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Abstract

Continuous time quantum walks in the form of quantum counterparts of tur-

bulent diffusion in comb geometry are considered. The interplay between the

backbone inhomogeneous advection δ(y)x∂x along the x axis, which takes place

only at the y = 0, and normal diffusion inside fingers ∂2y along the y axis leads

to turbulent diffusion. This geometrical constraint of transport coefficients due

to comb geometry and properties of a dilatation operator lead to consideration

of two possible scenarios of quantum mechanics. These two variants of continu-

ous time quantum walks are described by non-Hermitian operators of the form

Ĥ = Â + iB̂. Operator Â is responsible for the unitary transformation, while

operator iB̂ is responsible for quantum/classical relaxation. At the first quan-

tum scenario, the initial wave packet can move against the classical streaming.

This quantum swimming upstream is due to the dilatation operator, which is

responsible for the quantum (not unitary) dynamics along the backbone, while

the classical relaxation takes place in fingers. In the second scenario, the di-

latation operator is responsible for the quantum relaxation in the form of an

imaginary optical potential, while the quantum unitary dynamics takes place

in fingers. Rigorous analytical analysis is performed for both wave and Green’s

functions.
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1. Introduction

We consider a quantum dynamics, which is a quantum counterpart of turbu-

lent diffusion in comb geometry. A possible realization of the turbulent trans-

port can be discussed in the framework of a Langevin equation in a so-called

Matheron - de Marsily form [1],

ẋ1 = δ(x2)vx1 ẋ2 = η(t) . (1.1)

Here η(t) is a random Gaussian delta correlated process 〈η(t)η(t′)〉 = 2Dδ(t−t′),
where D is a diffusion coefficient. In this case, white noise in the x2 axis affects

the velocity of inhomogeneous advection along the x1 axis at x2 = 0. Introduc-

ing a probability distribution function (PDF) P (x, y, t) = 〈δ(x1 − x)δ(x2 − y)〉,
we obtain a Fokker-Planck equation (FPE) in the form of a 2D comb model [2]

∂tP (x, y, t) = −vδ(y)∂xxP (x, y, t) +D∂2yP (x, y, t) . (1.2)

The comb Eq. (1.2) has been considered in Ref. [2] as a realistic mechanism

of superdiffusion of heavy particles, related to various applications. Important

role in this turbulent acceleration of the comb transport and superdiffusion

plays inhomogeneous advection in the form of a dilatation operator. In the

Hamiltonian form, the dilatation (contraction) operator

Ĥ0 = −ix~ d

dx
− i~/2 ≡ xp̂x − i~/2 (1.3)

attracts much attention in quantum mechanics and number theory in connec-

tion with the Riemann zeros. This operator has been suggested by Berry and

Keating [3, 4, 5] in connection to the Riemann Hypothesis, and Ĥ0 is known as

a Berry-Keating-Connes Hamiltonian [6]. In a more general content, the opera-

tor has been considered as a generator of space-time conformal transformations

[7, 8] and entropy problem in quantum mechanics [9], a random walk approx-

imation to the Riemann Hypothesis [10], and the quantum Mellin transform
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[11]. Also it corresponds to quantum dynamics in inverted potentials [12], and

near hyperbolic points [13], including singular behavior [14] and exponential

spreading of the phase space [15]. In comb geometry, this operator leads to

the exponential spread of the phase space as well [16]. Recently, it has been

considered as a turbulent diffusion search optimisation [17].

Due to the comb geometry, the backbone inhomogeneous advection along

the x axis acts1 only at the y = 0. This geometrical constraint of transport

coefficients leads (at least) to two possible scenarios of quantum mechanical

transport related to turbulent diffusion described by Eq. (1.2). In particular,

the comb FPE (1.2) has straightforward relation to quantum mechanics. It is

just a one dimensional quantum mechanical problem at y = 0 with the back-

bone Schrödinger equation i~∂tψ(x, t) = −iv~x∂xψ(x, t). The classical PDF

is mapped on the wave/Green’s functions: P (x, y = 0, t) → ψ(x, t)/Gx(x, t).

In this case, one can consider the quantum dynamics governed by the non-

Hermitian Hamiltonian according to the Schrödinger equation

i~∂tψ(x, y, t) = Ĥψ(x, y, t) =
[

vδ(y)Ĥ0 − iD
~
p̂2y

]

ψ(x, y, t) . (1.4)

In this case, the quantum (non-unitary) dynamics inside the backbone along

the x axis at y = 0 is accompanied by relaxation due to diffusion inside fingers

along the y axis.

The second scenario is according to the Wick rotation of time t → it with

D = ~/2m, where m = 1 is a unit mass of a quantum particle. Then the

non-Hermitian Hamiltonian is

Ĥ = p̂2y/2 + iĤ0δ(y) ≡ Â+ iB̂ . (1.5)

In this case, the backbone is a quantum trap for the y axis transport, where

relaxation is due to the dilatation operator Ĥ0, which works now as a scattering.

This approach is a generalization of the dynamics of quantum particles in the

presence of traps due to a complex optical potential [19, 20].

1Note that also due to this comb geometry, inhomogeneous advection is replaced by a

random motion [2, 29], see Sec. 2.

3



2. Turbulent diffusion

In this section, we consider the comb Eq. (1.2) as a realistic mechanism

of exponential (or turbulent) superdiffusion and extend a picture of possible

solutions of the problem, described in Ref. [2]. For the completeness of the

presentation we first consider the logarithmic scale of possible solutions.

2.1. Logarithmic scale

Let us consider dynamics for x(x1) > 0. Following to Ref. [11], we introduce

new variable w = ln(x1), and Eq. (1.1) reads

ẇ = vδ(x2), ẋ2 = η(t) . (2.1)

The comb Fokker-Planck equation (1.2) in the log scale for the PDF P =

P (w, y, t) now reads

∂tP = −vδ(y)∂wP +D∂2yP (2.2)

with the initial condition2 P0(w, y) =
1
xδ(w−w0)δ(y) = e−wδ(w−w0)δ(y) and

w ∈ (−∞ ,∞). After the Laplace transform with respect to t, we look for the

solution in the form

P (w, y, s) = L [P (w, y, t)] (s) = f(w, s)g(y, s) = f(w, s) exp
(

−|y|
√

s/D
)

.

(2.3)

This yields

v∂wf(w, s) + 2
√
Dsf(w, s) =

1

x
δ(w − w0) . (2.4)

We obtain the PDF of the backbone diffusion as follows

f(w, t) ≡ P (w, y = 0, t) =

=
(w − w0)D√

πt3v2
exp

(

−D(w − w0)
2

tv2

)

e−wθ(w − w0) . (2.5)

2To relate this initial condition to the initial condition of Eq. (1.2) in the form of Dirac

δ function, we introduce the multiplier 1/x0 to keep P0(x, y) = P0(w(x), y) = 1

x
δ(log(x) −

log(x0)) = δ(x− x0).
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In the x space, it corresponds to the log-normal distribution3

P (x, y = 0, t) =
D ln(x/x0)

x
√
πt3v2

× exp

(

−D ln2(x/x0)

tv2

)

θ(x − x0) . (2.6)

Solution in Eq. (2.6) can be extended on x < 0. Introducing symmetric initial

condition 1
2 [δ(x− a) + δ(x+ a)] at the backbone, one obtains

P (x, y = 0, t) =
ln(|x|/a)

2|x|
√

πt3v2/D
× exp

(

− ln2(|x|/a)
tv2/D

)

θ(|x| − a) . (2.7)

2.2. Symmetric solution

Let us consider the comb equation (1.2) with a symmetrical initial condition

at (x, y) = (±a, 0): P0(x, y) = δ(y)[δ(x− a) + δ(x+ a)]/2, where a > 0. Taking

into account the Laplace transformation with respect to t and ansatz P (x, y, s) =

f(x, s) exp
(

−|y|
√

s/D
)

, we obtain

vx∂xf + (2
√
Ds+ v)f = δ(|x| − a)/2 , (2.8)

where x ∈ (−∞ ,∞) and δ(|x| − a) ≡ δ(x − a) + δ(x + a). The solution of

Eq. (2.8) is f(x, s) = C|x/a|−µ(s)θ(|x| − a), where µ(s) = 2
√
Ds/v + 1. We

also take into account that ∂x|x| = sgn(x) = 2θ(x) − 1, and sgn(x)|x| = x.

An arbitrary constant C is determined from the normalization condition of

P (x, y, s). Therefore, we obtain a “dead zone” in x ∈ (−a, a) with f(x, t) = 0

and log normal distribution according Eq. (2.7) for |x| ≥ a. The “dead zone”

is due to the initial condition at x = ±a 6= 0 and directional outward streaming

from x = ±a to x → ±∞. For a = 0, the solution of Eq. (2.8) reads4 [2]

f(x, s) = C|x|1−µ(s) + δ(x)/(µ(s) − 1). In this case, the PDF consists of two

parts: the log-normal distribution, which contributes to the exponentially fast

spreading and the second part is due to the pining delta function. The latter

does not contribute to the mean squared displacement (MSD).

3In Eq. (2.6), we replace θ(w−w0) by θ(x−x0) using a chain of transformations as follows

d

dx
θ(x− x0) = δ(x− x0) =

1

x
δ(w −w0) =

1

x

d

dw
θ(w −w0) =

d

dx
θ(w − w0).

4Here we use that ∂xxδ(x) = δ(x) + xδ′(x) = δ(x) + x(−δ(x)/x) = 0.
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Correspondingly, the solution for the PDF P (x, y, t) is a convolution integral

P (x, y, t) = P (x, y = 0, t) ∗ Py(y, t) =

∫ t

0

P (x, y = 0, t− t′)Py(y, t
′)dt′ , (2.9)

where P (x, y = 0, t) = f(x, t) and Py(y, t) is the Lévy-Smirnov density defined

by the inverse Laplace transform,

Py(y, t) = L−1
{

exp[−|y|
√

s/D]
}

. (2.10)

3. Quantum dynamics: Eigenvalue’s expansion

We consider two scenarios of the quantum dynamics described by non-

Hermitian operators. The first one is the quantum dynamics along the backbone

with relaxation in the form of classical diffusion along the fingers. Contrary to

that, the second scenario is the quantum dynamics in fingers while relaxation

in the backbone is due to the dilatation operator. In both cases, the dilatation

operator H0 plays important role for the quantum tasks. Therefore we start

from the eigenvalue problem of the dilatation operator.

The dilatation operator (1.3)

Ĥ0 = ~[−ix∂x − i/2] = p̂xx+ i~/2

determines the complete set of eigenfunctions χω(x) with the eigenvalues ω ac-

cording to the eigenvalue problem Ĥχω(x) = ~ωχω(x), where ω is the continuous

spectrum and the eigenfunctions are [3, 6]

χω(x) =
1

√

N |x|
exp[iω ln |x|] , (3.1)

which satisfies the boundary conditions χω(x = ±∞) = 0 and N = 4π. For the

continuous spectrum, the normalization condition is

∫ ∞

−∞
χ∗
ω′(x)χω(x)dx = δ(ω − ω′) , (3.2)

while the completeness relation is
∫

χ∗
ω(x

′)χω(x)dω = δ(x − x′) (see e.g. [22]).

Note also that for x > 0 the normalization constant is half as larger, N = 2π

[6].
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It is worth mentioning that a mathematically rigorous calculation of the

normalization constant for the wave function χω(x) can be presented by fol-

lowing5 the presentation due to the monograph by V.A. Fock [21]. Since the

operator xp̂ has continuous spectrum ω, the eigenfunctions χ(ω, x) ≡ χω(x)

are not square integrable. Therefore, the normalization condition exists not

for the eigenfunction but for the “eigendifferential” [21] ∆χ(ω, x), which reads

∆χ(ω, x) =
∫ ω+∆ω

ω χ(ω′, x)dω′. Substituting here Eq. (3.1), one obtains

∆χ(ω, x) =
2

√

N |x| ln |x|
exp[i(ω +∆ω) ln |x|] sin ∆ω ln |x|

2
.

This solution is already square integrable and has the normalization form

lim
∆ω→0

1

∆ω

∫ ∞

−∞
dx |∆χ(ω, x)|2 = 1 . (3.3)

To take the limit in Eq. (3.3), the integrand can be presented as follows

|∆χ(ω, x)|2 =
4

N |x| ln2 |x|
sin

∆ω ln |x|
2

sin
∆Ω ln |x|

2
,

where ∆Ω = ∆ω+∆ω1. We can perform this trick, since the “eigendifferentials”

for not overlapping spectral regions ∆ω and ∆ω1 are orthogonal. [21]. Then

taking the limit ∆ω = 0 and carrying out the variable change z = (∆ω1/2) ln |x|
and taking into account that 4

N

∫∞
−∞

sin z
z dz = 4π

N , we obtain N = 4π, which

coincides exactly with the dimensionless normalization constant N in Eq. (3.1).

4. Quantum dynamics in backbone

The Schrödinger equation (1.4) for the Green’s function, described the dy-

namics of the first scenario, is

i~∂tG(x, y, t) = vδ(y)(xp̂x − i~/2)G(x, y, t)− iD
~
p̂2yG(x, y, t) (4.1)

5We present these arguments from Ref. [15] with necessary corrections.
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with the initial condition G(x, y, t = 0) = δ(x − x0)δ(y) and D = ~/2. In the

Laplace domain L[ψ(t)](s) = ψ̃(s), Eq. (4.1) reads

is~G̃(x, y, s) = vδ(y)(xp̂x − i~/2)G̃(x, y, s)

− iD
~
p̂2yG̃(x, y, s)− i~δ(x− x0)δ(y) . (4.2)

The Laplace image of the Green’s function has the multiplicative form of both

backbone and finger’s dynamics

G̃(x, y, s) = G̃(x, y = 0, s)g(y, s) = f(x, s)e−|y|
√

s/D , (4.3)

where g(y, s) = e−
√

s/D|y| describes relaxation of quantum dynamics in the form

of classical diffusion in fingers, while f(x, s) describes the quantum dynamics in

the backbone. Substituting solution (4.3) in Eq. (4.2), we obtain equation for

the backbone quantum dynamics

−iv(x∂x + 1
2 )f(x, s) − i

√
2~sf + iδ(x− x0) = 0. (4.4)

Formally, it corresponds to the PDF of classical diffusion, described in Sec.

2.2, with µ(s) = 1 +
√
2~s/v. When x0 = 0, the solution reads

f(x, s) = |x|
1
2−µ(s) + δ(x)/[µ(s)− 1/2] . (4.5)

Further quantum mechanical analysis is carried out in the framework of the

spectral decomposition according to the eigenvalue problem of Sec. 3. Since

χω(x) is a complete set of eigenfunction, f(x, s) can be considered as a super-

position

f(x, s) =

∫

dωχω(x)bω(s) . (4.6)

From Eq. (4.4), this yields equation for bω(s) ≡ b(s) as follows

vωb(s)− i
√
2~sb(s) = −iχ∗

ω(x0) . (4.7)

Resolving this equation with respect to b(s) and substituting it in Eq. (4.6), we
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obtain

f(x, s) =
1

iv

∫

dωχω(x)χ
∗
ω(x0)

ω − i
√
2~s/v

=

=
1

4πiv|x|

∫

dωeiω ln |x/x0|

ω − i
√
2~s/v

=

=
1

2v|x|e
−
√
2~s ln |x/x0|/v , (4.8)

where x > x0 for Re
√
s > 0 and x < x0 if Re

√
s < 0. We note that there is no

anymore the “dead zone”, and this quantum situation changes drastically from

classical turbulent diffusion discussed in Sec. 2. We call this effect a quantum

swimming upstream6.

Substituting the result of Eq. (4.8) in Eq. (4.3), we obtain the Green’s

function in the form of the Laplace inversion

G(x, y, t) =
1

2v|x|L
−1
[

e−(v|y|+ln |x/x0|)
√
2s~/v

]

=

=
(v|y|+ ln |x/x0|)
4v2|x|

√

2πt3/~
exp

[

−~
(v|y|+ ln |x/x0|)2

2v2t

]

, (4.9)

which is the quantum Green’s function in the form of the combination of the

log-normal and Lévy-Smirnov densities.

4.1. Fractional dynamics in backbone

Let us show that behind this classical Lévy-Smirnov form of the Green’s

function there is a fractional quantum dynamics along the backbone. To this

end, let us perform the Laplace inversion before performing integration with

respect to the spectrum in Eq. (4.8). Then the expansion coefficient bω(s) in

Eq. (4.7) reads

bω(s) =
Aω(x0)√
s+ iω̃

, (4.10)

where ω̃ = vω/
√
2~ and Aω(x0) = χ∗

ω(x0)/
√
2~. Performing the Laplace in-

version, we obtain the temporal behavior of the coefficients in the form of the

6Note that here we have only an indication on this phenomenon. A more accurate and

elegant way to obtain this result will be carried out in Sec. 5.
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Mittag-Leffler functions Eα,β(z) [23]:

Bω(t) = L−1[bω(s)](t) = Aω(x0)t
− 1

2E 1
2 ,

1
2

(

−iω̃t 1
2

)

. (4.11)

Therefore, the backbone component of the Green’s function reads

f(x, t) =

∫

Bω(t)χω(x)dω =

=
1√
2~t

∫

dωχ∗
ω(x0)E 1

2
, 1
2

(

−iω̃t 1
2

)

χω(x) =

=
1√
2~t

E 1
2 ,

1
2

(

−iĤt 1
2

)

δ(x− x0) ≡ Gx

(

iĤt 1
2

)

, (4.12)

where the “Hamiltonian” is Ĥ = vĤ0√
2~
.

The Green’s function is the convolution of two non-unitary dynamics, which

are the quantum fractional dynamics along the backbone with the Green’s func-

tion Gx(x, t) = f(x, t) and the finger’s dynamics according to the Lévy-Smirnov

density

Gy(y, t) = L−1
[

exp
(

−|y|
√
2s~
)]

(t) =
~|y|√
πt3

exp

(

−~
y2

2t

)

. (4.13)

That is

G(x, y, t) = Gx

(

Ĥt 1
2

)

∗Gy(y, t), (4.14)

which yields the result in Eq. (4.9). Therefore, the quantum dynamics at the

backbone is not unitary.

5. Fox H function for quantum swimming upstream

The Mittag-Leffler function can be presented in the form of the Fox H func-

tion [24] (see also Exampl. 2.7 in Ref. [25]) defined in terms of the Mellin-Barnes

integral,

Eα,β(−z) = H1,1
2,1 (z) =

1

2πi

∫

C

Γ(ξ)Γ(1 − ξ)

Γ(β − αξ)
(z)−ξdξ , (5.1)

where Γ(ξ) is a gamma function and the contour C starts at c − i∞, ends at

c+ i∞ and separates the poles of the gamma functions Γ(ξ) and Γ(1− ξ), such

10



that 0 < Re(ξ) < 1. In Eq. (5.1), z = iω̃t
1
2 is the imaginary variable and

α = β = 1/2. Integration with respect to the spectrum reads

I(x/x0) =
1

4π|x|

∫ ∞

−∞
(iω)−ξeiω ln |x/x0|dω . (5.2)

To perform this integration, the variable change iω = τ yields the standard

Laplace inversion

I(x/x0) =
1

2|x| ·
1

2πi

∫ i∞

−i∞
τ−ξewτdτ =

wξ−1

2|x|Γ(ξ) , (5.3)

where w ≡ w(x/x0) = ln |x/x0| > 0 and 0 < Re(ξ) < 1. When w < 0, it means

that a quantum particle is in the dead zone |x| < |x0|, then the variable change

is τ = −iω. The integral in Eq. (5.3) reads

I(x/x0) =
1

2|x|
1

2πi

∫ i∞

−i∞
(−τ)−ξeτ |w|dτ =

e−iπξ|w|ξ−1

2|x|Γ(ξ) = − wξ−1

2|x|Γ(ξ) . (5.4)

Therefore, taking into account results in Eqs. (5.1) - (5.4) for the integration

(4.12). we obtain the backbone Green’s function as follows

Gx(x, t) ≡ f(x, t) =

∫

Bω(t)χω(x)dω =

= ± w−1

2|x|
√
2~t

1

2πi

∫

C

Γ(1− ξ)

Γ(12 − 1
2ξ)

(

vt
1
2

w
√
2~

)−ξ

dξ , (5.5)

where (+) sign is for w > 0 (|x/x0| > 1) and (−) sign is for w < 0 (|x/x0| < 1).

Now, using the Legendre duplication formula, Γ(z)Γ(z+1/2) = 21−2z
√
πΓ(2z),

which yields Γ(1−ξ)
Γ(1/2−ξ/2) = 2−ξΓ(1 − ξ/2)/

√
π. Defining p = 1 − ξ/2, we obtain

Eq. (5.5) as follows (see e.g., Eq. (2.43) in Ref. [25])

Gx(x, t) = ± w−1

2|x|
√
2π~t

× ~w2

2v2t

1

2πi

∫

C

(

~w2

2v2t

)−p

Γ(p)dp =

= ±
ln
∣

∣

∣

x
x0

∣

∣

∣

4|x|v2
√

2πt3/~
exp



−~

ln2
∣

∣

∣

x
x0

∣

∣

∣

2v2t



 . (5.6)

The Green’s function in Eq. (5.6) is a more accurate result on the quantum

dynamics inside the “dead zone” for |x| < |x0|. It contains the phase multiplier

e−iπ, which corresponds to the quantum swimming upstream.
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6. Quantum dynamics in fingers

In this section we consider the second scenario, which is performed according

to the Wick rotation of time t → it in Eq. (1.2) with D = ~/2m, and m = 1 is

a unit mass of a quantum particle. Then the Schrödinger equation reads

i~∂tψ(x, y, t) = Ĥψ(x, y, t) , (6.1)

where the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian is Ĥ = p̂2y/2 + ivĤ0δ(y). An important

point of the analysis should be admitted: it is the imaginary optical potential,

which acts as a trap [19, 20, 26]. In the finger’s quantum dynamics the trap

relates to the dilatation operator and leads to the imaginary delta function, see

also Appendix A. To understand this phenomenon, the dynamics of both the

wave and Green’s functions is analysed.

Again, we consider the wave function as a decomposition over the complete

set χω(x),

ψ(x, y, t) =

∫

φω(y, t)χω(x)dω . (6.2)

Then taking into account properties of the dilatation/contraction operator Ĥ0

and owing to Eq. (6.2), we present the initial condition as the spectral decom-

position as well with the Gaussian weight ρa(ω) =
[

2a
π

]
1
4 exp(−aω2) with real

a > 0 [15]. This yields the initial condition for the backbone wave function in

the form of a log-normal distribution. Eventually, we obtain the initial condition

for φω(y, t = 0) as follows

φω(y, t = 0) = ρa(ω)Φ0(y, ω) , (6.3)

where the choice of Φ0(y, ω) depends on the choice of the boundary conditions

for every ω mode. In particular, free boundary conditions is considered in what

follows.

6.1. Wave function

In the case of free conditions at the boundaries of the fingers, we arrive at

the y transport in the form of a scattering problem with the imaginary potential

12



iv~ωδ(y) as follows

i~∂tφω = −~
2

2
∂2yφω + iv~ωδ(y)φω . (6.4)

Looking for the eigenvalue solutions φω(y, t) = e−iet/~Φe(y), we arrive at the

eigenvalue problem

−~
2

2
∂2yΦe + iλδ(y)Φe = eΦe , (6.5)

with free boundary conditions at infinities and λ = ~vω. Contrary to the real

(attractive) delta potential [27], there are no bound states. However, still we can

consider two classes of the spectrum [25, 27]. The first class corresponds to the

scattering problem and contains the continuous spectrum solutions, which are

standing waves. The solutions can be considered as the result of the scattering

by the iδ potential of the left and right incident waves [27],

Φ±
k (y) =

1√
2π

[

e±iky + B(k)eik|y|
]

, (6.6)

where B(k) = λ/(~2k − λ) is the “scattering amplitude”, determined by Eq.

(6.5) and related to imaginary potential7, and e = e(k) = ~
2k2/2.

In further analysis we are interesting in the second class of the solutions,

which is but one (not bound) state

Φ0(y) = (−iλ)1/2eiλ|y| , e0 = λ2/2 . (6.7)

We choose Φ0(y, ω) = Φ0(y) to be the initial condition for the finger’s quantum

dynamics. This immediately yields the quantum evolution of the finger’s wave

function

φω(y, t) = (−i~ωv) 1
2 e−i~2 (ωv)2t · ei~ωv|y| (6.8)

and the dynamics (including the initial condition) of the comb wave function

reads from Eqs. (6.2) and (6.3), and (6.8) as follows

ψ(x, y, t) =
(−i~v) 1

2

√

4π|x|

[

2a

π

]
1
4

×
∫ ∞

−∞

e−A(t)ω2

ω
1
2

eiω(~v|y|+ln |x|)dω , (6.9)

7In contrast to the scattering amplitude of a real potential, here the scattering amplitude

does not correspond to the optical theorem, see Appendix A.
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where A(t) = a + i~v2t. When t = 0 it corresponds to the initial condition of

the comb wave function. The exact solution of the wave function is expressed in

the form of the hypergeometric and Bessel functions. However it is instructive

to present the result in the form of elementary functions8. To this end, the

integral in Eq. (6.9) is evaluated by the stationary phase approximation, which

yields

ψ(x, y, t) =
i(~v)

1
2

√

|x|(~v|y|+ ln |x|)
·
[ a

2π

]
1
4 × exp

[

− (~v|y|+ ln |x|)2
(a+ i~v2t)

]

. (6.10)

6.2. Green’s function

Let us analyse the Green’s function G(x, y, t), in particular the Green’s

function of the backbone Gx(x, t) in spirit of Sec. 4. Rewriting Eq. (6.1)

for the Laplace image of the Green’s function L[G(x, y, t)](s) = G̃(x, y, s) =

G̃x(x, s)G̃y(y, s), we have

i~sG̃ = −~
2

2
∂2yG̃+ ivĤ0δ(y)G̃+ i~δ(x− x0)δ(y) . (6.11)

Now, the ansatz for the finger Green’s function is G̃y(y, s) = ei
√

2si/~, while

the backbone Green’s function is a superposition (4.6), namely G̃x(x, s) =
∫

bω(s)χω(x). Taking these expressions into account in Eq. (6.11), we ob-

tain the expression for the Green’s function Gx(x, t) in the form of Eq. (4.8) as

follows

G̃x(x, s) =
−1

v

∫

dωχω(x)χ
∗
ω(x0)

ω − i(1− i)
√
~s/v

=

=
−1

4πv|x|

∫

dωeiω ln |x/x0|

ω − i(1− i)
√
~s/v

=

=
−i

2v|x|e
−(1−i)

√
~s ln |x/x0|/v . (6.12)

8We consider the table integral [28] in Eq. (6.9) as follows
∫

z−
1
2 e−Az

2
eiBzdz =

(1− i)2−1A
1
4 Γ( 1

4
)1F1[

1

4
; 1

2
;−B

2

4A
] + (i − 1)2

3
2 πB

1
2 e−

B2

8A I 1
4

(

B
2

8A

)

. The stationary phase ap-

proximation for the integral yields
[

2π

iB

]
1
2 e−

B2

2A .
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Figure 1: Contour presentation of the real part of Green’s function (6.13) as a function of t

and x for t ∈ [10−5 , 2 ·10−4] and x ∈ [10−1 ·x0 , 5 ·x0], where the initial condition x0 = 10−3.

The imaginary part exhibits the same x − t structure. All parameter and constants are

taken in dimensionless form such that
√
~ = 2v. The contour is plotted on x − t grid with

∆x = 10−5 and ∆t = 10−7. In the case the axes are measured the number of steps on

the grid. At the initial stage, for small x and t its behavior is random oscillations. Then it

reflexes a complicated quasi-periodic structure of the oscillations. The white color corresponds

to the positive values of Re[Gx], while the turquoise color corresponds to the negative values.

However, the turquoise color regions are more colorful as zoom shows in Fig. 2.
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Performing the Laplace inversion we obtain

Gx(x, t) =

√
i~ ln

∣

∣

∣

x
x0

∣

∣

∣

2v|x|
√
2πt3

exp





i~ ln2
∣

∣

∣

x
x0

∣

∣

∣

2v2t



 . (6.13)

The behaviour of this solution is extremely complicated: it locks completely

random at the initial time and space and then changes to complicated quasi-

periodic behavior. The contour plot of Gx(x, t) versus (x, t) is shown in Figs. 1

and 2, where Fig. 2 is a zoom of part of the (x, t) space.

Figure 2: Zoom of a part of the region in Fig. 1, where x/x0 ∈ [1.5 , 2] and t ∈ [4·10−5 , 7·10−5].

More details are shown with smaller cells of the grid: ∆x = 2 · 10−6 and ∆t = 5 · 10−8

7. Conclusion

Two examples of quantum dynamics is considered in the form of quantum

counterparts of turbulent diffusion in comb geometry. The latter is described

by either Langevin equation in the Matheron - de Marsily form of Eq. (1.1) or

equivalently by the Fokker-Planck equation (FPE) in the form of the 2D comb
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model (1.2). The solution of the latter form corresponds to the log-normal-

Lévy-Smirnov density of the random variable x with the variance growing ex-

ponentially: var(x) = 〈(x − 〈x〉)2〉 ∼ et, It describes relative diffusion of a pair

of particles, namely the distance between them. Therefore one finds that the

relative diffusivity of any two particles grows with the inter-particle distance;

and due to this growth, this process has a property of turbulent diffusion.

Having concerned with the quantum dynamics, we have constructed two

variants of continuous time quantum walks related to non-Hermitian operators

of the form Ĥ = Â+ iB̂, where Â is responsible for the unitary transformation,

while iB̂ is responsible for quantum/classical relaxation. The first model in

Eq. (4.1) is obtained by multiplication of the comb model by ~
√
−1. As a

rule, such simple multiplication of an equation by a constant does not lead to a

new solution. However, due to the forms of the classical advection x∂x and the

dilatation operator Ĥ0 = −i~(x∂x + 1/2) = Â, one immediately arrives at non-

Hamiltonian quantum mechanics inside the backbone, which leads to quantum

effects. In particular, it is quantum tunneling inside a dead zone, which is

a quantum swimming upstream, that is a quantum initial wave packet moves

against the classical streaming. The fingers play a role of classical environment

with classical relaxation according to normal diffusion.

The second model corresponds to a standard quantum counterpart of a clas-

sical FPE by the Wick rotation of time t → it. The unitary dynamics inside

fingers is due to free motion, Â = ~
2

2 ∂
2
y . The relaxation is due to the dilatation

operator B̂ = Ĥ0δ(y), which is an imaginary optic scattering potential for the

incident plain wave coming from the fingers. It is also a trap, which violets the

optical theorem.

In conclusion, we comment symmetrical-asymmetrical positioning of the

initial conditions, which is a generic task related to the comb geometry for

both quantum mechanics and classical diffusion. To be specific, let us con-

sider the initial condition for Eq. (1.2) in a finger with y = y0 6= 0 with the

initial PDF P0(x, y) = δ(x − x0)δ(y − y0). Then, following Eq. (2.3) with

g(y, s) = e−|y|
√

s/D, the finger transport is started first with the Lévy-Smirnov

17



density (2.10), Py(y− y0, t) = |y−y0|√
4Dπt3

e−
(y−y0)2

4Dt , which is also a first arrival time

distribution to the backbone [29]. Then, in the backbone’s transport equation,

the Lévy-Smirnov distribution Py(y0, t) plays a role of a strength of a δ source -

sink term at x = x0. This situation differs from both scenarios considered above

and has been discussed for anomalous diffusion and random search in two and

three dimensional combs [30, 31].

Appendix A. Imaginary optical potential vs optical theorem

The optical theorem, results from the conservation of the probability flux at

elastic scattering and establish the relation between a scattering cross section

and a scattering amplitude, and it also relates to the interference between in-

cident and scattered waves [18]. Some general aspects of the one dimensional

scattering, including the optical theorem, have been considered as well [32]. To

understand the violation of the optical theorem by scattering at imaginary op-

tical potential iδ(y), we first consider Eq. (6.5) for the real attractive delta

potential [25, 27], which reads

−~
2

2
∂2yΦe − λδ(y)Φe = eΦe . (A.1)

The scattering solutions (6.6) for the left and right incident waves are

Φ±
k (y) =

1√
2π

[

e±iky + B(k)eik|y|
]

, (A.2)

where the scattering amplitude and the energy are

B(k) = −λ
(λ− i~2k)

, e = e(k) = ~
2k2/2 . (A.3)

Let us consider the flux, specifically for the left incident wave ψk(y) = Φ+
k (y) it

reads

Jk(y)

~k
=

1

2i
[ψ∗

k∂yψk − ψk∂yψ
∗
k] = 1− λ(1 + sgn(y))eik(|y|−y)

2(λ− i~2k)

− λ(1 + sgn(y))e−ik(|y|−y)

2(λ+ i~2k)
+

λ2sgn(y)

|λ+ i~2k|2 ] =

= 1 + (1 + sgn(y))ReB(k) cos[k(|y| − y)] + |B(k)|2 sgn(y) , (A.4)
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where (1 + sgn(y)) sin[k(|y| − y)] ≡ 0 and ReB(k) = − |B(k)|2. The letter

expression is nothing more as an analog of the optical theorem relevant for the

one dimensional scattering [32].

Note that the scattering amplitude B(k) in the solution (A.2) determines

the reflection and transmission coefficients. Namely, for y < 0, the reflection

coefficient is R = B(k), while the transmission coefficient for y > 0 is T = 1−B.
This immediately yields the law of conservation of the number of particles,

|T |2 + |R|2 = 1. From Eq. (A.4), also follows that Jk(y > 0) = Jk(y < 0) =

~k − ~k |B(k)|2.
Now let us consider the current for the scattering at the imaginary opti-

cal potential iδ(y). From the solution (6.6) with B(k) = λ/(~2k − λ), we have

that now the scattering amplitude does not correspond to the optical theo-

rem and does not describes the reflection and transmission coefficient. Namely

|T |2 + |R|2 = 1 + 2λ~2k
(λ−~2k)2 and it violets the law of conservation of the num-

ber of particles. Therefore, the imaginary optical potential iδ(y) relates to the

scattering with violation of the optical theorem.
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