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T herm odynam ics ofquantum B row nian m otion w ith internaldegrees offreedom :

the role ofentanglem ent in the strong-coupling quantum regim e

Christian H�orham m er� and Helm ut B�uttner
Theoretische Physik I, Universit�at Bayreuth, D-95440, G erm any

(D ated:M arch 23,2022)

W estudy theinuenceofentanglem enton therelation between thestatisticalentropy ofan open

quantum system and theheatexchanged with a low tem peratureenvironm ent.A m odelofquantum

Brownian m otion oftheCaldeira-Leggetttype{ forwhich a violation oftheClausiusinequality has

been stated by Th.M .Nieuwenhuizen and A.E.Allahverdyan [Phys. Rev. E 66,036102 (2002)]{

is reexam ined and the results ofthe cited work are put into perspective. In order to address the

problem from an inform ation theoreticalviewpointa m odeloftwo coupled Brownian oscillators is

form ulated thatcan also be viewed asa continuum version ofa two-qubitsystem .The inuence of

an additionalinternalcoupling param eteron heatand entropy changesisdescribed and the�ndings

are com pared to the case ofa single Brownian particle.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

O pen system saresubjectto dissipation ofenergy and

uctuationsin theirdegreesoffreedom .W ithin thethe-

ory of quantum dissipative system s [1, 2]the starting

pointin describingnoiseand dam pingistheHam iltonian

H tot = H S + H E + H SE wheretheHam iltonian oftheto-

talsystem H tot isexpressed asa sum oftheHam iltonian

ofthesubsystem ofinterestH S,aHam iltonian H E m od-

eling theenvironm entaldegreesoffreedom and an inter-

action term H SE .Forquantum objectsthiscoupling to

the environm entleads in addition to the phenom ena of

decoherence and entanglem ent. In the low tem perature

respectively strong coupling regim e these entanglem ent

e�ects becom e im portant. Under the unitary evolution

of the density operator �tot(t) = U (t;0)�tot(0)U
y(t;0)

with U (t;0) = exp[� i

~

H tott]an initialproduct state of

subsystem S and bath E evolvesinto a correlated state

with �tot(t)6= �S(t)
 �E (t)fort> 0. Forzero tem per-

ature the closed,totalsystem isin itsground state and

thereforethevon Neum ann entropy S(�tot(t))stayszero

foralltim es. Butfort> 0 the pure state ofthe whole

system isan entangled stateofsubsystem and bath with

S(�tot(t))� S(�S(t))+ S(�E (t)). The subsystem there-

fore isin a m ixed state with S(�S(t))> 0 even forzero

bath tem perature.

In m ost applications, especially in quantum optics

[3,4],the coupling between system and bath can be as-

sum ed to be weak which allowsneglecting entanglem ent

e�ects (Born-M arkov-Approxim ation)and applying the

form alism ofM arkovian quantum m aster equations. In

thiscasethestatisticaltherm odynam icsoftheopen sub-

system aregoverned by thequantum G ibbsdistribution.

In the strong-coupling quantum regim e,the stationary

state ofthe subsystem �S(t) is stillG aussian but non-

G ibbsian due to the entanglem entwith the bath. Ifthe

totalHam iltonian is harm onic,a G aussian initialstate

�Electronic address:christian.hoerham m er@ uni-bayreuth.de

of the subsystem rem ains G aussian for all tim es. Its

density m atrix �S(t) is com pletely characterized by the

�rstand second m om entsoftherelevantoperators.The

Heisenberg equation ofm otion fortheseoperatorsisthe

quantum Langevin equation [5,6]. The characterizing

m om entsaredeterm ined by the stationary valuesofthe

quantum Langevin equation and can becalculated alter-

natively by applyingthequantum uctuation-dissipation

theorem . The statisticalentropy associated with that

stationary quantum state is the von Neum ann entropy.

The system s exchange ofheat with the environm ent {

which isde�ned asthe changein energy due to redistri-

butionsin phasespace{ isrelated to thetherm odynam ic

entropy by theClausiusinequality.Thistherm odynam ic

entropycan only beidenti�ed with thestatisticalentropy

when �S takesthe form ofthe canonicaldensity m atrix.

This is just the case for negligible interaction between

subsystem and environm ent.

From an inform ation-theoreticalpoint ofview above

considerationsbecom e im portant.The Landauerprinci-

ple[7,8]which isbased on theClausiusinequality states

that \m any-to-one" operations like erasure ofinform a-

tion require the dissipation ofenergy. Deleting one bit

ofinform ation is accom panied by a released am ount of

heatofatleastkT ln2. This erasure is connected with

a reduction ofentropy,and thuscannotbe realized in a

closed system . Therefore the inform ation-carrying sys-

tem has to be coupled to its environm ent. To avoid a

rapiddestruction ofthenecessaryquantum coherencethe

quantum subsystem should be placed in a low tem pera-

tureenvironm ent.Thusthecoupling m ightberelatively

strong com pared to therm alenergy.Since the Landauer

principleisdealing with inform ation processing and era-

sure,therelevantentropy isthestatisticalentropy ofthe

system . Statisticalentropy and heat are de�ned sepa-

rately. Thus,the relation between both the quantities

can be exam ined.

Thepurposeofourpaperisto study deviationsfrom the

Clausiusinequality and Landauerbound respectively in

the strong coupling quantum regim e.An analytic treat-

m ent ofthis issue is given within the fram ework ofthe

Caldeira-Leggettm odelofquantum Brownian m otion.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0408536v2
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In the �rst part of this paper we want to discuss

quite controversialrecent work [9,10,11,12]and put

som e of those results into perspective. Therefore the

quantum Langevin equation of a harm onically bound

quantum particlewhich isbased on theCaldeira-Leggett

m odelis presented. The stationary m om entswhich are

obtained from this equation characterize the reduced

density m atrix which is used to de�ne therm odynam ic

quantities. Then, changes in heat and in statistical

entropy for adiabatic param eter variations are com -

pared and the applicability of the Clausius inequality

in the strong coupling/ low tem perature quantum

regim e is discussed. In the second m ain part we will

focus on a m odelof Brownian m otion of two coupled

oscillators, which can be understood as a continuum

version of a two-qubit system [13]. W ith regard to

recent work done on continuous variable com puting

[14, 15]the im pact on quantum inform ation theory is

studied. It will becom e clear that additionalinternal

degrees of freedom can lead to di�erent results as in

thecaseofquantum m otion ofasingleBrownian particle.

II. C A LD EIR A -LEG G ET T M O D EL O F

Q U A N T U M B R O W N IA N M O T IO N

Brownian m otion is a prom inentexam ple ofan open

quantum system [16]. The standard m odel of quan-

tum Brownian m otion,often refereed to astheCaldeira-

Leggettm odel[17,18],isa system -plus-reservoirm odel.

The wholesystem isgoverned by the Ham iltonian

H tot =
p2

2m
+ V (q)+

NX

i= 1

�
p2i

2m i

+
m i!

2
i

2
x
2

i

�

+

NX

i= 1

�

� cixiq+
c2i

2m i!
2
i

q2
�

(1)

where q and p are the Heisenberg operators for coor-

dinate and m om entum of the Brownian particle m ov-

ing in the harm onic potential V (q) = 1

2
m !20q

2. The

particle is coupled to a bath ofN harm onic oscillators

with variables xi and pi and uniform ly spaced m odes

!i = i�. The interaction is bilinear in coordinates of

system q and bath xi. For the coupling-param eters ci
the so-called Drude-Ullersm a spectrum [19]with large

cuto�-frequency � and coupling constant  is chosen:

ci =
p
2m i!

2
i��

2=�(!2i + �2). The bath is character-

ized by itsspectraldensity J(!),which takestheform of

theDrudespectrum J(!)= !�2=(!2 + �2)in thether-

m odynam ic lim it(sending � ! 0,N ! 1 and keeping

� = N � = const.). The potentialrenorm alization term
P

c2i=(2m i!
2
i)q

2 ensuresthatV (q)rem ainsthebarepo-

tential.Neglectingthisself-interaction term ,thepositive

de�nitenessofthe totalHam iltonian H tot would justbe

guaranteed for � m !20=� and { since� islarge{ would

restrict the applicability ofthe m odelto weak-coupling

approxim ations( � m !0).

A . Q uantum Langevin equation

From theHam iltonian (1)theHeisenberg equationsof

m otion forthe operatorsq and p and the bath variables

xi,pi are received. By elim inating the bath degrees of

freedom the quantum Langevin equation [5,6]ofa par-

ticle m oving in the potentialV (q)can be derived:

m �q(t)+
dV (q)

dq
+

Z t

0

dt
0
(t� t

0)_q(t0)= �(t)� q(0)(t): (2)

Thestochasticcharacterofthisintegro-di�erentialequa-

tion with the friction kernel(t)= �e� � jtjcom esinto

play by considering the initialdistribution ofthe bath

variableswhich determ inesthe noiseterm �(t):

�(t)=

NX

i= 1

ci

�

xi(0)cos!it+
pi(0)

m i!i
sin!it

�

: (3)

Assum ing an uncorrelated initialstatewith thereservoir

being in canonicalequilibrium attem perature T = �� 1,

�E � exp(� �HE ),�(t)isastationary G aussian operator

noisewith h�(t)i�E = 0 and the correlation function [3]:

K (t� t0) =
1

2
h�(t)�(t0)+ �(t0)�(t)i�E = (4)

=
~

�

Z 1

0

d!
�2!

�2 + !2
coth(

1

2
�~!)cos!(t� t0):

In the case of initialcorrelations of particle and bath

the correlation function containsadditionalterm swhich

a�ect the dynam ics on the tim escale t� 1=�. To fully

characterize the reduced dynam ics it is thus im portant

to specify the initialpreparation.

B . Stationary state

The relaxation dynam ics ofthe m om ents hq2(t)i and

hp2(t)idescribed by eq.(2),end up in a stationary state

for t ! 1 . The stationary correlations can be calcu-

lated alternatively by applying thequantum uctuation-

dissipation theorem [20],which establishesa connection

between thequantum m echanicaldynam icalsusceptibil-

ity ~�(!)=
R1
� 1

�(t� t0)ei!t =
�
m !20 � m !2 � i!~(!)

�� 1

and the equilibrium uctuationshq2iand hp2i:

hq
2
i=

~

2�

Z 1

� 1

d! coth(
1

2
�~!)~�00(!); (5)

hp2i=
~

2�

Z 1

� 1

d!m 2!2 coth(
1

2
�~!)~�00(!): (6)

Ifthe dissipative partofthe susceptibility ~�00(!)ofthe

non-M arkovian dam ped oscillatorwith threecharacteris-

ticfrequencies�1,�2 and �3 (polesin thecom plex plane)
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isinserted,an analytic expression foreq. (5)and (6)is

derived [1]:

hq2i=
~

m �

3X

i= 1

(�i� �) 
�
�~� i

2�

�

(�i+ 1 � �i)(�i� 1 � �i)
� T; (7)

hp2i= m 2!20hq
2
i+

~�

�

3X

i= 1

�i 
�
�~� i

2�

�

(�i+ 1 � �i)(�i� 1 � �i)
;(8)

where  (x) is the Digam m a function and �0 = �3,

�4 = �1. The stationary state ofthe Brownian parti-

cle is fully characterized by the variances (7) and (8)

which determ inethestationary density m atrix �S ofthe

subsystem [1,21]:

�S(q;q
0)=

1
p
2�hq2i

exp

�

�
(q+ q0)2

8hq2i
�
(q� q0)2

2~2=hp2i

�

:(9)

Thisreduced density m atrix isdi�erentfrom thecanoni-

calequilibrium density m atrix �th � exp(� �HS)forany

�nitecoupling .Thestatisticalentropy ofthequantum

state�S { the von Neum ann entropy S(�S){ is[9,22]:

S(�S) = � Tr[�S ln�S]= �
X

n

pn lnpn = (10)

= (v+
1

2
)ln(v+

1

2
)� (v�

1

2
)ln(v�

1

2
);

with Boltzm ann constantsetto kB = 1 and the subsys-

tem sphasespacevolum ev de�ned by

v =
1

~

p
hq2ihp2i; (11)

aswellasthe eigenvaluesof�S(q;q
0),

pn = 1=(v+ 1=2)[(v� 1=2)=(v+ 1=2)]
n
; (12)

which are obtained as solution of the problemR
dx0�S(q;q

0)fn(q
0)= pnfn(q),where the eigenfunctions

fn are given by fn �
p
cH n(cq)e

� c
2
q
2
=2 with Herm ite

polynom ialsH n and c= [hp2i=(~2hq2i)]1=4.

The von Neum ann entropy of the subsystem is in-

creased with raising the coupling  at a given tem per-

ature (�g. 1).Even atT ! 0 the subsystem sentropy is

largerthan zero.Thise�ectisduetothecorrelationsbe-

tween subsystem and bath which preventthe subsystem

from reaching a pure state forT ! 0.The probabilities

to �nd the subsystem in an exited state depend on the

coupling to the environm ent[23]. In the weak coupling

lim it,where�S = �th,expression (10)givesthe entropy

S(!0;T)=
�~!0

e�~! 0 � 1
� ln

�
1� e� �~! 0

�
(13)

ofan harm onicoscillatorin canonicalequilibirum .

It is im portant to rem ark here, that the entropy (10)

deviatesfrom the di�erence ofthe totalentropy S(�tot)

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

kT=~!0

S
(�

S
)
a
n
d
S
p

FIG .1: Tem perature dependence ofthe entropy expressions

S(�S ) and Sp for di�erent values of the system -bath cou-

plings (in unitsofm !
2

0=�).D ark linesfrom bottom to top:

S(�S )= 0; S(�S )= 1; S(�S )= 5.G rey lines:Sp;= 1 (dashed)

and Sp;= 5.O therparam eters:!0 = 1,m = 1,� = 10,~ = 1.

and the entropy ofthe bath in absence ofthe particle

S(�E )= 0 which isgiven by [24]

Sp =
1

�

Z 1

0

S(!;T)Im

�
dln ~�(!)

d!

�

d!: (14)

In the sam e way the therm odynam ic potentials Fp and

Up can bederived which arerelated by Sp = �(Up � Fp).

O ne can see from �g. 1 that Sp vanishes at T ! 0

whereas S(�S) does not. Proceeding in this way, the

entropy Sp also containsthepartofentropy thatisasso-

ciated with thequantum m echanicalcorrelationsorpar-

ticle and bath. Since this conditionalentropy is nega-

tive forentangled system s,the statisticalentropy ofthe

Brownian oscillatoraloneisunderestim ated by Sp.Thus,

in ourfurther treatm entwe willconcentrate on the en-

tropy S(�S).

C . T herm odynam ics ofadiabatic changes

Nieuwenhuizen and Allahverdyan [11] exam ined the

validity ofthe Clausiusinequality respectively the Lan-

dauer bound in the strong coupling quantum regim e.

They found a violation ofthese principles at very low

tem peratures due to the existing correlations between

subsystem and bath. W ith respect to quantum infor-

m ation theory they concluded that quantum m echani-

calinform ation carriertherefore could be m ore e�cient

than theirclassicalcounterparts.A controversialsubject

in thiscontextisthe appropriate choice ofheatand en-

tropyexpressions.O urpurposein thissectionistoclarify

thisissue and to putthe �ndingsofNieuwenhuizen and

Allahverdyan into perspective.

The internalenergy ofthe Brownian oscillatorcan be

de�ned asthe m ean energy in the stationary state [9]:

US = Tr[H S�S]= hH Si=
1

2m
hp2i+

1

2
m !20hq

2
i: (15)
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Thisexpressiondi�ersfrom theequivalentto(14)de�ned

internalenergy Up.Thedi�erenceU p � US can beinter-

preted asthe interaction energy Uint (6= hH SE i!) which

isrelated to the freeenergy Fp by

Uint = Up � US = �
@Fp

@�
: (16)

Choosing the param eter values m ;!0 and � as in �g.

1 the ratio � = Uint=Up at zero bath tem perature is

given by �(= m ! 2

0
=� ) � 0:03 and �(= 5m ! 2

0
=� ) � 0:10.

For kT = ~!0 the ratios are �(= m ! 2

0
=� ) � 0:01 and

�(= 5m ! 2

0
=� )� 0:05 respectively.

The totaldi�erentialdU S ofthe internalenergy US,

dUS = Tr[�SdH S]+ Tr[H Sd�S]= �W + �Q (17)

can be divided into two parts [25]. The �rst term re-

sultsfrom thechangeoftheparam etersm and !0 in the

Ham iltonian,so itisa m echanical,non-statisticalobject

and willbe referred to aswork �W :

�W = m !0hq
2
id!0 +

�
!20hq

2i

2
�
hp2i

2m 2

�

dm : (18)

The second term Tr[H Sd�S]represents the variation of

US duetothestatisticalredistribution ofthephasespace,

which willbe associated with the changein heat�Q :

�Q = �!Q + �m Q with

�!Q =

�
1

2
m !

2

0

@hq2i

@!0
+

1

2m

@hp2i

@!0

�

d!0; (19)

�m Q =

�
1

2
m !20

@hq2i

@m
+

1

2m

@hp2i

@m

�

dm (20)

Now the validity ofthe Clausiusinequality

�Q � TdS (21)

can be evaluated. The Second Law oftherm odynam ics

in the form ulation by Clausius states that in a quasi-

static process, during which the system at all tim es

passesthrough equilibrium states,onehasdSth = �Q =T.

Thetherm odynam icentropy Sth de�ned by theClausius

equality can only be identi�ed with the statisticalen-

tropy S(�S)attherm alequilibrium where�S = �th with

�th = Z � 1 exp(� �HS)and Z = Trexp(� �HS),because

dS = � Tr[d�th ln�th]= Tr[d�th lnZ]+ �Tr[d�thH S]=

= �Tr[�thH S]= ��Q = dSth: (22)

Concerning the Landauer principle, which is based on

the Clausiusinequality,butdealswith inform ation pro-

cessingand erasure,therelevantentropy isthestatistical

entropy S(�S). Therefore we want to com pare changes

in the statisticalentropy dS to changes in heat �Q in-

duced by adiabatic variation ofthe system sparam eters.

The totaldi�erentialofthe von Neum ann entropy (10)

isgiven by

dS = � Tr[d�S ln�S]= ln

�
v+ 1

2

v� 1

2

�

dv: (23)

Thus,the sign ofthe change in S(�S)is determ ined by

the sign ofthe change in v. Note here thatthe param -

etersm and !0 arechosen asindependentquantities,so

that we can exam ine �Qm � TdSm and �Q! � TdS!
separately.

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3

-0.05

0

0.05

0.1

kT=~!0

T
d
S
m
a
n
d
�
Q
m

FIG .2: Changes in heat �Q m (positive) and entropy-term

TdSm (negative)versusbath tem peratureT fordi�erentval-

ues ofthe system -bath coupling  (in units ofm !
2

0=�): 0.5

(dashed),1 (grey),5 (dark). The oscillator param eters are

chosen to be !0 = 1 and m = 1. The cuto�-frequency is set

to � = 10 and ~ = 1.

Fig.2 showsthetem peraturedependenceofthechanges

in heat�Qm and oftheterm TdSm fordi�erentcoupling

strength . W hile �Qm isalwayspositive,which m eans

thatthe Brownian particleabsorbsheatduring an adia-

batic increaseofm ass,the change ofentropy and there-

fore the product TdSm rem ains negative. In the high-

tem peraturelim itonehas�Qm ! 0aswellasTdSm ! 0

and thereforethebehaviorofan uncoupled harm onicos-

cillatorcharacterized by (13).Theterm TdSm converges

relatively slowly towards zero because ofthe increasing

factor T. The sm aller the coupling ,the faster is the

convergenceofthetwoterm s�Qm and TdSm .Ifthetem -

perature T goes to zero,then the product TdSm does

as well. The am ount ofheat �Qm exchanged with the

bath stayspositiveeven in thislim itand equals� dm Uint.

Thus,the Brownian particle can extract heat from the

bath even atT = 0,a factthatwasalready extensively

discussed in ref.[9,11].

Fig. 3 gives results ofthe cited work [11]. Nieuwen-

huizen and Allahverdyan studied the inuence of

adiabatic changesin m asson the phase space volum e v

given by eq. (11). AtT = 0 one receivesa m onotonous

decreasing function which should converge with in-

creasing m ass to the m inim alvalue vm in = 1=2 which

resultsfrom the uncertainty relation. They found,that

at m oderate tem peratures the phase space volum e �rst

decreases for low m asses,then reaches a m inim um and

�nally increases nearly linearly with the m ass. The

increasing phase space volum e m eansa positive sign for

the entropy change dS. Therefore the authorsconclude

thatthedi�erentsignsof�Q and TdS would only occur
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1.4

1.6

1.8

m

v
=
p
hq

2
ih
p
2
i=
~

FIG .3: Phase space volum e v versus m ass m for di�erent

T-values.From bottom to top:T = 0; 0:1; 0:2; 0:25. O scil-

latorpotentialV (q)= 1

2
aq

2
with �xed spring constanta = 1.

O therparam eters: = 1,� = 500,~ = 1.(Seealso ref.[11].)

at very low tem peratures due to quantum correlations

between system and bath.

In contrastto that,�g. 4 showsthe m assdependence

ofthe phase space volum e using the m om ents de�ned

by eq. (7) and (8). O ne can clearly see that even for

m oderate tem peratures the phase space volum e does

notincrease,butreachesa tem perature-dependentlim it

value. Thisvalue isgiven by the phase space volum e of

an uncoupled harm onic oscillator in canonicalequilib-

rium : vth = 1

2
coth�~!0=2. Both,sending m ! 1 or

coupling  ! 0,�nally leadsto the standard caseofthe

quantum G ibbsdistribution.

The di�erences between our �ndings and the results

in [11]which becom e obviousin the �gures 3 and 4 can

be explained asfollows:in the paperby Nieuwenhuizen

and Allahverdyan [11]the harm onic potentialV (q) =
1

2
m !20q

2 is expressed by 1

2
aq2 with spring constant a.

Varying m and keeping a �xed leadsto theresultsof�g.

3. But since the lim it m ! 1 and  ! 0 should lead

to the sam e resultofv = 1=2 atT= 0,thischoice ofthe

potentialisinconsistent.In �g.3thephasespacevolum e

atT = 0 doesnotreach the value v = 1=2 even forhigh

m asses(instead v � 0:6 forthe given param etervalues).

In orderto receive the correctexpressionsforhq2i,hp2i

and U in the weak coupling or high tem perature lim it

onehasto seta = m !20,which hasalso been donein the

cited work [11]in di�erentcontexts.

Choosing thepotentialV (q)= 1

2
m !20q

2,which isthen

a�ected by the variation of the m ass, shows that the

anom aly ofdi�erentsignsisan even strongere�ectthan

found in [11].Thisindicatesthatnotonly quantum cor-

relationsatlow tem peraturesm ightplay a rolebutalso

classicalcorrelationsbetween the dam ped oscillatorand

itsenvironm entatm oderatetem peratures.

0 5 10 15 20 25 30

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

m

v
=
p
hq

2
ih
p
2
i=
~

FIG .4: Phase space volum e v versus oscillator m ass m for

di�erent tem perature values. From bottom to top: T =

0; 0:25; 0:5; 1. O scillator potential V (q) = 1

2
m !

2

0q
2
with

frequency !0 = 1.O therparam eters: = 1,� = 500,~ = 1.

III. Q U A N T U M B R O W N IA N M O T IO N O F

T W O C O U P LED H A R M O N IC O SC ILLA T O R S

In order to study the inuence ofadditionalparam -

eters on the results stated above we introduce a m odel

ofquantum Brownian m otion oftwo coupled oscillators

which can be viewed as a continuum version ofa two

qubitsystem .In contrastto form erwork concerning the

relaxation dynam icsoftwocoupled oscillators[13,26]we

focus on the stationary state. The Ham iltonian H S 0 of

the open quantum system S0 now reads

H S 0 = H A + H B + H A B ; (24)

whereH A and H B arethe Ham iltoniansofthe two har-

m onic oscillatorsA and B with m assesm a;m b and fre-

quencies !a and !b. H A B describes the interaction be-

tween them .Beforederiving a quantum Langevin equa-

tion itisnecessary to discussdi�erentcouplingsbetween

theoscillatorsaswellasbetween thesystem H S 0 and the

bath H E and to choosean appropriatem odel.

A . C oupling betw een the tw o oscillators

In the fram ework ofquantum opticsthe coupling be-

tween oscillatorsisoften chosen to H A B = � D qaqb with

coupling param eter D . In this case one problem is the

constraintD �
p
m am b!a!b asacondition forrealeigen-

frequenciesofthesystem which restrictstherangeofal-

lowed param etervariations.In ourfurthertreatm entwe

willconcentrateon the interaction Ham iltonian

H A B =
1

2
D (qa � qb)

2: (25)

This Ham iltonian is clearly inspired by its m echanical

analogy { a restoring force proportionalto the relative

distanceofthetwooscillators{and leadstorealeigenfre-

quenciesofthe system H S 0 forallvaluesofthe coupling

param eterD .
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FIG .5: O scillators separately coupled to the bath:eigenfre-

quencies� ofeq.(28)fora �nite m odelwith N + 2 = 10 os-

cillatorsversusthesystem -bath coupling strength  (in units

ofm �).The criticalvalue critisgiven by eq.(29).Param -

eters: !a = 2,!b = 5,m = m a;b = 1,D = 2 and � = 1,

� = N � = 8.

B . C oupling betw een system and bath

In order to study the case of strong system -bath-

coupling ,the positive de�niteness ofthe Ham iltonian

has to be guaranteed in the range ofrelevant -values.

Thereforewewilldiscussdi�erentcouplingsbetween sys-

tem and bath in the following section.

1. O scillators separately coupled to the bath

Ifeach oscillatoriscoupled separately to the bath ac-

cording to thecoupling in (1)then wereceivethefollow-

ing interaction Ham iltonian H S 0E :

H S 0E =

NX

i= 1

�

� cixi(qa + qb)+
c2i

2m i!
2
i

(q2a + q2b)

�

(26)

The equation forthe eigenvalues� ofthe totalsystem

H tot = H A + H B + H A B + H E + H S 0E (27)

reads:

�
2
�

�

!
2

a +
D

m a

�

=
X

i

c2i

m am i(�2 � !2
i
)

�2

w 2
i

�

�

1

m a m b

�

D �
P

i

c
2

i

m i(�
2� ! 2

i
)

�2

!2
b
+ D

m b

+
P

i

c2
i

m bm i(�
2� ! 2

i
)

�2

! 2

i

� �2
: (28)

Fig. 5 shows the inuence ofthe system -bath-coupling

strength  on theeigenfrequenciesofa �nitesystem con-

sistingofthetwooscillatorscoupled toan environm entof

eightoscillators.Thelowesteigenvalue�1 decreaseswith

increasing coupling strength and becom es im aginary at

a criticalvalue

crit =

p
(m a!

2
a + D )(m b!

2
b
+ D )� D

2�

�

P N

i= 1
�2

! 2

i
+ �2

(29)
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FIG .6:Bath-coupling to thecenterofm ass:eigenfrequencies

� ofeq. (31) for a �nite m odelwith N + 2 = 10 oscillators

versusthe system -bath coupling strength  (in unitsofm �).

Param eters: !a = 2,!b = 5,m = m a;b = 1,D = 2 and

� = 1,� = N � = 8.

which m eans exponentially increasing am plitudes and

therefore instability ofthe whole system . In the ther-

m odynam ic lim itthiscriticalvalue becom esvery sm all,

so thatthism odelisonly suitable in the weak coupling

case.

2. Bath-coupling to the center ofm ass

A m oreadequatem odelisthe bath-coupling attached

to the centerofm assR ofthe system H S 0.The system -

bath interaction could then be described by the Ham il-

tonian:

H S 0E =

NX

i= 1

�

� cixiR +
c2i

2m i!
2
i

R 2

�

: (30)

Thiscoupling leadsto the following eigenvalue equation

ofthe totalsystem H tot:

�2 �
1

M
(m a!

2

a + m b!
2

b)=

NX

i= 1

c2i

M m i(�
2 � !2

i
)

�2

!2
i

�

�
�(!2a � !2b)

2

m b!
2
a + m a!

2
b
+ M

�
D � M �2

:(31)

In Fig.6 onecan recognizethatthe lowesteigenvalueis

only slightly reduced by increasing thecoupling strength

and rem ainsrealforall-values.

Sincethisinteraction term assuresthepositivede�nite-

ness ofthe totalHam iltonian we willuse this system -

bath coupling in the further exam ination. Additionally

thiscoupling allowsusto transform thesystem easily to

norm alcoordinates which sim pli�es the analysis in the

caseofidenticaloscillators.
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C . Langevin equation oftw o coupled B row nian

oscillators

By transform ingtheHam iltonian H S ontocoordinates

forthe centerofm assR = 1=M (m aqa + m bqb)and the

relativecoordinatex = (qa � qb)(with totalm assM and

reduced m ass�)and elim inating the bath variables,the

following system ofcoupled equationsfortheHeisenberg

operatorsx and R can be written down:

�x = � 
2xx(t)� (!2a � !
2

b)R(t) (32)

�R = � 
2R R(t)�
1

M

Z t

0

(t� t0)_R(t)dt0� (t)R(0)�

�
�

M
(!2a � !

2

b)x(t)+ �(t) (33)

with the frequencies


2
x =

1

M
(m b!

2
a + m a!

2
b +

M

�
D ) (34)


2
R =

1

M
(m a!

2
a + m b!

2
b) (35)

and dam ping term (t) and noise term �(t) as de�ned

in section II.A.Solving eq. (32) as an inhom ogeneous

di�erentialequation and inserting the solution into (33)

givesa Langevin equation forthe centerofm assR with

new dam ping term ~(t)and new noiseterm ~�(t):

M �R +
d~V (R)

dR
+

Z t

0

dt
0~(t� t

0)_R(t0)= ~�(t)� R(0)~(t)

(36)

which describesthem otion ofR in thee�ectivepotential
~V (R)= 1=2M ~
2

R R
2 with frequency

~
2

R = 
2

R �
�(!2a � !2b)

2

M 
2
x

(37)

inuenced by the dam ping

~(t� t0)= �e� � jt� t
0
j+ �

(!2a � !2
b
)2


2
x

cos
x(t� t0) (38)

and the stochasticforce

~�(t)=

NX

i= 1

ci

�

xi(0)cos(!it)+
pi(0)

m i!i
sin(!it)

�

+

+ �(!2b � !2a)

�

x(0)cos(
xt)+
px(0)

M 
x

sin(
xt)

�

:(39)

In thecaseofidenticaloscillatorstheequations(32)and

(33) are decoupled. The relative coordinate perform s a

harm onicoscillationand forR theLangevin equation ofa

Brownian particlewith m assM and oscillatorfrequency


R isreceived,

M �R + M 
2

R R +

Z t

0

dt0(t� t0)_R(t0)= �(t)� R(0)(t);

(40)

which isequivalentto quantum Langevin equation (2)in

the �rstpartofthispaper.

D . Stationary state

In orderto calculatethestationary correlationsforthe

generalcase we again apply the quantum uctuation-

dissipation-theorem .

From eq. (36) one obtains the dynam icalsusceptibility

~�00R (!)= [M ~
2
R � M !2 � i!~(!)]� 1 and can expressthe

varianceofthe centerofm assby

hR 2
i =

~

2�

Z 1

� 1

d! ~�00R (!)coth(
1

2
�~!)= (41)

=
~

2�

Z 1

� 1

d!
�2!

�2�2 + (� + �)2!2
coth(

1

2
�~!)

where

� = M 
2R � M !2 � �
(!2a � !2b)

2


2
x � !2

: (42)

Fig.7showsthetem peraturedependenceofthevariance

(41)in com parison to the lim iting cases:

hR 2
ith =

~

2M ~
R

coth
1

2
�~~
R for  ! 0 (43)

hR
2
icl =

kT

M ~
2
R

for T � m ~
2

R : (44)

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.1

0.12

0.14

kT=~~
 R

hR
2
i c
l
,
hR

2
i t
h
,
hR

2
i

FIG .7:Tem perature dependence ofhR 2
i(41)forparam eter

values!a = 2,!b = 3!a,m a = m b = 1,D = M 

2

R ,� = 10

and  = 5M ~

2

R =�,(dark line). For increasing tem perature

hR
2
iconvergesto thelim itcaseshR

2
ith (grey line)and hR

2
icl

(dashed line)asgiven by eq.(43)and (44).

In the sam e way we can specify the variance ofthe

centerofm assm om entum PR :

hP 2

R i =
~

2�
M 2

Z 1

� 1

d! ~�00R (!)!
2 coth(

1

2
�~!)= (45)

=
~

2�
M

2

Z 1

� 1

d!
�2!3

�2�2 + (� + �)2!2
coth(

1

2
�~!)
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aswellasthe varianceofthe relativecoordinatex

hx
2
i =

1

2�

Z 1

� 1

d!~coth(
1

2
�~!)~�00x(!)= (46)

=
~

2�

Z 1

� 1

d!
(!2a � !2

b
)2

(
2
x � !2)2

�2! coth(1
2
�~!)

�2�2 + (� + �)2!2

and the corresponding m om entum px

hp2xi=
~

2�
�2

Z 1

� 1

d!
(!2a � !2b)

2

(
2
x � !2)2

�2!3 coth(1
2
�~!)

�2�2 + (� + �)2!2
:

(47)

ThestationarycorrelationhxRiisobtainedbytransform -

ing on norm alcoordinates y = �x + R, z = x + #R.

Becauseofhyzi= 0 in the stationary state onereceives

hxRi=
�hx2i+ #hR 2i

1+ �#
(48)

where � = �
�(!2a � !2

b
)

M 
2
� � (mb!

2
a + m a!

2
b
+ M =�D )

# = �
M (!2a � !2b)

M 
2
+ � (ma!

2
a + m b!

2
b
)

(49)

and 
� are the norm alfrequency ofsystem (24) with

H A B given by (25):


�
2
=

1

2

�

!
2

a + !
2

b +
D

�

�

� (50)

1

2

s
�

!2a + !2
b
+
D

�

� 2

� 4D

�
!2a

m b

+
!2
b

m a

�

� 4!2a!
2
b

Furthercorrelations,such ashRPR i;hxpxi;hRpxi;:::are

zero in the stationary state.

E. T herm odynam ic ofadiabatic changes

ThestationaryG aussian stateofthesubsystem iscom -

pletely characterized by the correlations(41),(45)-(48).

The internalenergy again is de�ned as the stationary

m ean value ofthe system sHam iltonian (24):

US 0 =
1

2M
hP 2

R i+
1

2�
hp2xi+

1

2
�
2

xhx
2
i+

+
1

2
M 
2

R hR
2
i+ �(!2a � !2b)hxRi: (51)

In case ofidenticaloscillators (m a;b = M =2,!a;b = !)

the internalenergy US 0 turnsinto

US 0 =
1

2M
hP

2

R i+
1

2
M !

2
hR

2
i+

1

2
~
� coth(

1

2
�~
�); (52)

where hP 2
R iand hR 2iare given by the m om entsde�ned

in equations (7) and (8) with oscillator param eters M

and !. W e can apply the weak coupling lim it to the

(free) oscillation ofthe relative coordinate so that the

values hx2i and hp2xi are determ ined by the quantum

G ibbsdistribution ofan uncoupled oscillatorwith m ass

� and frequency 
� =
p
!2 + D =�. The m otion ofR

is described by eq. (40) and leads to the stationary

variancesgiven by (7)and (8).

In this case ofidenticaloscillators the von Neum ann

entropy S(�S 0) ofthe system H S 0 can be expressed as

sum ofthe entropy ofthe centerofm asscoordinate SR
and the entropy ofthe relativecoordinateSx:

S(�S 0)= Sx + SR ; (53)

where SR and Sx are de�ned sim ilar to equation (10)

with the phasespacevolum es

vx =
p
hx2ihp2xi=~ and (54)

vR =

q

hR 2ihP 2
R
i=~: (55)

The exchange ofheat �Q and the change in entropy

dS(�S 0)arede�ned equivalentto eq.(17)and (23)by

�Q = Tr[HS 0d�S 0] and (56)

dS = � Tr[d�S 0 ln�S 0]: (57)

W enow wanttostudydeviationsfrom thetheClausius

inequality in the case ofidenticaloscillators. Regarding

variation ofthe m assM the Clausiusinequality reads:

�QM � TdSM : (58)

W ith regard to an inform ation theoretical viewpoint,

we use again the statistical entropy instead of the

therm odynam ic entropy Sth for which the Clausius

equality { by de�nition { is ful�lled for quasi static

processes.

In the weak-coupling case ofa single harm onic oscil-

lator with m ass M ,entropy and heat are not a�ected

by adiabatic variationsofthe m ass:�QM = TdSM = 0.

This is di�erent in the case of two coupled oscillators

weakly interacting with the bath,where the additional

coupling param eter D leads to an increase of �QM
and TdSM with rising tem perature (narrow dashed

curves in �g. 8a and 8b). Nevertheless for  ! 0 the

equality �QM = TdSM holdsforallvaluesofT and D .

Furtherm ore,in this weak coupling approxim ation it is

�QM � 0 and dSM � forallT and D .

The im pact of a non-zero system -bath-coupling 

can be studied from �g. 8a: the exchanged am ount of

heat �QM is increased at a given bath tem perature T,

whereastheterm TdSM isreduced.Atlow tem peratures

theproductTdSM becom esnegative,so thatchangesin

heatand entropy have di�erentsigns. Thise�ectisthe

larger the stronger the system -bath-coupling  is. At

high tem peratureskT � ~! both term sbecom eequal.
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FIG .8: Changes in heat�Q M and entropy-term TdSM ver-

sus bath tem perature T for two di�erentvaluesofthe oscil-

lator coupling D . The system -bath coupling is chosen as in

�g. 2. From top to bottom : �Q M ;= 5,�Q M ;= 1,�Q M ;= 0:5,

TdSM ;= 0:5,TdSM ;= 1,TdSM ;= 5.Theoscillatorparam eters

are ! = !a;b = 1 and M = 2m a;b = 1. The cuto�-frequency

issetto � = 10 and ~ = 1.(Com pare to �g. 2.)

If the coupling D between the two oscillators is

reduced (D ! 0), the system behaves like a single

Brownian particle as could be supposed by com paring

the �gures8b and 2.

For D ! 1 the system again behaves like a single

Brownian oscillator. This is shown by �g. 9a and �g.

9b which give the D -dependence of �QM and TdSM
for di�erent tem peratures T and couplings . O ne

can recognize that the values of�QM for D ! 1 and

D ! 0 are equal (as well as the values for TdSM )

and correspond with the results for a single Brownian

oscillator.

Furtherm ore, �g. 9a shows that, depending on the
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(a) �Q M and TdSM versuscoupling D atbath

tem perature T = ~!=k.
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(b) �Q M and TdSM versuscoupling D atbath

tem perature T = 0:5~!=k.

FIG .9: Changes in heat �Q M (grey line) and entropy-term

TdSM (dark line)versuscoupling param eterD attwo di�er-

entbath tem perature T in com parison to the case of ! 0

where �Q M ;= 0 = TdSM ;= 0 (dashed line). Param eters are

chosen asin �g.8.

chosen param etervaluesofoscillators(M ,!)and bath

(,�,T),therem ay exista rangeofD -valueswherethe

term sTdSM and �QM have equalsigns. Fig. 9b m akes

clearthatatlowertem peraturessuch a region doesnot

existnecessarily.

Sum m arizing the results ofthis section,we can state

the following:

Com pared to the case ofa single Brownian particle,an

open quantum system with internaldegrees offreedom

showsadditionale�ects.In ourintroduced m odelthedi-

rection ofheatand entropy ow due to m assvariations

depends on the coupling strength between both the os-

cillators. Already atm oderate tem peraturesthe ow of

heatand entropy occursin the sam e direction,whereas

in the m odelofsingle Brownian m otion this is reached

only in the high tem perature and weak coupling lim it

respectively. Therefore varying the coupling param eter
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o�ersthepossibility to adjusttheratio ofheatexchange

and changein the subsystem sentropy.

O fcourse,the resulting changesin heatand entropy de-

pend on the chosen interaction between the oscillators.

Aspointed outatthebeginning ofthe section,thiscou-

pling had to be selected carefully to ensure the positive

de�niteness ofthe totalHam iltonian. Neverthelessthis

m odelprovidesagood exam pleforstudyingtheinuence

ofadditionaldegreesoffreedom .

IV . SU M M A R Y A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have discussed the statisticaltherm odynam ics of

quantum Brownian m otion oftwo coupled oscillatorsin

thestrong coupling quantum regim eand havecom pared

the results to the case of a single Brownian particle.

In both cases quantum correlations between subsys-

tem and bath lead to deviations from the canonical

equilibrium therm odynam ics. The quantum Langevin

equation which has been derived for a system of two

coupled Brownian oscillators describes the evolution

ofthe Heisenberg operators. The stationary m om ents

of these operators characterize the reduced density

m atrix com pletely. Thisdensity m atrix containsallthe

accessible inform ation about the quantum state. The

statisticalentropy ofthis state is m easured by the von

Neum ann entropy.Reducing thisentropy by quasi-static

param eter variations is equivalent to a decrease in the

inform ation which is gained by a m easurem ent. W ith

regard to continuous variable quantum com puting we

exam ined therelation between changesin thesubsystem s

statistical entropy and the exchange of heat with the

environm ent. W e found thatthisrelation deviatesfrom

theClausius(in)equality atlow tem peraturesdueto the

existing correlationsbetween system and bath. Related

results of form er work [9, 10, 11] were nevertheless

put into perspective. Concerning quantum inform ation

processing,the validity ofthe Landauerprinciple which

is based on the Clausius inequality but deals with

the statisticalentropy seem s indeed questionable { at

least for open quantum system s which are non-weakly

interaction with a low tem peratureenvironm ent.
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