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T hem odynam ics of quantum B row nian m otion w ith internal degrees of freedom :
the role of entanglem ent in the strong-coupling quantum regim e
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W e study the in uence of entanglem ent on the relation between the statistical entropy ofan open
quantum system and the heat exchanged w ith a low tem perature environm ent. A m odelofquantum
B rownian m otion of the C aldeira-1.eggett type { for which a violation ofthe C lJausius inequality has
been stated by ThM . N jeuwenhuizen and A E . A llahverdyan Phys. Rev. E 66, 036102 (2002)] {
is reexam Ined and the results of the cited work are put Into perspective. In order to address the
problem from an inform ation theoretical viewpoint a m odel of two coupled B row nian oscillators is
form ulated that can also be viewed as a continuum version of a two-qubit system . The In uence of
an additional intemal coupling param eter on heat and entropy changes is described and the ndings
are com pared to the case of a single B row nian particle.

I. NTRODUCTION

O pen system s are sub Ect to dissipation of energy and
uctuations In their degrees of freedom . W ithin the the-
ory of quantum dissipative system s [, Il] the starting
point in describing noise and dam ping isthe H am iltonian
Hit = Hg+ Hg + Hgg where the Ham ittonian ofthe to—
talsystem H i, isexpressed asa sum ofthe H am iltonian
ofthe subsystem ofinterestH 5, a Ham ilttonian H g m od-
eling the environm ental degrees of freedom and an inter-
action tem H gg . For quantum ob gcts this coupling to
the environm ent leads in addition to the phenom ena of
decoherence and entanglem ent. In the low tem perature
respectively strong coupling regin e these entanglem ent
e ects becom e In portant. Under the unitary evolution
of the density operator it (t) = U (£0) wr O)UY (0)
with U ¢;0) = exp[ <H(oct] an initial product state of
subsystem S and bath E evolves Into a correlated state
w ith tot(t)é S(t) E k) ort> O.Forzerota'nper—
ature the closed, total system is In its ground state and
therefore the von N eum ann entropy S ( ot (£)) stays zero
for all tin es. But for t > 0 the pure state of the whole
system is an entangled state of subsystem and bath w ith
S ( ot (©) S(s )+ S(g (). The subsystam there—
fore isin amixed statewih S ( 5 (£)) > 0 even for zero
bath tem perature.

In most applications, especially in quantum optics
.1, 1], the coupling between system and bath can be as—
sum ed to be weak which allow s neglecting entanglem ent
e ects Bom-M arkov-A pproxin ation) and applying the
form alisn of M arkovian quantum m aster equations. In
this case the statistical therm odynam ics ofthe open sub—
system are govemed by the quantum G dbbs distribution.
In the strong-coupling quantum regin e, the stationary
state of the subsystem g (t) is still G aussian but non—
G bbsian due to the entanglem ent w ith the bath. If the
total H am iltonian is hamm onic, a G aussian initial state
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of the subsystem rem ains Gaussian for all tines. Its
density matrix s (t) is com pltely characterized by the

rst and second m om ents of the relevant operators. T he
H eisenberg equation ofm otion for these operators is the
quantum Langevin equation [, ll]. The characterizing
m om ents are determ ned by the stationary values of the
quantum Langevin equation and can be calculated alter-
natively by applying the quantum uctuation-dissipation
theorem . The statistical entropy associated with that
stationary quantum state is the von Neum ann entropy.
The system s exchange of heat wih the environm ent {
which is de ned as the change In energy due to redistri-
butions in phase space { is related to the them odynam ic
entropy by the C Jausius inequality. T his therm odynam ic
entropy can only be identi ed w ith the statisticalentropy
when g takesthe form ofthe canonicaldensity m atrix.
This is just the case Por negligble Interaction between
subsystem and environm ent.

From an nfom ation-theoretical point of view above

considerations becom e In portant. T he Landauer princi-
plk [,l]which isbased on the C lausius inequality states
that \m any-to-one" operations like erasure of nformm a-
tion require the dissipation of energy. D eleting one bit
of Inform ation is accom panied by a released am ount of
heat of at least kT In2. This erasure is connected w ith
a reduction of entropy, and thus cannot be realized In a
closed system . Therefore the inform ation-carrying sys—
tem has to be coupled to its environm ent. To avoid a
rapid destruction ofthe necessary quantum coherence the
quantum subsystem should be placed In a low tem pera—
ture environm ent. T hus the coupling m ight be relatively
strong com pared to them alenergy. Since the Landauer
principle is dealing w ith inform ation processing and era—
sure, the relevant entropy is the statistical entropy ofthe
system . Statistical entropy and heat are de ned sepa-—
rately. Thus, the relation between both the quantities
can be exam ined.
T he purpose of our paper is to study deviations from the
C Jausius inequality and Landauer bound respectively in
the strong coupling quantum regin e. An analytic treat—
m ent of this issue is given w ithin the fram ework of the
C aldeira-T.eggett m odel of quantum B row nian m otion.
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In the st part of this paper we want to discuss
quite controversial recent work [, i, B, ] and put
som e of those results into perspective. T herefore the
quantum Langevin equation of a ham onically bound
quantum particle w hich isbased on the C aldeira-1.eggett
m odel is presented. The stationary m om ents which are
obtained from this equation characterize the reduced
density m atrix which is used to de ne them odynam ic
quantities. Then, changes in heat and in statistical
entropy for adiabatic param eter variations are com —
pared and the applicability of the Clausiis inequaliy
In the strong coupling/ low tem perature quantum
regin e is discussed. In the second main part we will
focus on a model of Brownian m otion of two coupled
oscillators, which can be understood as a continuum
version of a twoqubit system [1]. W ith regard to
recent work done on ocontinuous variable com puting
., L] the Impact on quantum nform ation theory is
studied. It will becom e clear that additional intemal
degrees of freedom can lead to di erent results as in
the case ofquantum m otion ofa single B row nian particle.

II. CALDEIRA-LEGGETT MODEL OF
QUANTUM BROWNIAN MOTION

Brownian motion is a prom inent exam ple of an open
quantum system []. The standard m odel of quan-—
tum B rownian m otion, often refereed to as the C aldeira—
Leggett m odel [, 1], is a system -plusreservoirm odel
The whole system is govemed by the H am ilttonian
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where g and p are the Heisenberg operators for coor-
dinate and m om entum of the Brownian particle m ov—
ing in the ham onic potential V (@) = im !3?. The
particle is coupled to a bath of N ham onic oscillators
wih varables x; and p; and unifom ly spaced m odes
!5y = 1. The interaction is bilinear in coordinates of
system g and bath x;. For the coupling-param eters c;
the so—called D rudeU lleram a spectrum ] wih large
cuto Igﬁ:ecmency and coupling constant is chosen:

= 2m;i!'? 2= (12+ 2). The bath is character-
ized by its gpectraldensiy J (! ), which takesthe form of
theD rude spectrum J (!)= ! 2=(12+ 2) in the ther
modynam ic lim it (sending ! O0,N ! 1 and keeping

= N =oonst.). The potential renom alization tem
&=(Cm ;! ?)f ensuresthat V (q) rem ains the bare po—
tential. N eglecting this selfinteraction temm , the positive
de niteness of the totalH am iltonian H o+ would just be
guaranteed for m %= and { shce islrge { would
restrict the applicability of the m odel to weak-coupling
approxin ations ( m !g).

A . Quantum Langevin equation

From the Ham iltonian [l) the H eisenberg equations of
m otion for the operators g and p and the bath variables
Xi, P; are received. By elin nating the bath degrees of
freedom the quantum Langevin equation [, [l] ofa par-
ticle m oving in the potentialV (q) can be derived:

dV t
(q)+ a® ¢ Bad= © g0 ©: @

mg+
dq 0

T he stochastic character of this integro-di erentialequa—
tion w ith the friction kemel () = e Foomes into
ply by considering the initial distribbution of the bath
variables which detemm ines the noise tetmm () :
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A ssum Ing an uncorrelated initial state w ith the reservoir
being in canonicalequilbrium at tem perature T = 1,
E exp ( K ), () isa stationary G aussian operator

noisewih h ()i, = 0 and the correlation function [1]:
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In the case of initial correlations of particle and bath
the correlation fiinction contains additional term s which
a ect the dynam ics on the tinescale t 1= . To fully
characterize the reduced dynam ics it is thus im portant
to specify the initial preparation.

B . Stationary state

T he relaxation dynam ics of the m om ents h? (£)i and
ho? )1 described by eq. ), end up in a stationary state
fort ! 1 . The stationary correlations can be calcu—
lated altematively by applying the quantum uctuation-
dissipation theorem ], which establishes a connection
betw een thﬁ quantum m echanical dynam ical susceptibil-
ty ~()= 1, €& De't= m1} it~ (1)
and the equilbbriim  uctuations ho? 1 and hp?i:
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If the dissipative part of the susceptibility ~®(!) of the
non-M arkovian dam ped oscillatorw ith three characteris—
tic frequencies ;, ; and ;3 (polesin the com plex plane)



is inserted, an analytic expression oreq. M) and W) is
derived ]z
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where (x) is the Digamma function and = 3,

4 = 1. The stationary state of the Brownian parti-
cle is fully characterized by the variances ) and W)
which detem ine the stationary density m atrix s ofthe
subsystem [, E0]:
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T his reduced density m atrix isdi erent from the canoni-

calequilbrium density m atrix iy exp( ) Prany

nite coupling . T he statistical entropy of the quantum

state 5 { the von Neum ann entropy S ( s ) { is I, 00]:
X

S(s) = Tr[s In s]= Pn Inpy = 10)
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w ith Boltzm ann constant set to kg = 1 and the subsys—
team s phase space volum e v de ned by

1P —
v= = Ipip?i; 1)
aswell as the eigenvalues of 5 (@),

Pn= 1=+ 1=2) [v 1=2)=(+ 1=2)]; 12)

phich are obtaned as soltion of the problkm

dx® s @ P fn @) = pafa @), where the elgenfiinctions
£, are given by £, W, (e T2 with Hem ite
polynom 21sH, and c= [p?i=(~*hf .

The von Neum ann entropy of the subsystem is in-
creased w ith raising the coupling at a given tem per—
ature (g.l).Even at T ! 0 the subsystem s entropy is
largerthan zero. Thise ect isdue to the correlationsbe-
tween subsystem and bath which prevent the subsystem
from reaching a pure state or T ! 0. T he probabilities
to nd the subsystem in an exited state depend on the
coupling to the environm ent [1]. In the weak coupling
lim it, where g = i, expression W®) gives the entropy

S(lo;T)= hl e 7°° @3)

e~to 1
of an ham onic oscillator In canonical equilibirum .

It is in portant to rem ark here, that the entropy W)
deviates from the di erence of the total entropy S ( tot)
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FIG .1: Tem perature dependence of the entropy expressions
S (s) and Sy for di erent values of the system bath cou-
plings (in unitsofm ! 2= ). D ark lines from bottom to top:
S(s)=0iS(s)=17S(s) =5.Grey lines: Sp; -1 (dashed)
and Sp; =5.Otherparameters: !o= 1,m = 1, = 10,~= 1.

and the entropy of the bath in absence of the particke
S (g) =0 which isgiven by ]
2
dn~()
S(!;T)m — d!: (14)
0 d!
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In the sam e way the therm odynam ic potentials F, and
Up can bederived which arerelated by S, = Uy F).
One can see from g. M that S, vanishesat T ! 0
whereas S ( g) does not. Proceeding in this way, the
entropy S, also contains the part of entropy that is asso—
ciated w ith the quantum m echanical correlations or par—
ticle and bath. Since this conditional entropy is nega—
tive for entangled systam s, the statistical entropy of the
B row nian oscillatoralone isunderestin ated by S, . Thus,
In our further treatm ent we w ill concentrate on the en—
tropy S (s).

C. Them odynam ics of adiabatic changes

N ieuwenhuizen and A llahverdyan ] exam ined the
validity of the C lJausius nequality respectively the Lan—
dauer bound in the strong coupling quantum regine.
They found a violation of these principles at very low
tem peratures due to the existing correlations between
subsystem and bath. W ith respect to quantum nhfor-
m ation theory they concluded that quantum m echani-
cal inform ation carrier therefore could be m ore e cient
than their classical counterparts. A controversialsub gct
In this context is the appropriate choice of heat and en—
tropy expressions. O urpurpose in this section isto clarify
this issue and to put the ndings ofN jeuwenhuizen and
A llahverdyan into perspective.

T he intemal energy of the B rownian oscillator can be
de ned asthe m ean energy In the stationary state [1]:

1 1
Us=TrHg gl=HHgi= 2—rp21+ o, '2hof i (15)
m



T his expression di ers from the equivalentto @) de ned
intemalenergy Uy, . Thedi erence U, Us can be inter-
preted as the Interaction energy Ui 6 HH gg i!) which
is related to the fiee energy F, by

QF
Upe=Up Us = @—p: 1e)
Choosing the parameter valuesm ; !'p and ash g.
B the ratio = Upt=U, at zero bath tem perature is
given by (-pni2- ) 0:03 and ( _5y12- ) 0:10.
For kT = ~!y the mtios are (_, 2. 001 and

005 respectively.

(=5m 2= )

The totaldi erentialdU g of the intemalenergy Us,

dUS=Tr[SdHS]+ TrE—Isd S]: W + Q (17)

can be divided into two parts [1]. The st temm re-
sults from the change ofthe param etersm and ! in the
Ham ilttonian, so it is a m echanical, non-statistical ob ct
and w illbe referred to aswork W :

i mp’i

W =m! id! g +
thz 0 5 om 2

dm : (18)

The second termm TrH sd s ] represents the variation of
Us dueto the statistical redistribution ofthe phase space,
which willbe associated w ith the change in heat Q:

Q = 1Q+ 5 Q w ih
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Q= -m!} + d!o; 19
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Now the validiy of the C lausius inequality
Q Tds 1)

can be evaluated. The Second Law of themm odynam ics
In the formulation by Clausius states that in a quasi-
static process, during which the system at all tines
passes through equilbbrium states, onehasdSy, = Q=T.
T he therm odynam ic entropy Sy, de ned by the C lJausius
equality can only be identi ed with the statistical en-

tropy S ( 5 ) at them alequilbrium where g =  wih
th=72 Texp( Hg)andZ = Trexp ( Hg),because
ds = Trdm I wl= Trd ;mhZ 1+ Trd wHsl=

= TrlwmHs]l= Q= dSu: 22)

Conceming the Landauer principle, which is based on

the C lausius Inequality, but deals w ith inform ation pro—
cessing and erasure, the relevant entropy is the statistical
entropy S ( 5). Therefore we want to com pare changes
In the statistical entropy dS to changes in heat Q in—
duced by adiabatic variation of the system s param eters.
T he total di erential of the von Neum ann entropy @)

is given by

<
+
NI

ds = Trﬁsh S]=]1’1

dv: 23)

<
NI

T hus, the sign of the change In S ( 5) is determ ined by
the sign of the change in v. Note here that the param —
etersm and !y are chosen as Independent quantities, so
that we can exam ine Qp TdS, and Q. Tds
separately.
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FIG.2: Changes in heat Qn (positive) and entropy-temm
TdSn (negative) versus bath tem perature T for di erent val-
ues of the system Jbath coupling (in units ofm !Z=): 05
(dashed), 1 (grey), 5 (dark). The oscillator param eters are
chosen tobe !'g= 1 andm = 1. The cuto —frequency is set
to = 10 and ~= 1.

F ig. Ml show s the tem perature dependence of the changes
In heat Q, and ofthetem TdS, fordi erent coupling
strength . W hile @, isalwaysposiive, which m eans
that the B row nian particle absorbs heat during an adia—
batic increase ofm ass, the change of entropy and there-
fore the product TdS,, rem ains negative. In the high-
tem perature lim tonehas Q, ! OaswellasTdS, ! O
and therefore the behavior of an uncoupled ham onic os-
cillator characterized by ). Thetem TdS, converges
relatively slow Iy tow ards zero because of the increasing
factor T. The sn aller the coupling , the faster is the
convergenceofthetwoterm s Q, and TdS, . Ifthetem -
perature T goes to zero, then the product TdS, does
as well. The amount of heat Q, exchanged wih the
bath staysposiive even in thislim i and equals & Uit.
T hus, the Brownian particle can extract heat from the
bath even at T = 0, a fact that was already extensively
discussed n ref. [,001].

Fig. B gives resuls of the cited work 1]. Nieuwen—
huizen and A llahverdyan studied the in uence of
adiabatic changes in m ass on the phase space volim e v
given by eq. M) At T = 0 one receives a m onotonous
decreasing function which should converge wih in—
creasing m ass to the m inim al value v, 3, = 1=2 which
results from the uncertainty relation. They found, that
at m oderate tem peratures the phase space volume rst
decreases or low m asses, then reaches a m lminum and

nally increases nearly linearly with the mass. The
Increasing phase space volum e m eans a positive sign for
the entropy change dS . T herefore the authors conclude
that the di erent signsof Q and TdS would only occur
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FIG . 3: Phase space volume v versus mass m for di erent
T wvalues. From bottom to top: T = 0; 01; 02; 025. O scit-
lator potentialV (q) = %aqz wih xed spring constanta= 1.
Otherparam eters: =1, = 500,~= 1. (Seealso ref. [[11]))

at very low tem peratures due to quantum correlations
between system and bath.

In contrast to that, g. [l showsthe m ass dependence
of the phase space volum e using the m om ents de ned
by eg. ) and W). One can clarly see that even for
m oderate tem peratures the phase space volum e does
not increase, but reaches a tem perature-dependent lim it
valie. This value is given by the phase space volum e of
an uncoupled ham onic oscillator in canonical equilbb—
rim : vy, = $ooth ~!,=2. Both, sendingm ! 1 or
coupling ! 0, nally lads to the standard case ofthe
quantum G bbs distribution.

The di erences between our ndings and the results
in 1] which becom e cbvious in the guresll and ll can
be explained as follow s: In the paper by N ieuw enhuizen
and A llahverdyan [[]] the hamm onic potential V () =
im !5 is expressed by zaq’ with spring constant a.
Varyingm and keeping a xed leadsto the resultsof g.
B. But shcethelimitm ! 1 and ! 0 should lad
to the sam e resul of v= 1=2 at T= 0, this choice of the
potentialis inconsistent. I g. lthe phase space volum e
at T = 0 does not reach the value v = 1=2 even for high
m asses (instead v
In order to receive the correct expressions for hf i, hp?i
and U in the weak coupling or high tem perature Im it
onehastossta=m! S,which has also been done in the
cited work [[]] In di erent contexts.

Choosing the potentialV (@) = sm ! §q?, which is then
a ected by the varation of the m ass, shows that the
anom aly of di erent signs is an even stronger e ect than
found In []. T his Indicates that not only quantum cor-
relations at low tem peraturesm ight play a role but also
classical correlations betw een the dam ped oscillator and
its environm ent at m oderate tem peratures.

0:6 for the given param eter values).
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FIG . 4: Phase space volum e v versus oscillator mass m for
di erent tem perature valuies. From bottom to top: T =
0; 025; 05; 1. O scillator potential V (@) = <m ! with
frequency !¢ = 1. Otherparameters: =1, = 500,~= 1.

III. QUANTUM BROW NIAN MOTION OF
TW O COUPLED HARMONIC OSCILLATORS

In order to study the In uence of additional param —
eters on the results stated above we introduce a m odel
of quantum B rownian m otion of two coupled oscillators
which can be viewed as a continuum version of a two
qubit system . In contrast to form er work conceming the
relaxation dynam ics oftw o coupled oscillators [, ]we
focus on the stationary state. The Ham ittonian H g0 of
the open quantum system S°now reads

Hgo=Ha + Hp + Hap; (24)

where H, and Hy are the Ham ittonians of the two har—
m onic oscilators A and B wih massesm 5;my and fre—
quencies !, and !y. Hap describes the interaction be-
tween them . BefPore deriving a quantum Langevin equa—
tion it is necessary to discuss di erent couplings betw een
the oscillatorsaswellasbetween the system H 50 and the
bath Hg and to choose an appropriate m odel.

A . Coupling between the tw o oscillators

In the fram ew ork of quantum optics the coupling be—
tween oscillators is often chosen toHay = D q@qg, wih
coupling param eter D . In this case one problem is the
constraint D m.mp!,!y asacondition for realeigen—
frequencies of the system which restricts the range of al-
low ed param eter variations. In our further treatm ent we
w il concentrate on the interaction H am iltonian

1
Hap = 5D @ g)°: ©25)

This Ham iltonian is clearly inspired by its m echanical
analogy { a restoring force proportional to the relative
distance ofthe tw o oscillators { and leadsto realeigen fre—
quencies of the system H so for all values of the coupling
param eterD .
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FIG . 5: O scillators separately coupled to the bath: eigenfre—

quencies ofeq. [l Pra nitemodelwith N + 2= 10 os-

cillators versus the system bath coupling strength  (in units

ofm ). The critical value crit is given by eq. (il . Param -

eters: ', = 2, !y, =5m =map=1,D = 2and = 1,
=N = 8.

B. Coupling between system and bath

In order to study the case of strong system -bath-
coupling , the positive de niteness of the H am ilttonian
has to be guaranteed In the range of relevant -values.
T hereforewe w illdiscuss di erent couplingsbetw een sys—
tem and bath in the follow ing section.

1. O scillators separately coupled to the kath

If each oscillator is coupled separately to the bath ac—
cording to the coupling in [ll) then we recetve the follow —
Ing interaction H am iltonian H gog :

x® <
Hsop = @it )t 5 G+ g @6)
i=1 i

T he equation for the eigenvalues ofthe total system

Htot:HA+HB+HAB+HE+HSOE (27)
reads:
X 2
2 12 4 D _ ci -
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ma i mami(2 !i)wi
1 D P c 2
am b imi(2 12)
P 5 : (28)
124 D 4 %5 2 2
*b b impms(2 12)17

Fig. Ml shows the in uence of the system -bath-coupling
strength  on the eigenfrequenciesofa nite system con-—
sisting ofthe tw o oscillators coupled to an environm ent of
eight oscillators. T he Iowest eigenvalie ; decreasesw ih
Increasing coupling strength and becom es in aghary at
a crﬂjcalvah;

)mp!Z+ D) D
N 2
=177% 2

a!'2+D
u P (29)
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—
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FIG . 6: Bath-coupling to the center ofm ass: eigen frequencies
ofeq. ) Pra nitemodelwih N + 2 = 10 oscillators

versus the system -bath coupling strength  (In unitsofm ).

Parameters: !, = 2, !y, = 5,m = m,p = 1,D = 2 and
=1, =N = 8.

which means exponentially increasing am plitudes and
therefore instability of the whole system . In the ther-
m odynam ic Iim it this critical value becom es very sm all,
so that thism odel is only suiable In the weak coupling
case.

2. Bath-ooupling to the center ofm ass

A m ore adequate m odel is the bath-coupling attached
to the center ofm assR ofthe system H go. The system —
bath interaction could then be described by the Ham ik
tonian:

b
Hgog = xR + — = R? (30)
L 2m ;12

T his coupling leads to the ©llow ng eigenvalie equation
ofthe totalsystem H (ot :

b 2
2 i(ma|§+mb|é = cz ——
M ilemi( !i)'l
(|2 !2)2
e 6D
mp!2+m,!2+ %D M 2

T Fig. [l one can recognize that the lowest eigenvalue is
only slightly reduced by increasing the coupling strength
and rem ains real forall -values.

Since this interaction temm assures the positive de nie—
ness of the total Ham iltonian we w ill use this system —
bath coupling in the further exam mnation. A dditionally
this coupling allow s us to transform the system easily to
nom al coordinates which sinpli es the analysis in the
case of identical oscillators.



C . Langevin equation of two coupled B row nian
oscillators

By transform ing the H am iltonian H 5 onto coordinates
for the center ofmassR = 1=M m ;@ + mpg) and the
relative coordinatex = (@ @) Wih totalmassM and
reduced m ass ) and elin inating the bath variables, the
follow ing system of coupled equations for the H eisenbery
operators x and R can be w ritten down:

x = ixw (2 . IR () (32)
R = 2R (t) 1 ’ t BHr-ad ®R ()
- 2 .
0
e (2 Hxo+ © (33)
w ith the frequencies
2 = Mimb!§+ma!§+ M—D) (34)
2 _ 1 12 12
R M_(ma- +mp!y) 35)
and dam ping tem (t) and noise tem () as de ned

in section IIA . Solwing eg. M) as an inhom ogeneous
di erential equation and inserting the solution into @)
gives a Langevin equation for the center of m assR w ith
new dam ping term ~ (t) and new noise tem ~ (t):
wr) °t
+  dd~ ¢
drR 0

MR+ R =~0 RO~®

(36)

w hich describes them otion ofR in the e ective potential
V R)= 1=2M “ZR? with frequency
(!2 !2)2
~2 _ 2 a b
TR Tz en

In uenced by the dam ping

e (!2 !2)2
~t B= e FU 22 s . O @8
and the stochastic force
A pi (0)
~® = a x0)cos(tit)+ ——sh () +
i=1 i-1
+ (1f 1) x(0)cos( xt)+ px_(())sjn( B (39)

X

Tn the case of identical oscillators the equations ) and
) are decoupled. The relative coordinate perform s a
ham onic oscillation and forR the Langevin equation ofa
B rownian particle with m assM and oscillator frequency
r 1S received,
Z t
IR+ df
0

MR+M HR-)= ©® RO @©;

40)

which is equivalent to quantum Langevin equation [l in
the st part of this paper.

D . Stationary state

In order to calculate the stationary correlations for the

general case we again apply the quantum uctuation—
dissipation-theorem .
From eq. B¥) one cbtains the dynam ical susceptibility
~O@y=M ~2 M 12 il~(1)]! and can express the
variance of the center ofm ass by
Z
2 ~ © 1
R1 = — dl ~g (!)ooth(z ~!)= (41)
2 1 2
_— 2 1
= — da! th (= ~!
2 1 22+ (+ )2!20O (2 )
w here
(|2 !2)2
=M Z M) SR 42)

Fig.ll show s the tem perature dependence of the variance
M) in com parison to the lin iting cases:

1
coth—- ~"r fr 0

43)

44)

0.14
~0.12
£ 0.1
ﬁo. 08
%0.06
Ho.04
%0.02

0 0.1 0.2 0.3

kKT =~ NR

0.4 0.5

FIG .7: Tem perature dependence oftR%1i [ for param eter
valies 'a = 2, !p= 3la,ma=mp=1,D =M 2, =10
and = 5M ”§= , (dark line). For increasing tem perature
hRZiconverges to the Ilim it caseshRZith (grey line) and hRZicl
(dashed line) as given by eq. [l and I .

In the same way we can specify the variance of the
center of m assm om entum Pg :

Zl
~ 1
Pli= 2—M2 cu~12°(!)!20oth(E ~1) = @5)
1
N 221 2,3
= —M d! : th(z ~!
2 1 224 (+ p12 % ( )



as well as the variance of the relative coordinate x

Zl
2. 1 1 ©
i = — dl~ooth(E ~1)~2(1) = (46)
2 2
Z
_ o~ O 3% *looth(G ~!)
20, (212 22y (4 P12

and the corresponding m om entum py

Z

2 4!

-~ (12 122
2 1 (2 12y

213coth (3 ~!)
224 (4 )2!2:

@7)

2.
1’pxlz

T he stationary correlation hkR i is obtained by transform —
Ing on nom al coordinates y =
Because ofhyzi= 0 in the stationary state one receives

, éi+ #IR21
xkRi= —— —— 48)
1+ #
1z 12

w here = > = bz

M p!2+m,!2+M=D)
M (12 12

# = 2 b 2b) 2 49)

M i (ma!a+mb!b)

and are the nom al frequency of system W) with
Hag g]yen by E):

x+R,z= x+ #R.

1
2 = > 124124 (50)
S
1 2 1212
= 1zyzg 4p 24+ 2 41212
2 b my m . a“‘b

Further correlations, such as IR Py i;lxpx ;IR py i it are
zero In the stationary state.

E. Therm odynam ic of adiabatic changes

T he stationary G aussian state ofthe subsystem iscom —
pltely characterized by the correlations W), [Hl)-W4).
The Intemal energy again is de ned as the stationary
m ean value of the system s H am iltonian @) :

Ugo = ihpﬁﬁ i1102'1+E 2mx?i+
2M 2 TR o2 %
1
oM 2R+ (12 Y)Ri: (1)

In case of dentical oscillators M a5 = M =2, !4 = !)

the Intemalenergy Uge tums Into
1 P oo, 1 1

Ugo= —MPri+ =M !“lR°i+ =~ ooth(z ~ ); (62)
2M 2 2 2

where IP? 1 and IR %1 are given by the m om ents de ned

in equations M) and W) with oscillator param eters M

and !. W e can apply the weak coupling lin i to the

(free) oscillation of the relative coordinate so that the
values hx?i and hp?i are detem ined by the quantum
G bbs distrdbution of anﬁmooup]ed oscillator w ith m ass

and frequency = 124+ D= . Themotion of R
is descrdbed by egq. [ and leads to the stationary
variances given by ) and ).

In this case of identical oscillators the von Neum ann
entropy S ( go) of the system H o can be expressed as
sum of the entropy of the center ofm ass coordinate Sy
and the entropy of the relative coordinate Sy :

S(s0)=Sx+ Sgr; (63)

where Sy and S, are de ned sin ilar to equation W)
w ith the phase space volum es

P
hx? ip2 i=~
q

vy = and (54)

VR }szhPRzi=~: (55)
The exchange of heat Q and the change in entropy
dS ( s0) are de ned equivalent to eq. @) and W) by

Q = Tr[Hsod sO] and (56)
dS = Trldseh sol: 57)

W enow want to study deviations from the the C lausius
nequality in the case of identical oscillators. R egarding
variation ofthem assM the Clausius inequality reads:

Qum Tds : (58)

W ith regard to an inform ation theoretical viewpoint,
we use again the statistical entropy instead of the
them odynam ic entropy Sy, for which the Clausius
equality { by de niion { is ful lled for quasi static
processes.

In the weak-coupling case of a single ham onic oscilk-
lator with mass M , entropy and heat are not a ected
by adiabatic varations ofthemass: Qy = TdSy = O.
This is di erent in the case of two coupled oscillators
weakly interacting w ith the bath, where the addiional
coupling parameter D leads to an ncrease of Qu
and TdSy wih risihg tem perature (arrow dashed
curves in g. ll and lb). Nevertheless or ! 0 the
equaliy Quy = TdSy holds forallvaluiesofT and D .
Furthem ore, in this weak coupling approxin ation it is

Oum 0 and d$, forallT andD .

The impact of a non—zero system -bath-coupling
can be studied from g. la: the exchanged am ount of
heat Qu is Increased at a given bath tem perature T,
whereasthe term TdSy isreduced. At low tem peratures
the product TdSy becom es negative, so that changes in
heat and entropy have di erent signs. This e ect is the
larger the stronger the system -bath-coupling is. At
high tem peratures kT ~! both tem s becom e equal.



0.2 ,
/,
0.15
///
S 0.1 %
T 7
//
8 0.05 o
. -
3 O ===
o g
-0.05
0 0.2 04 06 08 1
KT =~!

(@) Coupling param eter D between the oscillators
A andB issttoD =M |2,

1
©
o
a1

TdSM and QM

0 0.2 0.4

KT =~!

0.6 0.8 1

) W eak coupling between the oscillators A and
B with parameterD = 0:01M 12,

FIG . 8: Changes In heat Qu and entropy-temn TdSy ver-
sus bath tem perature T for two di erent values of the oscik-
Jator coupling D . The system -bath coupling is chosen as in

g.M. From top tobottom : Qu ; =5, Qu; =1, Qu; =05,
TdSw ; =0:5,TdSu ; =1,TdSn ; =5. T heoscillator param eters
are! = !l = land M = 2m ., = 1. The cuto —-frequency
issetto = 10and ~= 1. Comparcto g. N

If the coupling D between the two oscillators is
reduced © ! 0), the system behaves lke a sihgk
Brownian particle as could be supposed by com paring
the guresiilb andll.

ForD ! 1 the system again behaves lke a single
B rownian oscillator. This is shown by g. lk and g.

o which give the D -dependence of Qu and TdSy
for di erent tem peratures T and oouplings One
can recognize that the valnesof Qy forD ! 1 and

D ! 0 are equal (as well as the values for TdSy )
and correspond w ith the results for a single B rownian
oscillator.

Furthem ore, g. [ shows that, depending on the

0.08
0. 06
S 0.04
el
2 0.02 )
= O S
n
o]
=-0.02
D= 12
@ Om and TdSw versus coupling D at bath
temperature T = ~1=k.
0.02
0.01
= AN
a i
- / B
g 0
. /\
$-0.01
H

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5
D=M 12

) Qu and TdSw versuscouplingD at bath
tem perature T = 05~!=k.

FIG.9: Changes In heat Qu (grey line) and entropy-tem
TdSw (dark line) versus coupling param eter D at two di er—
ent bath tem perature T in com parison to thecaseof ! 0
where Qu; -0 = TdSw; -0 (dashed line). Param eters are
chosen asin g.Ml.

chosen param eter values of oscillators M , ! ) and bath
(, ,7T),therem ay exist a range ofD values w here the
term s TdSy and Qu have equalsigns. Fig. [llo m akes
clear that at lower tem peratures such a region does not
exist necessarily.

Sum m arizing the results of this section, we can state
the follow ing:
C om pared to the case of a single Brownian particle, an
open quantum system wih intemal degrees of freedom
show s additionale ects. In our introduced m odel the di-
rection of heat and entropy ow due to m ass variations
depends on the coupling strength between both the os—
cillators. A Iready at m oderate tem peratures the ow of
heat and entropy occurs in the sam e direction, whereas
In the m odel of singke B rownian m otion this is reached
only n the high tem perature and weak coupling lm it
regpectively. T herefore varying the coupling param eter



o ers the possibility to adjust the ratio ofheat exchange
and change in the subsystem s entropy.

O fcourse, the resulting changes in heat and entropy de—
pend on the chosen interaction between the oscillators.
A s pointed out at the beginning of the section, this cou—
pling had to be selected carefully to ensure the positive
de niteness of the total H am iltonian. Nevertheless this
m odelprovides a good exam ple for studying the in uence
of addiional degrees of freedom .

Iv. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION S

W e have discussed the statistical them odynam ics of
quantum B rownian m otion of two coupled oscillators in
the strong coupling quantum regim e and have com pared
the results to the case of a single Brownian particle.
In both cases quantum correlations between subsys—
tem and bath lad to deviations from the canonical
equilbriim them odynam ics. The quantum Langevin
equation which has been derived for a system of two
coupled Brownian oscillators describes the evolution
of the Heisenberg operators. The stationary m om ents
of these operators characterize the reduced density

10

m atrix com pletely. This density m atrix contains all the
accessble nform ation about the quantum state. The
statistical entropy of this state is m easured by the von
N eum ann entropy. R educing this entropy by quasistatic
param eter variations is equivalent to a decrease in the
Inform ation which is gained by a measurement. W ih
regard to continuous variable quantum ocom puting we
exam ned the relation betw een changes in the subsystem s
statistical entropy and the exchange of heat wih the
environm ent. W e found that this relation deviates from
the C Jausiis (in)equality at low tem peratures due to the
existing correlations between system and bath. Related
results of former work [, , ] were nevertheless
put into perspective. Conceming quantum inform ation
processing, the validity of the Landauer principle which
is based on the Clausius inequality but deals wih
the statistical entropy seem s Indeed questionable { at
Jeast or open quantum system s which are non-weakly
Interaction w ith a low tem perature environm ent.
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