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Q uantum dynam ics oflocalized excitations in a sym m etric trim er m olecule

R. A. Pinto and S. Flach
M ax-Planck-Institut f�ur Physik kom plexer System e
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W estudy thetim eevolution oflocalized (localbond)excitationsin asym m etricquantum trim er
m olecule.W erelatethedynam icalpropertiesoflocalized excitationssuch astheirspectralintensity
and theirtem poralevolution (survivalprobability and tunnelingofbosons)totheirdegreeofoverlap
with quantum tunneling pairstates.W e reporton the existence ofdegeneracy pointsin the trim er
eigenvalue spectrum for speci�c values ofparam eters due to avoided crossings between tunneling
pair states and additionalstates. The tunneling oflocalized excitations which overlap with these
degenerate states is suppressed on alltim es. As a result localbond excitations m ay be strongly
localized forever,sim ilarto theirclassicalcounterparts.

PACS num bers:34.30.+ h,05.30.Jp,03.75.Lm ,05.45.M t

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

The study ofthe classicaland quantum dynam ics of
excitations in non-linear system s with few degrees of
freedom has been used for decades to understand the
processes ofenergy redistribution after an initiallocal
bond excitation in polyatom icm olecules[1,2,3,4,5,6].
Equally,interest in these issues evolved from the m ore
m athem aticalperspective ofnonlinear dynam ics,local-
ization of energy and solitons [7]. This second path
was boosted by the observation of discrete breathers
(DB) -tim e-periodic and spatially localized excitations
-in a huge variety ofspatially discrete lattice system s
[8,9,10,11]. The ood ofrecent experim entalobser-
vations ofDBs in various system s includes such di�er-
entsystem sasbond excitationsin m olecules,lattice vi-
brations and spin excitations in solids, electronic cur-
rents in coupled Josephson junctions,light propagation
in interacting opticalwaveguides,cantilever vibrations
in m icrom echanicalarrays,cold atom dynam icsin Bose-
Einstein condensates loaded on opticallattices,am ong
others [12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22]. In
a substantialpart ofthese cases quantum dynam ics of
excitations is either unavoidable (m olecules, solids) or
reachableby correspondingparam etertuning(Josephson
junctions,Bose-Einstein condensates).
Progressin classicaltheory wasachieved using a syn-

ergy ofanalyticalresultsand com putationalapproaches.
Thecom putationalaspectisvitalbecausewedealgener-
ically with non-integrable system s, which can not be
com pletely solved analytically. Com putationalstudies
ofclassicalsystem s ofm any interacting degreesoffree-
dom (sayN oscillators)arestraightforwardsincewehave
to integrate 2N coupled �rst-orderordinary di�erential
equations,so N � 104 is no obstacle to do even long-
tim e sim ulationsin orderto study statisticalproperties.
The quantum case is m uch less accessible by com puta-
tionalstudies. This is because in generaleach degree
offreedom (e.g. an oscillator) is now em bedded in an
in�nite-dim ensionalHilbert space. Even after restrict-
ing to only s states per oscillator,the dim ension ofthe

Hilbertspaceoftheinteractingsystem isnow sN ,m aking
it nearly im possible to treat both large values ofs and
N -independent ofwhether we aim at integrating the
tim e-dependent Schroedinger equation or diagonalizing
the corresponding Ham iltonian. However it is possible
to treatsm allsystem swith N = 2;3,which addsto the
abovem entioned studiesofbond excitationsin m olecules,
perspectivecasesoffew coupled Josephsonjunctions,and
Bose-Einsteincondensatesin opticaltrapswith justafew
wells [23,24]. Rem arkably,in the last case there is al-
ready an experim entalrealization [25].

Extensive studiesofa dim erm odelN = 2 with addi-
tionalconservation ofthenum berofexcitations(bosons)
have been accom plished [26,27,28,29,30,31,32,33].
The conservation of energy and boson num ber m akes
this system integrable. Due to the nonlinearity ofthe
m odelthe invarianceunderperm utation ofthe two sites
(bonds,spin ipsetc)isnotpreventingfrom havingclas-
sicaltrajectories which are not invariant under perm u-
tations. These trajectories correspond to a m ajority of
bosons (and thus energy) being concentrated on one of
the sites. Q uantum m echanics reinforces the sym m e-
try ofthe eigenstates via dynam icaltunneling in phase
space (without obvious potentialenergy barriers being
present)[34,35].Thetunneling tim eisinversely propor-
tionalto the energy splitting ofthe corresponding tun-
neling pairsofeigenstates.Noticethatwhilem ostofthe
quantum com putationsconcerned diagonalization ofthe
Ham iltonian,a few resultsshow consistency with num er-
icalintegration ofthe Schroedingerequation [31,37].In
[25]the �rst experim entalobservation ofnon-linearity-
induced localization of Bose-Einstein condensates in a
double-wellsystem wasobtained,in agreem entwith re-
sultsdiscussed above.

The extension ofthe dim erto a trim erN = 3 allows
to study thefateofthetunneling pairsin thepresenceof
nonintegrability[36,37,38,39,40,41]and in an e�ective
presence ofthe uctuation ofthe num berofbosons(on
thedim er).Diagonalization showed thattunneling pairs
survive up to a criticalstrength ofnonintegrability [37],
whilethepairsplittingsshowed characteristicresonances
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due to interactionswith othereigenstates[41].
Trim erm odelshavebeen alsoextensivelystudied in or-

dertodescribespectralpropertiesand then energytrans-
ferin ABA m oleculeslikewater[42,43,44,45,46],which
isconnected with theappearanceofquantum localm odes
(discretebreathers).In thesestudiesthepresenceoflocal
m odeswasalready identi�ed asnearly degenerateeigen-
states(tunneling pairs)in the eigenvalue spectra ofthe
considered system s.
In this work we study the tim e evolution oflocalized

excitationsin the trim er,and com parewith the spectral
properties ofthe system . W e com pute the eigenvalues
and eigenstatesofthequantum system and then theex-
pectation values ofthe num ber ofbosons at every site
on the trim er and the survivalprobability ofdi�erent
initialexcitations as a function oftim e. W e also com -
putethespectralintensity oftheinitialexcitationsto see
how m any eigenstatesoverlap are involved.Thatallows
to draw conclusions about the correspondence between
the tim e evolution ofa localized initialquantum state
(notan eigenstate)and thepresenceorabsenceofquan-
tum breathers,i.e.dynam icaltunneling eigenstates.W e
identify noveldegeneracies in the trim er spectrum due
to avoided crossings,and relate these eventsto unusual
classical-likebehaviourofquantum localized excitations.

II. LO C A L B O N D EX C ITA T IO N S IN T H E

C LA SSIC A L C A SE

The classicaltrim er is described by the Ham iltonian
[37]
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where H d is the dim er part. In allofthis work we use
dim ensionless quantities. C is the coupling inside the
dim er,and � isthecouplingbetween site3and thedim er
which alsodestroystheintegrabilityofthesystem .Using
the transform ation 	 i = (1=

p
2)(X i+ iPi)the Ham ilto-

nian becom es
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and theequationsofm otion transform toi_	 i = @H =@	 �
i.

Note that the totalnorm B = 	 �
1	 1 + 	 �

2	 2 + 	 �
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FIG .1: (Color online) Poincare m ap ofthe classicalphase
space ow ofthetrim er.The m ap condition is� 13 = 0.The
plotting plane isX = j	 1j

2 and Y = j	 2j
2. The param eters

are B = 40;C = 2;� = 1.

is conserved,and hence the problem is e�ectively two-
dim ensional.Alsothetrim er(and thedim er)isinvariant
underperm utation ofsites1 and 2.
W e are interested in the fate oflocalized excitations,

where som e energy is excited e.g. on site 1,and none
on site 2 (inside the dim er). The third site m ay have
som e nonzero energy aswell(like an environm ent). For
di�erentinitialconditions

	 1(0)=

r

B

2
+ �; 	2(0)= 0; 	 3(0)=

r

B

2
� � (5)

wecom puted thetim eevolution ofthequantitiesj	 ij
2 =

	 �
i	 i by num erically solving theequationsofm otion.In

allcom putationsweused B = 40;C = 2,and � = 1.W e
also generatea Poincarem ap (Fig.1)using thecondition
� 13 = 0(	 i = A ie

i’ i;� ij = ’i� ’j)and theplaneX =
j	 1j

2;Y = j	 2j
2. W e observe that for positive � the

evolution isregularand notinvariantunderperm utation,
som ostoftheenergyinitiallyplaced on site1staysthere,
with site 2 becom ing only little excited.Negativevalues
of� yield chaoticm otion which isperm utation invariant.
This transition from localization to delocalization of

energy isalso nicely observed in the tem poralevolution
in Fig.2. Increasing � from negative to positive values
the energy exchange between sites1 and 2 ofthe dim er
isstopped.

III. LO C A L B O N D EX C ITA T IO N S IN T H E

Q U A N T U M T R IM ER

The quantum trim er is obtained after replacing the
com plex functions	;	 � by the bosonicoperatorsa and
ay (rewriting 	 �	 = (1=2)(	 �	 + 		 �) previously to
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where we take ~ = 1. The boson num ber operator
B̂ = â

y

1
â1 + â

y

2
â2 + â

y

3
â3 com m utes with the Ham ilto-

nian,so wem ay diagonalize(6)in thebasisofeigenfunc-
tions of B̂ , fjn1;n2;n3ig, where n1;n2;n3 respectively
are the num berofbosonsatsite 1,2,and 3. There are
(b+ 1)(b+ 2)=2eigenstatesin thesubspacecorresponding
toa�xed valueoftheeigenvaluebofB̂ .SincetheHam il-
tonian isinvariantunderperm utation between sites1and
2 weexpanded thewavefunction in thebasisofsym m et-
ricand antisym m etriceigenstatesofB̂ ,fjn1;n2;n3iS;A g,
where

jn1;n2;n3iS;A =
1
p
2
(jn1;n2;n3i� jn2;n1;n3i): (8)

Then the initialstate j	 0i= jn0;m 0;l0iwritesas

j	 0i =
1
p
2
(jn0;m 0;l0iS + jn0;m 0;l0iA );

�
1
p
2
(j	 0iS + j	 0iA ); (9)

In thisrepresentation diagonalization oftheHam iltonian
reducesto diagonalize two sm allerm atrices| sym m etric
and antisym m etric decom positions of Ĥ | whose eigen-
valuesare E (S;A )

� ,with less com puting costthan diago-
nalization ofthefullHam iltonian.Allcom putationswere
doneusing thisrepresentation.
W e com puted the tim e evolution ofexpectation val-

uesofthe num berofbosonsatevery site on the trim er
hnii(t) = h	 tĵnij	 ti and the survivalprobability Pt =
jh	 0j	 tij

2 (see appendix forexplicitexpressions),start-
ing with variousboson num berdistributionsam ong site
1 and site 3 controlled by the num ber�: j	0i= jb=2+
�;0;b=2� �i,with b= 40;C = 2,and � = 1.In com puta-
tionswedropped thetwo �rstterm softheHam iltonian,
which arediagonaland justshiftthe spectrum .

Tunneling pairs and localization

In Fig.3 we show the tim e evolution of expectation
valuesofthe num berofbosonsin the trim er.W hen the
initialexcitation is m ainly localized at the third site in
thetrim erthereisafastredistribution ofbosonsbetween
thetwo sitesin thenon-lineardim eruntilthedim ersites
areequally occupied (Fig.3-a).Asweplacem orebosons
on thedim er(site1)thetunneling tim eoftheexcitation
increasesrapidly untilthe tim e ofcom putation becom es
too shortto observeslow tunneling.O n thesetim escales
wethusobservelocalization ofbosonson one site in the
dim er(Fig.3-b and 3-c),in analogy to theclassicalcase.
The reason for this behavior is the appearance oftun-
neling pairsofsym m etricand antisym m etriceigenstates
with very closeeigenenergiesin com parison to them ean
energy separation between eigenstates ( Fig.5). These
pairs strongly overlap with the initialstate,as observ-
ablefrom thespectralintensity I0� = j�0�j

2 in theinsetof
the Fig.4.
The resultsin Fig.4 show an enhancem entofthe sur-

vivalprobability with increasing boson num ber at site
1,which is consistent with the results discussed above.
The dom inant tunneling pairs in the spectralintensity
(inset ofFig.4) give the m ain contribution to the tim e
dependence ofthe survivalprobability [37].

A voided crossings and degenerate eigenstates

Energy levelsexhibitavoided crossingswhen we vary
the param eter � which regulates the strength ofnonin-
tegrability ofthe system [37],asshown in the Fig.5.O f
particularinterestisthe outcom e ofthe interaction ofa



4

0

10

20

30

0

10

20

30

〈n
i〉

0 200 400 600 800 1000

time

0

10

20

30

〈n
1
〉

〈n
2
〉

〈n
3
〉(a)

〈n
3
〉〈n

1
〉

〈n
2
〉

〈n
1
〉

〈n
2
〉

〈n
3
〉

(b)

(c)

FIG .3: (Color online) Tim e evolution ofexpectation values
ofthenum berofbosonsateach siteofthetrim erfordi�erent
initialstatesj	 0i= j20+ �;0;20� �i:(a)� = � 6,(b)� = 0,
(c)� = 6.

singleeigenstateand a tunneling pair.Theprincipaldif-
ferencebetween thesestatesisthatthem em berofatun-
neling pairhasexponentially sm allweightin thedynam -
icalbarrierregion,which isroughly de�ned by n1 = n2

in the n1 � n2 plane. A single eigenstate willin gen-
eralhave m uch largerweightin this region. Since each
eigenstate is either sym m etric or antisym m etric,and a
tunneling pair consists alwaysofstates with both sym -
m etries,the interaction with a third eigenstate willin
generalallow foran exactdegeneracy oftwo stateswith
di�erentsym m etries. W hile thisis in principle possible
for any two states ofdi�erent sym m etry,the exponen-
tially sm allweight of the tunneling pair states in the
dynam icalbarrier region m akes a di�erence. Indeed,a
linear com bination oftwo states with large (not expo-
nentially sm all) weight in a barrier region yields again,
though an assym etricstate,butonewith largeweightin
the barrierregion.Contrary,forthe case ofa tunneling
pair and a single state,we m ay expect an asym m etric
eigenstate which hasm uch lessweightin the barrierre-
gion,leading to a m uch strongerlocalization ofthestate
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FIG .4:(Coloronline)Survivalprobability oftheinitialstate
j	 0i = j20 + �;0;20 � �i. (a) � = � 6,(b) � = 0,(c) � =
6. Inset: Spectralintensity ofthe initialstate j	 0i. Filled
circles| sym m etric eigenstates, open circles| antisym m etric
eigenstates.
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FIG .5:(Coloronline)An enlargem entofthetrim erspectrum
showing three particular pair-single state interactions (num -
bered circles). Thin solid line| sym m etric eigenstates;thick
dashed lines| antisym m etric eigenstates.
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FIG .6:(Coloronline)An enlargem entofthetrim erspectrum
around the avoided crossing 1 in �gure 5,involving the anti-
sym m etricstateA-268 (thick dashed line)and thesym m etric
statesS-286 and S-285 (thin solid lines).

sim ilarto a classicalone.
W e analyze three particular avoided crossings identi-

�ed by num bered circles in Fig.5 by com puting the en-
ergy separation �E (�) between such a single state and
a quantum breather tunneling pair. W e identify three
di�erentsituations.The �rstone showsthatthe energy
levels intersect once in som e degeneracy point (Fig.6).
Atsom e value ofthe param eter� the energy separation
between one ofthe m em bers ofthe tunneling pair and
the single state vanishes. Tunneling is suppressed com -
pletely,and then an asym m etric linear com bination of
thedegenerateeigenstateswillconstitutea non-decaying
localized state. This situation has been welldescribed
by perturbation theory [41],wheree�ectsofothereigen-
states have been neglected. W e com puted the density
�(n1;n2)= jhn1;n2;n3j�ij

2 oftheasym m etriceigenstate

j�i= (j�(S)
d

i+ j�(A )
d

i)=
p
2,wherej�(S)

d
iand j�(A )

d
iarethe

degenerate eigenstates.The resultisshown in the Fig.7
wherewecan seethatthereisonly a partiallocalization
oftheexcitation,sincethewavefunction hasvisiblecon-
tributionsaround the diagonalX = Y (n1 = n2). Note
thatin addition italso showssizablecontribution on the
otherside ofthe barrier(n1 � 2; n2 � 26 in Fig.7). In
factthe expectation values ofthe num ber ofbosonsfor
thisstate are hn1i= 14:99;hn2i= 14:89;hn3i= 10:12.
Thusin term sofaveragespractically no localization oc-
curssincehn1i� hn2idespitetheobservableasym m etry
in Fig.7.
The other two cases appear as a consequence ofthe

inuence ofother states in the spectrum . In one case
the energy levelsdo notintersectatall(Fig.8),due to
the presenceofanotheravoided crossing located nearby.
In the third case surprisingly we observe that the en-
ergy levels intersect twice. The situation is shown in
Fig.9,and issketched in the insetofthe �gure. Due to
the interaction with other states ofthe system we ob-
serve an intersection ofthe two states ofthe tunneling
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FIG .7:(Coloronline)D ensity oftheasym m etric state j�i=

(j�(S )
285

i+ j�
(A )

268
i)=

p
2 as a function ofthe num ber ofbosons

at sites 1 and 2 at the degeneracy point �d. Here X is the
num berofbosonsatsite1,and Y isthenum berofbosonsat
site 2.
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FIG .8: (Color online) An enlargem ent ofthe trim er spec-
trum around the avoided crossing 2 in �gure 5,involving the
sym m etricstateS-287 (thin solid line)and theantisym m etric
statesA-269 and A-270 (thick dashed lines).

pair at som e distance from the actualavoided crossing
with the third state. Consequently both stateshave ex-
ponentially sm allweight in the barrier region,and we
m ay expecta very strong localization.In Fig.10 we can
seethattheasym m etricquantum breatherin thedegen-
eracy point � ’ 1:462 in Fig.9 (see arrow) is strongly
localized and the tunneling is suppressed for alltim es.
Note that in both cases two and three the order ofthe
participating levelsbeforeand aftertheavoided crossing
is not conserved, at variance to the �rst case we dis-
cussed above and which wasdescribed also in reference
[41].The abovem entioned strong localization ofthisex-
act asym m etric eigenstate is reected in the fact that
the wave function has practically zero weight around
the barrier region X = Y (n1 = n2). Note that at
variance with Fig.7,here the wave function has no siz-
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FIG .9: (Color online) An enlargem ent ofthe trim er spec-
trum around the avoided crossing 3 in �gure 5,involving the
sym m etric state S-284 (thin solid line) and the antisym m et-
ric states A-267 and A-268 (thick dashed lines). The curves
for antisym m etric eigenstates were generated from the data
�E (�)by usingE A = E S � �E ,with  = 1000,forbettervi-
sualization ofintersection between eigenvalues.Inset:Sketch
of the variation of eigenvalues participating in the avoided
crossing.Thin solid line| sym m etriceigenstate,thick dashed
line| antisym m etric eigenstates. The arrows m ark the ana-
lyzed degeneracy point(see text).
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able contribution on the other side of the barrier as
well. This state is thus very close to its classicaldis-
cretebreathercounterpart(Fig.1).Indeed,forthisstate
hn1i= 25:62; hn2i= 2:38; hn3i= 12:00. Consequently
we�nd a very stronglocalization fortheexpectation val-
ues,in addition to the observed asym m etry in Fig.10.
It is interesting to test whether initial states with

som e distribution ofbosons at every site ofthe trim er
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FIG .11:(Coloronline)Tim e evolution ofexpectation values
ofthe num ber ofbosons at every site on the trim er at the
degeneracy pointsforthecasesshown in (a)Fig.7,(b)Fig.10.
The initialstate isj	 0i= j26;2;12i.
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(j	 0i = jn0;m 0;l0i) can signi�cantly overlap with the
above described asym m etric eigenstates. This distribu-
tion isgivenbythem axim ain thedensityforeveryasym -
m etric eigenstate (around n1 = 26, and n2 = 2). In
�gures11 and 12 we show the tim e evolution ofthe ex-
pectation valueofthe num berofbosonsatevery siteon
the trim erand thesurvivalprobability ofsuch an initial
excitation. A detailed analysisofthe spectralintensity
ofthe initialstatej	 0i= j26;2;12i(insetin the Fig.12)
showsthat this initialexcitation overlapsstrongly with
thedegenerateeigenstatescorrespondingtothestronglo-
calization shown in Fig.10.Itim pliesthatthisexcitation
( Fig.11-b) willnever distribute its quanta evenly over
both sitesofthe dim er. Forthe case shown in Fig.11-a
the initialexcitation hasa sm alleroverlap with the de-
generate eigenstateswhich givesthe partiallocalization
shown in Fig.7.Since the overlap isnotzero the excita-
tion willalso stay localized in thesensethatthecrossing
ofcurvescorrespondingtohn1iand hn2iasin Fig.3-aand
3-b willneveroccur.Notethatdespitethedi�erencebe-
tween the analyzed casesoneand three,theevolution of
the expectation valuesand the survivalprobabilitiesdo
not di�er drastically. It needs m ore sensitive details in
thepreparation ofan initialstatetoobserveapractically
totallocalization ofbosonson one ofthe dim ersitesfor
casethreeascom pared to caseone.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

In this work we observed how spectralproperties of
the Ham iltonian are reected in the tim e evolution of
di�erentlocalized excitationsin a trim erm oleculem odel
by m onitoring the spectrum ,the tim e evolution ofex-
pectation valuesofthenum berofbosonsatevery siteon
thetrim erand survivalprobabilitiesofdi�erentlocalized
excitations.
Thetunneling pairsplitting determ inesthelifetim eof

localized excitations. The survivalprobability and the
tim e evolution ofthe expectation values ofthe num ber
ofbosons are clear indicators for a localized excitation
being close or far from a quantum breather tunneling
pair,while the spectralintensity oflocalized excitations
istypically broad and doesnotshow the peculiaritiesof
the tunneling dynam ics. Probing the tim e evolution of
initially localized excited states thus allowsto conclude
about the presence or absence oftunneling pair eigen-
states.
W e reporton the existence ofdegeneratelevelsin the

spectrum due to the presence ofboth avoided crossings
and tunneling pairs. In these degenerate points tunnel-
ing is suppressed for all tim es. W hile in generalthe
asym m etricexacteigenstateswillhavequitelargeweight
in the dynam icalbarrierregion (contributed by the sin-
glelevel),weobservespeci�c param etercaseswherethe
weight is very sm alland the corresponding asym m etric
eigenstateverystronglylocalized.Fullorpartiallocaliza-
tion ofbosons appears for alltim e scales for som e spe-

ci�c states and som e speci�c values ofthe param eters.
This e�ect could be studied in experim entalsituations
ofBose-Einstein condensatesin few trapswhich weakly
interact,aswellasin system soffew coupled Josephson
junctions which operate in the quantum regim e. Tun-
ing experim entalcontrolparam eters willallow to lock
localized excitationsforspeci�cvaluesand both prevent
the excitation from tunneling,as wellas allowing for a
�netuning ofthetunneling frequency from a sm allvalue
down to zero in the vicinity ofthese speci�c controlpa-
ram etervalues.
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*

A P P EN D IX A :EX P EC TA T IO N VA LU ES A N D

SU RV IVA L P R O B A B ILIT Y

Expandingthewavefunction in thebasisofsym m etric
and antisym m etriceigenstatesofthe Ham iltonian

j	 ti=
X

�

�
�(S)

0
e
�iE

(S )

�
t
j�

�(S)
i+

X

�

�
�(A )

0
e
�iE

(A )

�
tj��(A )i; (A1)

where �
�(S;A )

0
= h��(S;A )j	 0iS;A and �

�(S;A )
n1;n2;n3

=
h��jn1;n2;n3iS;A ,the expectation value ofthe num ber
ofbosonsatsiteiwritesas

hnii(t)= hn
(S)

i
i(t)+ hn

(A )

i
i(t)+ hn

(M )

i
i(t); (A2)
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where

hn
(S;A )

1
i(t) =

1

4

X

�;� 0

�
�(S;A )

0
���

0
(S;A )

0
e
i(E

(S ;A )

�
�E

(S ;A )

� 0
)t

� F
(S;A )

�;� 0 ; (A3)

hn
(S;A )

2
i(t) = hn

(S;A )

1
i(t); (A4)

F
(S;A )

�;� 0 =
X

fnigS ;A

���(S;A )n1;n2;n3
(n1 + n2)�

�
0
(S;A )

n1;n2;n3
;(A5)

hn
(M )

1
i(t) = <

n 1

2

X

�;�

�
�(S)

0
���(A )
0

e
i(E

(S )

�
�E

(A )

�
)t

� F
(M )

�;�

o

; (A6)

hn
(M )

2
i(t) = � hn

(M )

1
i(t); (A7)

F
(M )

�;� =
X

fnigA

���(S)n1;n2;n3
(n1 � n2)�

�(A )
n1;n2;n3

; (A8)

hn
(S;A )

3
i(t) =

1

2

X

�;� 0

�
�(S;A )

0
���

0
(S;A )

0
e
i(E

(S ;A )

�
�E

(S ;A )

� 0
)t

� G
(S;A )

�;� 0 ; (A9)

G
(S;A )

�;� 0 =
X

fnigS ;A

���(S;A )n1;n2;n3
(n1 + n2)

� ��
0
(S;A )

n1;n2;n3
; (A10)

hn
(M )

3
i(t) = 0; (A11)

wherebarsm ean com plex conjugation.
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