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A bstract

T he evolution of open system s, sub fct to both Ham iltonian and
disspative forces, is studied by w riting the nm elem ent ofthe tim e (t)
dependent density m atrix in the form

am B = - n (t) m ©

T he so called "square root factors", the (t)’s, are non-squarem atrices
and are averaged overA system s ( ) ofthe ensam ble. T his squareroot
description is exact. Evolution equations are then postulated for the
(t) factors, such asto reduce to the L indblad-type evolution equations
forthe diagonaltem s in the density m atrix. Forthe o -diagonaltem s
they di er from the Lindblad-equations. T he "square root factors" (t)
are not unigue and the equations for the (t)’s depend on the speci ¢
representation chosen. Two criteria can be suggested for xing the
choice of (t)’s one is sin plicity of the resulting equations and the
other has to do w ith the reduction of the di erence between the (t)
form alism and the Lindblad-equations.
W hen the method is tested on cases which have been previously
treated by otherm ethods, our results agree w ith them . E xam ples cho—
sen are (i) m olecular system s, such that are either periodically driven
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near level degeneracies, for which we calculate the decoherence occur—
ring in m ultiple Landau-Zener transition, or else when undergoing de—
scent around conical intersections in the potential surfaces, (ii) form al
dissipative systam sw ith L indblad-type operators representing either a
non-M arkovian process or a two-state system coupled to bosons.

Attractive features of the present factorization m ethod are com —
plte positivity, the no higher than lnear increase of the in plem enta—
tion e ort wih the num ber of states involved and the introduction of
random ness only at the start of the process.

K eywords: D ecoherence, Lindblad operators, Landau-Zener crossing, coni-
cal intersections, N on-M arkovian processes

PACS number(s): 03.65B z

1 Introduction

T he present authors have proposed a variational form ulation to study the
tim e evolution of the density m atrix for situations including both H am iltto-
nian and dissipative processes ﬂ:]. Thiswas based on an expression for the
tim e (t)-dependent density m atrix, originally devised In [_2] and developed
by B], which was w ritten form ally as

= © O @

In this work we apply this "square root" or "factorization" m ethod to the
nvestigation of quantum trafctories In a decoherent environm ent.

In the above, the "squareroot factors" are the non-square m atrix  (t)
w hose com ponents are w ritten as

© @)

n

and its hem itean conjigate. The upper index designates the system in
the ensam bl and the lower index n the state of the system . In principle,
both Iabels run over In nie valies, but for bookkesping purposes we lt

take A valies and n take N valies. (A lso, In the exam ples worked out
In this paper we have taken or A and N nie and sn all integers.) T hus,

the prim ary quantity in the formm alisn is a rectangular N x A m atrix.
A s derived In [-{I] and in other texts follow ing von N eum ann’s m ethod E],
the density m atrix is obtained as an ensam bl average over all system s. A



generalnm com ponent is
1%
nm ~ n m
A,

3)

E quation {-_3) is quoted by num erous quantum m echanics and statistical
physics textbooks. The relationshp of the ’s to the wave-functions in
an ensem ble and other properties of the density m atrix are given in the
appendix. In equation (_]:) the dot sym bol is a shorthand for the averaging
(@ nom alized inner product) over .]

A fom ally identical form isobtained for from an altemative de nition
of the density m atrix of an open system , nam ely by starting w ith the total
density m atrix of the system (s) + its Interactive environm ent (e) and then
taking the trace over the degrees of freedom of the environm ent E;]. Thus
the "factorization" of the density m atrix Involves no approxim ation.

To show this, we w rite a state vector of the com bined system as

X
J > ste= gnj.1>sj > e 4)
n
In tem s of com plete sets of the system and of the environm ent. From this

we form the density m atrix operator
X

“ste= J > ste< Jste= gngmj >eh>s<mF< 3 ©)
n m

T racing over the environm ent states gives the reduced densiy m atrix for

the system alone
X . . X ) .
"= Trelsie= < Jsted >= 9nGn N >s< M} )

nm

The nm m atrix elem ent of the operator “y is:
X
am =< nfsm >= 9h %n (7)

w hich is of the square root form in equation [3) with , = Ag,.

1.1 The non unigueness of square-root factors

T he squareroot factors are not unigque. This can easily be seen from equa—
tion {1:) . Suppose ITknow amatrix (t) and use it to calculate  (©):

= © O @)



Obviously I can take any unitary m atrix U in the ensamble space and use
it to calculate another m atrix o(t) such that:

%)= (U )

O r In Index notation:
St = _®U (10)

Now if %) isused to calulate another density m atrix  ° () using equation
6'_]:) we ocbtain:

= ©u ¥ m= ou U o= © a1

Hence @) = (t)U is jast another representation of the density m atrix

(t), the use of either Oht) or @) can not be distihguished experin entally
and has no physical signi cance. Furthem ore we can choose a U m atrix
evolring in tim e such that U = U (t). T he considerations that dictate which
is the best representation to use are discussed in the follow ing sections.

2 Evolution in a dissipative environm ent

2.1 A density m atrix form ulation

At the present the Liouville-von N eum ann-Lindblad (LvN L) equations, that
are linear in the density m atrix and ensure its com plte positiviyy, are fre—
quently em ployed for the evolution of the density m atrix in the presence
of dissipative processes. These are written (W ith the over dot representing
tin e derivation and the tin e dependence tem porarily suppressed) as:

h = iH; ]+ @L ' 1'L L'L) 12)

show Ing the Ham iltonian (H ) and dissipative (L) processes Ej]. (T herem ay
be severalofthe latter, in which case each process is labelled by an index and
the rate equation contains a sum over the processes. For notational sin plic—
ity we consider a sihgle process and do w thout an indexed L . A theoretical
developm ent leading to the above equations is found in fg].) T he relation
of the Lindblad equation to stochastic (to or Stratonovich) form ulation of
dissipative processes In quantum m echanicsw as developed in 'ﬁ], furtherelu—
cidated in {Id] and com parisons between various rate form alism were m ade
in ['j.-;'] Several extensions of the M onteCarlo M C) or unravelling form al-
isn were m ade to non-M arkovian and other processes (eg., [[4H{I4]). For
opposing view pointswe refer to [I51-p4].



22 Tin e developm ent of the 's

W e now postulate tin eevolution equations in the "square root" m ethod.
The form ofthe equations is rationalized by the facts that they w ill correctly
give the Liouvillevon Neum ann equations for H am iltonian processes and
that they have the form ofthe LvN L equations for the diagonal elem ents of
the density m atrix ,,, when there also dissppative term s. The o -diagonal
matrix elements ,n, 0 $ m ) will be discussed after Introduction of the
initial conditions.

h,= dHn ,+Lgss . L oL Ls s 13)

- r Qr(n)

T he star denotes the com plex conjigate. The summ ation convention for
doubly appearing rom an indices is used, but n In a subscript m eans no
sum m ation overn (and no sum m ation is m plied form uliple G reek indices).
The inverse ( , ) 1 isnot an elm ent of the inverse m atrix of ; rather, it
is the inverse of an ekm ent of . For the con jugate variable one has

L.sLm 14)

_n s ns s

h, =i, Hm+ () "Lpr, ¢ L

A s discussed in previous texts using the squareroot m ethod H, 3, the rate
equations or ,, follow from combination of equation (_ii_i) and equation
@.-f!) . In fact, using the keft hand side of these expressions and carrying out
the ensam ble averaging, one obtains the tin erate of a diagonal elem ent of
the density m atrix, as follow s

h X
hgay = " lns * = n |
1X
= X fi[QrHrn Hnrr&]
+ 2Lrlr r s Lrls n s LrerIL erlLrS s n g
= fi[;H ]+ 2L LY LYL L'Lgy, (15)

O n the right hand side allproducts ofthe ’san bew ritten In termm s ofden—
sity m atrix elem ents and the expression yields precisely the nn—cocom ponent
of right hand side ofequation {I2) . Sin ilarly to solutions ofthe LyN L equa—
tions, the trace of ispreserved (Tr_(t) = 0 at alltim es) and the positiviy
of any diagonalm atrix elem ents ,, isensured, sihce p,n= , L, O.

On the other hand, the dissipative part of the rate expressions for the
non diagonal com ponents of the densiy m atrix has the form
h X
h _am X [ n -m + A m ]



= A fl[n r Hrm Hnr r m ] n s LrsLIm LrnLrS s m
1 1
+ L&SsrLgr(g) m+LITererrLs(rrL) ng
= fi[;H] LL Lgym + @B™"LY)yn + @B *LY)y,
(16)
In which the B tensor is de ned as
1 X
B?SH=X rs(m)ln 7

This contains tem s that include the inverse quantities ( ,) * and cannot
be expressed in termm s of the density m atrix. T hiswas already noticed in [_2.'].
In the case thatm = n we obtain BEX™ = 4. Thus, while the square root
m ethod is self consistent, it is not fully equivalent w ith Lindblad equations.
(A detailed com parison w ith di erent m ethods is given in section 5.) The
di erence can be clearly form ulated by nserting the follow ing expression in
the curly brackets in equation ([6) and subtracting the sam e from the last
two tem s:

2 X
rnX r s Lem = f2LY Lo (18)
T hen the curly brackets becom es
fi[ ;H 1+ 21Y L. LYL 1YL gnm (19)

which is the Lindblad expression, whilke the di erence can be w ritten as

l X mn nm
X s (Drs +D sr ) s (20)
w ith the de nition that
DE" = (4 ) Lns n Ly LgLum 1)

T he squareroot m ethod leads therefore (in general) to di erent solutions
than the Lindblad equation. W e repeat that equation ([6) is not used to
obtain the o -diagonal density m atrix temn s; rather, these are calculated
directly from the squareroot factors.



221 Two com ponents

To com plete this subsection we w rite down explicitly the equations as they
should appear for a two com ponent system to be used in the follow ing sec—
tions (but suppressing the system index ):

hy = iMH11 1+ Hiz 2)

Laf 1 LpLa 2+ le% Li11 1+ L1z 2) 22)
h, = iz 1+ Hoz 2)

Lyl 1 LF o+ L21% L21 1+ Loz 2) 23)

In the case that the Lindblad operator L does not have diagonal elem ents
those equations can be further sin pli ed:

323
i1 7

2

h,y, = 1B 1+ Hi 2) Taf 1+ L12F

h, = i 1+ Ho 2) L2f 2+ Laf

2.3 The unigueness of the evolution equation

A cocording to section :_l-_.l-' is not unique. can be replaced by an equally
plausible representation ° such that a unitary m atrix U connects the two:

.= 20U © (26)

T his can also be w ritten as:
L0=U 0llo+ 2o ou o] (28)

Introducing the expression from equation (_2-§) and equation {_2-§) into equa—
tion ('_1-3) we cbtain the resul:
hu ©L) ©+ J O OU '®) 1=U-0Of #Ha ? LLes g

+Lps 0 2 LU —©C2U —@©) ] (29)



M ultiplying by the nverse m atrix ofU and rearranging term s we cbtain:

h)@®= dHnr? Lyplesg +Lpsd 2 L,,U0 -©C)U -@)*!

h O QU o) (30)

W e see that the third term in the right hand side of equation {_3-9) (corre—
soonding to the second term in the right hand side of equation C_l-i_i)) is to
som e degree arbitrary. Furthem ore, if them atrix U (t) is chosen to betim e
dependent a fourth term can be added w ithout e ecting the results. How

should one choose am atrix U (£)? Som e recom m endations can be given:

1. Choose am atrix U (t) to sin plify equation (30).

2. Choose a matrix U (t) to avold singularity condition that m ay occur
in the third tem in the right hand side of equation (30). M ore about
the problem of singular initial condition in the next subsection.

3. Choose a matrix U (t) In order to reduce the di erence between the
Lindblad form alisn and the factorization m atrix form alisn . T his can
be done in tem s of the di erence tensor D },' de ned in equation
{1). serting the expression from equation {6) into equation £1)
we obtain the resut:

D" U 1 = (,7) 'Lps oL

(

LanLlm

nr

U ~@©) "Los (2 U ()L, LgLm G1)

sn

|’:So \:3

HencetheU () can be chosen in order to obtain sm allerD §.* tensors.

For the exam ples which were worked out in this paper i was found
that choosing them atrix U (t) as the dentity m atrix produced both simpl
equations and also good agreem ent w ith the Lindblad theory. H owever, for
m ore involved cases a di erent choice of them atrix U (t) m ay be needed.

2.4 Initial conditions

T he presence ofthe nverse in the disspative part of the evolution equations
causes the iniial conditions (IC) to be of great im portance. T his is evident,
because the rate expressions are singular w henever a com ponent probability
is zero. W e can sin plify the treatm ent by expressing the density m atrix at



t= 0 in a diagonal form . This can always be done by a suiable transfor-
m ation of the basic states. T he cases of pure and m ixed system s are then
easily distinguished. T he physical IC are, quite generally, that

q__
j,03j= p¢ forn= 1;:u5M (32)

and zero for the rest of the states. H ere the iniial probabilities pg

#
pl=1 (33)

n=1

by nom alization of the densiy m atrix. In a pure state

and iIn a m ixed state
M > 1 (35)

W e have already noted that a zero value ofa -variablke att= 0 (or at
any later tin e), causes a singularity on the right hand side of equation ‘_1-_3)
and equation ('_ZI.-fi) . This is overcom e by starting the integration at a tine
arbitrarily close to and slightly above t= 0, sub ct to the IC 's given by

g ° o ge—

gmoa 0= e 7 [ pl+ 2Lps pIRYell = Lt ] (36)

w ith thephases , taken to be real, but w ith no other restriction on them .
W hen pg € 0, the second term in the above equation can be ignored. But if
the rsttem is zero, the follow ing term is essential. T he correction to this
tem can be shown to be, for an allt, of the order 1. ft. It can be checked
that the above choice of IC ensures that the singularity on the right hand
side of the evolution equation for any com ponent is exactly cancelled by
the singular tim e derivative on the lkeft hand side. (For a historical rem ark,
singularities of the solutions in the density m atrix at t= 0 were noted early
on, in section 4 of @-Z_I] T he fast "slippage" or nitially irreqular behavior of
solutions was recognized in i_2-_5].)

W e now assum e that all solutions of the rate equations for the ’s cor-
regpond to a physical system in the ensemble. T he ensam bl averaging has
therefore to be carried out for all possble choices of the initial phases.



24.1 Short tim e behavior

Let us now calculate the tim e developm ent of the density m atrix at short
tin es, or an niially pure state, n which

11tt=0=1; 1,0)=0; nn O)=0; forn6 16 m 37)
In this case q__
pi=1 (38)
and q__
p? =0 né 1 (39)

Forthe casen 6 1 equation (36) takes the fom
d

) S — . | S
t.]j%+ n=e " 2LyL  t=e " 1,17 2t (40)

T he density m atrix has the f©llow Ing short tin e behavior:

1% 1%
Im =l = 0 © GmOy e " 1)
w here
Iom ©) = imljzlpgcforn= 1m > 1
= 2¥n1Jln1Xt forné 16 m 42)

The last case includes diagonal m atrix elem ents for the initially absent
states, n = m > 1, but here the phase factor averaging over (the sys—
tem labels) in equation @-1:) gives unity. These m atrix elem ents are thus
seen to give rise to a non—zero valie w thin a tin e of the orderoft L 2.
D ue to the dissppative m echanisn (represented by L), the system w ill there—
fore becom em ixed beyond thistine, so that Tr 2 < 1. Thispuretom ixed
transition can also be obtained from calculation of the tim e derivatives of
the square root factors. W ih a purely Ham iltonian interaction #H ), an
nitially pure state for this Ham iltonian w ill persist to be a pure state at
Jater tin es.)

3 D ecoherence in M olecular System s

10



3.1 D riven LevelC rossing

The changes In the density m atrix nvolving two states during fast level
crossing by a m olecular system s were considered In [_2-_6] Including also dis—
sipative forces. Tt was later rem arked in Q-j.] that the "square root operator
m ethod of E_Z]", represents an altemative way of show ing how a dissipative
term in the Ham iltonian can cause decoherence. W e now formulate the
evolution equations in this squareroot schem e and solve the resulting equa—
tions. The solutions for the diagonal term in the density m atrix, shown
graphically below In Figure 1 and sin ilar to those shown in [_II:], have all
the features appearing In the earlier treatm ents {_2-6, _-2-:/.] based on entirely
di erent schem es of solution.

The levelcrossing (LC ) system is characterized by a H am itonian # ;¢ )
and a non —Hem itian dissppative (Lyc ) part w ritten for the two states in
the m atrix fom s, as follow s:

1
=G ocos(! t) J
Hypc= 2 43
e J 1G cos(!t) @)
!
P— 01
Lic = 1 0 44)

G denotes the strength of the periodic driving eld; the coe cients J and
of the tunnelling and of the dissipative m echanian s are denoted by sam e
symbolsas in 6]and P71.
For a M arkovian process the rate equations are now w ritten for the two
elements ( ;; ,) In the density m atrix as

1
jh_l=EGoos(!t)l+J2 il, F.%=11

ih _, %Goos(!t)z-l—Jl il, J.f=,1 (45)
W e have already called attention to the divisors on the extrem e right,
characteristic of the factorization formm alisn for dissipative processes, equa—
tion (_l-fi) . The trace of the density *) stays constant during the
m otion, by construction.

W e next solve two equations orthe s, sub fct to the pure state nitial
conditions j; ¥=1, , Oatt= 0.Then from the solutionswe form the
diagonalm atrix elem ents of the density m atrix and nally show the resuls
In gure l. For a beginning, the three Iower draw ings In the gure arose

11



from calculations that were carried out for a density m atrix referring to an
"ensam ble" consisting ofone system . Thism eansthat onehasA = 1 and the
sum m ation over In equation (3) istrivial. T he quantiy changed between
the upper three draw ings is the strength  of the dissipative termm . A s this
Increases, a transition takes place from the slow to the fast decoherence
regin e. W e have already noted the ram arkabl sin ilarity of the results
obtained here by the factorization m ethod to those in Figure 1 in P@] and
in 7], except that for strong dissipation their draw ings show only tiny
oscillations, unlike our third draw Ing from below . In this, drawn for T= 20,
after a very stesp initial downward slope (ot visbl in the gure), both
diagonal density m atrix elem ents oscillate about the asym ptotic value of % .

In this trivial "ensemble" of A = 1 the o_-diagonalm atrix elem ent is
sinply given by J123= J1 23= F1P23= 1@ 11)}. Thisdiers
from the sam e quantity calculated and shown in Fig. 2 of [_2-:2] T heir curve
Initially oscillates around 0, and at longer tim es settles down to this value,
w hereas our result tends asym ptotically to % . W e do not regard this as a
serious discrepancy, since in a realisticm odel, in which A is large, the phase
deooherence w illm ake 1, vanish, as argued in section 2 .3.

W e have also calculated the density m atrices when there is a non-trivial
sum m ation, nam ely when initial conditions are ; (0) = e7 ;e% ;e% ;e%
for = 1;2;3;4 repectively and , (0) 0, (so that A = 4), Instead of
havihngonly ; 0) =1 (@nd A = 1), as before. Physically, this represents a
certain type of averaging over the environm ent. (In m ore com plex system s,
one would require an averaging in the density m atrix over a much larger
num ber of states, such that A ! 1 .) The resultant density tends now
to an alm ost perfectly straight line. This is sin ilar to the graphs shown
in both Pa]and ;n 7] for strong dissipation and elicidates the practical
consequence of system -averaging in the density m atrix. W e have also w orked
out the A = 4 case for the ower two graphs in Figure 1. For these graphs,
there was hardly any perceptible change from those shown.

For thephysicalm eaning ofthese results in the context ofm olecular level
crossing, we point to 6] and references therein, while for a m ore general
application to decoherence we refer to {_2-]']

.. —_ P
Y+ op=1) jzj=p 22="1 11

12
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Figure 1: Evolution of a diagonal elem ent of the density m atrix ;. The
strength of dissipation increases upwards in the draw ings. For all draw ings
the param eters in equation 6'_4-5) are chosen asG = 25, J= 3,! = 1. Then,
In the bottom draw Ing (the dissjpative param eter)= 0, A (the ensamble
size) = 1; in the second draw ng (from below): = 005,A = 1; in thethixd
drawng: = 20,A = 1;n top drawing = 20 (@asin previous,but) A = 4.
The niialdownward slope In the top two draw ings is too steep to be visble
and so are tiny uctuations in the horizontal part of the top draw Ing. N ote
the an oothing e ect of the ensam ble averaging, evident from a com parison
betw een the top two draw ings.
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3.2 D escent A cross a C onical Intersection

W hereas In the previous case the decoherence m echanisn was activated by a
non-H em itean dissipative force, whose strength was designated by , there
are situations w here dissipation is ntrinsic in the dynam ics. A situation of
this type takes place In the excied state dynam ics of a m olecular system
m oving on a potential energy surface as it approaches a conical intersection
(). (This is a frequently encountered natural process, and it has been
clain ed that it is basic to m any naturally occurring life processes n w hich
an electronic state is changed, eg. photosynthesis {_Z-Ej] cihave been previ-
ously studied by num erous researchers, I_Z-Q] and other papers in that volum e
E_B-(_Zi].) W e now brie y give the underlying form al background, w ith a view
of applying to it our form align . A schem atic ilustration of a ciis shown in
Figure 2.

W e rstrecallthe basic result ofvon Neum ann and W igner 1] that the
crossings (points of degeneracy) of potential energy surfaces (= electronic
energies as functions of the nuclar coordinates) for a polyatom ic m olecule
can be generally described in temm s of just two nuclkar digplacem ent pa—
ram eters. (Follow ing the notation of t;'g!], we shallhere denote these by Q ¢
and Q ., the form er being a "tuning" and the latter the "ocoupling" m ode
coordinate. They are actually two lnearly independent com binations of
the nuclear coordinates.) The two surfaces (pelonging to the two locally
ad poent "adiabatic" electronic states) separate from each other near the
Intersection point in a m anner that is linear in both coordinates: hence the
nam e "oonical intersection" (ci). They di er from energy-surface intersec—
tions that happen during m olecular or atom ic collisions, in that these m ay
(approxin ately) be treated In a single-din ensional coordinate space, usu-—
ally the ssparation between the colliding-reacting species. T he probability
of change of the ekctronic state In such collisions is given by the Landau-
Zener ormula B3],834], which is at the basis of the subct in the previous
section. An analogous sam iclassical form ula for the passage across a ciwas
obtained by N kitin [(35]. Later developm ents were summ arized n [36]. Tn
a sinpli ed form the expression of ESS] for the asym ptotic probability of
transfer betw een the tw o diabatic states In a 2 -dim ensional space (x;y) can
be w ritten as

K @2+ v2) 3
2h 2
In this ormula vy and vy are com ponents of the starting velocities on the
upper ("2") adiabatic surface, 1 is the closest distance In the passage to the

) diab _

21 1= exp| ] 46)

14
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Figure 2: Schem atic draw ings of adiabatic potential surfaces exh biting con—
ical intersection (ci) T he upper and m iddle draw ings show the upper and
low er sheetsas function ofthe tw o digplacem ent coordinatesQ ; and Q . intro—
duced in the text. T he lower draw ing superin poses these two and show s the
locally conicalnature ofthe intersection at Q1 = 4 (expressed in arbitrary
units, typically about -0 1 nm ) and Q.= 0. Thesystam starts itstra pctory
on the upper surface as a wave packet centered at (say) Q1= 10;Q.= 2)
(shown by a blob, where it belongs alm ost entirely to the upper electronic
state) and descends tow ards and beyond the ci, oscillating to and forth and

(partly) losing its upper electronic state character.
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Intersection point and K is the strength of the electron-nucleus dynam ic
coupling.

T he tin e dependent Schrodinger equation for the dynam ics of a ciwas
subsequently solved num erically in several papers, especially in [_3-:1] - [_3-_8],
which contain references to earlier works. T hese show that the niialwave
packet which isexcited in an upperelectronic state) hasa de nite, non-zero
asym ptotic probability to end up In the other electronic state as the wave
packet traverses the ci. The dynam ics bears therefore the irreversibility
hallm ark of a dissppative m echanian , though such m echanism was now here
Introduced In this m odel (unlke that In the previous section). The irre—
versibility was explained in 38] as due to the essential anham onicity of the
dynam ics in the Q1;Q .~coordinates. The anham onicity show s up in the
cusps on the energy surfaces at the degeneracy point.

321 A simpli ed form alism for ci

It is custom ary to represent the two bare or "diabatic" electronic states
(those that are independent of the nuclear coordinates) by the colum n vec-
tors ! !
1 0

(1ren) = (o) @7)
(B-Z]— t_3-_§]) . Tem porarily sin plifying the situation of E_S-Z] to the case where
there isonly one tuningm ode Q 1, aswellas the coupling m ode Q ., we have
for the two coordinates the ollow ing ham onic oscillator H am ilttonian:

h! @2 h! @2
Hpue= — ( —5 + Q)+ —=(

—— +0Q°? 48
2 eQ? 2 eQ2 e )

where h!; and h!. are the quanta of vibrational energies. In the doublt
representation the nuclkarH am iltonian isw ritten asa scalar or, equivalently,
as H pyc tin es the 2x2 unitm atrix T.

T he nuclkar<elkctronic interaction part can then be w ritten w ithout loss
of generality as

E + K10 K¢
H = 49
el nuc Kch E KlQl ( )

where 2 E isthevertical energy o set between the two electronic states and
K 1;K ¢ are the coupling strengths for the two coordinates.
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The Schrodinger equation to be solved for the tin e dependent vector
Q 1;Qcst) is
@ @ 1iQc0)

h—— = nucl T Hel nuc iQcit 50
ot H nua 1 ) © 1:Qcit) (50)

sub ct to the initial condition at t= 0, that @ 1;Q;0) is a wave packet
(say, of gaussian formm s in the two coordinates Q 1;Q.) on the upper po-
tential surface, centered at som e position well above the Intersection point
© fi = K—El; Q.= 0). Thistype ofwave packet can be conveniently form ed
by short duration (com pared to the inverse frequencies ! 11 and !cl ) opti-
cal excitation from som e lower lying electronic state. The wave packet w ill
then descend tow ards the cipoint and beyond. T hroughout its passage the
nitially excited (diabatic) electronic state (say, "1") will lose am plitude in
favor of the other state "2". This loss w illbe especially intense near the de—
generacy point. U ltim ately, for "long" tim es of the order of picoseconds, the
probability w ill tend to som e asym ptotic Iim it (say, P1;1 ) between 0 and 1.
F igures 14, in B7]. A ctually, in any individualrun it will slightly oscillate
about the asym ptotic probability.) T hisvalie dependson the param eters of
the system and also, presum ably to a lesser extent, on the initial conditions.

322 A Lindblad-type form alism for ci

In this section we present a reform ulation ofthe previoustw o statetwom ode
system , such that the irreversible nature of the dynam ics is built into the
m odel (rather than em erges from the solution). W e do this by constructing
a phenom enological dissipative term in the squareroot form alian , based
on the Hem itean fom alism of the previous subsection. This procedure
w il then lad to Lindblad-type tem s in the m aster equations. (Let it be
em phasized that we are not deriving the Lindblad temrm from a m icroscopic
process, but are form ulating the m icroscopic equations in an irreversible
setting for the partial, electronic degrees of freedom , having elin inated the
nuclear coordinates.)

In the m otion of the wave packet on an adiabatic surface the electronic
state am plitudes w ill depend on the position of the nuclkar coordinates. In
the square root form align , and relying on Appendix A 1, we w rite this as

;= 1 ©@15Q0) i= 1;2) (51)

W e nvert these relations to m ake the coordinates som e functions of the
's and then linearize the fiinctional relation to be com posed of a classical
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(non-dissipative, real) part and a "dissppative" part which willgive rise to a
Lindblad type tem . Speci cally,

Q.0 =0%m)+ ol @@= 1;0 (52)
for either coordinate and then

05 () = 0%os(lit)+ % sin (! 1) (53)
1
0SSy = Cgnq o) (54)

c |
- C

T hese relations are appropriate for a classicalm otion (for which the niial
values of the coordinates are Q 8;0) and of the velocities are (vy;Vv.) ); they
should provide a fair enough description of the center of a gaussian wave
packet. O ther choices for the initial values lad to sim ilar results for the
asym ptotic behavior. But take note that the level crossing probabiliy is
zero when the initial velocities are zero or when the classical pathway goes
across the ci. This isevident from N kitin’s expression for a ci level crossing
probability 85,1361, shown above in equation (46) .)

T he expressions for the Lindblad com ponent of the coordinates arem ore
com plicated and their rationale w illbe apparent only later. T hey are

i 1 Pq, j P11 J
ot - L 10 P );132 11 lef](z Lt a2 ) e
K1 31F 12 +32F 2
ot - L0 P >;1f Pij jlsz](l L 22) g
Kec 31F 12 +32F 2

Here P1;; and Py; are asym ptotic weights or probabilities for the two
(adiabatic) com ponents. T he tim e dependence ofthe -factors is suppressed
In these formula, for brevity. Because of the irreversibility of the process,
one can assum e the finctions Q 1;Q < to be com plkx.

Substitution of the nuclear coordinates, as given i equation (2) -
equation (56) , Into equation (49) and the use of this -dependent Ham il
tonian in the rst ("Ham itonin") tem i equation (3) -equation (L4) ,
yield after som e sin pli cation the follow ng Lindblad form of the rate of
equations for the ’s

, 0 vi o, Ve o,
thy, = [E+K;Qjcos(lit)+ '—Slln(!lt))]1+Kc'—S]1’1(!ct)2
-1 Le]

(@ Pi1a)i.F Pia i)

1

o7)
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. 0 vi o, Ve o,
th, = [ E Kl(Qloos(llt)Jr—' s3n(!1t))]2+KC'—SJn(!ct)l
-1 Le]
1 Pq. 717 Pqiaq -7
4o (( 120317 11 32F) 58)
2

T he Lindblad operator for this set of equations is:

P
b 0 Pia
Ler = S ! 59
cI Pl 5. 0 (59)

W hen at t = 0 the "1"-state is excied optically, the Initial conditions are

10) =1; , Q)= 0orall ,oneobtainsasym ptotically, after som e short-
tin e oscillations and rise of the occupation probability of the non-excied
"2"-state,

1@)=3:@)f=P1,; 20 )=3,@)Ff=Py1 =1 Pyz (60)

Thebehaviorof ;7 asfunction oftin e isshown In gure "._:.‘ T he param eters
K1;K¢; ;! 17! c are all functions of the param eters in the m olecular H am it
tonian (equation {_4-§) , equation @-g) ). Q g;vl;vc are de ned by the m ode
of excitation, P1;; dependson them olecular H am iltonian and, as shown In
section VI of E-g], approxin ately by the potential surfaces.

Tt isproperto characterize the present com puted case asbelonging to the
m oderately strong dissppative case, since the oscillations about the asym p—
totic value begin after a tim e of the order of a vbrationalperiod . A closer
Jook at the curves show s that the com puted m ean asym ptotic Iine lies above
the "input" asym ptotic weight P;;; = 25 by about 0.03. This is an inter-
esting e ect, lkely to be due to oscillations in the asym ptotic probability
which arise from the Ham ilttonian part of the rate equation c_ij) . Wecal
attention to the discussion in section VI of '[3-_2], conceming the discrepancy
of about the sam e m agnide and sense between their classical and com —
puted asym ptotic probabilities.) Trivially, the other diagonalm atrix ( )
tends to a value that is ower than is asym ptotic value, since the two di-
agonalm atrix elem ents add up to uniy. The uctuations have a roughly
uniform period of2 =!,.

The Iower curve is for a sihgle run @ = 1), the upper curve (vertically
displaced for clarity by unity) is after "ensam bl averaging" over four runs
A = 4), which di er from each other by having di erent phases ( ; = O,

=2, ,3=2,for = 1;:;4) In the nitial ; 0). As seen In Figure 3,
no qualitative di erence is cbserved between the curves for a single system
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Figure 3: T in e developm ent of the weight of the diabaticstate, j ; ©7F,
follow ing excitation into state "1" and during a passage across a coni-
cal intersection wih a lower lying state ("2"). Lower curve: a singk
run. Upper curve (displaced upward by 1): ensem bl averaging over four
uns A = 4, explained In text). The param eters in equation {_5-:2) are
( wih frequencies and energies =h in inverse fam tosecond units, lengths
In units of zero point m otion am plitudes, typically 05 nanom eters ): En—
ergy o set, E = 02, Coupling constants: K; = 0:06; K. = 005. M ode
frequencies: !'1 = .= 04. Iniialvelocities: v; = 024;v. = 0:32. D issipa-
tive strength, = 0:;Asymptoticweight: P;; = 025
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Figure 4: Computations in a m odel for C,H Z (for a single run, the Iower
curve, and wih an "A = 4 ensambl averaging" as In the previous gure,
the upper curve displaced by unity for clarity). T he param eters of Table
I @)and Figure 1 (@) of BZ] are used with added values for mnitial ve-
locities and asym ptotic probabilities (chosen som ew hat arbirarily), as ol

Iows: E = 0295, Coupling constants¥X; = 0:19;K, = 027; K. = 05,
m ode frequencies: !'1 = 0:36;!, = 021;!.= 011, velocities: v; = 6;vp, =
O;ve= 8, = 1 (In unitsas in the previous gure); asym ptotic weight:
P]_;l = 025

and those for the ensam ble averaged density m atrix, show ing that the single
systam uctuations due to the periodic H am iltonian term are not averaged
out by the dissipative tem .

This Jast nding changes radically when we apply our form alisn to a
m ore com plex case, that was proposed in [32] as representative ofa C,H
m olecular system . There are now two tuning m odes (designated by the
subscripts 1 and 2), aswellas di erent frequencies for the threem odes. The
resuls for the diagonal density m atrix are shown in Figure 4.

The uctuations are here considerably m ore congested than in the pre-
ceding case, where there was only a sihgle m ode-frequency. One sees in
Figure 3 that the dissipative m echanisn does not com pltely elin inate the

uctuations. However, additional com putations (ot shown here) indicate
that increasing the dissipation strength does further slightly sm oothen the
Intrinsic uctuations. O n the otherhand, in the ensam bl averaged probabilk-
itdes (the upper curve In F igure 4) the uctuations due to the quasiperiodic
Ham iltonian are alm ost com pletely washed out. W e nally note that the
com puted m ean asym ptotic value still lies about 0.03 above the nom nal
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asym ptotic weight.

4 Som e M odels 0ofD issipative P rocesses

4.1 Non-M arkovian processes w ith m em ory

Follow ing a work by D iosi et al El-g], we consider the siuation in which
the Lindblad operator L is dependent on tim e and hence has the faculty of
m em ory. W e consider the sin ple case of a two—Jevel system , In which:

" 1
= —w
2 z
q —
L = o (61)
Them an ory function is given by:
4 2
Gi G 2G.1P 1q27 G
f(t)=— —tanh[—t Gl 2G1:|.2+ arctanh[q:]]
2 2 2 G2 2G,P
(62)
T he above H am iltonian and Lindblad operator lead to the equations:
1,
41 = o1 £© .
1, 3.7
2 = WLt 0 1 63)

2

T he tin e evolution of the expectation valie of the Paulim atrices is plotted

n Fjgure:g; In the case that the above di erential equations are solved for

the pure state initial conditions ; (0) = P3T—O; 5, 0) = PlT—O Independent of
. The obtained resuls are very sin ilar to those of 54-_0']

4 2 P robabilities for a tw o—state system coupled to a bosonic
reservoir

This problem was recently studied, alongside w ith other instances also in—
volving m em ory, in [41,42]. The case that we num erically solve using the
squareroot form alisn possesses an exact solution [shown in Eq. 57 of t_él-;:]],
w ith which our com puted values agree perfectly F igure 7).
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1 -

5 "T---6

Figure 5: Expectation values of Pauli m atrices for a two — level system
undergoing non -M arkovian quantum diusion NM QD) for param eters as
nFig.20)offdl w = 1;L=1;G = 1;W 1= 1;G1l= G;a= 0).Fullline
:=< ;> ;short,broken lines : =< , >;long ~broken lines : =< >

In them odela degenerate tw o-state system , L > and £ > WhoseH am i~
tonian is taken as zero), is coupled to a reservoir ofbosons through a tin e-
dependent H am iltonian interaction termm . This is given by

Hiput=B O©R>< 13+ B ©iL1>< 2] (64)

whereB (t) isa reservoir excitation operator Eq.(52) in f_4§:]]. T he essential
quantity In the dynam ics is the spectral density given by

J()= (65)

1

2 (I 19?2+ G?)
where 1 is the interaction strength, G, is the spectral width and ! the
characteristic frequency In the reservoir. The analytical solution for the
probability of the state occupation R > that isexcited att= 0, is

G 1t t ,
2t=e”" bosh?+—smh—] (66)
qg -
where = G7 2PG;.
In our form alism , we solve num erically the m aster equations for ; (t),
, (©) and their com plex conjugates, em ploying a Lindblad ope_rator L =
f ()R > < 13 with them em ory fnction £ (t) given in equation {624) . Initial
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Figure 6: P robability of excited state occupancy 22() = J, ©F agamst
nom alized time (!t). The parametersare 1= 1, G, = 02 . Resuls are
com puted by the square root m ethod. T hey overlap com pletely the analytic
expression.

conditions are the sam e for alfi . The resul is shown i Figure 6, which
com pletely overlaps the exact result from equation {66) . The M onte Carlb
m ethod of EI;:, :34'@'] also agrees w ith the analytic resuls, but uses 10’ runs.
It is not clar to us what is the m lnimum runs that is required to obtain
agream ent, but the expediency of the square root m ethod is evident.

In a further gure we also show the expectation valie of the three
angular m om entum m atrices taken with respect to the state am plitudes
(1 ®; , (). Figure 7). They are sin ilar to the draw ings in F igure 6, but
w ith m ore persistent oscillations.

5 Com parison with O ther M ethods.

In this section we brie y consider sin ilarities and di erences between the
"squareroot m ethod" and som e other m ethods, already m entioned in the
Introductory section.

()N um ber of ndependent rate equations.

At any instance of tin e the density m atrix, whether by its de nition in
equation @) or by environm ent tracing , is com posed of N x A Independent
(com plex) numbers N being the nom inalnumber of states and A either the
number of systam s in the ensambl or the total number of states in the

2Thism eans that the ensem bl contains only a single system
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Figure 7: Averages of Pauli, angular m om entum m atrices for the solutions
against reduced tine. < , > : fulllines; < ; > : ongbroken Ines; < 4 > :
dashed lines. Param etersareas in Fig. 6
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environm ent). Thus, in principle, one needs just N x A rate equations to
obtain the density. T he square root m ethod postulates N x A equations.
However, the roles of N and A are di erent and we nd that frequently one
can get good approxin ations (to the in portant diagonal term s) by keeping
A = 1 or another sm allnumber. (€g., A = 4). Non-diagonal term s m ay
need larger A values)

R ate equation m ethods based on the density m atrix directly work in
principle w ith %N N + 1) equations (cf. P7]and references), which num ber
is for high valuies of N much larger than that needed in the square root
m ethod. The frequently used M onte C arlo or "unravelling” m ethod solves
N x M equations, whereM brings in the stochasticity of the environm ent
and can be very large , eg. 100 in [g], 4096 in {3land 10" ;n [{1)).

(IT) A New Fom ofthe R ate Equations.

T he square-root m ethod is form ally unlke previously em ployed m ethods,
such as those surveyed In E.-}'], and i can be reasonably expected not to be
reducihbl to them . To support this clain , we call attention to the inverse
"squareroot factors" ! or ( T) ! appearing in equation {_1-_3) and other
equations that follow on. (T hese factors possess an apparent sin ilarity w ith
the "continued fraction m ethod" described in [;'L-E_S’] and recently applied in
4], but are essentially di erent.) Thepresence ofthese nverse factors nds
expression also in a novel form ofthe iniial conditions, introduced In section
21.

(ITI) Initial tin e random ization

A shasbeen shown in section 2.1, the environm ent lnduced random iza—
tion a ects the -wvariables only at the starting tin e, not during the tim e
evolution. This approach was stressed In two early papers by van Hove
P3, 241 .n connection w ith the derivation of the Paulim aster equation. In
our formulation the initially random ized -s lead, n tum, to the ensam —
ble averaging over various phases in a natural way. T hus the squareroot
procedure appears to be self consistent.

In the unravelling m ethod, random ization takes place throughout the
tin e developm ent (nam ely, by the action of random forces on the system ).
Tt seem sto usthat the ensam ble averaging asdone in the square root m ethod
(nam ely, by Introducing random ness only at the beginning) is closer to the
m eaning originally ascribed to the density m atrix. A s asserted at various
plces In @-Z_;], not only is the repeated stochasticity "super uous", but "it
is strictly speaking ncom patble w ith the Schrodinger equation". W e un—
derstand that van H ove refers here to the form of the Schrodinger equation
as a st order tin e- dependent di erential equation, so that the system ’s
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evolution is fiillly determ ined by the iniial conditions.)
(IV) Fom ofthe Lindblad operator

A s em phasized at severalpoints in this paper, the choice of the Lindblad
operator L in the square root m ethod is determ ined by the requirem ent
that the evolution equation for the ’sshould lead to rate equations for the
diagonal term s In the density m atrix, that are form ally identical to those in
Lindblad’s m ethod [7.]. W e assum e that this choice is unique.) Thus, we
do not derive the L-operator from an atom ic m odel for the system and is
environm ent. In this sense, the square root m ethod is "phenom enological”.

H ow ever, m ost density m atrix m ethods are such, too. A san exam pl, we
call attention to the cases studied in the classic paper of E'Q]. In som e works,
such as [_4?] on quantum di usion, a Lindblad operator was derived from a
kinem atic m odel, but only through m aking som e approxin ations. W e have
already noted som e dissension, [1-5]—[_22], regarding the em ploym ent of the
Lindblad form alism , especially for initial conditions that are non-separable
between the system and is environm ent {19, 22].

(V) Pureto—m ixed state transition

Tt hasbeen shown in section 2.1 that in the presence of dissipative pro—
cesses, a pure state becom es a m ixed state n a tine of order L 2 . This is
also the standard resul in other form alism s, cbtained theoretically, eg., in
E_Z-g], and by num erical calculations LZ-:Z]

VI O -diagonaltemm s in the density m atrix.

For dissipative system s here lies probably the m ost signi cant discrep—
ancy between the squareroot and density m atrix m ethods. (In a Ham il
tonian system , the two formm alism s are equivalent, as already noted.) Our
de ning equations foro -diagonalelem entsdi er from Lindblad’sequations,
and therefore so do (in general) the calculated values of the diagonal temm s.
In a particular case, "lkevel crossing" treated in section 3.1, we have pointed
out the discrepancy nvolved iIn the squareroot procedure. Even in this
case, the calculated behavior of the diagonal elem ent was very sin ilar to
that cbtained by another m ethod in _B-j.]

Tt seem s that the source of the discrepancy is in the di erent approxin a—
tionsm ade to arrive at a dynam ical sem igroup from a H am iltonian system ,
eitherby truncation ofthe tin e dom ain orby the handling ofphase decoher—
ences U]. So far we have not found any resul that would tend to invalidate
the present approach, or even to lay bare any shortcom ings. In view of the
questions surrounding the positivity of linearm aps w ith Initially entangled
states 1], the circum stance that our rate equations for non-diagonal term s
di er from Lindblad’s should not invalidate the square root m ethod.
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6 Conclision

T he "squareroot" m ethod (previously used to m Inin ize the action In a gen—
eral tin e dependent process El]) has now been applied to several situations
w here decoherence is expressble by a Lindblad form align .

T wo irreversiblem olecular processes (a driven Landau-Zener process and
the descent to equilbbriuim across a conical Intersection) were form ulated
by the square root form alisn . Further illustrations of the m ethod were
quantum di usion and m en ory processes. W hen com pared with results
given In the literature and obtained using di erent procedures, the present
m ethod has led in all cases to good agreem ent and at the cost of very m uch
Jess e ort. The success of the m ethod would seem to justify future uses of
the form align , as for Q uantum Brownian M otion, already widely studied
in the literature w ith density m atrix m ethods, §45]-p3] and regarding the
question of them alization [_52!, :_5-'_3]

At the sam e tin g, since the basic equations in the square root m ethod
and other approaches appear to be di erent in som e respects, there rem ains
a theoretical challenge to explain the agreem ent between the results. An-—
other task is the justi cation of the basic rateequation expressions in the
form alisn by starting from m icroscopic m odels.

A ppendix

A The square—root factored density m atrix.

A1l M atrix form ulation of square root factors

Though the density m atrix In the square root factor form has already ap-—
peared before n B] and ], we introduce i here Hllow ing textbook de-
scriptions of von N eum ann’s m atrix m ethod (Ef],iﬁ]). Let be a possble
wave function describing the quantum state of the 'th system in the en-
samble ( = 1;2:A). It can be expanded in term s of an orthonom al set of
eilgenstates u, as
A
= Up (67)

n
n=1

H ere the size of the orthonom alset (In principle, in nite) istaken ashaving
a nite size N . From the nomn alization of all the wave functions we
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obtain:

b3 b
1 = h j i=h  _uyj Ui
n=1 m=1
AW I 2
= n mhu'l’ljlml= n m nm = jnf (68)
n=1lm=1 n=1lm=1 n=1

A sderived In [fi] and other texts, the density m atrix arises from theensamble
average over all system s In the sense that itsnm ocom ponent is

1%
= — (69)

nm n m
A

The 's are rectangular m atrices of size N x A, distinct for each (or
systam In the ensambl) and the 's are con ugate m atrices of size A x N .
Calculating the trace of them atrix we obtain:
A Ao 1

Tr = nn = —_ aon = —

n=1 nzlA =1 A =1

1=1 (70)
for which we have used equation Q_ééj) .

A 2 Properties of the density m atrix
A 2.1 The density m atrix eigenvalues

Let us derive som e of density m atrix well known properties. First is
hem iian, since Y= , ascan be clarly seen from the de nition of given
In equation (_3) . Thus, alleigenvalues ; of are realwhich is a property
of allhem itian m atrices.

Second, the sum ofallthe eigenvalies isunity. T his can easily be shown
as Pllow s. There exists a basis of eigenvectors In which  is diagonal: in
this basis willbe denoted by p . The diagonal elem ents of p are Jjust
the eigenvalues ,. Furthem ore, given 1n an arbitrary basis there exists
a unitary matrix U which transforms to p according to the follow ing
equation :

p =0 UY) =UYpU (71)

By virtue of equation @_) we cbtain:

1=Tr =TrUY, ,U=Tr p = n (72)
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Third, wewillshow that all , are positive (or zero). To prove this take
an arbitrary vector X one can see that:
A& 1%
XY X = — X Xn (73)
nzlmzlA =1
Inwhirgh the de nition of given by equation ('_3) was utilized. Next de ne
R = N_,X_, .,and obtan the resul:

e
R T 0 (74)

=1

1
XY x ==
A

. . . . P . .
Further,wewrite X In theeigenvectorbasisV;asX = ;C;V; which yields:

X X X X
x¥x = c;v/ Cyvy=  Cc;v/ 5C V5 (75)
i 3 i j

but since VY V= i; we have:

FiF=xYx o0 (76)
1
and, since the T ;Js are arbirary, we cbtailn ; 0 forevery i. From the
positivity of ; and equation (:_7-2:) , we reach the m ain conclusion of this
section, that is:
0 ;1 81 (77)

A 2.2 Pure and m ixed states

From equation {/4) and equation {71) one can reach the Pllow ing clas-
si cation of density m atrices: either there exists a soecial Index s such as
s= lwhikforalli$ s ;= Oorthat ;< 1 Prall indicesi. The xst
case is denoted as a "pure" state whil the second is denoted as a "m ixed"
State.
For the pure state we have In the diagonal basis % = p p = p and
also in an arbitrary basis

2= =UY,UUY ,U=UYp pU=UY U= (78)

which isa necessary and su cient condition for a density m atrix to describe
a pure state. O ne cbviously ocbtains also the resul
Tr ?=Tr =1 (79)
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For the m ixed state we have

2 2 X o, X
Tr “=Tr = 1< i=Tr =1 80)
In summ ary, we conclide that
Tr * 1 81)

In which the equality sign is appropriate only in the pure case.
A s an exam ple for a pure state take an ensamble orwhich A = 1 and

nm = n p I thiscase:

5 X X X X X
Tr = ( hn= nm mn — nm m n
n n m n m
X X
= inf Jnf=1 (82)
n m

A notherobvious case ofa pure state isan ensam blew ith an arbirary number
A ofwav% functions , but In which all the wave finctions are equal. Since
nm‘A _1 hnm = rllrﬁ the sam e argum ent as above can be applied.

Tt rem ains to show that in case that not all the wave function are equal

(n a non trivial sense) we obtain Tr 2 < 1.

A 2.3 M ixed states

Let us calculate the trace of the square density m atrix:

®

5 X X X X 1 1
Tr = nm mn — X n m X m n 83)
n m n m =1 =1
By de ning the "state averaged density function" by:
X
M = - (84)
n
we see that:
) 1 ¥ »
Tr = — m (85)
AZ
=1 =1
Hence weneed to show that orall and ,M 1 we shallbe particular

Interested In the case that the inequality is de nite that isM < 1.
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Let us ook at two arbitrary com plex vectors: F ;B and a com plex scalar

= 3 ' . Obviousky N
Fi+ Bif 0 (86)
i
H owever
X X ) X X X
Fi+ Bif= Fi¥+3F  BuF+ BiF; + B F; @7)
i i i i i
Now denote x X
a= Bific= ¥ (88)
i i
which are both real and positive quantities, and
. X . X
2b= &' BiyF, +e” B,F; 89)
i i

which is a realquantity. And we arrive at the inequality
aj ¥+ 2bj j+ c O (90)

Since, as function of j j this is an equation of a parabola which has all its
values above the j jaxis (except when the equality holds In this case the
parabola touches the axis in a singl point), it ©llow s that the discrin inant
of this equation is either negative or zero, the latter in the case that the
parabola touches the axis in a singlke point. Thuswe obtain

¥ ac ©1)

Now assum e that the length of the FP and the B vectors isuniy. That is
a= c= l.FurthermoredenoteX = ,B;F, = X # . Thusb is equalto

b= ¥ joos( + 7) 92)

T he follow ing inequality is obtained

1

_ 93
x 7§ CyEE (93)

By choosing the arbitrary phase
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we obtain the result X
j BiF;F=%xF 1 (95)

1
this being a special case of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Next lt us
discuss the case in which the equality sign holds In the above equation, that
isthe case in which ¥ = acand the equation aj ¥+ 2bj 3 c= 0 issatis ed

for a single value of j 3. This can be traced to equation (86) forwhich we
have
Fi+ BiF=0 (96)
1
but this is only possbl for F; = B ;i. However, since the length of both
vectors is 1 we arrive at the equation

F;= eiBi= ei(+ )Bi (97)

Thus In order for the equality to hold the vectors F and B must be the
sam e up to a "glbal" phase. W e can now show that M 1 and In
particular M < 1, if and are di erent n a "non-trivial' way
(@ global phase change does not count as a di erence). This is done by

dentifying F = B = . Thus, according to equation ('_9-5) ’
-X .
M F=3 .31 (98)
n
and, in particular, X
M F=3 4 .i<1 (99)
n
unless | and  are the same up to a globalphase. This yields, barring a
unique case,
) 1 ¥ »
Tr f= 5 M F<1 (100)

=1 =1

Thus a m ixed state is really m ixed in the sense, that is should contain at
Jeast two wave functions which are di erent in a non trivialway.
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