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Non-Markovian quantum Brownian motion in one dimension in electric fields
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Quantum Brownian motion is the random motion of quantum particles suspended in a field (or an effective
field) resulting from their collision with fast-moving modes in the field. It provides us with a fundamental
model to understand various physical features concerning open systems in chemistry, condensed-matter physics,

biophysics, and optomechanics. In this paper, without either the Born-Markovian or rotating-wave approximation,
we derive a master equation for a charged-Brownian particle in one dimension coupled with a thermal
reservoir in electric fields. The effect of the reservoir and the electric fields is manifested as time-dependent
coefficients and coherent terms, respectively, in the master equation. The two-photon correlation between the

Brownian particle and the reservoir can induce nontrivial squeezing dynamics to the particle. We derive a
current equation including the source from the driving fields, transient current from the system flowing into
the environment, and the two-photon current caused by the non-rotating-wave term. The presented results then
are compared with that given by the rotating-wave approximation in the weak-coupling limit, and these results

are extended to a more general quantum network involving an arbitrary number of coupled-Brownian particles.
The presented formalism might open a way to better understand exactly the non-Markovian quantum network.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevA.97.042121

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum systems are never completely isolated from their
external environments, which leads to decoherence that de-
stroys the quantum coherence of the quantum system. Employ-
ing the effect of decoherence has recently become a key task for
practical implementations of quantum information processing
based on nanoscale solid-state materials [1,2], where the deco-
herence is mainly dominated by non-Markovian dynamics due
to strong backactions from the environment. A fundamental
issue is how to accurately take into account non-Markovian
memory effects, which has attracted considerable attention in
recent years both in theory [3-5] and in experiments [6—8].

Open quantum system dynamics can be described by a
master equation for the reduced density matrix of the system.
The master equation is usually derived based on the Born-
Markovian (BM) approximation [9—12]. General treatments
beyond those approximations did not appear until the studies
of Wigner functions by Haake and Reibold [13], who addressed
the issue in low-temperature and strong damping regimes. An
exact non-Markovian master equation for Brownian motion
was later derived by Hu, Paz, and Zhang [14], who employed
the path-integral approach [15-17] for initially factorizable
states. The exact master equation for a damped harmonic oscil-
lator at finite temperature was reproduced later in Ref. [18] with
non-Markovian quantum trajectories based on the stochastic
Schrodinger equation. With this merit, many master equations
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have been derived with fermion and boson systems as the
environment [19-27].

The rotating-wave approximation (RWA) is widely used
in quantum optics, which neglects the rapidly oscillating
counter-rotating terms and the system Hamiltonian becomes
time independent or depends slightly on time in the rotating
frame. With recent developments in the area of circuit and
cavity QED systems [28], ultra- and deep-strong light-matter
couplings became experimentally achievable. This makes it
necessary to take the counter-rotating terms into account.
In fact, recent studies show that the counter-rotating terms
in system-reservoir coupling play an important role in non-
Markovian effects.

Previous studies of the exact non-Markovian master equa-
tion for quantum Brownian motion were mainly based on two
models and/or methods. One is a system reservoir in a strong-
coupling regime without external driving fields. This method
includes the approach with a characteristic function [29], an
adjoint master equation based on the Heisenberg picture [30],
the Lindblad master equation [31], the momentum coupling
model [32], and the Heisenberg-Langevin equation [33]. The
other is of driven system-reservoir coupling in the rotating-
wave approximation [34]. Although much progress has been
made in this field, the derivation of the exact master equation
for a quantum Brownian particle in the strong-coupling regime
driven by an external field remains untouched so far.

In this paper, considering a charged-Brownian particle in
one dimension in electric fields that couples to a thermal
reservoir, we derive an exact non-Markovian master equation
without the Born-Markovian and rotating-wave approxima-
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tion. We will show that the non-Markovian dynamics is
completely determined by two coupled Green’s functions,
which contain all the environmental backactions on the system.
We derive a non-Markovian master equation for the Brownian
particle, whose dynamics contains not only coherent parts
but also squeezing terms not achieved under the RWA. We
derive a conserved-current equation including a source coming
from the driving fields, transient current from the system flow
into the environment, and a two-photon current attributed to
the non-rotating-wave term. Finally, we generalize the results
to open systems consisting of many-body coupled charged-
Brownian particles in a thermal reservoir.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. In
Sec. II, we present a model to describe the system under
study, and give the evolution equation for operators of the
system. In Sec. I1I, we derive a non-Markovian master equation
for the Brownian particle. In Sec. IV, we discuss the effect
of an initially correlated thermal equilibrium state on the
dynamics. In Sec. V, we derive a current equation and discuss
its properties. In Sec. VI, the time evolution of the position
and momentum is discussed. In Sec. VII, we make comparisons
between our method and the approximate method. In Sec. VIII,
we generalize these results to a more general quantum network.
Discussions and conclusions are given in Sec. IX.

II. NON-MARKOVIAN DYNAMICS
IN THE HEISENBERG PICTURE

A. Model

We begin by considering a heavy, spinless particle of mass
M, with charge +¢q coupled to spinless and chargeless particles
of mass m; (m; < My). Let X be the coordinate of the
Brownian particle, and x; the coordinate of the kth particle.
The whole system is put in a box (see Fig. 1). In the absence
of any external field, such a system can be described by the
Hamiltonian

H = Hs + Hg + Hsg, (1
with
s =2 L2
= + s Mow. X",
SToam, 27
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FIG. 1. Model for a charged-Brownian oscillator (charge is +¢q)
linearly coupled to many harmonic oscillators in an electric field
E(t). The blue circle with +¢g represents the charged-Brownian
oscillator, which is coupled to a large number of oscillators [called
the environment (small black circle) in later discussions].

.2
I:IR = Z Lk + —mpwi Xy,

- 2m 2
Hsg = Z G X, )

where the first equation is the free Hamiltonian of the Brow-
nian oscillator (particle) with frequency w.. The second term
describes a general non-Markovian reservoir which is modeled
as a collection of infinite oscillators (photonic modes), where
E,t and by are the corresponding creation and annihilation
operators of the kth photonic mode with frequency w; and mass
my, respectively, of the kth reservoir mode. X and P (g, and
Pr) are the Brownian oscillator (kth reservoir mode) position
and momentum operators, and G are the reservoir-particle
coupling constants.

In the presence of an external electric field E(¢), the total
Hamiltonian becomes Hy = H + qE /(t)f( , Where the electric
field E(¢) can be taken as a plane wave E’(t) = E cos(w,t).
In this paper, we expand ¢E’(1)X to a more general form
RE@)at + RE*(1)a, which includes both RWA [E(¢) is a real
function] and non-RWA [E(¢) is an imaginary function] terms.
With this setting, the total Hamiltonian can be written as

Ar(t)= H + RE(ta' + hE*(1)a, 3)
with & = X //2h/Mow. — i P /2iMyw,.

B. Non-Markovian dynamics in the Heisenberg picture

We shall use the equation of motion in the Heisenberg
picture to solve the dynamics of the Brownian particle under
the effect of the reservoir. The time evolution of the Brownian
particle annihilation operator a(¢t) = U f(Ha)\U @), Bk(t) =
UT)be(O)U (1), with by = & /</2h]mywy — i pr//2hmyay,
where U(1) = Te 7 Jo Arde \ith the operator 7 describes
the chronological time ordering. It orders any product of
operators such that the time argument increases from right to
left. With the above transformation, Eq. (1) can be rewritten
as

A =hod'a+ Y hoblbe+ Y hGi@ +a')b + b)),
k k

4)

where  the  effective  coupling  strength G, =

Gi/AmpMyow.w. In the Heisenberg picture, the system
operator and environment operator obey

d . i
—a(t) = —E[a(t),HH(t)]

dt
= —iwa(t) =i Y Gilb(t) + B — i E(t), (5)
k
d . . N
—bi(t) = —iwhi(t) — iGilat) + a' (1)), (6)

dt

where Hy (1) = UT(t)Hr (1)U (). Solving Eq. (6) for by (1), we
obtain
t

bi(t) = b(0)e ™" — i / Gila(r) +a'(D)le ' dr.
0

(7
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Substituting Eq. (7) into Eq. (5), we obtain a closed form of
ar),

%am = —iw.a(t) — i[B@t) + B (1))

—f dtla(x)+a'(IKE — ) — i E@), (8)
0

where the environment operator B(t) = Zk lesk(O)e_i‘“k’

and K(t) = f(x)— f*(r) = =2i y, Gisinaoyt =
=2i [J(w)sinot  with  f(r) =Y, Gie ™,  where
J(w)=>", %B(w — wy) is the spectral density of

the reservoir. Because of the linearity of Eq. (8), the Brownian
particle operator a(t) can be expressed, in terms of the initial
field operators a(0) and 5k(0) of the Brownian particle and the
IesServoir, as

a(r) = N)a©) + M@»a' ) + P@), 9)

where the time-dependent coefficients can be obtained by
substituting Eq. (9) into Eq. (8),

N(@) = —iwN(t) — / dt[N(t) + M*(D)IK(t — 1),
0

M(t) = —iwM(1) — / dt[N*(x) + MD)IK({t — 1),
0

Pt) = —iw.P(1) — / dt[P(x) + PT()IK@E — 1)
0

—i[B@) + B'(1)] —i E@), (10)

subjected to the initial conditions N'(0) = 1, M(0) = 0, and
P(0) = 0. The integrodifferential equation (10) shows that
M(t) and N(¢) are just the propagating functions of the
Brownian particle (the retarded Green’s function in nonequi-
librium Green’s function theory [35]). In addition, P(t) is, in
fact, an operator coefficient and its solution can be obtained
analytically from the inhomogeneous equation (10),

P@) = é@t) + UQ), (11)

with the fluctuation and coherent terms, respectively,

&) = —i/ dt[N( — 1) — M@ — OIBk) + B (1)),
0
Ui = i/ dt[M(t — 1) =N — D]E (7)
0

_ / ATIM (1 — 1) — Nt — D)Ei(2). (12)
0

where the real part E,(¢#) and imaginary part E;(t) can be
defined in Eq. (A10). Clearly, the first term ¢(¢) and the second
term U(t) of Eq. (11) are the influence of the environment
and the electric field on the system dynamics, respectively.
Physically, from the point of view of the Brownian particle, the
electric field and environment are regarded as the two external
“environments.” One is that the electric field coherently drives
the Brownian particle, while the other is that the environment
causes the system to dissipate.

Detailed derivations of Eq. (11) can be found in the
Appendix. From Eqs. (8)-(11) we can determine the exact

non-Markovian dynamics of the Brownian particle coupled
to a general reservoir with an arbitrary time-dependent electric
field, upon a given initial state pg(0) of the total system. In the
Heisenberg picture, quantum states are time independent. Once
psr(0) is given, the time evolution of any physical observable
can be obtained directly from Eqs. (8)—(11) through the identity

dx (1)
dt

T
rSR|: di

d
pSR(O)} ETrs[f((O) P S(”] (13)

where £(r) is a function of a(r) and af(r), ie.,
20 = Y5 v @®MamM = X5 o Anw(®).  The
system density matrix operator ps(t) = Trgpsg(t) with
psr(t) = Ut)psr(0)UT(¢) that denotes the density matrix of
the whole system, and Trgg = TrgTrg denotes traces over
the system and environment, respectively. For example, the
time evolution of the expectation values yxo;(f) = (a(t)),
xu@) = @t@®a@)), and xe(t) = (a@)a()) describe the
Brownian particle amplitude, the Brownian particle intensity,
and the two-photon correlation of the Brownian particle,
respectively. From Eq. (9), we can obtain an equation set of
Xx01(t), x02(2), x11(?) as follows,

d .
EXm(t) = AOxo1(t) — U] + B®)x, (1) — U (D] + U(1),

d .
77 X021 = 240 x02(0) + 2B(0) 11 (1) + 2xo U — AU

—BOU* + %wz) — 2A()(¢?)
—B()(eet +ete) + B(),
d F . d
EXII(I) = ]—:(Xll(f) —é'e)y + Z(éTf)
+H{B* () (xoa(t) — &%)
+XHOWU — AU — BOU ()] +He), (14)

with

Alt) = WNN* — MM/ F@),
B(t) = WM — NM)/F(1),
F(t) = INOF — IM@®)P, (15)

where M(t) and N (¢) are determined by Eq. (10).

Suppose the system and the environment are initially
uncorrelated—the reservoir modeled by the Hamiltonian
Hp = > a)klsllsk is in a thermal equilibrium state, while the
system is in a coherent state |«). The reservoir is assumed to
have a Gaussian (thermal) initial state,

e Pt 16
IOSR(O):IOS®:0R7,0R=W7 (16)

where ps = |o){(x| can be obtained by defining it as an
eigenstate of the annihilation operator a with an eigenvalue
o, and B = 1/kgT with kg the Boltzmann constant, and T the

temperature of the reservoir. In this paper, we only focus on
the case of zero temperature.
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III. EXACT NON-MARKOVIAN MASTER EQUATION

A. Non-Markovian master equation for Brownian particle

We define a(r) = §(t) +¢é(r) with §(z) = N (0)a(0) +
M(0)a®(0) + U(r). We notice that the operator §(t) commutes
with é(¢) from Eq. (9). Therefore, for any normal product

Ann, (1) = a®)™ a()™, we obtain

Ni N

Anma() =Y Y Chi Ch, 8T =mgNammatmen - (17)
m=0n=0

where the combination number Cy; = Ny!/m!(Ny —m)!. The
non-Markovian effects of the environment on a Brownian
particle are all incorporated into these terms &”¢", whose
expansions yield

t t
E]Lmén — / dt] .. / dtm(p*([ — [1) e (p*([ — tm)
0 0
t

xf dr, f e g™t — 1)~ 9™t — )
0 0

xB(t))B(t2) -+ B(ty) - B(11)B(w2) - - B(1,), (18)
where ¢(t) = —i [N (1) — M(r)] and B(¢t) = B(t) + B (7).

For the considered system-reservoir interaction (4), the
reservoir operators B(#,) satisfy the Gaussian statistics. That
is, (m + n)-time correlation functions vanish if n is odd. For
even n, according to the Gaussian property, the terms up to
second order in the reservoir correlation function are sufficient
to exactly describe the dynamics of the system [36,37],

(B(t)B(0) -+ Btaw)) = Y [ [ (T4 Bt)B()),  (19)

pair 11,1,

where the index pairs denotes the division of the labels 1 to 2m
into n unordered pairs. The operator Z is the index ordering
operator preserving the order of operators on the right-hand
side of Eq. (19) similar to the left-hand side. Note that here
we have applied a generalized Wick’s theorem in the form
of Wightman functions rather than the usual form with time-
ordered correlation functions [38,39].

Under the factorized initial density matrix (16) guarantees
that the Liouville operator is independent of the initial system
state, which was also observed in Refs. [14-16]. The initial
state (16) and the kernel in Eq. (17), both of which are
of Gaussian form and result from the linearity of the total
Hamiltonian, allow exact integration. This makes the reduced
density matrix pg(t) = Trg[psg(?)] also a Gaussian. Together
with the requirements of conservation of probability [Tr(pgs) =
0], Hermiticity (ps = p}), and state-independent coefficients,
we obtain the following form of a time-convolutionless master
equation,

ps = — i[He(1), ps]
+n(nQapsa’ —a'aps — psa'a)
+ya(t)apsa +a'psa —ataps — psaal)
+ly; (H)Q2apsa — aaps — psaa) +He], (20)
where the time-dependent effective Hamiltonian

Hei(t) = 8(Hala + [D()a> + ¢()a + Hel.  (21)

To figure out the time coefficients in Eq. (20), we also can
compute these physical observables xo1(¢), x02(¢), and x;;(¢)
from the master equation (20),

d
EXO‘(’) = —[y1(®) + i8] x01(t) — 2 D* () x5, (1) — ip™ (1),

d

E)(oz(f) = —4iD*(t)x11(t) — [2y1(t) + 2i8(1)] x02(1)
—[2y3(t) + 2i D*(1)] — 2ip™ () x01(1),

d

—x11(®) = o) = 2y1 (@) x11(t) + {2i D x02(1)

dt
+idxo1(t) + H.ec.}. (22)

By comparing Eqgs. (14) and (22), we can obtain the time
coefficients as follows,

D() = B*(1)/2i, 8(r) = —Im[A(?)],
o(1) = —i[U*(t) — A*(OU*(t) — B*(OU®)],
n(t) = —F(@)/2F @),

(4 FON sia megs
n(t) = <dt f(t)>(c ¢) — {B*(t)(¢") + H.c.},
_ o bdN o BM)
y3(t) = (A(t) 2dt)<6)+—2 (et +¢c'ey,  (23)

where A(¢), B(t),and F(¢) are given by Eq. (15). Below, we dis-
cuss the physical meaning of the time-dependent coefficients
in the non-Markovian master equation (20) as follows:

(1) The first term in Eq. (21), with §(¢), accounts for the
free dynamics of the Brownain particle, induced by frequency
shifts owing to its coupling with the environment.

(i1) The second term in Eq. (21) denotes the two-photon
process, originated from asymmetries in both position and mo-
mentum in the whole system. However, this term is small (equal
exactly zero in the rotating-wave approximation), leading to a
negligible squeezing effect in the weak-coupling regime.

(iii) The third term ¢(¢) in Eq. (21) is a coherent term,
which denotes the effective driving to the system, where
the renormalized driving ¢(¢) results from the backreaction
between the electric field and reservoir.

(iv) y1(¢) in Eq. (20) is a dissipation (damping) rate, which
drives the center of the Brownian wave packet towards its
nonequilibrium stationary state induced by the reservoir.

(v) v2(¢) in Eq. (20) is the fluctuation (noise) coefficient due
to the backreactions between the system and the reservoir.

(vi) y3(¢) in Eq. (20) is the squeezing rate, given by the
counter-rotating terms ab; and &Tl;i between the Brownian
particle and the reservoir.

As we see, the first three terms of Eq. (20) have the standard
form as the exact master equation for the system in Eq. (4)
without the counter-rotating terms &Ek and &US,L but with the
coefficients modified by them. The last two terms of Eq. (20)
are contributed from the two-photon correlations ab; and &TI;,i
in the reservoir. Under the derived coefficients (23), we can
check the identity (13) is valid for arbitrary operators X, v, -
In addition, we also prove that Eq. (20) is correct by canceling
the driving term in Eq. (3) with an unitary transformation
Ui(t) = e i€ )(&J’m), where r(t) is an arbitrary time-dependent
real function.
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The master equation (20) derived in this section is exact
in which its solution is guaranteed to agree with the reduced
state of a unitary dynamics of the universe, which is of a
Gaussian class, completely positive, trace-preserving, non-
Markovian dynamics in a charged-Brownian particle merged
into an electric field and coupled with a thermal reservoir
without invoking either the Born-Markovian or the rotating-
wave approximation (RWA). It relies on two hypotheses: that
the initial state of the universe is a product state and that the
initial state of the reservoir is Gaussian.

B. The case of rotating-wave approximation

In many physical systems described by the Hamiltonian of
Eq. (4), the typical coupling intensity G is many orders of
magnitude smaller than the frequencies wy, characterizing the
weak-coupling regime. It is then a good approximation to drop
the counter-rotating terms (aby and &Tl;;), a procedure which
is known as the rotating-wave approximation.

In this case, we can obtain the following master equation
with the rotating-wave approximation by using similar meth-
ods to those used in the previous section,

p(t) = —i[ Hrwa(1),p] + vi(H)Q2apa’ — a'ap — pa'a)
+ya(t)apat +a'pa — pata — paal), (24)

where Hrwa (1) = 8(t)ata + ¢(1)a + ¢*()at.

Therefore, considering that the reservoir is initially in the
thermal equilibrium state, the coefficients §(¢), y;(¢), and y»(¢)
in the master equation can be uniquely determined and given
by

8(r) = —Im[u(@)/u(®)], yi (1) = —Relu(r)/u(®)],
ya(t) = 0 — [u(r)/u(t) * v(t) +c.c],
P(t) = —ix*(t) + il () /u*(Ox*D)], (25)

with the parameters satisfying

U+ iwu(t) —l—/ f —u(r)dt =0,
0
v(t) = [ dl'/ dt'u(t — o) f(r' — Du*(t — 1),
Iy 0

x(t) = —i/ E(Du(t — t)dr, (26)
0

where f(t — 1) is the finite-temperature correlation function
f t—1)= f J(w)n(w)e ' dw with environment mean pho-
ton number n(w) = (¢ — 1)~! with g = 1/kpT, where kp
is the Boltzmann constant, and T the temperature. Especially,
y2(t) = 0 due to n(w) = 0 when T = 0.

For the quantum noise of Brownian motion, we consider
an environment fluctuating according to a Gaussian Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck stochastic process in a zero-temperature environ-
ment [40,41] characterized by its strength I and correlation
time 1/X as follows,

f(t — 1) = 0.5T reieclt=D=Hi=el, 27)

which has a clear boundary between Markovian and non-
Markovian regimes [3,9]. More specifically speaking, the
parameter A is connected to the reservoir correlation time T,

by the relation 7, =~ A~1, while the time scale 7,, on which
the state of the system changes, is given by 7, >~ I'"!. In
this sense, the boundary between Markovian regimes and
non-Markovian regimes can be approximately specified by the
ratio of 7, /7, = I'/A. When I'/A is very small, which means
that the reservoir correlation time t;, is much smaller than the
relaxation time of the quantum subsystem t,, the decoherence
mechanics is Markovian. When I" /X is large, the memory effect
of the reservoir should be taken into account and the dynamics
of this open system is then non-Markovian. In fact, one can
demonstrate that the coupled Green’s-function equations in
Eq. (10) reduce to the usual Markovian Lindblad-type master
equation in the limit A > max{I",w.}, due to the fact that the
reservoir correlation function reduces to the Dirac § function
f( — 1) — const§(t — 1) in this situation.

In Fig. 2, we show the two-photon term D(t), coherent
driving term ¢(¢), decay rate y;, fluctuation (noise) coeffi-
cient y,, and the squeezing rate y3 for Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
correlation (27) in the weak- and strong-coupling cases with
a comparison to the RWA. For a given coupling strength T,
we find from the figure that the results given by the exact
non-RWA given by Eq. (23) are in good agreement with those
obtained by the exact RWA results given by Eq. (25) when the
weak-coupling conditions are satisfied (I' = 0.050w, K @, =
Sw) [see Figs. 2(a)-2(j); in Figs. 2(f)-2(j), the spectral width of
the environment is larger than the coupling strength y, which
approximately corresponds to the Markovian limit]. In this
case, the contribution of the counter-rotating wave to the time
coefficients is very small, i.e., the two-photon process D(¢),
fluctuation (noise) coefficient y», and the squeezing rate ys
are close to zero. With an increase of I', I' = Sw, >~ w. [see
Figs. 2(1)-2(n)], the curve obtained by the RWA case decided
by Eq. (25) has serious deviations from those obtained by the
exact non-RWA results (23). The largest difference between the
exact result and the RWA for a strong coupling is a significant
manifestation of counter-rotating terms, where the two-photon
process, fluctuation (noise) coefficient, and the squeezing rate
are larger than this case in weak coupling.

IV. DISCUSSION ON THE INITIAL CORRELATED
THERMAL EQUILIBRIUM STATE

In realistic situations, the Brownian particle is initially in a
state correlated to the state of the reservoir as follows,

psr(0) = e P /Trgg e 1 (28)

with H given by Eq. (1). Assume that the system-environment
coupling is not so strong, such that we might expand the above
initial state up to the first few orders in the coupling constant.
The following equation will be used in the expansion,

A A A 9 A N A
ST — X T exp [/ e X Yeder:|, (29)
0

where 7 represents the time-ordered product, which orders any
product of operators such that the time argument increases from
right to left. By setting 6 = g, X = —I:IS — ﬁR, Y = —eﬁSR
[for discussion purposes, here we introduce ¢, which denotes
the dimensionless coupling strength; ¢ = 1 corresponds to
Eq. (1) in the main text], we can expand the thermal equilibrium
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FIG. 2. Value of the time-dependent two-photon term D(z), coherent driving term ¢(¢), decay rate y,(¢), fluctuation (noise) coefficient
y2(t), and the squeezing rate y;(¢) as a function of the time ¢ with the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck correlation (27). The electric field takes the plane
wave E(t) = Ee~'', The parameters chosen are (top) o, = Sw,, E = 2w,, I' = 0.05w,, > = 0.20,; (middle) I' = 0.05w,, > = 5w,; (bottom)
I' = 5w,, . = 10w, . Here and hereafter, w,, E, I', and U are rescaled in units of w,, and the time ¢ is then in units of 1/w,. Hence all parameters
are dimensionless. Non-rotating-wave and rotating-wave results are given by numerically solving Egs. (23) and (25), respectively.

state up to any order in the coupling constant ¢,
. N . ° . rhB t
e PH = o PHs—BHr |:1 + Z(—a)// dtl/ dt,
j=1 0 0
l‘],| N R
. / d[jHSR(—ihll)HSR(—ihl‘z)
0
' "I:ISR(_ihtj)i|
. N [0¢]
— o~ PHs—BHR |:] + Z ﬁjj|7
j=1

3 LHs+Ht 1 (At A
where HSR(I) = eh(H3+HR)tHSRe ﬁ(H§+HR)t’ and

B f tj-1 R
ﬁj = (—8)j / dt / dt2~'-/ dt/'HSR(—ihl])
' 0 0 0 '

X [:ISR(_ihtz) s FISR(—ihtj).

(30)

The partition function is given by

Trsg e P7 = (Trsg e PP PR + 11y + 13 + ),
with

. rh 41 tj_y .
nj = (—8)'/ / dn / dty--- / dlj(HSR(—ihll)
0 0 0

x Hsg(—ihty) - - - Hsg(—ilit;)) sk, 31)

where ps = e PHs /{Trg e PHs), pp = e PHr |{Trg e~ PHr},
(e)sg is denoted via Trgz{epspr}. Therefore, Eq. (28) is
written as

psr(0) = pin

= pn(0) + epSa(0) + 20520) 4+ -+, (32)

where the first few order expansions are

) ) g - .
Psr(0) = pspr, psp(0) = —pspr | dBiHsr(—ilip1),
0

B B .
/’ézlg(o) = PSPR/ dﬁl/ dBr{Hsr(—ihB1)
0 0

x Hsr(—ihp2) — (Hsr(—ihif1)Hsg(—iTif2)) sk},
(33)

With Eq. (9) and the identity (13) as well as the correlated initial
state (32), we can study the time-dependent non-Markovian
dynamics for the Brownian particle when the system and
environment are initially prepared in a correlated thermal
equilibrium state. From the above results, we find that the
first term in Eq. (32) represents the zero-order approximation,
which corresponds to the uncorrelated initial state given by
Eq. (16). This is valid for weak system-environment couplings
limit. When the system-environment coupling is strong, we
need to consider the influence of the high-order terms ,ofgjlg 0
(j = 1) to the system dynamics. The other terms in Eq. (32)
are high-order contributions to the initial dynamics.

From the analysis above, we can conclude that the initial
dynamics can be treated well by the high-order terms, which
is the correction to the zero-order term when the coupling
strength becomes strong. Although our results have been
limited to zero order, our conclusion is general. Namely, with
an increase in coupling strength, we need to consider the
higher-order contributions.
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V. EXACT TRANSIENT CURRENT FOR QUANTUM
TRANSPORT WITHOUT ROTATING-WAVE
APPROXIMATION

The transient current from the system flow into the environ-
ment is defined in the Heisenberg picture as

d . N N
[@0) = —(N@) = —i{IN@), Hu ()]), (34)

where N H=> 3l(t)5k(t). By explicitly calculating the
above commutation relation with the Hamiltonian of Eq. (3)
and then transforming it into the Schrodinger picture, we have
a transient equation for conservation current,

on(t)
dt

=S8S@) - 1)+ CQ), (35)

where n(t) = Trg[ataps(1)] is the total exciton number in the
Brownian particle, S(t) = —i Trsr[E)aT () — E*(1)a()] is
the source coming from the driving fields, and 7 (¢) the transient
current from the system flow into the environment, this defined
term,

C(t) =2iTrsg ) Gra(bi(1)psr(0) + Hee.,  (36)
k

denotes the two-photon current from the non-rotating-wave
term. Equation (35) tells us that the increase of the photon
number in the resonators is equal to the photons received from
the driving field and non-rotating-wave term minus the photon
flow into the environment.

Now, we turn to the exact numerical calculation. We
compare the above transient current in the weak-coupling
limit (I' <« w.) with the exact numerical solution of coher-
ent driving sources, transient current, and the two-photon
current from the non-rotating-wave term, respectively. In the
numerical calculation, we take E =0.lw,, £ = w,, E =
10w,. The result is plotted in Fig. 3 where the Brownian
frequency w, = 10w, and I' = 0.1w, which belongs to a weak
coupling and the RWA is applicable. As the electric field
intensity increases, the amplitude of the current increases.
From Figs. 3(a)-3(c), we find that in the weak-coupling
limit, RWA is in good agreement with the exact solution, in
particular, the coherence current S(¢) coming from the electric
field source. This is because the coherence current S(t) =
—iE()[aN(t) + a*M(t) + U(t)] + c.c. approaches the situa-
tion of RWA, where N'(t) — u(t), M(t) — 0.But the transient
current /(¢t) in RWA cannot witness a time oscillation with
non-RWA [in this case, the physical mechanism originates
from the transition paths; see the blue solid lines in Fig. 4(b)].
Nevertheless, it can still capture some useful information,
which is consistent with the upper edge of the transient current
in non-RWA. In the rotating-wave approximation, no two-
photon current exists. In contrast, the case in non-RWA has
a nonzero two-photon current C(¢), which originates from
the terms containing ab; and &TISIE in Eq. (36). Therefore,
the non-RWA parts in Eq. (36) are the contribution of the
two-photon current C(¢), which usually generates pairs of
photons. This is the other significance of the non-Markovian
strong-coupling dynamics.

0 20

40 0 20 40 0 20 40
wet wet wet

FIG. 3. Comparison of the Brownian particle currents in the exact
numerical simulation (20) with rotating-wave approximation (24)
with different electric field intensities. (a)—(c), (d)—(f), and (g)—(i) are
current S(¢) coming from the electric field source, transient current
I(t) from the system flow into the environment, and the two-photon
current C(¢) from the non-rotating-wave term, respectively, with
the non-RWA solution (solid line) and the RWA solution (dashed
line). The parameters chosen are w, = 10w,, I' = 0.1w,, A = 0.3w,,
E =0.1w, for (a), (d), and (g); E = w, for (b), (e), and (h); E =
10w, for (c), (f), and (i). The inset shows differences between
non-RWA and RWA, i.e., AS(t) = Suonrwa(?) — Srwa(?), AI(t) =
Tnon-rwa (1) — Irwa(?).

Next, we shall present an exact numerical simulation
for different values of the coupling constants between the
Brownian particle and the thermal reservoir, to examine the
different non-Markovian dynamics in the weak-coupling and
the strong-coupling regime. Figure 5 shows the field amplitude
of Eq. (9) with different coupling strengths and different
Brownian particle frequencies. In the weak-coupling regime,
the behavior of the field amplitude depends highly on the ratio
of I to w.. When the coupling strength is much smaller than the
Brownian particle frequency w, (see Fig. 5), the field amplitude
dampens to zero. When the Brownian particle frequency w,
turns down to w,, the field amplitude increases gradually to a
steady value with small oscillations. These numerical results
agree with the RWA solution, as shown in Figs. 5(a)-5(d). In the
strong-coupling regime, the field amplitude keeps oscillating
without decay in both cases, where the case on RWA has very
large derivations with that in non-RWA [see Figs. 5(e) and
5(f)]. The absence of damping (dissipation) is totally due to
the effect of the counter-rotating terms and non-Markovian
contributions, where counter-rotating terms make the main
contribution to the system dynamics [the term aby, and coherent
term E(t) reach dynamical equilibrium, whereas &Tﬁl allows
an unlimited increase in the number of excitations in the sys-
tem]. Thus we can confirm that this process is predominantly
a two-photon process. The complicated oscillating behavior
[see Figs. S(e) and 5(f)] is an interference effect between the
coherence electric field and the coupling between the Brownian
particle and reservoir.
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(@ e

S()+C(t)

—
—

S(6)+C(t)

———— non-RWA
RWA

driving

(b)

FIG. 4. (a) In the framework of a factorized direct product of the
system and the environment Gaussian state, the conserved currents
connected with each part are established. (b) Energy diagram showing
the zero-, one-, and two-exciton states ---m; + n exciton states
|n,my) (n excitons in the Brownian particle, m; photons in kth mode
for the environment), and the transition paths: Blue solid lines with
arrows denote two-exciton transitions (non-RWA processes), green
dashed lines with arrows denote conversed exciton conversion (RWA
processes), and black dotted lines with arrows denote coherent driving
sources (coherent processes).

VI. TIME EVOLUTION OF THE POSITION AND
MOMENTUM

The advantage of having solved the equations of mo-
tion in the Heisenberg picture is that they easily allow us
to compute the expected values of relevant operators. The
expectation values for § and p follow straightforwardly

0.8 0.8

=06 0.6
5 0.4 S 04

0.2 0.2

50 0 50
wel wel wel

FIG. 5. The time evolution of the Brownian particle field am-
plitude with different coupling strengths and free frequency of the
Brownian particle. The figure shows the differences in the non-
rotating-wave and rotating-wave situations. The parameters chosen
are « = 1, A = 0.3w,, E =0.1w,, . = 10w,, I' = 0.1w,, for (a);
w. = w,, I' =0.1w, for (b); w. = 10w,, I' = 3w, for (¢); w. = w,,
I' = w, for (d); w, = w,, I = 2w, for (e); w. = w,, I' = 3w, for (f).

----- FE = 0.25w,
0 50 100 150 200
wWel

FIG. 6. Evolution in time of the expectation value of (a) position
and (b) momentum [see Eq. (37)]. The different lines correspond
to different values of the electric field intensity: £ = 0 (solid line),
E = 0.05w, (dashed line), £ = 0.25w, (dotted line); the other pa-
rameters are I' = 0.05w,, A = 0.2w,, and w. = 0.5w,, whereas as
initial conditions we set v/fi/2Myw.q(0) = 1, p(0)//iMyw. = 0;
the expectation values of position and momentum are expressed in
units of /7i/Myw, and /TiMyw.., respectively.

from Eq. (20),

q(1) = Trg[gps(@)],  p@t) = Trs[pps)]. (37

The evolution of the position variance 0,2 (t) = Trg [qz ps(®)] —
g*(t) is obtained by squaring Eq. (37) and taking the expecta-
tion value, and similarly for the momentum variance o ,2(t) =
Trg[ 132 ps()] — pz(t) and the position-momentum covariance
0(1) = Trsl{q. pYps()1/2 — g(0)p(1).

First, in Figs. 6(a) and 6(b) we show the time evolution of the
expectation values of position and momentum, respectively, for
different values of the electric field strength E. In both cases
and for a zero value of E, we find the expectation possessing
decaying oscillations until approaching the asymptotic value
zero. On the other hand, the introduction of coupling with
the electric field decelerates the relaxation process of both
quantities. The higher the value of E, the faster is the decay. The
coupling with the electric field brings a further contribution to
the Brownian particle due to its coupling with the environment.
Indeed, referring to the master equation (20), it is clear how
this feature can be traced back to the changes in the coherence
coefficient ¢(¢), which now depends on E(¢).

Now, let us move our numerical analysis to the elements
of the system covariance matrix, which, as said, completes the
description of the reduced observables if we restrict ourselves
to Gaussian states. In Figs. 7(a)-7(c), we show the evolution of
042(1),0,2(1),and 0, (1), respectively, for different values of E.
Once again, we observe the relaxation toward the asymptotic
value is faster when the electric field is strong. The coupling
with the electric field accelerates the dissipation of the open
system. In addition, the whole evolution of o,,(f) is not
modified qualitatively. Master equation (20) implies that the
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—F-0 SR —F-0
— -E=0.05, i — -E=0050

o (f)

0 100 200

E=0
---FE=0.05w,
..... E = 0.25w,

0 50 100 150 200
Wel

FIG. 7. Evolutionintime of the elements of the covariance matrix:
Variance of the position o,2(¢) in (a), variance of the momentum o2 (1)
in (b), and position-momentum covariance o,,(¢) in (c). The different
lines correspond to E = 0 (solid line), £ = 0.05w, (dashed line), and
E = 0.25w, (dotted line). The other parameters are as in Fig. 6; the
position variance is expressed in units of i/ Myw,., the momentum
variance is expressed in units of 7 Myw,, and the position-momentum
covariance is expressed in units of 7.

Gaussian state is no longer the equilibrium state of the reduced
dynamics, which instead exhibits a nonzero value of oy, (t).

Recalling that the evolution of the momentum and position
expectation values and covariances is calculated for a fixed
initial condition, one might wonder if the feature observed
depends on initial conditions. We verified numerically that
the discussed asymptotic values do not depend on the initial
conditions (at least, as long as one stays within the set of
initial Gaussian states). Representative examples are given in
Figs. 8(a) and 8(b) for the evolution of 0,2(¢) and ,2(t) with
E =0, and Figs. 8(c) and 8(d) with E = 0.25w,, respectively.
The system relaxes to a unique asymptotic state, for both
cases. Moreover, from Figs. 8(c) and 8(d) we can observe
that, for certain initial conditions, the position and momentum
variances also relax to the asymptotic value in a nonmonotonic
way, as we already observed for the expectation values in a
nonzero electric field. Each variance can show even strong
oscillations when its initial value is high enough and the
oscillations are higher.

VII. COMPARISONS WITH THE APPROXIMATE
METHODS

There are several methods with approximations in the
literature to explore dissipative Brownian motion. In this
section, we will compare the results by approximation with
our exact one.

In the weak-coupling limit, the non-Markovian master
equation can be derived perturbatively up to second order in
system-environment couplings. Hence this master equation is
available for weak system-environment couplings. Following
the perturbation theory and after some algebra, we obtain
a second-order time-convolutionless (TCL) non-Markovian

a=1+1
0 100 200 ) 100 200

[ —
a=1+1¢

-—-—a=1
a=1+1

200 0 100 200
wel Wel

0 100

FIG. 8. Relaxation to the nonequilibrium stationary state of the
variance for (a) and (b) E =0 and (¢) and (d) £ = 0.25w,. The
different lines correspond to different initial coherent states: o =
1 — i (solid line), @ = i (dashed line), and @« = 1 + i (dotted line).
The other parameters are the same as in Fig. 7.

master equation [42—45] for the system (3),
Ps(1) = — i[Hue(0), ps(D)]
+n(DQRapsa’ —ataps — psa'a)
+ ya0)@psa’ +a'psa —ataps — psaa’)
+ [y5 (O QRapsa — aaps — psaa) +H.c.], (38)
with the effective Hamiltonian
H,.(1) = 8(a'a + [D(r)a> + ¢(t)a + Hel, (39)

where

D(t) = /O tdr / dwJ(w)e' "~ sinw(t — 1),

5(1) = Z/Otdr/dwj(w) cos wu(t — T)sin (T — 1),
¢(t) = Z/Otdr/da)./(a)) sinfw(t — )]V (Tt — 1),
yi(o) = /0 dr [ dws@sine - oot - o),

yo(t) = fo dr / dooJ @) sin(@ + o)t — 1),

y3(t) = / dt / doJ(@)e™ P cos w(t — 7). (40)
0

Here, V() =i [, dTE*(v)e’* "~ + c.c. Figure 9 shows a
comparison of the exact and weak-coupling master equations
with the bandwidth & = 0.3w,. We find that the results given by
the weak-coupling master equation (38) are in good agreement
with those obtained by the exact master equation (20) on any
time scales [see Figs. 9(a) and 9(b)]. We therefore claim that
for this range of parameters the TCL master equation gives
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FIG. 9. Comparison of the exact non-rotating-wave and weak-
coupling results for Brownian particle field amplitude [(a(?))| as a
function of time in Ornstein-Uhlenbeck correlation (27). Red solid
lines show the exact numerical results [see Eq. (20)]. Dashed lines
are weak-coupling results [see Eq. (24)]. In all plots, we chose o = 1,
w, = w,, E =0.1w,, A = 0.3w,. The large deviation of (c)—(f) for
the results from the exact non-rotating wave is caused by the strong
coupling between the Brownian particle and environment, where the
case is only valid in weak-coupling assumptions.

a better description for the dynamics, because it reflects all
the qualitative characteristics of the exact results. In this case,
the master equation in the weak-coupling limit gives a very
good description of the dynamics. With a further increase
of coupling strength in Fig. 9, clearly, the results given by
the weak-coupling equation are in good agreement with those
obtained by the exact one on a short-time scale, but they deviate
from each other on a long-time scale [see Figs. 9(c)-9(e)].
Thus, in this case, the approximate method is not suitable to
describe the dynamics.

VIII. QUANTUM NETWORK CONSISTING OF COUPLED
CHARGED-BROWNIAN PARTICLES

In this section, we generalize these results to a more general
network involving an arbitrary number of coupled quantum
Brownian particles (CQBPs), whose Hamiltonian (see Fig. 10)
is given by

H = Hs + Hg + Hsg + H, (41)
with

N
I:IS = Z hamn&jn&,,, I:IR = Zfla)ké}zgk,

m,n=1 k
Asp =) hgni(an + )b} + by,
n,k
N
Ay =Y RE,(0)a} + RE;(1)a,. (42)
n=1

where o, are coupling constants between Brownian particles.
The first equation is the free Hamiltonian of the N interacting

® ° E
—Fe—= * >
Y [ ]

’ E
a >
D
N N >

FIG. 10. Quantum network consisting of N mutually coupled
charged-Brownian particles (coupling constants are o,,) linearly
interacting with the reservoir (modeled as harmonic oscillators with
frequency wy). The blue circle represents the charged-Brownian
oscillator, which is coupled to a large number of oscillators (the
environment, shown by small black circles) interacting via the
coupling constants g, .

Brownian oscillators with frequency «,,. The second term
describes a general non-Markovian reservoir which is modeled

as a collection of photonic modes (oscillators), where 15,7: and
by are the corresponding creation and annihilation operators of
the kth photonic mode with frequency wy. g,  are the reservoir
mode-particle coupling constants. The fourth term denotes the
interaction between the nth Brownian particle and the electric
field. In this case, Eq. (8) reduces to

34,(1) Y
= =i ) () — B0 + Bj(0)]

n=1
N t

= 3 [ oK = o)+ o0 i),
m=1 0

(43)
where the environment correlation function K, (¢) =

Fim(@®) = f3,(2) with fi,,(6) = 3", gjxgmre”"*". According
to the linearity of Eq. (43), we can write the operator d,, () as

N N
an(®) =Y Nt (0,0) + Y My, (103],(0) + Pon(1),

=1 L=1
(44)

with the initial values N,,;(0) = §,,;, M,,;(0) = 0, and f’m 0 =
0. The time-dependent coefficients satisfy the matrix differen-
tial equations,

N(t) = —iaN() —/ dtK(t — T)[N() + M*(0)],
0

M(t) = —iaM(t) —/ ditK(t — T)[N*(z) + M(2)],
0

P(t) = —iaP(1) —f dtK(t — 0)[P*(r) + P(1)]
0

—iB(t)— B'(t) —iE(1), (45)
where coefficient matrices P(t) = P(t)yx1, E(t) = B(t)nx1

with B,,(1) = —i 3) (gms)*e " bi(0), E(t) = E(t)yx1. By
solving the coupled Green’s function equation (45), we can
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obtain the complete information of the coupled-Brownian
particles. It is particularly useful in the derivations of the
exact master equation for the CQBP, achieved by com-
pletely integrating out the environmental degrees of free-
dom. Applications of the CQBP exact master equation
cover various topics, such as quantum decoherence, the
quantum-to-classical transition, and quantum measurement
theory.

IX. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In summary, we have derived a non-Markovian master
equation for a charged-Brownian particle in one dimension
in an electric field and subject to a thermal reservoir. We find
the non-Markovian dynamics governed by the master equa-
tion contains both time-dependent coefficients and coherent
terms, which manifest the effects of the environment and
the driving electric fields, respectively. We derive a current
equation including a source coming from the driving fields,
transient current from the system flowing into the environment,
and the two-photon current from the non-rotating-wave term.
Comparisons with the results given by second-order Born and
Markovian approximations are made. We find that the latter
two methods cannot exactly describe the system dynamics in
the strong system-environment coupling regime. The presented
results are generalized to a more general quantum network
involving an arbitrary number of coupled-Brownian particles
coupled to thermal reservoirs.

In experiments, the non-Markovian quantum Brownian
motion in electric fields describes the forced oscillation
of Brownian particles containing all feedback of the non-
Markovian environment on quantum systems, which might be
realized by a cold-atom Brownian motor in optical lattices [46],
hard-sphere-plus-dipolar Brownian colloidal system [47], and
optical tweezer experiments [48] as well as optically driven
Brownian particles [49]. The electric fields may enter the
system via a vector potential. In this sense, the prediction
presented here is observable within the current technology.

Applications of our theory to a variety of physically relevant
systems as well as its extension to a wide class of open quan-
tum system, e.g., nonlinear coupling with the environments,
deserve future investigations.
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APPENDIX: DERIVATIONS OF EQ. (11)

1. Coupled modified Green’s functions

Considering the initial conditions N'(0) = 1, M(0) =0,
and 73(t) =0, we introduce two new coefficients X (¢) =
M(t) + N(¢) with the initial condition X (0) = 1, and Y(¢) =
M(t) — N(¢t) with the initial condition Y(0) = —1. Then we

can obtain the evolution equation for ))(¢) as follows,

d t
Ey(t) = —iw (1) —/0 dr[Y(r) = V" (DIK( — D).
(AL)

Introducing Z(¢) = %[y(t) + Y*(¢)] with the initial condition
Z(0)=—1and W(t) = %[y(t) — Y*(t)] with the initial con-
dition W(0) = 0, the evolution equation of Z(¢) and W(¢) can
be obtained,

iZ([) = w V() — Zi/ dtW(E)K({ — 1),
dt 0

%W(t) = —w.2(1). (A2)

The Laplace transformation for Eq. (A2) can be obtained as
follows,

sZ(s)+ 1 = wW(s) — 2iW(s)K(s),

SW(s) = —wo Z(s). (A3)
Solving Eq. (A3), we obtain
s
Z(s) = —
() w? + 5 = 2iwK(s)’
Wi(s) = - (A4)

C
w? + 52 = 2iwK(s)

With the same method, we can obtain the evolution equations
for X(¢) and X*(¢),

%X(I) = —iw.X(t) — / dt[X(t) + X*(0)IK@E — 7).
0

(A5)

Introducing C(r) = %[X (t) + X*(¢)] with the initial condition
C(0)=1and D(t) = %[X(t) — X*(¢)] with the initial condi-
tion D(0) = 0, the evolution equation of C(¢) and D(¢) can be
obtained,

d
EC(I) = o:D(1),

%D(t) = —w.C(t) + 2i f drC(OK(t — 7).  (A6)
0

The Laplace transformation for Eq. (A6) leads to
sC(s) — 1 = w:.D(s),

sD(s) = —w.C(s) + 2iC(s)K(s). (A7)

Solving Eq. (A7), we obtain
s
w2 + 52 = 2iwK(s)’
we — 21K(s)
_a)z + 52 = 2iwK(s)’

C(s) =

D(s) = (A8)

Collecting all these together, we get
M(t) = HIC@) + Z0)] + i[D@) + WD),
N@) = 3[C1) = ZWO] +i[D@) = WDl (A9)
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2. Solutions of nonhomogeneous Green’s operator equation

If we set O@)=3i[P®)+Plr)] and R@)=
Zii[ﬁ(t)—ﬁT(t)], we obtain evolution equations of o)
and R(¢) as follows,

%Q(t) = w.R(1) + Ei(1),

ifz(t) = —w.0(t) + 2i / drQ(D)K(t — )
dt 0
~B(t) — B'(t) — E, (1), (A10)

where E, (1) = S[E*(t) + E(t)] and E;(t) = 5[E*(t) — E(1)]
are the real and imaginary parts of E(t), respectively. The
Laplace transformation for the Eq. (A10) can be obtained

sO(s) = wR(s) + Ei(s),
SRAs) = —w,Q(s) + 2i Q(s)K(s) — B(s) — Bi(s) — E,(s).
(A1)

Solving Eq. (A11), we obtain O(s) and R(s),
SEi(s) — [E(s) + B(s) + Bl (s)]w.
s + w[we — 2iK(s)]

—[E,(s) + B(s) + B ($)ls — Ei(s)[w. — 2iK(s)]
52 4+ wc[we — 2iK(s)] '

Os) =

’

R(s) =

(A12)
Comparing with Eqgs. (A4), (A8), (A9), and (A12), we obtain
Pls) = —iN(s) — M$)IB(s) + B' ()] + U(s), (A13)
with
U(s) = i E (5)[M(s) — N(5)] — Ei($)[M*(s) — N(5)].
(A14)

With an inverse Laplace transformation to Eq. (A13), we can
obtain Eq. (11).
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