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In this paper we derive an extra class of non-M arkovian m aster equations where the system
state is written as a sum of auxiliary m atrixes whose evolution involve Lindblad contributions
w ith local coupling between all of them , resem bling the structure of a classical rate equation. T he
system dynam ics m ay develops strong non—-local e ects such as the dependence of the stationary
properties w ith the system initialization. T hese equations are derived from altemative m icroscopic
Interactions, such as com plex environm ents describbed in a generalized Bom-M arkov approxin ation
and tripartite system -environm ent interactions, w here extra unobserved degrees of freedom m ediates
the entanglem ent between the system and a M arkovian reservoir. Conditions that guarantees the
com pletely positive condition of the solution m ap are found. Q uantum stochastic processes that
recover the system dynam ics in average are form ulated. W e exem plify our results by analyzing the
dynam icalaction of non-trivial structured dephasing and depolarizing reservoirs over a single qubit.

PACS numbers: 42.50Lc, 03.65.Ta, 03.65Y z, 0530Ch

I. NTRODUCTION

T he description of open quantum system s In tem s of
Jocalin tim e evolutions is based In a weak coupling and
M arkovian approxin ations , E]. W hen these approxi-
m ations are valid, the dynam ics can be w ritten asa Lind-
blad equation ,B, B, Q]. T he evolution of the density

matrix ¢ (t) ofthe system of interest reads
dgs® i
ot = TE’Ieff; s®] ; s +F[5OL 1)
where H .¢r is an e ective Ham iltonian, £ + glenotes
an anticonm utation operation, and
1X X
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Here, the sum indexes run from one to din H g )?; where
din H g is the system H ibert space din ension. The set
fV g correspondsto a system operatorbase, anda de-
notes a sam jpositive H em itian m atrix that characterize
the dissipative tim e scales of the system .

O utside the weak coupling and M arkovian approxin a—
tions, it is not possble to establish a general form align
for dealing w ith non-M arkovian system -environm ent in—
teractions [, €,[7,[¢,[¢,[1d, 11, [121. Neverthekss, there
exist an Increasing interest in descrdbing open quantum
system dynam ics in tem s of non-M arkovian Lindblad
equations 13, 14, [19, [14, [17, [18, 19, [2d, [21, [24, [23].
Here, the density m atrix ¢ (£) of the systam evolves as
Z t
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where L[ 1= fD; g+ F[ ]isa standard Lindblad
superoperator. The mem ory kemel K (t) is a function
that m ay introduces strong non-M arkovian e ects in the
system decay dynam ics.

T he study and characterization ofthis kind of dynam —
ics is twofold: on one hand, there is a general fiinda—
m ental interest in the theory of open quantum system s
to extend the m ethods and conoepts well developed for
M arkovian dynam ics to the nonM arkov case. On the
other hand there are m any new physical situations In
w hich the M arkov assum ption, usually used, is not ful-

11 and then non-M arkovian dynam ics has to be intro—
duced. Rem arkable exam ples are single uorescent sys—
tem shosted In com plex environm ents @ . . . .],
s&loellﬁonductmg qubits E, @] and band gap m aterials

,132].

M ost ofthe recent analysison non-M arkovian Lindblad
evolutions E, @, E, |E, |ﬂ, |E, @] were focus on the
possbility of obtaining non-physical solution for (t)
from Eq. [@). Thisproblem wasclari ed in Refs. iﬂ,],
w here m athem atical constraints on the kemelK (t) that
guarantees the com pletely positive condition , E, Q] of
the solution map ¢ (0) s © were ound. Further—
more, in Ref. E] the com pltely positive condition was
associated w ith the possibility of nding a stochastic rep—
resentation of the system dynam ics.

T here also exist di erent analysis that associate evolu—
tions lke Eq. [3) with m icroscopic system environm ent
interactions [L9, 2d, 21, 22]. ™ Ref. R1] the m icro-
scopic H am iltonian involves extra stationary unobserved
degreesoffreedom thatm odulate the dissipative coupling
between the system of interest an a M arkovian environ—
ment. This kind of Interaction lead to a Lindblad equa-
tion characterized by a random rate. A sim ilar situation
was found in Ref. @] by considering a com plex envi-
ronm ent whose action can be described In a generalized
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Bom-M arkov approxim ation (GBM A ).T hisapproach re—
lies in the possbility of splitting the environm ent In a
\direct sum " of sub-—reservoirs, each one being ablk to
Induce by itself a M arkovian system evolution. W hen
the system -environm ent interaction does not couples the
di erent subspaces associated to each sub-reservoir, the
system dynam ics can also be w ritten as a Lindblad equa—
tion wih a random dissipative rate. A fter perfom ing
the average over the random rate, the system dynam ics
can be w ritten as a non-localevolution w ith a structure
sim ilar to Eq. [@). Besides its theoretical interest, the
GBM A was found to be an usefiil tool for describing and
m odeling speci c physical situations, such asthe uores-
cence signal scattered by individual nanoscopic system s
host in condensed phase environm ents 28].

The ain of the present work is to go beyond previ-
ous resuts [13, /14,15, 116, [17, 118, |19, 120, 121, 122, 1231,
and present an altemative kind of evolution that in-
duces strong non-local e ects, providing in this way an
extra fram ework for studying and characterizing non-—
M arkovian open quantum system dynam ics. In the
present approach, the system density m atrix can be w rit—
ten as

~x (©); 4)

w here the unnom alized states ~; (t) have associated an

e ective Ham iltonian H lfff; and their full evolution is

de ned by
d i eff
ECNR ) = - Hy i~ ®©] fDgr;~ ©9+ + Fr g ©]
P P
fDrog j~ (ODgr + Frrobgro (]
0 0
RoRéR R§€R
©)
sub Ect to the iniial conditions
~“R 0) = Py s ©0): (6)

P
ThepositiveweightsPgr satisfy ; Pr = 1:0n theother
hand, the diagonal superoperator contributions are de—
ned by
1X X
Pr=- 3 VYV Frll=
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w hile the non-diagonal contributions reads
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By convenience, we have introduced di erent notations
for the diagonaland non-diagonaltem s. A s in standard
Lindblad equations, Eq. [d), the m atrixes ap and ag o
characterize the dissipative rate constants. T he structure
of the non-diagonalterm s in Eq. [B) ressmble a classical
rate equation [B3]. T herefore, we nam e this kind of evo-
lution as a Lindblad rate equation.

Ourm ain ob pctive is to characterize this kind ofequa—
tions by nding di erent m icroscopic interactions that
Jleads to this structure. Furthem ore, we nd the con-—
ditions that guarantees that the solution map 4 (0) !

s (B) is a com pletely positive one.

W hile the evolution of ¢ (t) can be w ritten as a non-—
localevolution [see Eq. [6]))], the structure Eq. [§) leads
to a kind of non-M arkovian e ects where the station—
ary properties m ay depend on the system initialization.
In order to understand this unusual characteristic, as in
Ref. [15,122], we also explore the possbility of nding a
stochastic representation of the system dynam ics.

W e rem ark that speci c evolutions lke Eq. (3) were
derived previously in the literature In the context of dif-
ferent approaches [L0,112,122]. T he relation betw een those
resuls is also clari ed in the present contribution.

T he paper is organized as follow s. Is Sec. IIwe derive
the Lindblad rate equations from a GBM A by considering
Interactions Ham iltonians that has contribution tem s
between the subspaces associated to each sub-reservoir.
An alemative derivation in temm s of tripartite interac—
tions allow s to nd the conditions under which the dy-
nam ic is com plktely positive. A third derivation is given
In tem s of quantum stochastic processes. In Sec. ITTwe
characterize the resulting non-M arkovian m aster equa-
tion. By analyzing som e sin ple non-trivialexam plesthat
adm its a stochastic reform ulation, we explain som e non—
standard general properties of the non-M arkovian dy-—
nam ics. In Sec. IV we give the conclusions.

II. M ICROSCOPIC DERIVATION

In this section we present three altemative situations
where the system dynam ics is descrdbbed by a Lindblad
rate equation.

A . G eneralized Born-M arkov approxim ation

The GBM A applies to com plex environm ents whose
action can be well descrbed in tem s of a direct sum
of M arkovian sub-reservoirs R2]. This hypothesis in -
plies that the total system -environm ent density m atrix,
In contrast w ith the standard separabl form [1,12], as—
sum es a classical correlated structure @] (see Eq. (6) In
Ref. 22]). In our previous analysis, we have assum ed
a system -environm ent interaction H am iltonian that does
not have m atrix elem ents between the subspaces associ-
ated to each sub-reservoir. T herefore it assum es a direct
sum structure (see Eg. (B) in Ref. R2]). By raising up
this condition, ie., by taking in acocount arbirary inter-
action Ham iltonians w ithout a direct sum structure, it
is possble to dem onstrate that the GBM A lads to a
Lindblad rate equation, Eq. [@).

A s in the standard Bom-M arkov approxin ation, the
derivation of the system evolution can be fom alized in
term s of pro gctor techniques [11]. In fact, In Ref. [12]



B reuer and collaborators introduced a \correlated pro—
“ector technique" intended to describe situations where
the totalsystem -environm ent density m atrix doesnot as—
sum e an uncorrelated structure. Therefore, the system
dynam ics can be altematively derived in the context of
this equivalent approach. The m ain advantage of this
technique is that it provides a rigorous procedure for ob—
taining the dynam ics to any desired order in the system —
environm ent interaction strength [1L1,[12]. Here, we as—
sum e that the system is weakly coupled to the environ-—
ment. Therefore, we work out the system evolution up
to second order in the interaction strength.

W e start by considering a f1ll m icroscopic Ham itto—
nian description ofthe interaction ofa system S with is
environm ent B

HT:H5+HB+HI: (9)

T he contrdbutionsH s and Hy ocorresoond to the system
and bath Ham ittonians resgpectively. The term H 1 de-
scribes their m utual interaction.

The system density m atrix ollow s after tracing out
the environm ent degreesoffreedom , ¢ (t) = T £ ¢ (©)g;
where the totaldensity m atrix ; (t) evolves as

d: 0 _ iy . ©] L ) 1: 10
G ~[HT,T()] rlr ©® 10)

Now , we introduce the progctorP de ned by

X R

~. t _—
R © Tnf rg

11)

where  isgiven by
R R B R/ 12)

with p being the stationary state ofthe bath, while the
system states ~; (£) are de ned by

w~® Tnfr O rg: 13)

B e have introduced a set of progctors g =

frg jr ih g F which provides an orthogonal decom po—
sition of tl@e uni operator [z ] in the H ibert space of
thebath,  r = Iz;with & ro= =r rugo:The
full set of states jr 1 oorr%.sponds to the base where
isdiagonal, which mplies ; r = 3 :

It is easy to realize that P2 = P : In physical tem s,
this profctor takes in acoount that each bath-subspace
associated to the progctors r induces a di erent sys—
tem dynam ics, each one represented by the states ~; (©):
Each sub-space can be seen as a sub-reservoir. On the
other hand, notice that the standard progctorP ; (t) =
Tmf, g 5= 5@ s 1], is recuperated when
all the states ~; (t) have the sam e dynam ics. T herefore,
it is evident that the de nition of the profctorEq. {11l
In plies the introduction of a generalized Bom approxi-
m ation [R2], where instead ofa uncorrelated form forthe
total system -environm ent density m atrix, i is assum ed a
classical correlated state.

Byus:ingthatP r R = 1Ip jthe system density m atrix
can be w ritten as
X
s = TBEr 0 st (4a)
= Tk f rg
X
= TpfP ; g= ~z © (14b)

R

This equation de nes the system state as a sum over
the states ~; (t) : N otice that the second line follow s from
the de nition of the ob fcts that de ne the proctor
Eq. ).

By w riting the evolution Eq. [I0) in an interaction rep—
resentation with respect to Hg + Hpy ; and splitting the
full dynam ics In the contrbbutions P ; (£) and Q | (©);

whereQ = 1 P ;up to second order In the interaction
Ham iltonian it follow s [11]
dP . (t) %
TTt =  daPL; OL ©P ; &); @5
0

where Lt (t) is the total Liouville superoperator in a in—
teraction representation. For w riting the previous equa—
tion, we have assuamed Q | (0) = 0; which inplies the
absence of any initial correlation between the system and
thebath, ; 0)= 4 (0) 5 :Then, the nitial condition
ofeach state ~; (t) can be written as

~g 0)=Pr 5(0): 16)

The param eters Py are de ned by the weight of each
sub-reservoir in the full stationary bath state

X
Pr =T f rg=Tmf r 39= hrgjgiri; @7)
frg

P
which trivially satis es  Pr = 1:
Now , we split the interaction Ham iltonian as

X X
HI: HI

R;RO

rRH1 Rro: 18)

RRO
R;RO

W enoticethatwhen gH: gro= 0HrR 6 R the nter
action H am iltonian can be w ritten asa direct sum H 1 =
Hpy Hy, Hd Hr ., jwihH= grH1 g:
This case recover the assum ptions made In Ref. R2].
In fact, wihout considering the non-diagonal tem s in
Eq. @) Bgzo = 0); after a trivial change of notation
~x © ! Pr g © i Eq. @), the dynam ics reduce to a
random Lindblad equation.

In order to proceed with the present derivation, we
Introduce the superoperator dentity [34]

B; b 11== @0 ]+5ffa;6g+; g @btb a); a9

N

valid for arbitrary operators & and b: By using this iden—
tity and the splitting Eq. [18) into Eq. [I3), after a
straightforw ard calculation the evolution of ~; (£) In the



Schrodinger representation can be written as in Eq. [@).
The e ective H am ilttonians read
Z

ef f .
= Hg i—
2

Hy

d T, fH;HI ( )], 9: 0)

0

T he non-diagonal operators D g og read
Z

Drog =

d TJER (I.HIRROHIROR ( )+ h:C:]BR );

@1)
w hile the corresponding superoperatorsFr g o can bew rit—
ten as

N

0

Z
FRRO[ ]= d TJER (I-IIRRQ( )[ ] BROHIR0R+hI::):
0
(22)
T he diagonal contributions follow s from the previous ex—
pressionsasDyg = Dgrrj;and Fr [ 1= EKr [ ]: Further-
more,wehavede ned Ty, £ g Tgf gz rR 9 and
Bx R =PR ! 23)

N otice that these ob fcts correspond to the stationary
state of each sub-reservoir.

Th obtaining Egs. [20) to [22) we have introduced a
standard M arkovian approxim ation [I,|2], which allow s
to obtain localin tin e evolutions for the set £~; (B)g; as
well as to extend the tin e ntegrals to in nie. This ap-
proxim ation applies when the diagonaland non-diagonal
correlations of the di erent sub-reservoirs de ne the
an all tin e scale of the problem . In order to clarify the
Introduction of the M arkov approxin ation, we assum e
that the Interaction H am ittonian can be w ritten as

X

H;= v B ; (24)

where the operators V. and B act on the system and
bath H ibert spaces respectively. By usihg Hy = H{; the
previous expressions Egs. [21) and 22) read

1x o
Dgog = E

d f WYV ( )+ hcg; 25)

ROR(

and
x %1

Frrol[ ]= fd WV ( )[ M+ hcyg:

rro
(26)
Here, we have de ned the \projcted kath correlations"
rro( ) Ty _ f BROBY rB ( )g: @7)
W ithout taking in account the indexesR and R %; this ex—
pression reduces to the standard de nition of bath cor-
relation [I, 12, 13, [34]. Here, the sam e structure arises
w ith procted elem ents. A s the integrals that appears
in Egs. 29) and [26) have the sam e structure that in the
standard Bom-M arkov approxin ation [34], the m eaning
of the previous calculation stepsbecom es clear.

Finally, In order to obtain the explicit expressions for
them atrixesa; .o and a; jwede neamatrixC  ( )

from
X

V ( )=eltlfsy ghits = cC ( W: @8)

By introducing these coe cients in Egs. (25) and [24),
it ispossible to w rite the operatorsD gog and Frro[ ]las
nEq. [B). Thematrix a, . is de ned by

Z

a = d

rro(

(ggo) € DC ()i @9

w hile the diagonalm atrix elem ents ollow sasa, = azy :
Consistently, without taking in account the indexes R
and R Y% thism atrix structure reduce to that of the stan—

dard Bom-M arkov approxin ation [34].

Quantum m aster equation for a system in uencing its
environm ent

In Ref. [LO], E sposito and G aspard deduced a quantum
m aster equation intended to describe physical situations
w here the density of statesofa reservoirisa ected by the
changes ofenergy ofan open system . W hilke thisphysical
m otivation is di erent to that ofthe GBM A [22] (or In
general, to the correlated pro fctor techniques [12]), here
we show that both form alism s can be deduced by using
the sam e calculations steps. T herefore, the evolution of
Ref. [Ld] can also be w ritten as a Lindblad rate equation.

In Ref. [L0], the system evolution is derived by taking
In account the e ect of the energy exchanges between
the system and the environm ent and the conservation of
energy by the total (closed) system —reservoir dynam ics.
T hese conditions are preserved by tracing-out the bath
coherences and m aintaining all the inform ation w ith re—
spect to the bath populations. Therefore, the system
density m atrix is written in tem s of an auxiliary state
that depends param etrically on the energy of the envi-
ronm ent, which isassum ed in am icrocanonicalstate. By
noting that In the GBM A there not exist any coherence
between the di erent sub—reservoirs see Eq. (I1)], we re—
alize that the dynam icsobtained in R ef. [LO] can be recov—
ered w ith the previous results by associating the discrete
Index R wih a continuos param & "; which label the
eigenvaliues of the reservoir, pint w ith the replacem ents

X Z
~ (") tood"n();
R

~g © ! (30)

where n (") is the spectral density function of the reser-
voir. C onsistently, the system state Eq. [14)] is w ritten

as
Z Z

s@®@=d"n™~ " a"  ("in: @1)



A sin the GBM A, the evolution of (";t) can be w ritten
asa Lindblad rate equation de ned in termm softhem atrix

structure Eq. 29) with the replacem ent
wo () where

aro ()1

o ( ) = h'DjBy j'ih"jB j’oiexp[ i "0) 1+ (32)
T his Jast de nition ©llow s from them icrocanonicalstate
of the reservoir [ ; ! 1]: Finally, by introducing the
m atrix elem ents

Powo (") bs3 (O FL (33)
where fpig are the eigenstates of the system Ham ilto-
nian, Hgs 1= "sPBi; the m aster equation of Ref. [LO] is
explicitly recovered. D ue to the energy preservation con—
dition, in generalthe evolution involvesa continuospara—
m etric coupling between the m atrix elem ents Pgqo (";t)
and Pggo (" ;£); where is a energy scale that char-
acterize the natural transition frequencies of the system
al.

W e remark that the di erence between both ap-
proaches relies on the assum ed properties of the environ-—
ment. In the context of the GBM A, the index R label
a set of H ibert subspaces each one de ned in term s of
a m anifold of bath eigenstates able to induce, by itself,
a M arkovian system dynam ics. T herefore, by hypothe—
sis, the com plete environm ent does not feelsthe e ectsof
the system energy changes. O n the other hand, the ap—
proach of E sposito and G aspard applies to the opposite
situation where, by hypothesis, the density of states of
the environm ent vary on a scale com parable to the sys—
tem energy transitions. T he stretched sin ilarity between
both approaches follow s from the absence of coherences
between the di erent (discrete or continuous) bath sub-
spaces. In both casesthe system evolution can be w ritten
as a Lindblad rate equation.

B . Com posite environm ents

The previous analysis relies in a bipartite system —
environm ent interaction descrbbed n a GBM A .Here, we
arrive to a Lindblad rate equation by considering com —
posite environm ents, where extra degrees of freedom U
m odulate the interaction (the entanglem ent) between a
system S and a M arkovian reservoirB [R1]. T his form u—
lation allows to nd the conditions under which Eq. ()
de nes a com pltely positive evolution.

T he totalH am iltonian reads

Hr=Hg+ Hy +Hgy + Hg + H: (34)

A sbefore, H 5 represent the system Ham itonian. Here,
Hpy is the Ham iltonian of the M arkovian environm ent.
On the other hand, Hy is the Ham iltonian of the
extra degrees of freedom that m odulate the system —
environm ent interaction. The interaction Ham itonian
H 1 ocouples the three nvolved parts. W e also consider

the possbility of a direct interaction between S and U;
denoted by Hgy :

As B is a M arkovian reservoir, we can trace out its
degrees of freedom In a standard way [1,12,/3]. T herefore,
we assum e the com pletely positive Lindblad evolution

d. ® i
ET —Hcic®] Dcic O +Fclc O
(35)
w ith the de nitions
1X v X ,
De = byAjAy  Fell= .biin R: (36)

43 b9

Thematrix . (t) corresponds to the state of the \com —
pose system " S-U wih Hibert space He = Hg Hy:
The sum indexesiand j run from oneto 1 to (din H¢ )?;
wih din He = dim Hgs din Hy : Consistently, the set
fA ;g is a base of operators in H¢ ; and by is an ari-
trary Hem itian sem jpositive m atrix.

In order to get the system state it is also necessary

to trace out the degrees of frredom U: In fact, ¢ () =
Ty £ . (©)g; which deliver
X
s® = Tt . ®g= WRj. 0 RL;
X R
~g ©: 37)

R

where £R ig is a base of vector states n Hy : W e no—
tice that here, the sum structure Eq. [4) have a trivial
Interpretation in term s of a trace operation.
By assum ing an uncorrelated initialcondition . (0) =
s 0) y O);where ¢ (0)and ; (0) arearbitrary initial
states for the system s S and U; from Eq. [37) i ollows
the nitial conditions ~; (0) = Pr ¢ (0); where

Pr = IRJy, (0) Ri: 38)

T herefore, here the weights Pr  corresponding to Eq. [6)
are de ned by the diagonalm atrix elem ents of the Iniial
state ofthe system U :From now on,wew illassum e that
the set of states fR ig correspond to the eigenvectors
basisofHy ; ie.,

Hy Ri= "z Ri: (39)

The evolution of the states ~; (t) = FRJ - (©) Rican
be cbtained from Eq. [35) after tracing over system U:
Under special symm etry conditions, the resulting evolu—
tion can be cast in the form ofa Lindblad rate equation,
Eq. [ . I fact, in a generalcase, there w illbe extra con—
tributions proportionalto the com ponentstR j . (£) R % :
By noting that

T IRJ . © R%I=RJ, 0 R%; 40)

where ; (t) = T £ . (0)g isthedensity m atrix ofthede-
grees of freedom U ; we realize that the evolution of ~; (t)
can bew ritten asa Lindblad rate equation only when the



evolution of ; (f) doesnot nvolves coupling betw een the
populations IR j ; (t) R i and coherences R j ; ) R%;
R 6 R% of system U:As is wellknown [1, 12, [3], this
property is satis ed when the dissipative evolution of
v (©) can be written in tem s of the eigenoperators L,
of the unitary dynam ic, ie.,, Hy ;Lyl= !yLy:In what
follow s, we show explicitly that thisproperty issu cient
to obtain a Lindblad rate equation for the set ofm atrixes
f~R (t)g:
F irst, we notice that the Ham iltonian H: in Eq. [33)
m ust to have the structure
X

Hc:Hs+Hu+ A\ LO; (41)

where L, are the eigenoperators w ith a null eigenvalue,
ie, Hy;Lyl= 0:W ih this structure, the populations
and coherences corregoonding to U do not couple be-
tween them . T herefore, the e ective H am iltonian H 1.fffjn

Eq. [@) reads

IR 9L, RiV : @2)

A fter taking the operatorbasein He = Hg Hyg as
fag! fv L.g; 43)
the superoperators Eq. [36) can be w ritten as

1X

D¢ = > b, VYLIV Ly; (44a)
u;;v
X

Fc[ 1= b,V Ly, WVLY: (44b)

W ih thesede nitions, by taking the trace operation over
the system U in the evolution Eq. [33), we notice that
the evolution of the set £~; (t)g can be cast in the fom
ofa Lindblad rate equation if the conditions
X
By RPILY RIRIL, RA= romwagge  (45)

uv

are satis ed. The factor groro guarantees that the
evolution of the set f~; (©)g do not involve the tem s
RJ . 0 R4;R 6 RY%and in tum in plies that the pop-
ulationsand coherences ofU do not couplebetween them .
O n the otherhand, a; ; » de nesthem atrix elem ents cor-
responding to the structure Eq. [B). T he diagonal con—
trioutions ollow s from Eq. [43) by takihngR = R
The set of conditions Eq. [43) can be sinpl ed by
taking the base
L, ! R%R 5 (46)
which from Eq. B9) satisfy Hy;Lul= ("= "ro)Lu:
Thus, Eq. [45) can be consistently satis ed ifwe in pose

for usé v: 47)

. P P .
After changing !  zo I Eq. [A0), weget
a%ro = Prroyrrni % T Prr)ymz)i 48)

where we have used that R and R are dumb indexes.
This result dem onstrate that the evolution induced by
the com posite environm ent can in fact be written as a
Lindblad rate evolution Eq. [B) w ith them atrix elem ents
de ned by Eq. (48).

From ourpreviousconsiderationswe deduce that Lind-
blad rate equation arise from m icroscopic tripartite inter—
actions having the structure

X
Hspg + Ly

u

Hi= L, Hgy + LY ®Hgg )Y @9)

where Hy ;Lol= 0O;and Ly, ! RiR%’jwih R 6 RO:
On the otherhand, H §, are arbitrary interaction tem s
between the system S and the M arkovian environm ent
B : In fact, the structure Eq. [49) guarantees that the
populations and coherences of U do not couple between
them , which n tum im plies that the evolutions of the
system S is given by a Lindblad rate equation.

C om plktely positive condition

W e have presented two di erent m icroscopic interac—
tions that lead to a Lindblad rate equation. In order
to use these equations as a valid tool for m odeling open
quantum system dynam ics it isnecessary to establish the
conditions under which the soutionmap ¢ 0) ! ¢ (©)
is a com plktely positive one. For an arbitrary Lindblad
rate equation this condition m ust to be de ned in tem s
ofthe m atrixes a; ; o« and a;

In order to nd the allowed m atrix structures, we no—
tice that the evolution Eq. [39) is a com pletely positive
one when by ! b(R R0 ®RO) is a sem ipositive de ned
m atrix. Therefore, by using Eq. [48) we arrive to the
conditions

jiRROj O; jiR j O; 8R;RO; (50)
ie., orany valie ofR and R °both kind ofm atrixesm ust
to be sam Ppositivede ned in the system indexes ; .The
condition &, j 0 hasa trivial interpretation. In fact,
when a, ;o = 0; there not exist any dynam ical coupling
between the states ~; (t): Thus, their evolutions are de-

ned by a Lindblad structure that under the constraint
Bz J 0de nea completely positive evolution.

C. Quantum random walk

By using the sin ilarity of Eq. [B) with a classical rate
equation [33], here we present a third derivation by con—
structing a stochastic dynam ics that develops in the sys—
tem H ibert space and whose average evolution is given
by a Lindblad rate equation.



F irst, we assum e that the system is endowed with a
classical intemaldegree of freedom characterized by a set
fR g of possble states. The corresponding populations
Py (t) obey the classical evolution

X X

dPy (t
r © nog Pr () +

dt

RROPRO(t); (51)

RO

R R R R

w ith initial conditions Pg (0) = Py ; and where the co—
e clents £ oz g de ne the hopping rates between the
di erent classical statesR :

To each state R we associate a di erent M arkovian
system dynam ics, whose evolution is generated by the
superoperator

Lgr = Ly + Lgr; (52)

with Ly [ 1= ( =)Hs; ] and a standard Lindblad
contrbutionLg [ ]= fDr; g +Fgr [ ]:Therefore, each
state R de nes a propagation channel wih a di erent
selfdynam ic. The system state follow s by tracing out
any inform ation about the intemalstate. T hus, we w rite

~g (©); (53)

where each state ~; (t) de nesthe system state given that
the intemal degree of freedom is In the state R : Consis—
tently, the initial condition of the auxiliary states reads
NR (O) = PR S (O):

F inally, we assum e that in each transition R ! R° of
the intemaldegree of freedom , it is applied a com pletely
positive superoperatorEx [4,13,14], which produces a dis-
ruptive transform ation In the system state.

The stochastic dynam ics is com pltely de ned after
providing the selfchannel dynam ics, de ned by fLg g;
the set of rates £ ; gy g and the superoperators fEr g: By
construction this dynam ics is com pletely positive. The
explicit construction of the corresponding stochastic re—
alizations, which develop In the system H ibert space, is
as follow s. W hen the system ise ectively in channelR ;
it is transferred to channelR%w ith rate oy : T herefore,
the probability of staying in channelR during a sopum
Intervalt is given by

X

P ()= expl t cop 1t (54)

RO

R R
T his function com pletely de nesthe statisticsofthe tim e
Intervals between the successive disruptive events. A s in
standard classicalrate equations, w hen the system \jum p
outside" of channelR ; each subsequent channelR s s
Jected w ith probability

tror = B—EF (55)
R® R @R
R %Ys R
n such a way that [otgeog = 1:Furthem ore, each
transference R ! RY is attended by the application

of the superoperator Egr ; which produces the disrup-—
tive transform ation ~; (£) ! Egr [y (©)]: Thistransform ed
state is the subsequent initial condition for channelR °:

T he average over realizations of the previous quantum
stochastic process, for each state ~; (t); reads

%
a g’

0

rroErROPRo ()] (56)

R)

~ ) = Py et~ 0)+ € et Ee

X

RO

R% R

T he structure of this equation has a clear interpretation.
The rst contrbution represents the realization where
the system rem ains in channelR w ithout happening any
scattering event. C learly this term m ust be weighted by
the probability ofnot having any event in the tin e inter—
val (t;0); ie., w ith the probability P "’ () : O n the other
hand, the tem s inside the integralcorrespond to the rest

of the realizations. They take In account the contribu-
tions that com e from any other channelR Y arriving at

tine and surviving up to tine t n channel R : Dur-
Ing this interval it is applied the self-channel propagator
exp [(t Lr 1]: A s before, this evolution is weighted by

the survival probability P~ (¢ ):
By working Eq. [B6) in the Laplace dom ain, after a

sin ple calculation, it ispossible to arrive to the evolution

J .
Z 0= —Hsi O] aiv (g + Fa by (O]
P P
rog “r O+ rroERO R0 ©)1:
RO RO
R% R R% R
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W e notice that this expression does not corresponds to
the m ore general structure of a Lindblad rate equation,
Eq. [B). Neverthelkss, there exist di erent non-trivial
situations that 2all n this category. A s we dem onstrate
In the next section, the advantage of this form ulation is
that i provides a sin pl fram ework for understanding
som e non-usual characteristics of the system dynam ics.

III. NON-MARKOVIAN DYNAM ICS

In this section we obtain the m aster equation that de—
ne the evolution of the system state ¢ (t) associated to
an arbitrary Lindblad rate equation, Eq. [@).

In oxrder to sim plify the notation, we de ne a colum n
vectorde ned in the R -space and w hose elem ents are the
states~; jie, ) = (qi~yitti~g i::97 jwhere T denote
a transposition operation. Then, the evolution Eq. [3)
can be w ritten as

a3 ®)

=Ly @) +M @) : 58
ot s @) 7 ©) (58)




where Ly [ 1= (i=~)Hs; J; and the m atrix elem ents
ofM reads
A i,

Mggrol[ ] = gruro T[HR; ] fDr; g +Fr[ ]

X
+Frrol 1] gwrpmo fDrog; g; ((B9)

ROO
R Ys R

where H? = Hsff H g ; is the shift Ham iltonian pro-

duced by the interaction w ith the reservoir. The initial
condition reads 3 (0)) = P ) ¢ (0); where we have intro—
duced the vector P ) = ®1;P2;:::Pr;::)T : The system
state Eq. [@) reads ) = (L3 ®); where ) is the
row vector w ith elem ents equalto one. Notice that due
to the nom alization of the statistical weights it follow s
@ip)=1:

From Eq. [58), the system state can be trivially w ritten
In the Laplace dom ain as

o r
u (@Lg + M\)
16 @ P) 5 0);

s @) = (@3 P) s0);  (60a)

(60b)

where u is the conjigate variable. M ultiplying the
right temm by the ddentity operator w ritten in the form

1=1i6 w)lu @ + M)IP); i is straightorward to
arrive to the non-local evolution
Z t
ds®
=L [5®OI+ d L ) () (61)
dt o

w here the superoperator L (t) is de ned by the relation

A6 @M )L 1= AF @ PIL @I 1= (62)
In general, depending on the underlying structure, the
evolution Eq. [6ll) involes m any di erent m em ory ker—
nels, each one associated to a Lindblad contribution.

W e notice that a sin ilarm aster equation was obtained
n Refs. R1,122]. Nevertheless, here the dynam ics m ay
strongly departsw ith respect to the evolutions that arise
from Lindblad equationsw ith a random rate [, ;0 = 01]:
In fact, the previous calculation steps are valid only if

Im ) o (L3u6 @) P ) = 0: (63)
By using that limy, 1 £(@&) = liny, ouf @); this con—-
dition is equivalent to lim ¢ 1 (136 ®) P) = 0: In the
general case ag 0 6 0; EQ. [63) is not always satis ed.
In this situation, the density m atrix evolution becom es
non-hom ogenous and the stationary state m ay depends
on the system initial condition. In general, this case
m ay arises w hen the diagonal contrbutions are nul, ie.,
az = 0and azzo 6 0:W e ramark that these m atrix
structures values are com pletely consistent w ith the con—
ditions Eq. [B0). On the other hand, in the context of
the GBM A, this case arise when the diagonal sub-bath

correlations are null, ;. ( ) = 0; which n tum imn -
plies that the Interaction Ham iltonian Eqg. [L8)) satis es
rH1 go= 0 ifR = R:
In order to characterize the dynam ics when the condi-
tion Eq. [63) is not satis ed, we introduce the di erence

1 A
s @) s () —u1|in0 AJuG @) P) 5 0); (64a)

u

1 A
Gu]'ino uG @) P) 5 0); (64b)

36 mP) 5 0);

= 16 W

(64c)
where now the pseudo-propagator G () satis es
Im ,; o 1ju € @) P)= 0:Therefore, 4 () satis esan
evolution lke Eq. [6ll) where the kemel is de ned by
Eq. B2) with 6 @) ! & ): Notice that the system
state, even in the stationary regin e, involves the contri-
bution Im ., o Q1jué (@) P) g (0); that in fact depends
on the system initial condition.

In the next exam pleswe show them eaning ofthisprop—
erty, as well as its interpretation in the context of the
stochastic approach.

A . D ephasing environm ent

Here we analyze the case ofa qubit system interacting
w ith a dispersive reservoir [4, [15] whose action can be
written in term s of a dispersive Lindblad rate equation.
W e assum e a com plex reservoirw ith only two subspaces,
R = a;b; whose statisticalweights Eq. [I7)] satisfy P, +
Py = 1:Thus, the system state reads

sB=~,0+ ~0O: (65)

A generalization to an arbitrary num ber of sub-reservoir
is straightforw ard.

T he evolution of the auxiliary states are taken as

d
e © = 2 ©® 2~y © 2]

pa~a®+ ap 2 ® 2i (663)
§C~b © = p by © z~p ©) 2]

b ®+ 2 © 2 (66b)

where , isthe z Paulim atrix. T he com pletely positive
conditions Eq. [B0) mmply

a 0; NP (67a)
ab ’ pa O (67b)
By denoting the m atrix elem entsby R = a;b)
+ +
© (©
~ () = R R ; 68
r © L0 L. © (68)



the evolution corresponding to the populations read

d
S )
d
20w, OF w0 (6%)

with ; (0) = Pr 4 (0);whik for the coherences we ob—
tain

d

T @ ) = (ot ) 2 ©® ab p ©; (70a)

d

pTY ) = (pt ap) p © pa a B (70b)
with L (0)= Pr g4 (0):Forexpressing the initial condi-

tions we have trivially extended the notation Eq. [68) to
them atrix elements of ¢ (B):

W e notice that all coherences and populations evolve
Independently each of the others. From the evolution of
the populations Eq. [69) it ollow

d
ECTJT[Na ©1 = palfly ©1+ LIk ®F  (la)
d
&Tr['“b(t)] = ap Tty ©1+ o Trl, ©F  (71b)

with Trl~, (0)]+ Trky (0)1= Pa+ Pp = 1; which implies
that the trace of the auxiliary states perform a classical
random walk.

From Egs. [68) and [69) it becom es evident that the
populations of the system rem ain unchanged during all
the evolution. On the other hand, the dynam ic of
the coherences can be obtained straightforwardly in the
Laplace dom ain. From Eq. [Z0) we get

. @)= hp@) ¢ 0); L @)= he @) g 0); (72)

w here we have Introduced the auxiliary fiinction

(=9 Py) apb T Pa (u+ b) .
)+ )ttt )

(73)
Therefore, from Eq. [65) the matrix elements of ¢ (©)
read

hap @) =

pa @+ ap Tt

s ©= 5 O); s ®@=h® 5 0); (74)

where h (t) = h,yp, () + hps (©); gives the coherences decay.
From these solutions, it is straightforward to obtain the
corresponding system evolution

Z
ds ) _ t

d K (&t
dt 0

L ()5 (75)

withL[ J= ( +, zandK @) =01 uh@Fh@):

In order to check the com pletely positive condition, we

w rite the solution m ap as
s B =g ©

O+g © - O, (76)

FIG .1: Nom alized coherences 4 ()= ¢ (0) = h();Eq. [74).
In the upper curve the param eters are , = 0:1; = 1;and
ab = pa = 0:In the lower curve they are , = 0:1; [ = 1;
. = liand ., = 0:1:The rates are expressed In arbitrary
unis (@ua. . In both curveswe take P, = 0:1 and P, = 0:9:

withg () = 0L h{®FE2: Thismapping is com pltely
positive at alltines if g (t) 0 Z,13,l4], and n tum
In plies the constraint

hoi 1: (77)

In the upper curve of Fig. [Il) we plot the nom alized
ooherences 4 (t)= 4 (0) = h() for the case n which
the non-diagonal rates are null, _, = , = 0:Then,
the dynam ics reduce to a superposition of exponential
decays, each one participating w ith weights P, and Py:

In the lower curve of Fig. [) the non-diagonal rates
are non-null, w hile the rest of the param eters rem ain the
sam e as In the upper curve. In contrast to the previous
case, here the ocoherence decay develops an oscillatory
behaviorthat attain negative values. C lkearly, this regin e
isunreachabl by a superposition of exponential decays.

Tn both cases, the condition Eq. [T7) is satis ed, guar-
anteeing the physical validity of the respective solutions.

Stochastic representation

The evolution Eq. [66) adm its a stochastic interpreta—
tion like that proposed previously. The stochastic tra—
“ectories can be sin ulated w ith the ollow ing algorithm s.
F irst, for being consistent w ith the initial condition, the
system initialization must be realized as follow s

1) Generate a random numberr 2 (0;1):

i) Ifr P, (r> P,) the dynam ic initialize In channel
apwih~, 0= 50 FO= 50OI

Trivially, w th this procedure the channela () is ini-
tialized w ith probability P, Pyp):

By com paring Egs. [66) and [57), the scattering super-
operator resultsE[ ]= , -5 which does not depends



on the channel (@ and b) : It action overan arbitrary state
Eqg. E8)1is R = a;b)

E [NR ©1= z™R © .= R R : (78)

T herefore, its application inplies a change of sign for

the coherence com ponents. O n the other hand, the self-

dynam icsEq. [52) ofeach channelisde ned by L.l 1=
a=b ( tz g

W ith the previous inform ation, the singke trafgctories
can be constructed w ith the follow Ing algorithm :

1) G iven that the system hasarrived at tin e t; to chan—
nela; generate a random numberr 2 (0;1) and solve for
(tir 1 tl) from the equation Po(a) (ti+ 1
Pl 0= expl otk

2) For times satisfying t 2 (44 1;td); the dynam ics
in channel a is de ned by its selfpropagator, ~, (t) =
exp [t t)Lal~, &):

3)Attinety, 1 the systam istransferred from channela
to by In plying the transform ation ~, €+ 1) ! E b, (G 1)]
and the posterior resetting of channel a; de ned by
~,E+1) ! O:

4)Gotol)witha$ bandi! i+ 1:

At this point, it is inm ediate to realize that the clas-
sical rate equations Egs. [69) and [7Il) arise straightfor-
wardly from the (transfer) jum psbetween both channels.
T he corresponding stationary traces read

ti) = r; where

Trr, (1 )]= —22—; Trh, @1 )]= %; 79)

ab ba ab ba

which do not depend on the system mnitial state.

In contrast w ith the population evolution, som e non—
standard dynam icalproperties can be found in the coher-
ences evolution when _, = , = 0:Tn Fig. [2) we show
the nom alized coherences 4 (B)= 4 (0) = h({) corre-
soonding to this case. In the inset, it is shown a typical
stochastic realization of the coherences of the auxiliary
m atrixes ~, (t) and ~, () obtained w ith the previous al-
gorithm . A s expected, In each application of E the co—
herences are transferred between both channels with a
change of sign. W e also show an average over 500 real-
izations. W e checked that by increasing the number of
realizations, the average behavior result indistinguishable
w ith the dynam ics Eq. [74).

Th strong contrast w ith the previous gure, in Fig. (2
the stationary values of the coherences are \not null and
depend on the initial condition." In fact, their nom al-
ized asymptoticvalue islimyy 1 ¢ (©)= 5 (0) 7 0:654:
T his characteristic is consistent w ith the breakdown of
condition Eq. [63) and can be understood in term s of
ourpreviousanalysis. By taking ,= ,= 0inEqg. [2)
we get

Pa (u+ ab) Pb ab
u[u+ ab+ ba]

. )= s 0  ©0)
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FIG .2: Nom alized coherences 4 ()= ¢ (0) = h(®);Eq. [74).
Theparametersare , = ,=0; _,=1; ., = 0d;wih
the statistical weights P, = 0:1 and P, = 0:9: The noisy

curve correspond to an average over 500 realizations of the
tra Bctordes de ned in the text. The inset show a particular
realization forthe coherences , (t) and  (t) ofthe auxiliary
m atrixes ~, (t) and ~, (t) respectively.

which in plies the asym ptotic value
b
, © = Pa Pb)%

ab ba
Pa Pp)Trl, @ )] 5 O):

s O;  @©la)

t!l 1

(81b)

This last expression can be easily Interpreted in tem s
of the realizations of the proposed stochastic dynam ics.
From the inset of Fig. [), i is clear that, .n spie of a
change of sign, the ocoherence transferred between both
channels does not change along all the evolution. In fact,
notice that due to the elkection , = = 0; the sl
propagatorsofboth channels [see previousstep 2)]are the
dentiy operator. Therefore, all realizations that begin
In channela [ easured by P, ] that are found in channel
a in the stationary regim e (m easured by Tr[~, (1 )]); con—
trbutes to the stationary value of the coherence _ (t)
wih the value 4 (0): This argum ent explain the con-
trioution proportionalto P,Trk, 1 )] ¢ 0) nEq. BI).
On the other hand, a sin ilar contrbution is expected
from the realizations that begin In channelb: N everthe-
less, due to the action of the superoperator E Eq. [78)]
they contrbutes w ith the opposite sign.

By adding the contrbutionsofboth auxiliary m atrixes,
from Eq. [8I]) the stationary system coherences reads

Im (= P, Py 2=

s 06 0; (82)
ab+ ba

T his expression ts the stationary value ofFig. (2).

T he stochastic realizations corresponding to the sys—
tem ooherence 4 (b) can be trivially obtained from the
the realizationsof _ (t) and [ (©):By adding the up-
per and low er realizations of the inset of Fig. [2), we get
a function that uctuates between the values s 0):



By considering the iniial conditions and the superoper—
ator action from these realizations it is also possble to
understand the four contribution term s of Eq. [82)). Fi-
nally, we ram ark that when any of both channels have
a non-trivial selfdynam ics, the coherences vanish in the
stationary regim e, losing any dependence on the system

initial condition ¢ (0) seeFig. [@)].

B . D epolarizing reservoir

A nother exam ple that adm is a stochastic representa-
tion is the case of a depolarizing reservoir [4,115], which
is de ned by the superoperator

E[ 1= (x xt v y):2; (83)

where , and , arethe x and y Paulim atrixes respec-
tively. For sim plifying the analysis we assum e channels
w ithout selfdynam ics. T herefore, the evolution reads

d
T e © = pa~a © +  LERM O (84a)
d
i © = e © T Bl O (84b)

T he action of the superoperator E over the states ~; (t)
Eq. [68)]isgiven by R = a;b)

A 0

Ebg ©1= 0 )
R

®5)

T herefore, its application destroy the coherences com po—
nents and interchange the populations of the upper and
low er states.

T he populations of the auxiliary states evolve as

d . .

T ° t = pa a O+ L, ©F (86a)
d

& ° t = b p OF o 2O (86b)

sub ct to the initials conditions % (0) = P, 3 (0) and

, ©0) = Py 4 (0): The evolution of | () and , (&)
follow s after changing a $ b: Notice that this splitting
of the population couplings follow s from the superoper—
ator action de ned by Eq. {83). On the other hand, the
coherences evolution read

d
- t) = ba

T . ©;

p = o p ©®: 67)

at
T herefore, in this case the stationary coherences are null.
T his fact also ©llow s trivially from Eq. [B5). In contrast,
the stationary populations reads

Q)= [L0OP.+ 4 OP,—22—; ©88a)
ab T 1a
L @)= [§{OPa+ 4 OP,}—2—; (88b)

ab+ ba
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where [ (1 )and , (1 ) Plowsafter changhga $ b:
This result has an inm ediate interpretation in the con-
text of the stochastic approach. In fact, the last frac—
tional factors correspond to the \natural" stationary so—
lutions of Eq. [86). This solution is corrected by the
term s In brackets, which in fact take In account the
system initialization hotice that [ (0)+  ©) € 1]
and the transfom ations induced by the superoperator
E Eq. [B3). Fially, the system stationary populations

s@L)= ,@)+ , @) reads
P + P P + P
s Q)= Oty )P0k,
abt pa ab T ba

(89)
A s in the previous case, the dependence of the stationary
state In the initial conditions is lost when the channels
have a proper dissipative selffdynam ics.

Iv. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION S

W e have presented a new class of dynam ical m aster
equations that provide an altemative fram ework for the
characterization ofnon-M arkovian open quantum system
dynam ics. In this approach, the system state is w ritten
In tem s of a set of auxiliary m atrixes w hose evolutions
nvolve Lindblad contributionsw ith coupling between all
ofthem , resem bling the structure ofa classical rate equa-
tion.

W e have derived the previous structure from di erent
approaches. In the context of the GBM A, a com plex
structured reservoir is approxin ated in term s of a direct
sum of M arkovian sub-reservoirs. Then, the Lindblad
rate structure arises by considering arbitrary interaction
H am iltonians that couple the di erent subspaces associ-
ated to each sub-reservoir. The m atrix structures that
de ne the system evolution are expressed In tem s ofthe
progcted bath correlations.

O n the otherhand, we have derived the sam e structure
from ocom posite environm ents, where the entanglem ent
between the systam and a M arkovian environm ent is
m odulated by extra unobserved degrees of freedom . T he
L indblad rate structure arises straightforw ardly w hen the
tripartite Interaction H am ilttonian that involve the three
parts does not couple the coherences and populations of
the extra degrees of freedom . This schem e also allow s
to nd the conditionsunderwhich an arbirary Lindblad
rate equation provides a com pletely positive evolution.

D ue to the apparent sin ilarity ofthe evolution w ith a
classical rate equation, we have also form ulated a quan—
tum stochasticdynam icsthat in average is described by a
Lindblad rate equation. T he stochastic dynam ic consists
in a set of tranam ission channels, each one endow ed w ith
a di erent selfsystem evolution, and where the transi-
tions between them are attended by the application of
a com pletely positive superoperator. This form alisn al-
Jow s to understand som e am azing properties of the non—
M arkovian dynam ics, such as the dependence of the sta—



tionary state in the initial conditions. T his phenom enon
arise from the Interplay between the initial channel oc-
cupations and the structure of the stochastic dynam ics.
W e exem pli ed our results by analyzing the dynam ical
action ofnon-trivial com plex dephasing and depolarizing
reservoirs over a single qubit system .

In conclusion, we have presented a close form alisn that
de nes an extra class of non-M arkovian quantum pro-—
cesses that m ay be of help for understanding di erent
physicalsituationsw here the presence ofnon-locale ects
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