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A double-time correlation function of arbitrary two quantum operations is studied for a nonstationary open
quantum system which is in contact with a thermal reservoir. It includes a usual correlation function, a linear
response function, and a weak value of an observable. Time evolution of the correlation function can be derived
by means of the time-convolution and time-convolutionless projection operator techniques. For this purpose, a
quasidensity operator accompanied by a fictitious field is introduced, which makes it possible to derive explicit
formulas for calculating a double-time correlation function in the second-order approximation with respect to
a system-reservoir interaction. The derived formula explicitly shows that the quantum regression theorem for
calculating the double-time correlation function cannot be used if a thermal reservoir has a finite correlation time.
Furthermore, the formula is applied for a pure dephasing process and a linear dissipative process. The quantum
regression theorem and the the Leggett-Garg inequality are investigated for an open two-level system. The results
are compared with those obtained by exact calculation to examine whether the formula is a good approximation.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A study on a quantum system under the influence of a ther-
mal reservoir, called an open quantum system, is of essential
importance not only in the foundations of quantum mechanics
[1] but also in the applications of quantum mechanics to com-
munication and computation, which are referred to as quantum
information processing and make it possible to perform novel
tasks that cannot be done by classical information processing
[2]. In a realistic situation, a quantum system is inevitably
influenced by a surrounding environmental system, which we
refer to as a thermal reservoir in this paper. Since information
that a quantum system possesses flows out to a thermal
reservoir due to an interaction, a quantum system undergoes
irreversible time evolution, during which quantumness of the
system such as coherence, entanglement, and nonlocality is
degraded [3-6]. Although a study on irreversibility has a
long history in non-equilibrium statistical mechanics [7], it
has still attracted much attention since irreversibility plays an
important role in controlling quantum states when performing
quantum information processing and understanding coherence
and quantum correlation of quantum states [8—11].

A state of a quantum system is described by a density
operator p(t) which is a positive operator satisfying Trp(t) =
1, where Tr stands for a trace operation. The irreversible time
evolution of a quantum system is governed by the equation of
motion for a density operator p(¢). The reduced time evolution
of an open quantum system can be derived by various methods
including the phenomenological equation [12,13], the stochas-
tic equation [14,15], the quantum master equation [4,7], and
the path integral [16]. When a thermal reservoir has a suffi-
ciently short correlation time and there is no initial correlation
between a relevant quantum system and a thermal reservoir, the
reduced time evolution of a quantum system can be described
by a dynamical semigroup [4-6]. In this case, a change from
p(to) to p(r) with t > 1, is given by a completely positive map
and the time-evolution equation is given by the Markovian
quantum master equation of the Lindblad form [4-6]. How-
ever, the Markovian time evolution of a density operator p(#) is
not sufficient in many systems treated in quantum information
processing and coherent optical transient phenomena. In
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particular, the non-Markovian effects are also important to un-
derstand coherence and quantum correlation of quantum states
[17-28]. To obtain quantum dynamics beyond the Markovian
time evolution, an approximation method is necessary in many
cases since an interaction between a quantum system and a
thermal reservoir is too complicated to solve exactly. The
systematic method for perturbative expansion for a reduced
density operator has been developed by making use of the pro-
jection operator method [4,29-31] with the assistance of cumu-
lant expansion [14,32-36]. The results are given by the time-
local (time-convolutionless) quantum master equation and the
time-nonlocal (time-convolution) quantum master equation,
which are successfully applied to many quantum systems.

A density operator p(¢) can describe all properties of
single-time events in a quantum system. Probability that
projective measurement performed on a quantum system at
time ¢ yields an outcome a is given by P(a;t) = {(a|p(t)|a)
[1,2,4], where a and |a) are eigenvalue and corresponding
eigenstate of a measured observable A. This means that any
statistical property of a single-time event is derive from the
density operator p(¢). However, there are important quantities
that are not single-time events. For instance, the second order
coherence and the fluorescence spectrum in quantum optical
systems are described by double-time correlation functions
[37-39]. A linear response function that characterizes how a
system responds to a weak external field depends on two times
at which an external field is applied to the system and a system
observable is measured [7,40-44]. Furthermore, a weak value
of an observable A [45-48] is not a single-time quantity.
It depends on two times [49-51]: One is a measurement
time at which an observable A is weakly measured, and the
other is a postselection time at which the weakly measured
system is postselected in a certain quantum state. Usually
double-correlation functions are calculated by making use
of the quantum regression theorem [4,37-39]. However, it
has been shown that the quantum regression theorem is valid
only in restricted situations. When reduced time evolution of
a relevant quantum system is non-Markovian, it cannot be
no longer used for calculating correlation functions [52-58].
Therefore, it is of a great importance to formulate a systematic
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calculation method that is valid even if the reduced time
evolution is non-Markovian.

In this paper, applying the projection operator method
[4,29-31,34-36] to a quasidensity operator with a fictitious
field that is introduced here, we derive formulas for calculating
double-time correlation functions of an open quantum system
influenced by a thermal reservoir. The preliminary version
of the method has been developed for formulating the linear
response theory [59] and the weak measurement process [60]
of open quantum systems. The projection operator method
for calculating correlation functions has already been used in
Ref. [58]. However, our method makes it possible to derive
explicit forms of double-time correlation functions. The result
is applied to exactly solvable models of an open two-level
system to show how our formulas work well. The validity of
quantum regression theorem [52-57] and the violation of the
Leggett-Garg inequality [61-71] are also examined. In Sec. II,
we define a double-time correlation function of two quantum
operations for which we derive calculation formulas. The
double-time correlation function becomes a usual correlation
function [4,72], a linear response function [40,41], and a
weak value of an observable [47,48] by setting the quantum
operations appropriately.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. III, we introduce
a quasidensity operator accompanied with a fictitious field.
The linear term with respect to the fictitious field yields
the double-time correlation function. Using the projection
operator method, we derive the time-local [4,29-31] and time-
nonlocal equations [4,29-31] for the reduced quasidensity
operator. In Sec. IV, we apply the second-order approximation
(the Born approximation) [4] to the time-local and time-
nonlocal equations [34-36] and we derive the linearized
solutions with respect to the fictitious field. Then we can
obtain the double-time correlation function, which consists
of two terms. One is derived by making use of the quantum
regression theorem and the other is a correction term which is
yielded by a finite correlation time of a thermal reservoir.
The latter becomes negligible if the thermal reservoir has
a sufficiently short correlation time. In Sec. V, assuming a
linear coupling between the relevant quantum system and
the thermal reservoir, we derive the double-time correlation
functions explicitly. In Sec. VI, we treat two exactly solvable
models for a two-level system in a pure dephasing [73,74]
and a linear dissipative process [4,19] to show that the derived
formulas work well. Furthermore, we investigate the validity
of the quantum regression theorem [52—57] and the violation
of the Leggett-Garg inequality [61-71]. It will be found from
the results that the formulas are good approximation for the
double-time correlation functions. In Sec. VII, we provide a
brief summary of this paper.

II. DOUBLE-TIME CORRELATION FUNCTION
OF QUANTUM OPERATIONS

Time evolution of a quantum system is described in terms
of a Liouvillian superoperator £ [4], which is defined by
Lo = —(i/h)H*e with Kubo’s notation X*e = [X,e] [40],
where we denote a Hamiltonian of a quantum system as H. A
quantum system that we consider in this paper consists of two
parts: One is a relevant system and the other is a surrounding
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environment or a thermal reservoir. Then the Hamiltonian
is decomposed into H = Hg + Hsg + Hy with Hg and Hg
being the system and reservoir Hamiltonians and Hgg being
the system-reservoir interaction Hamiltonian. Furthermore,
we denote arbitrary quantum operations performed on the
relevant system as K; and K,, where we do not require
that these operations preserve a trace of a density operator.
When the whole system is in a quantum state described by a
density operator W at an initial time #y, we define a function
G(t,111K2,Ky) by

G(t2,111K2, K1) = Tr[Kpe ™K e 0 W)

(t, > t; > ty). (D

In the rest of this paper, we refer to this function as a double-
time correlation function of the two quantum operations /C,
and /C,. This function means that the two quantum operations
K, and IC; are performed on the relevant system at time £, and ¢
during the time evolution. As explained below, the double-time
correlation function given by Eq. (1) includes various kinds of
quantities as a special case.

First, we substitute /0y = A and ', = B into Eq. (1), where
A and B are observables of the relevant quantum system. Then
G(tp,t1|B,A) becomes a usual correlation function of A and
B [4,72]. In fact, we have

G(t,11|B,A)
— Tr[Beﬁ(fZ*fl)Aeﬁ(h*fo) W]
— Tr[BeﬁH(frh)(Ae—;éH(n —m)We;éH(n—to))e;éH(rz—n)]
= Tr[B() A1) W]
= (B(t)A(t1)) = Cpaltz,11), (2)

where X (1) = ei 10 X~ Hi—0) (X = A B) is a Heisen-
berg operator. If we substitute K; = A and K, = B with
Ae =eA into Eq. (1), we obtain a correlation function
G(t2,11|B,A) = (A(1))B(t2)) = Cap(t1,t2) in the reverse or-
der. Furthermore, by substituting Ky = iA* and K; = B, we
can derive the linear response function [40,41],

G(tr,1|B,iA*) = Tr[ Be“ i AX e 10 W]

= iTt[BeX ™ ™(A — A)eX W]
iTe[B(r)A(t))W] — i Tr[A(1) B(t2) W]
i{[B(12), A(t1)]) = ¢ppalta,11). (3)

When K; = (A 4+ A)/2 and IC, = B, it is obvious that Eq. (1)
becomgs a symmetrized correlation function, G(t,,t|B,
(A + A)/2) = 3(B()A(t) + A(11)B(12)) = Spa(ta.1y).

The weak value of an observable A can be represented in
terms of the double-time correlation function G(,,4 |/ 5, K).
To see this, we denote a measurement operator as Ily,
which is an element of positive operator-valued measure
(POVM) [2,75], satisfying positivity IT; > 0 and normaliza-
tion ) . IT; = 1. Then, by substituting £; = A (K; = 1) and
Ky = Iy into Eq. (1), we can derive the weak value of an
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observable A [47,48,60],
G,y |l_[f,A) Tr[nfeﬁ(lz—ll)Aeﬁ(tl—lo)W]
G(n.11|Tp, 1) Te[ITjef-mw]

= Aw(ta,t1| W), 4)

which is obtained by weak measurement of A at time t,
where the quantum system is preselected in W at initial
time 7y and postselected in Iy at final time #,. Using the
spectral decomposition A =) aP, with eigenvalue a and
eigenprojector P, = |a)(a|, we have the weak conditional
probability of the measurement outcome a,

Tr[nfeﬁ(lz*fl)Paeﬁ(tl —1o) W]
T[T pef—0 W]

which is related to the weak value by Ay(5,7|W) =
Y aPy(allls,W).

Furthermore, we can obtain the joint probability
P(b,ty;a,t;|W) that sequential projective measurement of
observables A and B performed on the relevant system at
times #; and #, (f; < ;) yields the outcomes a and b. To
show this, we introduce two projective superoperator by
P,e =P, e P, and P,e = P, e P,, where P, = |a){a| and
P, = |b)(b| are projection operators with eigenstates |a) and
|b) of the measured observables A and B. Then we can derive

G(12,111Pp,Pa)
= Tr[Pbeﬁ(tz—h)fpbeL(z] —19) W]

Py(allly, W) =

N &)

= |(b|e‘%H(lz—n)|a>|2<a|e—,’i¥H(tl—to)We;—;H(tl—zo)la>
= P(b,tz|a,t;)P(a,t;|W)
= P(bat2;a7t1|W), (6)

where P(b,t,|a,t)) represents the conditional probability that
the measurement of B at the time 7, yields the outcome b for
given measurement outcome a at the time #;, and P(a,t;|W)
is the probability that the measurement of A at the time ¢
yields the outcome a when the quantum system is initially
prepared in the state W at the initial time #y. Here, we note
that Cga(ta,t1) # Y, 2, abP(b,ty;a,t;|W) in general. If the
two observables A and B are both dichotomous, the equality
ReCpa(tr,t1) =), Y ,abP(b,t;a,t;|W) holds. The result
is summarized in Table I. Since the double-time correlation
function G(t,1|/C;, K1) includes various important quantities,
it is very useful to provide a method for systematically
calculating the double-time correlation function.
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III. PROJECTION OPERATOR METHOD FOR
DOUBLE-TIME CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

To drive the time evolution of the double-time correlation
function G(t,,t1|K,,K) for an open quantum system under
the influence of a thermal reservoir, we introduce a fictitious
external field g(¢), which is linearly coupled to the quantum
operation KC; of the relevant quantum system. The Liouvillian
superoperator is replaced by L + g(r)KC;. Then the time
evolution operator of the whole system is given by

t
U(t,10]8) = exp_ (/ dt [£+g(f)/C1]>, (N
o
where exp__ stands for the time-ordered exponential, in which
operators are placed from right to left in the chronological
order. This superoperator is not unitary in general. We have up

to the first order with respect to the fictitious field,

Ult,tlg) = e“™ exp_ [/ dr g(T)Kl(T):|

fo

A P04 / e gD TV T (8)
To

A quasidensity operator of the whole system interacting with
the fictitious field g() is introduced by W (¢|g) = U(t,t9|g)W.
The relevant quantum system is described by the reduced
quasidensity operator Wy(z|g) = TrgW(t|g), where Trg is a
trace operation over a Hilbert space of the thermal reservoir.
Thus, using Eq. (8), we can express the double-time correlation
function G(t,,t|KC,,K1) as follows:

G(tr,111K2,K1) = Trs[KoTrg (52K 50~ W) ]
= Trs[KaWs(t2,111K1)] 9)
with
SWs(n2lg)
3g(n)

where Trg is a trace operation of the relevant quantum
system. It is found from this result that the first-order term
of the reduced quasidensity operator Wg(¢|g) with respect to
the fictitious field g(¢) provides the double-time correlation
function G(t,,t;|K,,K1). Therefore, our task is to obtain
the time evolution of the first-order term of the reduced
quasidensity operator Ws(t|g).

First, using the projection operator method [4,29-31,34—
36], we obtain the time-evolution equation for the reduced

Ws(t,111K1) = , (10)

8(H—0

TABLEI The double-time correlation function G(t,,#|X,, ;) of two quantum operations K and /K, witht, > #,
where A and B are system observables, I, is POVM, and P, is a projective superoperator.

Time #; Time 1, G(t,1|1C5, )

Ki=A K, =B Correlation function Cg,(12,1;)

Ki=A K;=B8B Correlation function C4(t,1,)

K= %(A + A4) K,=B8B Symmetrized correlation function Sga(t;,71)
KK =iA* K, =B Linear response function ¢pa(t,,t1)

Ki=A K, =TI, Weak value A (tp,1,|W)

Ki=P, K, =TI, Weak probability Py (a|TT;, W)

Ki=P, Ko =P, Joint probability P(b,tp;a,t;|W)
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quasidensity operator Wg(¢|g) and then linearize it with
respect to the fictitious field g(zr). When we differentiate
the quasidensity operator W (¢|g) = U(t,%|g)W of the whole
system with respect to time 7, we obtain the equation of
motion, dW(t|g)/dt = [L+ g(®)K]W(¢t|g). Introducing a
projection operator Pe = prTrre with a density operator
pr of the thermal reservoir [4], we can derive two different
time-evolution equations for the reduced quasidensity operator
Ws(t|g), where the derivation is the same as that for the
non-Markovian quantum master equation. One is a time-local
equation [34-36],

0
EWs(ﬂg) = [Ls+ g 1Ws(tlg)
+Ks(t1g)Ws(tlg) + Ls(tlg), (1D)

where Lg, Ks(t|g) and Zs(t|g) are given by Egs. (A1), (A16),
and (A17). The other is a time-nonlocal equation,

9
EWs(tlg) = [Ls + gOK1Ws(t]g) + Ps(t|g)Ws(t]g)

t
+ / dty @s(t,1|g)Ws(n|g) + Ts(tlg), (12)
Io

where ®g(t|g), Ds(t,t1|g), and Js(t|g) are given by
Eqgs. (A20)—(A22). The derivation of Eqgs. (11) and (12) is
briefly summarized in Appendix A.

We can derive the time-evolution equation for the double-
time correlation function G(#,#]/C,,K;) from Egs. (11) or
(12). To do this, we calculate a functional derivative of Eq. (11)
with respect to the fictitious field g(#;) and take the limit
g(t) — 0. Then, we obtain the equation for the operator
Ws(t2,111KC1) of the relevant quantum system from Eq. (10),

d
— Ws(tr,11|1C
P s(t2,111KC1)

= [Ls + Ks(t|0)[Ws(t2,111K1) + Zs(1210)
+ AKs(t2, 11 KD Ws(2|0) + ALg(t2,111K1),  (13)

with
SICq(t
AKs(nlky = sl (14)
8g(t1) g—0
8ZLs(t
ATs(innik = 2521 70, as)
Sg(tl) g—0

where we have used the fact that the equality 6g(#,)/8g(t;) = 0
holds due to t, > t;. The double-time correlation function is
given by G(t, 1 |’C2,’C1) = Trs[’CQWS(Zz,ll |’C1)] In Eq (13),
Ws(1,10) is a reduced density operator of the relevant quantum
system, the time evolution of which is governed by the time-
local quantum master equation [34-36],

(,%Ws(lﬂo) = [Ls + Ks(1210)]Ws(£210) + Zs(22/0).  (16)
The average value of the quantum operation K, is given by
G (1K) = Trg[)C, Ws(£,10)]. Therefore, comparing Eq. (13)
with Eq. (16), we find that the time evolution of double-time
correlation function G(t,,t|/;,K1) and the average value
G(1;]K,) are determined by the same equation if the last two
terms on the right-hand side of Eq. (13) can be ignored. In
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this case, it is found that the quantum regression theorem for
the double-time correlation function is established [4,37-39].
In the absence of the initial correlation between the relevant
quantum system and the thermal reservoir, the similar result
has been obtained in the second-order approximation by a
different approach [56].

In the same way, calculating a functional derivative of
Eq. (12) with respect to the fictitious field g(#;) and taking
the limit g(¢) — 0, we can derive

0
— Ws(t,111K)

ot
= LsWs(t2,111C1) + Ps(t210)Ws(t2,11|1K1)
15}
+ / dt st T|0)Ws(z.01 K1) + Js(t2]0)
fo
+ ADg(tr,1 K1) Ws(12]0)
15}
+ f dv AD(ts.01,7|K)Ws(T]0) + Ads(tnt1 K1),
fo
(17)
with
SD(r
Ayl = 225l (18)
88(t1) | oo
5P ,
Atttk = S2SNI) (19)
8g(t) |40
8Ts(t2]g)
ATs(unlkn = 25D g, o)
ag(tl) g—0

where the reduced density operator Wg(#,]0) of the relevant
quantum system is determined by the time-nonlocal quantum
master equation [29-31],

0
EYe Ws(£210) = LsWs(12]0) + P (12]0) Ws(22]0)
2

15)
+ / dr ®s(12,70)Ws Ws(x]0) + Ts(1210).
i @1

It is seen from Eqs. (17) and (21) that if the last three terms on
the right-hand side of Eq. (17) vanish, the quantum regression
theorem is established for the double-time correlation function
G (1,112, KCy). As will be show later, the quantum regression
theorem is valid only if the correlation time of the thermal
reservoir is sufficiently short.

Before closing this section, we briefly mention the result
given in Ref. [58], which is closely related to Eq. (13). We can
rewrite it into

0
— Ws(tr,11 1K
on s(t2,111K1)

= [Ls + Ks(t2|0)]Ws(t2,111K1)

8Zq(t
+ AKs(tnn KD Ws(a]0) + 2502081 o)

Sg(tl) g—0
Here we have Wg(t2,1,|KC;) = Trg[e“=[C; L) W] from
Eq. (10), which is equivalent to the system operator
A(t; — ty,t — 1) introduced in Ref. [58]. Then the first line on
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the right-hand side of Eq. (22) corresponds to the second term
on the right-hand side of Eq. (10) in Ref. [58] and the second
line to the first term on the right-hand side of Eq. (10). The rela-
tion between the results in this paper and in Ref. [58] becomes
more clear when we apply the second-order approximation
with respect to the system-reservoir interaction in the case that
there is no initial correlation between the relevant quantum
system and the thermal reservoir (see Appendix B). Further-
more, we note that calculation in terms of the quasidensity
operator Wg(t|g) is easier than that using the system operator
Ws(tr,t1|KC1) or A(t; — fo,t» — t1). In fact, we can obtain
explicit formulas for the double-time correlation function.

J
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IV. DOUBLE-TIME CORRELATION FUNCTIONS
IN THE SECOND-ORDER APPROXIMATION

In this section, in order to derive the double-time correlation
function G(#,,111K,,K), we assume that the interaction be-
tween the relevant quantum system and the thermal reservoir is
so weak that we can apply the second-order approximation (the
Born approximation) [4] to the time-local and time-nonlocal
equations (11) and (12) for the reduced quasidensity operator
Ws(t|g). In the rest of this paper, we assume that the equality
(Lsgr(t))g = 0 holds for the sake of simplicity.

A. Double-time correlation function from the time-local equation

In the second-order approximation with respect to the system-reservoir interaction, using the relation G(t,4 K2,/ y) =
Trs[K26 Wy, 1(t218)/8g(t1)]g—0, We can obtain the double-time correlation function from Eq. (11),

15 n
G(t2,111K2, K1) :TrS[ICZUS(Ithl)K:IUS(tlJO)WS]+/ dTl/ dr Trs[ Kols(12,71)
n T
x e“STTNLop (T (1), Lsr(T)]) e ST U (11,10) W |

131 [5) 71 n
+/ dry Trs[KCoUs(tr,t)K1Us(t1,T1) s 0(T1)] +/ dTl/ de/ drs Trs[’Czus(fz,Tl)ecsmﬂ(’)
1y n fo fo

15}
X (Lsr(TD)IK1(t), Lsr(t3)]) re™ U (11, 1) s5,0(r2)] + / dr Trg[Kols(t2,t1) 151 (t1,11)], (23)
4]
where the derivation is given in Appendix B. In this equation, Lsg(t), K1(2), Is.0(t), Is.1(¢,7), and Us(z,7) are respectively given
by Egs. (B3), (B7), (B15), (B17), and (B26). When we use the reduced density operator Wg(t) = Wy o(¢) of the relevant quantum
system, which is a solution of the inhomogeneous time-local master equation (B24), the expression of the double-time correlation
function G(t,11|K;,/KC1) is simplified as

%) h
G(t2,111K2, K1) = Trs[Kolds(t2, 1)Ky Ws(21)] + / dr / dy Trs[KoUs(t,71)
151 )

x eSO (Lo (t)IK1 (1), Lsr(t)]) re 50 We(11)]

5]
+ / dy Trs[Kals (12, 1) s (e1,1 KD, (24)
1

with Is(zy,4|K;) = Is1(t1,t1). Furthermore, when we introduce /C(¢,¢’) and J(¢,'|KC;) by

Ki(t, )y =80 — K1 + 0 — )Ks1(2,1), (25)

J(@t, 1K) =60(t —t)Is(t,t'|Ky), (26)

where [Cg 1 (¢,1) is given by Eq. (B13), the double-time correlation function G(,,|XC,,K1) can be expressed as

G(t2,111K2,Ky) = / dt {Trg[IColds(t2, DK (7,6) Ws(T)] + Trs[KColds (82, 7)J (7,11 [ K]} 27

fo

When there is no initial correlation between the relevant quantum system and the thermal reservoir, that is, W = Wy ® Wk, the
second term on the right-hand side of this equation vanishes if we set pg = Wy in the definition of the projection operator P.
For instance, setting 'y = A and KC; = B, we obtain the usual double-time correlation function of two observables A and B,

(B() A1) = TrsIBUs(t2.1) AWs(1)] + / dr) / dy Tes[ BUs(t2.11)

[5)
x TN Lop(T)A(t), Lsr(T)]) re T Wy(1))] + / dr Trs[BUs(t2,t) Is(T1,11]1 A, (28)

n
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with
t
I(t,T|A) = 55T Trg[Lor(1)A(T)SW] + f dty "5 Trg [ Lsr(OT{Lsr(t)AT)}SW]. (29)

fo

When we substitute IC; = iA* and K, = B into Eq. (24), we have the linear response function ¢ga(t2,t1) = i ([B(t2),A(t1)]) of
an open quantum system,

15 h
¢palta,t1) = iTrg[BUs(ty,11)A* Ws(t)] + i [ dt / dr Trs[ BUs(tz,71)
n Iy

n
x ST Lop(T)[A* (1), Lsr(T)]) g € ST We(71)] + / dr Trs[BUs(t, t)Is(T1,t11iA)],  (30)

1]
with
t
Is(t,T[iA™) = i O Trg[Lsp(t) A (1)SW] + i f dty O Trg[Lsr(OT{Lsr(t)A™ (T)}SW]. (31)
fo

Furthermore, the weak value of an observable A in a postselected open quantum system, where the postselection is described by
a measurement operator I 7, is provided by [60]

Trg[IT ;Us(t2,11) AW (t1)] 1 /lz /t]
Ay (. 11|Ty) = : + dt dt Trg|[ 1 ;Us(12,71)
v Trs{IT, Ws(02)] W, 47 ) an (it

x eSO Lo ([ A(), Lsr(2)]) re™ ST Wi(y)]

1 h
e —— dt; Trg[I1 1 A 5
+ Trs[Hst(lz)]/t, 7y Trg[I1 fUs(t2, T1) Is(T1, 11| A)], (32)

where Ig(¢,7|A) is given by Eq. (29). In deriving Eq. (32), we have used the equality Is(¢,t|1) = I50(¢). Furthermore, by
substituting IC; = P, and K, = P}, into Eq. (24), we can obtain the joint probability of two projective measurements performed
on the relevant quantum system at times ¢; and ;.

B. Double-time correlation function from time-nonlocal equation

Using the same method for the time-local equation, we can obtain the double-time correlation function from the time-nonlocal
equation (12),

t I _
G(tz,tlllCz,lCl)=Trs[lczas(t»t1)’C1WS(t1)]+/ dn/ deTrs[lczz/[S(tz,Tl)
f fo
x eLsm _IO)(,CSR(Tl)IC1(l1)£SR(772)>R e_LS(T2_rO)WS(T2)]

15 _
+/ dry Trg[Kolds(t,t1) s 1 (T1,611K1)], (33)

4]

the derivation of which is given in Appendix C. In this equation, W(#;) and Us(t,t;) are defined by Egs. (C11) and (C12).
Comparing this result with Eq. (24), we can derive the correlation function (B(#;)A(#)), the linear response function ¢4 (2,1),
and the weak value Ay (12,1 |T15) by replacing Us(z,t"), Ws(z), and

e,CS(rl —19) <ESR(T1 MK (t ),ESR(TZ)])R6_£S(T] —19) Ws(t1)
in Egs. (28), (30). and (32) by Us(t.t"), Ws(t) and
BTN s r (T)IC1 (1) Lsr(T2)) re T W(1),

where /C; = A for the correlation function and the weak value and IC; = i A* for the linear response function.

V. EXPLICIT FORMS OF THE DOUBLE-TIME CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

To obtain explicit expressions of the double-time correlation function in the second-order approximation, we assume that the
interaction Hamiltonian between the relevant quantum system and the thermal reservoir is given by Heg = 7 Y u SuR., where
S, and R,, are operators of the relevant quantum system and the thermal reservoir. The corresponding Liouvillian superoperator
isLsg=—i) M(Su R,,)*. For the sake of simplicity, we assume that the initial time is #) = 0 and there is no initial correlation
between them. So, we can write the initial state W = WsWk. In this case, setting pg = Wy in the definition of the projection

042111-6



DOUBLE-TIME CORRELATION FUNCTIONS OF TWO ... PHYSICAL REVIEW A 96, 042111 (2017)

operator P, we have the equality §W = 0 and thus the inhomogeneous terms in the time-local and time-nonlocal equations for
the reduced quasidensity operator disappear. It is easy to find that

e“NLsr(DLsr(t)) re ™ Ws(t) = Y " (RU(OR, (1)) r[Su(tr = HWs(t), Sl + D _(Ru(E)Ru () RIS, Ws(D)S,(t1 — D], (34)

v TRy

where S, (1) = est/hS, e~ Hs!/h and R, (1) = e'x!/" R e~"Hr!/i Then the time-local quantum master equation is given by

d
§Ws(t) =[Ls + K50 1Ws(1) (35)

with
KsoOWs) =Y / dty (Ry(OR () &[S (1 — DWs(D).S, 1+ f dty (RUDR () R[S Ws()S, (11 = 1. (36)
J7Y 0 ©w 0

On the other hand, since we obtain
eSS Lsr() Lsp(t)) re 5" W(th) = 5" (Lsp(t) Lsr(t)) re ™55 ST Wi(t)

= Y (RuOR () r[So(tr — (™ Ws(11)), 8]

v

+ YRR () R[S (5T Ws(11)) St — 1)], 37)

7R

the time-nonlocal quantum master equation of the relevant quantum system is given by

0 - - ! _

EWS(I) = LsWs(t) + / dty s o(t,1) Ws(t1), (38)
0

with

f dty ®go(1,1)Ws(t)) = Z/ dty (R (OR(1)) [ St — ) (X Ws(11)). 5]
0 Jo

+3 /0 dty (Ry(t) R, () R[Sy, (€5 Ws(1)) St — 1)]. (39)
U,V

Next, we obtain the second term on the right-hand side of Eq. (24). After straightforward calculation, we have

ST L(r)IK1 (1), Lsr(T)) ke PO Ws(n) = D (Ru(T)Ru (@) (1K1 (11 — 11), Su(r2 — T)IWs(11), 5,4}

J7RY)
+ Z(RV(TZ)RM(TI»R{S;L»[Icl(tl —11),5(12a — T)IWs(71)},  (40)
n,v
where we have defined the operator S, (t;) by
Su(m)Ws(t1) = Ws(11)Su(12). 41
Then the double-time correlation function G(1,,1|K,,K) is given by
G2, 1Ko, KCy) = Trs[IKolds(t2,t)IC 1 Us(t1,0)Ws] + AG (2,11 C2, Ky). 42)

The first term of the right-hand side is derived by making use of the quantum regression theorem. The second term is given by

MGz k) = 3 [“dny [ dra (R R (TSl )11 = ). 8052 = 7)1 Ws(r). 5,
w,v 141 0

+ Z / dr / dy (Ry(12) R, (1) R Trs Kol s (2, TS0, 1 (11 — 11), Su(t2 — T)IWs(z)}.  (43)
w,v 5] 0

Here, it is important to note that there is no overlap between the two integrations with respect to t; and . If the thermal
reservoir has a sufficiently short correlation time, the reservoir correlation function can be approximated as (R, (t1)R,(72))r &
(R, (t1)R,(11))r6(T1 — 2). In this case, the correction term becomes negligible and thus the quantum regression theorem is
established.
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To derive the correction term of the double-time correlation function from the time-nonlocal inhomogeneous equation, we fist

calculate

eSSTL (T (1) Lsr(T2)) re H 2 Wi(12) = €5 (Ls(r)IC1 (1) Lsr(T2)) ge ™7 552 Wig(13)

= > (Ru(t)Ry(2))r{K1(t1 — 1)Su(r2 — T) [T Ws(12)]. 5,1}

oy

+ Z(RV(TZ)R;L('CI»R{S;A»Icl(tl — )8 — [e“TTWs(r)]}. (44)

7Y

Then, we can obtain the double-time correlation function in the second-order approximation,

G(12,111K2,K1) = Trs[Kolds(t,t)Kils(t1,0)Ws] + AG(12,11 K2, K1), (45)

with

15 n _ _
AG( 1K) = 3 / dn / dy (Ry(1))Ry(en)) e Tres[Kalls(t2. o) K1 (1 — 1)S0(za — )[4 D Ws(e)]. 5, )]
w,v 131 0

+> / dty / dny (Ry(r2) Ry () R Trs [ Kals (12, 1) { S, K1 (11 — )80 (12 — T[22 We(m)]}].
W, 1 0

(40)

Comparing Eqgs. (43) and (46), we find the correspondence between the double-time correlation functions derived from the

time-local and time-nonlocal equations,

Us(t,t') < Us(t,t),
[Ki(t1 — 11),8u(r2 — m)] & Ki(tr — m)Su(2 — 1),
ity — 71).80(ra — T)] & Ki(ty — 1) 80(12 — 1),
Ws(m) & = Wy(n).

Since the range of the 7| integration in Eq. (46) does not have an overlap with that of the 7, integration, the correction term
AG(t,1|K5,K 1) becomes negligible if the thermal reservoir has a sufficiently short correlation time.

VI. SIMPLE EXAMPLES

In this section, we calculate the double-time correlation
functions of an open two-level system interacting with a
thermal reservoir, where a pure dephasing process and a linear
dissipative process are assumed. Using the formula (42), we
explicitly obtain the double-time correlation functions of two
observables A and B. Furthermore, we examine the quantum
regression theorem [52-57] and the Leggett-Garg inequality
[61-71]. The results are compared with those obtained by exact
calculation.

A. Pure dephasing of a two-level system

For a pure dephasing of a two-level system, the interaction
Hamiltonian Hgyr between the two-level system and the
thermal reservoir is assumed to be Hs = 0, ® R, where o,
is the Pauli operator of the z component of a spin-1/2 and R is
a Hermitian operator of the thermal reservoir. When we denote
the ground and excited states of the two-level system as |g)
and |e), we have o, = |e)(e| — |g){g|. Then the time-local
quantum master equation for the reduced density operator
Ws(¢) of the two-level system is obtained from Eq. (B24),

, .
- Ws(t) = —%w[oz, Ws(t)] + 2Reg(t) [0 Ws(t)o. — Ws(t)],

(47)

(

where w represents a transition frequency between the ground
and excited states and the time-dependent function ¢(¢) is
given by

¢(t)=/0 dt (R(7)R(0)) - (48)

When we express an initial density operator as
Ws(t) = 4 + coy + c*o_ + .o, (49)

with |¢|? + (c./2)* < 1 and ladder operators o = |e){g| and
o_ = |g){el, the solution of the quantum master equation is

Ws(t) = 5 + u(t,0)coy. + u*(1,0)c*o_ + Jc.0oo,  (50)

where u(t,s) (f > s) is given by

u(t,s) = exp (—/ dtliow+ y(t)]), (28
with
y(t) = 4Reft dt" (R(t")R(0)) . (52)
0

Then the map defined by the relation Wg(¢) = Us(¢,0)Ws(0)
for any initial state Wg(0) is determined by Us(z,0)[i){i| =
i) (i (¢ = g,e) and

Us(t,0)le) (gl = u(,0)le)(gl, Us(t,0)|g){el = u™(z,0)|g){el.

(33)
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It is easy to see that Us(t,s) = us(t,O)Ugl(s,O) is provided by
Us(t,9)]i)(i] = 1i)(i| and

Us(t,s)le) (gl = u(t,s)le)(gl, Us,0)lg)(e] = u™(r,5)Ig){el.

(54)

Substituting K} = o1 and K, = o5 into Eq. (42), we obtain
the first term on the right-hand side,

(o_(t)o(t1))o = <0.70.+)e—iw(lz—t1)e—g(lz)-he(h), (53)
(04 (12)o_(11))o = (o0 )e! "B 8@ (56)

and (o,(t2)0,(f1))o = 1. In the right-hand side of these equa-
tions, (---) stands for the initial average Trg[- - - W] of the
two-level system and

g(t)=f0 drt y(1). (57)

These results are also obtained by making use of the quantum
regression theorem.

Next we obtain the correction term (43) of the double-
time correlation function. Since we obtain the relations from
Eq. (50) and 0+(t) = e “S'ores" = o',

{los(tr — 11),0,1Ws(11),0} = 2" (1 — ¢ )or,  (58)
{lo_(t1 — 11),0,1Ws(11),0.} = 2¢ 7“1 + ¢ )o_,  (59)
{lo.(t1 — ©1),0;.1Ws(11),0.} =0, (60)

we can derive from Eq. (43)

Alo_(t)os (1)) =4{o_0) / dr, f dx,
N 0

x (R(t1 = ©)R(O0) g™ (2, 71),
(61)

Aoy (t)o_(t)) =4(U+07)/ dTl[ dr,
N 0

X (R(t1 — 1) R(O)) ge "™ u* (1, 11),
(62)

where we have used the relation (0404) = %(1 =+ ¢;). Here we
introduce the function f(f,,t;) by

t f
flta,t) = 4/ dn/ dt (R(7) — T)R(0)) ge 8 H8)
I 0
(63)

Then, the double-time correlation functions of the two-level
system with the correction term in the second-order approxi-
mation are given by

(0 ()04 (t))e = (0-0)e W[ 8@ + f (1 1)),
(64)

(o (0)o—(1)e = (04.0-)e! B[ 8 4 f(1,1)],
(65)

PHYSICAL REVIEW A 96, 042111 (2017)

and (o0,(%2)0,(t1)). = 1. For the pure dephasing, we can easily
obtain the exact double-time correlation functions,

(0 ()01 (1))ex = (0-04)e "V F(1y,11),  (66)
(o1 (1)o_(1))ex = (01.0-)e "V F(1y,11), (67)

and (0,(t)o0,(t1))ex = 1, where F(t,t1) is given by

F(ty,11) =<exp(_ <—2i / ds R(s))> : (68)
141 R

If the thermal reservoir is Gaussian with respect to the
Hermitian operator R, the function F'(f,,;) becomes

F(ty,1)) = exp <—2f 2 ds; / 2 ds, (TR(S])R(S2))>, (69)

where T stands for the time-ordered product.

We next compare the correlation functions to examine
whether our formula is a good approximation and whether
the quantum regression theorem is valid. For this purpose, we
assume that the thermal reservoir is Gaussian and the reservoir
correlation function (R (%) R(t)))g is given by (R()R(t))) =
%Rge_“’z_”'. In this case, the exact time-time correlation
functions become

(05(1)o£ (1)) ex = (0504 )e T8 (70)
with
Ry ? — At
gt) = - [At =1+ "] (71)
When the correlation functions are calculated by means of the
quantum regression theorem, we obtain
(05(02)ox(t1))o = (oxoy)eT @27 s Hs(h), (72)

The result clearly shows that the quantum regression theorem
is valid if and only if the equality g(#, + ;) = g(f2) + g(f1)
holds. Thus the quantum regression theorem is established
when the thermal reservoir has a sufficiently short correlation
time. On the other hand, Eq. (63) is calculated to be

f(ta,t1)

R2 n
— e‘g<’2>[—°(e“' _ l)f ds e—kx+g<s)}
4]

A
R 2
= (TO> e—(Ro/)»)ze—g(tz)(eM -1

o0
1 /R
DIIES

21 y=[14+n—(Ro/WP 1ty _ e[1+n(Ro/x>2w2}

L+n— (Ro/)?
(73)

Substituting this equation into Egs. (64) and (65), we obtain the
correlation functions with the correction term. In this model,
the dephasing time 75 of the two-level system is given by
T,=x/ RS and the correlation time T of the thermal reservoir
is Tg = 1/A. It is obvious from Eq. (73) that the second-order
approximation is valid only when (R3/A)? = Tg/T> < 1. The
time dependences of the correlation functions are depicted in
Fig. 1. Since the second-order approximation is valid if AT, =
2.0, the correlation function calculated from our formula is
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FIG. 1. The time evolution of the normalized correlation functions (04 ()0x(t1))o,c,ex/{0+0%) Witht; /T, =1.0,4,/T, =4.0and t,/ T, =
7.0. The black solid line stands for the exact correlation function, the red dashed line for the correlation function derived our formula, and
the blue dash-dotted line for one by means of the quantum regression theorem. In this figure, we set AT, = 2.0 in panel (a) and A7, = 0.8 in

panel (b).

much closer to the exact one than the correlation function
derived by the quantum regression theorem [Fig. 1(a)]. On
the other hand, when A7, = 0.8, it deviates from the exact
correlation function as |t, — t;|/ T is larger. However, our
result is better than the quantum regression theorem. We note
that the quantum regression theorem is established only in the
limit AT, — o0.

Noninvasive measurability and macrorealism lead to the
Leggett-Garg inequality, which is considered as a temporal
version of the Bell inequality [61-71]. Let us denote as
Q(t) a dichotomous observable which takes the values 41 at
time 7. Then assuming macroscopic realism and noninvasive
measurability, we can derive the the Leggett-Garg inequality,
(Q(2) Q1)) + (Q(13) Q(12)) — (Q(13)Q(r)) < 1 with 13 >
t, > t;. For the Pauli operator o, of a two-level system, the
inequality is replaced by [65,69]

K3(13,02,11) = Re{o,(12)0,(t1)) + Re{o,(13)0,(12))

—Re(ox(13)0:(11)) < 1. (74)

The correlation function (o, (t;)o.(t1)) with o, = |e)(g| +
|g)(e| is given by
(ox(t2)ox(t1)) = cos w(ty — 11)G (12, 11)
4+ i{o;) sinw(t, — t1)G(t,11), (75)
with
G(t,11)

e~8—h) for the exact calculation

e 8+ 1 £(1,. 1) for the derived formula

e8I Fs(t) for the quantum regression”
theorem

(76)

Note that the real part of the correlation function G(#,,t;) does
not depend on the initial condition. To investigate whether the
Leggett-Garg inequality is violated, we introduce

K3(t,t) = Re(o,(t + 21)o,(t + 7)) + Re(o,(t + )0, (1))
—Re(o,(t + 21)0, (1)), a7

where the inequality K3(7,#) > 1 means the violation of the
Leggett-Garg inequality. In Fig. 2, the parameter K3(t,t) is
plotted as a function of 7. It is found from the figure that
our formula for the double-time correlation function is a
good approximation for the exact calculation of the parameter
Ks(t,t). Furthermore, one can see that the Leggett-Garg
inequality is violated in the initial time region for all the cases.
For small values of AT,, the revival of the violation can be
observed.

B. Linear dissipative process of a two-level system

Next, we consider a linear dissipative process of a two-level
system to obtain the double-time correlation function, where
the interaction Hamiltonian between the two-level system and
the thermal reservoir is given by Hsz = o_R' 4+ o, R. In
the interaction picture, it becomes Hgp(t) = o_ Ri(t)e " +
oL R(1)e!® with R(t) = e!flxt/I Re=1Hrt/l Tn this case, the
time-local quantum master equation for the reduced density
operator of the two-level system is given by

; .
LWty = — %[HS,WS(I)] + ¢o_(Doy Ws(1).0-]

at
+ ¢ _Olor, Ws(t)o_]1 + ¢_(1)[o-Ws(1),04]
+ X (Do, Ws(t)oy], (78)
with
¢—+(t)=/ dti (R(t))R1(0)) ge"", (79)
0
¢+—(t)=/ dt (R'(t))R(0)) ge ™" (80)
0

When we express the reduced density operator as Wg(t) =
% +c(t)or +c*(t)o_ + %cz(t)az, we obtain the differential
equations of the coefficients ¢(¢) and c,(¢),

d
Ec(l) =—[y@)+id@) +iw]lc(t), (81)

d
Zcz(t) = =2y (O)[e:(t) — w(1)], (82)

042111-10
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FIG. 2. The dependence of the parameter K5(t,¢) ontime 7 with (a)7/7, = 0.0and AT> = 2.0,(b)t/T, = 2.0and AT, = 2.0,(c)t/T, = 0.0
and AT, = 0.8,and (d) #/ T, = 2.0 and AT, = 0.8. In the figure, we set w7, = 5.0. The black solid line stands for the exact calculation, the red
dashed line for our formula, and the blue dash-dotted line for the quantum regression theorem. The inequality K3(t,#) > 1 means the violation

of the Leggett-Garg inequality.

where the time-dependent parameters y (¢), 6(¢), and w(z) are
given by

y(t) = Relp_..(t) + ¢} _(1)], (83)
8(t) =Iml¢_. () + @3 ()], (34)
_Re[¢p_1(t) — ¢ (1]

Re[¢p_ (1) + ¢ (1)]
Then we obtain the solutions,

c(t) = u(t)c0), c:(t) =u()c(0)+a(),  (86)

w(t) = (85)

with

u(t) = e '’ exp (— [ dt [y(r) + i8(t)]>, 87
0
u,(t) = exp (—2/ dt )/(‘l,')), (88)
0

o(t) = w(t) — w(0)exp (—2/ dt y(t))
0

_ / dt w(t)exp (—2/1 d'ﬂ)/(f)), (89)
0 0

where we set w(t) = dw(t)/dt.

To obtain an explicit form of the correlation function, we
assume that the thermal reservoir consists of independent har-
monic oscillators in the ground state and it has the Lorentzian

spectrum [4,19]. Then, we can obtain the double-time
correlation functions,

(0u(t)o(t))o = 14 (e75®) — 3 (1 + (02)), (90)

(o()o () =1+ [eg(’” —e 8 4 (%) (1—etemm)

x (1—e™ )e—g“z)}(l + (02)), 1)

with g(1) = (£)(Ar — 1 + ™). These correlation functions
are derived in Appendix D. On the other hand, we can derive
the exact correlation function [76],

(0:(12)0(t1)) ex
=1—[JA@)] + AW = 2A(0) Aty — 1) A(11)]
x (14 {0,)), (92)
where A(?) is given by

A(t) = e M [cosh (C—IM) + ! sinh (C—l)»l)], (93)
2 a 2

with a = /1 — 2y /A. The derivation of the exact correlation
function is briefly summarized in Appendix E. It is easy to
check that <Uz(t2)az(tl)>ex ~ (GZ(IZ)Gz(tl))c ~ <Uz(t2)az(t1)>0
is established if the condition y /A < 1 is fulfilled. In this
case, the quantum regression theorem is valid. It is important
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Correlation function

FIG. 3. The time evolution of the correlation functions (o, (f,)0.(t1))o.c.ex With (a) A/y = 4.0 and (b) A/y = 0.2. The black solid line stands
for the exact correlation function, the red dashed line for one derived from our formula, and the blue dash-dotted line for one by making use
of the quantum regression theorem. We set from the left to the right y#; = 1.0,1.5,3.0 in panel (a) and y#, = 1.0,2.5,4.0 in panel (b). In this

figure, we set (o;) = 1.0.

to note that this condition is much stronger than the Markovian
condition. In fact, the reduced time evolution is Markovian
if and only if A > 2y [77-80]. The correlation functions are
depicted in Fig. 3. Itis found from the figure that the correlation
function given by our formula is a good approximation in the
time region of y(t; — t;) < 1 not only for A/y > 1 but also
for A/y < 1. However, it approaches the correlation function
derived by the quantum regression theorem and deviates from
the exact one as the time difference #, — #; is large.
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(@)

Kg(t, 7')

0.95
0

1.4+

1.2+ ]

1.0 =

Kg(t,T)

0.4L ! ‘ : : :
0 5 10 15 20 25
T

Finally, using the correlation function (o,(%)o,(t1)), we
investigate the violation of the Leggett-Garg inequality. The
inequality is given by

Re(o:(13)0:(12)) + Re(o:(12)0:(t1)) — Re(o:(13)0:(11)) < 1,
(94)

with t3 > t, > t;. First, we note that the correlation func-
tion derived from the quantum regression theorem satis-
fies the Leggett-Garg inequality. In fact, using Eq. (90),

1.25

(b)

1.20 ,:
— L15 -
= 1
X 110

=

1.05

1.00

0.95
0

1.2r \ |

1.0 =

K3(t,7')

0.6 1

YT

FIG. 4. The dependence of the parameter K3(z,7) on time 7 with (a) y# = 0.0 and A/y = 4.0, (b) yt = 1.0and A/y = 4.0, (c) yt = 0.0
and 1/y = 0.2,and (d) yt = 1.0 and A/y = 0.2. The black solid line stands for the exact correlation function, the red dashed line for one with
the correction term, and the blue dash-dotted line for one derived by the quantum regression theorem. In this figure, we set (o,) = 1.0. The
inequality K3(z,#) > 1 means the violation of the Leggett-Garg inequality.
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we obtain the equality Re(o,(#3)0,(2)) + Re(o,(t2)o.(t1)) —
Re(o,(t3)0,(¢1)) = 1. To examine the violation of the Leggett-
Garg inequality, we introduce the parameter K3(z,t) by

K;(t,t) = Re(o,(t + 21)0,(t + 1)) + Re(o,(t + 1)0,(2))
—Re(o,(t + 21)0,(2)), 95)

which is plotted as a function of 7 in Fig. 4. The figure clearly
shows the violation of the Leggett-Garg inequality. Further-
more, it is found that the correlation function (o, ()0, (t1))c
is a good approximation for the exact correlation function
(0,(t2)0,(t1))ex if A/ is not small.

VII. SUMMARY

In this paper, using the projection operator method, we
have studied the double-time correlation functions of two
quantum operations performed on an open quantum system
which is placed under the influence of a thermal reservoir.
The two quantum operations are done sequentially during the
irreversible time evolution of the relevant quantum system.
The double-time correlation function considered in this paper
includes a usual correlation function, a linear response func-
tion, a weak value of an observable, and joint probability of
sequential measurement as a special case. Here, it is important
to note that the quantum regression theorem cannot be used
for calculating double-time correlation functions when the
thermal reservoir has a finite correlation time. To obtain the
double-time correlation function, we introduce a fictitious
field and a quasidensity operator. The double-time correlation
function is provided by the first-order term of the reduced
quasidensity operator with respect to the fictitious field. Apply-
ing the projection operator method, we have derived the time-
local and time-nonlocal equations for the reduced quasidensity
operator. By solving these equations, we have obtained the
formulas for calculating the double-time correlation function.
Furthermore, applying the second-order approximation with
respect to the system-reservoir interaction, we have obtained
the explicit form of the double-time correlation function.
The derived correlation function consists of two parts. One
is obtained by means of the quantum regression theorem
and the other is a correction term that takes care of finite
correlation time of the thermal reservoir. The latter causes the
violation of the quantum regression theorem and vanishes only
if correlation time of the thermal reservoir is sufficiently short.
This condition is stronger than that of the Markovianity for
the reduced time evolution of the relevant quantum system. As
an example, we have calculated the double-time correlation
functions for a pure dephasing process and a linear dissipative
process of an open two-level system. Comparing the results
with the exact calculation, we have shown that the derived
formulas are a good approximation for the exact double-time
correlation functions. Furthermore, using the results, we have
investigated the violation of the Leggett-Garg inequality.

APPENDIX A: TIME-LOCAL AND TIME-NONLOCAL
EQUATIONS FOR THE REDUCED QUASIDENSITY
OPERATOR

To derive the time-evolution equation for the reduced quasi-
density operator Wg(t|g) = Trgr W(¢|g) of the relevant system
from oW (t|g)/0t = [L + g(t)K]W(¢t|g), we decompose the
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Liouvillian superoperator as follows:

L+gK=Ls+ g+ Lr+ Lsr (A1)
= Lst)+ Lr+ Lsr (A2)
= L(t) + Lsr (A3)
= Lo + gOK1 + Lsr, (A4)

with Ly = —(i/WH', Lg = —(i/R)Hg , Lsg = —(i /i) Hy,
Lo=Ls+ Lg, and Ly(t) = Lo+ g(t)K;. Then in the in-
teraction picture, we have 8W(t|g)/8t = ﬁSR(t)W(t|g),
where we set W(r|lg) = V™ '(t,10lg)W(t|g) and Lsg(t) =
VU(t,10|g) Lsr V(10 g) with

V(t,tlg) = exp._ ( / dr c(z)). (AS)

Using the projection operator method [4], where a pro-
jection operator is defined by Pe = pgpTrre with a density
operator pg of the thermal reservoir, we can derive a time-local

time-evolution equation for the reduced quasidensity operator
Ws(t|g) of the relevant system [34-36],

J N n N
- Wsttle) = Ks(t12)Ws(tlg) + Ls(tl9), (A6)
with
Ks(tlg) = (Lsr(I1 — S(t]g)1 )&, (A7)

Zs(tlg) = Trr{Lsr()[1 — St Gp(t,101g)(1 — PYW}.
(A8)

In these equations, we set (o) g = Trr[epr] and

£(tlg) = / dr Gr(t,719)(1 = P)Lsk(tyPG (17 ]g),

)

(A9)

Gp(1,7lg) = exp_ </ dt’ (1 - 7’)£sze(f')>, (A10)

G(1,7lg) = exp_ (/ df/ﬁsze(f/)) (ALD)

We can also derive a time-nonlocal equation [29-31],

0 . ~ “
gws(ﬂg) = (Lsr())rWs(tlg)

+ / dn b9 Ws(nlg) + Ir(elg),
’ (A12)
where ®4(z,1|g) and Js(t|g) are given by
®s(t,1118) = (Lsr)Gp(t,1112)(1 — P)Lsr(t)r, (A13)
Js(t1g) = Trr[ Lsr(t)®s(t.1o]g)(1 — PYW]. (A14)

In the Schrodinger picture, the time-local equation becomes

0
—Ws(tlg) = [Ls + gOK1Ws(t]g)

dt
+Ks(t|g)Ws(tlg) + Zs(tlg), (AlS)
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with
Ks(tlg) = Vs(t,10)Ks(t1g)Vs  (t,10), (A16)
Ts(tlg) = Vs(t,t0)Zs(t]g), (A17)

Vs(t,t9) = exp_ (/ dt [Ls + g(I)IC1]>, (A18)

fo

and the time-nonlocal equation is given by

d
EWs(ﬂg) = [Ls + gOK1Ws(t]g) + Ps(t|g)Ws(t|g)

+ / diy Ds(t.11|9)Ws(n|g) + Ts(tlg). (AL9)

fo

with
s(tlg) = Vs(t,10)(Lsr(1)) g V5 ' (,10), (A20)
Ds(t.11lg) = Vs(t.10)®s(t.111g)Vs ' (11.10),  (A21)
Ts(tlg) = Vs(t.t0)Ts(t ). (A22)

APPENDIX B: DERIVATION OF THE DOUBLE-TIME
CORRELATION FUNCTION FROM THE TIME-LOCAL
EQUATION IN THE SECOND-ORDER APPROXIMATION

In this appendix, applying the second-order approximation
to the time-local equation (11), we derive the double-time
correlation function G(#,t;|K;,K) given by Eq. (23). First,
it is easy to see that [Cg(¢|g) and Zs(t|g), given by Eqs. (A16)
and (A17), become up to second order with respect to the
system-reservoir interaction,

Ks(tlg) = / dt Vs(t,10)(Lsr(1) Lsr(T)) g V5 ' (t,10)

to
t
_ / dr 550 L (D) V(1 7] g)e o)
to

x Lsr(T)e X V(T 1|9)r Vs ' (t,10),  (B1)
Zs(tlg) =vs<r,ro){TrR [Lsr(t)SW]

+ / drTrR[£SR(r>£SR<r)SW]}, (B2)

fo

where we set W = W — Wg ® pg and
Lsg(t) = e 000 Logetot=0), (B3)

Since we only need the terms up to the first order with respect to
the fictitious field g(#), we can use the approximated relations,

t
e_LO(Z_TO)V(t7t1|g)€£0(rl_t0) =1 —I—/ dt g(0)K(7)

41

=14 AV(t,1), (B4)

!
e L=Vt 1olg) = 1 +/ dt g(v)K(7)

fo

=14 AV(11,10), (B5)

t
V5 (t,10)e" 0 =1 —/ dt g(DKi(7)

fo

=1— AV(.1), (B6)
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with
Ki(t) = e—ﬁs(l—to)]cleﬁs(t—to)7 (B7)

AV(t,t1)=/ dt g()K (7). (BS)

n
Here we note that AV(¢,t) is a superoperator of the relevant
quantum system.

The superoperator Kgs(t|g) given by Eq. (B1) is further
calculated to be

Ks(tlg) = Kso(t) + Ks,1(tlg), (B9)

where the zeroth- and first-order terms are given respectively
by

t
Ksot) = / dty TN LR () Lsr(t)) e 55T, (B10)

Iy

t
Ks.(t]g) = / dty SO (L p(OTAV(E 1),

fo

Lsg(tr)]) ge 500, (B11)

In deriving the last equation, we have used the equality
AV(t,tg) = AV(t,1) + AV(t1,ty) with £ > t; > fo. Then by
rearranging the order of integration, we can rewrite the
first-order superoperator g ;(¢|g) into

ics,lmg)=/ttdfg(r)1cs,1(r,z), (B12)
with
Ksi(t,7) = / "ty S L (1K (1),
Lsg(t)])ge 07, (B13)

The inhomogeneous term Zg(f|g), given by Eq. (B2), is
calculated up to the first order with respect to the fictitious
field g(v),

Is(tlg) = Iso(t) + Iso(tg), (B14)
where the zeroth- and first-order terms are given respectively
by

Is,o(t) =5 Trg[ Lsg ()3 W]

t
+ / dt 5O TR [Ls(D Lsr(n)SW], (BIS)

fo

Isa(r]g) =/ dt g(0)15,1(1,7), (B16)

fo
with

I5.1(t,7) = SO Trg[Lsr()1(T)SW]

+ f dty 55T p[Lsr(DT{Lsr (01K (2)13W].
' (B17)
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Here we note that Trp[Lsr(1)W] and T{R[LSR(t)ICl(t)é w1
do not necessarily become zero even if (Lsg(t))g = 0.
Therefore, we finally obtain the time-local equation for
the reduced quasidensity operator Ws(|g) in the second-order
approximation,
a
EWs(ﬂg) = [Ls + gOK1IWs(tg) + Ks,0(1)Ws(tlg)
+ Ks1(t19)Ws(tlg) + Is,0(t) + I5,1(21).
(B18)

The formal solution of this equation is given by

Ws(t1g) = Us(t,10)Us(t,10]2)Ws

!
+ / dty Us(t, ) U0 19) U (1.t Is.oiy)

fo
t
+ / dn Us(t.10) U0 1) U (i) 5.1 (1 [9),
fo
(B19)

J
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with

Us(t,t) = exp_ (/ dt [Ls + }Cs,o(fl)]>, (B20)

fo

t
Ug(t,10|g) = exp_ (/ dnls ' (t1,10)[g(11)K
0

+’Cs,1(11|g)]lfls(t1,lo)>- (B21)

By discarding all the terms higher than the first order with
respect to the fictitious field g(¢), we can obtain the reduced
quasidensity operator Wy(t|g) of the relevant quantum system,

Wis(tlg) = Wso(r) + Ws1(2]g). (B22)

The zeroth-order term Wg o(¢) is nothing but the reduced
density operator of the relevant quantum system, that is,

Wso(t) = Us(t,t0)Ws + / dtiUs(t,t)Is o),  (B23)

]

which is a solution of the inhomogeneous time-local quantum master equation in the second-order approximation [4,34-36],

ot

0
—Wso(t) = [Ls + Ks0(t)]Ws o(t) + I50(t).

(B24)

After some calculation, we can obtain the first-order correction term Wy (¢|g) of the reduced quasidensity operator,

Ws,l(f|g)=/ dt g(T)Us(f,T)/Clus(TJo)Ws+/

fo Iy

« e—LS(“_lU)US(tlstO)WS +f

fo

dr g(7) / d, / dts Us(t,1)e5 ) (L p (1)K (2, Lsr(t2)]) &

t T
dt 8(T)/ dty Us(t,T)KiUs(T,t1)1s,0(t1)
to

t t f T
+/ dt g(T)/ dfl/ dlz/ dty Us(t,1)e“ (Lo (1K1 (T), Lsr(t3)]) re 5T U(11,12) 5. 0(12)
Ty T fo T

t t
+/ dt g(T)/ dty Us(t,t)1s, (t,1),
fo T

with
Us(t,T) = Us(t, 1) Us '(t,10) (t > T > 19).  (B26)

Then by using the relation  G(tp,1|K3,K1) =
Trs[K26Ws 1(1218)/88(t1)]g—0, We can obtain the correlation
function (23).

Finally, we briefly consider the relation to the result given
in Ref. [58]. For this purpose, we assume that there is no
initial correlation between the relevant quantum system and
the thermal reservoir. In this case, when we set pg = Wpy in
the definition of the projection operator P with the initial
reservoir state Wg, Eq. (B18) becomes

0
—Ws(tlg) =[Ls + gOK11Ws(tlg) + Kso(t)Ws(tlg)

ot
+ Ks,1(t1g)Ws(tlg).

Performing the functional derivative with respect to g(7) and
taking the limit g(#) — 0, we obtain

B27)

0
gws(l,ﬂlcl) =LsWs(t,7|Ky) + Ks o) Ws(t,7|K))

+ Ks1(t,1)Wso(1). (B28)

(B25)

(

The system operators A(¢,t") and p(¢,t) introduced in Ref. [58]
are related to Wy(t,7|K;) and Wso(r) by A(r —1,t —
)= Ws(t,7|Ky) with Ky =B and p(t —fy,t — 1) =
e“sU"OWs o(t). Then we find that the second and third
terms on the right-hand side of Eq. (B28) are equivalent
to D(A(t — to,t — 7)) and C(p(r — ty,t — 7)) in Eq. (16) of
Ref. [58].

APPENDIX C: DERIVATION OF THE DOUBLE-TIME
CORRELATION FUNCTION FROM THE
TIME-NONLOCAL EQUATION IN THE
SECOND-ORDER APPROXIMATION

We drive the time evolution of the double-time corre-
lation function G(t,,4|/C2,K1) given by Eq. (33) from the
time-nonlocal equation of motion (12) in the second-order
approximation. Since the equality (£sz(1))g = 0 is assumed,
it is obvious from Eq. (A20) that the equality ®s(¢|g) =0
holds. Up to the first order with respect to the fictitious field
g(t), we can obtain the integral kernel superoperator s(z,#1|g)
in the second-order approximation,

Ds(t,111g) = Pso(t,t1) + D 1(2,1118), (C1)
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with
Dy o(t,11) = ST (Lgp(t) Lsr(t))ge S, (C2)
Dg1(t,1118)

t
=/ dt g(r)e™ " T (Lsp(DK1(T)Lsp(t))ge™ 500,
5]
(C3)
In this approximation, we can readily verify that the inho-
mogeneous term of the time-nonlocal equation is identical
with that of the time-local equation, and then we have
Ts(tlg) = Iso(t) + Is1(t]g), where I5o(r) and Is,(z]g) are
given respectively by Egs. (B15) and (B16). The time-nonlocal

equation for the reduced quasidensity operator Wy(t|g) is given
by

0
5W5(f|g) = [Ls+ g ]Ws(tlg)

+ / dt; [Pso(t,t1) + P 1 (2,112 Ws(ti]g)

fo

+ Is0(0) + Isa(t]g). (o))

To solve this equation, we denote as Us(t,1;) a solution of the
following equation:

0 - _ ! _
Eus(f,fo) = LsUs(t,19) +/ dt; @so(t,t)Us(t1,10), (C5)
fo

with the initial condition Us(fo,%) = 1. Here we assume that
Us(t,ty) 1s i_nvertible, though this is not always true. Then
Wi(t|g) = Uy ' (t,10) Ws(t|g) satisfies

q - -
- Wstlg) = Us Yt 10) Is,0(t) + Uy ' (t,10) 15,1 (2] g)

+ g(OU  (t,10)ICills(t,10) Wi(t|g)

t
+ / dty U (t,10) D 1 (2,11 | 9)Us(t1,t0) Wi(t1]9).
fo
(C6)

We decompose the system operator W(|g) into the zeroth-
and first-order terms with respect to the fictitious field g(¢),

Wi(t1g) = Wy o(1) + Ws 1 (t1g)- (€7
Discarding all the terms higher than the first order, we obtain

from Eq. (C6)

t
Wg o(t) = Ws +/ dty Uy (t1,10) Is.0(1h), (C8)

fo

t
Wg (tlg) :/ dty U (t1,10)15.1(1118)

fo

t
+/ dty g(t)U ' (11, 10)IC1Us (t1,10) W o(11)

fo

t n
+ / d, f AU (1 10)s 1 (11, 212)
to to

X Us(12,10) W o(12). (€9)
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We denote as Ws(t) the reduced density operator of the
relevant quantum system, where Ws(#) is a solution of
the inhomogeneous time-nonlocal quantum master equation
[4,29-31],

0 - - 4 _

EWS(t) = LsWs(t) +/ dty @ o(t,t)Ws(t)) + Is0(1),
1o

(C10)

the solution of which is given by

Ws(f)=7/_fs(l,l0)Ws+/ dty Us(t,0)1I5,0(t1), (C11)

fo

with

Us(t,n) = Us(t,00)llg (t1,00) (=1 =15).  (CI2)

Note that W(¢) is nothing but Wso(t) = Us(t,1y) Wg’o(t). After
some calculation, we obtain the first-order term from Eq. (C9),

W 1(11g) = Us(t,10) Wy 1 (t]g)

:/ dt g(v)Us(t, 7)1 Ws(t)

fo

t ' .
+/ dt g(r)/ dl’l/ dfzas(t,fl)eES(T‘7t0)
fo T t

x (Lsr(T)K1(T)Lsr(T2)) re ™20 Wy(12)

+/ dfg(f)/ dflas(l‘,fl)ls,](fl,‘[). (C13)

Io

Since the double-time correlation function G(t,,t|K,,/KCy) is
derived from the relation G (2,1 |/Ca, KC1)=Trs[[C26 Wy 1 (t]g)/
3g(t1)|g—ol, we finally obtain Eq. (33).

APPENDIX D: CORRELATION FUNCTIONS OF THE
QUBIT IN THE SECOND-ORDER APPROXIMATION

In this appendix, we derive the correlation functions (90)
and (91). When the time evolution of the qubit given by
Eq. (86), the map Ug(¢,0) defined by the relation Wy(t) =
Us(t,0)Wg(0) for any initial state Wg(0) is determined by

Us(t,0)le)le| = L1 + o (t) + u-(t)]le) el

+ 301 — o) —u(0]Ig)(gl, (D)
Us(1,0)[g)(g| = 3[1 + o (t) — u (1)]]e) (el

+ 31 —o@) +u(llg)(gl, (D2)
Us(t,0)le) (gl = u(®)le)(gl, (D3)
Us(t,0)|g) (el = u™(t)|g) (el (D4)

The map Us(¢,0) is invertible since |u(¢)|? = u.(¢) > 0.Infact,
the inverse map is given by

1 1 —
U3 (1.0)]e) (e] = 5[1 +— Z;t)}|e><e|

1 1—o()
+5[1 TG

]|g>(g|, (D5)
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1 1
U (1.0)g)(g] = —[1+—"(’)]|e><e|

2L u @)
1 14+0(t)
+ 5[1 + W]B’th (D6)
1
U ' (t,0)le) (g = m|€)(g|, (D7)
1

Us  (1.0)lg) el = ——lg)lel. (DS)

Thus, we obtain the map Us(¢,s) = L{S(t,O)Z/{S_I(s,O),

Us(t,5)le) (el = 31 + o (t,8)u-(0,5) + u-(t,5)lle) (e]
+ 11— o(t,5)u-(0,5) — u(t,5)]1lg)(gl.
(D9)
Us(t,9)Ig) (gl = 11 + o (t,5)u(0,5) — u.(t,5)]le) el
+ 501 = o (1.9)u-(0,5) + u (t.5)1lg) (gl.

(D10)
Us(t,s)le) (gl = u(t,s)le)(gl, (D11)
Us(t,s)lg) (el = u™(t,5)lg) el (D12)
or equivalently
Us(t,s)l =1+ 0o(t,s)u;(0,2)0,,
Us(t,s)o, = u,(t,s)o,, (D13)
us(tvs)o+ = u(t,s)0'+,
Us(t,8)o_ = u*(t,s)o_. (D14)
In these equation, we set
u(t,s) = exp (—/ dt [y(r)+ iS(r)]), (D15)
u,(t,s) = exp (—2/ dt y(t)), (D16)
o(t,s) =o(t) —o(s). D17)

To make the model analytically tractable, we assume that
the thermal reservoir is in the ground state so that the equality
(RT(t)R(t")) g = 0holds. Since we can obtain w(r) = —1 from
Eq. (85), the map Us(z,s) given by Egs. (D13) and (D14)
becomes

Us(t, )1 =1 —[1 —u(t,5)]oz,

Us(t,s) = u,(t,s)o,, (D18)
US(I,S)U-&- = M(I,S)O'J,_,
Us(t,s)o_ = u™(t,s)o_. (D19)

Then the quantum regression theorem yields the correlation
function,
(o:(t2)o-(t1))o = TrsloUs(t2,t1)0.Us(11,0)Ws]

= 1+ [u(2,0) — u (t;,0)J(1 + (02)). (D20)
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Next we derive the correction term (43) to the double-time
correlation function. After some calculation, we can derive

Us(tr, )" (Lsr(T)0s, Lsr(T)]) re 557 We(T))
= /T (R() R (1)) rlut (12, 7)uz(71,0)[ 1 + ¢, (0)]o,
+ u*(t,71)2u(t1,0)c(0)o_}. (D21)

Then the correction term is obtained from Eq. (43):
%) a1 .
Moot =2 [ da [ arere
h 0

x (R(t))R' (1)) gt (12,0)(1 + (7).
(D22)

Thus, the double-time correlation function with the correlation
term is (0;(12)0;(t1))c = (0:(82)0:(11))o + A{oz(12)o(11)).

To proceed further, we suppose that the thermal reservoir is
a set of independent harmonic oscillators [4,19]. The reservoir
operator R is assumed to be R = ), grax, where ay is an
annihilation operator of the kth mode of the reservoir oscillator
and g is a coupling constant. Then we obtain the correlation
function of the thermal reservoir,

(RCDR(m))g = Y |gil e ™™
k

= / dQJ(Q)e '™, (D23)

where J(S2) represents the spectral density of the system-
reservoir interaction. Furthermore, we assume that J(2) is
a Lorentzian function with the resonance condition

J(Q) = (L)k—z
27 ) (Q — w)? + A2

where A is an inverse of the reservoir correlation time and y is
a coupling strength. Then the correlation function becomes

(R)RY(m)g = Lyre dHioXm=m), (D25)

(D24)

In this case, the time-dependent parameter u.(¢,0) is given by

us(1,0) = exp [ - (%)(M —1+ e‘“)]

By substituting this equation and Eq. (D25) into Egs. (D20)
and (D22), we obtain Egs. (90) and (91).

(D26)

APPENDIX E: DERIVATION OF THE EXACT
CORRELATION FUNCTION OF THE QUBIT

In this appendix, we briefly explain the derivation of the
exact correlation function (o.(%;)o.(¢;)) given by Eq. (92).
We suppose that a two-level system is placed under the
influence of a thermal reservoir. Furthermore, we assume that
there is at most a single excitation in the whole system at
an initial time and the Hamiltonian H conserves the total
excitation number. Then the whole system can be described
by a Hilbert space spanned by three basis vectors |e)|0),
|g)|1x), and |e)|0), where |0) is the ground state of the thermal
reservoir and |1;) is a single-excited state in which only the kth
mode has one excitation. Since the total excitation number is
conserved during the time evolution, we can express the time
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evolution as
e HIM6)]0) = |g)|0), (E1)
e MM e)|0) = A(1)[g)10) + D Ax®)lg) L), (E2)
k

e M) 1) = Bi(1)]e)|0) + > Bu(®)lg)|L). (E3)

1
with the initial condition A(0) = 1, A;(0) = By(0) =0 and
By;(0) = 8i;. The normalization condition yields the relations

AP + ) AP =1,
k

|Be()I” + Y |Bu()* = 1. (E4)
!

Using the trivial equalities U(t;+1)|e)|0)=U()U(t1)|e)
10) and U(r + 1)Ig) 1) = U()U(2)Ig)11x) with U(r) =
e~"H!/h we can obtain the relations among the parameters

At + 1) = ADA(R) + Y At)Bun).  (ES)
k

At + 1) = A Ak(R) + Y Alt)Bi(t),  (E6)
!
Bt + 1) = Bu(t)A(t2) + Y Bim(t1)Bu(12),  (E7)

Bu(ti + 1) = Bi(t)Ai(t2) + Z B (1) Bi(12). (E8)

m

We assume that the initial state of the whole system is given
by [W(0)) = (cglg) + ccle))|0) with |cg|2 + |c.|> = 1. In this
case, we have the relations

Ut = s)o U(s)|¥(0))
= —¢418)10) + c.[2A()A(r — 5) — A(1)]]€)|0)

+ e ) [RAW) AL — 5) = Ac(D)]]g)]1k)
k

(E9)

and

UHW(0) = ¢2)10) + cc A1)]e)|0) + c. Y A(t)]g) 1.
k

(E10)
Then we obtain for any operator X of the two-level system
(WOIU XU = 5)0.U(s)|W(0))
= (cj(gl + c;A™(t)(e))
X X(—cglg) + co[2A()A(r — 5) — A(D)]e))
+lel? Y AFORAG) AL — 5) — Au)](g]X ).
‘ (E11)
Then by substituting X = 1 into this equation, we derive
(WOIU (5)o:U ()| W(0)

= —142|c? |:A*(I)A(t —$)+ Y AL A — s)]A(s).
k

(E12)
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On the other hand, the direct calculation yields
(W)U ()0, U(s)1W(0)) = —1 + 2|c.|*A*(s)A(s). (E13)

Since this equation has to be identical to Eq. (E12), we obtain
the relation between the parameters A(¢) and Ag(t'),

A(s) = A(H)A*(t — s) + Z ArAL( —s), (El4)
k

with ¢ > s. This relation together with |A(t)|*+ Y, |Ax(1)]*=
1 provides

D ADRAS) At — 5) — Ax(D)]
k

=2|AG) + |AD? — 1 — 24*)A(t — $)A(s).  (E15)

Substituting this equation into Eq. (E11), we can obtain the
correlation function,

(X(1)o(s))
= {—1+ ||’ [2IAG) + [A@D)]* = 2A* () A(t — 5)A(5)]}
x (g|X|g)+lceP[2A* (1A — 5)A(s) — | AP 1(e| X e)
— e AT (el Xg) + czce[ZA(t — $)A(s)

— A(](glX]e). (E106)
Here, we note that the correlation function can be expressed
only in terms of the single time-dependent parameter A(z) if
there is no initial correlation between the two-level system and
the thermal reservoir. Setting X = o, in this equation yields
Eq. (92). This result can be extended in the presence of the
initial correlation. The details are given in Ref. [76].

To find an explicit form of the time-dependent parameter
A(t), we assume that the Hamiltonian H of the whole system
is

1
H = Eha)az + Z ha)kazak + Zh()»kcnrak + AZU,az).
k k

(E17)

By differentiating both sides of Eq. (E2) with respect to time
t, we obtain

d . .
AW = —iwA@) i Xk:AkAk(t), (E18)

iAk(f) = —iAfA(t) — i Ar(2),

o (E19)

which yields
iA(t) = —iwA(t) — Z ik /[ds e =9 A(s). (E20)
dt p 0 '

Thus, by assuming the Lorentzian spectral density (D24)
and solving this integrodifferential equation under the initial
condition A(0) = 1, we can obtain Eq. (93).
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