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Abstract. Two-level electron-phonon system s wih re ection symm etry linearly coupled to one or two
phonon modes (exciton and E (o + k) Jahn-Teller m odel) exhibit strong enhancem ent of quantum

uctuations of the phonon coordinates and m om enta due to the com plex interplay ofquantum uctuations
and nonlhnearities inherent to the m odels. W e show that for the com plex correlated quantum uctuations
of the anisotropic tw o-level system s the Shannon entropies of phonon coordinate and m om entum and their
sum yield their proper global description. O n the other hand, the variance m easures of the H eisenberg
uncertainties su er from several shortcom ings to provide proper description of the uctuations. W ave
fiinctions, related entropies and variances were determ ined by direct num erical sim ulations. Hhistrative
variational calculations were perform ed to dem onstrate the e ect on an analytically tractable exciton
m odel.

PACS. 7138-%& Polarons and electron-phonon interactions { 63.70+ h Statistical m echanics of lattice

vibrations

1 Introduction

In spite of long-term research, various aspects of the the-
ory of polarons w ith Holstein coupling in two-level local
and lattice m odels related w ith quantum uctuationsand
phase transitions belong to system atically sl:udJed tochs
in the current literature up to the present tine [].] ﬁ]

T he class oftw oJevelelectron-phonon m odelsw ith lin—

ear coupling to one ortw o phonon m odes represent several
Im portant physical system s: excitons, din ers, Jahn-Teller
(JT ) system s (rotationally symmetricE e and re ection
symmetricE (@ + by) JT modelw ih broken rotational
symm etry) . E specially, interest in the literature is grow —
ing in the JT models P],§]; There is the experin ental
evidence of related structural phase transition In some
spatially anisotropic com plex structures (perovskites, il
kerides, m anganites {3, 8,141, {Ld)

In two—level electron-phonon m odels strong enhance—
m ent of uctuations of phonon coordinates and m om enta
as well as of their product In certain ranges ofm odel pa—
ram eters were reported by several authors from both nu—
m erical sin ulations and analytical (eg. varational) ap—

proaches: Femberg et al ﬂL] In a model of an excion,
Borghietal tlZ ] in the H olstein-H ubbard tw o—levelm odel,
M oraw itz et al t_l?z] in the H olstein-P eiferls m odel.

R ecently, we have investigated num erically and vari-
ationally the interplay of quantum uctuations and non-—
linearity inherent to the two-levelm odels In the ground
state of the E (g + by) molkaular (bcal) JT model {14]
and the respective lattice JT m odel [_15] C orresponding
H am iltonians contain a hidden nonlinearity due to the re—

ection symm etry (the nonlinearity appears explicitly un—
der an appropriate uniary transform atJon See Section
2 and discussion in our recent papers [L4],15]). T here is
to elucidate the term inology related to quantum uctua-
tions and the nonlinearity param eters used there [_1-4] and
In the present paper: quantum uctuations are m easured
by the ratio of the phonon frequency and the cla pa—
ram eter of electron-phonon interaction, = = 1= 2 ,
w hile the nonlinearity param eter is the quantum tunnel-
Ing strength between the kevels, = = . In the plane

; (= 2=2 2)thereoccurquantum uctuations
and . The ground state in the phase plane ; ex—
hibis regions of dom inance of either selffrapping (clas—
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sical) ( > 1, < 1) or tunneling (quantum ) param e—
ters ( < 1, > 1) and regions where the classical and
quantum regionsm ix together ( < 1, < lor > 1,
> 1).For < 1, form ation ofboth the selffrapping and
tunneling "phases" is suppressed by the quantum uctu—
ations / .The param eter of nonlinearity and phonon
frequency  are both of quantum origin so that global
quantum uctuationsm ix the uctuations due to nonlin—
earity close to the border of two regions at 1 and the

quantum uctuations

N um erical approach to the two-level exciton and JT

m odels In consideration in com parison with variational
approaches bring understanding of the nature of m ixing
of quantum uctuations w ith the nonlinearities: since the
coherent phonon subsystem does not conserve the num ber
ofphonons the upper level participates in the distribution
ofphonons even in the ground state. T hism anifests itself
by the appearance of additional re ective extrem a of the
ground state w ave function {L6],{4]. T he distance betw een
its extram a is related to the displacem ent of the coherent
phonons and is Involved into the digpersion m easure ofthe
wave finction and of its Fourier transom (18], [19], R01.
T his digplacem ent, ie. the m easure of the polaron sel o—
calization, though suppressed by quantum uctuations, is
ofclssicalorigin. T his is the source ofdi cultiesw ith the
Justi cation ofthem om ent (variance) characterization of

uctuations in the case ofthe wave function w ith the pres—-
ence ofthe additionalre ection m axim um .A s it isknown,
in the case ofm ultipeak wave functions, the variances for
the coordinate and/or m om entum of related wave func-
tions, as well as for other non-com m uting observab]es do
not stand for appropriate uncertainty m easures {8] pa],
since these uncertainty m easures strongly involve distance
between the peaks.

Another serious shortcom Ing arises when we sw itch
from one-to two—orm ore phonon system , like Jahn-Teller
system s are (generally — to a system with several non-
Independent variables). In this case the m om entrelated
uncertainty m easures are not good even for one-peak dis—
tribution, since the w idth of the distribution given by the
variances is a w idth in a particular direction chosen arbi-
trarily, and cannot stand foractual \w idth" ofa distribbu-
tion.

In these cases the Shannon entropies of the probabil-
iy density functions assigned to such wave functionswere
used asaltemative uncertainty m easures ofthe con jaigated
coordinates. T he \entropies" of any probabilistic distriou—
tion are wellknown to elin inate e ectively both the dis-
tance between peaks in the mulipeak distrbutions and
the said \anisotropy" of the distribution in the space of
random variables since they contain in their expressions
only fiinctions ofprobability distrdbutions, ratherthan val-
ues of a random trial, as In m om entum m easures.

For references, we shall brie y summ arize necessary
notions: in the probability theory there aretwom ain types
ofthe Integraluncertainty m easure ass:lgned to an observ—
able, them om ent and entropic ones t23 D ue to existence
of these uncertainty m easures two types of uncertainty
relations (UR) for two non-comm uting observables can

be introduced: (i) the Heilsenberg (variance) UR and (ii)
the entropic UR . W hilke them om ent (variance) UR is ex—
pressed as the product ofthe variances oftw o noncom m ut—
Ing cbservablesA and B, the entropic UR is given by the
sum of their Shannon entropies. For a continuous observ—
able A wih the density of probability distribution p (x)
the (i erential) entropy of A is de ned as P41

Z

He= p ) logp (x)dx

The entropic uncertainty relation for the coordinate
and m om entum ofa quantum system describbed by itsnor-
m alized finction  (x) is represented by the nequality 5],
e

Sx*+ Sp Spi @)

where Sy and S, are the entropies of its coordinate and
m om entum probability distrdbutions

pAS

Sy = 7 @7F bgi &) ax

and

Sp = 7 ©F g7 ©)F dp; ®3)

1

respectively, and / (p) is the Fourier transform ofthe wave
function (x) and Sy Iepresent's the Jower bound of the
right-hand side of the inequality (].)

_ It hasbeen found by BialynickiB irula and M ycielski
p5] that the lower bound Sy, = 1+ log fr the har
m onic oscillator represents the m inim al lower bound for
any quantum system w ith one pair of non-com m uting ob—
servables. T herefore, the sum of coordinate and m om en—
tum entropies ofthe arbitrary quantum system is = 1)

Sx + Sp 1+ log 4)
This relation is an entropic counterpart of the fam ous
H eisenberg principle formulated by m eans of variances:

x p 1=2.

W e note that the entropy as a m easure of uncertainty
and the entropic unoertamty relations are widely used
In quantum optics l22],[26] being useful for system s w ith
m ore com plex structure of photon coherent states (eg.,
Schrodinger cat coherent states).

In Section 2, two standard two-level electron-phonon
m odelsw ith linearelectron-phonon coupling are described
as prototype m odels for which the entropic uncertainty
principle represents the adequate m easure of the uctua—
tions. T he nonlinearity hidden in the (initially linear) two—
J¥evel phonon Ham ittonians is revealed after appropriate
diagonalization of the problem with respect to the elec—
tronic subspace.

In Section 3 we determ ne by direct num erical sin ula—
tions the wave functions of onephonon excion m odel for
a range of m odel param eters. From those, we detem ine
and com pare the quantum uctuations as finctions ofthe
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e ective nteraction described by m eans ofthe Shannon
entropies ofthe phonon coordinate and m om entum on one
hand and by m eans of their variances on the other hand.
C om parison of the sum ofthe coordinate and m om entum

Shannon entropies and the corresponding product of the
variances clearly puts forward the fom er as m ore ade—
quate m easure of the quantum uctuations In certain pa—
ram eter region than the latter one.

O ur approach is consequently based on num erical sin —
ulations, because variationaltreatm entsbased on squeezed
coherent states or their linear com binationsw ere generally
found to underestim ate quantum uctuations : (i) they un—
derestim ate quantum uctuations orighating from nie
phonon frequency l_Z-j], I_2-§'] for weak ocouplings; (i) The

uctuations due to the nonlinearity in the crossover re—
gion are strongly coupled w ith the uctuations (i) .T here-
fore, In the region close to the crossover there appear dis—
continuities which are artefacts of variational approaches
(sIn ilar to those of the adiabatic approxin ation).

In Subsection 3.1 leaning upon variationaltreatm ent of
the exciton m odelwe present results of sin ple analytical
estin ations of quantum uctuations (oth entropic un—
certainties and variances) to illustrate the failure of vari-
ationalm ethods. However, in a am all range of the phase
plane we can dentify the e ect of the classical displace-
ment in the Heisenberg variances and their product by
m eans of variationalm ethod.

Sim ilar investigations for the two-m ode phonon E

@_’ + In) Jahn-Tellerm odel which di ers from them odel
of Section 3 by the presence of phonon assistance in the
tunneling term and, consequently, the existence of addi-
tionalm ode correlations e ects) are presented In Section
4.

2 M odelH am itonians

For the m odel of interest lt us consider the twoJlevel
re ection symm etric electron-phonon system wih linear
(H olstein) coupling to one or two phonon m odes

NX 1;2

i+ 1=2)+ @ + b)) . xi )

i=1

where the Pauli m atrices ,; , represent electron den-—
sity operators in the pseudospin notation, , = 1 ¢
ca)i x =_% o+ da)withI= ca+ do astheunit
operator [15].

For the case of coupling to one phonon n}'ode, N =1,
we take = 1 and two-level Ham iltonian (B) represents
an exciton or a din er w ith tunneling between the levels
w ith the tunneling am plitude . T he prototypem odelhas
been handled both variationally and num erically by m any
authors in its Iocaland extended version {11, l16],{L7], £91.
In the case of the coupling w ith two phonon m odes, N =
2, the second tem with = bj + b, represents phonon-
assisted tunneling between the levels (the ip— op rate
is proportional to the value of phonon-2 coordinate, ie.

an additional \phonon pum ping" occurs in distinction to

the onephonon case). The specialcase = represents
standard E _ = e_Jahn-Teller H am iltonian w ith rotational
symmetry [36,8811,82], {101,B3]. The phonon 1-mode is

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

re ection. The case € is the re ection symm etric

E @+ I») Jahn-TellerH am fltonian recently investigated

variationally and num erically [141,{5].

The re ection symm etry of the Ham ilttonians (:5) in-
volves a nonlinearity which reveals itself explicitly after
perform ing Fulton-6 outermm an unitary transform ation Ful-
ton et al 4], Shore et al [16]):

Nx=1;2
Hpg = UHU '= ©bi+ 1=2)+ @] + by)T
=1
exp @ Bby); (6)
where U = s= 1. g i G= exp (i Bby) is the re-

ection operator in the phonon space,G &+ b)) = B+
)G, which perform s virtual coupling of the levels by
phonons 1 m ediating the electron R abi) oscillations be—
tween them .

T he transfomm ation (_6) diagonalizes a_Es) in the elec-
tronic subspace yielding however a strong nonlnearity in
the phonon subspace (term containing ) which otherw ise
was hidden in the initial H am iltonian ('_5). The unitary
transform ation lkft us wih purely phonon Ham iltonian
(a) while electrons were excluded. A 11 further consider—
ation will be perform ed fr the ground state which for
both m odels is given by the upper sign in the transform ed
Ham iltonian ).

T he com petition ofquantum uctuations ( ), the self-
Jocalization ( ) and the phonon assisted tunneling ( ) in
(:_d) determ ines regions ofdom inance of said e ects for dif-
ferent sets ofthe param eters. In the next sections, we shall
ana]%/ze these regionsby num ericalsim ulationsofthem od-
els (o).

3 Excion: coupling to a singke phonon m ode

Them ain purpose ofthisand ofthe next section isto show

that for the considered prototype m odels the entropic un—
certainties and the entropic uncertainty principle repre—
sent adequate m easures of quantum uctuations instead
ofthem om ent (variance) H eisenberg ones.

The exciton m odel, ncliding respective wave func-
tions, hasbeen previously intensively investigated by m any
authors; Here we shallcon ne ourselves to essentialpoints
needed for our purposes.

T he results of the num erical sin ulations of the ground
state wave functions of the m odel C_é) for = 1, ie.of
one-m ode diagonalcoupling case,are shown in Fig.1.The
param eter of the e ective interaction = 2=2 2 isthe
m easure of the com petition between the classical polaron
sel ocalization due to the interaction ofthe energy 2=2
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(eg. Holstein [_§§‘v]) and ofthe quantum uctuationsofthe
energy .Parameter = is the measure of the com pe-
tition between the quantum tem of the tunneling and
quantum uctuations .W ave finctions shown in Figs.

1 illustrate the e ects of the Interplay between these pa-
ram eters a ecting the population of the phonons on both
levels. One can see that the m ost prom nent deviations
from the onepeak wave function occur for large ; For
moderate and ; ( = 1) the wavefunctions also tend
to exhbit variations from alm ost-G aussian shapes. T hese
features are consistent w ith non-conservation of the num —
ber of the coherent phonons nvolved. They inspired the
variational approach based on linear combination via a
variational param eter of two ham onic oscillators related
toboth levels [_1§‘], Ltz:].N um ericalevaliation ofthe ground
state Fig.2) illustrates sm ooth decrease of the energy as
function of indicating a sm eared crossover region. T he
sharp transition line between two regions resulting from

the com petition oftwo Interactions ( and ) isknown to
be an artefact ofthe adiabatic approxin ation and often of
nadequate variational approaches. In the quantum treat-
m ent the crossover line is sn oothed over the region of a
w idth of the phonon energy.

T hese regions are analogous to the "selfrapping dom —
nated" and the "tunneling dom inated" regions for the
E  (@+ by) model {4],[15] (see the next Section). In the
weak coupling region, < 1,the form ation ofthe "ordered
phases" (either selffrapping— or tunneling— dom inated) is
suppressed by the quantum uctuations aswellas in
the m odel of Section 4.

C orresgponding to the above describbed reasons forqual-
ifying the quantum deviation from the hamm onic oscillator
G aussian) behaviour we evaluated num erically F ig. 3a)
the keft-hand side ofthe Shannon uncertainty relation, the
sum ofentropies Sg + Sp {_4) there, Q and P are the co—
ordinate agd mom entum of the phonon). T he product of
variances Q 2 P ? containing explicitly the displace—
ment (distance between the peaks) is shown on Fig. 3b.
Both approaches, the variance and the Shannon entropy
ones, can be com pared to illustrate theirdi erent physical
content. C lose to the line of equal e ective coupling and
the tunneling strength 2 =  the extrem um ofthe sum of
Shannon entropiesm anifests itselfm arkedly. T he pictures
of related wave functions attribute this extrem um by the
m axin al overlapping (tunneling) of the contributions of
both lkvels Fig. 1b). W ih grow ing polaron sel ocaliza—
tion the quantum uctuations are suppressed and both
oscillator parts tend to separate, see Fig. 3a for large
The ham onic oscillator value 1 + log = 2:14473 is re—
covered in both regions around the crossover region: in
the 1m its of large  or, on the contrary, or large and
an allorm oderate  (less than som e critical value on the
crossover line) .

T he product ofvarjanoesp Q2 P2atFi.3b shows
sin ilar behaviour except for large , where it therefore
accounts for the grow iIng distance of the peaks ofthe w ave
functionswih , Fig.1ld.Thisdistance asa function ofa
clhssicalparam eter isam easure ofthe nonlineariy since
it m aps the position ofthe re ection peak.In the 1im it of

small ,p Q 2 P 2 tendsto theham onicoscillatorvalue
05.

The range of m axinum uctuations in the plane ;
(F ig. 3) separates the quantum uctuation dom inated re—
gion of the ham onic oscillator 2 < ) and the self-
trapping dom inated region 2 > ).A Ythough both un—
certainty m easuresyield sim ilarbehaviour in the crossover
range show ing the comm on increase of uctuations, and
In the tunnelling region where the wavefunctions indeed
converge to an oscillator, the quantitative inform ation be-
yond the crossover region is di erent in the selffrapping
region.Enhancam ent of uctuations reported by the vari-
ance uncertainty picture in the selftrapping region point
merely on the clssical contribution related to the dis-
placam ent so that it fails to phy a rok of a m easure of
quantum uctuations.T his shortcom ing ise ectively elin —
nated by the Shannon entropic relations which thus help
to extract purely quantum e ects m anifested in our case
In the strongly non-G aussian behaviour of single peaks.

Figs. 3c, d com pare crossections of both Figs. 3a, b
as functions of fordi erent . The entropies and vari-
ances plotted on one graph (oth shifted by the oscil-
latory values of corresponding quantities) illistrate the
di erence of two approaches: the H eisenberg product of
variances w ith increasing (upper curves in Fig. 3c,d) is
grow ing while the sum of entropies tends to the oscilla—
tor value as expected. (For quantitative com parison we
should plot rather exponents of the sum ofentropies than
the entropies; this becom es clear if we rem ind of the fa—
m ousE instein relation between entropiesand uctuations
exp (S) X 2, but the di erence between them isaln ost
happreciablk) .

In the next Subsection we shall illustrate these consid—
erations by m eans of analytical calculations ofboth m ea—
sures based upon a variational tting ofwavefunctions.

T he enhancem ent of quantum  uctuations for the ex—
citon m odel have been fund by Feinbery, et al. 1] by
num ericalcalculation ofthem om ent (variance) uncertain—
ties and their product as filnctions of param eters 2 2
and 2 = .Forgiven ,theirdependence on means
In our notations the dependence on 1= .Let usnote that
these uctuations are related to the com petition of the
param eters and ofthe nonlinearity param eter , ie.re—
lated to a crossover between the selffrapping dom nated
and the tunneling dom inated regions. H owever, the un-
desirable presence of the ical nonlinearity m anifests
itself in the dependence of Q2 P?on dueto the
com petition between the param eters and .Namely, it
becom es obviousw hen the product ofvariances is depicted
asa finction of 2 2 asin Fig 3.

3.1 Analytical illustration: variational approach

T hough the variational approaches based on squeezed co—
herent states are not suitable for description of quantum
uctuations we w ill apply them for evaluations of uctu—
ations of a sinpl exciton m odel. W e can use them for
dem onstration ofthe e ect of nterest (ie. ofthe nvolve—
ment of the digplacem ent In the m om ent uncertainties
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product In contrast to is entropic counterpart). W e will
use variational approach w ith two squeezed coherent har-
m onic oscillators linearly combined by a variational pa-
ram eter {14) in accordance w ith the concept initiated by
Shore and Sander @@] H owever, this illustrative analyt—
ics is valid only if the m axin a of the wave function are
well separated from each other (sm all overlapping), ie

for strong coupling (large ).This is just the region ofthe
m ost prom inent di erence of both said concepts of the
uncertainty m easure.

P honon varationalw ave finction forthe tw o—Jevelm odel

w ith one phonon m ode ( ~ ‘1)_("§:) as solution to the
Fulton-G outerm an equation l_l]],[_Bg],l_ZS_i]

HE) ® = [ Pp+1=2+ +b)
(7)

p= 1
for the ground state (o= 1) can be chosen In the form

fLel, fa:
1
3 Mi=p=ar 6305 ®)
whereG = exp (1 ©b) is re ection operator in the phonon
space, G Wi= 3 @iG, and
3% (;pi=D ( )S@Pi: ©)

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

functions D ( ) and S (r) are generators of displacem ent

and squeezing depending on the variational param eters:
D ()=exp[ &
S () = explr B

o) ;
B)]

acting on the phonon vacuum i.The nom alization con—
stantin {§) isC = 1+ 2+ 2 exp[ 22exp ( 4r)].Wave
flinction @)—C_l(_i) represents two squeezed displaced har—
m onic oscillators com bined by a variational param eter
(com parew ith Fig.l).

Variational param eters of the displacem ent , squeez—
ing r and the param eter ofadm ixture ofthe re ection part
ofthe upper kevel can be detem ined by m inin alization
ofthe Ham iltonian (::Z) averaged over ('_Q) :

10)

1
h i= — coshé4r+
2
1
621+2 2 exp( 8r)exp ( 2y +
2, e — 1+ Dexp( 29)+2 ;
C C
~ exp( 2r): (11)
(T he param eters are scaled so that = 1).

Tt is worth noting that variational approaches of vary—
Ing degree of reliability com bined w ith unitary transform a—
tionsarew Jde]y used forelectron-phonon system s @L I[1’-7

I29 Bl],tZS],BG] C om parison ofdi erent variationalA nsatzes

for one—phono_r} two-Jevel system_ was perform ed eg. by
Shore et al [16], Sonnek et al fi4] and orE & + by)

- -

m odel by the present authors [14].

PGP =gE® @,

Let us eva]Ltljate variances of the phonon coordinate

Q=(by+b 2 and momentum P = ([ b)=1i 2,
(Q)?=m? mif; (P)°=1% Piwherewe
average over the states §)—{10).
W e get
1 2 4+ 1+ Yexp( 2)
== 4r) 1+ 8 ;
(Q)7= pewln A+ 2+2 exp( 22))
12)
1 exp( 2%)
P)?=Z= 4r) 1 8 4
(F) 2exp( 2 1+ 242 exp( 2°)
13)
For large ,the product ofvariances can be estin ated
by
1 16 2
Z(P)?r S 1+ ————~F 14
(Q)°(P) 2 1t 2) (14)

where ~ isde ned by {11).From [12), {13) and {14) it
isobviousthat the anom alousenhancem ent of uctuations
is due to the contribution of the classical displacem ent
(reduced by squeezing) ~ and ism ediated by the re ection
parameter .If = 0,we are keft wih a singlk ham onic
oscillator as expected.

Tt iseasy to perform sim ple illustrative analyticalesti-
m ations for the valies of variational param eters as func—
tionsofthem odelparam eters.A ssum ing in {i]: )r; amall,
wegetan approxin ateequation for setting@hH i=@ = 0
(com pare sin ilar procedure in the recent paper ﬁl4

1+ 2 exp( 2%) = ; 1s)

(from sim ilar considerations the expression or can also
be found).

Fig. 4 ilustrates results of the variationalapproach for
the H eisenberg product of variances: in com parison w ih
Fig. 3b, there occurs a com plkte suppression of uctua-
tions In the tunneling region 2 < . Instead of the
an ooth crossover there occurs sharp discontinuity which
is an artefact because of underestim ation of the uctua-
tions sim ilar to that of adiabatic approxim ation. In
the selffrapping region, 2 > , the Increase is evi-
dently caused by the classical oontrbutjon because quan-—
tum uctuations tend to disappear in the classical lin i
of the strong coupling.

T o illustrate the advantages ofthe entropic uncertainty
relation over the m om ent H eisenberg ones for our casewe
calculate approxin ately the expressions for the Shannon
entropies of coordinate and m om entum for the ansatz @),
{d). This can be easily done analytically if 1 and

exp 2r) (last condition m eaning that two peaks of
the wavefiinction are well sgparated and aln ost do not
overlp).

For the entropies Sq and Sp ('_2)—(3 w ith (8 {1d
get

1 2 2 3
Sg = > 1+ log )+ g @d+ 2)+2r 7 g ( “)+0 ("; 7);
1e)
1 2 3 2
Sp = E(l‘l’bg ) 2r m+o " ) exp( 2%):
17)
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From (16) and ([7)

So+Sp =1+ g + bgl+ ) ———
0 P g g ( ) T+ 2)

2

“)+ 0" 7):as)

1+ 2 09¢
For = 0,Eq. :(153 reduces to the SJng]e oscillator value
1+ log as expected. Contrasting Il8 w ith {_14) we see
that entropy uncertainty relationsare w eakly dependent of
the displacem ent ~ and contain as the m ain contrbution
ow Ing to the param eter origihating from the nonlnear
e ect due to coupling between levels.

4 Interplay between quantum uctuations
and nonlinearity in E o + ) Jahn-Teller
m odel

Quantum ground state ofE  + bp) Jahn-Teller re ec—
tion sym m etricm odel (@ degenerate electron level coupled
w ith two phonon m odes, one sym m etric and one antisym —
m etric against the re ection) hasbeen investigated in our
recent papers for the one site fl-d] and lattice [1-5] case.Let
us expound the m ain resuls relevant to c]ar:i_@_ the origin
of quantum uctuations of interest.

E xact num ericalsin ulationsofthe solution to the H am il-

tonian (é) wih = b + by yield the ground state wave
finctions depicted n Figs. 5 a, b, ¢ (In the coordinate
representation in the space Q: Q2)), In tem s of the
parameters = “=2 % and = = for three char-
acteristic regions @4_‘] T he tw o-phonon ground state wave
functions for the case of phonon-assisted tunneling exhibit
evident m ixing of the phonon-1 wave fiinctions related to
the Iower and excited kevelsat < 1, Fig. b5a.Each of
the levels refers to one of two com peting m inin a of the
e ective potential com posed of —and -com ponents, as
descrbed below , Fig. 6. Them ixing due to the two m ode
correlation is pronounced m ost e ectively in the region
of the dom nant quantum uctuations , < 1; " 1
fl4 > 1, the prom inent peak refers to a ham onic
oscﬂJator of the dom Inant potentialwell related to the
sel ocalized state of an electron oscillating between the
levels (Fig. 5c).Because of the phonon-2 assistance there
occurs a am eared continuous crossover from the regim e
of sel ocalization ig.5a) towards the tunnelling regin e
(Fig. 5c) through the Intem ediate picture close to the
E e Jahn-Tellercase Fig.5b).

In spie of the lim itations of variational approaches
(their ailure close to the crossover between two regim es,
underestin ation of quantum uctuations) they provide
usefil insight into the behaviour of the ground state. T he
com plex interplay of the nonlinear and quantum e ects
hasbeen analyzed by num ericalsim ulationsand com pared
w ith results ofvarious variationaltreatm ents f_l-é_i].W enote
that the variationalw ave functions w ith the adm ixture of
the excited sym m etric phonon m ode (phonons2) we pro—
posed recently I_lé] for the ground state showed signi cant
Inm provem ent of the agreem ent w ith num erical sin ulation

results egpecially for strong eph couplings . The topol-
ogy ofthe e ective variationalpotential, Fig. 6, (Ham ilto-
nian @) averaged over trial fuinctions depending on a set of
variationalparam eters) is controlled by severalm odelpa—
ram eters; it plausbly can acquire two orm ore com peting
m inin a referring to the ground state w ith a possble ad-
m xture ofthe sidem Inin um referring to the excited state
Il4] As a resul, two regions of the ground state appear
according to which one of two localm inim a of the po—
tential dom inates; generically two regions are recognized
—w ith either dom ihating selffrapping ( < 1) or tunnel-
Ing ( > 1).The existence of selffrapping dom inated vs
tunneling dom inated regions resuls from com plex com pe—
tition of two nonlinearly coupled coherent phonon m odes
( ~term in i_é)) .Let usnote, that the order param eters for
the selffrapping dom na "phase" is the displacem ent
W + bji  Q; and for the tunneling dom inated "phase"

Hg‘+ i Qp.These features are analogous forboth local
{l4] and a generalized Jattice I5]E & + by) JT model

The additional phonon-2 assistance of the tunneling
w ith non-conservation of the num ber of the phonons 2
In plies their selftonsistent behaviour and creation of a
corresponding potential well which develops proportion—
ally to the interaction strength Fig. 6). At the same
tin e the correlation of both phonon m odes is Involved
(last tem of (6)) via themultiple Rabi) tunneling m edi-
ated by the mode 1 as a source of the nonlinearity. T he
nonlinearity signi cantly enhances the quantum uctua—
tions In the region ofm axin altunneling betw een the levels
f_lé_i‘]. C om petition ofthe tem s responsible for selffrapping
and phonon-assisted tunneling between the levels result—
Ing In form ation of two ground state regions is accom pa-—
nied by increased anom alous quantum uctuations in the
crossover region . T here is to be em phasized that, sin ilarly
tothecaseof = 1 Fi.2), there exists no sharp transi-
tion line in the ground state ofthe energy in the phase di-
agram . T he transition region is sn eared by a w idth ofthe
phonon frequency . Sharp transition line occurs rather
as a well known artefact of som e variational approaches
and of the adiabatic approxin ation 116]

In oxder to descrbe the quantum uctuations result—
ing from the complex interplay of the above described
contributions we have num erically evaliated the Shannon
entropies Sg, Sp Figs. 7a, b) and their sum Sq + Sp
Fig. 8a) as functions of and .Here Q £0Q1;0 29
and P fP, ;P,g and all ntegrations are m eant in the
two-din ensionalspace Q1 Q, resp.P; P,

In the weak coupling region, = 2=2 2 1, orma-
tion ofthe "phases" at < land > 1 isgreatly reduced
because of the uctuations and strong correlations be—
tween thephononm odes F ig.8a).Forlarge theextrema
at ' 1 get sharper but rem ain non-singular due to the

nite @lthough an all) quantum uctuations .The ocbvi-
ous asym m etry ofthe sum ofentropiesSg + Sp asa func-
tion of oom esfrom the uctuationsofthe > 1 "phase".
In the lim it of large , both uncertainties, entropic and
mom entum ones, tend to their values corresponding to
tw o ham onic oscillators, 2(1 + log )= 428946 and 05,
respectively (Figs.8a,b or9a,c).T hisresam blesm uch the
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tunneling dom inated region of one-phonon m odel (Section
3) with the single exception that the tunneling region is
soread for all because of the pronounced crossover en—
hanced by phonon-2 pum ping.

Num erical result for the product  Q 2 P ? as func-
tion of and isshown In Fig.8b and 9%, d.T he contour
plots ofF igs. 8 presented on Fig. 10 help visualizing their
di erence, nam ely (i) the classical contribution ofthe dis—
placem ent grow ing w ith the coupling to the H eisenberg
product, Fig. 10. b, and (i) prevention of form ation of
the selffrapping dom inated and the tunneling dom inated
regions In the weak coupling region < 1. Exocept for
the region 2 the di erence between Fig. 8a and 8b
is seen not so clkar as on the corresponding Fig. 3 a) b)
for one-phonon m odel. However it can be easily traced if
one com pares the corresponding crossections along and

axes, visualised on F ig. 9a)—d) . In particular, ofm ain in—
terest for the application of suggested altemative m easure
areregionsoflarge clbseto ' 1landof 1 where the
w avefunctions exhib i pronounced m ultipeak structure, as
seen from Fig. 5a)b).

The region ofmaximum in Figs.8a,b at ' 1 refers
to the crossover between the quantum uctuation dom -
nated region < 1 and the sel ocalization dom inated
region > 1l.Namely, at 1 there occurs a crossover
from two correlated oscillators tow ards two independent
oscillators, which is visualized In Fig. 8a. These two in—
dependent oscillators (see wavefuinctions on F ig. 5a) refer
to the com plexity ofthe classical (ie. adiabatic lim i) po—
tential and the entropic relations handle them accurately
m arking this region as a \classical" one w ith close to two—
oscillatorvalie 2 (1+ log ).On the contrary, the variances
in the left-hand side ofthe H eisenberg uncertainty relation
(Fig. 4b) continue increasing or anall w ith growing ,
but apparently weakerthan In the one-phonon case ofSec—
tion 3.In the two-phonon case the separation oftwo peaks
ofthe wave finction in the selffrapping region ism uch less
pronounced than in the onephonon case, which is seen
also from the m oderate increase of the product of vari-
ances at Fig. 8b, 9¢, 10b, for < 1 In com parison w ih
the corresponding one-phonon case at Fig. 3b.

5 Conclusion

T w o—levelelectron-phonon system sw ith one (exciton) and
two E ({@@t+ky) Jahn-Tellerm odel) phonon m odesexhibit
re ection symm etry as the source of a hidden nonlinear-

ity which reveals explicitly by appropriate umtary diago—
nalization Eulton-G outem an transform ation (é of the
Ham iltonian. T his diagonalization (i) excludes electrons
leaving us w ith solkly phonon Ham iltonian (exact decou-—
pling In electron subspace), (i) reveals quantum correla—
tion of phonon m odes In the case of two-phonon m odel.
A s a consequence, related phonon wave functions exhibit
m ultipeak, ie. essentially non-G aussian structure even in
the ground state. Besides this "topological" anisotropy,
additional anisotropy appears in two-phonon m odel due
to the correlation of the m odes. R esulting com plex topol-
ogy of the ground state im plies appearance of tw o regions

In the phase plane ; or ; :the selffrapping dom -
nated region or < lor2 > and the tunneling
dom lnated region or > lor2 < respectively, for
both m odels due to com petition oftw o antagonistic (clas—
sical selftrapping and quantum tunneling [;LE: [14 nter-
actions in the Ham iltonian (tem swith and in 65
The enhancem ent of uctuations close to the crossover
between these two regions behaves in analogy with the
corresponding item s of the theory of critical phenom ena
but appears am oothed by the nite phonon frequency
Nam ely, quantum uctuations due to nite phonon fre—
quency prevent form ation of the ordered "phases" in
the region ofweak coupling < 1 in the phaseplane ;
or ; .The Interplay ofthe classicaland quantum tem s
yields com plex interplay (m ixing) ofquantum uctuations
/  and nonlinear uctuations /

Them om ent and entropic uncertainty m easures repre—
sent tw o classes of characteristics used in the probability
theory In order to describe quantitatively the spreading
of the probability distribution for an ocbservable. T he un—
certainty principle in quantum m echanics leans essentially
on the probabilistic interpretation ofthe wavefinction and
can be thus form ulated In a twofold fashion —in the form of
eitherm om ent (variance) or entropic uncertainty relation.

The ain of this paper was to show that for certain
param eter region the appropriate quantitative m easure of
phonon quantum uctuations of the system s in consid—
eration could be the entropic uncertainty m easures rather
than them om entm easures (variances) used in the H eisen—
berg uncertainty relation.W e have com pared resutsofnu—
m erical sin ulations for both types ofm easures and show
that the lJatter exhbits serious shortcom ings In description
ofthe global uctuations of such system s.

N am ely, Heisenberg uncertainty relations in pose the
m easure under integration Q %, resp.P ?) which is nonin-
variant in the space of variables —both translationally and
rotationally. H ence there are two sources of the disquali-
cation of the H eisenberg variances, both resulting from
the anisotropy of wavefunctions caused by the re ection
sym m etry of considered m odels: (i) form er non-invariance
has is consequences in di culties describing the muli-
peak distrbutions, and (i) latter one — when trying to
Judge about two orm ore strongly correlated variables.
Problm of characterization of quantum uctuations
by variances for a system of two correlated oscillators is
much m ore subtle than for one oscillator of Section 3. In
addition to the problem s in posed by m ultipeak distribu-
tions a serious di culty arises if several coupled variables
are Involved (in our case —tw o strongly correlated phonon
oscillators) . If for onem ode case (@nd for the probabil-
ity distrbution with a single peak) h X 2i could stand
for an e ective \width" of the distribution finction, in
m any-variable case it represents only an average \w idth"
In the X -direction, that is the m easure under the Integral
is not the best choice since it is strongly a ected by, eg.,
basis rotation. As an exam ple jist oons:der a squeezed
correlated two-phonon trial finction ﬂ4.] of the general
form exp ( i34= 1,2 Q43%1%3 ) representing an arbitrarily
tumed ellipsoid In (x1;xX2) plne. To jidge about the
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\w dth" of such distrbution In tem s of variances one
should therefore consider rather tensor quantities repre-
sgr‘ltjng the \w idth" of the distribbution for every direction
B71.

T he entropicm easure, on the contrary, doesnot su er
from this shortocom ing. It presents a handy characteris—
tics of essentially scalar character which can be applied
for any num ber of coupled variables, but is not a ected
by the basis rotation. T his holds generally for a m easure
which suggests taking an average of som e function of the
distrbution itself (averaging of logP (x), as for Shannon
entropy considered here, or generalized entropicm easures,
like, for exam plke, R enyientropy R1]).

Sin ilar problem s arise, e. g. In quantum optics, at the
description of uctuations of the photon coherent Schro-
dinger cat states and photon multin ode correlated sys-
tem s (see, eg. Ohya et al f_2§'] and Buzek t_zgi] and ref-
erences therein). The entropic uncertainty relations are
comm only recognized there as a good tool for handling

uctuations of quantum origin.
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Fig. 5. The two-phonon num erical ground state wave functions at
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F ig. 7. Shannon entropies Sg (a) and Sp (o) as functionsof and
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Fig. 8. Sum of entropies Sgo + Sp in the plane ; . The lower bound corresponds to the two ham onic oscillators value
2(1+ log ) (@);Productofvariances Q ? P ? in theplne ; ().

The di erence of two Figs is not so well pronounced as on is one-dim ensional counterpart F ig.3, but for better insight the
reader is referred to follow ing F ig.9 w ith pertaining crossections.
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