one obtains asym m etric spectral densities J ( ! ) represented as:
J( ! 2(yh N (!
( ):2 () B () . 1 20)
J) ! N (!)+1

— P
whereN (!;)= .. ,n,= kxp(h!y) 111, 2(!,) is the electro-dipok m atrix elm ent



square which can depend upon the oscillator frequency. In Eg.(20), due to the properties
ofthe —function we have perfom ed the replacem ent usually used in such situations when
dependence of 2(1y) and N_(!s) on !y is replaced by their dependence on the current

frequency ! . In thisway, from Eqg. (20) one cbtains:

(Y _ o N
J() P N ()+ 1

@1)

which de nes in explicit form p(!) in the whole frequency range, whike the spectrum of a
single oscillator is de ned at the frequency ! = ! only, ie. it isdescrbed by a —function
whith In Eq. 1) disappeared from explicit consideration.

By considering the themm albath, also In this case it isused the ham onic oscillatorm odel
which describes one m ode of the radiation eld. To cbtain the spectraldensities J ( !) for
the them albath i is su cient to perform in the right-hand side ofEqg. (20) a summ ation
over all the possible m odes, that is over subindex s. Th so doing, the dependence of 2 (! )
and N (!5) on !s butnot on ! can remah. By using the standard procedure or system s
w ith a quasicontinuous spectrum , ie., by replacing F s by 5 G (g)d!s, where G (!4) isthe

density of the radiation m ode w ith frequency ! In the Intervald! g, one ocbtains:

) _
g _, 60 Fthh N () 22)
J() ! N )+ 1

From Eg. (22) one can again obtain Eq. 1), which isnow valid In the whol frequency
range. W hen a singlke oscillator interacts w ith the them albath, the interaction takes place
not In the whole frequency range, as it would follow from Egs. (21) or (18), but only at the

oscillator eigen—frequency, w here the energy exchange is only possble.

IV.CONCLUSIONSAND OPEN QUESTIONS

Herewe have shown that the QFD T expressed in itsusualform ofEqg. (1) in essence rep—
resents the m acrosocopic principle of detailed energy balance between a physical system and

the surrounding world interacting w ith it. Such an interpretation, and the related restrictions



conceming the frequency dependence of the In agihary part of the generalized susceptiboility
ofthe system [seeEqg. (9)], lradsto twom ain consequences. F irst, the announced con ict be—
tween QRT and QFD T related w ith the M atsubara frequencies is reconciled. Second, som e
conventional notions asm acroscopic dissipation and relaxation closely related to the QFD T

should be revisited. Indeed, these notions cannot be treated as intemal characteristics of
one of the two Interacting subsystem s which com pose the total isolated system .

In the fram ew ork ofthe m acroscopic approach where the energy dissipation is described
by Im £ (!)g, the energy conservation law under the energy balance in plies that the power
dissipated by one of subsystem s from another m ust be retumed badk, ie. it is equalto the
pow er dissipated by another subsystem from the rst. The form oftheM aD EB given by Eq.
(15) jast expressthism athem atically, by clain ing that the spectra ofthe pow er dissipated by
each subsystem from another are equal. T herefore, w th respect to one subsystem , one side
ofEqg. (15) can be treated as the dissipated power and another side as the power retumed
badk, ie. as em itted power. This is illustrated by the ollow Ing exam ple, which considers
the system interaction with them albath. By using Eq. 22), theM aD EB conditions given

by Eq. (15) take the fom :

+

N =
N =

2h! N () Imf ,(!)g= ! T (1) @3)
EROEE 9T s

T he kft-hand side ofEqg. (23) describes the pow er dissipated by the system when thispower
isprovided by the themm albath. T he right-hand side ofEq. (23) describes the power w hich
the system retums back to the them albath. If the only photon part h! N (!), of the a1l
energy of the eld is mvolved Into the absorption process, then the retuming spectrum ,
Jxx (1), corresponds to the spectrum of the spontaneous em ission processes occurring in
the system . This iseasy shown by using the explicit form ofJ ( !) given by Eqg. (6). Ifnow

one reverses tine, ie. replace ! by !, the energy of the them albath which is involved
into disspation process willbe h! N (! )+ 1]. Thism eans that w ith respect to one of the
Interacting subsystem s the processes of energy exchange In equilbbrium conditions show s

an asymm etry under tin e reversal. If the system has absorbed the full energy of the eld

10



together w ith the zero- eld value, h! N (!) +

NI

] (the case ofthe QFDT), to ful 1IM aDEB
it would be necessary that the system retums back the same full energy. In this cass,
the am itted spectrum which retums back would be described by the symm etric spectral
density Syx (! ). Here the follow ng question arises, which spectrum of uctuations and
correspondingly which correlation function are experin entally m easured: the asym m etric or
sym m etric ones ?

In applications, the QFD T is often used to describe the relaxation phenom ena in system s
Interacting wih a them albath. In this Interpretation as one of the formulation of the
M aD EB conditions there appears a question about the correctness of such a use. Indeed,
if the relaxation process In plies that the system is approaching the stationary state, it
m eans that the system is not in a stationary state. It is evident that under nonstationary
conditions all the relations considered above loose their m eaning, and any attem pt to use
them willin ply a violation ofthe energy conservation law . Thus, the QFD T can be applied
forthe description ofonly those relaxation phenom ena w hich occurunder energy equiliorium
conditions, as described by the QFD T itself.

TheM aD EB conditions lead to another in portant property of the relaxation processes:
the description of the relaxation in the interacting subsystem s which com pose an isolated
system cannot be considered in independent way. From the de nition of the linear regoonse
function ;(!') it follow s that the spectral densities of the uctuations in each of the sub—
system s must be interrelated as Sy (!) = J i(!)FSy;(!) where i 6 j. Together with the
M aDEB in the orm given by Eqg. (18) this lads to additional restrictions put on the

frequency dependence of Im £ ; (! )g pertaining to each ofthe two subsystem s:
Imf ;"(1)g=Imf ;(!)g 4)

where Im £ il(! Jg= Imf ;(!)g=dm £ (! )gf is the relaxation law in one of the sub—
systam s, which in accordance with Eq. (24) is detemm ned by the im agihary part of the
generalized susceptibbility of the other subsystem . For exam ple, In the presence of an Inter-

action of som e system s with a them al bath characterized by the radiation m ode density

11



G(!)= 12 2c 3 [15]the relaxation in the system must be described by the law :

1 1 ()
Imf | (!)g=%[Jff(!) Jee (D)1= o ! 25)

If the electrodipole m atrix elem ent square, 2, is ndependent of !, one obtains the usual

law of viscous frdction.
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