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Quadratic system–bath coupling term plays a critical role in many real–world physical models. To treat the quadratic

coupling term exactly, we have developed the generalized dissipaton–equations–of–motion (DEOM) method and

stochastic–fields–dressed DEOM (SFD–DEOM) method. Among them, the generalized DEOM needs to be scruti-

nized and SFD–DEOM has many restrictions in the application. In this article, we combine the traditional DEOM

theory with the Fokker–Planck algebra. The resulting Fokker–Planck quantum master equation (FP-QME) is an exact

dynamical master equation for open quantum systems, and can be directly applied to non-linear system–bath coupling

cases. We scrutiny those three methods and the results witness the establishment of the exact theory and numerical

method of the open quantum system under quadratic system–bath coupling.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum dissipation plays a crucial role in many fields

of modern science. Various methods, such as hierarchical–

equations–of–motion (HEOM) formalism,1–8 have been con-

structed but are strict in the linear bath coupling cases. While

the non–linear system–bath coupling cases are widespread

in real–world open quantum systems and play an important

role in it. Such as the vibronic optical lineshape and rate

problems,9–11 beyond the linear response theory.12–14 The in-

terest here is also closely related to the recent efforts toward

quantum computing devices, where the fluctuations of linear

noise could be effectively suppressed in optimal operational

situations.

In our previous paper, we have developed dissipaton–

equations–of–motion-2 (DEOM-2)15 and stochastic-fields-

dressed DEOM (SFD–DEOM)16 methods to handle these sce-

narios. These approaches start from different physical founda-

tions and obtain distinct equations of motion (EOM). Among

them, the generalized DEOM method has a good numerical

performance and more clarify algebra structure, but needs to

be scrutinized. And the SFD–DEOM method is regarded as

the strict numerical method, which can be utilized as the vali-

dation, but has many restrictions in the application due to the

bad numerical performance.

In this paper, we treat the first–shell bath (the solvation

modes) explicitly by combining the traditional HEOM the-

ory with the Fokker–Planck (FP) algebra. We regard the core

system, which was formed by the first–shell bath and the sys-

tem, as the new system. This result in the coupling of the

core system and the bath is always linear coupling. Then

this model can be exactly solved using the traditional HEOM

theory. The resulting Fokker–Planck quantum master equa-

tion (FP-QME), which can be directly applied to non-linear

system–bath coupling cases, is an exact dynamical equation of

motion for open quantum systems. It also explicitly treats the

a)Electronic mail: rxxu@ustc.edu.cn
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solvation phase–space (both coordinate and momentum). Just

like what we do in the development of phase–space DEOM

theory17. As such, it extends both the application and inter-

pretation of DEOM algebra. As shown later, we scrutiny gen-

eralized DEOM and FP-QME using SFD–DEOM approaches.

These results witness the establishment of the exact theory

and numerical method of the open quantum system under

quadratic system–bath coupling. Especially, the validation of

the Generalized Wick’s Theorem–2 (GWT–2) shows the su-

periority of DEOM theory.8

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In

Sec. II, we briefly review the FP algebra and then derive the

FP-QME. In Sec. III, we cross check FP-QME not only with

generalized DEOM15 but also with SFD–DEOM.16 This work

is summarized in Sec. IV, together with perspectives on fur-

ther applications. Throughout the paper we set h̄ = 1 and

β = 1/(kBT ), with kB the Boltzmann constant and T the tem-

perature.

II. HYBRIDIZED DEOM THEORY

Without loss of generality, we focus explicitly on a single–

dissipative–mode case. The total system–plus–bath composite

Hamiltonian reads

HT = ĤS + Q̂SF(x̂B)+ hB. (1)

The system Hamiltonian ĤS and hybridizing mode Q̂S are

rather arbitrary. For the bath, hB and x̂B are modeled to be

harmonic and linear; i.e.,

hB = ∑
j

ω j

2
(p̂2

j + x̂2
j) and x̂B = ∑

j

c jx̂ j. (2)

In Eq. (1), F(x̂B) is assumed to be a polynomial of the solva-

tion coordinate x̂B, i.e.,

F(x̂B) =
Nc

∑
u=0

αux̂u
B
. (3)
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A. Hybrid description

In the hybrid description, bath Hamiltonian in Eq. (2) can

be divided into the solvation modes and secondary bath parts

with the Calderia–Leggett model, which reads

hB =
1

2
ωB(p̂2

B
+ x̂2

B
)+

1

2
∑

j

ω̃ j

[
p̃2

j +(x̃ j −
c̃ j

ω̃ j

x̂B)
2
]
. (4)

The solvation mode of frequency ωB , with coordinate oper-

ator x̂B and momentum operator p̂B, is a Brownian oscilla-

tor subject to the stochastic force F̃(t) = eih̃Bt(∑ j c̃ j x̃ j)e
−ih̃Bt

from secondary h̃B–bath oscillators {ω̃ j, x̃ j, p̃ j}. By denot-

ing x̂B(t) ≡ eihBt x̂Be−ihBt , and 〈Ô〉B ≡ trB(Ôe−β hB)/trBe−β hB ,

we can obtain

〈x̂B(t)x̂B〉B =
1

π

∫ ∞

−∞
dω

χ ′′
B
(ω)e−iωt

1− e−β ω
, (5)

with χ ′′
B
(ω) = ImχB(ω) and

χB(ω) =
ωB

ω2
B
−ω2 − iωζB(ω)

. (6)

Here, ζB(ω)≡ ∫ ∞
0 dt eiωt ζ̃B(t), with the classical friction func-

tion reading

ζ̃B(t) = ωB ∑
j

(c̃2
j/ω̃ j)cos(ω jt). (7)

The spectral density of secondary bath is then

J̃(ω) =
ω

ωB

ReζB(ω), (8)

with the secondary bath fluctuation–dissipation theorem read-

ing

〈F̃(t)F̃〉B̃ =
1

π

∫ ∞

−∞
dω

J̃(ω)e−iωt

1− e−β ω
. (9)

Using Eq. (9) with (8), we can write down the HEOM

where system and solvation are considered to be a composite

system, and the second bath correlation function contributes to

the DDOs. According to the fluctuation–dissipation theorem

Eq. (9), together with Matsubara, Padé, and Prony expansion,

we can obtain

〈F̃(t)F̃〉B̃ =
NK

∑
k=1

η̃ke−γ̃kt (t > 0). (10)

B. Hybridized DEOM

The traditional DEOM then reads

ρ̇ñ =− i

[
Ĥcore,ρñ

]
− γñρñ − i

NK

∑
k=1

[
x̂B,ρñ

+
k

]

− i
NK

∑
k=1

ñk

(
η̃k x̂Bρ

ñ
−
k

− η̃∗
k̄
ρ

ñ
−
k

x̂B

)
. (11)

with the core–system Hamiltonian Ĥcore defined as

Ĥcore = ĤS + Q̂SF(x̂B)+
ωB

2
(p̂2

B
+ x̂2

B
)+

1

2
∑

j

c̃2
j

ω̃ j

x̂2
B
. (12)

Note that with Eq. (7), we obtain the reorganization coeffi-

cient,

ζ̃B(0) =
1

2
∑

j

c̃2
j

ω̃ j

. (13)

Here, the involved {ρ
ñ
} include both system and solvation

degrees of freedom, where ñ is a K-dimensional vector la-

beling the secondary bath dissipatons. In Eq. (11), we denote

γñ = ∑k ñkγ̃k. Written in the solvation modes in the Wigner’s

representation, See Eq. (A18). We can expand {ρ
ñ
(xB, pB)} as

ρñ(xB, pB) =
(β ωB

2π

) 1
2 ∑

n1,n2

sn1n2√
n1!n2!

ρn1n2;ñ

× e−
βωB

4 (x2
B+p2

B)Ψn1,n2
(xB, pB), (14)

where the coefficients {ρn1n2;ñ} is a core system operator. It

is easy to show that ρ00;0̃ is the reduced system operator. The

Derivation details of Eq. (14) are in Appandix. A 1. We can

obtain the EOM for {ρn1n2;ñ} as

ρ̇n1n2;ñ =− i
[
Lcore − γñ

]
ρn1n2;ñ − i

NK

∑
k=1

(x̂>
B
− x̂<

B
)ρ

n1n2;ñ+
k

− i

NK

∑
k=1

ñk

(
η̃kx̂>

B
ρ

n1n2;ñ−
k

− η̃∗
k̄
x̂<

B
ρ

n1n2;ñ−
k

)
. (15)

Here,

Lcoreρn1n2;ñ =− i
[ωB

2

(
p̂>2

B
+ x̂>2

B
− p̂<2

B
− x̂<2

B

)

+ ζ̃B(0)
(
x̂>2

B
− x̂<2

B

)]
ρn1n2;ñ − i[HS,ρn1n2;ñ]

− i[Q̂SF(x̂>
B
)ρn1n2;ñ −F(x̂B

<)ρn1n2;ñQ̂S].
(16)

The Eq. (15) has the same structure as the traditional

DEOM, and Eq. (16) is the Liouville operator of the core sys-

tems under the description of FP algebra. We note that it is

a hybridized description of coordinate and momentum phase–

space.

III. NUMERICAL DEMONSTRATION

For demonstration, we apply the Drude model,

ζ̂B(ω) =
iη̃ωB

ω + iγ̃
, (17)

for the second bath, which lead to J̃(ω) the expression [c.f.

Eq. (8)]

J̃(ω) =
η̃ γ̃ω

ω2 + γ̃2
. (18)
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For numerical demonstrations, we select a two-state model

system as in Ref. 15. In this model, the Eq. (1) can be de-

scribed by

HT = hg|g〉〈g|+(he+∆)|e〉〈e|, (19)

where,

he =
1

2
ωB(p̂2

B + x̂2
B)+

1

2
∑
k

ω̃k[p̃
2
k +(x̃k −

c̃k

ω̃k

x̂B)
2], (20)

and,

hg =
1

2
ω ′

B(p̂′2B + x̂′2B )+
1

2
∑
k

ω̃ ′
k[p̃

′2
k +(x̃′k −

c̃′k
ω̃ ′

k

x̂′B)
2], (21)

follow the Caldeira–Leggett’s interaction form.18 Then in the

Hg–based description, HT can be reformulated as:

HT =∆|e〉〈e|+ hg+(he − hg)|e〉〈e|
=∆|e〉〈e|+ hg+(α0 +α1x̂B +α2x̂2

B)|e〉〈e|, (22)

where,

α0 = λ θ 2
B
, α1 =−(2λ ωB)

1
2 θ 2

B
, α2 =

ωB

2
(θ 2

B
− 1). (23)

Here, λ represents the linear–displacement induced reorgani-

zation and θB = ω ′
B/ωB.

In this article, we only consider the scenario that F(x̂B) =
α0 +α1x̂B +α1x̂2

B
due to the designated model described be-

fore. We can use Eq. (A22) to obtain the explicit result; See

appendix B. Note in Eq. (15), the F(x̂<
B
) only appears in one

term, so the FP–QME is still a general method for nonlinear

coupling and a little modification is needed in the other cases.

As the validation step, we show the evolution of the FP–QME,

SFD–DEOM, and generalize DEOM. Although these SFD–

DEOM and generalized DEOM methods are applicable in this

scenario. To have consistency in the dynamic evolution, we

must set these two methods with the same initial state. So we

use step Hamiltonian HT = ωeg|e〉〈e|+VΘ(t)(|e〉〈g|+ |g〉〈e|)
to make sure they have the same initial state at t = 0, where the

Θ(t) is the step function. This step Hamiltonian guarantee the

initial state at t = 0 is the equilibrium state of HT = ωeg|e〉〈e|.
In this paper, we set ωB =∆, η̃ = 10∆, γ̃ = 15∆, β ∆= 1. We

truncate the FP-QME by set all ADO satisfied n1+n2 > 8 and

∑k ñk > 30 to 0 with filter as 1× 10−8, these results are con-

verged compare to LFP = 9 and LTra = 40. The SFD–DEOM

method uses 100000 samples and the generalized DEOM

method truncates at L = 40 with the same filter as FP–QME.

We set ωeg = ∆ in the validation step and ωeg = 50∆ in the

calculation of spectrum density.

We show the evolution of the von Neumann entropy (upper

panel) and the density matrix (lower panel) under step Hamil-

tonian in Fig. 2 with ωeg = ∆ and [θB,λ ] parameters: [8/9,

0.1∆], and corresponding coupling strength [α0, α1, α2] are:

[0.13, -0.57, 0.13]. It can be seen that the result of gener-

alized DEOM is the same as FP–QME. The result of gener-

alized DEOM and FP–QME have a little bit different from

SFD–DEOM, especially in the long time region. This may be

0 5 10 15 20
B (unit of 1/J)

−1

1

〈f
H
〉

0

0.5

(
D
#

SFD–DEOM

FP–QME

DEOM

FIG. 1. Validation of FP–QME and generalized DEOM with nolinear

effect. We set ωeg = 50∆. and the parameters of the spectrum density

are: ωB = ∆, η̃ = 10∆, γ̃ = 15∆, β∆ = 1. The [θB, η] parameters are

[9 / 8, 0.1]. Here, SvN =−Tr(ρlnρ) and 〈σz〉=Tr(ρσz)= ρee
S −ρ

gg
S .

caused by the difficulty in the convergence of SFD–DEOM

for a long time. Those numerical results, especially, the re-

sults of the SFD–DEOM, mean the obtained FP–QME and the

generalized DEOM are validated. The different structures in

generalized DEOM and FP–QME can be viewed as different

truncate schemes.19

The results of the absorption spectrum using FP-QME and

generalized DEOM are also shown in the Fig. 2. The SFD–

DEOM is absent due to difficulty in converging. The absorp-

tion spectrum is defined as:

S(ω) = Re

∫ ∞

0
t.e

iωt〈µ̂S(t)µ̂S(0)〉, (24)

where, µS = |e〉〈g|+ |g〉〈e|. The detailed protocol of evolu-

tion on the dipole–dipole correlation function via traditional

DEOM can be found in Ref. 20. The only difference in

the protocol of the FP-QME is in the first step. The initial

state (ρ0...0 = |e〉〈e|) is the equilibrium state in the generalized

DEOM and SFD–DEOM methods but not in the FP-QME

methods. Under the FP–QME, we have to solve the equilib-

rium state to obtain the same equilibrium state as other DEOM

(DEOM, generalized DEOM, and SFD–DEOM) methods.

As shown in Fig. 2, the FP-QME can obtain the same re-

sult as GWT-2 DEOM with ωeg = 50∆ and different [θB,λ ]
parameters: [4/3, 0.25∆], [4/3, 0], [1, ∆], and corresponding

coupling strength [α0, α1, α2] are: [0.44, -1.26, 0.39], [1.00,

-1.41, 0.00], [0.00, -0.00, 0.39]. We use the same truncate

as before. The numerical unstable in FP-QME are observed

under parameters of [4/3, 0.5∆] and [3/4, ∆]. Moreover, the

reported numerical unstable in generalized DEOM15 is con-

firmed under FP–QME, and both the numerical stability and
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-4 -2 0 2 4
l − l46 (unit of J)

0

1

(
(l

)

\� = 1

[ = 1

0

1

(
(l

)

\� = 1.33

[ = 0

FP–QME

DEOM

0

1
(
(l

)

\� = 1.33

[ = 0.25

FIG. 2. Comparison of absorption spectra using FP–QME and

generalized DEOM. Parameters of spectrum density are the same

as Fig. 1. The [θB, η] parameters are [4/3, 0.25∆], [4/3, 0], [1, ∆],

ωeg = 50∆ and others the same as Fig. 1.

numerical performance of FP-QME are much worse than gen-

eralized DEOM.

IV. SUMMARY

In this paper, we scrutiny dissipaton–equations–of–motion-

2 (DEOM-2) theorem via the FP–QME methods. The FP–

QME methods, combining the traditional with FP algebra,

have the consistent result with the DEOM-215 and SFD–

DEOM16 we developed before. The consistent numerical

methods under the quadratic system–bath coupling scenar-

ios, which plays a critical role in many real–world physical

models, can provide a broader and more detailed range of ap-

plications for the theoretical study of the open quantum sys-

tem. Specifically, these methods can be directly applied to

nonlinear system–bath coupling cases and possess application

prospects in various subjects such as spectra and dynamics in

the excitation energy transfer processing and molecular dy-

namics. Moreover, in the theoretical aspects, the FP–QME

can be regarded as an extension of DEOM theory, which treats

the solvation phase–space (both coordinate and momentum)

explicitly and extends the meaning of dissipaton a lot.
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Appendix A: FP operator and FP algebra

In this appendix, we combine the traditional HEOM theory

with the Fokker–Planck (FP) algebra. The result in hybridized

DEOM theory is an exact dynamical theory for open quantum

systems, and it also treats the solvation phase–space (both co-

ordinate and momentum) explicitly. This formalism can be di-

rectly applied to nonlinear system–bath coupling cases, which

is beyond the scope of existing DEOM formalism.

1. Review of FP algebra

We start with Eq. (5). In the Markovian limit, ζB(ω) = ζB.

By further adopting the high–temperature approximation,21

we have

〈x̂B(t)x̂B(0)〉B ≈ η+e−γ+t +η−e−γ−t , (A1)

with

γ± =
1

2
[ζB ± (ζ 2

B
− 4ω2

B
)

1
2 ], (A2)

and

η± =∓ ωB

γ+− γ−

( 1

β γ±
− i

2

)
. (A3)

It should be noticed that the Markovian and high–temperature

limit are needed only for the construction of FP operator and

FP algebra, and are not necessary for the derivation of FP-

QME.

Now we construct the FP operator that would generate FP

algebra. It reads

LFP(·)≡ i
ωB

2
[p̂2

B
+ x̂2

B
, ·]+ ζB

β ωB

[x̂B, [x̂B, ·]]

+ i
ζB

2
[x̂B,{ p̂B, ·}]. (A4)

When expressed in the Wigner’s representation, the FP op-

erator Eq. (A4) can be converted to a solvation phase–space

operator as

LFP ≡ωB

( ∂

∂xB

pB−
∂

∂ pB

xB

)
− ζB

β ωB

∂ 2

∂ p2
B

− ζB

∂

∂ pB

pB, (A5)

where xB and pB are c–number valued solvation coordinate and

momentum respectively. Under the similarity transformation

L̃FP ≡ eSLFPe−S, (A6)

with S ≡ β ωB

4
(x2

B
+ p2

B
), we can recast L̃FP as

L̃FP = ωB(a
†
2a1 − a

†
1a2)+ ζBa

†
2a2

= γ+c+1 c−1 + γ−c+2 c−2 , (A7)
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where the solvation phase–space operators

a1 =

√
β ωB

2
xB +

1√
β ωB

∂

∂xB

,

a2 =

√
β ωB

2
pB +

1√
β ωB

∂

∂ pB

,

(A8)

and

c−1 ≡ r2a1 + r1a2, c−2 ≡ r1a1 + r2a2,

c+1 ≡−r2a
†
1 + r1a

†
2, c+2 ≡ r1a

†
1 − r2a

†
2.

(A9)

Here,

r1 ≡
√

γ+/(γ+− γ−), r2 ≡
√

γ−/(γ+− γ−). (A10)

Here we set Re(r1/2)> 0. It is easy to verify that they satisfy

the boson-like commutation relations as

[c−j ,c
+
k ] = [a j,a

†
k ] = δ jk,

[c±j ,c
±
k ] = [a j,ak] = [a†

j ,a
†
k ] = 0.

(A11)

We can now obtain the eigenfunction of L̃FP. It is easy to

recognize that the functions

Ψn1,n2
(xB,pB)=

1√
n1!n2!

(c+1 )
n1(c+2 )

n2Ψ00(xB, pB), (A12)

with

Ψ00(xB, pB)≡
(

β ωB

2π

) 1
2

e−
βωB

4 (x2
B+p2

B), (A13)

are eigenfunctions of L̃FP; i.e.,

L̃FPΨn1,n2
= (n1γ++ n2γ−)Ψn1,n2

. (A14)

Furthermore, by denoting c̄±j ≡ (c∓j )
†, we can also construct

the eigenfunctions {Ψ̄n1,n2
} of L̃

†
FP in a similar way reading

Ψ̄n1,n2
(xB,pB)=

1√
n1!n2!

(c̄+1 )
n1(c̄+2 )

n2Ψ00(xB, pB). (A15)

As resulted

L̃
†
FPΨ̄n1,n2

= (n1γ∗++ n2γ∗−)Ψ̄n1,n2
. (A16)

The functions {Ψ̄n1,n2
} are orthonormal with respect to

{Ψn1,n2
} as

∫∫
dxBdpBΨ̄∗

n1n2
(xB, pB)Ψn′1,n

′
2
(xB, pB)=δn1n

′
1
δn2n′2

. (A17)

Any function Ξ(xB, pB) including the dissipaton degree of

freedom can be expanded under this set of eigenfunctions

{Ψn1,n2
} as

Ξ(xB, pB) =

(
β ωB

2π

) 1
2

∑
n1,n2

sn1n2√
n1!n2!

θn1,n2

× e−
βωB

4 (x2
B+p2

B)Ψn1,n2
(xB, pB), (A18)

Here, the parameters

sn1n2
≡ (−1)n1(β ωB)

n1+n2
2 r

−n1
2 r

−n2
1 , (A19)

are chosen for later convenience and {θn1,n2
} can be seen as

coefficients. It should be noted that {θn1,n2
} are not neces-

sarily c-numbers, and they can be operators including other

degrees of freedom. Inversely, using the orthonormal relation,

Eq. (A17), we can recast {ρn1n2
} as

θn1,n2
=

√
n1!n2!

sn1n2

∫ ∫
dxBdpBΨ̄∗

n1n2
(xB, pB)

×
(

β ωB

2π

)− 1
2

e
βωB

4 (x2
B+p2

B)Ξ(xB, pB). (A20)

2. Coordinate and momentum operator

In this subsection, we derive the action of coordinate and

momentum operator on Ξ(xB, pB) expressed in Eq. (A18).

Firstly we map the left/right action of coordinate and momen-

tum operators x̂
≷
B and p̂

≷
B into the Wigner space as

x̂≷
B
→ xB ±

i

2

∂

∂ pB

and p̂≷
B
→ pB ∓

i

2

∂

∂xB

. (A21)

Then by using Eq. (A18), we can derive the action results on

coefficient {θn1,n2
} as

x̂>
B

: θn1,n2
→ θn1+1,n2

+θn1,n2+1 +η+n1θn1−1,n2

+η−n2θn1,n2−1, (A22a)

x̂<
B

: θn1,n2
→ θn1+1,n2

+θn1,n2+1 + η̄∗
+n1θn1−1,n2

+ η̄∗
−n2θn1,n2−1, (A22b)

ωB p̂>
B

: θn1,n2
→−γ+θn1+1,n2

−γ−θn1,n2+1−η̄∗
−γ−n1θn1−1,n2

− η̄∗
+γ+n2θn1,n2−1, (A22c)

ω̇B p̂<
B

: θn1,n2
→−γ+θn1+1,n2

−γ−θn1,n2+1−η−γ−n1θn1−1,n2

−η+γ+n2θn1,n2−1. (A22d)

Here, we denote

η̄∗
± ≡∓ ωB

γ+− γ−

( 1

β γ±
+

i

2

)
. (A23)

Note the index correspondence that 1(2)↔±, then by us-

ing Eq. (A18), we have

x̂≷
B

Ξ(xB, pB)≡
(

xB ±
i

2

∂

∂ pB

)
Ξ(xB, pB),

=

(
β ωB

2π

) 1
2

∑
n1,n2

sn1n2√
n1!n2!

θn1,n2

(
xB ±

i

2

∂

∂ pB

)

× e−
βωB

4 (x2
B+p2

B)Ψn1,n2
,

=

(
β ωB

2π

) 1
2

∑
n1,n2

sn1n2√
n1!n2!

θn1,n2
e−

βωB
4 (x2

B+p2
B)
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×
(a1 + a

†
1√

β ωB

∓ i
√

β ωB

2
a

†
2

)
Ψn1,n2

,

=

(
β ωB

2π

) 1
2

∑
n1,n2

sn1n2√
n1!n2!

θn1,n2
e−

βωB
4 (x2

B+p2
B)

1√
β ωB

×
[
− r2c−1 + r1c−2 +(r2 ∓ ir1β ωB/2)c+1

+(r1 ∓ ir2β ωB/2)c+2

]
Ψn1,n2

,

=

(
β ωB

2π

) 1
2

∑
n1,n2

sn1n2√
n1!n2!

θn1,n2
e−

βωB
4 (x2

B+p2
B)

1√
β ωB

×
[
− r2

√
n1Ψn1−1,n2

+ r1

√
n2Ψn1,n2−1

+(r2 ∓ ir1β ωB/2)
√

n1 + 1Ψn1+1,n2

+(r1 ∓ ir2β ωB/2)
√

n2 + 1Ψn1,n2+1

]
,

=

(
β ωB

2π

) 1
2

e−
βωB

4 (x2
B+p2

B)
[
(1)+ (2)+ (3)+ (4)

]
. (A24)

In the above derivation, the 2nd and 3rd equalities use Eq.(B4)

and (B5) in the previous paper [J. Chem. Phys. 146, 024104

(2017)]. After the rearrangement of the summation indices,

the four terms in the last equality read

x̂≷
B

Ξ(xB, pB)≡
(

xB ±
i

2

∂

∂ pB

)
Ξ(xB, pB),

=

(
β ωB

2π

) 1
2

∑
n1,n2

sn1n2√
n1!n2!

θn1,n2

(
xB ±

i

2

∂

∂ pB

)

× e−
βωB

4 (x2
B+p2

B)Ψn1,n2

=

(
β ωB

2π

) 1
2

∑
n1,n2

sn1n2√
n1!n2!

θn1,n2
e−

βωB
4 (x2

B+p2
B)

×
(a1 + a

†
1√

β ωB

∓ i
√

β ωB

2
a

†
2

)
Ψn1,n2

,

=

(
β ωB

2π

) 1
2

∑
n1,n2

sn1n2√
n1!n2!

θn1,n2
e−

βωB
4 (x2

B+p2
B)

× 1√
β ωB

[
− r2c−1 + r1c−2 +(r2 ∓ ir1β ωB/2)c+1

+(r1 ∓ ir2β ωB/2)c+2

]
Ψn1,n2

,

=

(
β ωB

2π

) 1
2

∑
n1,n2

sn1n2√
n1!n2!

θn1,n2
e−

βωB
4 (x2

B+p2
B)

× 1√
β ωB

[
− r2

√
n1Ψn1−1,n2

+ r1

√
n2Ψn1,n2−1

+(r2 ∓ ir1β ωB/2)
√

n1 + 1Ψn1+1,n2

+(r1 ∓ ir2β ωB/2)
√

n2 + 1Ψn1,n2+1

]
,

=

(
β ωB

2π

) 1
2

e−
βωB

4 (x2
B+p2

B)
[
(1′)+ (2′)+ (3′)+ (4′)

]
.

In the above derivation, the 2nd and 3rd equalities use Eq.(B4)

and (B5) in the previous paper [J. Chem. Phys. 146, 024104

(2017)]. After the rearrangement of the summation indices,

the four terms in the last equality read

(1′) = ∑
n1,n2

sn1+1n2√
(n1 + 1)!n2!

θn1+1,n2

−r2√
β ωB

√
n1 + 1Ψn1,n2

,

= ∑
n1,n2

sn1n2√
n1!n2!

θn1+1,n2
Ψn1,n2

.

(2′) = ∑
n1,n2

sn1n2+1√
n1!(n2 + 1)!

θn1,n2+1
r1√
β ωB

√
n2 + 1Ψn1,n2

= ∑
n1,n2

sn1n2√
n1!n2!

θn1,n2+1Ψn1,n2
.

(3′) = ∑
n1,n2

√
n1sn1−1n2√
(n1 − 1)!n2!

θn1−1,n2

( r2 ∓ ir1β ωB/2√
β ωB

)
Ψn1,n2

= ∑
n1,n2

sn1n2√
n1!n2!

θn1−1,n2

(−r2
2

β ωB

± ir1r2

2

)
n1Ψn1,n2

,

= ∑
n1,n2

sn1n2√
n1!n2!

θn1−1,n2
(η+/η̄∗

+)n1Ψn1,n2
.

(4′) = ∑
n1,n2

√
n2sn1n2−1√

n1!(n2 − 1)!
θn1,n2−1

( r1 ∓ ir2β ωB/2√
β ωB

)
Ψn1,n2

= ∑
n1,n2

sn1n2√
n1!n2!

θn1,n2−1

( r2
1

β ωB

∓ ir1r2

2

)
n2Ψn1,n2

,

= ∑
n1,n2

sn1n2√
n1!n2!

θn1,n2−1(η−/η̄∗
−)n2Ψn1,n2

.

In the last steps of above two derivations, Eq. (A3) and (A10)

are used. We then finish deriving relation Eq. (A22a) and

(A22b) by adding the four terms together. Similarly, we can

obtain

p̂≷
B

θ (xB, pB)≡
(

pB ∓
i

2

∂

∂xB

)
,

=

(
β ωB

2π

) 1
2

∑
n1,n2

sn1n2√
n1!n2!

θn1,n2

(
pB ∓

i

2

∂

∂xB

)

× e−
βωB

4 (x2
B+p2

B)Ψn1,n2
(xB, pB),

=

(
β ωB

2π

) 1
2

∑
n1,n2

sn1n2√
n1!n2!

θn1,n2
e−

βωB
4 (x2

B+p2
B)

×
(a2 + a

†
2√

β ωB

± i
√

β ωB

2
a

†
1

)
Ψn1,n2

(xB, pB),

=

(
β ωB

2π

) 1
2

∑
n1,n2

sn1n2√
n1!n2!

θn1,n2
e−

βωB
4 (x2

B+p2
B)

1√
β ωB

×
[
− r2c−2 + r1c−1 +(r2 ± ir1β ωB/2)c+2

+(r1 ± ir2β ωB/2)c+1

]
Ψn1,n2

(xB, pB),

=

(
β ωB

2π

) 1
2

∑
n1,n2

sn1n2√
n1!n2!

θn1,n2
e−

βωB
4 (x2

B+p2
B)

1√
β ωB

×
[
− r2

√
n2Ψn1,n2−1 + r1

√
n1Ψn1−1,n2
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+(r2 ± ir1β ωB/2)
√

n2 + 1Ψn1,n2+1

+(r1 ± ir2β ωB/2)
√

n1 + 1Ψn1+1,n2

]
,

=

(
β ωB

2π

) 1
2

e−
βωB

4 (x2
B+p2

B)
[
(1′′)+ (2′′)+ (3′′)+ (4′′)

]
.

After rearrangement of the summation indices, the four terms

in the last equality read

(1′′) = ∑
n1,n2

sn1n2+1√
n1!(n2 + 1)!

θn1,n2+1
−r2√
β ωB

√
n2 + 1Ψn1,n2

,

= ∑
n1,n2

sn1n2√
n1!n2!

θn1,n2+1

(
− r2

r1

)
Ψn1,n2

,

= ω−1
B ∑

n1,n2

sn1n2√
n1!n2!

θn1,n2+1(−γ−)Ψn1,n2
.

(2′′) = ∑
n1,n2

sn1+1n2√
(n1 + 1)!n2!

θn1+1,n2

r1√
β ωB

√
n1 + 1Ψn1,n2

,

= ∑
n1,n2

sn1n2√
n1!n2!

θn1+1,n2

(
− r1

r2

)
Ψn1,n2

,

= ω−1
B ∑

n1,n2

sn1n2√
n1!n2!

θn1+1,n2
(−γ+)Ψn1,n2

.

(3′′) = ∑
n1,n2

√
n2sn1n2−1√

n1!(n2 − 1)!
θn1,n2−1

( r2 ± ir1β ωB/2√
β ωB

)
Ψn1,n2

,

= ∑
n1,n2

sn1n2√
n1!n2!

n2θn1,n2−1

( r1r2

β ωB

± ir2
1

2

)
Ψn1,n2

,

= ω−1
B ∑

n1,n2

sn1n2√
n1!n2!

n2θn1,n2−1(−γ+)(η̄
∗
+/η+)Ψn1,n2

.

(4′′) = ∑
n1,n2

√
n1sn1−1n2√
(n1 − 1)!n2!

θn1−1,n2

( r1 ± ir2β ωB/2√
β ωB

)
Ψn1,n2

= ∑
n1,n2

sn1n2√
n1!n2!

n1θn1−1,n2

(−r1r2

β ωB

∓ ir2
2

2

)
Ψn1,n2

,

= ω−1
B ∑

n1,n2

sn1n2√
n1!n2!

n1θn1−1,n2
(−γ−)(η̄∗

−/η−)Ψn1,n2
.

We then finish deriving the relation Eq. (A22c) and (A22d) by

adding the four terms together.

Appendix B: Formula using in coding of Eqs. (15)

For convenience, we split Eq. (15) into 5 parts.

ρ̇n1n2;ñ =− i

[
LS +

ωB

2

(
p̂>2

B
+ x̂>2

B
− p̂<2

B
− x̂<2

B

)

+ ζ̃B(0)
(
x̂>2

B
− x̂<2

B

)]
ρn1n2;ñ − γñρn1n2;ñ

− i[Q̂SF(x̂>
B
)ρn1n2;ñ −F(x̂<

B
)ρn1n2;ñQ̂S]

− i

NK

∑
k=1

(x̂>
B
− x̂<

B
)ρ

n1n2;ñ+
k

− i

NK

∑
k=1

ñk

(
η̃kx̂>

B
ρ

n1n2ñ
−
k

− η̃∗
k̄
x̂<

B
ρ

n1n2;ñ−
k

)

=− iLSρn1n2;ñ − i
ωB

2
(1)− iζ̃B(0)(2)− γñρn1n2;ñ

− i(3)− i(4)− i(5) (B1)

The first part reads:

(1) =
(

p̂>2
B

+ x̂>2
B

− p̂<2
B

− x̂<2
B

)
ρn1,n2;ñ

=4i(n1 − n2)r1r2ρn1,n2;ñ + 2in1r1r2

(
1+

γ−
γ+

)
ρn1−1,n2+1;ñ

− 2in2r1r2

(
1+

γ+
γ−

)
ρn1+1,n2−1;ñ (B2)

The second part read:

(2) =
(
x̂>2

B
− x̂<2

B

)
ρn1,n2;ñ

=(2n1 + 1)Â+ρn1,n2;ñ +(2n2 + 1)Â−ρn1,n2;ñ

+ 2

(
n1

2

)
B̂++ρn1−2,n2;ñ + 2

(
n2

2

)
B̂−−ρn1,n2−2;ñ

+ 2n1Â+ρn1−1,n2+1;ñ + 2n2Â−ρn1+1,n2−1;ñ

+ 2n1n2B̂+−ρn1−1,n2−1;ñ (B3)

Here and after, ˆA±Ô = η±Ô− η̄∗
±Ô and B̂±∓Ô = η±η∓Ô−

η̄∗
±η̄∗

∓Ô. The third part reads:

(3) =Q̂SF(x̂>
B
)ρn1n2;ñ −F(x̂<

B
)ρn1n2;ñQ̂S

= Q̂S (α0)ρn1n2;ñ − (α0)ρn1n2;ñQ̂S

+ Q̂S (α1x̂>
B
)ρn1n2;ñ − (α1x̂<

B
)ρn1n2;ñQ̂S

+ Q̂S

(
α2 (x̂

>
B
)

2
)

ρn1n2;ñ −
(

α2 (x̂
<
B
)

2
)

ρn1n2;ñQ̂S

= α0(I)+α1(II)+α2(III) (B4)

Where,

(I) =[Q̂S,ρn1,n2;ñ]

(II) =[Q̂S,ρn1+1,n2;ñ]+ [Q̂S,ρn1,n2+1;ñ]

+ n1Ĉ+ρn1−1,n2;ñ + n2Ĉ−ρn1,n2−1;ñ

(III) =[Q̂S,ρn1+2,n2;ñ]+ [Q̂S,ρn1,n2+2;ñ]+ 2[Q̂S,ρn1+1,n2+1;ñ]

+ (2n1 + 1)Ĉ+ρn1,n2;ñ +(2n2+ 1)Ĉ−ρn1,n2;ñ

+ 2n1Ĉ+ρn1−1,n2+1;ñ + 2n2Ĉ−ρn1+1,n2−1;ñ

+ 2

(
n1

2

)
D̂++ρn1−2,n2;ñ + 2

(
n2

2

)
D̂−−ρn1,n2−2;ñ

+ 2n1n2D̂+−ρn1−1,n2−1;ñ (B5)

Here and after, Ĉ±Ô = η±Q̂SÔ − η̄∗
±ÔQ̂S and D̂±∓Ô =

η±η∓Q̂SÔ− η̄∗
±η̄∗

∓ÔQ̂S. The fourth part reads:

(4) =
NK

∑
k=1

(x̂>
B
− x̂<

B
)ρ

n1,n2;ñ+
k

=
NK

∑
k=1

(n1Â×
+ρn1−1,n2;ñ+

k
+ n2Â×

−ρn1,n2−1;ñ+
k

) (B6)

The fifth part reads:

(5) =
NK

∑
k=1

ñk

(
η̃k x̂>

B
ρ

n1n2;ñ−
k

− η̃∗
k̄
x̂<

B
ρ

n1n2;ñ−
k

)
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=
NK

∑
k=1

ñk

(
η̃kρn1+1,n2;ñ−

k
+ η̃kρn1,n2+1;ñ−

k

+ n1η+η̃kρn1−1,n2;ñ−
k
+ n2η−η̃kρn1,n2−1;ñ−

k

− η̃∗
k̄
ρn1+1,n2;ñ−

k
− η̃∗

k̄
ρn1,n2+1;ñ−

k

− n1η̄∗
+η̃∗

k̄
ρn1−1,n2;ñ−

k
− n2η̄∗

−η̃∗
k̄

ρn1,n2−1;ñ−
k

)

=
NK

∑
k=1

ñk

(
Ãkρn1+1,n2;ñ−

k
+ Ãkρn1,n2+1;ñ−

k

+ n1B̃k+ρn1−1,n2;ñ−
k
+ n2B̃k−ρn1,n2−1;ñ−

k

)
. (B7)

Here and after, Â×
k = η̃k − η̃∗

k̄
and B̂×

k± = η±η̃k − η̄∗
±η̃∗

k̄
. so,

the final equations are:

ρ̇n1n2ñ =− iLSρn1n2;ñ + 2ωb(n1 − n2)r1r2ρn1,n2;ñ + n1ωbr1r2

(
1+

γ−
γ+

)
ρn1−1,n2+1;ñ − n2ωbr1r2

(
1+

γ+
γ−

)
ρn1+1,n2−1;ñ

− iζ̃B(0)
(
(2n1 + 1)Â+ρn1,n2;ñ +(2n2+ 1)Â−ρn1,n2;ñ + 2

(
n1

2

)
B̂++ρn1−2,n2;ñ + 2

(
n2

2

)
B̂−−ρn1,n2−2;ñ

+ 2n1Â+ρn1−1,n2+1;ñ + 2n2Â−ρn1+1,n2−1;ñ + 2n1n2B̂+−ρn1−1,n2−1;ñ

)
− γñρn1n2;ñ − iα0[Q̂S,ρn1,n2;ñ]

− iα1([Q̂S,ρn1+1,n2;ñ]+ [Q̂S,ρn1,n2+1;ñ]+ n1Ĉ+ρn1−1,n2;ñ + n2Ĉ−ρn1,n2−1;ñ)− iα2

(
[Q̂S,ρn1+2,n2;ñ]+ [Q̂S,ρn1,n2+2;ñ]

+ 2[Q̂S,ρn1+1,n2+1;ñ]+ 2n1n2D̂+−ρn1−1,n2−1;ñ +(2n1 + 1)Ĉ+ρn1n2;ñ +(2n2+ 1)Ĉ−ρn1n2;ñ

+ 2

(
n1

2

)
D̂++ρn1−2,n2;ñ + 2

(
n2

2

)
D̂−−ρn1,n2−2;ñ + 2n1Ĉ+ρn1−1,n2+1;ñ + 2n2Ĉ−ρn1+1,n2−1;ñ

)

− i

NK

∑
k=1

ñk

(
Ãkρn1+1,n2;ñ−

k
+ Ãkρn1,n2+1;ñ−

k
+ n1B̃k+ρn1−1,n2;ñ−

k
+ n2B̃k−ρn1,n2−1;ñ−

k

)

− i

NK

∑
k=1

(n1Â+ρn1−1,n2;ñ+
k
+ n2Â−ρn1,n2−1;ñ+

k

). (B8)
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