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W e study the Landau-ZenerP roblem fora decaying two-levelsystem descrbed by a non-hem iean
H am iltonian, depending analytically on tin e. U se of a super-adiabatic basis allow s to calculate the
non-adiabatic transition probability P in the slow -sweep lim it, w ithout specifying the H am iltonian
explicitly. Tt is found that P consists of a \dynam ical" and a \geom etrical" factors. The fom er
is detem ined by the com plex adiabatic eigenvalies E  (t), only, whereas the latter sokly requires
the know ledge of (t), the ratio of the com ponents of each of the adiabatic eigenstates. Both
factors can be split into a universal one, depending only on the com plex level crossing points, and
a nonuniversal one, involving the fiill tin e dependence of E  (t). This general result is applied to
the A kulin-Schleich m odel where the iniial upper level is dam ped w ith dam ping constant . For
analyticpowerJaw sweepswe nd that Stuckeberg oscillations ofP exist for am aller than a critical

value _ and disappear for >

use of a dam ped ham onic oscillator.

PACS numbers: 3410+ x, 32.80Bx, 03.65V £

I. NTRODUCTION

In m any cases one can reduce the quantum behavior
of a systam to that ofa twolevel system (TLS), which
corresponds to a (pseudo-)spin one half. The spin-down
and spin-up state w illbe denoted by jli and Ri, respec—
tively. Ifthe TLS is In state j o1 at tim e ty one obtains
Jj ()1 by solving the Schrodinger equation

d
ih—3j ©i=H ©7j ©i 1)
v ( ©7 ¢ (
w ith lniialcondition j (to)i= Jj oi. Note, thatweallow
for an explicit tin e degpendence of H . O ne of the quan—
tities of particular interest is the survival probability

P=limn lin Hh ()] (©ij° @)
1 ot! 1
that the system rem ains in its initial state. Fora TLS
w ith a level spacing depending linearly on tim e the result
for P as function of the sweep rate v has been derived
approxin ately by Landau 'g:] and Stuckeberg 'Q] and rig—
orously by Zener f_?g] and M aprana EJ:]. P will depend
sensitively on the t-dependence of H and can not be cal-
culated analytically, except in lim iting cases, only. O neof
them isthe adiabatic lin it. In that lim it it isknown that
J (t)iconvergesto a superposition ofthe adiabatic states
Jo; (©)iwhich are solutions of the eigenvalue equation :
H ©j0; ©i=E @©p, ©1 3)
wih E () the adiabatic eigenvalues. A though E, ()
and E () may not cross In real tine (@voided level-
crossing) this will happen for complex tines t5; k =

- - A physical interpretation of this behavior w ill be presented by

In case of a malsymmetric Ham iltonian m atrix
h # ©7°% ; = 1;2 which is analytic in t and for
a single crossing point t. in the upper com plex tplane
(Int. > 0) it was shown by D ykhne f] (see also earlier
work by Pokrovskiiet al. [a]) that

P =exp[ 2Im z()] @)
In the adiabatic lim it. The new variabl z (t) is given by

7t
z (k) =

0

dEs €) E ) ®)

D avis and P echukas Ej] have perform ed an exact proof
ofresult @), (r_S) . Particularly, these authors have proven
that the preexponential factor equals one. T herefore it
is som etin es called the D ykhneD avisPechukas ©ODP)
form ula. Form ore than one crossing point w ith I z}c‘ =
Im z (ﬁ) > 0 a generalization of (:_4) has been suggested
i1, 8] and tested by Suom inen and co-workers Ref. 9]
and referencesw here-in) . A rigorousprove ofthe general-
ization ofD D P —<form ula including even herm itean Ham i
tonians hasbeen provided by Joye et al. L’_L(j] M ore than
one crossing point leads to interferences which generate
oscillations in P as fiinction of control param eters, lke
the sweeping rate (see below ).

For Ham iltonian matrices which are not mwal
sym m etric, but herm itean, Berry I_l-]_}] and Joye et al. [_1-gi]
m ade an interesting observation which isthat P obtains
also a \geom etrical" factor besides the \dynam ical" one,
Eqg. (:ff), where the fom er also depends on the crossing
points t¢, only. For those who are less fam iliar w ith this
kind of physics ket us explain the choice of this nom en—
chture. Below we w ill see that one of the factors of P
is entirely determ ined by the adiabatic eigenvalues and
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the other by the adiabatic eigenstates. Since the form er
is In portant for the tin e evolution i is called \dynam i~
cal" whereas the latter is related to the geom etry in the
H ibert space, particularly through a condition for par-
allel transport Eg. :_2-1: and accordingly it is called \ge—
om etrical".

TLS willbe in uenced by their environm ent, eg. by
phonons. The spin-phonon coupling leads to dissipa-—
tion of the (pseudo-)spin dynam ics which will In uence
the probability P . A though there exist m icroscopic
m odels for the soin-boson system Il3 and sinpli ed
m odels w here the bath is described by uctuating elds
ti4, 115,116,117, 18], we willuse a dissipative Schrodinger
equation. T hisw illbe achieved by using a non-herm itean
Ham iltonian for the TLS.A particular version of such a
m odelhasbeen suggested by A kulin and Schkich [19]. Tn
theirm odel, called A S-m odel In the follow ing, the upper
J¥vel (@t the Inttial tin e ty) experiences a dam ping (see
section III).

The survival and transition probabiliy for non-—
hem itean T LS-Ham iltonians has already been investi-
gated by M oyer [_2-§] This has been done by m apping
the originaldi erential equation to the W eber equation,
which can be solved exactly. By use of the W eber equa—
tion as the appropriate \com parison equation" it was
shown how _the DDP-fomula, Egs. (:f!) and ('_5), can be
extended f_Z(_i] However, this extension does not con-—
tain a \geom etric" contribution, although one expects
that it exists sin J'Jar]y to what has been proven for her-
m itean m atrices fl]:, ,12] On the other hand G arrison
and W right fZ]J] have Investigated the geom etrical phase
for dissipative system s but not the non-adiabatic transi-
tion probability.

Tt is one of our main goals to derive a generalized
DDP-omula In the adiabatic lin it containing a \geo—
m etrical” and a \dynam ical" contribbution for a general
non-hem iean TLS-Ham iltonian. W e w ill dem onstrate
that both contributions consist of a universaland a non—
universalpart. T he form er depends only on the com plex
crossing points w hereas the latter requires the know ledge
of the com plete tin e dependence of H . Instead of us-
ng a \com parison equation" we apply the oonoept ofa
superadiabatic basis, put rward by Berry [‘22], to non-—
hem iean TLS-Ham iltonians. As a result we will nd
that the \dynam ical" contribution to the non-adiabatic
transition probability Which equals the survival proba—
bility in the adiabatic lim i) is detem ined by the com —
plx, adiabatic eigenvaluesE  (t), only. T he corresoond-
ng \geom etrical” part sokly requires the know ledge of

(t)), the ratio of the com ponents of each of the adia—
latic eigenstates.

A second m otivation is the application ofour resuls to
the A S-m odel. Tt hasbeen shown that the survivalprob—
ability P does not depend on the dam ping coe cient
of the upper kvel, provided the bias of the TLS varies
linearly In tine, and the coupling between both lev-
els is tin e<independent [1§]. Therefore it is interesting
to Investigate non-linear tim e dependence and to check

whether or not P rem ains Insensitive on For non-
linear tin e dependence m ore than one com plex crossing
pointsm ay occur, such that interference e ects can gov—
em the dependence of P on the sweeping rate IlO] Spe—
cicexamplswith = 0 for which this happens were
discussed In recent years i_é,:_zgl]. T here it was found that
critical values for the sweeping rate exists at which the
survival probability vanishes, ie. com plete transitions
occur between both quantum Ilvels. Consequently, one
m ay ask: A re these com plete transitions reduced or even
suppressed in the presence of dam ping?

O ur paper is organized as follows. The next section
w ill contain the general treatm ent of the non-hem iean
Ham iltonian and the presentation of the generalized
DDP-formula. In section ITT we will apply the results
from the second section to the A S-model wih power
law tin e dependence. The results for the A S-m odel or
power law sweeps can be interpreted by the dynam ics
of a dam ped ham onic oscillator. This w illbe shown In
section IV . A short summ ary and som e conclisions are
given in the nalsection.

II. GENERAL FORMULA FOR
NONADIABATIC TRANSITION PROBABILITY

In this section, we will derive a generalized DDP —
formula for the non-adiabatic transition problem of a
decaying TLS. The Ham iltonian can be represented as
follow s

1%
H( th)=- Bj( th) j 6)
=1

with 5, the Paulim atrices and B4 a tin e dependent

eld. > 0 isthe adiabaticity param eter. Because this
m odel should be dissipative, at least one of the B 5 must
contain a nonzero in agihary part. A ccordingly H isnon-—
hemm itean. In the follow ing we will assum e that By is
analytic in t. Introducing a new tin e variable

= t=h (7)

Eqg. @.') becom es

idj()i=H ()] ()i @8)
whered = @=Q@ . j ( )ican be expanded w ith respect

c ()J1i: ©)
-1

j()i=
W ith § ( o)i, the initial state, its survival probability is

Im 3 0)J )if : 10)

t1



Note that P is the survival probability w ith respect to
the diakatic basis. W ih respect to the adiakatic basis P
is the nonadiabatic transition probability.

To calculate P for 1 we Introduce the adiakatic
lasis ofH ( ). This can be done as in Ref. li_i] where a
biorthonom al set of right-eigenstates was used or alter—
natively by use of left—and right-eigenstates. W e w illuse
the latter, as it tums out to be m ore elegant. Let

()31 11)

be the adiabatic righteigenstates. T hey are solutions of

H()jo;, ()Li=E ()jo; ()1 1z)

wih E ( ), the adiabatic eigenvalues. Note that E ()
are com plex In generaland that thenom ofjiy; ( )iand
of j ( )iisnot conserved, since H ( ) is nonhem iean.
Follow Ing Berry QZ], we introduce a hJerarthy of supera—
diabatic right-eigenstates j1,; ( )i, n = 0;1;2;:::and
expand the solutions j ( )iofEq. 2_%) w ith J:espectto
the superadiabatic basis:
2 3

2 2
1
i (Ji=exp?d = d%E (95 "1, (i
m=0
, 13)
Substituting j ()i into Eq. (8) yields the recursion
relations
H() E()Jo; ()i=20; = (14)
id jan 1;()i=ﬂ'l() E()]j;ln;()lrm 1:
15)

Eq. ([4) is already fil Iked, due to Eq. ([4). To make
progress we introduce the adiabatic keft-eigenstates

e (H)hJ (L1e)

which are solutions of
JH()=E ( ), ()3 a7
and are nom alized such that:
hwo; ( )o; o( )i= o (18)

Let be:

()= i 19)

the ratio of the components of the adiabatic right-

eigenstate J1p; ( )i. Then i is straightforward to prove
thatmm
; =1
e ()= ¢ @0)

[+C) (e ) 1; =2

which de nes the ]eﬂ:—ejgenstate_lﬁ:om the right-
eigenstate. M ultiplication of Eq. (15) orm = 1 with
hsy; ( )jleadsto

)H do; ()1 07 = 1)

T his is the condition for \paralleltransport" t_l-_ :_Z-Z_i ] now
generalized to nonhem iean Ham ilttonians.

Tn order to solve recursion (_15) we expand i
m 1 with respect to jp; ( )i:
Ji= g, ( )Io; ()i+ b ()Jwo,+ ()i (22)

Substiution ofEq. £2) into Eq. 615) and m ultiplying by

; ()4,

jlrn;(

hgy, ( )jyieldswih Egs. :(14) :(18 orm 1:
a, ()= (M 1() @3)
b ()= +()g () 1iE () ) ()
@4)

w here_denotes derivative w ith respect to  and
are the nonadiabatic coupling fiinctions, responsble for

the nop‘adjabatj_cltransjtjons. I () 0, we get from
Egs. £3) and {24)
i
) ) i =Y :
ay ( a (o h“()EJr()E()]%“l()
(26)
Sin ilarequations ollow ora) ( );B ( ),which however,

w ill not be needed. Next we x the initial condition for
Joo()i:

3 (o)i= Jap; (0)is 27)
ie., we start In the adiabatic righteigenstates. From
Egs. C13 C22 ) we nd mmediately or =

a, () 1; () O
a, (o0)=0; b, (0)=0; m 1: @8)
such that Eq. £6) mmpliesa, () 0,k () O;m 1
provided () 0. Thism akes obvious the absence of
nonadiabatic transitions.

T he next step is the calculation of (). Forthiswe
need e ( ), which can be determ ned from :(21 Asa

result we nd
2 3

0 _ 9
=& (o)exp4 d S

—_—2; (29
+ (9 (9 @)

and taking Eq C_Z-(_)' Into account we obtain the general

result

2 70 3
1 0 0
exp S (O9+ = (O



w here the expression hasbeen solit into a -Independent

( rst line) and a -dependent factor (second line). Fol
low ing B erry '_B-g:] we truncate the serdes, Eqg. (';L-g), at the
n-th level

2 . 3
. . 4 i 05 Xt m
Ja; (M=expd = dE (9 Jm; ()4
0 m=0
(31)
and expand j ( )i:
X
Jj()i= G; ()Jn; ()2 (32)
A s Initial condition we choose:
JjCoi=3 (o0& (33)
which is equivalent to
G; (0)=1; G (o)=0;n! 1: (34)
Introducing a corresponding truncated state
X
h¥;, ()3=&; () " ; ()F (35)
m=0

where the -dependent prefactor f,; ( ) has not to be
speci ed we cbtain an equation of motion r c,; ( ),
after Eq. (32) hasbeen substituted into Eq. (_é):

X
ig; ()= Hp;, o()G;o() 36)
w ith
X
Hl’l; O( ) = (Lnl( )) ooHn; 00 0( )
Ln; o) = Hp; ()Jn; o)1
Hn; o( ) = h~n; ()H () idjn;o( )iz (37)

Eqg. €_3-§') can be rew ritten as an integralequation

7
G ()= 6, (+= d%a,, (9, (9
2 ° 3
7
epd = d"H,, (D)5: @8

0

Apart from the truncation, Eq. é}:), the resuls are still

exact. Eq. (3§) sinpli es in the adigbatic Imi ! 0.
In lrading order n  we get from Egs. -gl_é), [31) and {35)
2 3
2
1
Lo, o()=1f; (Jexp? = d%E (95 o @9

H () 1idlja;o()icanbe Pund in Ref. R1]. Muk
tiplying by h™n; ( )jand m aking use ofEgs. [12), (18),

£2) and {35) lkeads to

Hy, o = n+lfn. Eo(©
,2() ,(3)[5"() (91

exp? I oa% o (95
h ° i

a, () ; +h..0) 4 +0(™?%) @0

from which follow s

h . . i
Hp; o( )= At a1 () ; thiy
E () Eo()] .
< , % =
S d%E () Eo(9] +0 (" @

4

N ote that the prefactor f,,; ( ) has cancelled. T he diag—
onalelem ents of H , ( ) are of order "2 and the non-
diagonal ones of order n+_1 . Therefore i follow s from
Egs. £3), §80), 84 ana {8)

2ZO 3
e (o) L (9+ _ (9
L ()=4i" 4 q°? 5
G (=100 L () ()
Z 0 0
d°@n+1<°>[*()(o)()]u~:+<°> E (9]
Y2, 3
Z (00)+ (00
4 d00_+ 00 — 005
=P (7 )
0
8 . 9
< 7 Z
a’E, () E (D 42)

T he tim e dependence ofH ( ) is chosen such that

in  Ju, (o)i= Ji ; Im

1 o! 1
Im 3o, ()1 P17 Hnoduo. ()10 3d: (43)

uon (0)i= Pi

N ote that the adjabat_jc states at J'nji':jaltjm e
m alized. Since Egs. 27), 33) and @3) inply

0 are nor—

lm 3 ( o)i= Ji (a4)
0!
we obtain from Eq. C_l-(_)') for the nonadiabatic transition

probability In leading order in
2 3,

7
P ()= G ()Hdn, 0 )iepd =  d %, (95 ;

453)



w here we used hl jup;

tuting ¢, (1) from Eq. t_g)wjth 0= 1 JntoEq \@b)
we get wih Egs. Cl]: R9) and lim ;; 1 e (o) =1
(due to Eqg. d43
P()=exp E°+ -FS°)
2 () ()
Podag, ( o E+ () E ()]
3 3
g (9+ _ (9
4 g o= - 5
=P . (9 (0
8’ 9
< ,% =2
1
ep - d°E. () E (%] 46)

0

with the nonsingular \geom etrical' and \dynam ical"
contrbution
2

2 ()
F)® = 2Re4 d =
+ () ()
0
z0 3
_ ()
d 5 47
+ () “n
1
and
3 Z0 ?
Fl®= 2m4 dE,()+ dE ()P; @8

0 1

respectively. Note that F}'® = 0, for a hemm itean Ham i
tonian, shceE ( ) arereal Theexpress:ionsﬁ)rFq’[‘s and
F §° put som e constraintson H ( ), because both quanti-
ties should be larger or equal to a constant ¢ > 1,
which requires that ImnE ( ) decays fast enough for

! 1.

The -integral in Eq. [46) is dom inated by the sin—
gularities of E4 () E (), Pr ! 0. The adiabatic
eigenvalues and () have the fom

1h i
E ()=§ T() T2() 4D () (49)
Hiz ( )+ Ho2 () pTz() 4D ()
()= —= 2 i (50)
2H 12 ()

where T and D , is respectively, the trace and the deter-
m fnant ofthe Ham itonfan matrix H o= h H j%. Ac
cordingly, the singularities are the branch points . k);
k= 1_2‘-2_--ofE () E (). Introducing a new vari-
{Lo

z()= d°Es (9 E (9] (1)

@ (b)
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FIG .1: u-dependence ofthe adiabatic eigenvalues for a power
law sweep w (u) = u’ and ~= 05 < ~. =1 (@) real part of

E @), and (o) in aginary part ofE ()

it is shown In the Appendix A that after taking the lin it
n ! 1 the nonadiabatic transition probability is given
by

1 X
P()=exp F°+-F;°) expF ] ke =&
k
(52)
w ith the singular \geom etrical" contribution
720 4 d
~— (z) (z)
FSk)= dz-92 dz (53)
g + () @)

0

and the singularpoints z; k) = z( . k)), which are above
the contour C = fz( )j 1 1 g. The nalresult
ofthis section, Eqg. @2), is the generalization ofthe DD P

formula (as i has been rigorously proven for herm itean
T L.S-H am iltonians E[(_i]) to nonhem itean ones, describing
dissipative TLS. T he reader should note that the use of
the superadJabath basis leads to a preexponential factor
in Eq. {54) which isequalto one, which is denticalto the
case w ithout dissipation. The resul, Eq. @g) exhbits
that the \dynam ical" contributions follow from the adi-
abatic eigenvalies and their branch points, w hereas the
\geom etrical" contributions nvolve (), only. Ifwe
param etrize or a TLS w ith hem itean Ham iltonian the
external eld com ponentsB 5, Eq. (é), as it hasbeen done
in Ref. [[1], one recoversthat F'° = 0 and that Eq. 153)
becom es:

z (k)
Fs= d —()oos () (54)
0
In agreem ent w ith the result in Ref. [_IQ:
ITI. APPLICATION TO THE
AKULIN-SCHLEICH M ODEL
The A S-m odel is given by [_l-gi]
1 .
H{©= EW(t)z"' xT 1 (, 0)] (55)



FIG.2:SameasFig. 1l,but or~= 11> ~_

w ih the extermal eld W (t), the tunnelling m atrix el

ement , and the dam ping constant 0 of lkevel
Ri£j"i. o isthe2 2 unimatrix. Let us Introduce
din ensionless quantities:
W © vt 2
wu)= ——; u= —; ~=—; ~=—: (56)
hv

N ote that the time variable of the previous section
is no:c din ensionless. A fter th'e replacem ent of by u,
Eqg. Q}) takes the form ofEq. (é_?’x) w ith:

=~"t: G7)
From Egs. 49) and (50) i ©llow s in m ediately

i~ () + i~ + 1 (58)

(W ) + i~) W)+ i~ + 1; (59)

w here the branch ofthe square root hasbeen chosen such

that x 0, rx 0. Figila and Figs,lb exhbi
ReE @), and ImE (u), respectively, for an analytical
power law sweep w (u) = u’ and or ~ < 1. The corre-

soonding result for ~ > 1 isshown in Fjgures:_ia and -'_ib.
In the Pllow ing we w ill consider crossing sweeps, only.
For those it is

l]J'm1 w ) = 1 : (60)

Retuming sweeps for which lmy, ;1 wu) = 1 (or
+1 ) can be treated analogously. It is easy to prove that

1 3
E (u)=§ w ) + + 0 (w ()

2w 1)  2w? (u)
(61)
foru ! 1 and
E )= 2 @ 2 — 06 2@ (62
u) = > w (U i ) u
foru ! 1

From Egs. {_6-14') and @-g) it Pllows that FJ° is -

R
nite provided du% 3 @°% exists oru ! 1 . This

Im] u@)

v e) Re

U (2), X
ee)

uc(0)

FIG . 3: Branch points (open circles) u. k) ofE; (u) E (u)
fora power law sweep w (u) = u® and ~< ~.. Thethick solid
lines are the branch cuts. T he radius of the Inner and outer
circleis 1 ~)'? and @+ ~)'?, respectively

is 1l Tled if w (u) decays faster than u '=3. O therwise
F°= 1 which makesP ( ) to vanish. Figs. :_i and-r_i
dem onstrate that there exists a critical value for ~_. For
0 ~< ~=1lwehaveReE,; u) E (u)]> 0 orallu
and ImE (u) is continuouswhereas ReE, (u) E @)]
vanishes ifw (u) = 0 and ImE (u) becom es discontinu-
ous, provided E (u) arede ned by Eq. C_5_§') .

T he nonsingular geom etricalpart, Eqg. Cflj), can be cal-
culated w ithout specifying the u-dependence ofw. Sub—
stiuting @) and __ () from Eq. (59) into Eq. {41),
both ntegralsn Eqg. ('_4j),beoom ea sum oftwo Integrals.
One of them can be calculated by the Introduction of a
new integration variable = w + i~ and the other by
noticing that is integrand can be rew ritten as a deriva—
tive of a logarithm w ith respect to u. W ithout restrict-
ing generality we assum e that w (0) = 0. Then we obtain
with Eq. (60)

q

Fi°(~)=2Re m{~+ 1 2y

(63)

T he nonsingular \dynam ical" and both singular con—
trbbutions require the explicit u-dependence of w. As
said above we w ill consider crossing sweeps only. T here—
fore we restrict ourselves to power law swespsw () = u”
wih n > 0 and n odd. n should not be confused w ith
the truncation number n in the previous section. Since
w( u)= wu)wecan rewrite E° as ollow s:

V2 p i
F°(~)=2 du ~ T @w@)+ ivP+ 1

0

(64)



Tt is easy to see that

F3%(©0)= 0; (65)
for ~ = 0. Hence, the nonsingular contributions to the
nonadiabatic transition probability vanish if there is no
dissipation. Tn this case the result {54) reduces to that
found by Berry [l]:] for herm itean H am ilttonians and for
a single com plex crossing point contributing to Eg. (52:
W hat rem ains is the detem nation ofthe singularpoints
uc k), k= 1;2;:::and the calculation ofz. (k) and ng k).
T hese sihgular points are the branch points ofE, (u)

E (u). Their Jocation depends on whether 0 ~< or
~> ~ = 1. Letus start with the rst case 0 ~ <

C
From u” + i~)*+ 1= 0,n odd, we nd

T

_ , 2
u, k)= @ ~Y exp i —+k— (66)
n

2n
1;which are shown togetherw ith the
branch cut's n FJgure 3 forn= 3. From Egs. {5].) and
C66 we obtain the corresponding sihgular points in the
com plex z-plane:

2
Jexp 1 — + k— 67)
n

z. k)= h o

w here

P
h, (~)= dx 1 (~ ®)?: (68)

Since the mapping z @) is analytic in the complex u-
plane, except at the branch lnes, it isconform al. A ccord—
ingly, for those u, (k) which are in the upper u-plane the
corresponding z, (k) willbe above the integration con-—
tour C and therefore w ill contribute to P (see end of the
second section). A fter the determ ination of the singular
points we can proceed to calculate their \geom etrical"
and \dynam ical" contrbution to P . From Egs. C53) and
59) i Hlows:

ug (k)
@@ _ @)
Fok) = T
g & @ @)
0
W(ch(k))+ i~
1
+1
w (0)+ i~
q
= In( @, &)+ h@~+ 1 +)469)

Because @ (u. k))+ i~)+ 1= 0 we get from Eq. [_59)
that (u. k))= 1 such that

q
n@E~+

F2 k)= 1 AH+i B ) (70)

The reader should note that ng is Independent on k.
Consequently it can be taken in front of the sum in

c d
(© 1 (d)
T T T T T
5] — exact - 5| — exact —
T - a g i
10°F §=o7 3 10°F  §-o09 N|
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FIG . 4: Comparison of the num erical exact (solid line) and

the asym ptotic result, Eqg. (-zil), (dashed line) forP (~;~) and
apower law sweep w(u) = u . @) ~= 01, ) ~= 03, (©
~= 07 and d) ~= 09

Eqg. CS-Zi) which yields exp 2ReFJ) and just cancels the
non—smgu]ar \geom etrical" ﬁctorexp( 2ReFy®), due to
Eqg. 663) Therefore we nd that no \geom ett:lcal" factor
occurs Porthe A S-m odel. Thisw ill change ifwe apply an
additionaltim edependent eld in the x—and y-direction.
W hat rem ains is the calculation ofthe singular \dynam —
ical" factor. Because we are interested in the adiabatic
Imk ! 0, we have to take into account i Eq. {52)
those singularities in the upper z-plane wih an allest
in agihary part. These are zl k = 0) and z! k =

@ 1)=2), orwhichReZ 0)= ReZ (0 1)=2) and
ofoourse) Inz, (0) = Inz! (0 1)=2). Usihg Eq. I(67)
withk=0andk= 0 1)=2weobtain nally:

P = 4cof ~N (~)cos— ~E°(~)]

2n

exp 2~B (~) sh—: 71

P B ) n (71)

Let us consider linear sweeps, ie. n = 1. Then there

exists only one sihgularity ul (0) = 1@  ~) in the upper
u-plane and Eq. C?Z_i) reduces to

1
P=exp - FJ°+ 2z Q) (72)

The exponent can be calculated analytically by using
u+ i~ as an integration variable. A s a consequence one

ndsthat the ~-dependence dropsout from the exponent.
W ith = ~ ! onecdbtains

2

P=e ; -~ =

; 73
2 2hv 73)

consistent w ith the ndJng in Ref. tl9] In order to check
the validity ofEqg. C71-), we have solved num erically the
tin e dependent Schrodinger equation in order to deter-
mine P. A comparison between the num erically exact
and the asym ptotic result, Eq. C_7-1:), is shown in Fig. f!
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FIG.5: Same asFig. 3 but for ~> ~_ and w ithout branch
cuts. The radius of the mner and outer circle is (~ 1)'~°
and (~+ 1)'73.

and w ih the

c

@ ~= 101, b)~= 11, ©

FIG.6: Same as Fig. 4, however or ~ > ~
asym ptotic result, Eq. {73).
~= 50 and d) ~= 500

forn = 3 and four di erent ~-values. W e cbserve that
the deviation between both resuls, eg., for~ = 5 and
03, is about 1.6 per cent, only. Sim ilarly good
agreem ent has been Hund orn > 3. From Eq. {_7-1:)
it follow s that there exist an in nite num ber of critical
values ~C( ) ~); = 1;2;3;::: at which the oscillatory
prefactor n Eq. C_71:) vanishes. From this we can con—
clude that these Stuckebery oscillations proven to exist
for TLS without dissipation I;L(_i] and discussed later in
Refs. [g, 2-.3}] for ~ = 0 survive even in presence of dissi-
pation, provided ~ < ~, = 1. Indeed, we w ill see below

that they disappear for ~ > ~_. It isnotonly the survival

10" T — T

critical damping 1
~I

-24

FIG.7: ~dependence of P (~j~) rwu) = u° and ~ =

10;15;20;25;30 (from top to bottom ). Num erical exact re—
sul (solid line) and the asym ptotic one (dashed line)

of the oscillations, but also the survival of the com pkte
transitions from state jli# j#i to state 1= j"i ound in
Refs. Eg, 2-3_:] for~= 0,aslongas~ < ~..

Now, we tum to the second case ~ > ~_. For this case
we nd:

1-n 2
u, k)= ~ 1) exp i —+ k— (74)
2n n

fork = 0;1;:::5n 1; which are shown In Fig. :_5 for
n = 3. Themain di erence to the case 0 ~ <y
is that there is exactly one singular point am ong u, (k)
denoted by u? orwhich zJ = z @2) ison the realaxis ;n
the com plex z-plane. Usihg the de niion, Eg. (:§§'), of
E (u),Fig.d dem onstratesthat E (1) is discontinuous
on the realu axis. There seem to exist two possbilities
to dealw ith this problem . F irst, after having chosen the
branch cuts in the com plex u-plane one has to defom
the integration contour along the real u-axis sucht that
u = 0 is above that contour and that no branch cut is
crossed. This kind of reasoning was used by M oyer in
Ref. 1_2(_51 Second, one could de neE  (u) such that they
are analytic in a strip around the real u-axis. This can
be done by interchanghg E, (u) and E (u) oru 0.
T hishasthe consequence that the contour z () foru real
is In the right com plex z-plane, starting eg. above the
positive realaxis foru= 1 , going through z= 0 for
u = 0 and then continuing below the positive real axis
foru! +1 .Thiscontourwould enclose z; ifRezy > 0.
W hether it can be closed such that the closure does not
m ake a contrbution is not ocbvious. Since we are not
sure how to solve this problem in a rigorousm anner, we
have assum ed that z; is the lading contrbution to P,
Eq. 63), or ! 0. Since ¥*~ j= 1 and due to the
absence of a \geom etrical" contribution we obtain:

P=expl ~§°(M)]; (75)

with F3° (~) given by Eq. 2_6-4) A oom parison be-
tw een the ~-dependence of the num erically exact and the



(a)

FIG. 8: Comparison of the critical values ~c( ) (~) for @)

w () = u’ and o) w ) = u’l. The num erically exact re—
sul is shown by the open circles and the resul obtained for
the oscillator m odel is depicted by the fill circles. T he solid
lines are a guide for the eye.

asym ptotic result, Eq. Cj!:;), ispresented in F ig. -'_é Again

we nd a very good agreem ent already for ~ 1. This
strongly supports the correctness of our assum ption that

7o Isthem ost In portant singularity. Eqg. C75) revealsthat

the Stuckelberg oscillations as function of ~ have dJsap—
peared. W e stress that both asym ptotic results, Eq. 1)

and (79), arevalid orall~ with 0 ~ < % and Prall~

larger than ~_, respectively, provided ~ is Jarge enough.
T his is dem onstrated In Fig. -j: for di erent ~.

Iv. INTERPRETATION BY A DAMPED
HARMONIC OSCILLATOR

In this section we will give an ntuiive explanation
of the Stuckeberg oscillations and ijlpresent an ap-—
proxin ate calculation for the critical values ~ Y (~) Br
power law crossing sweeps w (u) = u”, n odd. C]oseto

the resonance at u = 0 wem ay neglect w (u). Then the
tin e dependent Schrodinger equation for the am plitude
of state jli

2 3
Zu
g w=cuepdi dulww’)d (76)
1
becom es
a+2 @+ g @=0 77)
wih:
= ~—~; o= —: 78
> 0= 7 (78)

Let tirans be the Landau-Zener transition time. In
the adiabatic lin it it is welkknown that tians = =V.
Eqg. (56) vi¥Elds Utrans = 1. Therefore we w ill require as
Iniial conditions:

& ( Urans= 1) =

& ( Urans = 1) = O: (79)

Eqg. I_7-]') is the equation of m otion for a dam ped har-
m onic oscillator which can easily be solved. T he special
solutions are exp [i!  ;~)ulwih
N a
Veg~) == i~ 1 4
ti~) >

(80)

This result m akes obvious the existence of a critical
damping ~.= 1.For0 ~ < « and ~ < ~_ the oscilla—-
tor is underdam ped and overdam ped, respectively. T his
qualitative di erent behavior is the origin ofthe di erent
~-dependence of P for 0 ~ < zyand ~ < ~,, found
in the third section. This relationship can be deepened
m ore by calculating ~! ) (~). Having solved Eq. {71) w ith
initial conditions, Eq. C_7-§'i) we approxin ate P by:

P = 1 (hUtrans) = +1F = o FUmans = + 1)F: 681)

T he zeros (w ith respectto~) ofP yield~ ’ (~). A num eri-
calsolution ofthe corresponding transcendentalequation
ladsto the results shown in Figure 8 orw (u) = u" with
n= 5andn= 51 and ~ < ~,.Figure 8 also contains the
result from a num erically exact solution of the tin e de—
pendent Schrodinger equation. Com paring both results
w e observe that the agreem ent forn = 5 is qualitatively
good, but quantitatively less satisfactory. However, in—
creasing n m ore and m ore leads even to a rather good
quantitative agreem ent, as can be seen forn = 51. This
behavior is easily understood, since w (u) w ithin the tran—
sition range ( 1;1) becom es practically zero forn large
enough. Figure 8 also dem onstrates that ~C( ) hcreases
m onotonically w ith ~ which is related to the decrease of

Re! (~;~) for Increasing ~. T he oscillatorm odel can also
be used to determm Ine a Jower bound for ~él) (~= 0). For
Utrans = 1 one gets

~H i~ = 0) (82)

[e}

2



such that ~ ' (~) P ) > P (~=0) =2, prall
~. It is interesting that the lower bound 182) for ~ is
sim ilar to that obtained from the inverse Landau-Zener
problm R5]. There, the t-dependent survival probabil-

ity P (t;~) isgiven and W (t;~) is detem Ined analytically
from P (;~). IfP (t;~) = P (;~u), with u and ~ from
Eqg. C_‘:’:é), varies from one (for t = 1) to zero (for
t= +1 ), i isfound thata solution W (t;~) ofthe inverse
problem only exists, if

~> 1: (83)

T he latter nequality, as well as nequaliy (}_372_1') In plies
that the ratio tirans=trunne1 Of the transit tine tians =
=v and the tin e period of coherent tunneling t tynne1 =
h=v, which equals ~, is of order one. It is obvious that
com pkte transitions can not occur if tipans is too anall
com pared to tiynner, ie. or ~ 1. In that case the
quantum system does not have tin e enough to tunnel

from the initial state jli to state Ri.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION S

Ourm ain ocushasbeen on the derivation of the non—
adiabatic transition probability P (~) for a dissipative
two-level system m odelled by a general non-hem itean
Ham iltonian, depending analytically on time. Follow—
Ing for the hem iean case Berry’s approach by use ofa
superadiabatic basis we have found a generalization of
the DDP-formula. Besides a \geom etrical\ and a \dy-
nam ical\ factor, com plktely determ ined by the crossing
points In the complex tim e plane, we also have found
a non-universal \geom etrical" and \dynam ical\ contri-
bution to P . The latter require the know ledge of the
Ham iltonian’s full tim e dependence and are identical to
zero In the absence of dissipation. W ithout speci cation
of the TLS-H am iltonian, we have shown that both \ge-
om etrical" contrbutions can be expressed by (), the
ratio ofthe com ponents ofeach adiabatic states Jip; )i
In thebasis j i; = 1;2, and both \dynam ical" ones by
the adiabaticeigenvaluesE (u), only. In this respect our
result or P (~) is lndependent of a special param etriza—
tion of the Ham iltonian m atrix. A though the result in
Ref. t_Z-Q'] isnot In such an explicit form lke Eg. Cfl-é) the
existence of this nonsingular \dynam ical" contribution
has already been stated there. H ow ever, the nonsingular
\geom etrical" part, Eqg. Cfl]'), has not been found in that
paper.

A s a physical application we have studied the A S-m odel
fl9] This m odel describes a dJSSJpatJye TLS where the
Initial upper level is dam ped. In {19] it has been shown
that the probability P fora linear tim e dependence ofthe
biasdoesnot depend on the dam ping constant ~ forall~.
O ur resuls dem onstrate that this is not generic. For in—
stance, nonlinearpow er law crossing sweepsgeneratea ~—
dependence ofP . For such sweepsa criticalvalue ~_ = 1
exists. Below ~_ the non-adiabatic transition probability
oscillates and vanishes at critical values ~é ) (~), and for

10

~ > ~_ the oscillations are absent. Hence, the existence
of com plete transitions at an In nite set of critical sweep
rates stillholds for all ~ below ~.. In the section IV we
have shown how the oscillations and their disappearance
for ~ > ~, can be qualitatively explained by a dam ped
ham onic oscillator. For power law sweeps w ith rather
large exponent, eg. n = 50, this description becom es
even quantitatively correct. N o doubt, i would be inter—
esting to study a m icroscopicm odelofa TLS coupled to
phonons, eg. a spinboson-H am iltonian as in Ref. @15],
In orderto check whether the ~-dependence ofP exhibits
oscillations for power law swesp with n > 1 and snall
enough spin-phonon coupling. Another question con-—
cems the interaction between the TLS which have been
com pletely neglected In our present work. T hat they can
ply a crucialrole was show n recently l_2-§'] W hether the
oscillations still exist in the presence of interactions be-
tween the TLS is not obvious.
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A ppendix

In this appendix we will descrdbbe how the asym p—
totic result, Eq. (54), has been derived from (46).
though we follow Berry’s approach [1]. 22]we repeat the
m ost In portant steps since the non-hem iean property
of H does not allow the sin ple param etrization used In
Ref. tl]: and is not of the orm of Eq. C84 ) orEq. €87)
of Ref. l_22_i] N evertheless we w ill recover the sam e
universal recursion relation for the coe cientsa  ( ) as
fund by Berry P2]. In order to show how Eq 154)
can be cbtained from Eq. (46) we have to caloulate the
three preexponential factors E4 ( ) E ();0[+ ()

()F. ()anda,, () inEq. (46). W e assum e that
the Ham iltonian H ( ) isanalyticin . Let . be one of
the branch pointsofE, () E ( ).Clseto . weget:
)

E+ () E ()= cf ©84)

w ith ¢ a constant, depending on .. Eq. C_Sil) In plies

2 _
z z=zc( 7% (85)
3
where z. = z(.). In the adiabatic lim it ' 0 the

m ain contrbution to the integral (2. lne of Eq. I_éig:))
com es from the sihgular points . and z., respectively.
Consequently we have to calculate the pre-exponential
factors (2. line of Eqg. {46)) close to the singularities,
on]y._Letusstartwji:l'l[+( ) ()F.+ (). Ushhg
Eq. 50) it ®Dlowswith (@)= ( (z)) cboseto z

(86)

[+ (2) @F %@ =6z 3z);



where © denotes derivative w ith respect to z. Note that
H11;H1, and H,, do not enter n Eq. C86 The cal-
culation ofa,,; ( ) ismore evolved. Asa rst step we
eliminate i, ;( ), R () andh () from Egs. 23),
d24 ) which yields a recursion relation fora, ( ):

i — )

= =g E > ) T )
()Y+Clag ()= (87)
Next we caloulate the various tem s close to .. From
Egs. 30) and {50) we get:
_ () 1
="7_ o) 88
) ( (88)
and
(e ()= = ) 2: 89)
T 16 e

Expressing the -derivativesofg, and a,
tives w ith respect to z:

, by deriva—

a, ()=cl o7, @ (90)
and
an ()= F( oa, @+ §< o 2 "@); ©1)
wheredz=d =E, () E ( )and :£8 wasused, we get
from Eq. ©7) with Eq. 88), 89):
n 0 #
00 . , am 1(Z) am 1(2) 00
W @)= 6z 22 @ =z O 1@
. (92)
w ith initial condition (cf. Eq. 8)):
a, () 1: 93)

11

T he recursion relation is denticalto Eq. {30) in Ref. R3],
except the di erent sign In front of the square bracket.
The s dqange is irrelevant. The exact solution of
Eq. (93), {93) can be taken from Ref. R4l:

g, 2)=Bn z z) " (94)
w ih
Iy 21
By = i o 6: - c) (95)
m!C ) 2)!
Then we get from Eq. {46) with {84) — 86) and (94), (95)
4 () ()
d a,,() ) E:() E ()II(C)
1 —
? 0 () ()
= dz a ,, () T o) I(z)
c
X Z 1
= 6(n+ 1)Bn+1 ) dZWI(Z)
c
i” X
= 6+ 1)2 1 — Bpu+: T(ze Kk)); (96)

k
w here the sum over k is restricted to all shgular points
z. (k) above the contourC = fz= z( )j 1 1g.
Since

6 2 @+ 1)Bi=n! ! ®*'; n1 1 ; 97)

P -
the prefactor in front of  in Eq. (96) equals ( 1}*1'.

| L
Substituting &_9@_) ntoEqg. {_4@) cancelsand one obtains
the result Eq. ©3).
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