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N on-M arkovian generalization ofthe Lindblad theory ofopen quantum system s
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A system atic approach to thenon-M arkovian quantum dynam icsofopen system sisgiven by the

projection operator techniquesofnonequilibrium statisticalm echanics. Com bining these m ethods

with concepts from quantum inform ation theory and from the theory ofpositive m aps,we derive

a classofcorrelated projection superoperatorsthattake into accountin an e�cientway statistical

correlations between the open system and its environm ent. The result is used to develop a gen-

eralization ofthe Lindblad theory to the regim e ofhighly non-M arkovian quantum processes in

structured environm ents.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The theoreticaldescription ofrelaxation and decoher-

ence processes in open quantum system s often leads to

a non-M arkovian dynam icswhich isdeterm ined by pro-

nounced m em ory e�ects[1].Strong system -environm ent

couplings[2,3],correlationsand entanglem entin theini-

tialstate [4,5],interactions with environm ents at low

tem peratures and with spin baths [6], �nite reservoirs

[7,8],and transportprocessesin nano-structures[9]can

lead to long m em ory tim esand to a failureoftheM arko-

vian approxim ation.

A system aticapproach to non-M arkovian dynam icsis

provided by the projection operatortechniques [10,11,

12]which are extensively used in nonequilibrium ther-

m odynam icsand statisticalm echanics[13]. These tech-

niques are based on the introduction ofa certain pro-

jection superoperatorP which actson the states ofthe

totalsystem . The superoperatorP isthe m athem atical

expression for the idea ofthe elim ination ofdegrees of

freedom from the com plete description ofthe states of

the totalsystem : If� is the fulldensity m atrix ofthe

com positesystem ,theprojection P � representsa certain

approxim ation of� which leads to a sim pli�ed e�ective

description ofthedynam icsthrough areduced setofvari-

ables. The projection P � is therefore referred to asthe

relevantpartofthe density m atrix.

W ith the help ofthe projection operator techniques

one derives closed dynam ic equations for the relevant

partofthe density m atrix. The equation ofm otion for

P � can eitherbetheNakajim a-Zwanzigequation [10,11],

an integrodi�erentialequation with a retarded m em ory

kernel,orelse the tim e-convolutionlessm asterequation,

which is a tim e-localdi�erentialequation of�rst order

involving a tim e-dependentgenerator[14].In m ostcases

theseequationsareused asstarting pointforthederiva-

tion ofe�ective m aster equations through a system atic

perturbation expansion with respect to the strength of

the system -environm entcoupling.

�Electronic address:breuer@ physik.uni-freiburg.de

In thestandard approach to thedynam icsofopen sys-

tem sonechoosesa projection superoperatorwhich isde-

�ned by the expression P � = �S 
 �0,where �S = trE �

representsthereduced densitym atrixoftheopen system ,

trE denoting the trace over the environm entalHilbert

space,and �0 is som e �xed environm entalstate. A su-

peroperatorofthisform projectsthetotalstate� onto a

tensorproductstate,i.e.,ontoastatewithoutanystatis-

ticalcorrelationsbetween system and environm ent. W e

em phasize that this ansatz does not im ply (as is som e-

tim es claim ed) that one com pletely ignores allsystem -

environm ent correlations. It only presupposes that all

correlationswhich are presentin the initialstate orare

generated during the tim e-evolution can be treated as

perturbationswithin thefram ework oftheprojection op-

eratortechniques.

The projection onto a tensor product state is widely

used in studies of open quantum system s. It is often

applicable in the case ofweak system -environm entcou-

plings.Usually,the perturbation expansion isrestricted

tothesecondorder(known asBornapproxim ation),from

which one derives,with the help ofcertain further as-

sum ptions, a M arkovian quantum m aster equations in

Lindblad form [15,16,17]. In this paper the quantum

dynam icsofan open system issaid to benon-M arkovian

ifthetim e-evolution ofitsreduced density m atrix cannot

bedescribed (tothedesired degreeofaccuracy)bym eans

ofaclosed m asterequation with atim e-independentgen-

eratorin Lindblad form .

A possible approach to large deviations from M arko-

vian behavior consists in carrying out the perturbation

expansion to higher orders in the system -environm ent

coupling (several exam ples are discussed in Ref. [1]).

However,thisapproach isoften lim ited by theincreasing

com plexity ofthe resulting equations ofm otion. M ore-

over,the perturbation expansion m ay notconvergeuni-

form ly in tim e,such thathigherordersonly im provethe

quality oftheapproxim ation ofthe short-tim ebehavior,

butcom pletely failin the long-tim elim it[18].

Thereishoweverafurtherprom isingstrategy:Totreat

highly non-M arkovian processesin a m ore e�cientway

onecan replacethetensorproductstateused in thestan-

dard Born approxim ation by acertain correlated system -

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0611208v2
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environm entstate.Thisapproach hasbeen proposed by

Esposito and G aspard [19,20]and by Budini[21]to de-

rive e�ective m asterequationswithin second orderper-

turbation theory thatdescribestrong non-M arkovian ef-

fects.Ithasbeen dem onstrated in Ref.[22]thatthisidea

can be form ulated in term s ofa positive projection su-

peroperatorP which projectsany stateonto a correlated

system -environm ent state,i.e.,onto a state that con-

tainsstatisticalcorrelationsbetween certain system and

environm entstates.Thisform ulation allowsan im m edi-

ate application ofthe projection operatortechniques to

correlated system -environm ent states,and to carry out

theperturbation expansion to higherordersin a system -

atic way. An exam ple is discussed in Ref.[22],where

the m asterequationsofsecond and offourth ordercor-

respondingto acorrelated projection superoperatorhave

been constructed.

The application ofa correlated projection superoper-

atorim pliesthatthe relevantpartP � can no longerbe

expressed in term softhe reduced density m atrix alone.

Hence,em ploying a correlated projection superoperator

oneenlargesthesetofrelevantvariablesto capturethose

statistical correlations that are responsible for strong

non-M arkovian e�ects.

In the presentpaperwediscussthisidea ofusing cor-

related projection superoperatorsin the analysisofnon-

M arkovian dynam ics. O n the basis of certain general

physicalconditionswe derive in Sec.IIa representation

theorem fora classofcorrelated projection superopera-

torsthatare appropriate forthe application ofthe pro-

jection operatortechniques.

A centralproblem ofthetheory ofnon-M arkovian pro-

cesses is the form ulation of appropriate m aster equa-

tions that preserve the norm alization and the positiv-

ity of the density m atrix (see, e.g., the discussion in

Refs.[23,24,25,26]).In Sec.IIIwedevelop thegeneral

structure of such m aster equations which results form

the application of a correlated projection superopera-

tor. G iven a superoperator that projects onto a sepa-

rable quantum state one can constructan em bedding of

the underlying dynam icsinto a Lindblad dynam icson a

suitably extended state space. Em ploying this em bed-

ding we derive a generalclass ofphysically acceptable

m asterequationswhich representsageneralization ofthe

Lindblad theory to the regim e ofhighly non-M arkovian

quantum dynam ics. Section IV contains som e conclu-

sions.

II. C O R R ELA T ED P R O JEC T IO N

SU P ER O P ER A T O R S

A . G eneralconditions

TheHilbertspacesoftheopen system S and ofitsen-

vironm ent E are denoted by H S and H E ,respectively.

The state space ofthe com posite system isgiven by the

tensorproductH = H S 
 H E . Statesofthe com posite

system arerepresented by density m atrices� on H satis-

fying � � 0 and tr� = 1,wheretristhe tracetaken over

the totalstate space. The reduced density m atrix �S of

subsystem S isgiven by the partialtracetaken overthe

Hilbertspace H E ,i.e.�S = trE �.Correspondingly,the

partialtraceoverH S willbe denoted by trS.

A superoperator P is a linear m ap O 7! P O which

takes any operator O on the totalstate space H to an

operator P O on H . W e consider here superoperators

with the following properties.

1.The m ap P isa projection superoperator:

P
2
= P : (1)

Itis this form alproperty thatallowsthe application of

the projection operatortechniques. Foran e�cientper-

form ance ofthese techniques the projection P � should

representa suitable approxim ation of�.A naturalm in-

im alrequirem entisthereforethatforany physicalstate

� theprojection P � isagain a physicalstate,i.e.,a pos-

itive operator with unit trace. This m eans that P is a

positiveand tracepreserving m ap,nam ely � � 0 im plies

P � � 0,and trfP �g= tr�.

2. W e consider projection superoperators ofthe fol-

lowing generalform :

P = IS 
 �; (2)

where IS denotes the unit m ap acting on operators on

H S,and � is a linear m ap that takes operatorson H E

to operatorson H E . A projection superoperatorofthis

form leavesthesystem S unchanged and actsnontrivially

only on the variables ofthe environm ent E . As a con-

sequence ofthe positivity ofP and ofcondition (2)the

m ap � m ustbe N S-positive,where N S isthe dim ension

ofH S (see,e.g.,Ref.[27]). In the following we use the

strongercondition that� iscom pletely positive,because

com pletely positive m apsallow fora sim ple m athem ati-

calcharacterization (seeSec.IIB).

W e discussthe im plicationsofthese conditions.From

Eqs.(1)and (2)wegetthat�itselfm ustbeaprojection,

nam ely �2 = �. M oreover,since P is trace-preserving,

the m ap � m ust also be trace-preserving. Hence, we

�nd that � represents a com pletely positive and trace-

preserving m ap (CPT m ap,orquantum channel)which

operateson thevariablesoftheenvironm entand hasthe

property ofa projection.A furtherphysically reasonable

consequenceofthepositivity of�and ofEq.(2)isthatP

m apsseparable(classicallycorrelated)statestoseparable

states,which m eansthatthe projection doesnotcreate

entanglem entbetween system and environm ent.

An im portantgoalis,ofcourse,the determ ination of

thereduced density m atrix �S oftheopen quantum sys-

tem .Using Eq.(2)and that� istrace-preservingweget

the relation

�S � trE � = trE fP �g: (3)

Thisrelation connectsthedensity m atrix ofthereduced

system with theprojection ofa given state� ofthetotal
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system . Itstatesthat,in orderto determ ine �S,we do

not really need the fulldensity m atrix �,but only its

projection P �. Thus,P � contains the fullinform ation

needed to reconstructthe reduced system ’sstate.

B . R epresentation theorem

W e derivea representation theorem fortheprojection

superoperator P from the basic conditions form ulated

in Sec.IIA [see Eq.(12) below]. Since � is supposed

to be a CPT m ap one could use,ofcourse,the K raus-

Stinespringrepresentation[28,29]forcom pletelypositive

m aps.However,forourpurposesanotherrepresentation

ism uch m oreappropriate,which willbe derived now.

W ewillusethefollowingfactfrom linearalgebra.Con-

sider a linear operator L :V 7! V which acts on som e

Hilbert space V and has the property L2 = L. Then

there existlinearindependentvectorsjfiiand linearin-

dependentvectorsjeiisuch thathfijeji= �ij and

Ljvi=
X

i

jfiiheijvi (4)

foralljvi2 V .Conversely,given two linearindependent

setsfjfiig and fjeiig ofvectorsin V with hfijeji= �ij,

then Eq.(4)de�nesa linearoperatorwith the property

L2 = L.Notethatweneitherrequirethatthejfiiorthe

jeiiareorthogonal,northatL isHerm itian.

Let us apply this fact to linear m aps on the Hilbert-

Schm idtspace,i.e.,wetakeV to bethe vectorspaceof

operatorson H E with the scalarproduct:

(X ;Y )� trE fX
y
Y g:

Then we �nd thatany linearm ap � can be represented

in the form

�X =
X

i

B i(A i;X )=
X

i

trE fA
y

iX gB i

with two setsfA ig and fB ig oflinearindependentoper-

atorson H E ,and thatthe condition �2 = � issatis�ed

ifand only if(B i;A j)= �ij. Since � preservesthe Her-

m iticity ofoperators,the operators A i and B i can be

chosen to be Herm itian.Hence,we obtain the represen-

tation:

�X =
X

i

trE fA iX gB i; (5)

where fA ig and fB ig are two setsoflinearindependent

Herm itian operatorssatisfying:

trE fB iA jg = �ij: (6)

The condition that� istrace-preserving takesthe form :

X

i

(trE B i)A i = IE : (7)

Finally,wehavetoform ulatethecondition ofthecom -

plete positivity ofthe m ap �. A given m ap � is com -

pletely positiveifand only if

(IE 
 �)(j ih j)� 0; (8)

where

j i=
X

�

j�i
 j�i

isa m axim ally entangled vectorin H E 
 H E ,and fj�ig

is an orthonorm albasis for H E . To evaluate condition

(8)we�rstnote that

(IE 
 �)(j ih j)=
X

��

j�ih�j
 �(j�ih�j): (9)

O n using the representation (5)one�nds

�(j�ih�j)=
X

i

h�jA ij�iB i =
X

i

h�jA
T
i j�iB i; (10)

whereA T
i denotesthetransposeoftheoperatorA i with

respectto the given basisfj�ig. Inserting Eq.(10)into

Eq.(9)weobtain

(IE 
 �)(j ih j) =
X

i

X

��

j�ih�jA
T
i j�ih�j
 B i

=
X

i

A
T
i 
 B i:

W econcludethata necessary and su�cientcondition for

� to be com pletely positiveisgiven by the inequality

X

i

A
T
i 
 B i � 0: (11)

Em ploying Eqs.(5) and (2) we obtain the following

representation forthe projection superoperatorP ,

P � =
X

i

trE fA i�g
 Bi: (12)

G iven observables A i and B i that satisfy Eqs.(6),(7),

and (11),this equation de�nes a projection superoper-

ator which ful�lls the generalconditions form ulated in

Sec.IIA.Conversely,given aprojection which ful�llsthe

conditionsofSec.IIA,thereexistobservablesA i and B i

satisfyingEqs.(6),(7),and (11)such thatEq.(12)holds.

Therearein generalm any di�erentsetsofoperatorsA i,

B i thatrepresenta given P . Ifwe have a particularset

ofsuch operators,then the operators

A
0
i =

X

j

uijA j; B
0
i =

X

j

vijB j;

representthe sam e projection,where u = (uij)and v =

(vij)arereal,non-singularm atricesrelated by u
T v = I.
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C . Exam ples

W ithin the standard approachesone considersa pro-

jection superoperatorofthe form

P � = (trE �)
 �0; (13)

where�0 isany �xed environm entaldensity m atrix.Us-

ing a projection ofthisform oneassum esthatthestates

ofthetotalsystem m ay beapproxim ated by certain ten-

sorproducts,describing stateswithoutstatisticaldepen-

dencies between system and environm ent. The projec-

tion (13)naturally �tsintothegeneralschem edeveloped

above ifwe take a single A = IE and a single B = �0.

The conditions (6),(7),and (11) are then satis�ed and

Eq.(12)obviously reducesto Eq.(13)

In the generalcase, a projection P � of the form of

Eq.(12)doesnotrepresenta sim ple productstate. W e

therefore callsuch P correlated projection superopera-

tors. They project onto states that contain statistical

correlations between the system S and its environm ent

E . In the following we willconsider the case that one

can �nd a representation ofthe projection with positive

operatorsA i � 0 and B i � 0.Equation (11)isthen triv-

ially satis�ed. W ithout restriction we m ay assum e that

the B i arenorm alized to unittrace,such thatcondition

(7)reducesto thesim pleform
P

i
A i = IE .Underthese

conditionsP projectsany state� onto a statewhich can

bewritten asa sum oftensorproductsofpositiveopera-

tors.In the theory ofentanglem ent(see,e.g.,Ref.[30])

such states are called separable orclassically correlated

[31]. Using a projection superoperatorofthisform ,one

thus tries to approxim ate the totalsystem ’s states by

a classically correlated state.Thegeneralrepresentation

ofEq.(12)includesthecaseofprojection superoperators

thatprojectontoinseparable,entangled quantum states.

W e willnotpursue here thispossibility further,and re-

strictourselvesto positiveA i and B i in the following.

A straightforward exam ple for a separable projection

superoperatorisobtainedthroughthefollowingconstruc-

tion [19,21,22].W e takeany orthogonaldecom position

oftheunitoperatorIE on thestatespaceoftheenviron-

m ent,i.e.,a collection ofordinary projection operators

� i on H E which satisfy

� i� j = �ij� j;
X

i

� i = IE :

Then wechoose:

A i = � i; B i =
� i�0� i

trE f� i�0g
:

It is easy to verify that with this choice the conditions

(6),(7),and (11)are satis�ed. The explicitform ofthe

projection superoperatorisgiven by

P � =
X

i

trE f� i�g

� i�0� i

trE f� i�0g
: (14)

D . R elevant states and observables

G iven a projection superoperator we de�ne the rele-

vantstatesasthestatesin therangeofP ,i.e.,forwhich

the relation

P �rel= �rel

holds.W e see thatthese statesareofthe form

�rel=
X

i

�i
 B i;

where the �i m ay be any positive m atrices such thatP

i
trS�i = 1.Hence,the m anifold ofthe relevantstates

isdeterm ined by the operatorsB i.

O necan transferthisconceptfrom states(Schr�odinger

picture) to observables (Heisenberg picture). A Herm i-

tian operatorO relon thetotalstatespaceissaid to bea

relevantobservableifthe relation

trfO rel(P �)g= trfO rel�g

holds true for allstates �. This m eans that the expec-

tation value ofa relevantobservable in any state ofthe

com positesystem isleftunchanged undertheapplication

ofthe projection superoperatorP .

Introducing the adjointm ap P y (de�ned with respect

to the Hilbert-Schm idt scalar product for operators on

the totalstate space)we can reform ulate thiscondition

as

P
y
O rel= O rel:

Hence, the relevant observables are those observables

which are invariantunderthe application ofthe adjoint

projection.From the representation (12)weget:

P
y
O =

X

i

trE fB iO g
 A i; (15)

from which we infer that the relevant observablesm ust

be ofthe form

O rel=
X

i

O
i
S 
 A i; (16)

where the O i
S are arbitrary observables ofthe subsys-

tem S.The structure ofthe relevantobservablesisthus

determ ined by the operatorsA i.

III. D Y N A M IC S

A . G eneralform ulation

Thedynam icsofthe totalsystem isgiven by

�(t)= U (t)�(0)U
y
(t); (17)
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whereU (t)denotesthe unitary tim e-evolution operator.

G iven a projection superoperatoroftheform ofEq.(12)

oneintroducesthe dynam icalvariables:

�i(t)= trE fA i�(t)g: (18)

Since the A i are positive operators,we have �i(t) � 0,

and by useofEq.(3)and ofthenorm alization trE B i = 1

we�nd thatthereduced density m atrix isobtained from

�S(t)=
X

i

�i(t):

The norm alization condition reads:

trS�S(t)=
X

i

trS�i(t)= 1: (19)

Hence,the stateofthe reduced system isdeterm ined by

a certain setofunnorm alized density m atrices�i(t).

W e considerinitialconditionsofthe following form ,

�(0)= P �(0)=
X

i

�i(0)
 B i: (20)

This equation m eans that the initial state belongs to

the m anifold ofthe relevant states. As a consequence

there is no inhom ogeniety in the Nakajim a-Zwanzig or

the tim e-convolutionlessm asterequation,although �(0)

describesa correlated system -environm entstate.O n us-

ing Eqs.(17),(18),and (20)weget:

�i(t)=
X

j

trE
�
A iU (t)�j(0)
 B jU

y
(t)
	
: (21)

To be speci�c we assum e that the index i takes on

the values i = 1;2;:::;n. W e de�ne a vector % whose

com ponentsaregiven by the dynam icalvariables�i:

% = (�1;�2;:::;�n): (22)

Equation (21) then de�nes a dynam icaltransform ation

ofthe form

Vt :%(0)7! %(t);

i.e.,we geta one-param eterfam ily ofdynam icalm aps

fVt j t � 0g, where V0 is equalto the identity m ap.

Foreach �xed tthem ap Vt transform sany initialvector

%(0)with positive com ponents�i(0)� 0 into som e vec-

tor%(t)with positive com ponents�i(t)� 0. O fcourse,

thistransform ation alsopreservesthenorm alization con-

dition (19).

Itisim portantto em phasizethatVt isnota quantum

dynam icalm ap in the conventionalsense ofthe theory

ofopen system s,sim ply because it is not an operation

on the space ofstatesofthe reduced system ,butrather

a m ap on the space ofvectors %. The transition from

%(0) to the reduced density m atrix �S(0)=
P

i
�i(0) is

connected with a loss ofinform ation on the initialcor-

relations,such that from the m ere knowledge of�S(0)

thedynam icalbehaviorcannotbereconstructed,in gen-

eral. In other words,the evolution from �S(0)to �S(t)

fort> 0isnotam ap,i.e.,thereisnoprescription which

assignsto each �S(0)a unique �S(t).

B . Structure ofnon-M arkovian m aster equations

Theapplication ofthetim e-convolutionlessprojection

operator technique leads to a closed dynam ic equation

forthe relevantpartofthe density m atrix:

d

dt
P �(t)= K

t
(P �(t));

whereK t isa lineargeneratorwhich depends,in general,

explicitly on tim e.Ifoneusesa projection oftheform of

Eq.(12)thisyieldsa system ofequationsofm otion for

the densities�i(t),

d

dt
�i = K

t
i(�1;:::;�n); i= 1;2;:::;n;

with an explicitly tim e-dependent generator K t
i for

each i which depends linearly on the input argum ents

�1;:::;�n.Letussupposethatthese generatorsm ay be

approxim ated by tim e-independentgeneratorssuch that

wecan write

d

dt
�i = K i(�1;:::;�n): (23)

Thefam ily Vt then representsa sem igroup ofdynam ical

transform ations. O fcourse,this sem igroup assum ption

forVt doesnotim ply thatthe dynam icsofthe reduced

density m atrix yieldsa sem igroup.

A typicalsituation in which the sem igroup assum p-

tion isvalid isgiven by a projection superoperatorofthe

form ofEq.(14),wherethe� iprojectontocertainenergy

bandsofthe environm ent,describing a structured reser-

voir. The sem igroup assum ption then presupposesthat

allintra-and inter-band transitionsm ay bedescribed by

m eans oftim e-independent ratesobtained from Ferm i’s

golden rule[19,21,22].

O ur aim is to determ ine the generalstructure ofthe

generators K i. To this end,we dem and that Eq.(23)

preservesthe positivity ofallcom ponents�i,i.e.,given

positiveinitialdata �i(0)� 0 thecorresponding solution

satis�es�i(t)� 0 foralltim es.A convenientway offor-

m ulating the dynam icaltransform ation isthe following.

W e introduce an auxiliary Hilbert space Cn and an or-

thonorm albasisfjiigforthisspace.Then wecan identify

thevector% introduced in Eq.(22)with a density m atrix

on the extended spaceH S 
 C
n:

% =
X

i

�i
 jiihij: (24)

Thisdensity m atrix can beregarded asa block diagonal

m atrix with blocks �i along the m ain diagonal. M ore-

over,the reduced density m atrix �S is obtained by the

partialtrace of% taken overthe auxiliary space.Hence,

the auxiliary space represents an additional degree of

freedom which expresses the statisticalcorrelations in-

troduced through the projection superoperatorP .

The dynam ical transform ation Vt can be viewed as

a CPT operation on the extended space that preserves
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theblock diagonalstructure.To guaranteetheconserva-

tion ofpositivity wethereforeim posethe condition that

thereexistsaLindblad generatorL ontheextended space

which also preservesthe block diagonalstructure,i.e.,

which hasthe property

L

 
X

i

�i
 jiihij

!

=
X

i

K i(�1;:::;�n)
 jiihij: (25)

If such a Lindblad generator exists, the solution of

Eq.(23)can be written as

X

i

�i(t)
 jiihij= e
L t

 
X

i

�i(0)
 jiihij

!

: (26)

Thisim pliestherequired conservation ofpositivity ofthe

com ponents �i(t) for alltim es t � 0. In m athem atical

term s,Eq.(26)can beinterpreted asan em beddingofthe

non-M arkovian dynam ics into a Lindblad dynam ics on

the extended state space.W e now dem onstratethatthe

sim plecondition expressed byEq.(25)�xesthestructure

ofthe generatorsK i to a largeextend.

Theorem . A Lindblad generator L on the extended

state space with the property (25) exists ifand only if

the generatorsK i areofthe specialform

K i(�1;:::;�n) (27)

= � i
�
H

i
;�i

�
+
X

j�

�

R
ij

�
�jR

ijy

�
�
1

2

n

R
jiy

�
R
ji

�
;�i

o�

with Herm itian operatorsH i and arbitrary system oper-

atorsR
ij

�
.

Proof. Assum e that a Lindblad generator L on the

extended statespacewith theproperty (25)isgiven.As

forany Lindblad generatorwehave

L(%)= � i[H ;%]+
X

�

�

R �%R
y

�
�
1

2

n

R
y

�
R �;%

o�

; (28)

wereH = H y and the R � areoperatorson the extended

state space. These operators can always be written as

sum sovertensorproducts:

H =
X

ij

H
ij

 jiihjj;

R � =
X

ij

R
ij

�

 jiihjj:

Substituting these relationsinto Eq.(28)and using the

expression (24)for% oneeasily showsthat

L(%)=
X

ik

D
ik

 jiihkj;

where

D
ik

= � i
�
H

ik
�k � �iH

ik
�

(29)

+
X

j�

�

R
ij

�
�jR

kjy

�
�
1

2
R
jiy

�
R
jk

�
�k �

1

2
�iR

jiy

�
R
jk

�

�

:

Hence,in orderforcondition (25)to besatis�ed wem ust

haveD ik = 0 foralli6= k,and,in particular,D ii = K i.

Setting i= k in Eq.(29) we get the form (27) for the

generatorK i,whereH
ii = H i isHerm itian.

Suppose now thatK i isofthe form ofEq.(27).Then

wede�neoperatorson theextended statespacethrough

H =
X

i

H
i

 jiihij;

S
ij

�
= R

ij

�

 jiihjj;

whereH isHerm itian.W ith the help ofthese operators

wede�ne a Lindblad generatorby m eansof

L(%)= � i[H ;%]+
X

ij�

�

S
ij

�
%S

ijy

�
�
1

2

n

S
ijy

�
S
ij

�
;%

o�

:

It is easy to check that this Lindblad generator indeed

hastherequired property (25).Thisprovesthetheorem .

C . D iscussion

Inserting Eq.(27)into Eq.(23)we obtain the m aster

equation

d

dt
�i = � i

�
H

i
;�i

�

+
X

j�

�

R
ij

�
�jR

ijy

�
�
1

2

n

R
jiy

�
R
ji

�
;�i

o�

:(30)

Under the condition ofthe existence ofan em bedding

into a Lindblad dynam ics on the extended state space

[seeEq.(26)],thisisthegeneralform fortheequationsof

m otion ofthedynam icalvariables�i(t),wheretheH
iare

arbitrary Herm itian operators,and theR
ij

�
arearbitrary

system operators.

1. Exam ples

Severalm asterequationsproposed recently in the lit-

eratureareofthegeneralform ofEq.(30).Thesim plest

specialcase ofthisequation isobtained ifwe have only

a single com ponent�1 = �S such that we can om it the

indicesiand j.Them asterequation (30)then obviously

reducesto an ordinary m asterequation forthe reduced

density m atrix in Lindblad form . Thus, Eq.(30) can

beviewed asa generalization oftheG orini-K ossakowski-

Sudarshan-Lindblad theorem [15,16].

If we choose R
ij

�
= �ijR

i
� the m aster equation (30)

takesthe form

d

dt
�i = Li(�i):

Hence,we getan uncoupled system ofequationsofm o-

tion with a Lindblad generator Li for each com ponent



7

�i. Although each com ponent �i(t) follows its own

M arkovian-type dynam ics,the dynam icsofthe reduced

density m atrix �S(t)isgenerally highly non-M arkovian.

M aster equations ofthis uncoupled form have been de-

rived by Budiniand applied to various m odels for the

dynam icsofopen system sin structured reservoirs[21].

In the generalcase an equation ofthe form (30) in-

volves a coupling between the com ponents �i. An ex-

am ple ofsuch an equation hasbeen derived in [22]from

a speci�c m icroscopic system -environm ent m odel. The

m odeldescribes a two-state system with ground state

j0i,excited statej1iand leveldistance�E ,which iscou-

pled to an environm ent[7].Theenvironm entconsistsof

a large num ber ofenergy levels arranged in two energy

bands ofwidth �" (see Fig.1). The lower energy band

containsN 1 levels,the upperband N 2 levels.

The totalHam iltonian ofthe m odelistaken to be

H = H S + H E + V: (31)

H S = �E � + �� is the free system Ham iltonian,where

�� denote the usualraising and lowering operators of

the two-statesystem .The free Ham iltonian ofthe envi-

ronm entisgiven by

H E =
X

n1

�"

N 1

n1jn1ihn1j+
X

n2

�

�E +
�"

N 2

n2

�

jn2ihn2j;

and the system -environm entinteraction isdescribed by

V = �
X

n1;n2

c(n1;n2)�+ jn1ihn2j+ h.c.

The index n1 labelsthe levelsofthe lowerenergy band

and n2 thelevelsoftheupperband.Theoverallstrength

of the interaction is param eterized by the constant �.

The coupling constants c(n1;n2) are independent and

identically distributed com plex G aussian random vari-

ableswith zero m ean and unitvariance.

∆E

|1〉

|0〉

Π2

Π1

⊗
V

FIG .1: A two-state system which is coupled to an environ-

m entconsisting oftwo energy bands.

W eem ploy a projection superoperatoroftheform [22]

P � = trE f� 1�g

1

N 1

� 1 + trE f� 2�g

1

N 2

� 2

� �1 

1

N 1

� 1 + �2 

1

N 2

� 2; (32)

where � 1 (� 2) denotes the projection onto the lower

(upper) environm entalenergy band. This is a projec-

tion ofthe form given in Eq.(14). It projects onto a

state in which the environm entalstate � i=N i is corre-

lated with the system state �i=trS�i. The second order

ofthetim e-convolutionlessprojection operatortechnique

leadsto the m asterequation (written in the interaction

picture)

d

dt
�1 = 
1�+ �2�� �


2

2
f�+ �� ;�1g; (33)

d

dt
�2 = 
2�� �1�+ �


1

2
f�� �+ ;�2g; (34)

where 
1;2 = 2��2N 1;2=�". This is a coupled system of

�rst-order di�erentialequations for the two unnorm al-

ized density m atrices �1 and �2. It can be written in

the form ofEq.(30)by taking H i = 0,R 11 = R 22 = 0,

R 12 =
p

1�+ ,and R 21 =

p

2�� . Ashasbeen dem on-

strated in Ref.[22]through a com parison with num erical

sim ulationsofthe fullSchr�odingerequation,thism aster

equationyieldsan excellentapproxim ationofthereduced

system ’sdynam ics.

The second term on the right-hand side ofEq.(33)

describeschangesof�1 which aredueto downward tran-

sitionsofthe two-state system . These are only possible

ifthelowerband oftheenvironm entispopulated,i.e.,if

theenvironm entisin thestate� 1=N 1 which iscorrelated

with �1.Forthisreason the second term ofEq.(33)in-

volvesthedensity �1.Correspondingly,the�rstterm on

the right-hand side ofEq.(33) describes changes of�1

caused by excitationsofthetwo-statesystem .Such exci-

tationsareonly possibleiftheenvironm entisin thestate

� 2=N 2 which is correlated with �2. Therefore,itis the

density �2 that entersthe �rstterm ofEq.(33). Anal-

ogousstatem entshold for Eq.(34). Hence,we see that

the transitions described by Eqs.(33) and (34) exactly

conservethetotalnum berofexcitations(seeSec.IIIC 2).

Letusinvestigatethebehavioroftheexcited statepop-

ulation pe(t)which isde�ned by the expression

pe(t)= h1j�1(t)+ �2(t)j1i:

Equations(33)and (34)lead to

d

dt
pe(t) = � (
1 + 
2)pe(t)+ 
1pe(0)

+ 
2h1j�2(0)j1i+ 
1h0j�2(0)j0i: (35)

Thisequation exhibitsastrongnon-M arkovian character

because the initialdata appearasinhom ogeneousterm s

on itsright-hand side.Theseterm sexpressapronounced
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m em ory e�ect:They im ply thatthedynam icsneverfor-

getsitsinitialcondition,i.e.,thattheprocessisgoverned

byan in�nitem em orytim e.A furtherrem arkablefeature

ofEq.(35)derivesfrom the factthatthe initialdata on

itsright-hand sidecannotbeexpressed solely in term sof

them atrix elem entsofthereduced density m atrix.This

m eansthatatany tim e t,and even in the lim itt! 1 ,

the processis strongly in
uenced by the statisticalcor-

relationsofthe initialstate. Hence,the in
uence ofthe

initialcorrelationsneverdiesoutand ispresenteven in

the stationary state.

Recently,Esposito and G aspard [19,20]have derived

a m aster equation from a m icroscopic system -reservoir

m odelwithin second orderperturbation theory,which is

alsooftheform ofEq.(30).In theirderivation theindex

i plays the role ofthe energy " ofthe reservoir. The

corresponding density m atrix �i � �" describesa system

statewhich iscorrelated with a certain reservoirstateof

energy ".Iftheopen system representsagain a two-state

system ,them asterequation ofEspositoand G aspard can

be written as[33]

d

dt
�" = � i[H

"
;�"]

+
X

"0

�


1(";"
0
)�+ �"0�� �


2("
0;")

2
f�+ �� ;�"g

+ 
2(";"
0
)�� �"0�+ �


1("
0;")

2
f�� �+ ;�"g

�

:

Here,
1;2(";"
0)arecertain transition rateswhich arede-

term ined by the param eters ofthe m icroscopic m odel,

and H " is the system Ham iltonian including an "-

dependentLam b-type energy renorm alization.O ne eas-

ily checks that this m aster equation can indeed be

brought into the general form of Eq. (30) by taking

R ""
0

1 =
p

1(";"

0)�+ and R ""
0

2 =
p

2(";"

0)�� .

A m aster equation ofthe generalform (30) has been

derived recently by Budini[32]. This author suggests

introducing an extra degree offreedom U which m odu-

latesthe interaction between the reduced system S and

itsenvironm entE . Underthe assum ptionsthatE m ay

betreated asa M arkovian reservoirand thatthedynam -

ics ofthe populations decouples from the dynam ics of

the coherencesofU ,one arrivesatthe m asterequation

(30).In a certain sensetheintroduction ofan additional

degree offreedom U corresponds to the extended state

space H S 
 C
n used in Sec.IIIB to construct the em -

bedding into a Lindblad dynam ics.An advantageofthe

presentform ulation isthatitavoidsthe use ofa m icro-

scopic m odelfor the extra degree offreedom and that

it clearly showsthe basic physicalcondition underlying

them asterequation (30):Thiscondition istheexistence

ofan e�ective representation ofthe dynam icsthrough a

projection ontoseparable,classically correlated quantum

states.

W hatarethephysicalconditionsunderwhich the use

ofa standard projection onto a tensor product state is

notsu�cientto correctly describe the reduced system ’s

dynam icsfora given system -environm entm odel? W hile

this im portant question seem s to be di�cult to answer

in fullgenerality and certainly deserves further investi-

gations,im portanthints can be obtained already by an

investigationofthetim e-convolutionlessperturbation ex-

pansion [1,14]. Ifthe two-pointenvironm entalcorrela-

tion functions do not decay rapidly in tim e the second

order of the expansion cannot, of course, be expected

to give an accurate description of the dynam ics. For

instance, this situation arises for the spin star m odel

discussed in Ref. [18], where the second-order genera-

tor ofthe m aster equation increases linearly with tim e

such that the Born-M arkov approxim ation sim ply does

notexist.The exam ple investigated in Ref.[22]dem on-

strates that there are even cases in which the standard

M arkov condition issatis�ed although the product-state

projection com pletely failsifonetruncatestheexpansion

atany �nite order. In such casesstrong non-M arkovian

dynam icsisinduced through thebehaviorofhigher-order

correlation functions. Hence,one can judge the quality

ofa given projection superoperatoronly by an investiga-

tion ofthe structure ofhigher orders ofthe expansion.

Thestandard projection and thecorrespondingLindblad

equation are notreliable ifhigherorderslead to contri-

butionsthatarenotbounded in tim e,signifyingthenon-

uniform convergenceofthe perturbation expansion [22].

2. Conservation laws and relevantobservables

Form anyphysicalm odelsoneknowscertain quantities

C whichareexactly(oratleastapproxim ately)conserved

underthe tim e-evolution. A greatadvantage ofthe for-

m ulation by m eansofthem asterequation (30)isthatit

allows the im plem entation ofthe corresponding conser-

vation laws. For instance,the m aster equation derived

in Ref.[19]re
ects the conservation ofthe (uncoupled)

totalsystem energy.

To form ulate the conservation ofC one chooses the

operatorsA iin such awaythatC isarelevantobservable

[see Sec.IID].According to Eq.(16)thism eansthatC

can be written in the form

C =
X

i

C
i
S 
 A i:

Then wehavethe exactrelation

trfC �(t)g= trfC P �(t)g=
X

i

trSfC
i
S�i(t)g:

Hence,wecan expresstheconservation ofC on thelevel

ofthem asterequation by m eansoftheconservation law

d

dt

X

i

trSfC
i
S�i(t)g = 0:

By use ofthe m asterequation (30)thisyieldsa relation



9

between the operatorsH i and R
ij

�
:

i
�
H

i
;C

i
S

�
+
X

j�

�

R
jiy

�
C
j

S
R
ji

�
�
1

2

n

R
jiy

�
R
ji

�
;C

i
S

o�

= 0:

Thus,known conserved quantitieslead to constraintson

the choice ofthe operatorsthat enter the m aster equa-

tion.

An exam ple isgiven by the quantity C = �+ �� + � 2

which counts the total num ber of excitations for the

m odeldiscussed in Sec.IIIC 1. Thisquantity isexactly

conserved under the evolution generated by the Ham il-

tonian (31).W riting

C = �+ �� 
 � 1 + (�+ �� + IS)
 � 2

weseethatC isindeed a relevantobservableforthepro-

jection (32),i.e.,wehaveP yC = C .Thecorresponding

conservation law takesthe form

pe(t)+ trS�2(t)= const:

Thisfactcan beused tom otivatetheprojection superop-

erator:W ith the choiceofEq.(32)oneensuresthatthe

projection superoperator leaves invariant the conserved

quantity and that the e�ective description respects the

corresponding conservation law.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have discussed the theoreticaldescription ofnon-

M arkovian quantum dynam ics within the fram ework of

the projection operator techniques. It has been shown

that an e�cient m odelling ofstrong non-M arkovian ef-

fectsism ade possiblethrough the useofcorrelated pro-

jection superoperatorsP thattake into accountstatisti-

calcorrelationsbetween theopen system and itsenviron-

m ent. W e have form ulated and explained som e general

physicalconditionswhich dem and,essentially,thatP can

be expressed in term s ofa projective quantum channel

thatoperateson theenvironm entalvariables.O n theba-

sisofthese conditionsa representation theorem forcor-

related projection operators[Eq.(12)]hasbeen derived.

Em ploying a correlated projection superoperator in-

stead oftheusualprojection ontoa tensorproductstate,

one enlargesthe setofdynam icalvariablesfrom the re-

duced density m atrix �S to a collection ofdensities �i
describing system states that are correlated with cer-

tain environm entalstates.By m eansofan em bedding of

the non-M arkovian dynam ics into a Lindblad dynam ics

on a suitably extended state space,we have derived the

generalstructure ofa m aster equation [Eq.(30)]which

governsthe dynam ics ofthe �i and m odels strong non-

M arkovian e�ects,while preserving the physicalcondi-

tionsofnorm alization and positivity.A particularly im -

portantfeature ofthe m asterequation isthatitisable

to describevery long and even in�nitem em ory tim es,as

wellaslargecorrelationsin the initialstate.

W e have also discussed the role ofknown conserved

quantities. Such quantities m ay be helpfulto �nd an

appropriateprojection superoperatorby dem anding that

they be relevantobservablesforP . O nce this has been

achieved onecan expressthecorresponding conservation

lawson the levelofthe e�ective description provided by

the m asterequation.

The sem igroup assum ption used in the derivation of

them asterequation (30)isnotreally necessary.In fact,

thepresentform ulationcan easilybeextended tothecase

of an explicitly tim e-dependent Lindblad generator on

theextended statespace.Theresulting m asterequation

isthen again oftheform ofEq.(30),wheretheoperators

H i(t)and R
ij

�
(t)now depend explicitly on tim e.

The result expressed by Eq. (30) could be particu-

larly useful for a phenom enological approach to non-

M arkovian dynam ics: For arbitrary H i and R
ij

�
this

equation representsa physically acceptablem asterequa-

tion becauseitpreservesthenorm alizationofthereduced

density m atrix and transform s positive initial com po-

nents�i(0)� 0 into positive com ponents�i(t)� 0. W e

em phasizethattheargum entleading to theform (30)of

the m aster equations is non-perturbative. G iven a cer-

tain projection superoperatorP de�ning thedensities�i,

the only assum ption entering the derivation is the exis-

tence ofan em bedding ofthe dynam icsinto a Lindblad

dynam icson the extended statespace.

Theprojection superoperatorsused forthedescription

ofnon-M arkovian dynam icsin Sec.IIIhaveaspecialfea-

ture.Nam ely,they projectany given stateonto a classi-

cally correlated state.Ifa non-M arkovian dynam icscan

be approxim ated by use ofsuch a superoperatorwithin

low orders ofthe perturbation expansion,one can con-

cludethatthetruestatesofthetotalsystem can berep-

resented e�ectively through classically correlated states

and that genuine quantum correlations (entanglem ent)

m ay betreated asperturbations.O n theotherhand,the

representation theorem ofSec.IIB includes the case of

projection superoperators that project onto nonsepara-

ble(entangled)quantum states.Forsuch superoperators

the argum entsthatled to the m asterequation (30)are

not applicable. It rem ains an im portant open problem

to extend the form ulation developed here to the case of

nonseparableprojection superoperators.Such an exten-

sion could enable a system atic investigation ofthe dy-

nam icalsigni�cance ofgenuine quantum correlationsin

non-M arkovian processes.
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