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A bstract

The evolution ofopen system s,subject to both Ham iltonian and

dissipativeforces,isstudied by writing thenm elem entofthetim e(t)

dependentdensity m atrix in the form

�nm (t) =
1

A

AX

�= 1


�

n
(t)��

m
(t)

Thesocalled "squarerootfactors",the(t)’s,arenon-squarem atrices

and areaveraged overA system s(�)oftheensem ble.Thissquare-root

description isexact. Evolution equationsare then postulated for the

(t)factors,such astoreducetotheLindblad-typeevolution equations

forthediagonalterm sin thedensity m atrix.Fortheo�-diagonalterm s

theydi�erfrom theLindblad-equations.The"squarerootfactors"(t)

arenotuniqueand the equationsforthe (t)’sdepend on the speci�c

representation chosen. Two criteria can be suggested for �xing the

choice of(t)’s one is sim plicity ofthe resulting equations and the

otherhasto do with the reduction ofthe di�erence between the (t)

form alism and the Lindblad-equations.

W hen the m ethod is tested on cases which have been previously

treated by otherm ethods,ourresultsagreewith them .Exam plescho-

sen are(i)m olecularsystem s,such thatareeitherperiodically driven
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nearleveldegeneracies,forwhich wecalculatethe decoherenceoccur-

ring in m ultipleLandau-Zenertransition,orelsewhen undergoing de-

scentaround conicalintersectionsin thepotentialsurfaces,(ii)form al

dissipativesystem swith Lindblad-typeoperatorsrepresenting eithera

non-M arkovian processora two-statesystem coupled to bosons.

Attractive features ofthe present factorization m ethod are com -

plete positivity,the no higherthan linearincreaseofthe im plem enta-

tion e�ortwith the num berofstatesinvolved and the introduction of

random nessonly atthe startofthe process.

K eywords: Decoherence,Lindblad operators,Landau-Zenercrossing,coni-

calintersections,Non-M arkovian processes

PACS num ber(s):03.65.Bz

1 Introduction

The presentauthors have proposed a variationalform ulation to study the

tim e evolution ofthe density m atrix forsituationsincluding both Ham ilto-

nian and dissipative processes[1].Thiswasbased on an expression forthe

tim e (t)-dependent density m atrix,originally devised in [2]and developed

by [3],which waswritten form ally as

�(t)= (t)� 
+ (t) (1)

In thiswork we apply this"square root" or"factorization" m ethod to the

investigation ofquantum trajectoriesin a decoherentenvironm ent.

In the above,the "square-root factors" are the non-square m atrix (t)

whose com ponentsare written as


�
n(t) (2)

and its herm itean conjugate. The upperindex � designates the system in

the ensem ble and the lower index n the state ofthe system . In principle,

both labels run over in�nite values,but for bookkeeping purposes we let

� take A values and n take N values. (Also,in the exam ples worked out

in thispaperwe have taken forA and N �nite and sm allintegers.) Thus,

 the prim ary quantity in the form alism is a rectangular N x A m atrix.

As derived in [4]and in other texts following von Neum ann’s m ethod [5],

the density m atrix isobtained asan ensem ble average over allsystem s. A
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generalnm com ponentis

�nm =
1

A

AX

�= 1


�
n

��
m (3)

[Equation (3) is quoted by num erous quantum m echanics and statistical

physics textbooks. The relationship of the ’s to the wave-functions in

an ensem ble and other properties ofthe density m atrix are given in the

appendix.In equation (1) thedot-sym bolisa shorthand fortheaveraging

(a norm alized innerproduct)over�.]

A form ally identicalform isobtained for� from an alternativede�nition

ofthe density m atrix ofan open system ,nam ely by starting with the total

density m atrix ofthesystem (s)+ itsinteractive environm ent(e)and then

taking the trace over the degrees offreedom ofthe environm ent [6]. Thus

the "factorization" ofthe density m atrix involvesno approxim ation.

To show this,we writea state vectorofthe com bined system as

j	> s+ e=
X

n�

g
�
njn > s j� > e (4)

in term sofcom plete setsofthe system and ofthe environm ent. From this

we form the density m atrix operator

�̂s+ e = j	> s+ e< 	js+ e =
X

n�m �

g
�
ng

��
m j� > e jn > s< m js < �je (5)

Tracing over the environm ent states gives the reduced density m atrix for

the system alone

�̂s = Tre�̂s+ e =
X

�

< �ĵ�s+ ej� > =
X

nm �

g
�
ng

��
m jn > s< m js (6)

Thenm m atrix elem entofthe operator �̂s is:

�nm = < nĵ�sjm > =
X

�

g
�
ng

��
m (7)

which isofthe squarerootform in equation (3) with �n =
p
Ag�n.

1.1 T he non uniqueness ofsquare-root factors

The square-rootfactorsare notunique.Thiscan easily beseen from equa-

tion (1).SupposeIknow a m atrix (t)and useitto calculate �(t):

�(t)= (t)� 
+ (t) (8)
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O bviously Ican take any unitary m atrix U in the ensem ble space and use

itto calculate anotherm atrix 0(t)such that:


0(t)= (t)U (9)

O rin index notation:


0�
n (t)= 

�
n(t)U

�
� (10)

Now if0(t)isused to calculate anotherdensity m atrix �0(t)using equation

(1) we obtain:

�
0(t)= 

0(t)� 
+ 0(t)= (t)U � U

y

+ (t)= (t)U � U

y

+ (t)= �(t) (11)

Hence 0(t) = (t)U is just another representation ofthe density m atrix

�(t),the use ofeither0(t)or(t)can notbe distinguished experim entally

and has no physicalsigni�cance. Furtherm ore we can choose a U m atrix

evolving in tim esuch thatU = U (t).Theconsiderationsthatdictatewhich

isthebestrepresentation to useare discussed in the following sections.

2 Evolution in a dissipative environm ent

2.1 A density m atrix form ulation

AtthepresenttheLiouville-von Neum ann-Lindblad (LvNL)equations,that

are linearin the density m atrix and ensure itscom plete positivity,are fre-

quently em ployed for the evolution ofthe density m atrix in the presence

ofdissipative processes. These are written (with the over dotrepresenting

tim e derivation and the tim e dependencetem porarily suppressed)as:

�h _� = � i[H ;�]+ (2L�L+ � L
+
L� � �L

+
L) (12)

showing theHam iltonian (H )and dissipative(L)processes[7].(Therem ay

beseveralofthelatter,in which caseeach processislabelled byan indexand

therateequation containsa sum overtheprocesses.Fornotationalsim plic-

ity weconsidera singleprocessand do withoutan indexed L.A theoretical

developm ent leading to the above equations is found in [8].) The relation

ofthe Lindblad equation to stochastic (Ito orStratonovich)form ulation of

dissipativeprocessesin quantum m echanicswasdeveloped in [9],furtherelu-

cidated in [10]and com parisonsbetween variousrate form alism were m ade

in [11]. Severalextensionsofthe M onte-Carlo (M C)orunravelling form al-

ism were m ade to non-M arkovian and otherprocesses(e.g.,[12]-[14]). For

opposing view pointswe referto [15]-[22].
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2.2 T im e developm ent ofthe ’s

W e now postulate tim e-evolution equations in the "square root" m ethod.

Theform oftheequationsisrationalized by thefactsthatthey willcorrectly

give the Liouville-von Neum ann equations for Ham iltonian processes and

thatthey havetheform oftheLvNL equationsforthediagonalelem entsof

thedensity m atrix �nn,when therealso dissipative term s.Theo�-diagonal

m atrix elem ents �nm (n 6= m ) willbe discussed after introduction ofthe

initialconditions.

�h_�n = � iH nr
�
r + L _ns

�
s

��
r L

�
_nr(

��
_n )�1 � L

�
rnLrs

�
s (13)

The star denotes the com plex conjugate. The sum m ation convention for

doubly appearing rom an indices is used, but _n in a subscript m eans no

sum m ation overn (and nosum m ation isim plied form ultipleG reek indices).

The inverse (��_n )�1 isnotan elem entofthe inverse m atrix of;rather,it

istheinverse ofan elem entof.Fortheconjugate variable one has

�h_��n = i
��
r H rn + (�_n)

�1
L _nr

�
r

��
s L

�
_ns � 

��
s L

�
rsLrn (14)

Asdiscussed in previoustextsusing thesquare-rootm ethod [2,3],therate

equations for �nn follow from com bination ofequation (13) and equation

(14).In fact,using thelefthand sideoftheseexpressionsand carrying out

the ensem ble averaging,one obtainsthe tim e-rate ofa diagonalelem entof

the density m atrix,asfollows

�h _�_n _n =
�h

A

X

�

[�_n _
��
_n + _�_n

��
_n ]

=
1

A

X

�

fi[�_n
��
r H r_n � H _nr

�
r

��
_n ]

+ 2L _nr
�
r

��
s L

�
_ns� 

�
_n

��
s L

�
rsLr_n � L

�
r_nLrs

�
s

��
_n g

= fi[�;H ]+ 2L�Ly� L
y
L� � �L

y
Lg_n _n (15)

O n therighthand sideallproductsofthe’san bewritten in term sofden-

sity m atrix elem entsand theexpression yieldsprecisely thenn-com ponent

ofrighthand sideofequation (12).Sim ilarly tosolutionsoftheLvNL equa-

tions,thetraceof� ispreserved (Tr_�(t)= 0 atalltim es)and thepositivity

ofany diagonalm atrix elem ents�nn isensured,since �nn = n � �n � 0.

O n the other hand,the dissipative part ofthe rate expressions for the

non diagonalcom ponentsofthedensity m atrix hastheform

�h _�nm =
�h

A

X

�

[�n _
��
m + _�n

��
m ]
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=
1

A

X

�

fi[�n
��
r H rm � H nr

�
r

��
m ]� 

�
n

��
s L

�
rsLrm � L

�
rnLrs

�
s

��
m

+ L _ns
�
s

��
r L

�
_nr(

��
_n )�1 ��m + L _m r

�
r

��
s L

�
_m s(

�
_m )

�1

�
ng

= fi[�;H ]� L
y
L� � �L

y
Lgnm + (LB _m n

L
y)_m _m + (LB �_nm

L
y)_n _n

(16)

in which the B tensorisde�ned as

B
m n
rs =

1

A

X

�


�
r

��
s (�m )

�1

�
n (17)

Thiscontains term sthat include the inverse quantities (�n)
�1 and cannot

beexpressed in term softhedensity m atrix.Thiswasalready noticed in [2].

In the case thatm = n we obtain B _m _m
rs = �rs.Thus,while the square root

m ethod isselfconsistent,itisnotfully equivalentwith Lindblad equations.

(A detailed com parison with di�erentm ethodsis given in section 5.) The

di�erencecan beclearly form ulated by inserting thefollowing expression in

thecurly bracketsin equation (16) and subtracting thesam efrom thelast

two term s:

L
�
rn

2

A

X

�


�
r

��
s Lsm = f2Ly�Lgnm (18)

Then thecurly bracketsbecom es

fi[�;H ]+ 2Ly�L � L
y
L� � �L

y
Lgnm (19)

which istheLindblad expression,whilethe di�erence can bewritten as

1

A

X

�


�
s(D

m n�
rs + D

nm ��
sr )��s (20)

with the de�nition that

D
m n�
rs = (��n )�1 Lns

��
m L

�
nr � L

�
snLrm (21)

The square-root m ethod leads therefore (in general) to di�erent solutions

than the Lindblad equation. W e repeatthatequation (16) isnotused to

obtain the o�-diagonaldensity m atrix term s;rather,these are calculated

directly from the square-rootfactors.
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2.2.1 T w o com ponents

To com plete thissubsection we write down explicitly the equationsasthey

should appearfora two com ponentsystem to be used in the following sec-

tions(butsuppressing thesystem index �):

�h _1 = � i(H 111 + H 122)

� jL21j
2
1 � L

�
21L222 + L

�
12

2
�

1
�
(L111 + L122) (22)

�h _2 = � i(H 211 + H 222)

� L
�
12L111 � jL12j

2
2 + L

�
21

1
�

2
�
(L211 + L222) (23)

In the case thatthe Lindblad operator L doesnothave diagonalelem ents

those equationscan befurthersim pli�ed:

�h _1 = � i(H 111 + H 122)� jL21j
2
1 + jL12j

2j2j
2

1
�

(24)

�h _2 = � i(H 211 + H 222)� jL12j
2
2 + jL21j

2j1j
2

2
�

(25)

2.3 T he uniqueness ofthe  evolution equation

According to section 1.1  is notunique.  can be replaced by an equally

plausible representation 0such thata unitary m atrix U connectsthetwo:


�
n(t)= 

0�
n (t)U

�
� (t) (26)

Taking the derivative ofequation (26) we obtain:

_�n(t)= _0�n (t)U
�
� (t)+ 

0�
n (t)

_U �
� (t) (27)

Thiscan also bewritten as:

_�n(t)= U
�
� (t)[_

0�
n (t)+ 

0�
n (t)

_U �
�(t)(U

�1 (t))
�

�
] (28)

Introducingtheexpression from equation (26) and equation (28) intoequa-

tion (13) we obtain the result:

�hU �
� (t)[_

0�
n (t)+ 0�n (t)

_U �
�(t)(U

�1 (t))
�

�
]= U _�

� (t)[� iH nr
0�
r � L�rnLrs

0�
s

+ L _ns
0�
s 

0��
r L�

_nrU
�_�
� (t)(0��

_n U �_�
� (t))�1 ] (29)
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M ultiplying by theinverse m atrix ofU �
� and rearranging term swe obtain:

�h_0�n (t)= � iH nr
0�
r � L�rnLrs

0�
s + L _ns

0�
s 

0��
r L�

_nrU
�_�
� (t)(0��

_n U �_�
� (t))�1

� �h0�n (t)
_U �
�(t)(U

�1 (t))
�

�
(30)

W e see that the third term in the right hand side ofequation (30) (corre-

sponding to the second term in the righthand side ofequation (13)) isto

som edegreearbitrary.Furtherm ore,ifthem atrix U (t)ischosen to betim e

dependenta fourth term can be added withoute�ecting the results. How

should onechoose a m atrix U (t)? Som erecom m endationscan begiven:

1. Choosea m atrix U (t)to sim plify equation (30).

2. Choose a m atrix U (t) to avoid singularity condition that m ay occur

in thethird term in therighthand sideofequation (30).M oreabout

theproblem ofsingularinitialcondition in the nextsubsection.

3. Choose a m atrix U (t) in order to reduce the di�erence between the

Lindblad form alism and thefactorization m atrix form alism .Thiscan

be done in term s ofthe di�erence tensor D m n�
rs de�ned in equation

(21). Inserting the expression from equation (26) into equation (21)

weobtain the result:

D
m n�
rs [U �

�] = (�_�_n )�1 L _ns
�_�
m L

�
_nr � L

�
snLrm

= (0��_n U
�_�
� (t))�1 L _ns(

0��
m U

�_�
� (t))L�_nr � L

�
snLrm (31)

HencetheU (t)can bechosen in ordertoobtain sm allerD m n�
rs tensors.

For the exam ples which were worked out in this paper it was found

thatchoosing them atrix U (t)asthe identity m atrix produced both sim ple

equationsand also good agreem entwith the Lindblad theory.However,for

m ore involved casesa di�erentchoice ofthem atrix U (t)m ay beneeded.

2.4 Initialconditions

Thepresenceoftheinversein thedissipativepartoftheevolution equations

causestheinitialconditions(IC)to beofgreatim portance.Thisisevident,

becausetherateexpressionsaresingularwhenevera com ponentprobability

iszero.W e can sim plify the treatm entby expressing the density m atrix at

8



t= 0 in a diagonalform . Thiscan always be done by a suitable transfor-

m ation ofthe basic states. The cases ofpure and m ixed system s are then

easily distinguished.ThephysicalIC are,quite generally,that

j
�
n(0)j=

q

p0n for n = 1;:::;M (32)

and zero forthe restofthe states.Herethe initialprobabilitiesp0n

MX

n= 1

p
0
n = 1 (33)

by norm alization ofthe density m atrix.In a purestate

M = 1 (34)

and in a m ixed state

M > 1 (35)

W e have already noted thata zero value ofa -variable att= 0 (orat

any latertim e),causesa singularity on therighthand sideofequation (13)

and equation (14). Thisisovercom e by starting the integration ata tim e

arbitrarily close to and slightly above t= 0,subjectto the IC ’sgiven by

lim
t! 0+


�
n(t)= e

i��;n [

q

p0n +

r

2L _ns

q

p0sp
0
r e

i(��;s�� �;r)L�
_nrt ] (36)

with thephases��;n taken to bereal,butwith nootherrestriction on them .

W hen p0n 6= 0,thesecond term in theaboveequation can beignored.Butif

the �rstterm iszero,the following term isessential.Thecorrection to this

term can be shown to be,forsm allt,ofthe orderjLj2t. Itcan be checked

thatthe above choice ofIC ensuresthatthe singularity on the righthand

side ofthe evolution equation forany com ponent isexactly cancelled by

the singulartim e derivative on the lefthand side.(Fora historicalrem ark,

singularitiesofthesolutionsin thedensity m atrix att= 0 werenoted early

on,in section 4 of[24].Thefast"slippage" orinitially irregularbehaviorof

solutionswasrecognized in [25].)

W e now assum e thatallsolutionsofthe rate equationsforthe ’scor-

respond to a physicalsystem in the ensem ble.The ensem ble averaging has

therefore to becarried outforallpossiblechoicesofthe initialphases.
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2.4.1 Short tim e behavior

Let us now calculate the tim e developm ent ofthe density m atrix at short

tim es,foran initially pure state,in which

�11(t= 0)= 1; �1n(0)= 0; �nm (0)= 0 ; for n 6= 16= m (37)

In thiscase q

p01 = 1 (38)

and q

p0n = 0 n 6= 1 (39)

Forthe case n 6= 1 equation (36) takesthe form

lim
t! 0+


�
n(t)= e

i��;n

q

2L _n1L
�
_n1t= e

i��;n jLn1j
p
2t (40)

Thedensity m atrix hasthefollowing shorttim e behavior:

lim
t! 0

�nm = lim
t! 0

1

A

X

�


�
n(t)

��
m (t)� gnm (t)

1

A

X

�

e
i(��;n �� �;m ) (41)

where

gnm (t) = jLm 1j
p
2tfor n = 1;m > 1

= 2jLn1jjLm 1jt for n 6= 1 6= 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 (41) gives unity. These m atrix elem ents are thus

seen to give rise to a non-zero value within a tim e ofthe orderoft� L�2 .

Dueto thedissipativem echanism (represented by L),thesystem willthere-

forebecom em ixed beyond thistim e,so thatTr�2 < 1.Thispure-to-m ixed

transition can also be obtained from calculation ofthe tim e derivatives of

the square root factors. (W ith a purely Ham iltonian interaction (H ),an

initially pure state for this Ham iltonian willpersist to be a pure state at

latertim es.)

3 D ecoherence in M olecular System s

10



3.1 D riven LevelC rossing

The changes in the density m atrix involving two states during fast level

crossing by a m olecular system swere considered in [26]including also dis-

sipative forces.Itwaslaterrem arked in [27]thatthe"squarerootoperator

m ethod of[2]",representsan alternative way ofshowing how a dissipative

term in the Ham iltonian can cause decoherence. W e now form ulate the

evolution equationsin thissquare-rootschem eand solvetheresulting equa-

tions. The solutions for the diagonalterm in the density m atrix,shown

graphically below in Figure 1 and sim ilar to those shown in [1],have all

the features appearing in the earlier treatm ents [26,27]based on entirely

di�erentschem esofsolution.

Thelevelcrossing (LC )system ischaracterized by a Ham iltonian (H LC )

and a non -Herm itian dissipative (LLC )partwritten forthe two statesin

the m atrix form s,asfollows:

H LC =

 
1

2
G cos(!t) J

J � 1

2
G cos(!t)

!

(43)

LLC =
p
�

 

0 1

1 0

!

(44)

G denotes the strength ofthe periodic driving �eld;the coe�cients J and

� ofthe tunnelling and ofthe dissipative m echanism sare denoted by sam e

sym bolsasin [26]and [27].

Fora M arkovian processtherateequationsarenow written forthetwo

elem ents(�1;
�
2)in thedensity m atrix as

i�h_�1 =
1

2
G cos(!t)�1 + J

�
2 � i�[�

1 � j
�
2j

2
=

��
1 ]

i�h_�2 = �
1

2
G cos(!t)�2 + J

�
1 � i�[�

2 � j
�
1j

2
=

��
2 ] (45)

W e have already called attention to the divisors � on the extrem e right,

characteristic ofthe factorization form alism fordissipative processes,equa-

tion (14) . The trace ofthe density �(=  � + )stays constant during the

m otion,by construction.

W enextsolvetwo equationsforthe0s,subjectto thepurestateinitial

conditionsj�1j
2 = 1,�2 � 0 att= 0.Then from the solutionswe form the

diagonalm atrix elem entsofthedensity m atrix and �nally show theresults

in �gure 1. For a beginning,the three lower drawings in the �gure arose
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from calculationsthatwere carried outfora density m atrix referring to an

"ensem ble"consistingofonesystem .Thism eansthatonehasA = 1and the

sum m ation over� in equation (3) istrivial.Thequantity changed between

the upperthree drawingsisthe strength � ofthe dissipative term .Asthis

increases, a transition takes place from the slow to the fast decoherence

regim e. W e have already noted the rem arkable sim ilarity of the results

obtained here by the factorization m ethod to those in Figure 1 in [26]and

in [27], except that for strong dissipation their drawings show only tiny

oscillations,unlikeourthird drawing from below.In this,drawn for �

!
= 20,

after a very steep initialdownward slope (not visible in the �gure),both

diagonaldensity m atrix elem entsoscillate abouttheasym ptotic valueof 1

2
.

In this trivial"ensem ble" ofA = 1 the o�-diagonalm atrix elem ent is

sim ply given by j�12j= j1
�
2j= j1jj2j=

p
�11(1� �11)

1. This di�ers

from thesam equantity calculated and shown in Fig.2 of[27].Theircurve

initially oscillatesaround 0,and atlongertim essettlesdown to thisvalue,

whereas our result tends asym ptotically to 1

2
. W e do not regard this as a

seriousdiscrepancy,sincein a realisticm odel,in which A islarge,thephase

decoherence willm ake �12 vanish,asargued in section 2.3.

W ehavealso calculated thedensity m atriceswhen thereisa non-trivial

sum m ation,nam ely when initialconditionsare �1(0)= e
i�

2 ;e
2i�

2 ;e
3i�

2 ;e
4i�

2

for � = 1;2;3;4 respectively and 2(0) � 0,(so that A = 4),instead of

having only �1(0)= 1 (and A = 1),asbefore.Physically,thisrepresentsa

certain typeofaveraging overtheenvironm ent.(In m orecom plex system s,

one would require an averaging in the density m atrix over a m uch larger

num ber ofstates, such that A ! 1 .) The resultant density tends now

to an alm ost perfectly straight line. This is sim ilar to the graphs shown

in both [26]and in [27]for strong dissipation and elucidates the practical

consequenceofsystem -averaging in thedensity m atrix.W ehavealsoworked

outthe A = 4 case forthe lowertwo graphsin Figure 1.Forthese graphs,

there washardly any perceptiblechange from those shown.

Forthephysicalm eaningoftheseresultsin thecontextofm olecularlevel

crossing,we point to [26]and references therein,while for a m ore general

application to decoherence we referto [27].

1 �11 + �22 = 1 ) j2j=
p
�22 =

p
1� �11
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Figure 1: Evolution ofa diagonalelem ent ofthe density m atrix �11. The

strength ofdissipation increasesupwardsin the drawings.Foralldrawings

theparam etersin equation (45) arechosen asG = 25, J = 3,! = 1.Then,

in the bottom drawing � (the dissipative param eter)= 0,A (the ensem ble

size)= 1; in thesecond drawing (from below):�= 0:05,A = 1;in thethird

drawing:�= 20,A = 1;in top drawing �= 20 (asin previous,but) A = 4.

Theinitialdownward slopein thetop two drawingsistoo steep to bevisible

and so aretiny uctuationsin thehorizontalpartofthetop drawing.Note

the sm oothing e�ectofthe ensem ble averaging,evidentfrom a com parison

between the top two drawings.
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3.2 D escent A cross a C onicalIntersection

W hereasin thepreviouscasethedecoherencem echanism wasactivated by a

non-Herm itean dissipativeforce,whosestrength wasdesignated by �,there

are situationswheredissipation isintrinsic in the dynam ics.A situation of

this type takes place in the excited state dynam ics ofa m olecular system

m oving on a potentialenergy surfaceasitapproachesa conicalintersection

(ci). (This is a frequently encountered naturalprocess, and it has been

claim ed thatitisbasic to m any naturally occurring life processesin which

an electronic state ischanged,e.g.photosynthesis[28].cihave been previ-

ously studied by num erousresearchers,[29]and otherpapersin thatvolum e

[30].) W e now briey give the underlying form albackground,with a view

ofapplying to itourform alism .A schem atic illustration ofa ciisshown in

Figure 2.

W e�rstrecallthebasicresultofvon Neum ann and W igner[31]thatthe

crossings (points ofdegeneracy) ofpotentialenergy surfaces (= electronic

energiesasfunctionsofthe nuclearcoordinates)fora polyatom ic m olecule

can be generally described in term s ofjust two nuclear displacem ent pa-

ram eters.(Following the notation of[32],we shallhere denote these by Q 1

and Q c,the form er being a "tuning" and the latter the "coupling" m ode

coordinate. They are actually two linearly independent com binations of

the nuclear coordinates.) The two surfaces (belonging to the two locally

adjacent "adiabatic" electronic states) separate from each other near the

intersection pointin a m annerthatislinearin both coordinates:hencethe

nam e "conicalintersection" (ci). They di�er from energy-surface intersec-

tionsthathappen during m olecularoratom ic collisions,in thatthese m ay

(approxim ately) be treated in a single-dim ensionalcoordinate space,usu-

ally the separation between the colliding-reacting species. The probability

ofchange ofthe electronic state in such collisions is given by the Landau-

Zenerform ula [33],[34],which isatthe basisofthe subjectin the previous

section.An analogoussem i-classicalform ula forthepassageacrossa ciwas

obtained by Nikitin [35]. Laterdevelopm ents were sum m arized in [36]. In

a sim pli�ed form the expression of[35]for the asym ptotic probability of

transferbetween thetwo diabaticstatesin a 2 -dim ensionalspace(x;y)can

bewritten as

P
diab
2! 1 = exp[�

�

2�h

K (v2x + v2y)
�

1

2

l2
] (46)

In this form ula vx and vy are com ponents ofthe starting velocities on the

upper("2")adiabatic surface,listheclosestdistancein thepassageto the

14
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Figure2:Schem aticdrawingsofadiabaticpotentialsurfacesexhibiting con-

icalintersection (ci) The upper and m iddle drawings show the upper and

lowersheetsasfunction ofthetwodisplacem entcoordinatesQ 1 and Q cintro-

duced in thetext.Thelowerdrawingsuperim posesthesetwo and showsthe

locally conicalnatureoftheintersection atQ 1 = � 4 (expressed in arbitrary

units,typically about -0.1nm )and Q c = 0.Thesystem startsitstrajectory

on theuppersurfaceasa wavepacketcentered at(say)(Q 1 = � 10;Q c = 2)

(shown by a blob,where itbelongsalm ostentirely to the upperelectronic

state)and descendstowardsand beyond theci,oscillating to and forth and

(partly)losing itsupperelectronic state character.
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intersection point and K is the strength ofthe electron-nucleus dynam ic

coupling.

The tim e dependentSchr�odingerequation forthe dynam icsofa ciwas

subsequently solved num erically in severalpapers,especially in [37]-[38],

which contain referencesto earlierworks.Theseshow thatthe initialwave

packet(which isexcited in an upperelectronicstate)hasade�nite,non-zero

asym ptotic probability to end up in the otherelectronic state asthe wave

packet traverses the ci. The dynam icsbears therefore the irreversibility

hallm ark ofa dissipative m echanism ,though such m echanism wasnowhere

introduced in this m odel(unlike that in the previous section). The irre-

versibility wasexplained in [38]asdueto theessentialanharm onicity ofthe

dynam ics in the Q 1;Q c-coordinates. The anharm onicity shows up in the

cuspson the energy surfacesatthedegeneracy point.

3.2.1 A sim pli�ed form alism for ci

It is custom ary to represent the two bare or "diabatic" electronic states

(those thatare independentofthenuclearcoordinates)by thecolum n vec-

tors

("1";"2") = (

 

1

0

!

;

 

0

1

!

) (47)

([32]-[39]). Tem porarily sim plifying the situation of[32]to the case where

thereisonly onetuning m odeQ 1,aswellasthecoupling m odeQ c,wehave

forthe two coordinatesthefollowing harm onicoscillatorHam iltonian:

H nuc =
�h!1

2
(�

@2

@Q 2
1

+ Q
2
1)+

�h!c

2
(�

@2

@Q 2
c

+ Q
2
c) (48)

where �h!1 and �h!c are the quanta ofvibrationalenergies. In the doublet

representation thenuclearHam iltonian iswritten asascalaror,equivalently,

asH nuc tim esthe 2x2 unitm atrix I.

Thenuclear-electronic interaction partcan then bewritten withoutloss

ofgenerality as

H el�nuc =

 

�E + K1Q 1 K cQ c

K cQ c � �E � K1Q 1

!

(49)

where2�E istheverticalenergy o�setbetween thetwo electronicstatesand

K 1;K c arethe coupling strengthsforthetwo coordinates.
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The Schr�odinger equation to be solved for the tim e dependent vector

	(Q 1;Q c;t)is

i�h
@	(Q 1;Q c;t)

@t
= (H nucl+ H el�nuc)	(Q 1;Q c;t) (50)

subjectto the initialcondition att= 0,that	(Q 1;Q c;0)isa wave packet

(say, of gaussian form s in the two coordinates Q 1;Q c) on the upper po-

tentialsurface,centered atsom e position wellabove the intersection point

(Q ci

1 = � �E

K 1

;Q c = 0).Thistypeofwavepacketcan beconveniently form ed

by shortduration (com pared to the inverse frequencies!�1
1

and !�1c )opti-

calexcitation from som e lowerlying electronic state. The wave packetwill

then descend towardsthecipointand beyond.Throughoutitspassage the

initially excited (diabatic)electronic state (say,"1")willlose am plitude in

favoroftheotherstate"2".Thislosswillbeespecially intensenearthede-

generacy point.Ultim ately,for"long" tim esoftheorderofpicoseconds,the

probability willtend to som easym ptoticlim it(say,P1;1 )between 0 and 1.

(Figures1-4,in [32].Actually,in any individualrun itwillslightly oscillate

abouttheasym ptoticprobability.) Thisvaluedependson theparam etersof

thesystem and also,presum ably to a lesserextent,on theinitialconditions.

3.2.2 A Lindblad-type form alism for ci

In thissection wepresentareform ulation oftheprevioustwostate-twom ode

system ,such that the irreversible nature ofthe dynam ics is built into the

m odel(ratherthan em ergesfrom thesolution).W edo thisby constructing

a phenom enologicaldissipative term in the square-root form alism , based

on the Herm itean form alism of the previous subsection. This procedure

willthen lead to Lindblad-type term s in the m aster equations. (Let it be

em phasized thatwe are notderiving theLindblad term from a m icroscopic

process, but are form ulating the m icroscopic equations in an irreversible

setting forthe partial,electronic degreesoffreedom ,having elim inated the

nuclearcoordinates.)

In the m otion ofthe wave packeton an adiabatic surface the electronic

state am plitudeswilldepend on the position ofthe nuclearcoordinates.In

the squarerootform alism ,and relying on Appendix A:1,we write thisas


�
i = 

�
i(Q 1;Q c) (i= 1;2) (51)

W e invert these relations to m ake the coordinates som e functions of the

’sand then linearize the functionalrelation to be com posed ofa classical
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(non-dissipative,real)partand a "dissipative" partwhich willgiveriseto a

Lindblad type term .Speci�cally,

Q r(t)= Q
class
r (t)+ Q

L
r(t) (r= 1;c) (52)

foreithercoordinate and then

Q
class
1 (t) = Q

0
1cos(!1t)+

v1

!1
sin(!1t) (53)

Q
class
c (t) =

vc

!c
sin(!ct) (54)

These relationsare appropriate fora classicalm otion (forwhich the initial

valuesofthecoordinatesare(Q 0
1;0)and ofthevelocitiesare(v1;vc));they

should provide a fair enough description ofthe center ofa gaussian wave

packet. O ther choices for the initialvalues lead to sim ilar results for the

asym ptotic behavior. (But take note that the levelcrossing probability is

zero when the initialvelocities are zero orwhen the classicalpathway goes

acrosstheci.Thisisevidentfrom Nikitin’sexpression fora cilevelcrossing

probability [35,36],shown above in equation (46).)

TheexpressionsfortheLindblad com ponentofthecoordinatesarem ore

com plicated and theirrationale willbeapparentonly later.They are

Q
L
1(t) = �

i�

K 1

[(1� P1;1 )j
�
1j

2 � P1;1 j
�
2j

2](�2
��
1 + �1

��
2 )

j�
1
j2�

1
��
2

+ j�
2
j2�

2
��
1

(55)

Q
L
c(t) =

i�

K c

[(1� P1;1 )j
�
1j

2 � P1;1 j
�
2j

2](�1
��
1 � �2

��
2 )

j�
1
j2�

1
��
2

+ j�
2
j2�

2
��
1

(56)

Here P1;1 and P2;1 are asym ptotic weights or probabilities for the two

(adiabatic)com ponents.Thetim edependenceofthe-factorsissuppressed

in these form ula,for brevity. Because ofthe irreversibility ofthe process,

one can assum ethefunctionsQ 1;Q c to becom plex.

Substitution of the nuclear coordinates, as given in equation (52) -

equation (56),into equation (49) and the use ofthis-dependentHam il-

tonian in the �rst("Ham iltonian") term in equation (13) -equation (14) ,

yield after som e sim pli�cation the following Lindblad form ofthe rate of

equationsforthe’s

i�h_�1 = [�E + K1(Q
0
1cos(!1t)+

v1

!1
sin(!1t))]

�
1 + K c

vc

!c
sin(!ct)

�
2

� i�
((1� P1;1 )j

�
1j

2 � P1;1 j
�
2j

2)

��1
(57)
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i�h_�2 = [� �E � K1(Q
0
1cos(!1t)+

v1

!1
sin(!1t))]

�
2 + K c

vc

!c
sin(!ct)

�
1

+ i�
((1� P1;1 )j1j

2 � P1;1 j2j
2)

�
2

(58)

TheLindblad operatorforthissetofequationsis:

LC I =
p
�

 

0
p
P1;1p

1� P1;1 0

!

(59)

W hen at t= 0 the "1"-state is excited optically,the initialconditions are

1(0)
� = 1;�2(0)= 0forall�,oneobtainsasym ptotically,aftersom eshort-

tim e oscillations and rise ofthe occupation probability ofthe non-excited

"2"-state,

�11(1 )= j1(1 )j2 = P1;1 ; �22(1 )= j2(1 )j2 = P2;1 = 1� P1;1 (60)

Thebehaviorof�11 asfunction oftim eisshown in �gure3.Theparam eters

K 1;K c;�;! 1;!c areallfunctionsoftheparam etersin them olecularHam il-

tonian (equation (48),equation (49)). Q 0
1;v1;vc are de�ned by the m ode

ofexcitation,P1;1 dependson them olecularHam iltonian and,asshown in

section VIof[38],approxim ately by thepotentialsurfaces.

Itispropertocharacterizethepresentcom puted caseasbelongingtothe

m oderately strong dissipative case,since the oscillations about the asym p-

totic valuebegin aftera tim eoftheorderofa vibrationalperiod .A closer

look atthecurvesshowsthatthecom puted m ean asym ptoticlineliesabove

the "input" asym ptotic weightP1;1 = :25 by about0.03. Thisisan inter-

esting e�ect,likely to be due to oscillations in the asym ptotic probability

which arise from the Ham iltonian partofthe rate equation (57).(W e call

attention to thediscussion in section VIof[32],concerning thediscrepancy

ofabout the sam e m agnitude and sense between their classicaland com -

puted asym ptotic probabilities.) Trivially,the other diagonalm atrix (�22)

tends to a value that is lower than its asym ptotic value,since the two di-

agonalm atrix elem ents add up to unity. The uctuations have a roughly

uniform period of2�=!1.

The lowercurve isfora single run (A = 1),the uppercurve (vertically

displaced forclarity by unity)isafter"ensem ble averaging" overfourruns

(A = 4),which di�er from each other by having di�erentphases (� �
1 = 0,

�=2, �,3�=2, for � = 1;::;4) in the initial�1(0). As seen in Figure 3,

no qualitative di�erence isobserved between the curvesfora single system
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Figure 3: Tim e developm ent ofthe weight ofthe diabatic-state,j�1(t)j
2,

following excitation into state "1" and during a passage across a coni-

cal intersection with a lower lying state ("2"). Lower curve: a single

run. Upper curve (displaced upward by 1): ensem ble averaging over four

runs (A = 4, explained in text). The param eters in equation (57) are

( with frequencies and energies =�h in inverse fem tosecond units, lengths

in units ofzero point m otion am plitudes,typically .05 nanom eters ): En-

ergy o�set,�E = 0:2,Coupling constants:K 1 = 0:06; K c = 0:05. M ode

frequencies:!1 = !c = 0:4.Initialvelocities: v1 = 0:24;vc = 0:32. Dissipa-

tive strength,�= � 0:1;Asym ptotic weight:P 1;1 = 0:25
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Figure 4: Com putationsin a m odelforC2H
+

4
(fora single run,the lower

curve,and with an "A = 4 ensem ble averaging" as in the previous �gure,

the upper curve displaced by unity for clarity). The param eters ofTable

I (A) and Figure 1 (a) of[32]are used with added values for initialve-

locities and asym ptotic probabilities(chosen som ewhatarbitrarily),asfol-

lows: �E = 0:95,Coupling constants:K1 = 0:19;K 2 = � 0:27; K c = 0:5,

m ode frequencies:!1 = 0:36;!2 = 0:21;!c = 0:11,velocities: v1 = :6;v2 =

0;vc = :8, � = � :1 (in unitsasin the previous�gure);asym ptotic weight:

P1;1 = 0:25

and thosefortheensem bleaveraged density m atrix,showing thatthesingle

system uctuationsdueto the periodic Ham iltonian term are notaveraged

outby the dissipative term .

This last �nding changes radically when we apply our form alism to a

m ore com plex case,thatwasproposed in [32]asrepresentative ofa C2H
+

4

m olecular system . There are now two tuning m odes (designated by the

subscripts1 and 2),aswellasdi�erentfrequenciesforthethreem odes.The

resultsforthediagonaldensity m atrix are shown in Figure 4.

The uctuationsare here considerably m ore congested than in the pre-

ceding case, where there was only a single m ode-frequency. O ne sees in

Figure 3 thatthe dissipative m echanism doesnotcom pletely elim inate the

uctuations. However,additionalcom putations (not shown here) indicate

thatincreasingthedissipation strength �doesfurtherslightly sm oothen the

intrinsicuctuations.O n theotherhand,in theensem bleaveraged probabil-

ities(theuppercurvein Figure4)theuctuationsdueto thequasi-periodic

Ham iltonian are alm ost com pletely washed out. W e �nally note that the

com puted m ean asym ptotic value stilllies about 0.03 above the nom inal
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asym ptotic weight.

4 Som e M odels ofD issipative Processes

4.1 N on-M arkovian processes w ith m em ory

Following a work by Diosiet al. [40],we consider the situation in which

the Lindblad operatorL isdependenton tim e and hence hasthe faculty of

m em ory.W e considerthe sim plecase ofa two-levelsystem ,in which:

H =
1

2
w�z

L =

q

f(t)�� (61)

Them em ory function isgiven by:

f(t)=
G 1

2
�

q

G 2
1 � 2G 1l

2

2
tanh[

1

2
t

q

G 2
1
� 2G 1l

2 + arctanh[
G 1

q

G 2
1
� 2G 1l

2

]]

(62)

Theabove Ham iltonian and Lindblad operatorlead to the equations:

_�1 = �
1

2
iw

�
1 � f(t)�1

_�2 =
1

2
iw

�
2 + f(t)

j�1j
2

��
2

(63)

Thetim eevolution oftheexpectation valueofthePaulim atricesisplotted

in Figure 5 in the case thatthe above di�erentialequations are solved for

the pure state initialconditions �1(0)=
3p
10
;�2(0)=

1p
10

independentof

�.Theobtained resultsare very sim ilarto thoseof[40].

4.2 Probabilitiesfora tw o-state system coupled to a bosonic

reservoir

This problem was recently studied,alongside with other instances also in-

volving m em ory,in [41,42]. The case thatwe num erically solve using the

square-rootform alism possessesan exactsolution [shown in Eq.57 of[41]],

with which ourcom puted valuesagree perfectly (Figure 7).
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Figure 5: Expectation values of Paulim atrices for a two - level system

undergoing non -M arkovian quantum di�usion (NM Q D)forparam etersas

in Fig.2(b)of[40](w = 1;L = 1;G = 1;W 1 = 1;G 1 = G ;a = 0).Fullline

:= < �z > ;short,broken lines:= < �x > ;long -broken lines:= < �y >

In them odeladegeneratetwo-statesystem ,j1 > and j2 > (whoseHam il-

tonian istaken aszero),iscoupled to a reservoirofbosonsthrough a tim e-

dependentHam iltonian interaction term .Thisisgiven by

H int= B (t)j2 > < 1j+ B
�(t)j1 > < 2j (64)

whereB �(t)isa reservoirexcitation operator[Eq.(52)in [41]].Theessential

quantity in the dynam icsisthe spectraldensity given by

J(!)=
1

2�

lG 2
1

(! � !0)
2 + G 2

1
)

(65)

where l is the interaction strength,G 1 is the spectralwidth and !0 the

characteristic frequency in the reservoir. The analyticalsolution for the

probability ofthestate occupation j2 > thatisexcited att= 0,is

�22(t)= e
�G 1t[cosh


t

2
+
G 1



sinh


t

2
] (66)

where
=

q

G 2
1
� 2l2G 1.

In ourform alism ,we solve num erically the m aster equations for �1(t),

�2(t) and their com plex conjugates,em ploying a Lindblad operator L =

f(t)j2 > < 1j,with them em ory function f(t)given in equation (62).Initial
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Figure 6: Probability ofexcited state occupancy �22(t) = j�2(t)j
2 against

norm alized tim e (!t). The param eters are l= 1,G 1 = 0:2 . Results are

com puted by thesquarerootm ethod.They overlap com pletely theanalytic

expression.

conditions are the sam e forall2 �. The resultisshown in Figure 6,which

com pletely overlapsthe exactresultfrom equation (66).TheM onte Carlo

m ethod of[41,42]also agreeswith the analytic results,butuses107 runs.

It is not clear to us what is the m inim um runs that is required to obtain

agreem ent,butthe expediency ofthesquarerootm ethod isevident.

In a further �gure we also show the expectation value of the three

angular m om entum m atrices taken with respect to the state am plitudes

(�1(t);
�
2(t)).(Figure7).They aresim ilarto thedrawingsin Figure6,but

with m ore persistentoscillations.

5 C om parison w ith O ther M ethods.

In this section we briey consider sim ilarities and di�erences between the

"square-root m ethod" and som e other m ethods,already m entioned in the

Introductory section.

(I)Num berofindependentrate equations.

Atany instance oftim e the density m atrix,whetherby itsde�nition in

equation (3) orby environm enttracing ,iscom posed ofN x A independent

(com plex)num bers(N beingthenom inalnum berofstatesand A eitherthe

num ber of system s in the ensem ble or the totalnum ber of states in the

2
Thism eansthatthe ensem ble containsonly a single system
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Figure 7: AveragesofPauli,angularm om entum m atricesforthe solutions

againstreduced tim e.< �z > :fulllines;< �x > :long broken lines;< �x > :

dashed lines.Param etersare asin Fig.6
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environm ent). Thus,in principle,one needs justN x A rate equations to

obtain the density. The square root m ethod postulates N x A equations.

However,therolesofN and A aredi�erentand we�nd thatfrequently one

can getgood approxim ations(to theim portantdiagonalterm s)by keeping

A = 1 or another sm allnum ber. (e.g.,A = 4). (Non-diagonalterm s m ay

need largerA-values)

Rate equation m ethods based on the density m atrix directly work in

principlewith 1

2
N (N + 1)equations(cf.[27]and references),which num ber

is for high values ofN m uch larger than that needed in the square root

m ethod. The frequently used M onte Carlo or"unravelling" m ethod solves

N x M equations,where M bringsin the stochasticity ofthe environm ent

and can bevery large ,e.g.100 in [9],4096 in [43]and 107 in [41]).

(II)A New Form ofthe Rate Equations.

Thesquare-rootm ethod isform allyunlikepreviouslyem ployed m ethods,

such asthose surveyed in [11],and itcan bereasonably expected notto be

reducible to them . To supportthis claim ,we callattention to the inverse

"square-rootfactors" �1 or(+ )�1 appearing in equation (13) and other

equationsthatfollow on.(Thesefactorspossessan apparentsim ilarity with

the "continued fraction m ethod" described in [18]and recently applied in

[44],butareessentially di�erent.) Thepresenceoftheseinversefactors�nds

expression alsoin anovelform oftheinitialconditions,introduced in section

2.1.

(III)Initialtim e random ization

Ashasbeen shown in section 2.1,the environm entinduced random iza-

tion a�ects the -variables only at the starting tim e,not during the tim e

evolution. This approach was stressed in two early papers by van Hove

[23,24]in connection with the derivation ofthe Paulim asterequation. In

our form ulation the initially random ized -s lead,in turn,to the ensem -

ble averaging over various phases in a naturalway. Thus the square-root

procedureappearsto beselfconsistent.

In the unravelling m ethod,random ization takes place throughout the

tim e developm ent(nam ely,by the action ofrandom forceson the system ).

Itseem stousthattheensem bleaveragingasdonein thesquarerootm ethod

(nam ely,by introducing random nessonly atthe beginning)iscloserto the

m eaning originally ascribed to the density m atrix. As asserted at various

places in [23],notonly is the repeated stochasticity "superuous",but"it

isstrictly speaking incom patible with the Schr�odingerequation". (W e un-

derstand thatvan Hove refershereto the form ofthe Schr�odingerequation

as a �rstordertim e-dependentdi�erentialequation,so that the system ’s
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evolution isfully determ ined by the initialconditions.)

(IV)Form oftheLindblad operator

Asem phasized atseveralpointsin thispaper,thechoiceoftheLindblad

operator L in the square root m ethod is determ ined by the requirem ent

thattheevolution equation forthe’sshould lead to rateequationsforthe

diagonalterm sin thedensity m atrix,thatareform ally identicalto thosein

Lindblad’s m ethod [7]. (W e assum e that this choice is unique.) Thus,we

do notderive the L-operatorfrom an atom ic m odelforthe system and its

environm ent.In thissense,the squarerootm ethod is"phenom enological".

However,m ostdensity m atrix m ethodsaresuch,too.Asan exam ple,we

callattention to thecasesstudied in theclassicpaperof[9].In som eworks,

such as[49]on quantum di�usion,a Lindblad operatorwasderived from a

kinem atic m odel,butonly through m aking som e approxim ations.W e have

already noted som e dissension,[15]-[22],regarding the em ploym ent ofthe

Lindblad form alism ,especially forinitialconditionsthatare non-separable

between the system and itsenvironm ent[19,22].

(V)Pure-to-m ixed state transition

Ithasbeen shown in section 2.1 thatin the presenceofdissipative pro-

cesses,a pure state becom esa m ixed state in a tim e oforderL�2 . Thisis

also the standard resultin otherform alism s,obtained theoretically,e.g.,in

[25],and by num ericalcalculations[27].

(VI)O �-diagonalterm sin the density m atrix.

For dissipative system s here lies probably the m ost signi�cant discrep-

ancy between the square-root and density m atrix m ethods. (In a Ham il-

tonian system ,the two form alism s are equivalent,as already noted.) O ur

de�ningequationsforo�-diagonalelem entsdi�erfrom Lindblad’sequations,

and thereforeso do (in general)thecalculated valuesofthediagonalterm s.

In a particularcase,"levelcrossing" treated in section 3.1,wehavepointed

out the discrepancy involved in the square-root procedure. Even in this

case,the calculated behavior ofthe diagonalelem ent was very sim ilar to

thatobtained by anotherm ethod in [27].

Itseem sthatthesourceofthediscrepancy isin thedi�erentapproxim a-

tionsm adeto arriveata dynam icalsem i-group from a Ham iltonian system ,

eitherby truncation ofthetim edom ain orby thehandlingofphasedecoher-

ences[7].So farwehavenotfound any resultthatwould tend to invalidate

the presentapproach,oreven to lay bare any shortcom ings.In view ofthe

questionssurrounding the positivity oflinearm apswith initially entangled

states[21],thecircum stancethatourrateequationsfornon-diagonalterm s

di�erfrom Lindblad’sshould notinvalidate thesquarerootm ethod.
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6 C onclusion

The"square-root" m ethod (previously used to m inim izetheaction in agen-

eraltim e dependentprocess[1])hasnow been applied to severalsituations

wheredecoherence isexpressibleby a Lindblad form alism .

Twoirreversiblem olecularprocesses(adriven Landau-Zenerprocessand

the descent to equilibrium across a conicalintersection) were form ulated

by the square root form alism . Further illustrations of the m ethod were

quantum di�usion and m em ory processes. W hen com pared with results

given in the literature and obtained using di�erentprocedures,the present

m ethod hasled in allcasesto good agreem entand atthecostofvery m uch

lesse�ort. The successofthe m ethod would seem to justify future usesof

the form alism ,as for Q uantum Brownian M otion,already widely studied

in the literature with density m atrix m ethods,[45]-[53]and regarding the

question oftherm alization [54,55].

Atthe sam e tim e,since the basic equations in the square rootm ethod

and otherapproachesappearto bedi�erentin som erespects,thererem ains

a theoreticalchallenge to explain the agreem ent between the results. An-

other task is the justi�cation ofthe basic rate-equation expressions in the

form alism by starting from m icroscopic m odels.

A ppendix

A T he square-root factored density m atrix.

A .1 M atrix form ulation ofsquare root factors

Though the density m atrix in the square root factor form has already ap-

peared before in [2]and [3],we introduce it here following textbook de-

scriptionsofvon Neum ann’sm atrix m ethod ([4],[5]). Let	 � be a possible

wave function describing the quantum state ofthe �’th system in the en-

sem ble(� = 1;2:::A).Itcan beexpanded in term sofan orthonorm alsetof

eigenstatesun as

	 � =

NX

n= 1


�
nun (67)

Herethesizeoftheorthonorm alset(in principle,in�nite)istaken ashaving

a �nite size N . From the norm alization ofallthe wave functions 	 � we
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obtain:

1 = h	 �j	 �i= h

NX

n= 1


�
nunj

NX

m = 1


�
m um i

=

NX

n= 1

NX

m = 1


��
n 

�
m hunjum i=

NX

n= 1

NX

m = 1


��
n 

�
m �nm =

NX

n= 1

j
�
nj

2 (68)

Asderived in [4]and othertexts,thedensitym atrix arisesfrom theensem ble

average overallsystem sin thesense thatitsnm com ponentis

�nm =
1

A

AX

�= 1


�
n

��
m (69)

The �’s are rectangular m atrices ofsize N x A,distinct for each � (or

system in theensem ble)and the��’sareconjugatem atricesofsizeA x N .

Calculating the trace ofthem atrix � we obtain:

Tr� =

NX

n= 1

�nn =

NX

n= 1

1

A

AX

�= 1


�
n

��
n =

1

A

AX

�= 1

1= 1 (70)

forwhich wehave used equation (68).

A .2 Properties ofthe density m atrix

A .2.1 T he density m atrix eigenvalues

Let us derive som e of density m atrix well known properties. First � is

herm itian,since�y = �,ascan beclearly seen from thede�nition of� given

in equation (3). Thus,alleigenvalues �i of� are realwhich isa property

ofallherm itian m atrices.

Second,thesum ofalltheeigenvaluesisunity.Thiscan easily beshown

as follows. There exists a basis ofeigenvectors in which � is diagonal: in

this basis � willbe denoted by �D . The diagonalelem ents of�D are just

the eigenvalues �n. Furtherm ore,given � in an arbitrary basisthere exists

a unitary m atrix U which transform s � to �D according to the following

equation:

�D = U �U
y
) � = U

y
�D U (71)

By virtueofequation (70) we obtain:

1 = Tr� = TrUy
�D U = Tr�D =

NX

n= 1

�n (72)
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Third,wewillshow thatall�n arepositive(orzero).To provethistake

an arbitrary vectorX one can see that:

X
y
�X =

NX

n= 1

NX

m = 1

1

A

AX

�= 1

X
�
n

�
n

��
m X m (73)

In which thede�nition of� given by equation (3) wasutilized.Nextde�ne

R � =
P N

n= 1X
�
n

�
n,and obtain theresult:

X
y
�X =

1

A

AX

�= 1

jR
�
j
2
� 0 (74)

Further,wewriteX in theeigenvectorbasisViasX =
P

iCiViwhich yields:

X
y
�X =

X

i

C
�
iV

y

i�
X

j

CjVj =
X

i

C
�
iV

y

i �
X

j

�jCjVj (75)

butsince V
y

i � Vj = �ij we have:

X

i

�ijCij
2 = X

y
�X � 0 (76)

and,since the jCij’s are arbitrary,we obtain �i � 0 for every i. From the

positivity of�i and equation (72) ,we reach the m ain conclusion ofthis

section,thatis:

0� �i� 1 8i (77)

A .2.2 P ure and m ixed states

From equation (72) and equation (77) one can reach the following clas-

si�cation ofdensity m atrices: either there exists a specialindex s such as

�s = 1 while foralli6= s �i = 0 orthat�i < 1 forallindicesi. The �rst

case isdenoted asa "pure" state while the second isdenoted asa "m ixed"

state.

Forthe pure state we have in the diagonalbasis�2D = �D �D = �D and

also in an arbitrary basis

�
2 = �� = U

y
�D U U

y
�D U = U

y
�D �D U = U

y
�D U = � (78)

which isa necessary and su�cientcondition fora density m atrix to describe

a purestate.O neobviously obtainsalso the result

Tr�2 = Tr� = 1 (79)
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Forthe m ixed state we have

Tr�2 = Tr�2D =
X

�
2
i <

X
�i= Tr� = 1 (80)

In sum m ary,we concludethat

Tr�2 � 1 (81)

in which the equality sign isappropriateonly in thepurecase.

As an exam ple fora pure state take an ensem ble forwhich A = 1 and

�nm = n
�
m in thiscase:

Tr�2 =
X

n

(��)nn =
X

n

X

m

�nm �m n =
X

n

X

m

n
�
m m 

�
n

=
X

n

jnj
2
X

m

jm j
2 = 1 (82)

Anotherobviouscaseofapurestateisan ensem blewith an arbitrarynum ber

A ofwave functions,butin which allthe wave functionsare equal. Since

�nm = 1

A

P A
�= 1 

�
n

��
m = 1n

1�
m the sam eargum entasabove can beapplied.

Itrem ainsto show thatin case thatnotallthewave function are equal

(in a non trivialsense)we obtain Tr�2 < 1.

A .2.3 M ixed states

Letuscalculate thetrace ofthe squaredensity m atrix:

Tr�2 =
X

n

X

m

�nm �m n =
X

n

X

m

1

A

AX

�= 1


�
n

��
m

1

A

AX

�= 1


�
m 

��
n (83)

By de�ning the "state averaged density function" by:

M �� =
X

n


�
n

��
n (84)

we see that:

Tr�2 =
1

A 2

AX

�= 1

AX

�= 1

jM ��j
2 (85)

Henceweneed to show thatforall� and �,M �� � 1 weshallbeparticular

interested in thecase thattheinequality isde�nite thatisM �� < 1.
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Letuslook attwo arbitrary com plex vectors:F;B and a com plex scalar

� = j�jei�.O bviously X

i

jFi+ �B ij
2
� 0 (86)

However

X

i

jFi+ �B ij
2 =

X

i

jFij
2 + j�j

2
X

i

jB ij
2 + �

X

i

B iF
�
i + �

�
X

i

B
�
iFi (87)

Now denote

a =
X

i

jB ij
2
;c=

X

i

jFij
2 (88)

which are both realand positive quantities,and

2b= e
i�
X

i

B iF
�
i + e

�i�
X

i

B
�
iFi (89)

which isa realquantity.And wearrive attheinequality

aj�j
2 + 2bj�j+ c� 0 (90)

Since,asfunction ofj�j,thisisan equation ofa parabola which hasallits

values above the j�jaxis (except when the equality holds in this case the

parabola touchestheaxisin a singlepoint),itfollowsthatthediscrim inant

ofthis equation is either negative or zero,the latter in the case that the

parabola touchesthe axisin a single point.Thuswe obtain

b
2
� ac (91)

Now assum e that the length ofthe F and the B vectors is unity. Thatis

a = c= 1.Furtherm ore denote X =
P

iB iF
�
i = jX jei’.Thusbisequalto

b= jX jcos(� + ’) (92)

Thefollowing inequality isobtained

jX j
2
�

1

cos2(� + ’)
(93)

By choosing the arbitrary phase

� = � ’ � n� (94)
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we obtain the result

j
X

i

B iF
�
ij
2 = jX j

2
� 1 (95)

this being a specialcase of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Next let us

discussthecasein which theequality sign holdsin theaboveequation,that

isthecasein which b2 = acand theequation aj�j2+ 2bj�j+ c= 0 issatis�ed

fora single value ofj�j. Thiscan be traced to equation (86) forwhich we

have X

i

jFi+ �B ij
2 = 0 (96)

butthisisonly possible forFi = � �B i. However,since the length ofboth

vectorsis1 we arrive atthe equation

Fi= � e
i�
B i= e

i(�+ �)
B i (97)

Thus in order for the equality to hold the vectors F and B m ust be the

sam e up to a "global" phase. W e can now show that M �� � 1 and in

particular M �� < 1, if � and � are di�erent in a "non-trivial" way

(a globalphase change does not count as a di�erence). This is done by

identifying F = �;B = �.Thus,according to equation (95),

jM ��j
2 = j

X

n


�
n

��
n j� 1 (98)

and,in particular,

jM ��j
2 = j

X

n


�
n

��
n j< 1 (99)

unless�n and �n are the sam e up to a globalphase.Thisyields,barring a

uniquecase,

Tr�2 =
1

A 2

AX

�= 1

AX

�= 1

jM ��j
2
< 1 (100)

Thus a m ixed state is really m ixed in the sense,that is should contain at

leasttwo wave functionswhich are di�erentin a non trivialway.
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