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Afterabriefreview ofstochasticlim itapproxim ation with spin-boson system from physicalpoints
ofview,am pli�cation phenom enon| stochasticresonancephenom enon| in driven spin-boson system
is observed which is helped by the quantum white noise introduced through the stochastic lim it
approxim ation.Signal-to-noise ratio resonatesatcertain tem perature ifanothernoise param eter�
ischosen properly.Notonly thestochastic resonance in usualsense,butalso thepossibilitiesofthe
new and interesting phenom ena| \anti-resonance" and \double resonance"| are shown with som e
choicesof�.Theshiftin frequency ofthesystem duetotheinteraction with theenvironm ent| Lam b
shift| hasan im portantrole in these phenom ena.

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

Stochastic resonance (SR) phenom ena were � rst dis-
covered in connection with periodically recurrentglacial
age.Sincethen thisphenom enon hasbeen found tooccur
in various� eldsand hasbeen attracting wide attention.
In shortSR isphenom enon whereby,in contrastto com -
m on sense,added noiseseem stohelp toam plify asignal.
Letusbrie y review SR phenom enon using the bistable
potentialm odel,driven by a periodic perturbation. A
classicalparticlein a potentialV (x),which hastwo local
m inim a,is perturbed by a periodic externalforce with
an am plitude� and a frequency 
 underthein uenceof
noise(Fig.1).Iftheam plitude� issm all,theparticlein
oneofthestablestatescannotgo overthepotentialbar-
rierto the otherstable state [Fig.1(a)],in otherwords,
the system doesnotrespond to the inputperturbation.
The addition of noise changes the situation; now the

(a) (b) (c)

FIG .1. Responseofa particlein a bistablepotentialto an
externalperiodic perturbation with (a)too sm all,(b)appro-
priate,and (c)too strong noise.

particleiskicked by therandom forceand can gooverthe
barrier. Howeverifthe noise istoo strong the response
to the inputsignalm ay be sm eared. Thisisbecause in
thiscasetheparticlem ovesrandom ly irrespectiveofthe
periodicity ofthe perturbation [Fig.1(c)]. However at
a certain added noise strength the particle can be m ade
to travelback and forth between the two stable state,
synchronizing with periodic perturbation offrequency 

[Fig.1(b)].Thatisthe system respondsto the input.

M oreprecisely wecan characterizeSR asfollow:

(1)Thepowerspectrum oftheresponseofa system to
a periodicinputhasa m ain sharp peak atthe inputfre-
quency 
 ifthenoisestrength (ortem perature)ischosen

properly.

(2) The signal-to-noise ration (SNR) ofthe response
resonatesata certain noisestrength (orata certain tem -
perature).

Besidestheperiodicity in theem ergenceofglacialages
[2],SR phenom enon arewidely found in nature.Forex-
am pleSR isfound in thenerveofthe agellum ofa cray-
� sh’s tail[3](however in this case,unlike the bistable
system described above,a threshold reaction istriggered
by noise).ThereforeSR m ay be a universalconcept.

In this paper we discuss SR in bistable m odel at
the quantum level,thatisquantum stochastic resonance
(Q SR).O fcoursethise� ecthasalreadybeen widelystud-
ied [1,4], however our particular interest is \quantum
noise," or \quantum dynam ics with dissipation." That
is,we are interested in how noise isintroduced into the
quantum dynam icsto produceQ SR.Thisisnotonly im -
portantquestion forQ SR,butitisalso relevantforthe
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understanding of severalother fundam entalaspects of
quantum m echanics,that isthe problem sofrelaxation,
decoherence,m easurem entand so on.Howeverquantum
m echanicsisusually written in term sofcausaldeterm in-
istic theory governed by unitary tim e evolution. It is
therefore hard,in principle,to introduce the notion of
\noise" or\dissipation" (with � nitedegreesoffreedom ).

In thesecircum stancesthereareseveraldi� erentways
to proceed. O ne ofthe m ost popular approaches is to
introducean \environm ent," \reservoir" or\heatbath,"
whosedetailed speci� cation onedoesnotknow butwhich
has in� nite degreesoffreedom . The whole system (i.e.
\system "+ \environm ent")isthen treated in the quan-
tum m echanicalway [5{8].

Through this interaction, the system exchanges en-
ergy with the environm ent| \dissipation"| ,and then
it is reasonable to assum e that som e kind of \noise"
or\ uctuation" would appeardueto som e\ uctuation-
dissipation relation."

Along theselinesAccardietal.[9{11]haveintroduced
thestochasticlim itapproxim ation (SLA)asa way to re-
alize\quantum whitenoise." TheSLA isoneway todeal
with thevan Hovelim it,which istheweak coupling lim it
given by,� ! 0 and tim e coarse-graining lim itgiven by,
t7! � = �2t.Thislim itensuresthata system in a heat
bath approachescanonicalstate [13].

As is explicitly shown in Sec.III for the spin-boson
system ,the spin system in the heat bath com posed of
bosonsactually approachesthecanonicalstateunderthe
SLA.Furtherm ore,onecan discussim portantproperties
in quantum dissipativedynam icswithin thisfram ework,
such as the dependence on tem perature ofthe shift in
frequency ofthe system due to the interaction with the
heatbath.

W e here focus our attention on the quantum white
noise introduced through the SLA,and study Q SR as
partofinvestigationsofthe propertiesofthisnoise.Af-
ter the introduction of the m odel to be studied| the
driven spin-boson system | in Sec.II,the SLA isbrie y
reviewed in Sec.IIIwith the spin-boson system . Using
this m ethod,we discuss,in Sec.IV,Q SR in the driven
spin-boson system and the role ofthe quantum  uctua-
tion and dissipation introduced through the SLA. Sec-
tion V isdevoted to concluding rem arkswith com m ents
on the experim entalfeasibility ofthe phenom enon stud-
ied here.In theAppendix,weadd com m entson theSLA
from a physicalpointofview.

II.D R IV EN SP IN -B O SO N SY ST EM

Hereletusintroducethem odel| thedrivenspin-boson
system [1,4]| as a specialcase ofthe bistable m odelin
Sec.I.

h̄ω0

|+〉

|−〉

|L〉 |R〉

(a) (b)

FIG .2. Bistable system atthe quantum scale.

A .Spin system

Considerthe situation wherethe system illustrated in
Fig.2 is in a deep cold heatbath and its dynam icsare
ruled m ainly by the lowesttunnel-splitted pairoflevels
j� i,where therm alhopping to upper levels can be ne-
glected.Ifthetunnelingam plitudebetween thetwowells
is su� ciently sm all,we are able to consider two \local-
ized" states,jLi and jRi,which are approxim ately the
ground states ofleft and rightwells,respectively. Tak-
ing thesetofthesestatesastheHilbertspacebasis,this
system can be described by the Ham iltonian,

H S =
�

2

�

jRihRj� jLihLj

�

+
�

2

�

jRihLj+ jLihRj

�

;

(2.1)

which is essentially the spin-1/2 Ham iltonian with the
param eter� characterizing the tunneling am plitude be-
tween thetwowells,and � characterizingthedi� erencein
energy between thejLiand jRistates.Hereafter,wecall
it the spin system . By introducing a new basis rotated
by the angle� = cos� 1(�=!0)= sin� 1(� =!0),

j+ i= cos
�

2
jRi+ sin

�

2
jLi; (2.2a)

j� i= � sin
�

2
jRi+ cos

�

2
jLi; (2.2b)

the Ham iltonian H S isrewritten asa diagonalform

H S =
!0

2

�

j+ ih+ j� j� ih� j

�

: (2.3)

The energy gap !0 between the two lowest states,j+ i
and j� i,isgiven by

!0 =
p
�2 + � 2: (2.4)

This two-levelsystem is driven by a periodic forcing
with frequency 
 and am plitude �. This applied force
can be described by the perturbativeHam iltonian
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W = �X sin
 t (2.5)

with the \position" operatorX de� ned by

X = jRihRj� jLihLj: (2.6)

O fcourse,therearem any otherpossibilitiesforthe sys-
tem driving instead of (2.5), e.g., W 0 = �(jRihLj+
jLihRj)sin
 t,butwechoosetheperturbation (2.5)since
itcorrespondsto classicalSR in the bistable m odel.
Note thatX isan orderparam eterin discussing Q SR

phenom enon in Sec.IV,which m easuresthe transitions
between thestatesjLiand jRiunderthein uenceofthe
externalperturbation.

B .B oson system and its interaction w ith the spin

system

As m entioned in Sec.I,one m ust introduce an \en-
vironm ent" forthe spin system to dissipate and be dis-
turbed.The environm entischosen asa setofbosonsin
thispaper,whoseHam iltonian isgiven by

H B =

Z

dk!ka
y

k
ak: (2.7)

Here,ak and a
y

k
arerespectivelyannihilation and creation

operatorsfora boson ofm odek with energy !k > 0,and
satisfy the com m utation relations

[ak;a
y

k0
]= �(k � k

0); (others)= 0: (2.8)

The spin system interactswith the bosonsvia the in-
teraction Ham iltonian

�V = �X

Z

dk(gka
y

k
+ g

�
kak); (2.9)

where� characterizesthestrength oftheinteraction,and
the structure function gk is a coupling ofthe bosonsof
m ode k with the spin system subject to the conditionR
dkjgkj

2 < 1 . Note thatthe spin system and the bo-
son system are coupled with the bilinearproductofthe
spin operatorX and thebosonoperators.Although som e
speci� ed choicesofthecouplingm ayresultin certain out-
puts,the detailsofthe m icroscopicHam iltonian arenot
so signi� cantforthederivation ofdam ping dynam ics.A
com m enton thispointcan be found in Sec.IIIB 2.
The system to be analyzed in thispaperisthusgiven

by the totalHam iltonian

H = H 0 + W + �V; H 0 = H S + H B : (2.10)

III.ST O C H A ST IC LIM IT A P P R O X IM A T IO N

In thissection webrie yreview thestochasticlim itap-
proxim ation (SLA) form ulated by Accardietal.[9{11].
Forsim plicity,letusconsiderthe case wherethere isno
externalperturbation,i.e.,� = 0 [10,11,7]. The Ham il-
tonian ofthe system concerned in thissection isthus

H SB = H 0 + �V: (3.1)

W e entrustthe m athem aticaldetails to Ref.[9]or [11],
butnotethatseveralphysically im portantpointsareem -
phasized and added to the work in Ref.[10]and [11].
Furtherm orein theappendix weadd som ecom m entson
the SLA taken from slightly di� erent point ofview to
thattaken by Accardietal.

A .A pplication to spin-boson system

In the interaction picture,the tim e-evolution opera-
tor U (�)

I
(t) which is governed by the Ham iltonian (3.1)

satis� esthe Tom onaga{Schwingerequation

d

dt
U
(�)

I
(t)= � i�VI(t)U

(�)

I
(t); U

(�)

I
(0)= 1; (3.2a)

VI(t)= e
iH 0tV e

� iH 0t; (3.2b)

orspeci� cally

d

dt
U
(�)

I
(t)= � i�

X

�

�

D �A
y
�(t)+ D

y
�A �(t)

�

U
(�)

I
(t);

(3.3)

where� takes� = f+ ;� ;0g,

D � = j� ih� j; D0 = j+ ih+ j� j� ih� j (3.4)

arethe spin system operators,and

A � (t)= �
�

!0

Z

dkg
�
kake

� i(!k � !0)t; (3.5a)

A 0(t)=
�

!0

Z

dkg
�
kake

� i!k t (3.5b)

are the boson system operators. The SLA isprescribed
in the Tom onaga{Schwingerequation (3.3)by rescaling
tim e ast7! � = �2t,

d

d�
U
(�)

I
(�=�2)= � i

1

�

X

�

�

D �A
y
�(�=�

2)+ D
y
�A �(�=�

2)
�

� U
(�)

I
(�=�2); (3.6)

and then the weak coupling lim it � ! 0 is taken (i.e.,
thevan Hovelim it[12,13]).Asproved in Ref.[9]or[11],
thereexistthe lim its

1

�
A �(�=�

2)! b�(�);
1

�
A
y
�(�=�

2)! b
y
�(�); (3.7)
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U
(�)

I
(�=�2)! UI(�); (3.8)

and form ally

d

d�
UI(�)= � i

X

�

�

D �b
y
�(�)+ D

y
�b�(�)

�

UI(�): (3.9)

In thislim it,theboson operatorsb�(�)and by�(�)satisfy
the com m utation relations[10,11]

[b� (�);b
y

� (�
0)]= 2�(� � �

0); (others)= 0 (3.10)

with

 =

�
�

!0

� 2

J(!0); (3.11)

J(!)= �

Z

dkjgkj
2
�(!k � !): (3.12)

For com m ents on these lim its from a physicalpoint of
view, see the Appendix. The com m utation relations
(3.10)allow onereasonablytocallb�(�)and by�(�)\quan-
tum white noise," and the Tom onaga{Schwinger equa-
tion (3.9) the \quantum Langevin equation." The cor-
relation tim e isvanishingly sm all. Howeveratthe sam e
tim e,we should be carefulto note thatequation (3.9)is
ill-de� ned.Fortunately,however,noticing thecom m uta-
tors[10,11]

[b� (�);UI(�)]= � i

�
�

!0

� 2

(� !0)D � UI(�); (3.13a)

[b0(�);UI(�)]= � i

�
�

!0

� 2

(0)D 0UI(�) (3.13b)

with

(!)= J(!)� iI(!); I(!)=
1

�
P

Z

d!
0 J(!

0)

!0� !
; (3.14)

one can evaluate the evolutions ofsom e physically im -
portant quantities. For exam ple,for the specialinitial
statedensity operator

� = �S 
 �B ; �B = j0ih0j (3.15)

(i.e.,the spin system and the boson system are uncor-
related and the boson system is in the ground state at
� = 0),the equationsforthe spin system operatorsde-
� ned by

D �(�)= trB
�

�B e
iH SB �=�

2

D �e
� iH SB �=�

2

�

(3.16)

can be obtained as

d

d�
D � (�)= � ( � i!R )D � (�); (3.17a)

d

d�
D 0(�)= � 2D0(�)� 2; (3.17b)

which givethe exponentially decaying dynam ics

D � (�)= D� e
� (� i! R )�; (3.18a)

D 0(�)= (D0 + 1)e� 2� � 1: (3.18b)

Here!R isthe renorm alized frequency

!R = !0=�
2
� � = ~!0 � �; (3.19)

where the frequency shift� em ergesdue to the interac-
tion

� =

�
�

!0

� 2 �

I(!0)� I(� !0)
�

: (3.20)

Note that trB denotes the trace overthe boson-degrees
offreedom .Thisisthe procedure for\partialtrace." It
reduces the e� ects ofthe interaction between the spin
system and the boson environm entto the spectralfunc-
tion J(!)de� ned in Eq.(3.12).Thedam ping coe� cient
 in Eq.(3.11) and the frequency shift � in Eq.(3.20)
with Eq.(3.14)areboth given in term sofJ(!).
It is also possible to evaluate  and � for the boson

environm entat� nite tem peratureT

�B = e
� �H B =trB e

� �H B (3.21)

by using the TFD technique [14], for exam ple. Here
� = 1=kB T with kB being the Boltzm ann constant. In
thiscase,one obtains

D � (�)= D� e
� (

�
� i!

�

R
)�
; (3.22a)

D 0(�)=

�

D 0 +


�

�

e
� 2

�
�
�



�
(3.22b)

with the tem peraturea� ected param eters


� =

�
�

!0

� 2

J
�(!0); (3.23a)

!
�

R
= !0=�

2
� �

� = ~!0 � �
�
; (3.23b)

�
� =

�
�

!0

� 2 �

I
�(!0)� I

�(� !0)
�

; (3.23c)

and the functions

J
�(!)= J(!)coth

1

2
�!; (3.24a)
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I
�(!)=

1

�
P

Z

d!
0 J

�(!0)

!0� !
: (3.24b)

The dam ping coe� cient � and the frequency shift ��

are obtained from  and �, respectively, by replacing
the spectralfunction J(!) with the tem perature m odi-
� ed oneJ�(!).
Notice that the long-tim e lim its of the operators

D 0(�) ! � tanh(�!0=2) and D � (�) ! 0 are both c-
num bers(orunitoperatorsofthespin system m ultiplied
by c-num bers). This m eans that the spin system ap-
proachessom euniquestateirrespectiveoftheinitialstate
�S. In fact,the averagesofany spin system operators,
which are com posed ofD �(�),approach unique values.
O ne can further con� rm thatthe long-tim e lim it ofthe
stateofthespin system isnothing butthetherm alstate
at the tem perature T. Taking averages ofD �(�) with
som e arbitrary initialstate �S,one obtains the m atrix
elem entsofthe system density operatorde� ned by

�S(�)= trB �(�); (3.25)

�(�)= e
� iH SB �=�

2

�e
iH SB �=�

2

: (3.26)

Theirdynam icsareim m ediately obtained from theequa-
tions(3.22),and theirlong-tim elim itsaregiven by

h� j�S(�)j+ i= hD+ (�)i! 0; (3.27a)

h� j�S(�)j� i=
1

2

�

1� hD0(�)i
�

!
e� �! 0=2

e�! 0=2 + e� �! 0=2
; (3.27b)

which areequivalentto

�S(�)! e
� �H S =trS e

� �H S ; (3.28)

i.e.,thesystem approachesthetherm alequilibrium state
attem peratureT through decoherence(3.27a).HeretrS
denotesthe traceoverthe spin-degreesoffreedom .

B .C om m ents from physicalpoints ofview

1. O rders ofparam eters

Itisim portantto clarify theorderofm agnitudeofthe
param eters. In this form alism ,one considers that the
new tim e � isphysicaland that,ifthey arem easured in
thism acroscopictim e,theparam etersofthespin system
should have som e m eaningfulvalues,e.g.,!�

R
or ~!0,in-

stead of!0,should be� nite.O n theotherhand,thetim e
scalesoftheboson system should bem easured in them i-
croscopic tim e t. This can be seen in the em ergence of
thedeltafunction in Eq.(3.10).Thisisduetothecoarse-
grainingin tim e,t7! � = �2t(� ! 0).Itre ectsthefact

thatcharacteristic tim e scalesofthe boson system ,like
the correlation tim e for exam ple,are vanishingly sm all
when m easured in the m acroscopic tim e. That is they
arenegligiblewhen com pared to thecharacteristictim es
ofthespin system ,such as1=~!0 forexam ple.Thisisthe
situation which occursin the stochasticlim it.
Asforthe tem perature,the physically interesting sit-

uation is where the tem perature T is such that �!0

has som e � nite value,which is contained in � and ��

through J�(!0) [see Eqs.(3.23) and (3.24)]and in the
therm alequilibrium distribution (3.27b). That is, the
rescaled tem perature ~T = T=�2 should be � nite.

2. Choice ofthe coupling

In thispaper,thespin-bosonsystem iscoupled through
the speci� c choice of the coupling, in particular, the
choice X . O fcourse,there are m any otherpossibilities,
such asV = (jRihLj+ jLihRj)

R
dk(gka

y

k
+ g�

k
ak),butthey

allresultin thesam edam pingdynam ics(3.22)exceptfor
the prefactors(� =!0)2 and (�=!0)2 in the de� nitionsof
� and �� in Eqs.(3.23a)and (3.23c). [O ne hasto no-
tice,however,that the specialchoice ofthe interaction
V = (j+ ih+ j� j� ih� j)

R
dk(gka

y

k
+ g�

k
ak)givesthespecial

situation � = 0,which is also included in Eqs.(3.22).
The possibility of �� = 0 also exists for som e special
choices ofV .] From a sem i-phenom enologicalpoint of
view,Eqs.(3.22)are su� cient for the description ofex-
perim ents.K nowledgeofthe param eters ~!0,�,and ��

from an experim entwould enable oneto predictthe dy-
nam icaldevelopm ent ofany quantities. Details ofthe
m icroscopicHam iltonian would nothave m uch e� ecton
the m acroscopicbehavior.

IV .Q U A N T U M ST O C H A ST IC R ESO N A N C E

Now letusdiscussQ SR in the driven spin-boson sys-
tem (2.10)with the SLA. By observing the response of
thesystem totheexternalperturbation (2.5)through the
dynam icsofthe \position" operator

X (�)= trB
�

�B e
iH �=�

2

X e
� iH �=�

2
�

; (4.1)

which m easuresthetransitionsofthesystem between the
leftstatejLiand therightstatejRi,weseean am pli� ca-
tion oftheinputexternalperturbation with theaddition
ofnoise.
TheTom onaga{Schwingerequation isnow

d

dt
U
(�)

I
(t)= � i

�

�VI(t)+ W I(t)
�

U
(�)

I
(t); U

(�)

I
(0)= 1;

(4.2a)
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W I(t)= �

�
�

!0
D 0 �

�

!0

�
D + e

i!0t+ D � e
� i!0t

�
�

sin
 t;

(4.2b)

and along the sam e lines as in Sec.III,the SLA (t 7!
� = �2t,� ! 0)istaken to givethe\quantum Langevin
equation"

d

d�
UI(�)= � i

X

�

�

D �b
y
�(�)+ D

y
�b�(�)

�

UI(�)

� i~�

�
�

!0
D 0 �

�

!0

�
D + e

i~!0� + D � e
� i~!0�

�
�

� sin(~
 �)UI(�): (4.3)

Note that the param eters are rescaled as ~!0 = !0=�
2,

~
 = 
 =�2,and ~� = �=�2 according to tim e rescaling,
and are assum ed to take physicalvalues ifm easured in
the m acroscopictim e.The equationsofthe spin system
operatorsD �(�)arethen given by

d

d�
D � (�)= � (� � i!

�

R
)D � (�)

� 2i~�

�
�

!0
D � (�)+

1

2

�

!0
D 0(�)

�

sin ~
 �; (4.4a)

d

d�
D 0(�)= � 

�
D 0(�)� 

+ 2i~�
�

!0

�

D + (�)� D� (�)
�

sin ~
 �: (4.4b)

These are,however,di� cultto solve exactly,so we rely
upon the perturbation m ethod and assum e thatthe ex-
ternalperturbation isweak.(O neisinterested herein SR
phenom enon,i.e.,am pli� cation ofweak inputs with the
help ofnoise.) The solutionsup to O (~�=~!0)orO (�=!0)
arethusobtained forlong tim es� � 1=� as

D � (�)! �
i

2
~�
�

!0
tanh

1

2
�!0

"

1

(!�
R
� ~
 )� i�

e
� i~
 �

�
1

(!�
R
+ ~
 )� i�

e
� i~
 �

#

; (4.5a)

D 0(�)! � tanh
1

2
�!0; (4.5b)

and X (�),by com bining these solutions,as

X (�)=
�

!0
D 0(�)�

�

!0

�

D + (�)+ D� (�)
�

! �
�

!0
tanh

1

2
�!0 +

�

!0
A
�(~
 )sin

�
~
 � � �

�(~
 )
�

:

(4.6)

Heretheam plitudeA �(~
 )and thephasedelay ��(~
 )are
given,respectively,by

A
�(~
 )=

2(� =!0)2~!0!
�

R
tanh(�!0=2)

r
�

(!�
R
)2 � ~
2 + (�)2

�2
+
�

2� ~

�2

(4.7)

and

tan��(~
 )=
2� ~


(!�
R
)2 � ~
2 + (�)2

: (4.8)

Responding to the input perturbation, X (�) oscillates
around thetherm alequilibrium statewith thefrequency
ofthe perturbation ~
 .
Letusde� nethesignal-to-noiseratio (SNR)R�(~
 )by

R
�(~
 )= jA

�(~
 )j=(�=~!0); (4.9)

and study itsdependenceon thetem perature.Ifthisres-
onatesatany certain tem peratureweconcludeSR exists
in this m odel. In the following,we show the analyses
fortwo speci� c choicesofthe spectralfunction J(!),as
exam ples.O nechoiceis

J(!)=

8
<

:

�! (0 < ! < � )

�� (! > � )
; (4.10a)

called herethe\O hm iccase"[Fig.3(b)],and theotheris

J(ω)

J(ω)

J(ω)

ω

ω

ω

0

0

ω0 Λ

ηω

µ ω0

ηω0

(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG .3. Functional form of (a) physically realistic, (b)
\O hm iccase," and (c)\constantcase"spectralfunction J(!).
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J(!)=

8
<

:

0 (0 < ! < �)

�!0 (! > �)
; (4.10b)

called the \constantcase" [Fig.3(c)]. Although a phys-
ically realistic spectralfunction J(!)m ay have a cuto�
at high frequency �C as sketched in Fig.3(a),it m ay
bereasonableto considerthat�C can bein� nitely large
com pared to thecharacteristicfrequency ofthespin sys-
tem !0 in thestochasticlim itsituation.W ehenceadopt
the m odelspectralfunctions given by Eqs.(4.10a) and
(4.10b)and illustrated in Figs.3(b)and (c).Theirnam es
com e from the functionalform s in the regions around
\on-shell" ! = !0 which are assum ed to be the regions
0 < ! < � and � < ! foreach case.NotethatJ(!0),and
hence � given by Eq.(3.23a),have the sam e value for
both cases,and the dim ensionless param eter � controls
itsm agnitude,i.e.,thenoisestrength.Thedi� erencebe-
tween the two cases m anifests itselfin the tem perature
dependenceofthefrequency shift�� given by Eq.(3.23c)
(Fig.4).Notefurtherthatthefunction I�(!)de� ned by
thedispersion relation (3.24b)doesnotconvergewith the
m odelspectralfunctions(4.10).Sincetheasym ptoticbe-
haviorsofJ�(!)in thesem odelsareconstantas! ! 1 ,
one hasto apply a subtracted form to the dispersion re-
lation.Aftera subtraction at! = !1,thisbecom es

I
�(!)= I

�(!1)+
! � !1

�
P

Z

d!
0 J�(!0)� J�(!1)

(!0� !1)(!0� !)
:

(4.11)

Choosing the subtraction point as !1 = 0,one gets a
convergentintegral,

I
�(!)= I

�(0)+
!

�
P

Z

d!
0 J�(!0)

!0(!0� !)
: (4.12)

From Eqs.(3.24b)and (4.12),thefrequency shiftisgiven
by

�
� =

�
�

!0

� 2 2!0
�

P

Z

d!
0 J�(!0)

!02 � !2
0

: (4.13)

There are two im portant param eters concerning the
environm ent or the noise,i.e.,the tem perature T and

σβ σβ

kT

kT

0

0

∼ Λ

∼ µ

(a) (b)

FIG .4. Schem atic form s of the frequency shift for (a)
\O hm ic case" and (b)\constantcase."
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η

(a)

0

1

2

3

4

5

0 1 2 3 [ω0]

kT

η

(b)

0.0

0.4

0.8

1.2

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 [ω0]

kT

η

(a′)

0.0

0.4

0.8

1.2

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 [ω0]

kT

η

(b′)

FIG .5. Tem perature- and �-dependence of SNR for (a)
\O hm ic case" and (b) \constant case" with 
 = 0:10! 0,
� = 2:0! 0,� = 0:50!0,and �=! 0 = 0:35. (a0) and (b0) are
enlarged versions of(a) and (b),respectively. D arker grays
correspond to largerR �(~
).

the noise strength �. In Fig.5, the SNRs R�(~
 ) for
both casesareshown in the �-T plane.O ne m ay realize
at� rstsightthatSNR dependsdeeply on the choice of
J�(!), nam ely, on the tem perature dependence of the
frequency shift��.Thetem peraturedependencesofthe
SNRsare shown in Fig.6(a)forthe \O hm ic case" with
� = 0:59,and in Fig.6(b)for the \constantcase" with
� = 3:5. m axim um values are seen at around the tem -
perature kT � 0:3!0 forboth cases,thatis,SR occurs.
Roughly speaking,thesem axim um pointscorrespond to
the m inim a ofthe denom inator in the right hand side
ofEq.(4.7). O ne hasto notice,however,thatthisdoes
notoccurforall�: forsom e � itoccurs,and forothers
itdoesnot.And beyond these two possibilities,one can
� nd som estrangephenom ena.SeeFig.6(a0),where� is
chosen as� = 0:65 forthe \ohm ic case," and Fig.6(b0),
where � = 4:5 forthe \constantcase." There existtem -
peratureswhere the system doesnotrespond. W e m ay
callthis\anti-resonance." Itoccurswhen the frequency
shift�� coincideswith thesystem frequency ~!0.Seethe
num eratorofthe am plitude A �(~
 ). And see Fig.6(a00)
with � = 0:70 forthe \ohm ic case" and Fig.6(b00)with
� = 15forthe\constantcase,"wheretheSNRshavetwo
peaks,i.e.,\double resonance." The second m axim um
com es from the overlapping e� ect of a negatively de-
creasing factor!�

R
beyond itszero pointand a positively

decreasing Planck distribution. And it does not corre-
spond to a genuineSR.Ithasno counterpartin classical
system s. The behavior ofthe frequency shift �� m ay
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FIG .6. Tem perature-dependenceofSNR for\O hm iccase"
with (a)� = 0:59,(a0)� = 0:65,and (a00) � = 0:70,and for
\constant case" with (b) � = 3:5, (b0) � = 4:5, and (b00)
� = 15.

be the key to these phenom ena.

V .SU M M A R Y

Q SR in thedriven spin-boson system isdiscussed with
quantum white noise introduced through the SLA. The
SLA is a fram ework which can be used to describe the
van Hovelim it,which ensurestheapproach ofsystem in
a therm alenvironm entto thetherm alequilibrium state.
SNRs versus noise param eters| tem perature T and the
noise strength �| are studied with two m odelspectral
functions J(!). The occurrence ofSR depends on the
choice of�. For som e � the system does not resonate,
for other values it does,and a new phenom enon| anti-
resonanceand doubleresonance| isobserved.Thetem -
peraturedependenceofthefrequency shiftofthesystem
�� due to the interaction with the environm ent| Lam b
shift| m ay bethekey tothesephenom ena.In thissense,
Q SR owesitsexistenceto a quantum e� ect,which isdif-
ferentfrom theclassicalSR,whererandom forceitselfis
im portant.To understand thispoint,thissystem should
be studied in the crossover area between the quantum
and classicalregim es.Thiswork isnow in progress.
Itshould furtherbeem phasized thattheanalysishere

is from the m icroscopic view point, not from a sem i-
phenom enologicalviewpoint.In thelatterthereisnocri-
terion which would tellushow to incorporatethedam p-
ing coe� cient � and the frequency shift �� into the

phenom enologicalequation properly. Here the dam ping
dynam icsisobtained from the fundam entalm icroscopic
Ham iltonian underneath the theory.
Finally,letusm ention experim entalsituationsforthe

presentanalysis.
(1)Thephysicaltim eisnottbut�.Experim entaldata

should becom pared with thetheoreticalpredictionsfrom
the analysisin thispaperin the m acroscopictim e �.
(2) It is very di� cult in generalto prepare precise

quantum m echanical initial conditions experim entally.
Fortunately,however,SNR isobtained from thestation-
ary behaviorofthesystem atlargetim es� � 1=�,and
isirrespectiveofthe initialcondition.
(3) It is possible to controlJ(!) in the cavity Q ED

experim ent. In fact,the life-tim e ofthe unstable state
ofan atom can be successfully controlled by changing
the m odesofthe electrom agnetic � eld,i.e.,by changing
J(!). This m eans that it m ay be possible to observe
SNRswith di� erentchoicesofJ(!)in the cavity Q ED.
Therem ay betechnicaldi� cultiesto overcom e,butit

m ay be possible to observe experim entally the phenom -
ena predicted here. Thiswould also be an experim ental
veri� cation ofSLA itself.
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A P P EN D IX :

Here we brie y describe SLA from a physicalpointof
view.Introducing a generalized rescaled tim e as

t7! � = �
�
t; � > 0; (A1)

onehasthe Tom onaga{Schwingerequation

d

d�
U
(�)

I
(�=��)= � i

1

��� 1

X

�

�

D �A
y
�(�=�

�)

+ D
y
�A �(�=�

�)
�

U
(�)

I
(�=��): (A2)

W e require that the rescaled operators A �,A y
� should

satisfy the com m utation relations with respect to the
rescaled tim e �. It is easily shown that the possible
choicesareonly oftheform A �(�=��)=��=2 and thatthe
non-trivialcom m utation relation is
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�
1

��=2
A � (�=�

�);
1

��=2
A
y

� (�
0
=�

�)

�

= 2

�
�

!0

� 2 �

J(!0)+ i�
�
J
0(!0)

@

@�
+ � � �

�

�
1

2�

Z 1

� !0=�
�

dxe
� ix(�� �

0
)
; (A3)

while the others vanish. Ifthe � rst and higher deriva-
tives ofthe spectralfunction J(n)(!0)(n = 1;2;:::) do
not have singularities,one can safely neglect allterm s
otherthan J(!0)from the expansion. Thiscorresponds
sim ply to thechoiceofdiagonalsingularity,i.e.,only the
boson m ode !k = !0 contributesto the dam ping coe� -
cientin the scaling lim it� ! 0.
From the above considerations, it is convenient to

rewriteEq.(A2)as

d

d�
U
(�)

I
(�=��)

= � i�
1� �=2

X

�

�

D �

1

��=2
A
y
�(�=�

�)

+ D
y
�

1

��=2
A �(�=�

�)

�

U
(�)

I
(�=��): (A4)

Thus,one can see that,in the lim it� ! 0,(1)the right
hand side ofEq.(A4) vanishes in the case of\under"
SLA (� < 2),while (2)itdivergesin the case of\over"
SLA (� > 2),and (3)ithasa form allim itin the caseof
\critical" SLA (� = 2). Therefore the only m eaningful
resultoccursin the � = 2 case.
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