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Abstract. Two-levelelectron-phonon system s with re
ection sym m etry linearly coupled to one or two

phonon m odes (exciton and E
 (b1 + b2) Jahn-Teller m odel) exhibit strong enhancem ent of quantum


uctuationsofthephonon coordinatesand m om enta dueto thecom plex interplay ofquantum 
uctuations

and nonlinearitiesinherentto the m odels.W e show thatforthe com plex correlated quantum 
uctuations

oftheanisotropictwo-levelsystem stheShannon entropiesofphonon coordinateand m om entum and their

sum yield their proper globaldescription.O n the other hand,the variance m easures ofthe Heisenberg

uncertainties su�er from severalshortcom ings to provide proper description of the 
uctuations.W ave

functions,related entropies and variances were determ ined by direct num ericalsim ulations.Illustrative

variational calculations were perform ed to dem onstrate the e�ect on an analytically tractable exciton

m odel.

PACS. 71.38.-k Polarons and electron-phonon interactions { 63.70.+ h Statisticalm echanics of lattice

vibrations

1 Introduction

In spite oflong-term research,variousaspectsofthe the-

ory ofpolarons with Holstein coupling in two-levellocal

and latticem odelsrelated with quantum 
uctuationsand

phase transitionsbelong to system atically studied topics

in the currentliteratureup to the presenttim e [1]-[7].

Theclassoftwo-levelelectron-phonon m odelswith lin-

earcouplingtooneortwophonon m odesrepresentseveral

im portantphysicalsystem s:excitons,dim ers,Jahn-Teller

(JT)system s(rotationally sym m etric E
 e and re
ection

sym m etric E
 (b1 + b2)JT m odelwith broken rotational

sym m etry).Especially,interest in the literature is grow-

ing in the JT m odels [2],[3];There is the experim ental

evidence of related structuralphase transition in som e

spatially anisotropiccom plex structures(perovskites,ful-

lerides,m anganites[3],[8],[9],[10]).

In two-levelelectron-phonon m odels strong enhance-

m entof
uctuationsofphonon coordinatesand m om enta

aswellasoftheirproductin certain rangesofm odelpa-

ram eterswere reported by severalauthorsfrom both nu-

m ericalsim ulations and analytical(e.g.variational) ap-

proaches:Feinberg et al[11]in a m odelof an exciton,

Borghietal[12]in theHolstein-Hubbard two-levelm odel,

M orawitzetal[13]in the Holstein-Peierlsm odel.

Recently,we have investigated num erically and vari-

ationally the interplay ofquantum 
uctuationsand non-

linearity inherent to the two-levelm odels in the ground

state ofthe E
 (b1 + b2)m olecular(local)JT m odel[14]

and the respective lattice JT m odel[15].Corresponding

Ham iltonianscontain a hidden nonlinearity dueto there-


ection sym m etry (thenonlinearity appearsexplicitly un-

der an appropriate unitary transform ation;See Section

2 and discussion in ourrecentpapers[14],[15]).There is

to elucidate the term inology related to quantum 
uctua-

tionsand thenonlinearity param etersused there[14]and

in the presentpaper:quantum 
uctuationsare m easured

by theratio ofthephonon frequency and theclassicalpa-

ram eter ofelectron-phonon interaction,
=� = 1=
p
2�,

while the nonlinearity param eteristhe quantum tunnel-

ing strength between the levels,�=� = �.In the plane

�;� (� = �2=2
 2)thereoccurquantum 
uctuations� 


and � �.The ground state in the phase plane �;� ex-

hibits regions ofdom inance ofeither selftrapping (clas-
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sical) (� > 1,� < 1) or tunneling (quantum ) param e-

ters (� < 1,� > 1) and regions where the classicaland

quantum regions m ix together (� < 1,� < 1 or � > 1,

� > 1).For� < 1,form ation ofboth theselftrapping and

tunneling "phases" issuppressed by the quantum 
uctu-

ations/ 
.Theparam eterofnonlinearity � and phonon

frequency 
 are both ofquantum origin so that global

quantum 
uctuationsm ix the 
uctuationsdue to nonlin-

earity closeto theborderoftwo regionsat� � 1 and the

quantum 
uctuations� 
.

Num ericalapproach to the two-levelexciton and JT

m odels in consideration in com parison with variational

approaches bring understanding ofthe nature ofm ixing

ofquantum 
uctuationswith thenonlinearities:sincethe

coherentphonon subsystem doesnotconservethenum ber

ofphononstheupperlevelparticipatesin thedistribution

ofphononseven in theground state.Thism anifestsitself

by the appearance ofadditionalre
ective extrem a ofthe

ground statewavefunction [16],[17].Thedistancebetween

itsextrem a isrelated to the displacem entofthecoherent

phononsand isinvolved intothedispersion m easureofthe

wavefunction and ofitsFouriertransform [18],[19],[20].

Thisdisplacem ent,i.e.the m easure ofthe polaron sel
o-

calization,though suppressed by quantum 
uctuations,is

ofclassicalorigin.Thisisthesourceofdi�cultieswith the

justi�cation ofthe m om ent(variance)characterization of


uctuationsin thecaseofthewavefunction with thepres-

enceoftheadditionalre
ection m axim um .Asitisknown,

in thecaseofm ultipeak wavefunctions,thevariancesfor

the coordinate and/or m om entum ofrelated wave func-

tions,aswellasforothernon-com m uting observablesdo

notstand forappropriateuncertainty m easures[18]� [22],

sincetheseuncertainty m easuresstrongly involvedistance

between the peaks.

Another serious shortcom ing arises when we switch

from one-totwo-orm orephonon system ,likeJahn-Teller

system s are (generally - to a system with severalnon-

independent variables).In this case the m om ent-related

uncertainty m easuresarenotgood even forone-peak dis-

tribution,sincethewidth ofthedistribution given by the

variancesisa width in a particulardirection chosen arbi-

trarily,and cannotstand foractual\width" ofa distribu-

tion.

In these casesthe Shannon entropiesofthe probabil-

ity density functionsassigned to such wavefunctionswere

used asalternativeuncertaintym easuresoftheconjugated

coordinates.The\entropies"ofany probabilisticdistribu-

tion are well-known to elim inate e�ectively both the dis-

tance between peaks in the m ultipeak distributions and

the said \anisotropy" ofthe distribution in the space of

random variables since they contain in their expressions

onlyfunctionsofprobabilitydistributions,ratherthan val-

uesofa random trial,asin m om entum m easures.

For references,we shallbrie
y sum m arize necessary

notions:in theprobabilitytheorytherearetwom ain types

oftheintegraluncertainty m easureassigned to an observ-

able,them om entand entropicones[23].Dueto existence

of these uncertainty m easures two types of uncertainty

relations (UR) for two non-com m uting observables can

be introduced:(i)the Heisenberg (variance)UR and (ii)

the entropicUR.W hile the m om ent(variance)UR isex-

pressed astheproductofthevariancesoftwononcom m ut-

ing observablesA and B ,theentropicUR isgiven by the

sum oftheirShannon entropies.Fora continuousobserv-

able A with the density ofprobability distribution p(x)

the (di�erential)entropy ofA isde�ned as[24]

H c = �

Z

p(x)logp(x)dx:

The entropic uncertainty relation for the coordinate

and m om entum ofaquantum system described by itsnor-

m alizedfunction  (x)isrepresentedbytheinequality[25],

[18]

Sx + Sp � Sxp; (1)

where Sx and Sp are the entropies ofits coordinate and

m om entum probability distributions

Sx = �

1Z

� 1

j (x)j
2
logj (x)j

2
dx (2)

and

Sp = �

1Z

� 1

j’(p)j
2
logj’(p)j

2
dp; (3)

respectively,and ’(p)istheFouriertransform ofthewave

function  (x)and Sxp representsthe lowerbound ofthe

right-hand sideofthe inequality (1).

Ithasbeen found by Bia lynicki-Birula and M ycielski

[25]that the lower bound Sxp = 1 + log� for the har-

m onic oscillator represents the m inim allower bound for

any quantum system with onepairofnon-com m uting ob-

servables.Therefore,the sum ofcoordinate and m om en-

tum entropiesofthearbitrary quantum system is(�h = 1)

Sx + Sp � 1+ log�: (4)

This relation is an entropic counterpart of the fam ous

Heisenberg principle form ulated by m eans of variances:

�x�p � 1=2.

W e notethatthe entropy asa m easureofuncertainty

and the entropic uncertainty relations are widely used

in quantum optics[22],[26]being usefulforsystem swith

m ore com plex structure ofphoton coherent states (e.g.,

Schr�odingercatcoherentstates).

In Section 2,two standard two-levelelectron-phonon

m odelswith linearelectron-phonon couplingaredescribed

as prototype m odels for which the entropic uncertainty

principle representsthe adequate m easure ofthe 
uctua-

tions.Thenonlinearityhidden in the(initially linear)two-

levelphonon Ham iltonians is revealed after appropriate

diagonalization ofthe problem with respect to the elec-

tronicsubspace.

In Section 3 wedeterm ineby directnum ericalsim ula-

tionsthe wavefunctionsofone-phonon exciton m odelfor

a range ofm odelparam eters.From those,we determ ine

and com parethequantum 
uctuationsasfunctionsofthe
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e�ectiveinteraction � described by m eansoftheShannon

entropiesofthephonon coordinateand m om entum on one

hand and by m eansoftheirvarianceson the otherhand.

Com parison ofthesum ofthecoordinateand m om entum

Shannon entropiesand the corresponding productofthe

variances clearly puts forward the form er as m ore ade-

quatem easureofthe quantum 
uctuationsin certain pa-

ram eterregion than the latterone.

O urapproach isconsequently based on num ericalsim -

ulations,becausevariationaltreatm entsbasedonsqueezed

coherentstatesortheirlinearcom binationsweregenerally

found tounderestim atequantum 
uctuations:(i)theyun-

derestim ate quantum 
uctuations originating from �nite

phonon frequency [27],[28] for weak couplings;(ii) The


uctuations due to the nonlinearity in the crossover re-

gion arestrongly coupled with the
uctuations(i).There-

fore,in theregion closeto thecrossoverthereappeardis-

continuitieswhich are artefactsofvariationalapproaches

(sim ilarto thoseofthe adiabaticapproxim ation).

In Subsection3.1leaningupon variationaltreatm entof

the exciton m odelwe presentresultsofsim ple analytical

estim ations of quantum 
uctuations (both entropic un-

certaintiesand variances)to illustrate the failure ofvari-

ationalm ethods.However,in a sm allrange ofthe phase

plane we can identify the e�ect ofthe classicaldisplace-

m ent in the Heisenberg variances and their product by

m eansofvariationalm ethod.

Sim ilar investigations for the two-m ode phonon E 


(b
y

1
+ b2)Jahn-Tellerm odel(which di�ersfrom them odel

ofSection 3 by the presence ofphonon assistance in the

tunneling term and,consequently,the existence ofaddi-

tionalm ode correlationse�ects)are presented in Section

4.

2 M odelH am iltonians

For the m odel of interest let us consider the two-level

re
ection sym m etric electron-phonon system with linear

(Holstein)coupling to oneortwo phonon m odes

H =

N = 1;2X

i= 1


(b
y

ibi+ 1=2)+ �(b
y

1
+ b1)�z � ���x; (5)

where the Paulim atrices �x;�z represent electron den-

sity operatorsin the pseudospin notation,�z =
1

2
(c
y

2
c2 �

c
y

1
c1);�x =

1

2
(c
y

1
c2 + c

y

2
c1)with I = c

y

1
c1 + c

y

2
c2 astheunit

operator[15].

Forthe case ofcoupling to one phonon m ode,N = 1,

we take � = 1 and two-levelHam iltonian (5) represents

an exciton or a dim er with tunneling between the levels

with thetunneling am plitude�.Theprototypem odelhas

been handled both variationally and num erically by m any

authorsin itslocaland extended version [11],[16],[17],[29].

In the caseofthe coupling with two phonon m odes,N =

2,the second term with � = b
y

2
+ b2 representsphonon-

assisted tunneling between the levels (the 
ip-
op rate

is proportionalto the value ofphonon-2 coordinate,i.e.

an additional\phonon pum ping" occursin distinction to

the one-phonon case).The specialcase � = � represents

standard E 
 e Jahn-Teller Ham iltonian with rotational

sym m etry [30],[31],[32],[10],[33].The phonon 1-m ode is

antisym m etric and the 2-m ode is sym m etric against the

re
ection.The case � 6= � is the re
ection sym m etric

E 
 (b1+ b2)Jahn-TellerHam iltonian recentlyinvestigated

variationally and num erically [14],[15].

The re
ection sym m etry ofthe Ham iltonians (5) in-

volves a nonlinearity which reveals itselfexplicitly after

perform ingFulton-G outerm anunitarytransform ation(Ful-

ton etal[34],Shoreetal[16]):

H F G = U H U
� 1 = 


N = 1;2X

i= 1

(b
y

ibi+ 1=2)+ �(b
y

1
+ b1)I

� �� exp(i�b
y

1
b1);(6)

where U = 1
p
2

�
1;G

1;� G

�

; G = exp(i�b
y

1
b1) is the re-


ection operatorin thephonon space,G (b
y

1
+ b1)= � (b

y

1
+

b1)G , which perform s virtual coupling of the levels by

phonons1 m ediating the electron (Rabi)oscillations be-

tween them .

The transform ation (6) diagonalizes (5) in the elec-

tronic subspace yielding howevera strong nonlinearity in

thephonon subspace(term containing�)which otherwise

was hidden in the initialHam iltonian (5).The unitary

transform ation left us with purely phonon Ham iltonian

(6) while electrons were excluded.Allfurther consider-

ation willbe perform ed for the ground state which for

both m odelsisgiven by theuppersign in thetransform ed

Ham iltonian (6).

Thecom petition ofquantum 
uctuations(
),theself-

localization (�)and the phonon assisted tunneling (�)in

(6)determ inesregionsofdom inanceofsaid e�ectsfordif-

ferentsetsoftheparam eters.In thenextsections,weshall

analyzetheseregionsbynum ericalsim ulationsofthem od-

els(6).

3 Exciton:coupling to a single phonon m ode

Them ain purposeofthisand ofthenextsection istoshow

thatfortheconsidered prototypem odelstheentropicun-

certainties and the entropic uncertainty principle repre-

sent adequate m easures ofquantum 
uctuations instead

ofthe m om ent(variance)Heisenberg ones.

The exciton m odel, including respective wave func-

tions,hasbeenpreviouslyintensivelyinvestigatedbym any

authors;Hereweshallcon�neourselvestoessentialpoints

needed forourpurposes.

Theresultsofthenum ericalsim ulationsoftheground

state wave functions ofthe m odel(6) for � = 1,i.e.of

one-m odediagonalcouplingcase,areshown in Fig.1.The

param eterofthe e�ective interaction � = �2=2
 2 isthe

m easureofthe com petition between the classicalpolaron

sel
ocalization duetotheinteraction oftheenergy �2=2
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(e.g.,Holstein [35])and ofthequantum 
uctuationsofthe

energy 
.Param eter�=
 is the m easure ofthe com pe-

tition between the quantum term ofthe tunneling � and

quantum 
uctuations 
.W ave functions shown in Figs.

1 illustrate the e�ectsofthe interplay between these pa-

ram etersa�ecting thepopulation ofthephononson both

levels.O ne can see that the m ost prom inent deviations

from the one-peak wave function occur for large �;For

m oderate � and �; (
 = 1)the wavefunctionsalso tend

to exhibitvariationsfrom alm ost-G aussian shapes.These

featuresareconsistentwith non-conservation ofthenum -

ber ofthe coherentphonons involved.They inspired the

variationalapproach based on linear com bination via a

variationalparam eteroftwo harm onic oscillatorsrelated

toboth levels[16],[17].Num ericalevaluation oftheground

state(Fig.2)illustratessm ooth decreaseoftheenergy as

function of� indicating a sm eared crossoverregion.The

sharp transition line between two regions resulting from

thecom petition oftwo interactions(� and �)isknown to

bean artefactoftheadiabaticapproxim ation and often of

inadequatevariationalapproaches.In thequantum treat-

m ent the crossoverline is sm oothed overthe region ofa

width � 
 ofthe phonon energy.

These regionsare analogousto the "selfrapping dom -

inated" and the "tunneling dom inated" regions for the

E 
 (b1+ b2)m odel[14],[15](seethenextSection).In the

weakcouplingregion,� < 1,theform ation ofthe"ordered

phases" (eitherselftrapping-ortunneling-dom inated)is

suppressed by thequantum 
uctuations� 
 aswellasin

the m odelofSection 4.

Correspondingtotheabovedescribed reasonsforqual-

ifyingthequantum deviation from theharm onicoscillator

(G aussian)behaviourwe evaluated num erically (Fig.3a)

theleft-hand sideoftheShannon uncertainty relation,the

sum ofentropiesSQ + SP (4)(here,Q and P arethe co-

ordinate and m om entum ofthe phonon).The productof

variances
p
�Q 2�P 2 containing explicitly the displace-

m ent (distance between the peaks) is shown on Fig.3b.

Both approaches,the variance and the Shannon entropy

ones,can becom pared toillustratetheirdi�erentphysical

content.Close to the line ofequale�ective coupling and

thetunnelingstrength 2� = � theextrem um ofthesum of

Shannon entropiesm anifestsitselfm arkedly.Thepictures

ofrelated wavefunctionsattribute thisextrem um by the

m axim aloverlapping (tunneling) ofthe contributions of

both levels (Fig.1b).W ith growing polaron sel
ocaliza-

tion � the quantum 
uctuationsaresuppressed and both

oscillatorparts tend to separate,see Fig.3a for large �.

The harm onic oscillator value 1+ log� = 2:14473 is re-

covered in both regions around the crossover region:in

the lim its oflarge � or,on the contrary,forlarge � and

sm allorm oderate� (lessthan som ecriticalvalue on the

crossoverline).

Theproductofvariances
p
�Q 2�P 2 atFig.3b shows

sim ilar behaviour except for large �,where it therefore

accountsforthegrowingdistanceofthepeaksofthewave

functionswith �,Fig.1d.Thisdistanceasa function ofa

classicalparam eter� isam easureofthenonlinearitysince

itm apstheposition ofthere
ection peak.In thelim itof

sm all�,
p
�Q 2�P 2 tendstotheharm onicoscillatorvalue

0.5.

The range ofm axim um 
uctuationsin the plane �;�

(Fig.3)separatesthequantum 
uctuation dom inated re-

gion ofthe harm onic oscillator
 (2� < �) and the self-

trapping dom inated region (2� > �).Although both un-

certaintym easuresyield sim ilarbehaviourin thecrossover

range showing the com m on increase of
uctuations,and

in the tunnelling region where the wavefunctions indeed

convergeto an oscillator,thequantitativeinform ation be-

yond the crossoverregion is di�erent in the selftrapping

region.Enhancem entof
uctuationsreported by thevari-

ance uncertainty picture in the selftrapping region point

m erely on the classicalcontribution related to the dis-

placem ent so that itfails to play a role ofa m easure of

quantum 
uctuations.Thisshortcom ingise�ectivelyelim -

inated by theShannon entropicrelationswhich thushelp

to extractpurely quantum e�ectsm anifested in ourcase

in the strongly non-G aussian behaviourofsinglepeaks.

Figs.3c,d com pare crossections ofboth Figs.3a,b

asfunctions of� fordi�erent�.The entropiesand vari-

ances plotted on one graph (both shifted by the oscil-

latory values of corresponding quantities) illustrate the

di�erence oftwo approaches:the Heisenberg product of

varianceswith increasing � (uppercurvesin Fig.3c,d)is

growing while the sum ofentropies tends to the oscilla-

tor value as expected.(For quantitative com parison we

should plotratherexponentsofthesum ofentropiesthan

the entropies;this becom es clear ifwe rem ind ofthe fa-

m ousEinstein relation between entropiesand 
uctuations

exp(S)� �X 2,butthedi�erencebetween them isalm ost

inappreciable).

In thenextSubsection weshallillustratetheseconsid-

erationsby m eansofanalyticalcalculationsofboth m ea-

suresbased upon a variational�tting ofwavefunctions.

The enhancem entofquantum 
uctuationsforthe ex-

citon m odelhave been found by Feinberg,et al.[11]by

num ericalcalculation ofthem om ent(variance)uncertain-

tiesand theirproductasfunctionsofparam eters�2 � 2�

and � � 2�=�.Forgiven �,theirdependenceon � m eans

in ournotationsthedependenceon 1=�.Letusnotethat

these 
uctuations are related to the com petition ofthe

param eters� and ofthenonlinearity param eter�,i.e.re-

lated to a crossoverbetween the selftrapping dom inated

and the tunneling dom inated regions.However,the un-

desirable presence ofthe classicalnonlinearity m anifests

itselfin the dependence of
p
�Q 2�P 2 on � due to the

com petition between theparam eters� and 
.Nam ely,it

becom esobviouswhen theproductofvariancesisdepicted

asa function of�2 � 2� asin Fig 3.

3.1 Analyticalillustration:variationalapproach

Though thevariationalapproachesbased on squeezed co-

herentstatesare notsuitable fordescription ofquantum


uctuationswe willapply them forevaluationsof
uctu-

ations ofa sim ple exciton m odel.W e can use them for

dem onstration ofthee�ectofinterest(i.e.ofthe involve-

m ent of the displacem ent in the m om ent uncertainties
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productin contrastto its entropic counterpart).W e will

usevariationalapproach with two squeezed coherenthar-

m onic oscillators linearly com bined by a variationalpa-

ram eter(12)in accordance with the conceptinitiated by

Shore and Sander [16].However,this illustrative analyt-

ics is valid only ifthe m axim a ofthe wave function are

wellseparated from each other (sm alloverlapping),i.e.

forstrong coupling (large�).Thisisjusttheregion ofthe

m ost prom inent di�erence ofboth said concepts of the

uncertainty m easure.

Phononvariationalwavefunction forthetwo-levelm odel

with one phonon m ode (� = 1) (6) as solution to the

Fulton-G outerm an equation [17],[34],[29]

H
(p)

F G
�
(p) = [


�
b
y
b+ 1=2

�
+ �(by+ b)� p�G )]�(p) = E

(p)
�
(p)
;

(7)

p = � 1

fortheground state(p = 1)can bechosen in theform

[16],[17]:

j	(1)i=
1
p
C
(1+ �G )j�(1)i; (8)

whereG = exp(i�byb)isre
ection operatorin thephonon

space,G j�(1)i= j�(2)iG ,and

j�(1;2)(
;r)i= D (� 
)S(r)j0i: (9)

The indices 1(2) pertain to the lower (upper) level.The

functions D (
) and S(r) are generators ofdisplacem ent

and squeezing depending on the variationalparam eters:

D (
)= exp[
(by � b)];

S(r)= exp[r(by2 � b
2)] (10)

acting on thephonon vacuum j0i.Thenorm alization con-

stantin (8)isC = 1+ �2 + 2� exp[� 2
2 exp(� 4r)].W ave

function (8)-(10) represents two squeezed displaced har-

m onic oscillatorscom bined by a variationalparam eter�

(com parewith Fig.1).

Variationalparam etersofthe displacem ent
,squeez-

ingrand theparam eterofadm ixtureofthere
ection part

oftheupperlevel� can bedeterm ined by m inim alization

ofthe Ham iltonian (7)averaged over(8):

hH i=
1

2
cosh4r+

1

C


2
�
1+ �

2 � 2� exp(� 8r)exp(� 2~
2)
�
+

2�

C

�
1� �

2
�

 �

�

C

�
(1+ �

2)exp(� 2~
2)+ 2�
�
;

~
 � 
 exp(� 2r): (11)

(The param etersarescaled so that
 = 1).

Itisworth noting thatvariationalapproachesofvary-

ingdegreeofreliabilitycom binedwith unitarytransform a-

tionsarewidelyusedforelectron-phononsystem s[11]� [17],

[29],[31],[28],[36].Com parisonofdi�erentvariationalAnsatzes

for one-phonon two-levelsystem was perform ed e.g.by

Shore et al[16],Sonnek et al[17]and for E
 (b1 + b2)

m odelby the presentauthors[14].

Let us evaluate variances of the phonon coordinate

Q = (by + b)=
p
2 and m om entum P = (by � b)=i

p
2,

(�Q )2 = hQ 2i� hQ i2;(�P )2 = hP 2i� hP i2;where we

averageoverthe states(8)-(10).

W e get

(�Q )2 =
1

2
exp(4r)

�

1+ 8�~
2
2� + (1+ �2)exp(� 2~
2)

(1+ �2 + 2� exp(� 2~
2))2

�

;

(12)

(�P )2 =
1

2
exp(� 4r)

�

1� 8�~
2
exp(� 2~
2)

1+ �2 + 2� exp(� 2~
2)

�

:

(13)

Forlarge
,theproductofvariancescan beestim ated

by

(�Q )2(�P )2 ’
1

4

�

1+
16�2

(1+ �2)2
~
2
�

; (14)

where ~
 isde�ned by (11).From (12),(13)and (14)it

isobviousthattheanom alousenhancem entof
uctuations

is due to the contribution ofthe classicaldisplacem ent

(reduced by squeezing)~
 and ism ediated by there
ection

param eter�.If� = 0,we are leftwith a single harm onic

oscillatorasexpected.

Itiseasy to perform sim pleillustrativeanalyticalesti-

m ationsforthe valuesofvariationalparam etersasfunc-

tionsofthem odelparam eters.Assum ingin (11)r;� sm all,

wegetan approxim ateequationfor
 setting@hH i=@
 = 0

(com paresim ilarprocedurein the recentpaper[14]),



�
1+ 2� exp(� 2~
2)

�
= � � ; (15)

(from sim ilarconsiderationsthe expression for� can also

be found).

Fig.4 illustratesresultsofthevariationalapproach for

the Heisenberg productofvariances:in com parison with

Fig.3b,there occurs a com plete suppression of
uctua-

tions in the tunneling region � 2� < �.Instead ofthe

sm ooth crossoverthere occurs sharp discontinuity which

is an artefactbecause ofunderestim ation ofthe 
uctua-

tions� 
 sim ilarto thatofadiabatic approxim ation.In

the selftrapping region,� 2� > �,the increase is evi-

dently caused by theclassicalcontribution becausequan-

tum 
uctuations tend to disappear in the classicallim it

ofthe strong coupling.

Toillustratetheadvantagesoftheentropicuncertainty

relation overthem om entHeisenberg onesforourcasewe

calculate approxim ately the expressionsfor the Shannon

entropiesofcoordinateand m om entum fortheansatz(8),

(9).This can be easily done analytically if� � 1 and


 � exp(2r) (last condition m eaning that two peaks of

the wavefunction are wellseparated and alm ost do not

overlap).

Forthe entropiesSQ and SP (2)-(3)with (8)-(10)we

get

SQ =
1

2
(1+ log�)+ log(1+ �2)+ 2r�

�2

1+ �2
log(�2)+ O (";�3);

(16)

SP =
1

2
(1+ log�)� 2r�

�2

(1+ �2)2
+ O (";�3); "� exp(� 2~
2):

(17)
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From (16)and (17)

SQ + SP = 1+ log� + log(1+ �
2)�

�2

(1+ �2)2
�

�
�2

1+ �2
log(�2)+ O (";�3):(18)

For� = 0,Eq.(18)reducesto the single oscillatorvalue

1+ log� as expected.Contrasting (18)with (14)we see

thatentropyuncertaintyrelationsareweaklydependentof

the displacem ent~
 and contain asthe m ain contribution

owing to the param eter� originating from the nonlinear

e�ectdue to coupling between levels.

4 Interplay between quantum 
uctuations

and nonlinearity in E 
 (b1 + b2)Jahn-Teller

m odel.

Q uantum ground stateofE 
 (b1 + b2)Jahn-Tellerre
ec-

tion sym m etricm odel(adegenerateelectron levelcoupled

with two phonon m odes,onesym m etricand oneantisym -

m etricagainstthere
ection)hasbeen investigated in our

recentpapersfortheonesite[14]and lattice[15]case.Let

usexpound the m ain resultsrelevantto clarify the origin

ofquantum 
uctuationsofinterest.

Exactnum ericalsim ulationsofthesolutiontotheHam il-

tonian (6)with � = b
y

2
+ b2 yield the ground state wave

functions depicted in Figs.5 a,b,c (in the coordinate

representation in the space (Q 1 
 Q2)),in term s ofthe

param eters � = �2=2
 2 and � = �=� for three char-

acteristicregions[14].Thetwo-phonon ground statewave

functionsforthecaseofphonon-assisted tunnelingexhibit

evidentm ixing ofthe phonon-1 wavefunctionsrelated to

the lower and excited levels at � < 1,Fig.5a.Each of

the levels refers to one oftwo com peting m inim a ofthe

e�ective potentialcom posed of�-and �-com ponents,as

described below,Fig.6.Them ixing dueto thetwo m ode

correlation is pronounced m ost e�ectively in the region

ofthe dom inant quantum 
uctuations 
,� < 1;� ’ 1

[14].At� > 1,the prom inentpeak refersto a harm onic

oscillatorofthe dom inantpotentialwell� related to the

sel
ocalized state ofan electron oscillating between the

levels(Fig.5c).Becauseofthe phonon-2 assistancethere

occurs a sm eared continuous crossover from the regim e

ofsel
ocalization (Fig.5a)towardsthetunnelling regim e

(Fig.5c) through the interm ediate picture close to the

E
 eJahn-Tellercase(Fig.5b).

In spite of the lim itations of variationalapproaches

(theirfailure close to the crossoverbetween two regim es,

underestim ation of quantum 
uctuations) they provide

usefulinsightinto thebehaviouroftheground state.The

com plex interplay ofthe nonlinear and quantum e�ects

hasbeen analyzed bynum ericalsim ulationsand com pared

with resultsofvariousvariationaltreatm ents[14].W enote

thatthevariationalwavefunctionswith theadm ixtureof

theexcited sym m etricphonon m ode(phonons-2)wepro-

posed recently [14]fortheground stateshowed signi�cant

im provem entoftheagreem entwith num ericalsim ulation

resultsespecially forstrong e-ph couplings�.The topol-

ogy ofthee�ectivevariationalpotential,Fig.6,(Ham ilto-

nian (6)averagedovertrialfunctionsdependingon asetof

variationalparam eters)iscontrolled by severalm odelpa-

ram eters;itplausibly can acquiretwo orm orecom peting

m inim a referring to the ground state with a possible ad-

m ixtureofthesidem inim um referringtotheexcited state

[14].As a result,two regionsofthe ground state appear

according to which one oftwo localm inim a ofthe po-

tentialdom inates;generically two regionsare recognized

-with either dom inating selftrapping (� < 1)ortunnel-

ing (� > 1).The existence ofselftrapping dom inated vs

tunneling dom inated regionsresultsfrom com plex com pe-

tition oftwo nonlinearly coupled coherentphonon m odes

(�-term in (6)).Letusnote,thattheorderparam etersfor

the selftrapping dom inated "phase" is the displacem ent

hb
y

1
+ b1i� Q1 and forthe tunneling dom inated "phase"

hb
y

2
+ b2i� Q2.Thesefeaturesareanalogousforboth local

[14]and a generalized lattice [15]E
 (b1 + b2)JT m odel.

The additionalphonon-2 assistance ofthe tunneling

with non-conservation of the num ber of the phonons 2

im plies their selfconsistent behaviour and creation of a

corresponding potentialwellwhich develops proportion-

ally to the interaction strength � (Fig.6).At the sam e

tim e the correlation of both phonon m odes is involved

(lastterm of(6))via them ultiple(Rabi)tunneling m edi-

ated by the m ode 1 as a source ofthe nonlinearity.The

nonlinearity signi�cantly enhances the quantum 
uctua-

tionsin theregionofm axim altunnelingbetween thelevels

[14].Com petition oftheterm sresponsibleforselftrapping

and phonon-assisted tunneling between the levels result-

ing in form ation oftwo ground state regionsisaccom pa-

nied by increased anom alousquantum 
uctuationsin the

crossoverregion.Thereistobeem phasized that,sim ilarly

to thecaseof� = 1 (Fig.2),thereexistsno sharp transi-

tion linein theground stateoftheenergy in thephasedi-

agram .Thetransition region issm eared by a width ofthe

phonon frequency 
.Sharp transition line occurs rather

as a wellknown artefact ofsom e variationalapproaches

and ofthe adiabaticapproxim ation [16].

In orderto describe the quantum 
uctuations result-

ing from the com plex interplay of the above described

contributionswehavenum erically evaluated theShannon

entropies SQ ,SP (Figs.7a,b) and their sum SQ + SP
(Fig.8a) as functions of� and �.Here Q � fQ1;Q 2g

and P � fP1;P2g and allintegrations are m eant in the

two-dim ensionalspaceQ 1 � Q2,resp.P1 � P2.

In the weak coupling region,� = �2=2
 2 � 1,form a-

tion ofthe"phases"at� < 1and � > 1 isgreatly reduced

because ofthe 
uctuations
 and strong correlationsbe-

tweenthephononm odes(Fig.8a).Forlarge� theextrem a

at� ’ 1 getsharperbutrem ain non-singulardue to the

�nite(although sm all)quantum 
uctuations
.Theobvi-

ousasym m etry ofthesum ofentropiesSQ + SP asa func-

tion of� com esfrom the
uctuationsofthe� > 1"phase".

In the lim it oflarge �,both uncertainties,entropic and

m om entum ones,tend to their values corresponding to

two harm onic oscillators,2(1+ log�)= 4:28946 and 0:5,

respectively(Figs.8a,b or9a,c).Thisresem blesm uch the
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tunnelingdom inated region ofone-phonon m odel(Section

3)with the single exception that the tunneling region is

spread forall� because ofthe pronounced crossoveren-

hanced by phonon-2 pum ping.

Num ericalresultforthe product
p
�Q 2

1
�P 2

1
asfunc-

tion of� and � isshown in Fig.8b and 9b,d.Thecontour

plotsofFigs.8 presented on Fig.10 help visualizing their

di�erence,nam ely (i)theclassicalcontribution ofthedis-

placem entgrowing with thecoupling � to theHeisenberg

product,Fig.10.b,and (ii) prevention ofform ation of

the selftrapping dom inated and the tunneling dom inated

regions in the weak coupling region � < 1.Except for

the region � � 2 the di�erence between Fig.8a and 8b

is seen not so clearas on the corresponding Fig.3 a),b)

forone-phonon m odel.Howeveritcan be easily traced if

onecom paresthecorresponding crossectionsalong � and

� axes,visualised on Fig.9a)-d).In particular,ofm ain in-

terestfortheapplication ofsuggested alternativem easure

areregionsoflarge� closeto� ’ 1and of� � 1wherethe

wavefunctionsexhibitpronounced m ultipeak structure,as

seen from Fig.5a),b).

The region ofm axim um in Figs.8a,b at� ’ 1 refers

to the crossover between the quantum 
uctuation dom -

inated region � < 1 and the sel
ocalization dom inated

region � > 1.Nam ely,at� � 1 there occursa crossover

from two correlated oscillators towards two independent

oscillators,which is visualized in Fig.8a.These two in-

dependentoscillators(seewavefunctionson Fig.5a)refer

to thecom plexity oftheclassical(i.e.adiabaticlim it)po-

tentialand the entropicrelationshandle them accurately

m arking thisregion asa \classical"onewith closeto two-

oscillatorvalue2(1+ log�).O n thecontrary,thevariances

in theleft-hand sideoftheHeisenberguncertaintyrelation

(Fig.4b)continue increasing forsm all� with growing �,

butapparentlyweakerthan in theone-phonon caseofSec-

tion 3.In thetwo-phonon casetheseparation oftwopeaks

ofthewavefunction in theselftrappingregion ism uch less

pronounced than in the one-phonon case,which is seen

also from the m oderate increase ofthe product ofvari-

ances at Fig.8b,9c,10b,for � < 1 in com parison with

the corresponding one-phonon caseatFig.3b.

5 Conclusion

Two-levelelectron-phonon system swith one(exciton)and

two(E
 (b1+ b2)Jahn-Tellerm odel)phononm odesexhibit

re
ection sym m etry asthe source ofa hidden nonlinear-

ity which revealsexplicitly by appropriateunitary diago-

nalization (Fulton-G outerm an transform ation (6))ofthe

Ham iltonian.This diagonalization (i) excludes electrons

leaving uswith solely phonon Ham iltonian (exactdecou-

pling in electron subspace),(ii)revealsquantum correla-

tion ofphonon m odes in the case oftwo-phonon m odel.

Asa consequence,related phonon wavefunctionsexhibit

m ultipeak,i.e.essentially non-G aussian structure even in

the ground state.Besides this "topological" anisotropy,

additionalanisotropy appears in two-phonon m odeldue

to thecorrelation ofthem odes.Resulting com plex topol-

ogy oftheground stateim pliesappearanceoftwo regions

in the phase plane �;� or �; �:the selftrapping dom -

inated region for � < 1 or 2� > � and the tunneling

dom inated region for � > 1 or 2� < � respectively,for

both m odelsdueto com petition oftwo antagonistic(clas-

sicalselftrapping and quantum tunneling [15],[14])inter-

actionsin the Ham iltonian (term s with � and � in (5)).

The enhancem ent of 
uctuations close to the crossover

between these two regions behaves in analogy with the

corresponding item s ofthe theory ofcriticalphenom ena

butappearssm oothed by the �nite phonon frequency 
.

Nam ely,quantum 
uctuations due to �nite phonon fre-

quency 
 prevent form ation ofthe ordered "phases" in

theregion ofweak coupling � < 1 in thephaseplane�;�

or�;�.Theinterplay oftheclassicaland quantum term s

yieldscom plexinterplay (m ixing)ofquantum 
uctuations

/ 
 and nonlinear
uctuations/ �.

Them om entand entropicuncertainty m easuresrepre-

senttwo classesofcharacteristicsused in the probability

theory in order to describe quantitatively the spreading

ofthe probability distribution foran observable.The un-

certainty principlein quantum m echanicsleansessentially

on theprobabilisticinterpretation ofthewavefunction and

can bethusform ulated in atwofold fashion -in theform of

eitherm om ent(variance)orentropicuncertainty relation.

The aim ofthis paper was to show that for certain

param eterregion theappropriatequantitativem easureof

phonon quantum 
uctuations of the system s in consid-

eration could betheentropicuncertainty m easuresrather

than them om entm easures(variances)used in theHeisen-

berguncertaintyrelation.W ehavecom paredresultsofnu-

m ericalsim ulationsforboth typesofm easuresand show

thatthelatterexhibitsseriousshortcom ingsin description

ofthe global
uctuationsofsuch system s.

Nam ely,Heisenberg uncertainty relations im pose the

m easureunderintegration (Q 2
i,resp.P

2
i)which isnonin-

variantin thespaceofvariables-both translationally and

rotationally.Hence there are two sourcesofthe disquali-

�cation ofthe Heisenberg variances,both resulting from

the anisotropy ofwavefunctions caused by the re
ection

sym m etry ofconsidered m odels:(i)form ernon-invariance

has its consequences in di�culties describing the m ulti-

peak distributions,and (ii) latter one - when trying to

judgeabouttwo orm orestrongly correlated variables.

Problem ofcharacterization ofquantum 
uctuations

by variances for a system oftwo correlated oscillatorsis

m uch m ore subtle than forone oscillatorofSection 3.In

addition to the problem sim posed by m ultipeak distribu-

tionsa seriousdi�culty arisesifseveralcoupled variables

areinvolved (in ourcase-two strongly correlated phonon

oscillators).Iffor one-m ode case (and for the probabil-

ity distribution with a single peak) h�X 2i could stand

for an e�ective \width" ofthe distribution function,in

m any-variablecaseitrepresentsonly an average\width"

in theX -direction,thatisthem easureundertheintegral

isnotthe bestchoicesince itisstrongly a�ected by,e.g.,

basis rotation.As an exam ple just consider a squeezed

correlated two-phonon trialfunction [14]ofthe general

form exp(�
P

i;j= 1;2
aijxixj) representing an arbitrarily

turned ellipsoid in (x1;x2)� plane. To judge about the
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\width" of such distribution in term s of variances one

should therefore consider rather tensor quantities repre-

senting the\width" ofthedistribution forevery direction

[37].

Theentropicm easure,on thecontrary,doesnotsu�er

from this shortcom ing.It presents a handy characteris-

tics ofessentially scalar character which can be applied

for any num ber ofcoupled variables,but is not a�ected

by the basisrotation.Thisholdsgenerally fora m easure

which suggeststaking an averageofsom e function ofthe

distribution itself(averaging oflogP (x),asfor Shannon

entropyconsidered here,orgeneralized entropicm easures,

like,forexam ple,R�enyientropy [21]).

Sim ilarproblem sarise,e.g.in quantum optics,atthe

description of
uctuationsofthe photon coherentSchr�o-

dinger cat states and photon m ultim ode correlated sys-

tem s (see,e.g.O hya et al[26]and Bu�zek [22]and ref-

erences therein).The entropic uncertainty relations are

com m only recognized there as a good toolfor handling


uctuationsofquantum origin.
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1+ log�,respectively,for � = 1 (c),� = 2 (d).Illustration ofthe growing product ofvariances as functions ofthe classical

param eter� when com pared with the sum ofentropies.
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The di�erence oftwo Figs is not so wellpronounced as on its one-dim ensionalcounterpart Fig.3,but for better insight the

readerisreferred to following Fig.9 with pertaining crossections.
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