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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

with localcoupling between allofthem ,resem bling the structure ofa classicalrate equation. The

system dynam ics m ay develops strong non-locale�ects such as the dependence ofthe stationary

propertieswith the system initialization. These equationsare derived from alternative m icroscopic

interactions,such ascom plex environm entsdescribed in a generalized Born-M arkov approxim ation

and tripartitesystem -environm entinteractions,whereextraunobserved degreesoffreedom m ediates

the entanglem ent between the system and a M arkovian reservoir. Conditions that guarantees the

com pletely positive condition ofthe solution m ap are found. Q uantum stochastic processes that

recoverthe system dynam icsin average are form ulated.W e exem plify ourresultsby analyzing the

dynam icalaction ofnon-trivialstructured dephasing and depolarizing reservoirsovera singlequbit.

PACS num bers:42.50.Lc,03.65.Ta,03.65.Y z,05.30.Ch

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

The description ofopen quantum system sin term sof

localin tim e evolutionsisbased in a weak coupling and

M arkovian approxim ations[1,2]. W hen these approxi-

m ationsarevalid,thedynam icscan bewritten asaLind-

blad equation [1,2,3,4]. The evolution ofthe density

m atrix �S(t)ofthe system ofinterestreads

d�S(t)

dt
=
� i

~
[H eff;�S(t)]� fD ;�S(t)g+ + F [�S(t)]; (1)

where H eff isan e�ective Ham iltonian,f� � � g+ denotes

an anticonm utation operation,and

D =
1

2

X

�;


a�
 V
y

 V�; F [� ]=

X

�;


a�
 V� � V
y

 : (2)

Here,thesum indexesrun from oneto (dim H S)
2;where

dim H S isthe system Hilbertspace dim ension. The set

fV�g correspondsto asystem operatorbase,and a�
 de-

notesa sem ipositive Herm itian m atrix thatcharacterize

the dissipativetim e scalesofthe system .

O utsidetheweak coupling and M arkovian approxim a-

tions,itisnotpossible to establish a generalform alism

fordealing with non-M arkovian system -environm entin-

teractions[5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12]. Nevertheless,there

existan increasing interestin describing open quantum

system dynam ics in term s of non-M arkovian Lindblad

equations [13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23].

Here,the density m atrix �S(t)ofthe system evolvesas

d�S(t)

dt
=
� i

~
[H eff;�S(t)]+

Z t

0

d�K (t� �)L[�S(�)]; (3)

�presentaddress

where L[� ]= � fD ;� g+ + F [� ]is a standard Lindblad

superoperator. The m em ory kernelK (t) is a function

thatm ay introducesstrong non-M arkovian e�ectsin the

system decay dynam ics.

Thestudy and characterization ofthiskind ofdynam -

ics is twofold: on one hand, there is a generalfunda-

m entalinterestin the theory ofopen quantum system s

to extend the m ethods and concepts welldeveloped for

M arkovian dynam ics to the non-M arkov case. O n the

other hand there are m any new physicalsituations in

which the M arkov assum ption,usually used,is not ful-

�lland then non-M arkovian dynam ics has to be intro-

duced. Rem arkable exam plesare single 
uorescentsys-

tem shosted in com plex environm ents[24,25,26,27,28],

superconducting qubits[29,30]and band gap m aterials

[31,32].

M ostoftherecentanalysisonnon-M arkovianLindblad

evolutions[13,14,15,16,17,18,19]were focus on the

possibility of obtaining non-physicalsolution for �S(t)

from Eq.(3).Thisproblem wasclari�ed in Refs.[14,15],

wherem athem aticalconstraintson the kernelK (t)that

guaranteesthe com pletely positive condition [2,3,4]of

the solution m ap �S(0) ! �S(t) were found. Further-

m ore,in Ref.[15]the com pletely positive condition was

associated with thepossibility of�ndingastochasticrep-

resentation ofthe system dynam ics.

Therealsoexistdi�erentanalysisthatassociateevolu-

tions like Eq.(3) with m icroscopic system environm ent

interactions [19, 20, 21, 22]. In Ref. [21] the m icro-

scopicHam iltonian involvesextra stationary unobserved

degreesoffreedom thatm odulatethedissipativecoupling

between the system ofinterestan a M arkovian environ-

m ent. Thiskind ofinteraction lead to a Lindblad equa-

tion characterized by a random rate.A sim ilarsituation

was found in Ref.[22]by considering a com plex envi-

ronm entwhose action can be described in a generalized

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0611222v1
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Born-M arkovapproxim ation (G BM A).Thisapproachre-

lies in the possibility ofsplitting the environm ent in a

\direct sum " ofsub-reservoirs,each one being able to

induce by itselfa M arkovian system evolution. W hen

thesystem -environm entinteraction doesnotcouplesthe

di�erentsubspacesassociated to each sub-reservoir,the

system dynam icscan alsobewritten asaLindblad equa-

tion with a random dissipative rate. After perform ing

the average overthe random rate,the system dynam ics

can be written asa non-localevolution with a structure

sim ilar to Eq.(3). Besides its theoreticalinterest,the

G BM A wasfound to bean usefultoolfordescribing and

m odeling speci�cphysicalsituations,such asthe
uores-

cence signalscattered by individualnanoscopic system s

hostin condensed phaseenvironm ents[28].

The aim ofthe present work is to go beyond previ-

ous results [13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20,21,22,23],

and present an alternative kind of evolution that in-

duces strong non-locale�ects,providing in this way an

extra fram ework for studying and characterizing non-

M arkovian open quantum system dynam ics. In the

presentapproach,thesystem density m atrix can bewrit-

ten as

�S(t)=
X

R

~�R (t); (4)

where the unnorm alized states~�R (t)have associated an

e�ective Ham iltonian H
eff

R
;and their fullevolution is

de�ned by

d

dt
~�R (t)=

� i

~
[H

eff

R
;~�R (t)]� fD R ;~�R (t)g+ + FR [~�R (t)]

�
P

R
0

R
0
6= R

fD R 0R ;~�R (t)g+ +
P

R
0

R
0
6= R

FR R 0[~�R 0(t)];

(5)

subjectto the initialconditions

~�R (0)= PR �S(0): (6)

ThepositiveweightsPR satisfy
P

R
PR = 1:O n theother

hand,the diagonalsuperoperator contributions are de-

�ned by

D R =
1

2

X

�;


a
�


R
V
y

 V�; FR [� ]=

X

�;


a
�


R
V� � V

y

 ; (7)

while the non-diagonalcontributionsreads

D R 0R =
1

2

X

�;


a
�


R 0R
V
y

 V�; FR R 0[� ]=

X

�;


a
�


R R 0V� � V
y

 :

(8)

By convenience,we have introduced di�erent notations

forthediagonaland non-diagonalterm s.Asin standard

Lindblad equations,Eq.(1),the m atrixesa
�


R
and a

�


R 0R

characterizethedissipativerateconstants.Thestructure

ofthe non-diagonalterm sin Eq.(5)resem blea classical

rate equation [33].Therefore,we nam e thiskind ofevo-

lution asa Lindblad rate equation.

O urm ain objectiveistocharacterizethiskind ofequa-

tions by �nding di�erent m icroscopic interactions that

leads to this structure. Furtherm ore,we �nd the con-

ditions that guarantees that the solution m ap �S(0) !

�S(t)isa com pletely positiveone.

W hile the evolution of�S(t)can be written asa non-

localevolution [seeEq.(61)],thestructureEq.(5)leads

to a kind of non-M arkovian e�ects where the station-

ary propertiesm ay depend on the system initialization.

In orderto understand thisunusualcharacteristic,asin

Ref.[15,22],we also explore the possibility of�nding a

stochasticrepresentation ofthe system dynam ics.

W e rem ark that speci�c evolutions like Eq.(5) were

derived previously in the literaturein the contextofdif-

ferentapproaches[10,12,22].Therelationbetween those

resultsisalso clari�ed in the presentcontribution.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows.IsSec.IIwederive

theLindbladrateequationsfrom aG BM A byconsidering

interactions Ham iltonians that has contribution term s

between the subspaces associated to each sub-reservoir.

An alternative derivation in term s oftripartite interac-

tions allows to �nd the conditions under which the dy-

nam iciscom pletely positive.A third derivation isgiven

in term sofquantum stochasticprocesses.In Sec.IIIwe

characterize the resulting non-M arkovian m aster equa-

tion.Byanalyzingsom esim plenon-trivialexam plesthat

adm itsa stochasticreform ulation,weexplain som enon-

standard generalproperties of the non-M arkovian dy-

nam ics.In Sec.IV wegivethe conclusions.

II. M IC R O SC O P IC D ER IVA T IO N

In this section we presentthree alternative situations

where the system dynam ics is described by a Lindblad

rateequation.

A . G eneralized B orn-M arkov approxim ation

The G BM A applies to com plex environm ents whose

action can be welldescribed in term s ofa direct sum

of M arkovian sub-reservoirs [22]. This hypothesis im -

plies thatthe totalsystem -environm entdensity m atrix,

in contrastwith the standard separable form [1,2],as-

sum esa classicalcorrelated structure [4](see Eq.(6)in

Ref.[22]). In our previous analysis,we have assum ed

a system -environm entinteraction Ham iltonian thatdoes

nothave m atrix elem entsbetween the subspacesassoci-

ated to each sub-reservoir.Thereforeitassum esa direct

sum structure (see Eq.(5) in Ref.[22]). By raising up

thiscondition,i.e.,by taking in accountarbitrary inter-

action Ham iltonians without a direct sum structure,it

is possible to dem onstrate that the G BM A leads to a

Lindblad rateequation,Eq.(5).

As in the standard Born-M arkov approxim ation,the

derivation ofthe system evolution can be form alized in

term s ofprojector techniques [11]. In fact,in Ref.[12]
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Breuer and collaborators introduced a \correlated pro-

jector technique" intended to describe situations where

thetotalsystem -environm entdensity m atrixdoesnotas-

sum e an uncorrelated structure. Therefore,the system

dynam ics can be alternatively derived in the contextof

this equivalent approach. The m ain advantage ofthis

techniqueisthatitprovidesa rigorousprocedureforob-

taining thedynam icsto any desired orderin thesystem -

environm entinteraction strength [11,12]. Here,we as-

sum e thatthe system isweakly coupled to the environ-

m ent. Therefore,we work out the system evolution up

to second orderin the interaction strength.

W e start by considering a fullm icroscopic Ham ilto-

nian description oftheinteraction ofa system S with its

environm entB

H T = H S + H B + H I: (9)

ThecontributionsH S and H B correspond to thesystem

and bath Ham iltonians respectively. The term H I de-

scribestheirm utualinteraction.

The system density m atrix follows after tracing out

theenvironm entdegreesoffreedom ,�S(t)= TrB f�T (t)g;

wherethe totaldensity m atrix �T (t)evolvesas

d�T (t)

dt
=
� i

~
[H T ;�T (t)]� LT [�T (t)]: (10)

Now,weintroduce the projectorP de�ned by

P �T (t)=
X

R

~�R (t)

�R

TrB f�R g
; (11)

where�R isgiven by

�R � � R �B � R ; (12)

with �B being thestationary stateofthebath,whilethe

system states~�R (t)arede�ned by

~�R (t)� TrB f� R �T (t)� R g: (13)

W e have introduced a set of projectors � R =
P

f�R g
j�R ih�R j;which providesan orthogonaldecom po-

sition ofthe unit operator [IB ]in the Hilbert space of

the bath,
P

R
� R = IB ;with � R � R 0 = � R �R ;R 0:The

fullsetofstatesj�R icorrespondsto the base where �B
isdiagonal,which im plies

P

R
�R = �B :

It is easy to realize that P 2 = P :In physicalterm s,

this projectortakesin accountthateach bath-subspace

associated to the projectors� R induces a di�erentsys-

tem dynam ics,each onerepresented by the states~�R (t):

Each sub-space can be seen as a sub-reservoir. O n the

otherhand,noticethatthestandard projectorP �T (t)=

TrB f�T (t)g
 �B = �S(t)
 �B [11],isrecuperated when

allthe states~�R (t)have the sam e dynam ics.Therefore,

itisevidentthatthe de�nition ofthe projectorEq.(11)

im plies the introduction ofa generalized Born approxi-

m ation [22],whereinstead ofa uncorrelated form forthe

totalsystem -environm entdensity m atrix,itisassum ed a

classicalcorrelated state.

By usingthat
P

R
� R = IB ;thesystem density m atrix

can be written as

�S(t) =
X

R

TrB f� R �T (t)� R g
TrB f�R g

TrB f�R g
(14a)

= TrB fP �T (t)g =
X

R

~�R (t) (14b)

This equation de�nes the system state as a sum over

thestates~�R (t):Noticethatthesecond linefollowsfrom

the de�nition of the objects that de�ne the projector

Eq.(11).

By writingtheevolution Eq.(10)in an interaction rep-

resentation with respectto H S + H B ;and splitting the

fulldynam ics in the contributions P �T (t) and Q �T (t);

where Q = 1� P ;up to second orderin the interaction

Ham iltonian itfollows[11]

dP �T (t)

dt
=

Z t

0

dt
0P LT (t)LT (t

0)P �T (t
0); (15)

where LT (t)isthe totalLiouville superoperatorin a in-

teraction representation.Forwriting the previousequa-

tion,we have assum ed Q �T (0) = 0;which im plies the

absenceofany initialcorrelation between thesystem and

thebath,�T (0)= �S(0)
 �B :Then,theinitialcondition

ofeach state ~�R (t)can be written as

~�R (0)= PR �S(0): (16)

The param eters PR are de�ned by the weight ofeach

sub-reservoirin the fullstationary bath state

PR = TrB f�R g = TrB f� R �B g =
X

f�R g

h�R j�B j�R i; (17)

which trivially satis�es
P

R
PR = 1:

Now,wesplitthe interaction Ham iltonian as

H I =
X

R ;R 0

H I
R R 0

�
X

R ;R 0

� R H I� R 0: (18)

W enoticethatwhen � R H I� R 0 = 0forR 6= R 0;theinter-

action Ham iltonian can bewritten asa directsum H I =

H I1 � H I2 � � � � HIR � H IR + 1
� � � ;with HIR = � R H I� R :

This case recover the assum ptions m ade in Ref. [22].

In fact,without considering the non-diagonalterm s in

Eq.(5) [a
�


R R 0 = 0];after a trivialchange of notation

~�R (t) ! PR �R (t) in Eq.(4),the dynam ics reduce to a

random Lindblad equation.

In order to proceed with the present derivation, we

introducethe superoperatoridentity [34]

[̂a;[̂b;� ]]=
1

2
[[̂a;̂b];� ]+

1

2
ffâ;̂bg+ ;� g+ � (̂a�̂b+ b̂� â); (19)

valid forarbitrary operators â and b̂:By using thisiden-

tity and the splitting Eq. (18) into Eq. (15), after a

straightforward calculation the evolution of~�R (t)in the
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Schr�odingerrepresentation can be written asin Eq.(5).

The e�ectiveHam iltoniansread

H
eff

R
= H S � i

~

2

Z 1

0

d�TrB R
f[H I;H I(� �)]�B R

g: (20)

The non-diagonaloperatorsD R 0R read

D R 0R =
1

2

Z 1

0

d�TrB R
([H I

R R 0
H I

R 0R
(� �)+ h:c:]�B R

);

(21)

whilethecorrespondingsuperoperatorsFR R 0 canbewrit-

ten as

FR R 0[� ]=

Z 1

0

d�TrB R
(H I

R R 0
(� �)[� ]
 �B

R 0
H I

R 0R
+ h:c:):

(22)

Thediagonalcontributionsfollowsfrom thepreviousex-

pressions as D R = D R R ;and FR [� ]= FR R [� ]:Further-

m ore,wehavede�ned TrB R
f� g� TrB f� R � �R g and

�B R
� �R =PR : (23)

Notice that these objects correspond to the stationary

stateofeach sub-reservoir.

In obtaining Eqs.(20) to (22) we have introduced a

standard M arkovian approxim ation [1,2],which allows

to obtain localin tim e evolutionsforthe setf~�R (t)g;as

wellasto extend the tim e integralsto in�nite.Thisap-

proxim ation applieswhen thediagonaland non-diagonal

correlations of the di�erent sub-reservoirs de�ne the

sm alltim e scale ofthe problem . In orderto clarify the

introduction ofthe M arkov approxim ation,we assum e

thatthe interaction Ham iltonian can be written as

H I =
X

�

V� 
 B �; (24)

where the operators V� and B � act on the system and

bath Hilbertspacesrespectively.By using H I = H
y

I
;the

previousexpressionsEqs.(21)and (22)read

D R 0R =
1

2

X

��

Z 1

0

d�f�
��

R 0R
(� �)Vy� V�(� �)+ h:c:g;(25)

and

FR R 0[� ]=
X

��

Z 1

0

fd��
��

R R 0(� �)V�(� �)[� ]V
y
� + h:c:g:

(26)

Here,we havede�ned the \projected bath correlations"

�
��

R R 0(� �)� TrB
R 0
f�B

R 0
B
y
�� R B �(� �)g: (27)

W ithouttakingin accounttheindexesR and R 0;thisex-

pression reduces to the standard de�nition ofbath cor-

relation [1, 2, 3, 34]. Here, the sam e structure arises

with projected elem ents. As the integrals that appears

in Eqs.(25)and (26)havethesam estructurethatin the

standard Born-M arkov approxim ation [34],the m eaning

ofthe previouscalculation stepsbecom esclear.

Finally,in orderto obtain the explicitexpressionsfor

the m atrixesa
�


R R 0 and a
�


R
;we de�nea m atrix C �
(� �)

from

V�(� �)= e
� i�H S V�e

+ i�H S =
X




C�
(� �)V
: (28)

By introducing these coe�cients in Eqs.(25) and (26),

itispossibleto writetheoperatorsD R 0R and FR R 0[� ]as

in Eq.(8).Them atrix a
�


R R 0 isde�ned by

a
�


R R 0 =
X

�

Z 1

0

d��

�

R R 0(� �)C�� (� �)

+
X

�

Z 1

0

d�(�
��

R R 0)
�

(� �)C��
 (� �); (29)

whilethediagonalm atrix elem entsfollowsasa
�


R
= a

�


R R
:

Consistently,without taking in account the indexes R

and R 0;thism atrix structurereduceto thatofthestan-

dard Born-M arkov approxim ation [34].

Q uantum m aster equation for a system in
uencing its

environm ent

In Ref.[10],Espositoand G aspard deduced aquantum

m asterequation intended to describephysicalsituations

wherethedensityofstatesofareservoirisa�ected bythe

changesofenergy ofan open system .W hilethisphysical

m otivation is di�erentto thatofthe G BM A [22](or in

general,to thecorrelated projectortechniques[12]),here

we show thatboth form alism scan be deduced by using

the sam e calculationssteps. Therefore,the evolution of

Ref.[10]can also bewritten asa Lindblad rateequation.

In Ref.[10],the system evolution isderived by taking

in account the e�ect ofthe energy exchanges between

thesystem and theenvironm entand theconservation of

energy by the total(closed) system -reservoirdynam ics.

These conditions are preserved by tracing-outthe bath

coherencesand m aintaining allthe inform ation with re-

spect to the bath populations. Therefore, the system

density m atrix is written in term s ofan auxiliary state

that depends param etrically on the energy ofthe envi-

ronm ent,which isassum ed in am icrocanonicalstate.By

noting thatin the G BM A there notexistany coherence

between thedi�erentsub-reservoirs[seeEq.(11)],were-

alizethatthedynam icsobtainedin Ref.[10]canberecov-

ered with thepreviousresultsby associating thediscrete

index R with a continuos param eter";which labelthe

eigenvaluesofthe reservoir,jointwith the replacem ents

~�R (t)! ~�(";t);
X

R

!

Z

d" n("); (30)

where n(")is the spectraldensity function ofthe reser-

voir.Consistently,the system state [Eq.(14)]iswritten

as

�S(t)=

Z

d" n(")~�(";t)�

Z

d" ��(";t): (31)
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Asin the G BM A,the evolution of��(";t)can be written

asaLindblad rateequationde�ned in term softhem atrix

structure Eq.(29) with the replacem ent �
��

R R 0(� �) !

�
��

""0
(� �);where

�
��

""0
(� �)= h"0jB y

� j"ih"jB � j"
0iexp[� i("� "

0)�]: (32)

Thislastde�nition followsfrom them icrocanonicalstate

of the reservoir [�B ! 1]:Finally, by introducing the

m atrix elem ents

Pss0(";t)� hsj��(";t)js0i; (33)

where fjsig are the eigenstates ofthe system Ham ilto-

nian,H Sjsi= "sjsi;the m aster equation ofRef.[10]is

explicitly recovered.Dueto theenergy preservation con-

dition,in generaltheevolution involvesacontinuospara-

m etric coupling between the m atrix elem ents Pss0(";t)

and Pss0("� �;t);where � isa energy scale thatchar-

acterize the naturaltransition frequenciesofthe system

[10].

W e rem ark that the di�erence between both ap-

proachesrelieson theassum ed propertiesoftheenviron-

m ent. In the context ofthe G BM A,the index R label

a set ofHilbert subspaces each one de�ned in term s of

a m anifold ofbath eigenstates able to induce,by itself,

a M arkovian system dynam ics. Therefore,by hypothe-

sis,thecom pleteenvironm entdoesnotfeelsthee�ectsof

the system energy changes. O n the otherhand,the ap-

proach ofEsposito and G aspard appliesto the opposite

situation where,by hypothesis,the density ofstates of

the environm entvary on a scale com parable to the sys-

tem energy transitions.Thestretched sim ilarity between

both approachesfollowsfrom the absence ofcoherences

between the di�erent(discrete orcontinuous)bath sub-

spaces.In both casesthesystem evolution can bewritten

asa Lindblad rateequation.

B . C om posite environm ents

The previous analysis relies in a bipartite system -

environm entinteraction described in a G BM A.Here,we

arrive to a Lindblad rate equation by considering com -

posite environm ents,where extra degrees offreedom U

m odulate the interaction (the entanglem ent) between a

system S and a M arkovian reservoirB [21].Thisform u-

lation allowsto �nd the conditionsunderwhich Eq.(5)

de�nesa com pletely positiveevolution.

The totalHam iltonian reads

H T = H S + H U + H SU + H B + H I: (34)

Asbefore,H S representthe system Ham iltonian. Here,

H B is the Ham iltonian ofthe M arkovian environm ent.

O n the other hand, H U is the Ham iltonian of the

extra degrees of freedom that m odulate the system -

environm ent interaction. The interaction Ham iltonian

H I couples the three involved parts. W e also consider

the possibility ofa directinteraction between S and U;

denoted by H SU :

As B is a M arkovian reservoir,we can trace out its

degreesoffreedom in astandard way [1,2,3].Therefore,

weassum ethe com pletely positiveLindblad evolution

d�C (t)

dt
=
� i

~
[H C ;�C (t)]� fD C ;�C (t)g+ + FC [�C (t)];

(35)

with the de�nitions

D C =
1

2

X

i;j

bijA
y

jA i; FC [� ]=
X

i;j

bijA i� A
y

j: (36)

Them atrix �C (t)correspondsto the stateof the\com -

pose system " S-U with Hilbert space H C = H S 
 H U :

Thesum indexesiand jrun from oneto 1to (dim H C )
2;

with dim H C = dim H S dim H U : Consistently, the set

fA ig is a base ofoperators in H C ;and bij is an arbi-

trary Herm itian sem ipositivem atrix.

In order to get the system state it is also necessary

to trace out the degrees offreedom U:In fact,�S(t) =

TrU f�C (t)g;which deliver

�S(t) = TrU f�C (t)g =
X

R

hRj�C (t)jRi;

�
X

R

~�R (t): (37)

where fjRig is a base ofvector states in H U :W e no-

tice that here,the sum structure Eq.(4) have a trivial

interpretation in term sofa traceoperation.

By assum ing an uncorrelated initialcondition �C (0)=

�S(0)
 �U (0);where�S(0)and �U (0)arearbitraryinitial

statesforthe system sS and U;from Eq.(37)itfollows

the initialconditions~�R (0)= PR �S(0);where

PR = hRj�U (0)jRi: (38)

Therefore,heretheweightsPR corresponding to Eq.(6)

arede�ned by thediagonalm atrix elem entsoftheinitial

stateofthesystem U:From now on,wewillassum ethat

the set of states fjRig correspond to the eigenvectors

basisofH U ;i.e.,

H U jRi= "R jRi: (39)

The evolution ofthe states ~�R (t)= hRj�C (t)jRican

be obtained from Eq.(35) after tracing over system U:

Underspecialsym m etry conditions,the resulting evolu-

tion can becastin theform ofa Lindblad rateequation,

Eq.(5).In fact,in ageneralcase,therewillbeextracon-

tributionsproportionaltothecom ponentshRj�C (t)jR
0i:

By noting that

TrS[hRj�C (t)jR
0i]= hRj�U (t)jR

0i; (40)

where�U (t)= TrSf�C (t)gisthedensitym atrixofthede-

greesoffreedom U;werealizethattheevolution of~�R (t)

can bewritten asaLindblad rateequation only when the
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evolution of�U (t)doesnotinvolvescouplingbetween the

populationshRj�U (t)jRiand coherenceshRj�U (t)jR
0i;

R 6= R 0;ofsystem U:As is wellknown [1,2,3],this

property is satis�ed when the dissipative evolution of

�U (t) can be written in term s ofthe eigenoperatorsLu

ofthe unitary dynam ic,i.e.,[H U ;Lu]= !uLu:In what

follows,weshow explicitly thatthisproperty issu� cient

toobtain aLindblad rateequation forthesetofm atrixes

f~�R (t)g:

First,we notice thatthe Ham iltonian H C in Eq.(35)

m ustto havethe structure

H C = H S + H U +
X

�

V� 
 L
�
0; (41)

where L�
0 are the eigenoperatorswith a nulleigenvalue,

i.e.,[H U ;L
�
0]= 0:W ith this structure,the populations

and coherences corresponding to U do not couple be-

tween them .Therefore,thee�ectiveHam iltonian H
eff

R
in

Eq.(5)reads

H
eff

R
= H S +

X

�

hRjL�
0 jRiV�: (42)

Aftertaking the operatorbasein H C = H S 
 H U as

fA ig ! fV� 
 Lug; (43)

the superoperatorsEq.(36)can be written as

D C =
1

2

X

�;

u;v

b
�

uvV

y

 L

y
vV�Lu; (44a)

FC [� ] =
X

�;

u;v

b
�

uvV�Lu � V

y

 L

y
v: (44b)

W ith thesede�nitions,bytakingthetraceoperation over

the system U in the evolution Eq.(35),we notice that

the evolution ofthe setf~�R (t)g can be castin the form

ofa Lindblad rateequation ifthe conditions

X

u;v

b
�

uv hR

00
jL

y
v jRihRjLu jR

0
i= �R 0;R 00 a

�


R R 0 (45)

are satis�ed. The factor �R 0;R 00 guarantees that the

evolution of the set f~�R (t)g do not involve the term s

hRj�C (t)jR
0i;R 6= R 0;and in turn im pliesthatthepop-

ulationsandcoherencesofU donotcouplebetween them .

O n theotherhand,a
�


R R 0 de�nesthem atrix elem entscor-

responding to the structure Eq.(5). The diagonalcon-

tributionsfollowsfrom Eq.(45)by taking R = R 0:

The set of conditions Eq.(45) can be sim pli�ed by

taking the base

Lu ! jR 0ihR j; (46)

which from Eq.(39) satisfy [H U ;Lu]= ("R � "R 0)Lu:

Thus,Eq.(45)can beconsistently satis�ed ifweim pose

b
�

uv = 0; for u 6= v: (47)

Afterchanging
P

u
!
P

R ;R 0 in Eq.(45),we get

a
�


R R 0 = b
�


(R ;R 0)(R ;R 0)
; a

�


R
= b

�


(R ;R )(R ;R )
; (48)

where we have used that R and R 0 are dum b indexes.

This result dem onstrate that the evolution induced by

the com posite environm ent can in fact be written as a

Lindblad rateevolution Eq.(5)with them atrix elem ents

de�ned by Eq.(48).

From ourpreviousconsiderationswededucethatLind-

blad rateequation arisefrom m icroscopictripartiteinter-

actionshaving the structure

H I = L0 
 H SB +
X

u

Lu 
 H
u
SB + L

y
u 
 (H u

SB )
y
; (49)

where [H U ;L0]= 0;and Lu ! jRihR 0jwith R 6= R 0:

O n the otherhand,H u
SB arearbitrary interaction term s

between the system S and the M arkovian environm ent

B :In fact,the structure Eq.(49) guarantees that the

populationsand coherencesofU do notcouple between

them ,which in turn im plies that the evolutions ofthe

system S isgiven by a Lindblad rateequation.

Com pletely 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 equationsasa valid toolform odeling open

quantum system dynam icsitisnecessarytoestablish the

conditionsunderwhich the solution m ap �S(0)! �S(t)

isa com pletely positive one. Foran arbitrary Lindblad

rateequation thiscondition m ustto be de�ned in term s

ofthe m atrixesa
�


R R 0 and a
�


R
:

In orderto �nd the allowed m atrix structures,we no-

tice thatthe evolution Eq.(35)isa com pletely positive

one when bij ! b
�


(R ;R 0)(R ;R 0)
is a sem ipositive de�ned

m atrix. Therefore,by using Eq.(48) we arrive to the

conditions

ja
�


R R 0j� 0; ja
�


R
j� 0; 8R;R

0
; (50)

i.e.,forany valueofR and R 0both kind ofm atrixesm ust

tobesem ipositivede�ned inthesystem indexes�;
.The

condition ja
�


R
j� 0 hasa trivialinterpretation. In fact,

when a
�


R R 0 = 0;there notexistany dynam icalcoupling

between the states~�R (t):Thus,theirevolutionsare de-

�ned by a Lindblad structure thatunderthe constraint

ja
�


R
j� 0 de�ne a com pletely positiveevolution.

C . Q uantum random w alk

By using the sim ilarity ofEq.(5)with a classicalrate

equation [33],herewepresenta third derivation by con-

structing a stochasticdynam icsthatdevelopsin thesys-

tem Hilbertspace and whose average evolution isgiven

by a Lindblad rateequation.
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First,we assum e that the system is endowed with a

classicalinternaldegreeoffreedom characterized by aset

fRg ofpossible states. The corresponding populations

PR (t)obey the classicalevolution

dPR (t)

dt
�

X

R
0

R
0
6= R


R 0R PR (t)+
X

R
0

R
0
6= R


R R 0PR 0(t); (51)

with initialconditions PR (0) = PR ;and where the co-

e�cients f
 R 0R g de�ne the hopping rates between the

di�erentclassicalstatesR:

To each state R we associate a di�erent M arkovian

system dynam ics,whose evolution is generated by the

superoperator

�LR = LH + LR ; (52)

with LH [� ] = (� i=~)[HS;� ] and a standard Lindblad

contribution LR [� ]= � fDR ;� g+ + FR [� ]:Therefore,each

state R de�nes a propagation channelwith a di�erent

self-dynam ic. The system state follows by tracing out

any inform ation abouttheinternalstate.Thus,wewrite

�S(t)=
X

R

~�R (t); (53)

whereeachstate~�R (t)de�nesthesystem stategiven that

the internaldegree offreedom isin the state R:Consis-

tently,the initialcondition ofthe auxiliary statesreads

~�R (0)= PR �S(0):

Finally,we assum e thatin each transition R ! R 0 of

theinternaldegreeoffreedom ,itisapplied a com pletely

positivesuperoperatorER [2,3,4],which producesa dis-

ruptivetransform ation in the system state.

The stochastic dynam ics is com pletely de�ned after

providing the self-channeldynam ics, de�ned by f�LR g;

thesetofratesf
R 0R g and thesuperoperatorsfER g:By

construction this dynam ics is com pletely positive. The

explicitconstruction ofthe corresponding stochastic re-

alizations,which develop in the system Hilbertspace,is

asfollows.W hen the system ise�ectively in channelR;

itistransferred to channelR 0with rate
R 0R :Therefore,

the probability ofstaying in channelR during a sojourn

intervaltisgiven by

P
(R )

0
(t)= exp[� t

X

R
0

R
0
6= R


R 0R ]: (54)

Thisfunction com pletely de�nesthestatisticsofthetim e

intervalsbetween thesuccessivedisruptiveevents.Asin

standard classicalrateequations,when thesystem \jum p

outside" ofchannelR;each subsequentchannelR 0 isse-

lected with probability

tR 0R =

R 0R

P

R
00

R
00
6= R


R 00R

; (55)

in such a way that
P

R 0 tR 0R = 1:Furtherm ore, each

transference R ! R 0; is attended by the application

of the superoperator ER ; which produces the disrup-

tivetransform ation ~�R (t)! ER [~�R (t)]:Thistransform ed

stateisthe subsequentinitialcondition forchannelR 0:

Theaverageoverrealizationsofthepreviousquantum

stochasticprocess,foreach state ~�R (t);reads

~�R (t) = P
(R )

0
(t)e

t�L R

R
~�(0)+

tZ

0

d�P
(R )

0
(t� �)e(t� �)

�L R

�
X

R
0

R
0
6= R


R R 0ER 0[~�R 0(�)]; (56)

Thestructureofthisequation hasa clearinterpretation.

The �rst contribution represents the realization where

thesystem rem ainsin channelR withouthappening any

scattering event.Clearly thisterm m ustbe weighted by

theprobability ofnothaving any eventin thetim einter-

val(t;0);i.e.,with theprobability P
(R )

0
(t):O n theother

hand,theterm sinsidetheintegralcorrespond totherest

ofthe realizations. They take in account the contribu-

tions that com e from any other channelR 0;arriving at

tim e � and surviving up to tim e t in channelR:Dur-

ing thisintervalitisapplied the self-channelpropagator

exp[(t� �)�LR ]:As before,thisevolution isweighted by

the survivalprobability P
(R )

0
(t� �):

By working Eq.(56) in the Laplace dom ain,after a

sim plecalculation,itispossibletoarrivetotheevolution

d

dt
~�R (t)=

� i

~
[H S;~�R (t)]� fD R ;~�R (t)g+ + FR [~�R (t)]

�
P

R
0

R
0
6= R


R 0R ~�R (t)+
P

R
0

R
0
6= R


R R 0ER 0[~�R 0(t)]:

(57)

W e notice that this expression does not correspondsto

the m ore generalstructure ofa Lindblad rate equation,

Eq.(5). Nevertheless, there exist di�erent non-trivial

situationsthatfallin thiscategory. Aswe dem onstrate

in the nextsection,the advantage ofthisform ulation is

that it provides a sim ple fram ework for understanding

som enon-usualcharacteristicsofthe system dynam ics.

III. N O N -M A R K O V IA N D Y N A M IC S

In thissection weobtain them asterequation thatde-

�netheevolution ofthesystem state�S(t)associated to

an arbitrary Lindblad rateequation,Eq.(5).

In orderto sim plify the notation,we de�ne a colum n

vectorde�ned in theR-spaceand whoseelem entsarethe

states~�R ;i.e.,j~�)= (~�1;~�2;:::~�R ;:::)
T ;whereT denote

a transposition operation. Then,the evolution Eq.(5)

can be written as

dj~�(t))

dt
= LH j~�(t))+ M̂ j~�(t)): (58)
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where LH [� ]= � (i=~)[HS;� ];and the m atrix elem ents

ofM̂ reads

M̂ R R 0[� ] = �R ;R 0

�

� i

~
[H 0

R ;� ]� fDR ;� g+ + FR [� ]

�

+ FR R 0[� ]� �R ;R 0

X

R
00

R
00
6= R

fD R 00R ;� g+ ; (59)

where H 0
R = H

eff

R
� H S;is the shift Ham iltonian pro-

duced by the interaction with the reservoir. The initial

condition readsj~�(0))= jP )�S(0);where we haveintro-

duced thevectorjP )= (P1;P2;:::PR ;:::)
T :Thesystem

state Eq.(4) reads �S(t) = (1j~�(t));where j1) is the

row vectorwith elem entsequalto one. Notice thatdue

to the norm alization ofthe statisticalweightsitfollows

(1jP )= 1:

From Eq.(58),thesystem statecan betriviallywritten

in the Laplacedom ain as

�S(u) = (1j
1

u � (LH + M̂ )
jP )�S(0); (60a)

� (1jĜ (u)jP )�S(0); (60b)

where u is the conjugate variable. M ultiplying the

rightterm by the identity operatorwritten in the form

1=(1jĜ(u)[u � (LH + M̂ )]jP );it is straightforward to

arriveto the non-localevolution

d�S(t)

dt
= LH [�S(t)]+

Z t

0

d� L(t� �)[�S(�)]; (61)

wherethe superoperatorL(t)isde�ned by the relation

(1jĜ (u)M̂ jP )[� ]= (1ĵG (u)jP )L(u)[� ]: (62)

In general,depending on the underlying structure,the

evolution Eq.(61) involvesm any di�erentm em ory ker-

nels,each one associated to a Lindblad contribution.

W enoticethata sim ilarm asterequation wasobtained

in Refs.[21,22]. Nevertheless,here the dynam ics m ay

strongly departswith respectto theevolutionsthatarise

from Lindblad equationswith a random rate[a
�


R R 0 = 0]:

In fact,the previouscalculation stepsarevalid only if

lim u! 0 (1juĜ(u)jP )= 0: (63)

By using that lim t! 1 f(t) = lim u! 0 uf(u);this con-

dition is equivalent to lim t! 1 (1jĜ (t)jP ) = 0:In the

generalcase a
�


R R 0 6= 0;Eq.(63) is not always satis�ed.

In this situation,the density m atrix evolution becom es

non-hom ogenousand the stationary state m ay depends

on the system initial condition. In general, this case

m ay ariseswhen thediagonalcontributionsarenull,i.e.,

a
�


R
= 0 and a

�


R R 0 6= 0:W e rem ark that these m atrix

structuresvaluesarecom pletely consistentwith thecon-

ditions Eq.(50). O n the other hand,in the context of

the G BM A,this case arise when the diagonalsub-bath

correlations are null,�
��

R R
(� �) = 0;which in turn im -

plies thatthe interaction Ham iltonian Eq.(18)satis�es

� R H I� R 0 = 0 ifR = R 0:

In orderto characterizethedynam icswhen thecondi-

tion Eq.(63)isnotsatis�ed,weintroducethedi�erence

��S(u) � �S(u)�
1

u
lim
u! 0

(1juĜ(u)jP )�S(0);(64a)

= (1jĜ(u)�
1

u
lim
u! 0

uĜ(u)jP )�S(0);(64b)

� (1j�Ĝ(u)jP )�S(0); (64c)

where now the pseudo-propagator �Ĝ (u) satis�es

lim u! 0 (1ju�Ĝ(u)jP )= 0:Therefore,��S(t)satis�esan

evolution like Eq.(61) where the kernelis de�ned by

Eq.(62) with Ĝ(u) ! �Ĝ (u):Notice that the system

state,even in the stationary regim e,involvesthe contri-

bution lim u! 0 (1juĜ(u)jP )�S(0);that in fact depends

on the system initialcondition.

In thenextexam plesweshow them eaningofthisprop-

erty,as wellas its interpretation in the context ofthe

stochasticapproach.

A . D ephasing environm ent

Hereweanalyzethecaseofa qubitsystem interacting

with a dispersive reservoir [4,15]whose action can be

written in term sofa dispersive Lindblad rate equation.

W eassum ea com plex reservoirwith only two subspaces,

R = a;b;whosestatisticalweights[Eq.(17)]satisfy Pa +

Pb = 1:Thus,the system statereads

�S(t)= ~�a(t)+ ~�b(t): (65)

A generalization to an arbitrary num berofsub-reservoir

isstraightforward.

Theevolution ofthe auxiliary statesaretaken as

d

dt
~�a(t) = � 
a[~�a(t)� �z~�a(t)�z]

� 
ba~�a(t)+ 
ab�z~�b(t)�z; (66a)

d

dt
~�b(t) = � 
b[~�b(t)� �z~�b(t)�z]

� 
ab~�b(t)+ 
ba�z~�a(t)�z; (66b)

where�z isthe z Paulim atrix.The com pletely positive

conditionsEq.(50)im ply


a � 0; 
b � 0; (67a)


ab � 0; 
ba � 0: (67b)

By denoting the m atrix elem entsby (R = a;b)

~�R (t)=

�

� +

R
(t) �+

R
(t)

�
�

R
(t) �

�

R
(t)

�

; (68)
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the evolution corresponding to the populationsread

d

dt
� �
a (t) = � 
ba�

�
a (t)+ 
ab�

�

b
(t); (69a)

d

dt
�
�

b
(t) = � 
ab�

�

b
(t)+ 
ba�

�
a (t); (69b)

with �
�

R
(0)= PR �

�

S
(0);while forthe coherencesweob-

tain

d

dt
��
a (t) = � (
a + 
ba)�

�
a (t)� 
ab�

�

b
(t); (70a)

d

dt
�
�

b
(t) = � (
b + 
ab)�

�

b
(t)� 
ba�

�
a (t); (70b)

with �
�

R
(0)= PR �

�

S
(0):Forexpressing theinitialcondi-

tionswehavetrivially extended thenotation Eq.(68)to

the m atrix elem entsof�S(t):

W e notice thatallcoherencesand populations evolve

independently each ofthe others.From the evolution of

the populationsEq.(69)itfollow

d

dt
Tr[~�a(t)] = � 
baTr[~�a(t)]+ 
abTr[~�b(t)]; (71a)

d

dt
Tr[~�b(t)] = � 
abTr[~�b(t)]+ 
baTr[~�a(t)]; (71b)

with Tr[~�a(0)]+ Tr[~�b(0)]= Pa + Pb = 1;which im plies

thatthe trace ofthe auxiliary statesperform a classical

random walk.

From Eqs.(65) and (69) it becom es evident that the

populations ofthe system rem ain unchanged during all

the evolution. O n the other hand, the dynam ic of

the coherencescan be obtained straightforwardly in the

Laplacedom ain.From Eq.(70)weget

��
a (u)= hab(u)�

�

S
(0); �

�

b
(u)= hba(u)�

�

S
(0); (72)

wherewehaveintroduced the auxiliary function

hab(u)=
(Pa � Pb)
ab + Pa(u + 
b)


ba(u + 
a)+ 
ab(u + 
b)+ (u + 
a)(u + 
b)
:

(73)

Therefore,from Eq.(65) the m atrix elem ents of�S(t)

read

�
�

S
(t)= �

�

S
(0); �

�

S
(t)= h(t)�

�

S
(0); (74)

whereh(t)= hab(t)+ hba(t);givesthecoherencesdecay.

From these solutions,itisstraightforward to obtain the

corresponding system evolution

d�S(t)

dt
=

Z t

0

d�K (t� �)L[�S(�)]; (75)

with L[� ]= (� � + �z � �z)and K (u)= [1� uh(u)]=h(u):

In ordertocheck thecom pletely positivecondition,we

writethe solution m ap as

�S(t)= g+ (t)�(0)+ g� (t)�z�(0)�z (76)

FIG .1:Norm alized coherences�
�
S
(t)=�

�
S
(0)= h(t);Eq.(74).

In the uppercurve the param etersare 

a
= 0:1;


b
= 1;and



ab
= 


ba
= 0:In the lowercurve they are 


a
= 0:1;


b
= 1;



ab

= 1;and 

ba
= 0:1:The ratesare expressed in arbitrary

units(a.u.).In both curveswe take Pa = 0:1 and Pb = 0:9:

with g� (t) = [1 � h(t)]=2:This m apping is com pletely

positive at alltim es ifg� (t) � 0 [2,3,4],and in turn

im pliesthe constraint

jh(t)j� 1: (77)

In the uppercurve ofFig.(1)we plotthe norm alized

coherences ��

S
(t)=��

S
(0) = h(t) for the case in which

the non-diagonalrates are null,
ab = 
ba = 0:Then,

the dynam ics reduce to a superposition ofexponential

decays,each oneparticipating with weightsPa and Pb:

In the lower curve ofFig.(1) the non-diagonalrates

arenon-null,whiletherestoftheparam etersrem ain the

sam e asin the uppercurve. In contrastto the previous

case, here the coherence decay develops an oscillatory

behaviorthatattain negativevalues.Clearly,thisregim e

isunreachableby a superposition ofexponentialdecays.

In both cases,thecondition Eq.(77)issatis�ed,guar-

anteeing thephysicalvalidity oftherespectivesolutions.

Stochastic representation

Theevolution Eq.(66)adm itsa stochasticinterpreta-

tion like that proposed previously. The stochastic tra-

jectoriescan besim ulated with thefollowing algorithm s.

First,forbeing consistentwith the initialcondition,the

system initialization m ustbe realized asfollows

i)G eneratea random num berr2 (0;1):

ii)Ifr� Pa (r> Pa)thedynam icinitializein channel

a (b)with ~�a(0)= �S(0) [~�b(0)= �S(0)]:

Trivially,with thisprocedure the channela (b)isini-

tialized with probability Pa (Pb):

By com paringEqs.(66)and (57),thescatteringsuper-

operatorresultsE[� ]= �z � �z;which doesnotdepends
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on thechannel(a and b):Itaction overan arbitrarystate

[Eq.(68)]is(R = a;b)

E[~�R (t)]= �z~�R (t)�z =

�

� +

R
(t) � �+

R
(t)

� ��

R
(t) � �

R
(t)

�

: (78)

Therefore, its application im plies a change of sign for

the coherence com ponents.O n the otherhand,the self-

dynam icsEq.(52)ofeach channelisde�ned by �La=b[� ]=


a=b(� � + �z � �z):

W ith the previousinform ation,the single trajectories

can be constructed with the following algorithm :

1)G iven thatthesystem hasarrived attim etitochan-

nela;generatea random num berr2 (0;1)and solvefor

(ti+ 1 � ti)from the equation P
(a)

0
(ti+ 1 � ti)= r;where

P
(a)

0
(t)= exp[� 
bat]:

2) For tim es satisfying t 2 (ti+ 1;ti); the dynam ics

in channela is de�ned by its self-propagator,~�a(t) =

exp[(t� ti)�La]~�a(ti):

3)Attim eti+ 1 thesystem istransferredfrom channela

to b;im plying the transform ation ~�b(ti+ 1)! E[~�a(ti+ 1)]

and the posterior resetting of channel a; de�ned by

~�a(ti+ 1)! 0:

4)G o to 1)with a $ band i! i+ 1:

Atthispoint,itisim m ediate to realize thatthe clas-

sicalrate equationsEqs.(69)and (71)arise straightfor-

wardly from the(transfer)jum psbetween both channels.

The corresponding stationary tracesread

Tr[~�a(1 )]=

ab


ab + 
ba
; Tr[~�b(1 )]=


ba


ab + 
ba
; (79)

which do notdepend on the system initialstate.

In contrastwith the population evolution,som e non-

standard dynam icalpropertiescan befound in thecoher-

encesevolution when 
a = 
b = 0:In Fig.(2)we show

the norm alized coherences �
�

S
(t)=�

�

S
(0) = h(t) corre-

sponding to thiscase.In the inset,itisshown a typical

stochastic realization ofthe coherences ofthe auxiliary

m atrixes ~�a(t) and ~�b(t) obtained with the previous al-

gorithm . As expected,in each application ofE the co-

herences are transferred between both channels with a

change ofsign. W e also show an average over500 real-

izations. W e checked that by increasing the num ber of

realizations,theaveragebehaviorresultindistinguishable

with the dynam icsEq.(74).

In strong contrastwith theprevious�gure,in Fig.(2)

thestationary valuesofthecoherencesare\notnulland

depend on the initialcondition." In fact,their norm al-

ized asym ptoticvalueislim t! 1 ��

S
(t)=��

S
(0)’ � 0:654:

This characteristic is consistent with the breakdown of

condition Eq.(63) and can be understood in term s of

ourpreviousanalysis.By taking 
a = 
b = 0 in Eq.(72)

weget

��
a (u)=

Pa(u + 
ab)� Pb
ab

u[u + 
ab + 
ba]
�
�

S
(0); (80)

FIG .2:Norm alized coherences�
�
S
(t)=�

�
S
(0)= h(t);Eq.(74).

The param eters are 

a
= 


b
= 0;


ab
= 1;


ba
= 0:1;with

the statistical weights Pa = 0:1 and Pb = 0:9: The noisy

curve correspond to an average over 500 realizations ofthe

trajectories de�ned in the text. The inset show a particular

realization forthecoherences� �
a (t)and �

�
b
(t)oftheauxiliary

m atrixes~�
a
(t)and ~�

b
(t)respectively.

which im pliesthe asym ptoticvalue

lim
t! 1

��
a (t) = (Pa � Pb)


ab


ab + 
ba
�
�

S
(0); (81a)

= (Pa � Pb)Tr[~�a(1 )]�
�

S
(0): (81b)

This last expression can be easily interpreted in term s

ofthe realizationsofthe proposed stochastic dynam ics.

From the insetofFig.(2),it is clearthat,in spite ofa

change ofsign,the coherence transferred between both

channelsdoesnotchangealongalltheevolution.In fact,

notice that due to the election 
a = 
b = 0;the self-

propagatorsofbothchannels[seepreviousstep 2)]arethe

identity operator. Therefore,allrealizationsthat begin

in channela [m easured by Pa]thatarefound in channel

a in thestationaryregim e(m easured by Tr[~�a(1 )]);con-

tributes to the stationary value ofthe coherence ��
a (t)

with the value ��

S
(0):This argum ent explain the con-

tribution proportionalto PaTr[~�a(1 )]�
�

S
(0)in Eq.(81).

O n the other hand, a sim ilar contribution is expected

from the realizationsthatbegin in channelb:Neverthe-

less,due to the action ofthe superoperatorE [Eq.(78)]

they contributeswith the oppositesign.

Byaddingthecontributionsofboth auxiliarym atrixes,

from Eq.(81)the stationary system coherencesreads

lim
t! 1

�
�

S
(t)= (Pa � Pb)

�


ab � 
ba


ab + 
ba

�

�
�

S
(0)6= 0; (82)

Thisexpression �tsthe stationary value ofFig.(2).

The stochastic realizations corresponding to the sys-

tem coherence �
�

S
(t)can be trivially obtained from the

the realizationsof��
a (t) and ��

b
(t):By adding the up-

perand lowerrealizationsoftheinsetofFig.(2),weget

a function that 
uctuates between the values � � �

S
(0):
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By considering the initialconditionsand the superoper-

ator action from these realizations it is also possible to

understand the fourcontribution term sofEq.(82). Fi-

nally,we rem ark that when any ofboth channels have

a non-trivialself-dynam ics,the coherencesvanish in the

stationary regim e,losing any dependence on the system

initialcondition �S(0)[seeFig.(1)].

B . D epolarizing reservoir

Anotherexam ple thatadm itsa stochasticrepresenta-

tion isthe case ofa depolarizing reservoir[4,15],which

isde�ned by the superoperator

E[� ]= (�x � �x + �y � �y)=2; (83)

where �x and �y arethe x and y Paulim atrixesrespec-

tively. For sim plifying the analysiswe assum e channels

withoutself-dynam ics.Therefore,the evolution reads

d

dt
~�a(t) = � 
ba~�a(t)+ 
abE[~�b(t)]; (84a)

d

dt
~�b(t) = � 
ab~�b(t)+ 
baE[~�a(t)]: (84b)

The action ofthe superoperatorE overthe states~�R (t)

[Eq.(68)]isgiven by (R = a;b)

E[~�R (t)]=

�

�
�

R
(t) 0

0 �
+

R
(t)

�

: (85)

Therefore,itsapplication destroy thecoherencescom po-

nentsand interchange the populationsofthe upperand

lowerstates.

The populationsofthe auxiliary statesevolveas

d

dt
� +

a (t) = � 
ba�
+

a (t)+ 
ab�
�

b
(t); (86a)

d

dt
� �

b
(t) = � 
ab�

�

b
(t)+ 
ba�

+

a (t); (86b)

subjectto the initialsconditions� +
a (0)= Pa�

+

S
(0)and

�
�

b
(0) = Pb�

�

S
(0):The evolution of�

+

b
(t) and � �

a (t)

follows after changing a $ b:Notice that this splitting

ofthe population couplingsfollowsfrom the superoper-

atoraction de�ned by Eq.(85).O n the otherhand,the

coherencesevolution read

d

dt
��
a (t)= � 
ba�

�
a (t);

d

dt
��

b
(t)= � 
ab�

�

b
(t): (87)

Therefore,in thiscasethestationary coherencesarenull.

Thisfactalsofollowstrivially from Eq.(85).In contrast,

the stationary populationsreads

� +

a (1 ) = [�
+

S
(0)Pa + �

�

S
(0)Pb]


ab


ab + 
ba
; (88a)

�
�

b
(1 ) = [�

+

S
(0)Pa + �

�

S
(0)Pb]


ba


ab + 
ba
; (88b)

where�
+

b
(1 )and � �

a (1 )followsafterchanging a $ b:

Thisresulthasan im m ediate interpretation in the con-

text ofthe stochastic approach. In fact,the last frac-

tionalfactorscorrespond 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 [notice that � +
a (0)+ �

�

b
(0) 6= 1]

and the transform ations induced by the superoperator

E Eq.(85). Finally,the system stationary populations

� �

S
(1 )= � �

a (1 )+ � �

b
(1 )reads

�
�

S
(1 )= �

�

S
(0)

Pa
ab + Pb
ba


ab + 
ba
+ �

�

S
(0)

Pa
ba + Pb
ab


ab + 
ba
:

(89)

Asin thepreviouscase,thedependenceofthestationary

state in the initialconditions is lost when the channels

havea properdissipativeself-dynam ics.

IV . SU M M A R Y A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have presented a new class ofdynam icalm aster

equationsthatprovide an alternative fram ework forthe

characterizationofnon-M arkovianopen quantum system

dynam ics. In thisapproach,the system state iswritten

in term sofa setofauxiliary m atrixeswhose evolutions

involveLindblad contributionswith coupling between all

ofthem ,resem blingthestructureofaclassicalrateequa-

tion.

W e have derived the previousstructure from di�erent

approaches. In the context of the G BM A,a com plex

structured reservoirisapproxim ated in term sofa direct

sum ofM arkovian sub-reservoirs. Then, the Lindblad

ratestructurearisesby considering arbitrary interaction

Ham iltoniansthatcouple the di�erentsubspacesassoci-

ated to each sub-reservoir. The m atrix structures that

de�nethesystem evolution areexpressed in term softhe

projected bath correlations.

O n theotherhand,wehavederived thesam estructure

from com posite environm ents,where the entanglem ent

between the system and a M arkovian environm ent is

m odulated by extra unobserved degreesoffreedom .The

Lindblad ratestructurearisesstraightforwardlywhen the

tripartiteinteraction Ham iltonian thatinvolvethe three

partsdoesnotcouple the coherencesand populationsof

the extra degrees offreedom . This schem e also allows

to �nd theconditionsunderwhich an arbitrary Lindblad

rateequation providesa com pletely positive evolution.

Dueto the apparentsim ilarity oftheevolution with a

classicalrate equation,we have also form ulated a quan-

tum stochasticdynam icsthatin averageisdescribed bya

Lindblad rateequation.Thestochasticdynam icconsists

in a setoftransm ission channels,each oneendowed with

a di�erent self-system evolution,and where the transi-

tions between them are attended by the application of

a com pletely positive superoperator.Thisform alism al-

lowsto understand som eam azing propertiesofthe non-

M arkovian dynam ics,such asthedependenceofthesta-
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tionary statein the initialconditions.Thisphenom enon

arise from the interplay between the initialchanneloc-

cupationsand the structure ofthe stochastic dynam ics.

W e exem pli�ed our results by analyzing the dynam ical

action ofnon-trivialcom plex dephasingand depolarizing

reservoirsovera singlequbitsystem .

In conclusion,wehavepresented acloseform alism that

de�nes an extra class ofnon-M arkovian quantum pro-

cesses that m ay be ofhelp for understanding di�erent

physicalsituationswherethepresenceofnon-locale�ects

isrelevant[24,25,26,27,28,29,30,31,32].
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