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C oherent controlofpopulation transfer betw een com m unicating defects

Christoph W eiss�
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(D ated:3 January 2006)

Population transfer between two identical, com m unicating defects in a one-dim ensionaltight-

binding lattice can be system atically controlled by externaltim e-periodic forcing. Em ploying a

force with slowly changing am plitude,the tim e it takes to transfer a particle from one defect to

the other can be altered over several orders of m agnitude. An analytical expression is derived

which showshow theforcing e�ectively changesthe energy splitting between the defectstates,and

num ericalm odelcalculationsillustrate the possibility ofcoherentcontrolofthe transfer.

PACS num bers: 73.43.Jn,71.23.A n,72.10.Fk

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

The possibility to controlthe state ofa quantum sys-

tem by externalforcing,oreven to create desired target

statesby judiciously designed electrom agnetic pulses,is

ofsubstantialconceptualand practicalinterest. In this

paper,a speci�c scenario is investigated which em erges

in one-dim ensionaltight-binding lattices under the in-


uence ofperiodic forcing,such aslaser-irradiated poly-

m ers,orsem iconductorsuperlatticesinteractingwith far-

infrared radiation. Ifthe on-site energy is deliberately

m odi�ed in an identicalm annerattwo sitesoftheother-

wiseregularlattice,twodefectstatesem ergewhich \com -

m unicate" ifthey arenottoo farapart,i.e.,they possess

localized eigenstatesconnecting both defects. Itwillbe

shown that the degree ofcom m unication,expressed by

the splitting ofthe energiesofthe two defectstates,can

be varied overseveralordersofm agnitude ifthe system

is subjected to strong periodic forcing. From this fol-

lowsthepossibility to achievewell-controlled population

transferfrom one defectto the other,ifthe forcing am -

plitude issuitably shaped.

The paperrelieson the fram ework provided by quan-

tum m echanicalFloquet theory for periodically forced

system s, which has repeatedly been found useful in

the analysis of solid-state devices driven by external

forces1,2,3,4.Them aterialisorganized asfollows:Secs.II

and IIIbrie
y providetherequired background on local-

ization atisolated defects,and on thein
uenceofa peri-

odicexternalforceon adefectstate.In Sec.IV an analyt-

icalexpressionfortheenergysplittingbetween twodefect

statesisderived,and generalized to describetherelevant

quasienergy splitting when the periodic force is turned

on. Sec.V explains in detailthe strategy for achieving

controlled population transfer between the two defects.

Conclusionsaredrawn in the �nalSec.VI.

II. LO C A LIZA T IO N A T A SIN G LE D EFEC T

A single particle on a one-dim ensional,in�nite,regu-

larlattice with m atrix elem entsconnecting neighboring

sitesonly,asisappropriatein the tight-binding lim it,is

described by the Ham iltonian

Ĥ 0 = �
W

4

1X

‘= � 1

fj‘ih‘+ 1j+ j‘+ 1ih‘jg ; (1)

where j‘iisthe W annierstate localized atthe ‘-th site,

adopting the norm alization h‘0j‘i= �‘0;‘. Denoting the

latticeconstantby d,itseigenstates

j�ki=

1X

‘= � 1

eik‘dj‘i (2)

areextended Bloch waves,labeled by thewavenum berk.

Thehoppingm atrix elem ents� W =4in Eq.(1)havebeen

chosen such thatthe energy dispersion reads

E (k)= �
W

2
cos(kd); (3)

correspondingtoabandofwidth jW j.ForpositiveW ,its

m inim um liesatk = 0.In ordertointroduceadefectinto

theidealsystem (1),theon-siteenergyatthesite
 isnow

altered by an am ount�,giving riseto the perturbation

V̂r = j
 i�h
j; 
 > 0 : (4)

Thesingle-defectHam iltonian

Ĥ = Ĥ 0 + V̂r (5)

then adm itsa localized statewith energy

E 0 = p
W

2

r
4�2

W 2
+ 1 ; (6)

where

p =

�
1 : �

W
> 0

� 1 : �

W
< 0 ;

(7)

so that E 0 falls either above (for �=W > 0) or below

(for�=W < 0)the energy band (3). The probability to

�nd theparticleatthe‘-th site,when itisbound by the

defect,isgiven by

p‘ =
2j�j

p
4�2 + W 2

 r
4�2

W 2
+ 1� 2

�
�
�
�

W

�
�
�

! 2j‘� 
j

; (8)
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ascanbederived with thehelp ofresolventoperatortech-

niques(see,e.g.,Ref.5). In the following,knowledge of

theam plitudesa‘ them selveswillberequired:Asshown

in the Appendix A,the eigenstate corresponding to the

defectenergy (6)reads

j 0i=

1X

‘= � 1

a‘j‘i (9)

with

a‘ = N (� p)‘� 
 (x� )
j‘� 
j

; (10)

whereN isthenorm alization constant,and theauxiliary

quantities

x� =

r
4�2

W 2
+ 1� 2

�
�
�
�

W

�
�
� (11)

have been introduced. They obey x� x+ = 1, and

x� < x+ . The fact that the wave function (9) with

the am plitudes (10) indeed is norm alizable for �

W
6= 0,

and hencedescribesalocalized state,followsim m ediately

from 0 < jx� j< 1.

III. LO C A LIZA T IO N C O N T R O L B Y FO R C IN G

Ifan oscillating electric �eld isapplied to the system ,

linearly polarized along the direction ofthe lattice and

with am plitude F ,the interaction ism odeled by

Ĥ int(t)= eF dcos(!t)
X

‘

j‘i‘h‘j; (12)

where e is the particle’s charge. Since the totalHam il-

tonian Ĥ 0 + V̂r + Ĥ int(t) then is periodic in tim e,with

period T = 2�=!,the Floquettheorem 6,7,8 assertsthat

thereisa com pletesystem ofwavefunctionsoftheform

j (t)i= e� i"t=~ ju(t)i ; (13)

where ju(t)iisa T-periodic function. The quantity " is

called \quasienergy",in analogy to the quasim om entum

in solid statephysics.

Ifthereisnodefect,thequasienergiesforaperiodically

driven particle in a tight-binding lattice with nearest-

neighborcoupling read9,10

"(k)= �
W

2
J0

�
eF d

~!

�

cos(kd) m od ~! ; (14)

so thatthe bandwidth ise�ectively quenched according

to the zero-orderBesselfunction J0:

W e� = W J0

�
eF d

~!

�

: (15)

At the zeros of J0, the band \collapses". This band

collapse m anifestsitselfasdynam icallocalization ofthe

driven particle11,an e�ectwhich should beobservablein

far-infrared driven sem iconductorsuperlattices12.

W ithout periodic forcing,the strength ofa defect of

the form (4) is determ ined not by the on-site energy �

alone,but rather by the ratio �=W : The largerj�=W j,

theshorteristhelocalizationlength ofthedefectstate,as

witnessed by Eq.(8).Thisleadstotheconjecturethatin

the presence ofperiodic forcing the defectFloquetstate

again isdescribed by Eq.(8),butwith �=W replaced by

�=W e�,so thatthelocalization length ofthedefectstate

should becom e strongly dependent on the am plitude of

the forcing.In particular,when eF d=(~!)approachesa

zero ofJ0,the state should be con�ned entirely to the

defectsite,ifonly � 6= 0.

As shown in Ref.5,this conjecture indeed is correct

in the high-frequency regim e,where ~! is signi�cantly

largerthan the bareband width jW j.Thisisillustrated

in Fig.1 fora defectwith strength �=W = 0:1:The up-

perpanelshowsthe occupation probabilitiespn = janj
2

for a defect located at the site n = 0 in the absence

ofthe periodic force;the discrete valueshave been con-

nected by lines to guide the eye. The lower panel

shows the state under the in
uence ofa periodic force

with high frequency ~!=W = 7:5 and scaled am plitude

eF d=(~!)= j0;1 ’ 2:4048,equalto the �rstzero ofJ0:

Asexpected,thestatenow iscon�ned alm ostentirely to

the defectsite. Hence,the extension ofthe defectstate

is governed by the driving force’s am plitude. This ef-

fectwillbeexploited in Sec.V to controlthepopulation

transferbetween two com m unicating defects.

IV . EN ER G Y SP LIT T IN G A N D Q U A SIEN ER G Y

SP LIT T IN G FO R C O M M U N IC A T IN G D EFEC T S

In the following,the realam plitudes a‘ for the state

bound by a single defectplaced ata site 
 > 0 are nor-

m alized such that

1X

‘= 1

ja‘j
2
= 1 ; (16)

which im plies that the norm alization constant N in

Eq.(10)isnow given by

N =

0

@


X

i= 1

x
2(
� i)

� +

1X

i= 
+ 1

x
2(i� 
)

�

1

A

� 1=2

=

s

1� x2�

1+ x2� � x
2


�

: (17)

Thisdefectstate obeysthe Schr�odingerequation

�

Ĥ 0 + V̂r

�

j 0i= E 0 j 0i : (18)

Next,asecond,identicaldefectisintroduced intotheleft

halfofthelatticeatthesitelabeled � 
,asdescribed by
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FIG .1: O ccupation probabilities pn for a defect state in a

one-dim ensionallattice (1) with a defect ofthe form (4) at

the site n = 0;the defectstrength is�=W = 0:1. The upper

�gure showsthe state in the absence ofperiodic forcing;itis

exponentially localized according to Eq.(8).Thelower�gure

showsthedefectFloquetstatewhen thesystem isdriven with

frequency ~!=W = 7:5 and am plitude eF d=(~!) = 2:4048,

corresponding to the�rstzero ofJ0.Sincethe e�ectiveband

width (15) is zero here,the defect state is localized alm ost

entirely atthe defectsite.

V̂l= j� 
 i�h� 
j; 
 > 0: (19)

Thetwo defectsthen carry two localized statesj 1iand

j 2i,obeying the eigenvalueequations

�

Ĥ 0 + V̂r+ V̂l

�

j 1i = E 1 j 1i ; (20)

�

Ĥ 0 + V̂r+ V̂l

�

j 2i = E 2 j 2i : (21)

By sym m etry,good approxim ationsto these two defect

statesaregiven by theeven and odd linearcom binations

j 1;2i=

1X

‘= � 1

1
p
2
(a‘ � a� ‘)j‘i : (22)

From these,auxiliary wavefunctions

gj 0i �

1X

‘= 1

a‘j‘i (23)

and gj 1i �

1X

‘= 1

1
p
2
(a‘ + a� ‘)j‘i (24)

are de�ned,which have nonvanishing am plitudes in the

righthalfofthelatticeonly.Form ing thescalarproduct

ofEq.(18)with gh 1jthen gives

gh 1jĤ 0 + V̂rj 0i= E 0
gh 1j 0i ; (25)

form ing thatofEq.(20)with gh 0jleadsto

gh 0jĤ 0 + V̂rj 1i= E 1
gh 0j 1i ; (26)

since gh 0ĵVl= 0 (see Eqs.(19)and (23)). By de�nition,

gh 1j 0i =
gh 0j 1i. Hence,subtracting the above two

equationsyields

(E 0 � E1)
gh 1j 0i=

gh 1jĤ 0 j 0i�
gh 0jĤ 0 j 1i : (27)

Itisnow stipulated thatthelocalization ofthestatej 0i

around the site 
 > 0 be su�ciently strong thatitsam -

plitudesin the lefthalfofthe latticearenegligible.O ne

then has

gh 1j 0i’
1
p
2

gh 0j 0i=
1
p
2
; (28)

leading to

E 0 � E1 ’ �
W

4

1X

‘= 1

n

(a‘+ a� ‘)a‘+ 1 + (a‘+ a� ‘)a‘� 1

o

+
W

4

1X

‘= 1

n

a‘(a‘+ 1+ a� ‘� 1)

+ a‘(a‘� 1+ a� ‘+ 1)

o

= �
W

4

1X

‘= 1

n�
a� ‘a‘+ 1 � a� ‘+ 1a‘

�

+
�
a� ‘a‘� 1 � a� ‘� 1a‘

�o

: (29)

These telescope series can be sum m ed im m ediately

(
P N

n= 1
(bn � bn� 1) = bN � b0 and lim ‘! 1 a‘ = 0),re-

sulting in

E 0 � E1 =
W

4
(a1 � a� 1)a0 : (30)

In the sam em anner,onealso derives

E 2 � E0 =
W

4
(a1 � a� 1)a0 : (31)

Sum m ing these two equations�nally leadsto a surpris-

ingly sim ple expression for the splitting ofthe energies

associated with the two defects:

E 2 � E1 =
W

2
(a1 � a� 1)a0 : (32)

Since(a1 � a� 1)=2canbetakenasthediscretederivative

ofthe wave function atthe site ‘= 0,the energy split-

ting is determ ined by the product ofthe wave function
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FIG .2:Relativesplittingofthequasienergiesin aperiodically

driven latticewith twoidenticaldefectsofstrength �=W = 0:1

situated at 
 = � 3,under the in
uence offorcing with fre-

quency ~!=W = 7:5. The fullline shows the exact,num eri-

cally obtained data.Thedashed lineresultsfrom theHerring-

typeapproxim ation (34),with thebandwidth W replaced by

the e�ective band width (15).

itselfand itsderivativehalfway between thetwo defects,

i.e.,by the currentprevailing there.Thus,thisEq.(32)

constitutesa discreteanalog ofHerring’sform ula,which

describes the tunneling splitting for wave functions in

double wellpotentials13,14,15. In view ofEqs.(10) and

(17),one then has

�E � E 2 � E1

= p
W

2

1� x2�

1+ x2� � x
2


�

x
2


�

�
x� � x

� 1
�

�
; (33)

or

�E

E 0

= �

�
1� x2�

�2
x
2
� 1

�
�

1+ x2� � x
2


�

�q
4�2

W 2 + 1

: (34)

Aswith a single defect,the energy eigenvaluesarere-

placed bythecorrespondingquasienergiesin thepresence

oftim e-periodic forcing,and the energy splitting turns

into a quasienergy splitting.Theaboveresult(34),with

W replaced by W e� accordingto Eq.(15),should alsobe

a good approxim ation to the quasienergy splitting ifthe

driving frequency issu�ciently high.

In orderto check thishypothesis,the tim e-dependent

Schr�odinger equation for the periodically forced two-

defect system has been solved num erically, and the

quasienergiesforthelocalized stateshavebeen obtained.

The resultsfortwo defectsat
 = � 3,with �=W = 0:1

and ~!=W = 7:5,areplotted in Fig.2asfunctionsofthe

scaled am plitude eF d=(~!). Ascan be seen,the agree-

m entbetween theanalyticalapproxim ationand theexact

num ericaldata becom esexcellentwhen eF d=(~!)> 1.

V . C O N T R O LLED P O P U LA T IO N T R A N SFER

It is assum ed now that initially, at tim e t = 0,the

particle is localized at one ofthe two defects,and the

periodicforceispresent.Denoting thetwo Floquetfunc-

tionsassociated with thedefectsatthegiven drivingam -

plitudeF by
�
�uF1;2(t)

�
,and theirquasienergiesby"F1;2,the

initialstateisgiven by a superposition

j (0)i=
1
p
2

��
�u

F
1 (0)

�
�
�
�u

F
2 (0)

� �
: (35)

Underthe in
uence offorcing with constantam plitude,

thisstateevolvesin tim e according to

j (t)i =
1
p
2

��
�u

F
1 (t)

�
�
�
�u

F
2 (t)

�
exp(� i�"F t=~)

�

� exp(� i"F1 t=~); (36)

where

�" F = "
F
2 � "

F
1 (37)

denotesthe quasienergy splitting. Hence,the particle is

coherently oscillating between thetwo defects;thetrans-

fertim e Ttrans,afterwhich the particle willbe found at

the otherdefect,isgiven by

Ttrans =
�~

�" F
(38)

and thusdependson the driving am plitude F .

W hen the am plitude changes su�ciently slowly in

tim e, the system responds in an adiabatic m anner16.

Hence, under the in
uence of a slowly varying am pli-

tudeF (t),theinitialstate(35)followstheinstantaneous

Floquetstatesand evolvesinto

j (t)i =
1
p
2

h�
�
�u

F (t)

1 (t)

E

�

�
�
�u

F (t)

2 (t)

E

exp

�

�
i

~

Z t

0

d� �"F (�)
��

� exp

�

�
i

~

Z t

0

d� "
F (�)

1

�

: (39)

Thisim pliesthatthetransfertim efrom onedefecttothe

othernow isgiven by the relation

1

~

Z Ttrans

0

d� �"F (�) = � ; (40)

which constitutes an im m ediate analog ofthe �-pulse-

condition known from two-levelsystem s17. This is the

physicswhich willnow be exploited forcoherentcontrol

ofpopulation transfer between two com m unicating de-

fects.

To thisend,thedriving am plitudeF (t)isshaped such

thatonehaseF d=(~!)= j0;1 fort� 0,sothatthedefect

Floquetstatesarecon�ned to theirrespectivesites,and

thecom m unication between thetwo defectsise�ectively

disrupted. Then the am plitude is adiabatically lowered

such thatthe defectstatesstartto overlap signi�cantly,

and the particle initially tied to one defect oscillatesto
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the other.Ifthe am plitude then risesagain and reaches

the \collapse" value

Fcollapse = j0;1
~!

ed
(41)

att= Tpulse,and iskeptconstantthereafter,theparticle

hasbeen transferredtothe�nalstate,and willstaythere.

The tim e Tpulse ischosen such that

1

~

Z Tpulse

0

d� �"F (�) = ’ ; (42)

to obtain a transfer from one defect to the other,

again ’ = � hasto be chosen.

For a m atter-of-principle dem onstration of this sce-

nario,one m ay em ploy theenvelopefunction

F (t) = Fcollapse (43)

�

exp

�

� t
2

2T 2
ram p

�

+ a+ exp

�

�
(t� Tpulse)

2

2T 2
ram p

�

a+ 1+ exp

�

�
T 2
pulse

2T 2
ram p

�

for0 � t� Tpulse,where Tram p quanti�esthe character-

istictim eintervalduring which theam plitudeisram ped

down and up again,with T � Tram p � Tpulse being un-

derstood.Theparam etera hasbeen introduced in order

to allow for a nonvanishing am plitude at interm ediate

tim es,att� Tpulse=2.

FIG .3: Incom plete population transfer resulting from fast,

nonadiabatic changes ofthe am plitude function. There are

two defectsat
 = � 3 with strength �=W = 0:1;the forcing

frequency is~!=W = 7:5. The envelope function isgiven by

Eq.(43),with a = 1:5,Tram p = 50T,and Tpulse = 595T.

Plotted are the probabilities to �nd the particle at the two

defectsites.

Theaboveconsiderationsrely heavily on theadiabatic

principle; ifthe param eter variation proceeds too fast,

com plete population transferisnotachieved. Thisisil-

lustrated in Fig.3 for a system with defect param eters


 = � 3 and �=W = 0:1,subjected to forcing with fre-

quency ~!=W = 7:5 and theenvelopefunction (43),set-

ting a = 1:5,Tram p = 50T,and Tpulse = 595T. Under

these conditions,the transferrem ainsincom plete;slight

oscillationsvisible in the occupation probabilitiesofthe

defect sites indicate non-adiabatic dynam ics. However,

Fig.4 dem onstrates that the desired result is obtained

when thetim escalesareprolonged:W ith Tram p = 200T

and Tpulse = 1070T,one haspractically com plete trans-

fer.

FIG .4:Adiabatic population transferatcom m unicating de-

fects: Now Tram p = 200T,and Tpulse = 1070T; the other

param etersare asin Fig.3.

It is, ofcourse,also possible to em ploy the m ethod

outlined here to prepare the particle in superpositions

ofdefectstates. Forinstance,ifone choosesTpulse such

thatthephaseintegralin Eq.(40)yields�=2,ratherthan

�, the resulting state describes a particle which, after

initially being localized at a single defect,is eventually

found with equalprobability on eitherone.In the sam e

m anner,any desired probability ratio can be obtained;

Fig.5 showsan exam plewheretheparticlerem ainswith

a probability of1=4 at the initialdefect,and is found

with a probability of3=4 atthe otherone,afterforcing

according to Eq.(43).

V I. C O N C LU SIO N

Ithasbeen shown in this paperthata periodic force

can drastically alterthe energy splitting associated with

FIG .5: Probabilities to �nd the particle at the two defects

for Tram p = 200T and Tpulse = 925T;the other param eters

areasin Fig.3.Thischoiceofparam etersaim satproducing

a coherent, Schr�odinger cat-like state, with probabilities of

25% and 75% for�ndingtheparticleatthedefects.Arbitrary

other�nalprobability ratioscan be achieved aswell.
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the two states bound by two identicaldefects in a one-

dim ensional tight-binding lattice. In the presence of

the force,the band width W entering the energy split-

ting(34)hastobereplaced bythee�ectivewidth (15),so

thatthe splitting can be m onitored within wide ranges,

and even be com pletely suppressed.Thus,the tim esre-

quired forcoherentpopulation exchangebetween thede-

fects can be varied overseveralordersofm agnitude by

adjusting the am plitude ofthe force.

The strategy em ployed here to give a m atter-of-

principle illustration of coherent controlof population

transfer relies on the adiabatic principle, and thus is

restricted to forces with slowly varying am plitudes. It

appears possible to overcom e this restriction: Utiliz-

ing techniques developed for the coherent control of

m olecules18,19,itm ightbepossibletodesign even rapidly

changing envelopes which e�ectuate a guided transport

ofa particlefrom onedefectto theother,orto createsu-

perposition stateswith well-de�ned weights.Thism ight

open up new perspectivesforthedesign ofquantum log-

icaldevices.

A cknow ledgm ents

Iwould like to thank M .Holthaus for his continuous

supportand insightfuldiscussions.

A P P EN D IX A :EIG EN FU N C T IO N FO R A

SIN G LE D EFEC T

In order to dem onstrate that j 0i as de�ned by

Eqs.(9)and (10)indeed isan eigenfunction ofthesingle-

defect Ham iltonian (5) with the energy eigenvalue (6),

it is helpfulto invoke the de�nition (7), and to write

� = W �

W
= W p

�
��
W

�
�.O nethen obtains

Ĥ j 0i= j
 ipW

�
�
�
�

W

�
�
�h
j 0i (A1)

�
W

4

1X

‘= � 1

fj‘ih‘+ 1j+ j‘ih‘� 1jgj 0i

= pW

�
�
�
�

W

�
�
�a
j
 i�

W

4

1X

‘= � 1

(a‘� 1 + a‘+ 1)j‘i:

Singling outthe defectsite,one has

Ĥ j 0i=

�

pW

�
�
�
�

W

�
�
�a
 �

W

4
(a
� 1 + a
+ 1)

�

j
 i

�
W

4

1X

‘= � 1

‘6= 


(a‘� 1 + a‘+ 1)j‘i: (A2)

Utilizing the explicit expression (10) for the am pli-

tudesa‘,thisleadsto

Ĥ j 0i=

�

pW

�
�
�
�

W

�
�
�+ p

W

2
x�

�

a
j
 i

�
W

4

1X

‘= � 1

‘6= 


(� p)(x
� 1
� + x� )a‘j‘i

= p
W

2

r
4�2

W 2
+ 1a
j
 i

+ p
W

4

1X

‘= � 1

‘6= 


(x
� 1
� + x� )a‘j‘i: (A3)

According to the de�nition (11), one has x
� 1
� = x+ .

Hence,x� 1� + x� = x+ + x� = 2

q
4�2

W 2 + 1,which im -

plies

Ĥ j 0i= p
W

2

r
4�2

W 2
+ 1

1X

‘= � 1

a‘j‘i: (A4)

Thisprovesthe assertion.
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