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Abstract

In the attem pt to derive the regression theorem from the uctuation dis-

sipation theorem severalauthors claim the violation ofthe form er theorem

in the quantum case. Here we pose the question: does it exists a quantum

uctuation dissipation theorem (Q FDT)in its conventionalinterpretation ?

It is shown that the relation usually called as the Q FDT is the condition

ofdetailed m acroscopic energetic balance. Following this interpretation the

existing conictbetween the two theorem sin thequantum case isrem oved.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Under therm alequilibrium conditions the behavior ofuctuations ofm acroscopic ob-

servablesofa physicalsystem isgoverned by relationshipswhich are form ulated usually in

term softhe regression theorem (theso called Onsagerhypothesis[1])and theuctuation-

dissipation theorem [2-6](also known astheNyquistrelation).The form erpertainsto the

tim e dom ain and statesthatthe relaxation ofa correlation ofuctuationsisdescribed by

thesam elaw governing theirreversible processesoftheobservablequantity itself.Thelat-

ter pertains to the frequency dom ain and interrelates in som e universalway the spectral

characteristicsofuctuationsand linearresponse (i.e. dissipation)ofan observable ofthe

physicalsystem .Often,theuctuation dissipation theorem iswritten as:

Sxx(!)= g
s
(!)Im f�x(!)g (1)

where Sxx(!) is the spectraldensity ofuctuations ofthe observable x,Im f�x(!)g the

im aginary partofthegeneralized susceptibility which isresponsible fortherelaxation,and

g
s
(!)= �hcoth(

�h!

2kT
)= 2�h(n +

1

2
) (2)

isthe Planck relating factordescribing the average energy ofthe therm alradiation ofthe

�eld m odewith frequency !.

In classicalcase �h ! 0,the two theorem sgive the sam e description ofthe spectrum of

therm aluctuations. By contrast,within the m ore generalquantum case there appearsa

conict between these two theorem s since they predict di�erent behavior ofS xx(!). The

quantum regression theorem (QRT)claim sthatthespectrum ofuctuationsisdeterm ined

only by the perm itted transitions between energetic states ofthe system . In turn, the

quantum uctuation dissipation theorem (QFDT)states,thatbesidesthe eigenfrequencies

ofthe system (asitrequired by the QRT)in the spectrum ofthe uctuations there exist

additionally theso called M atsubara frequencies,
n = i2�kT
�h
n,wheren = �1;�2;:::.The

origin ofthesefrequenciesisrelated with thepolesofthePlanck factorg(!).
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This conict is usually interpreted as a violation ofthe QRT (see,for exam ple,Refs.

[7-9]). In its m ost evident form such a violation is dem onstrated in Ref. [9],where the

conclusion statem entannounced that"thereisno quantum regression theorem ".Theproof

ofthegeneralcharacterofsuch a statem entisbased on thefactthattheviolation ofQRT

followsfrom QFDT.However,a proofthatQRT isvalid independently ofQFDT wasgiven

by Lax [10]on the basisofthe generalprinciplesofquantum statistics(see also Refs.[11-

13]).Sincein Refs.[8,9]itisclaim ed thatQFDT contradictsthevalidity ofQRT,weargue

thattheorigin ofsuch a conictisrelated with QFDT and itsinterpretation (seealso Ref.

[14]).

Theaim ofthisarticleisto addressthisissueby considering theorigin ofsuch a conict

from a form alm athem aticalpointofview.

II.FO R M A L D ER IVAT IO N O F T H E Q FD T

In theoperatorrepresentation,thesym m etrized correlation function oftheuctuations

ofan observablex iswritten as[4-6]:

Cxx(�)=
1

2
Trf�̂s[̂x(�)̂x(0)+ x̂(0)̂x(�)]g (3)

whilethecorresponding linearresponsefunction isgiven by Kubo form ula [4-6]:

�x(�)=
i

�h
�(�)Trf�̂ s[̂x(�)̂x(0)� x̂(0)̂x(�)]g (4)

where �̂s isthedensity operatorwhich describessom estationarystateofthephysicalsystem

undertestcharacterized by Ham iltonian Ĥ s,and �(�)istheunitstep function.

Thelinearresponsedescribed by Eq.(4)im pliesthattheinteraction between thesystem

and theradiation isdeterm ined by thesem i-classicalHam iltonian V̂ = � x̂f(t),where f(t)

isa classicalforce.By perform ing theFouriertransform ofEqs.(3)and (4),in accordance

with ref.[6]oneobtains:

�
Sxx(!)

�hIm f�x(!)g

�

=
1

2

�
Jxx(!)+ Jxx(�!)

Jxx(!)� Jxx(�!)

�

(5)
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where

Jxx(!)=

Z
1

� 1

Trf�̂sx̂(�)̂x(0)ge
i!�

= 2�
X

m ;n

�njxm nj
2
�(!m n � !) (6)

is the spectraldensity corresponding to the one-directionalin tim e correlation function,

Trf�̂sx̂(�)̂x(0)g and Jxx(�!)correspondsto Trf�̂sx̂(0)̂x(�)g,�n isthe probability to �nd

thesystem in theeigenstatewith energyE n,xm n isthem atrixrepresentation oftheoperator

x̂ and !m n = (E m � E n)=�h is the frequency associated with the transition between the

energeticstatesE m and E n.

Undertherm alequilibrium �̂s = exp(��Ĥ s)=Trfexp(��Ĥ s)g with �= 1=(kT).Forthe

derivation oftheQFDT an explicitexpression forJxx(!)isnotnecessary,itissu�cientthe

existence ofthequantum spectralrelation [6]:

Jxx(�!)= e
� ��h!

Jxx(!) (7)

By substituting Eq.(7)into Eq.(5)oneobtains:

�
Sxx(!)

�hIm f�x(!)g

�

=
1

2

�
1+ p(!)

1� p(!)

�

Jxx(!) (8)

wherep(!)= exp(���h!).AccordingtoRef.[3-6],theQFDT isthen obtained by excluding

the factorJxx(!)which iscom m on to both Sxx(!)and Im f�x(!)g. As a consequence of

such a derivation,the zerosofIm f�x(!)g determ ined by the factor1� p(!)= 0 (see Eq.

(8))becom e the poles ofthe Planck factorin Eq. (1),i.e.,they originate the M atsubara

frequenciesand,in turn,theQRT-QFDT conict.Thus,thepolesofthePlanckfactoratthe

M atsubara frequencies can notbe considered asindependentofthe frequency dependence

ofIm f�x(!)g which,in accordancewith Eq.(8),haszerosatthesam efrequencies:

Im f�x(!)g

�
�
�
�
!= 
 n

= 0 (9)

Therefore,from a m athem aticalpointofview,in thiscase the right-hand side ofEq. (1)

containsan inde�niteform of 0

0
-type.
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Now we pose the following open question:doesthe constraintgiven by Eq. (9)m erely

representtheform alrequirem entnecessary fora rigorousderivation oftheQFDT,orbring

a properphysicalm eaning ?

An attem ptto answerthisquestion isdetailed in thefollowing section.

III.IN T ER R ELAT IO N B ET W EEN T H E Q FD T A N D T H E P R IN C IP LES O F

EN ER G Y B A LA N C E

Asphysicalm odelwe shallconsidera su�ciently large isolated system subdivided into

two subsystem s. The �rst corresponds to som e physicalsystem under test, the second

represents the surrounding world. In this case the totalHam iltonian can be written as:

Ĥ = Ĥ S + Ĥ T + V̂ ,where Ĥ S and Ĥ T areHam iltoniansofsubsystem s,and V̂ describesthe

interaction between thesesubsystem s.Byusingthestandard procedure[15]toconstructthe

m asterequationsforthestatisticaloperatorsofeach subsystem ,�̂i(i= S;T),and assum ing

that the interaction is weak one obtains the following equation for tim e variations ofthe

averageenergy < Ĥ i> in thei-th subsystem :

d

dt
< Ĥ i>=

1

�h
2

Z
1

0

TrS+ Tf�̂S �̂T[[Ĥ i;V̂ ];V̂ (��)]gd� (10)

where< Ĥ i>= Trif�̂iĤ ig,V̂ (��)= exp[� i

�h
(Ĥ S + Ĥ T)�]̂V exp[

i

�h
(Ĥ S + Ĥ T)�].

The energy exchange described by Eq. (10)satis�esthe conservation law forthe total

energy ofan isolated system in theform corresponding totheassum ption ofa weak interac-

tion: d

dt
< Ĥ S + Ĥ T >= 0.By assum ing thattheinteraction Ham iltonian V̂ = � x̂f̂ islinear

and factorized with respectto the variablesofboth subsystem s the m atrix representation

in theright-hand sideofEq.(10)takestheform :

d

dt

�
< Ĥ S >

< Ĥ T >

�

=
�

�h

SX

m ;n

TX

M ;N

jxm nj
2
jfM N j

2

�
!S
m n

!T
M N

�

(�
S
m �

T
M � �

S
n�

T
N )�(!

S
m n + !

T
M N ) (11)

From Eq. (11) one directly obtains the condition ofthe m icroscopic detailed energetic

balance(M iDEB):
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�
S
m �

T
M = �

S
n�

T
N or

�Sm

�Sn
=

�TN

�TM
(12)

which m ustbesatis�ed with respecttoonly thoseenergy statesofboth subsystem sthatare

directly involved in theinteraction,i.e.,when !S
m n = !T

M N ,jxm nj
2 6= 0,jfM N j

2 6= 0.

Now,letusform ulate the conditionsofthe energy balance atthe m acroscopic levelof

description. For this sake in Eq. (11) we replace the term �(!S
m n + !T

M N ) by
R

�(!S
m n �

!)�(!T
M N + !)d! and rewriteEq.(11)by usingthem atrix representation oftheasym m etric

spectraldensity J(!)given by Eq.(6):

d

dt
< Ĥ S >= �

d

dt
< Ĥ T >=

1

4��h

Z

![Jxx(�!)Jff(!)� Jxx(!)Jff(�!)]d! (13)

From Eq. (13)we obtain the condition ofm acroscopic detailed energy balance (M aDEB)

as:

Jxx(�!)Jff(!)= Jxx(!)Jff(�!) (14)

which requiresto be ful�lled forany value ofthe currentfrequency !. W e notice thatthe

condition given byEq.(14)isnottheonlyform which can beused toexpresssuch adetailed

balance. Forexam ple,by using the de�nitionsofIm f�x(!)g and Sxx(!)given by Eq. (5)

itiseasy to show thatEq.(14)can berewritten in an equivalentform as:

Yf(!)Im f�x(!)g= Yx(!)Im f�f(!)g (15)

whereforYi(!)onecan useany ofthethreespectraldensities,nam ely:Jii(!),Jii(�!)and

Sii(!)(i= x;f).TheequivalenceofEqs.(14)and (15)from thepointofview oftheform al

determ ination ofJ(!),S(!)and Im f�(!)g given by Eqs.(5)and (6)doesnotm ean their

entire m acroscopic equivalence. Thisisrelated to the fact,thatwith respectto Eq. (14),

Eq. (15) involves additionally the notion ofthe m acroscopic function oflinear response,

�i(!),allpropertiesofwhich cannotbeobtained from Eqs.(5)and (6)only.

Letusconsidertheconditionswhen theM iDEB given by Eq.(12)and theM aDEB given

by Eqs. (14)and (15)can be considered asequivalent descriptions ofthe energy balance
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under steady state. In the following we shalluse the form ulation ofbalance conditions

through som e ratio ofcharacteristicsofa subsystem [see theright-hand sideversion ofEq.

(12)]since such ratios som etim es are universalfunctions which are independent from the

internalpropertiesoftheinteracting subsystem s.LetusrewriteEq.(14)in theform :

Jxx(�!)

Jxx(!)
=
Jff(�!)

Jff(!)
� p(!) or Jii(�!)= p(!)Jii(!) (16)

where p(!)iscom m on forboth subsystem s factorwhich issom e single-valued function of

thecurrentfrequency and itsatis�esthecondition p(�!)= p� 1(!).Itiseasy to show that

the equivalence ofthe energy balance description given by Eq. (12)and (16)issatis�ed if

p(!)can bede�ned from them icroscopiclevelas:

�Sm

�Sn
=
�TN

�TM
= p(!)

�
�
�
�
!= !m n = !N M

(17)

LetusrewritetheM aDEB condition given by Eq.(15)in a form analogousto Eq.(16)

Yx(!)

Im f�x(!)g
=

Yf(!)

Im f�f(!)g
� g

Y
(!) or Yi(!)= g

Y
(!)Im f�i(!)g (18)

Here the function ofcurrent frequency gY (!) willdepend on which spectraldensity [i.e.,

the sym m etric S(!) or asym m etric J(�!)]is used to form ulate the balance conditions.

The ful�llm entofEq. (16)allowsusto representthe frequency dependence ofSii(!)and

Im f�i(!)g ofboth subsystem sin a form entirely analogousto therm alequilibrium [seeEq.

(8)]with the only di�erence thatnow p(!)isnotnecessarily given by the therm alvalue.

From theaboveitiseasy to seethatallthefunctionsgY (!)in Eq.(18)aredeterm ined by

by thefrequency dependence ofp(!)only:

g
Y
(!)=

�h

1� p(!)

8

>>>><

>>>>:

1 , for J(!)

p(!) , for J(�!)

1+ p(!) , for S(!)

(19)

W hen p(!)isa universalfunction offrequency [e.g.,in therm alequilibrium when p(!)=

exp(���h!)]there is the possibility to form ulate the M aDEB conditions in term s ofex-

pressions which relate in som e universalway the m acro-characteristics ofonly one ofthe
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interacting subsystem [seetheright-hand sideexpressionsin Eqs.(16)and (18)].However,

in so doing,itiseasy to loosethephysicalm eaning oftheseexpressions.

In therm alequilibrium ,Eq. (18)allowsthe QFDT to be given an alternative physical

interpretation with respectto theconventionalone.Indeed,by replacing in Eq.(18)Yi(!)

with thesym m etricalspectraldensity Sii(!)oneobtainstheM aDEB condition [right-hand

sideexpression in Eq.(18)]in a form which isidenticalforboth thesubsystem sand which

coincides with the conventionalform ofthe QFDT given by Eq. (1). This allows us to

conclude thatthe QFDT describes the detailed energetic balance between the interacting

physicalsystem sundertherm alequilibrium .Asaconsequence,theusualinterpretation that

thefrequency dependencesofthePlanck factorgs(!)[seeEq.(2)]and oftheim aginary part

ofthegeneralized susceptibility Im f�i(!)g areindependent(thesourceoftheQRT-QFDT

conict) is in contradiction with both the M iDEB and M aDEB principles. W hen these

principlesareful�lled,thepolesofgs(!)and thezerosofIm f�i(!)g aredeterm ined by the

sam efactor1� p(!)[seeEqs.(19)and (8),respectively].Theneglectofthisproperty when

treating uctuation phenom ena correspondsin essence to the violation ofthe M iDEB and

M aDEB principles and,hence,it im plies the violation ofthe condition ofstationarity at

leastattheM atsubara frequencies! = 
n wherep(
n)= 1.

The form ulation ofthe balance conditions represented in term s ofa ratio ofm acro-

characteristicsofoneorofboth subsystem scan serveasa sourceofincorrectinterpretation

oftheM aDEB principleand,asaconsequence,can lead totheviolation oftheenergyconser-

vation law forsubsystem swith partially overlapping energeticspectra.Thetypicalexam ple

isthe interaction between the harm onic oscillatorwith eigenfrequency !s and the therm al

bath characterized by a quasi-continuous spectrum . By using for the m atrix elem ents of

oscillatorthe relations[15]:jxm nj
2 = (1=!s)

2

s �h(n + 1)�m ;n+ 1 and !S
m n = !s(m � n),from

Eq.(6)oneobtainsasym m etric spectraldensitiesJ(�!)represented as:

�
J(�!)

J(!)

�

= 2�
2(!)�h

!

�
N (!)

N (!)+ 1

�

�(!s � !) (20)

where N (!s)=
P

1

n= 0n�n = [exp(��h! s)� 1]� 1,2(!s)isthe electro-dipole m atrix elem ent
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square which can depend upon the oscillatorfrequency. In Eq.(20),due to the properties

ofthe �-function we have perform ed the replacem entusually used in such situationswhen

dependence of 2(!s) and N (!s) on !s is replaced by their dependence on the current

frequency !.In thisway,from Eq.(20)oneobtains:

J(�!)

J(!)
= p(!)=

N (!)

N (!)+ 1
(21)

which de�nesin explicitform p(!)in the whole frequency range,while the spectrum ofa

single oscillatorisde�ned atthefrequency ! = !s only,i.e.itisdescribed by a �-function

which in Eq.(21)disappeared from explicitconsideration.

Byconsideringthetherm albath,alsoin thiscaseitisused theharm onicoscillatorm odel

which describesonem odeoftheradiation �eld.To obtain thespectraldensitiesJ(�!)for

thetherm albath itissu�cientto perform in theright-hand side ofEq.(20)a sum m ation

overallthe possible m odes,thatisoversubindex s.In so doing,thedependence of2(!s)

and N (!s)on !s butnoton ! can rem ain. By using the standard procedure forsystem s

with a quasi-continuousspectrum ,i.e.,by replacing
P

s by
R

G(!s)d!s,where G(!s)isthe

density oftheradiation m odewith frequency !s in theintervald!s,oneobtains:

�
J(�!)

J(!)

�

= 2�
G(!)2(!)�h

!

�
N (!)

N (!)+ 1

�

(22)

From Eq. (22)one can again obtain Eq. (21),which isnow valid in the whole frequency

range.W hen a singleoscillatorinteractswith thetherm albath,theinteraction takesplace

notin thewholefrequency range,asitwould follow from Eqs.(21)or(18),butonly atthe

oscillatoreigen-frequency,wheretheenergy exchange isonly possible.

IV .C O N C LU SIO N S A N D O P EN Q U EST IO N S

Herewehaveshown thattheQFDT expressed in itsusualform ofEq.(1)in essencerep-

resentsthem acroscopicprincipleofdetailed energy balancebetween a physicalsystem and

thesurroundingworldinteractingwithit.Such aninterpretation,andtherelatedrestrictions
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concerning thefrequency dependenceoftheim aginary partofthegeneralized susceptibility

ofthesystem [seeEq.(9)],leadstotwom ain consequences.First,theannounced conictbe-

tween QRT and QFDT related with theM atsubara frequenciesisreconciled.Second,som e

conventionalnotionsasm acroscopicdissipation and relaxation closely related to theQFDT

should be revisited. Indeed,these notionscannotbe treated asinternalcharacteristics of

oneofthetwo interacting subsystem swhich com posethetotalisolated system .

In thefram ework ofthem acroscopicapproach wheretheenergy dissipation isdescribed

by Im f�(!)g,theenergy conservation law undertheenergy balanceim pliesthatthepower

dissipated by oneofsubsystem sfrom anotherm ustbereturned back,i.e.itisequalto the

powerdissipated by anothersubsystem from the�rst.Theform oftheM aDEB given by Eq.

(15)justexpressthism athem atically,byclaim ingthatthespectraofthepowerdissipated by

each subsystem from anotherareequal.Therefore,with respectto onesubsystem ,oneside

ofEq.(15)can betreated asthe dissipated powerand anotherside asthepowerreturned

back,i.e. asem itted power. Thisisillustrated by the following exam ple,which considers

thesystem interaction with therm albath.By using Eq.(22),theM aDEB conditionsgiven

by Eq.(15)taketheform :

2 �h!

�
N (!)+ 1

2
� 1

2

N (!)+ 1

2

�

Im f�x(!)g= !

�
Jxx(�!)

Sxx(!)

�

(23)

Theleft-hand sideofEq.(23)describesthepowerdissipated by thesystem when thispower

isprovided by thetherm albath.Theright-hand sideofEq.(23)describesthepowerwhich

the system returnsback to the therm albath. Ifthe only photon part�h!N (!),ofthe full

energy ofthe �eld is involved into the absorption process,then the returning spectrum ,

Jxx(�!),corresponds to the spectrum ofthe spontaneousem ission processes occurring in

thesystem .Thisiseasy shown by usingtheexplicitform ofJ(�!)given by Eq.(6).Ifnow

one reverses tim e,i.e. replace ! by �!,the energy ofthe therm albath which isinvolved

into dissipation processwillbe �h![N (!)+ 1]. Thism eansthatwith respectto one ofthe

interacting subsystem s the processes ofenergy exchange in equilibrium conditions shows

an asym m etry undertim e reversal. Ifthe system hasabsorbed the fullenergy ofthe �eld
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togetherwith thezero-�eld value,�h![N (!)+ 1

2
](thecaseoftheQFDT),to ful�llM aDEB

it would be necessary that the system returns back the sam e fullenergy. In this case,

the em itted spectrum which returns back would be described by the sym m etric spectral

density Sxx(!). Here the following question arises, which spectrum ofuctuations and

correspondingly which correlation function areexperim entally m easured:theasym m etricor

sym m etric ones?

In applications,theQFDT isoften used todescribetherelaxation phenom enain system s

interacting with a therm albath. In this interpretation as one ofthe form ulation ofthe

M aDEB conditionsthere appearsa question aboutthe correctness ofsuch a use. Indeed,

ifthe relaxation process im plies that the system is approaching the stationary state,it

m eansthatthe system isnotin a stationary state. Itisevidentthatundernonstationary

conditionsallthe relationsconsidered above loose theirm eaning,and any attem ptto use

them willim ply a violation oftheenergy conservation law.Thus,theQFDT can beapplied

forthedescription ofonlythoserelaxation phenom enawhich occurunderenergyequilibrium

conditions,asdescribed by theQFDT itself.

TheM aDEB conditionslead to anotherim portantproperty oftherelaxation processes:

the description ofthe relaxation in the interacting subsystem s which com pose an isolated

system cannotbeconsidered in independentway.From thede�nition ofthelinearresponse

function �i(!)itfollowsthatthe spectraldensities ofthe uctuationsin each ofthe sub-

system s m ust be interrelated as Sii(!) = j�i(!)j
2Sjj(!) where i6= j. Together with the

M aDEB in the form given by Eq. (18) this leads to additionalrestrictions put on the

frequency dependence ofIm f�i(!)g pertaining to each ofthetwo subsystem s:

Im f�
� 1

i (!)g= Im f�j(!)g (24)

where Im f�
� 1

i (!)g = Im f�i(!)g=jIm f�i(!)gj
2 is the relaxation law in one ofthe sub-

system s,which in accordance with Eq. (24) is determ ined by the im aginary part ofthe

generalized susceptibility oftheothersubsystem .Forexam ple,in thepresence ofan inter-

action ofsom e system s with a therm albath characterized by the radiation m ode density
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G(!)= !2�� 2c� 3 [15]therelaxation in thesystem m ustbedescribed by thelaw:

Im f�
� 1

i (!)g=
1

2�h
[Jff(!)� Jff(�!)]=

2(!)

�c3
! (25)

Ifthe electrodipole m atrix elem ent square,2,isindependent of!,one obtainsthe usual

law ofviscousfriction.
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