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Abstract. We study exact time-evolving many-electron states of an open double

quantum-dot system with an interdot Coulomb interaction. A systematic construction

of the time-evolving states for arbitrary initial conditions is proposed. For any initial

states of one- and two-electron plane waves on the electrical leads, we obtain exact

solutions of the time-evolving scattering states, which converge to known stationary

scattering eigenstates in the long-time limit. For any initial states of localized electrons

on the quantum dots, we find exact time-evolving states of a new type, which we refer to

as time-evolving resonant states. In contrast to stationary resonant states, whose wave

functions spatially diverge and not normalizable, the time-evolving resonant states are

normalizable since their wave functions are restricted to a finite space interval due to

causality. The exact time-evolving resonant states enable us to calculate the time-

dependence of the survival probability of electrons on the quantum dots for the system

with the linearized dispersions. It decays exponentially in time on one side of an

exponential point of resonance energies while, on the other side, it oscillates during

the decay as a result of the interference of the two resonance energies.

Keywords: open quantum systems, quantum dots, initial-value problems, scattering

states, resonant states, exceptional points, exact solutions

Submitted to: J. Phys. A: Math. Theor.

1. Introduction

Quantum transport in open quantum-dot systems with interacting electrons has been

intensively studied in recent years. One of the pioneering experiments is a measurement

of zero-bias resonance peaks of electrical conductance across a quantum dot at low
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temperatures, which is understood as the nonequilibrium Kondo effect [1, 2, 3]. On the

other hand, in order to analyze the quantum transport in open quantum-dot systems

theoretically, it is necessary to consider nonequilibrium states realized in the systems.

The Landauer formula, which was first developed in noninteracting cases, assumes that

an electric current in coherent electron transport is carried by quantum-mechanical

scattering states [4, 5, 6]. The non-equilibrium Green’s-function method has been

successful as an extension of the Landauer formula to interacting cases [7, 8, 9, 10].

However, explicit many-electron wave functions realized in open quantum-dot

systems had not been obtained in interacting cases, until we constructed exact many-

electron scattering eigenstates for an open single quantum-dot system described by the

interacting resonant-level model [11, 12, 13]. We found it remarkable that incident

free-electron plane waves are partially scattered to many-body bound states around the

quantum-dot due to the Coulomb interaction. By using the exact solution, we calculated

the average electric current in the system under finite bias voltages, which agrees with

the results by other methods [14, 15, 16, 17]. Besides the interacting resonant-level

model, we also constructed exact scattering eigenstates for the Anderson model [18] and

the open double quantum-dot systems [19, 20].

In open quantum systems, resonant states with complex energy eigenvalues have

attracted renewed interest. The concept of the resonant state was originally introduced

for the study of decaying states of unstable nuclei; the imaginary part of the complex

energy eigenvalue corresponds to the lifetime of the decaying state [21, 22, 23]. However,

the resonant state is often regarded as “unphysical” since its wave function diverges in

space and is not normalizable. Normalization and probabilistic interpretation of the

resonant state have been discussed for many years [24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29]. Recently,

resonant states are employed for understanding the resonant transport in open quantum-

dot systems [29, 30, 31]. The two-body bound state appearing in the exact many-electron

scattering states [11, 12, 13, 18, 19, 20] is regarded as a pair of two resonant states, where

the imaginary part of the complex energy eigenvalue characterizes the binding strength

of the two-body bound states.

In the present article, we study time-evolving many-electron states of an open

double quantum-dot system of spinless electrons with an interdot Coulomb interaction.

We analyze a general double quantum-dot system of arbitrary arrangements of two

quantum dots including serial, parallel, and T-shaped double quantum-dot systems [32].

Quite recently, for the open quantum systems with a single quantum dot, exact time-

evolving many-electron scattering states have been constructed for initial states of free-

electron plane waves under an assumption on the form of wave functions [33, 34, 35].

We develop a systematic construction of the time-evolving states for the open double

quantum-dot system under arbitrary initial conditions without assuming the form of

wave functions as was used in Refs. [33, 34, 35]. For demonstrations, we explicitly

construct exact solutions of the time-evolving states for two types of initial states: i)

the one- and two-electron plane-wave states on the electrical leads; ii) the localized states

on the two quantum dots. In the case i), we obtain the time-evolving scattering states,
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which exponentially converge to the known stationary scattering eigenstates [20] in the

long-time limit. In particular, at exceptional points of the resonance energies, we find

exponential functions multiplied by a linear term of time in the wave functions. Here

we remark that the purely exponential behavior without any deviations in the form of

power-law behavior [36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42] is due to the unbounded linear dispersion

relation that we assume for the electrical leads.

In the one-electron case of the case ii), we find a new time-evolving state, which

we refer to as a time-evolving resonant state. The wave function of the time-evolving

resonant state increases exponentially only inside a finite space interval and hence is

normalizable, in contrast to the “unphysical” resonant states with spatially diverging

wave functions [29]. The restriction of the wave function to the space interval is

originated from causality, which was also observed in the Friedrichs model [39]. We

show through the construction of exact solutions that the wave function coincides with

the resonant state inside the space interval. Furthermore, in the two-electron case of

the case ii), we obtain a time-evolving two-body resonant state that corresponds to the

two-body resonance pole in the interacting case.

The explicit wave functions of time-evolving resonant states enable us to calculate

exactly the time-dependence of the existence probability of electrons on the leads and the

survival probability of electrons on the quantum dots under the initial states of localized

electrons on the quantum dots. The exponential behavior of the wave functions leads

to that of both the existence and the survival probabilities. It is remarkable that their

behavior changes around exceptional points of the resonance energies. In a parameter

region on one side of an exceptional point, we observe a pure exponential increase of the

existence probability in space and a pure exponential decay of the survival probability

in time. In a region on the other side of the exceptional point, we observe oscillation

during the exponential behavior, which are results of the interference of two one-body

resonance poles.

We also remark that the open double quantum-dot system is considered to be a

charge-qubit device that consists of one qubit and two quantum probes. The two initial

states above are related to the following two ways of manipulating the device: the

case i) can be utilized as “initialization” of the qubit and the case ii) may correspond

to “coherent manipulation” [43]. The decoherence of qubit states after these ways of

manipulation is described by the time evolution of the quantum states under the initial

conditions. Our exact solutions of the time-evolving many-electron states will be useful

for calculating the decoherence time.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, an open double quantum-dot

system with an interdot Coulomb interaction is introduced. In Section 3, we propose a

systematic construction of time-evolving states under arbitrary initial conditions. We

construct exact solutions of the time-evolving scattering states for any initial states of

one- and two-electron plane waves on the electrical leads. In Section 4, we obtain exact

time-evolving resonant states for the initial states of one and two electrons localized on

the quantum dots. By using the exact solutions, we investigate the existence probability
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Figure 1. A schematic diagram of the double quantum-dot system.

of electrons on the electrical leads and the survival probability of electrons on the

quantum dots. Section 5 is devoted to concluding remarks. Appendix provides a concise

review of resonant states.

2. Open double quantum-dot systems

We introduce an open double quantum-dot system with an interdot Coulomb

interaction [20]. Let us consider an open quantum system which consists of two quantum

dots and two one-dimensional electrical leads of noninteracting spinless electrons as is

illustrated in Fig. 1. We assume a single energy level for each quantum dot and linearize

the dispersion relation in the vicinity of the Fermi energy for each lead. The two quantum

dots are connected to each other and to the origin x = 0 of each lead. The Hamiltonian

of the system is given by

H =
∑
m=1,2

∫
dx c†m(x)vF

1

i

d

dx
cm(x) +

∑
m=1,2
α=1,2

(vmαc
†
m(0)dα + v∗mαd

†
αcm(0))

+ v′d†1d2 + v′∗d†2d1 +
∑
α=1,2

ϵdαndα + U ′nd1nd2. (2.1)

Here c†m(x) and cm(x) are the creation and annihilation operators of electrons at the

position x on the lead m, respectively, and d†α and dα are those on the quantum dot

α. We also define the number operator ndα = d†αdα of electrons on the quantum dot

α. The parameter vmα is the transfer integral between the lead m and the quantum

dot α, while v′ is that between the two quantum dots. Here we assume the S-wave

scattering of electrons off the quantum dots, and hence the transfer integrals vmα and

v′ are independent of the wave numbers of electrons. The parameter ϵdα is the energy

level on the quantum dot α and U ′ expresses the strength of the interdot Coulomb

interaction. Here and hereafter, we set ℏ = 1. In what follows, the Fermi velocity vF of

the leads is also set to unity: vF = 1.

We remark that actual energy levels on the quantum dots are affected by the

electrons contained in the quantum dots. In order to investigate the electron distribution
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within a quantum dot of finite size, we would have to solve the Schrödinger equations

and the Poisson equation self-consistently [43], which, however, is out of scope of the

present paper.

The Hamiltonian in Eq. (2.1) includes various arrangements of the two quantum

dots [32]. For example, in the case of v′ = 0, we have a parallel-coupled double quantum-

dot system; in the case of v12 = v21 = 0, we have a serial-coupled double quantum-dot

system; in the case of v12 = v22 = 0, we have a T-shaped double quantum-dot system.

The arrangement of the two quantum dots affects the quantum interference of electrons

traveling through the quantum dots.

Let us derive the time-dependent Schrödinger equation for the open double

quantum-dot system in Eq. (2.1). First, we consider the one-electron case, which is

equivalent to the noninteracting case. The time-dependent one-electron state is given

in the form

|Ψ(t)⟩ =
(∫

dx
∑
m=1,2

gm(x, t)c
†
m(x) +

∑
α=1,2

eα(t)d
†
α

)
|0⟩. (2.2)

Here |0⟩ is the vacuum state. The wave functions gm(x, t) for m = 1, 2 and eα(t) for α =

1, 2 are determined by the time-dependent Schrödinger equation i∂t|Ψ(t)⟩ = H|Ψ(t)⟩,
which is explicitly written in the form of the following coupled partial-differential

equations:

i∂tgm(x, t) =
1

i
∂xgm(x, t) + δ(x)

∑
α

vmαeα(t), (2.3a)

i∂teα(t) = ϵdαeα(t) +
∑
m

v∗mαgm(0, t) + v′αeα(t). (2.3b)

Here δ(x) is Dirac’s delta function. We expressed the partial differential operators ∂/∂t

and ∂/∂x by ∂t and ∂x, respectively, and set α = 3 − α, v′1 = v′ and v′2 = v′∗. We

remark that the time-dependent states in noninteracting cases were studied for the

single-quantum-dot systems with general dispersion relations in Ref. [44].

Next, we consider the two-electron case. The time-dependent two-electron state is

given in the form

|Ψ(t)⟩ =
(∫

x1<x2

dx1dx2
∑

m1,m2=1,2

gm1m2(x1, x2, t)c
†
m1

(x1)c
†
m2

(x2)

+
∑
m=1,2

∑
α=1,2

em,α(t)c
†
m(x)d

†
α + f12(t)d

†
1d

†
2

)
|0⟩, (2.4)

where we assume the following Fermionic anti-symmetries for the wave functions

gm1m2(x1, x2, t) and f12(t):

gm1m2(x1, x2, t) = −gm2m1(x2, x1, t), f12(t) = −f21(t). (2.5)

The time-dependent Schrödinger equation i∂t|Ψ(t)⟩ = H|Ψ(t)⟩ gives the following

coupled partial-differential equations for the wave functions gm1m2(x1, x2, t), em,α(x, t)

and fαα(t):

i∂tgm1m2(x1, x2, t) =
1

i
(∂x1+∂x2)gm1m2(x1, x2, t)
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+
∑
α

(vm2αδ(x2)em1,α(x1, t)−vm1αδ(x1)em2,α(x2, t)), (2.6a)

i∂tem,α(x, t) =
(1
i
∂x + ϵdα

)
em,α(x, t)

+
∑
n

v∗nαgmn(x, 0, t) + v′αem,α(x, t)− vmαδ(x)fαα(t), (2.6b)

i∂tfαα(t) = (2ϵd + U ′)fαα(t) +
∑
m

(v∗mαem,α(0, t)− v∗mαem,α(0, t)). (2.6c)

Here we introduced ϵd = (ϵd1 + ϵd2)/2.

The many-electron scattering eigenstates have been constructed as the stationary

solutions of the set of Schrödinger equations in Eqs. (2.6a), (2.6b) and (2.6c) under the

scattering boundary conditions [19, 20]. As an effect of the interdot interaction, the

incident plane waves are partially scattered to two- and three-body bound states at the

quantum dots. The binding strength of the many-body bound states corresponds to the

imaginary part of the resonance poles of the scattering wave functions.

3. Time-evolving scattering states

3.1. One-electron scattering states

Let us construct time-evolving scattering states of the open double quantum-dot system

by solving initial-value problems for the time-dependent Schrödinger equation given in

Sec. 2. We propose a systematic construction of exact solutions for arbitrary initial

states at time t = 0 without assuming the form of wave functions as was used in

Refs. [33, 34, 35]. In this subsection, we consider the one-electron case. The Schrödinger

equation (2.3a) tells us that, in each region of x > 0 or x < 0, the general solution

gm(x, t) is given by an arbitrary function F (x− t) of the variable x− t. In other words,

for the real parameter a under the condition x+a > 0 if x > 0 or the condition x+a < 0

if x < 0, the solution gm(x, t) is invariant under the translation (x, t) 7→ (x + a, t + a).

By combining the two conditions as x(x+ a) > 0, we have

gm(x+ a, t+ a) = gm(x, t), if x(x+ a) > 0. (3.1)

Because of the delta-function term in Eq. (2.3a), the wave function gm(x, t) is

discontinuous at x = 0. Hence, at x = 0, we match in the following form the wave

functions that are given in the two regions x > 0 and x < 0. We obtain the matching

condition of gm(x, t) at x = 0 by integrating Eq. (2.3a) over an infinitesimal region

around x = 0, which results in

gm(0+, t)− gm(0−, t) = −i
∑
α

vmαeα(t). (3.2)

Since the value of gm(x, t) at x = 0, which appears in Eq. (2.3b), is not determined by

the Schrödinger equations (2.3a) and (2.3b), we assume

gm(0, t) =
1

2
(gm(0+, t) + gm(0−, t)). (3.3)
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We remark that the difference of the value gm(0, t) should be absorbed into the system

parameters by the renormalization-group method [45].

By inserting Eqs. (3.3) and (3.2) into Eq. (2.3b), we obtain

i∂teα(t) = (ϵdα − iΓαα)eα(t) + (v′α − iΓαα)eα(t) +
∑
m

v∗mαgm(0−, t). (3.4)

Here we introduced the level width Γαβ =
∑

m v
∗
mαvmβ/2. By introducing an auxiliary

function ẽα(t) = ei(ϵdα−iΓαα)teα(t), the differential equation (3.4) is rewritten as

i∂tẽα(t) = (v′α − iΓαα)e
i(∆ϵdα−i∆Γα)tẽα(t) +

∑
m

v∗mαe
i(ϵdα−iΓαα)tgm(0−, t), (3.5)

where ∆ϵdα = ϵdα − ϵdα and ∆Γα = Γαα − Γαα.

The coupled first-order differential equations for ẽα(t) and ẽα(t) are transformed to

a second-order differential equation for ẽα(t) of the form

∂2t ẽα(t)− i(∆ϵdα − i∆Γα)∂tẽα(t) + (v′α − iΓαα)(v
′
α − iΓαα)ẽα(t) = Gα(t), (3.6)

where the inhomogeneous term is given by

Gα(t) = −
∑
m

ei(ϵdα−iΓαα)t
[
v∗mα(i∂t − ϵdα + iΓαα) + v∗mα(v

′
α − iΓαα)

]
gm(0−, t). (3.7)

In order to solve Eq. (3.6), we investigate the characteristic equation of a homogeneous

linear differential equation associated with Eq. (3.6) as

λ2 − i(∆ϵdα − i∆Γα)λ+ (v′α − iΓαα)(v
′
α − iΓαα) = 0, (3.8)

which gives the two characteristic roots as

λα,± =
1

2
(i(∆ϵdα − i∆Γα) + η±),

η± = ±η = ±
√

(i∆ϵdα +∆Γα)2 − 4(v′ − iΓ12)(v′∗ − iΓ21). (3.9)

We notice that the two roots λα,± merge into one at the parameter points giving η = 0.

The general solution of Eq. (3.6) is obtained as

ẽα(t) =


∑
s=±

Cα,se
λα,st +

∑
s=±

1

λα,s − λα,s

∫ t

−∞
dt′ eλα,s(t−t′)Gα(t

′) for η ̸= 0,

(Dα,0 + tDα,1)e
λ0
αt +

∫ t

−∞
dt′ (t− t′)eλ

0
α(t−t′)Gα(t

′) for η = 0,

(3.10)

where Cα,s for s = ± and Dα,r for r = 0, 1 are integration constants, and λ0α = λα,s|η=0.

For η = 0 in Eq. (3.10), we find terms linear in time t inside and outside the integral with

respect to the variable t′. We shall elucidate in Appendix A.1 that the parameter points

satisfying η = 0 correspond to exceptional points of a non-Hermite effective Hamiltonian.

Now we propose a systematic construction of the time-evolving one-electron states

under arbitrary initial conditions as is shown by the flow chart in Fig. 2:

Step 1) The wave function gm(x, t) for x < 0 in (i) of Fig. 2 is obtained by the

translation invariance in Eq. (3.1) with the wave function gm(x, 0) of given initial

states.
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(i) g  (x,t) for x<0m

(ii) e  (t)ã

(iii) g  (x,t) for 0<xm

Figure 2. The flow chart of the construction of the time-evolving one-electron states.

Step 2) In the process (i)→(ii) in Fig. 2, we use the general solution of eα(t) in

Eq. (3.10). The integration constant Cα,s or Dα,r is determined by the initial

conditions for eα(t).

Step 3) In the process (i), (ii)→(iii) in Fig. 2, we use the matching condition of gm(x, t)

in Eq. (3.2).

We find that the construction above provides an exact solution if we obtain the

integration in Eq. (3.10), whose integrand is given by the initial state.

Let us now specifically consider the time-evolving scattering states for the initial

conditions

gm(x, 0) =
1√
2π
δm,ℓe

ikx for m = 1, 2, eα(0) = 0 for α = 1, 2, (3.11)

which stand for the one-electron plane-wave state with the wave number k on the entire

lead ℓ along with the absence of electrons on the quantum dots.

Proposition 3.1 The set of Schrödinger equations (2.3a) and (2.3b) for the initial

conditions (3.11) is solved as follows: i) For η ̸= 0, the solution is given by

g
(ℓ)
m,k(x, t) =

1√
2π
δm,ℓe

ik(x−t)

+
∑
α,s

e
(ℓ)
α,k ymα,s

[
eik(x−t)−ei(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)(x−t)

]
θ̃(t−x)θ(x), (3.12a)

e
(ℓ)
α,k(t) = e

(ℓ)
α,ke

−ikt +
∑
s=±

1

ηs

[
λα,se

(ℓ)
α,k + i(v′α − iΓαα)e

(ℓ)
α,k

]
e−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)t, (3.12b)

where we used

e
(ℓ)
α,k =

1√
2π

(k − ϵdα + iΓαα)v
∗
ℓα + (v′α − iΓαα)v

∗
ℓα

(k − ϵd + iΓ− iη/2)(k − ϵd + iΓ + iη/2)
,

ymα,± =
1

ηs
(iλα,∓vmα+(v′α−iΓαα)vmα) (3.13)

and the following two types of step functions:

θ(t) =


1 if t > 0,

1/2 if t = 0,

0 if t < 0,

θ̃(t) =

{
1 if t > 0,

0 if t ≤ 0.
(3.14)
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ii) For η = 0, the solution is given by

g
(ℓ)
m,k(x, t) =

1√
2π
δm,ℓe

ik(x−t) − i
∑
α

vmα

[
e
(ℓ)0
α,k e

ik(x−t)

+((λ0αe
(ℓ)0
α,k + i(v′α − iΓαα)e

(ℓ)0
α,k )(t−x)− e

(ℓ)0
α,k )e

i(ϵd−iΓ)(x−t)
]
θ̃(t−x)θ(x), (3.15a)

e
(ℓ)
α,k(t) = e

(ℓ)0
α,k e

−ikt +
[
(λ0αe

(ℓ)0
α,k + i(v′α − iΓαα)e

(ℓ)0
α,k )t− e

(ℓ)0
α,k

]
e−i(ϵd−iΓ)t, (3.15b)

where λ0α = λα,s|η=0 and e
(ℓ)0
α,k = e

(ℓ)
α,k|η=0.

Proof. By following the three steps above, we show a proof in the case η ̸= 0.

Step 1) We obtain the wave function gm(x, t) in the region of x < 0 for t > 0 through

the translation invariance in Eq. (3.1) as

gm(x, t) = gm(x− t, 0) =
1√
2π
δm,ℓe

ik(x−t) (3.16)

due to the relation x(x− t) > 0.

Step 2) Process (i)→(ii): By setting x = 0− in the above equation, we have

gm(0−, t) =
1√
2π
δm,ℓe

−ikt. (3.17)

Then the inhomogeneous term Gα(t) in Eq. (3.7) is calculated as

Gα(t) =
−1√
2π

ei(−k+ϵdα−iΓαα)t
[
v∗ℓα(k − ϵdα + iΓαα)+v

∗
ℓα(v

′
α−iΓαα)

]
. (3.18)

By inserting this into the general solution in Eq. (3.10), we obtain

ẽα(t) =
∑
s

Cα,se
λα,st + e

(ℓ)
α,ke

i(−k+ϵdα−iΓαα)t,

∴ eα(t) = e−i(ϵdα−iΓαα)tẽα(t) =
∑
s

Cα,se
−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)t + e

(ℓ)
α,ke

−ikt. (3.19)

Here we used the relation ϵdα − iΓαα + iλα,s = ϵd − iΓ + iηs/2. By applying the

solution (3.19) to Eq. (3.4), we obtain

ẽα(t) =
∑
s

iλα,s
v′α − iΓαα

Cα,se
i(∆ϵdα−i∆Γα−iλα,s)t + e

(ℓ)
α,ke

i(−k+ϵdα−iΓαα)t,

∴ eα(t) =
∑
s

iλα,s
v′α − iΓαα

Cα,se
−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)t + e

(ℓ)
α,ke

−ikt. (3.20)

The initial conditions eα(0) = eα(0) = 0 determine the integration constants Cα,+ and

Cα,− as

eα(0+) = Cα,+ + Cα,− + e
(ℓ)
α,k = 0,

eα(0+) =
iλα,+

v′α − iΓαα

Cα,+ +
iλα,−

v′α − iΓαα

Cα,− + e
(ℓ)
α,k = 0,

∴ Cα,± =
1

η±

[
λα,∓e

(ℓ)
α,k + i(v′α − iΓαα)e

(ℓ)
α,k

]
. (3.21)
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Then, by inserting these into Eqs. (3.19) and (3.20), we obtain

eα(t) = e
(ℓ)
α,ke

−ikt+
∑
s

1

ηs

[
λα,se

(ℓ)
α,k+i(v′α−iΓαα)e

(ℓ)
α,k

]
e−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)t. (3.22)

Step 3) Prosess (i), (ii)→(iii): By using the matching condition of gm(x, t) in Eq. (3.2),

we have

gm(0+, t) =
1√
2π
δm,ℓe

−ikt − iθ̃(t)
∑
α

vmαeα(t). (3.23)

Here, in order to extend the relation to the region t ≤ 0, we used the step function θ̃(t)

defined in Eq. (3.14). Through the translation invariance in Eq. (3.1), we obtain the

wave function gm(x, t) for x > 0 and t > 0 as

gm(x, t) = gm(0+, t− x)

=
1√
2π
δm,ℓe

ik(x−t) − iθ̃(t− x)
∑
α

vmαeα(t− x). (3.24)

The wave functions for η = 0 are obtained in a similar way by using the general solution

for η = 0 in Eqs. (3.10).

□

We find that the second terms of the wave functions g
(ℓ)
m,k(x, t) and e

(ℓ)
α,k(t) in

Eqs. (3.12a), (3.12b), (3.15a) and (3.15b) contain the terms with the time-dependent

factor e−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)t, which decays exponentially with the inverse relaxation time

Γ− Re(ηs/2). The purely exponential decay is due to the unbounded linear dispersion

relation [44]; if there were the lower limit of the energy dispersion, we would have found

deviations from the exponential decay. We also find that the time-dependent factor

corresponds to the one-body resonant state, which is explicitly given in Appendix A.1.

The wave functions for η = 0 in Eqs. (3.15a) and (3.15b) include an exponential function

multiplied by a term linear in time t. We remark that they are reproduced by taking

the limit η → 0 of Eqs. (3.12a) and (3.12b).

In the long-time limit t → ∞, the wave functions in Eqs. (3.12a) and (3.12b)

converge to the stationary scattering eigenstates [20],

lim
t→∞

eiktg
(ℓ)
m,k(x, t) =

1√
2π

[
δm,ℓ − i

√
2πθ(x)

∑
α

vmαe
(ℓ)
α,k

]
eikx =: g

(ℓ)
m,k(x), (3.25a)

lim
t→∞

eikte
(ℓ)
α,k(t) = e

(ℓ)
α,k, (3.25b)

where e
(ℓ)
α,k is defined in Eq. (3.13). We remark that the wave functions g

(ℓ)
m,k(x) and e

(ℓ)
α,k

have resonance poles at k = ϵd− iΓ± iη/2 on the complex k plane. The imaginary parts

of the resonance poles correspond to the relaxation time of the time-evolving scattering

states.

3.2. Two-electron scattering states

Next we consider the two-electron case. In a way similar to the one-electron case,

we derive several relations among the wave functions from the set of Schrödinger
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equations (2.6a), (2.6b) and (2.6c). We consider the case of η ̸= 0 since the wave

functions for η = 0 are obtained by taking the limit η → 0. First, we find that the wave

function gm1m2(x1, x2, t) is discontinuous both at x1 = 0 and x2 = 0. In each quadrant of

the (x1, x2)-plane, the general solution gm1m2(x1, x2, t) is given by an arbitrary function

F (x1− t, x2− t) of the two variables x1− t and x2− t. In other words, the wave function

gm1m2(x1, x2, t) has the following translation invariance:

gm1m2(x1 + a, x2 + a, t+ a)

= gm1m2(x1, x2, t) if xi(xi + a) > 0 for i = 1, 2. (3.26)

The matching conditions of gm1m2(x1, x2, t) at x1 = 0 and x2 = 0 are respectively given

by

gm1m2(x, 0+, t)− gm1m2(x, 0−, t) + i
∑
α

vm2αem1,α(x, t) = 0,

gm1m2(0+, x, t)− gm1m2(0−, x, t)− i
∑
α

vm1αem2,α(x, t) = 0, (3.27)

as was in Eq. (3.2). We note that the two relations are consistent with the anti-

symmetries in Eqs. (2.5). Similarly to Eq. (3.3), we assume the values of gm1m2(x1, x2, t)

at x1 = 0 and x2 = 0 as follows:

gm1m2(0, x, t) =
1

2
(gm1m2(0+, x, t) + gm1m2(0−, x, t)),

gm1m2(x, 0, t) =
1

2
(gm1m2(x, 0+, t) + gm1m2(x, 0−, t)). (3.28)

Next, we find that the wave function em,α(x, t) is also discontinuous at x = 0, and

its matching condition at x = 0 is given by

em,α(0+, t)− em,α(0−, t)− ivmαfαα(t) = 0. (3.29)

We assume the value of em,α(x, t) at x = 0 as follows:

em,α(0, t) =
1

2
(em,α(0+, t) + em,α(0−, t)). (3.30)

By applying Eqs. (3.27) and (3.28) to Eq. (2.6b) for x ̸= 0, we have the coupled partial-

differential equations for em,α(x, t) and em,α(x, t) as

(i(∂t + ∂x)− ϵdα + iΓαα)em,α(x, t)− (v′α − iΓαα)em,α(x, t) =
∑
n

v∗nαgmn(x, 0−, t). (3.31)

Through the change of variables z = (x + t)/2 and z1 = x − t, the partial-differential

equation is rewritten as

(i∂z − ϵdα + iΓαα)em,α(x, t)− (v′α − iΓαα)em,α(x, t)

=
∑
n

v∗nαgmn

(
z +

z1
2
, 0−, z − z1

2

)
. (3.32)

By introducing an auxiliary function em,α(x, t) = e−i(ϵdα−iΓαα)z ẽm,α(x, t), we obtain

i∂z ẽm,α(x, t) = (v′α − iΓαα)e
i(∆ϵdα−i∆Γα)z ẽm,α(x, t)

+
∑
n

v∗nαe
i(ϵdα−iΓαα)zgmn

(
z +

z1
2
, 0−, z − z1

2

)
, (3.33)
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which is transformed to a second-order differential equation for ẽm,α(x, t) for each α as

∂2z ẽm,α(x, t)− i(∆ϵdα−i∆Γα)∂z ẽm,α(x, t)

+ (v′α − iΓαα)(v
′
α − iΓαα)ẽm,α(x, t) = Gm,α(z) (3.34)

with the inhomogeneous term

Gm,α(z) =−
∑
n

ei(ϵdα−iΓαα)z
[
v∗nα(i∂z−ϵdα+iΓαα) + v∗nα(v

′
α−iΓαα)

]
× gmn

(
z+

z1
2
, 0−, z− z1

2

)
. (3.35)

The general solution of Eq. (3.34) is given by

ẽm,α(x, t) =
∑
s

Cm,α,s(x−t)eλα,s(x+t)/2

+
∑
s

1

λα,s−λα,s

∫ (x+t)/2

−∞
dz′ eλα,s((x+t)/2−z′)Gm,α(z

′),

∴ em,α(x, t) =
∑
s

Cm,α,s(x−t)e−i(ϵdα−iΓαα+iλα,s)(x+t)/2

+
∑
s

1

λα,s−λα,s

∫ (x+t)/2

−∞
dz′ e−i(ϵdα−iΓαα)(x+t)/2+λα,s((x+t)/2−z′)Gm,α(z

′), (3.36)

where Cm,α,s(x− t) for s = ± are arbitrary functions of the variable x− t.

Finally, by using Eqs. (3.29) and (3.30), the differential equation (2.6c) for the

double-occupancy wave function fαα(t) is rewritten as

(i∂t − 2ϵd − U ′ + 2iΓ)fαα(t) =
∑
m,β

(−)α+βv∗mβem,β(0−, t). (3.37)

By setting fαα(t) = e−i(2ϵd+U ′−2iΓ)tf̃αα(t), we have

∂tf̃αα(t) = −iei(2ϵd+U ′−2iΓ)t
∑
m,β

(−)α+βv∗mβem,β(0−, t), (3.38)

which is easily integrated in the form

f̃αα(t) = Cα − i

∫ t

0

dt′ ei(2ϵd+U ′−2iΓ)t′
∑
m,β

(−)α+βv∗mβem,β(0−, t′),

∴ fαα(t) = Cαe
−i(2ϵd+U ′−2iΓ)t

− i

∫ t

0

dt′ ei(2ϵd+U ′−2iΓ)(t′−t)
∑
m,β

(−)α+βv∗mβem,β(0−, t′). (3.39)

Here Cα for α = 1, 2 are integration constants.

Now we propose a systematic construction of the time-evolving two-electron states

under arbitrary initial conditions. The construction is given by the flow chart in Fig. 3:

Step 1) The wave function gm1m2(x1, x2, t) for x1 < x2 < 0 in (i) of Fig. 3 is obtained

by the translation invariance in Eq. (3.26) with the wave function gm1m2(x1, x2, 0)

of given initial states.
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(i) g     (x ,x ,t)m m1 2
1 2

(x <x <0)1 2

(iv) g     (x ,x ,t)m m1 2
1 2

(x <0<x )1 2

(vi) g     (x ,x ,t)m m1 2
1 2

(0<x <x )1 2

(ii) e    (x,t)m,ã

(x<0)

(v) e    (x,t)m,ã

(0<x)

(iii) f   (t)ãã

Figure 3. The flow chart of the construction of time-evolving two-electron states.

Step 2) In the process (i)→(ii) in Fig. 3, we use the general solution em,α(x, t) in

Eq. (3.36). The arbitrary function Cm,α,s(x−t) is determined by the initial condition

for em,α(x, t).

Step 3) In the process (ii)→(iii) in Fig. 3, we use the general solution fαα(t) in

Eq. (3.39). The integration constant Cα is determined by the initial condition

for fαα(t).

Step 4) In the process (i), (ii)→(iv) in Fig. 3, we use the matching conditions

gm1m2(x1, x2, t) in Eqs. (3.27).

Step 5) In the process (iii), (iv)→(v) in Fig. 3, we use the general solution em,α(x, t) in

Eq. (3.36) again. The arbitrary function Cm,α,s(x− t) is determined by the initial

condition for em,α(x, t) and the matching condition for em,α(x, t) in Eq. (3.29).

Step 6) In the process (iv), (v)→(vi) in Fig. 3, we use the matching conditions for

gm1m2(x1, x2, t) in Eqs. (3.27) again.

Step 7) Through the anti-symmetrization in the variables x1 and x2, we obtain the

wave function gm1m2(x1, x2, t) in the case x2 < x1.

Let us demonstrate the construction of the time-evolving two-electron scattering

states under the initial conditions

gm1m2(x1, x2, 0) =
1

2π

∑
P

sgn(P )δm1,ℓP1
δm2,ℓP2

ei(kP1
x1+kP2

x2) for m1,m2 = 1, 2,

em,α(x, 0) = 0, fαα(0) = 0 for m = 1, 2 and α = 1, 2, (3.40)

where P = (P1, P2) is a permutation of (1, 2). The initial state stands for the two-

electron plane-wave state with wave numbers k1 and k2 on the entire leads ℓ1 and ℓ2,

respectively, and the absence of electrons on the quantum dots.

Proposition 3.2 For η ̸= 0, the solution of the set of Schrödinger equations (2.6a),

(2.6b) and (2.6c) for the initial conditions (3.40) is given by

g
(ℓ1ℓ2)
m1m2,k1k2

(x1, x2, t) =
∑
P

sgn(P )g
(ℓP1

)

m1,kP1
(x1, t)g

(ℓP2
)

m2,kP2
(x2, t)
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− i
∑
Q,α,s

sgn(Q)vmQ1
αymQ2

α,sX
(ℓ1ℓ2)
α,k1k2

(xQ2− t)e−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)xQ2Q1θ(xQ2Q1)θ(xQ1), (3.41a)

e
(ℓ1ℓ2)
mα,k1k2

(x, t)

=
∑
P

sgn(P )g
(ℓP1

)

m,kP1
(x, t)e

(ℓP2
)

α,kP2
(t)−

∑
s

ymα,sX
(ℓ1ℓ2)
α,k1k2

(x− t)e−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)xθ(x), (3.41b)

f
(ℓ1ℓ2)
αα,k1k2

(t) =
∑
P

sgn(P )e
(ℓP1

)

α,kP1
(t)e

(ℓP2
)

α,kP2
(t) +X

(ℓ1ℓ2)
α,k1k2

(−t), (3.41c)

where P and Q are permutations of (1, 2), x12 = x1 − x2 and we introduced

X
(ℓ1ℓ2)
α,k1k2

(−t) =
∑
P

sgn(P )
[1
2
Z

(ℓ1ℓ2)
α,k1k2

(e−i(k1+k2)t − e−i(2ϵd+U ′−2iΓ)t)

− e
(ℓP1

)

α,kP1
e
(ℓP2

)

α,kP2
(e−2i(ϵd−iΓ)t − e−i(2ϵd+U ′−2iΓ)t)

+
1√
2π

∑
β,s

(−)α+β
iỹℓP1

β,sU
′

(kP1−ϵd+iΓ−iηs/2)(kP1−ϵd−U ′+iΓ−iηs/2)
e
(ℓP2

)

β,kP2

× (e−i(2ϵd+U ′−2iΓ)t − e−i(kP1
+ϵd−iΓ−iηs/2)t)

]
θ̃(t),

Z
(ℓ1ℓ2)
α,k1k2

=
U ′

k1+k2−2ϵd−U ′+2iΓ
(e

(ℓ1)
α,k1

e
(ℓ2)
α,k2

− e
(ℓ2)
α,k2

e
(ℓ1)
α,k1

). (3.42)

Proof. We follow the seven steps above.

Step 1) Since we have x1 − t < x2 − t < 0 for t > 0 and x1 < x2 < 0 in this step,

the wave function gm1m2(x1, x2, t) is obtained through the invariance of the translation

(x1, x2, t) 7→ (x1 − t, x2 − t, 0) from the initial state gm1m2(x1 − t, x2 − t, 0) as

gm1m2(x1, x2, t) = gm1m2(x1 − t, x2 − t, 0)

=
1

2π

∑
P

sgn(P )δm1,ℓP1
δm2,ℓP2

eikP1
(x1−t)+ikP2

(x2−t). (3.43)

Step 2) Process (i)→(ii): By setting x2 = 0− in the above equation, we have

gm1m2(x1, 0−, t) =
1

2π

∑
P

sgn(P )δm1,ℓP1
δm2,ℓP2

eikP1
(x1−t)−ikP2

t, (3.44)

which gives the inhomogeneous term in Eq. (3.35) in the form

Gm,α(z) = −
∑
n

[
v∗nα(kP2 − ϵdα + iΓαα) + v∗nα(v

′
α − iΓαα)

]
× 1

2π

∑
P

sgn(P )δm,ℓP1
δn,ℓP2

ei(kP1
+kP2

/2)z1+i(−kP2
+ϵdα−iΓαα)z. (3.45)

Then, for x < 0, we obtain the general solution in Eq. (3.36) as

em,α(x, t) =
∑
s

Cm,α,s(x− t)ei(−ϵdα+iΓαα−iλα,s)(x+t)/2

+
∑
P

sgn(P )g
(ℓP1

)

m,kP1
(x, t)e

(ℓP2
)

α,kP2
e−ikP2

t, (3.46a)

em,α(x, t) =
∑
s

iλα,s
v′α−iΓαα

Cm,α,s(x− t)ei(−ϵdα+iΓαα−iλα,s)(x+t)/2



Exact time-evolving scattering states in open quantum-dot systems 15

+
∑
P

sgn(P )g
(ℓP1

)

m,kP1
(x, t)e

(ℓP2
)

α,kP2
e−ikP2

t, (3.46b)

where em,α(x, t) is obtained by using Eq. (3.32) with the above expression for em,α(x, t).

Here we used the wave function g
(ℓ)
m,k(x, t) of the one-electron scattering states in

Eq. (3.12a). The initial conditions in Eqs. (3.40) for em,α(x, t) and em,α(x, t) determine

the arbitrary functions Cm,α,s(x) and Cm,α,s(x) as

em,α(x, 0+) =
∑
s

Cm,α,s(x)e
i(−ϵdα+iΓαα−iλα,s)x/2 +

∑
P

sgn(P )g
(ℓP1

)

m,kP1
(x, 0)e

(ℓP2
)

α,kP2
= 0,

em,α(x, 0+) =
∑
s

iλα,s
v′α−iΓαα

Cm,α,s(x)e
i(−ϵdα+iΓαα−iλα,s)x/2

+
∑
P

sgn(P )g
(ℓP1

)

m,kP1
(x, 0)e

(ℓP2
)

α,kP2
= 0,

∴ Cm,α,s(x) =
1

ηs

∑
P

sgn(P )g
(ℓP1

)

m,kP1
(x, 0)

[
λα,se

(ℓP2
)

α,kP2
+ i(v′α − iΓαα)e

(ℓP2
)

α,kP2

]
× ei(ϵdα−iΓαα+iλα,s)x/2. (3.47)

By using the translation invariance g
(ℓP1

)

m,kP1
(x, t) = g

(ℓP1
)

m,kP1
(x − t, 0) for t > 0 and x < 0,

we have

Cm,α,s(x− t) =
1

ηs

∑
P

sgn(P )g
(ℓP1

)

m,kP1
(x, t)

[
λα,se

(ℓP2
)

α,kP2
+ i(v′α − iΓαα)e

(ℓP2
)

α,kP2

]
× ei(ϵdα−iΓαα+iλα,s)(x−t)/2. (3.48)

By inserting this into Eqs. (3.46a) and (3.46b), we obtain em,α(x, t) and em,α(x, t) in the

same form

em,α(x, t) =
∑
P

sgn(P )g
(ℓP1

)

m,kP1
(x, t)e

(ℓP2
)

α,kP2
(t). (3.49)

Here e
(ℓ)
α,k(t) is the wave function of the one-electron scattering state in Eq. (3.12b).

Step 3) Process (ii)→(iii): We insert Eq. (3.49) into the solution in Eq. (3.39) for

fαα(t). Because of the initial condition fαα(0) = 0, we find C = 0, obtaining

fαα(t) =
∑
P

sgn(P )
[ kP1+kP2−2ϵd+2iΓ

kP1+kP2−2ϵd−U ′+2iΓ
e
(ℓP1

)

α,kP1
e
(ℓP2

)

α,kP2
(e−i(kP1

+kP2
)t−e−i(2ϵd+U ′−2iΓ)t)

+
1√
2π

∑
β

(−)α+βe
(ℓP2

)

β,kP2

∑
s

iỹℓP1
β,s

kP1−ϵd−U ′+iΓ−iηs/2

×(e−i(kP1
+ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)t − e−i(2ϵd+U ′−2iΓ)t)

]
. (3.50)

After some calculations, we arrive at the expression

fαα(t) =
∑
P

sgn(P )e
(ℓP1

)

α,kP1
(t)e

(ℓP2
)

α,kP2
(t) +X

(ℓ1ℓ2)
α,k1k2

(−t), (3.51)

with X
(ℓ1ℓ2)
α,k1k2

(−t) defined in Eqs. (3.42).
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Step 4) Process (i), (ii)→(iv): The first matching condition in Eqs. (3.27) gives

gm1m2(x, 0+, t) =
∑
P

sgn(P )g
(ℓP1

)

m1,kP1
(x, t)g

(ℓP2
)

m2,kP1
(0+, t). (3.52)

Since x1 − x2 < 0 for x1 < 0 < x2 in this step, we have

gm1m2(x1, x2, t) = gm1m2(x1 − x2, 0+, t− x2)

=
∑
P

sgn(P )g
(ℓP1

)

m1,kP1
(x1, t)g

(ℓP2
)

m2,kP1
(x2, t) (3.53)

from the translation invariance of the wave function gm1m2(x1, x2, t) in Eq. (3.26).

Step 5) Process (iii), (iv)→(v): By setteing x1 = 0− in Eq. (3.53), we have

gm1m2(0−, x, t) =
∑
P

sgn(P )g
(ℓP1

)

m1,kP1
(0−, t)g(ℓP2

)

m2,kP1
(x, t), (3.54)

which gives the inhomogeneous term in Eq. (3.35) as

Gn,α(z) =
∑
m

[
v∗mα(kP1−ϵdα+iΓαα) + v∗mα(v

′
α−iΓαα)

]
× 1√

2π

∑
P

sgn(P )δmℓP1
eikP1

z1/2ei(−kP1
+ϵdα−iΓαα)z

×
[ 1√

2π
δnℓP2

eikP2
z1 +

∑
β,s

e
(ℓP2

)

β,kP2
ynβ,s(e

ikP2
z1−ei(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)z1)θ(−z1)

]
. (3.55)

Then, for x > 0, we obtain the general solution in Eq. (3.36) as

en,α(x, t) =
∑
s

Cn,α,s(x− t)e−i(ϵd−iΓ+ i
2
ηs)(x+t)/2

−
∑
P

sgn(P )e
(ℓP1

)

α,kP1
e−ikP1

tg
(ℓP2

)

n,kP2
(x, t), (3.56a)

en,α(x, t) =
∑
s

iλα,s
v′α−iΓαα

Cn,α,s(x− t)e−i(ϵd−iΓ+ i
2
ηs)(x+t)/2

−
∑
P

sgn(P )e
(ℓP1

)

α,kP1
e−ikP1

tg
(ℓP2

)

n,kP2
(x, t). (3.56b)

The initial conditions in Eqs. (3.40) for en,α(x, t) and en,α(x, t) determine the functions

Cn,α,s(x) and Cn,α,s(x) as

en,α(x, 0+) =
∑
s

Cn,α,s(x)e
−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)x/2 −

∑
P

sgn(P )e
(ℓP1

)

α,kP1
g
(ℓP2

)

n,kP2
(x, 0) = 0,

en,α(x, 0+) =
∑
s

iλα,s
v′α−iΓαα

Cn,α,s(x)e
−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)x/2−

∑
P

sgn(P )e
(ℓP1

)

α,kP1
g
(ℓP2

)

n,kP2
(x, 0) = 0,

∴ Cn,α,s(x) =
1

ηs

∑
P

sgn(P )g
(ℓP1

)

n,kP1
(x, 0)

[
λα,se

(ℓP2
)

α,kP2
+ i(v′α−iΓαα)e

(ℓP2
)

α,kP2

]
ei(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)x/2.

(3.57)

It should be noted that, in order to obtain Cn,α,s(x− t) for t > 0 and x > 0, we consider

both the cases x − t > 0 and x − t < 0. Since Eq. (3.57) determines the function
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Cn,α,s(x− t) only in the case x− t > 0, we need another function Dn,α,s(x− t) to express

Cn,α,s(x− t) in the case x− t < 0 as

Cn,α,s(x− t) = Dn,α,s(x− t)θ(t− x)

+
1

ηs

∑
P

sgn(P )g
(ℓP1

)

n,kP1
(x, t)

[
λα,se

(ℓP2
)

α,kP2
+i(v′α−iΓαα)e

(ℓP2
)

α,kP2

]
× ei(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)(x−t)/2θ(x− t). (3.58)

By inserting this into Eqs. (3.56a) and (3.56b), we obtain

em,α(x, t) =
∑
P

sgn(P )g
(ℓP1

)

m,kP1
(x, t)e

(ℓP2
)

α,kP2
(t)

+
∑
s

Dm,α,s(x− t)e−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)(x+t)/2θ(t− x), (3.59a)

em,α(x, t) =
∑
P

sgn(P )g
(ℓP1

)

m,kP1
(x, t)e

(ℓP2
)

α,kP2
(t)

+
∑
s

iλα,s
v′α−iΓαα

Dm,α,s(x− t)e−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)(x+t)/2θ(t− x). (3.59b)

By using the matching condition for em,α(x, t) in Eq. (3.29), we have∑
s

Dm,α,s(−t)e−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)t/2θ(t) = ivmαX
(ℓ1ℓ2)
α,k1k2

(−t). (3.60)

In a similar way, we use the matching condition for em,α(x, t) in Eq. (3.29), obtaining∑
s

iλα,s
v′α − iΓαα

Dm,α,s(−t)e−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)t/2 = −ivmαX
(ℓ1ℓ2)
α,k1k2

(−t). (3.61)

By solving the coupled equations for Dm,α,+(−t) and Dm,α,−(−t), we obtain

Dm,α,s(−t)e−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)t/2θ(t) = −ymα,sX
(ℓ1ℓ2)
α,k1k2

(−t). (3.62)

By inserting this into Eqs. (3.59a) and (3.59b), we obtain em,α(x, t) and em,α(x, t) in the

same form

em,α(x, t) =
∑
P

sgn(P )g
(ℓP1

)

m,kP1
(x, t)e

(ℓP2
)

α,kP2
(t)

−
∑
s

ymα,sX
(ℓ1ℓ2)
α,k1k2

(x− t)e−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/s)x. (3.63)

Step 6) Process (iv), (v)→(vi): The second matching condition in Eqs. (3.27) gives

gm1m2(0+, x, t) =
∑
P

sgn(P )g
(ℓP1

)

m1,kP1
(0+, t)g

(ℓP2
)

m2,kP2
(x, t)

− i
∑
α,s

vm1αym2α,sX
(ℓ1ℓ2)
α,k1k2

(x− t)e−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)xθ(x). (3.64)

Since x2 − x1 > 0 for 0 < x1 < x2 in this step, we have

gm1m2(x1, x2, t) = gm1m2(0+, x2 − x1, t− x1)

=
∑
P

sgn(P )g
(ℓP1

)

m1,kP1
(x1, t)g

(ℓP2
)

m2,kP2
(x2, t)

− i
∑
α,s

vm1αym2α,sX
(ℓ1ℓ2)
α,k1k2

(x2−t)e−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)x21θ(x21)θ(x1). (3.65)
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Step 7) After the anti-symmetrization in the variables x1 and x2, we obtain the wave

function gm1m2(x1, x2, t) in Eqs. (3.41a).

□

We find that the first term of each of the wave functions in Eqs. (3.41a), (3.41b) and

(3.41c) is a noninteracting part given by the Slater determinant of the one-electron wave

functions g
(ℓ)
m,k(x, t) and e

(ℓ)
α,k(t) in Eqs. (3.12a) and (3.12b). The effect of the interdot

interaction appears in the second term of each of Eqs. (3.41a), (3.41b) and (3.41c); the

factor e−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)x21θ(x21) in the second term in Eq. (3.41a) decays exponentially

as the two electrons separate from each other, which indicates that the two electrons

form two-body bound states after the scattering at the quantum dots. We also find that

the binding strength Γ − Re(ηs/2) of the two-body bound states corresponds to the

resonance pole of the one-electron wave functions g
(ℓ)
m,k(x, t) and e

(ℓ)
α,k(t) in Eqs. (3.12a)

and (3.12b).

Let us now consider the long-time limit t → ∞ of the time-evolving two-electron

scattering states. The second term of each of the three wave functions in Eqs. (3.41a),

(3.41b) and (3.41c) contains the function X
(ℓ1ℓ2)
α,k1k2

(x − t) or X
(ℓ1ℓ2)
α,k1k2

(−t), which includes

several terms that decay exponentially in time t. By using the limit relation

lim
t→∞

ei(k1+k2)tX
(ℓ1ℓ2)
α,k1k2

(x− t)

=
∑
P

sgn(P )
U ′

kP1+kP2−2ϵd−U ′+2iΓ
e
(ℓ1)
α,k1

e
(ℓ2)
α,kP2

ei(kP1
+kP2

)x = Z
(ℓ1ℓ2)
α,k1k2

ei(k1+k2)x, (3.66)

we find

lim
t→∞

ei(k1+k2)tg
(ℓ1ℓ2)
m1m2,k1k2

(x1, x2, t)

=
∑
P

sgn(P )g
(ℓP1

)

m1,kP1
(x1)g

(ℓP2
)

m2,kP2
(x2)

−i
∑
Q
α,s

sgn(Q)vmQ1
αymQ2

α,sZ
(ℓ1ℓ2)
α,k1k2

e−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)xQ2Q1eiExQ2θ(xQ2Q1)θ(xQ1)

=: g
(ℓ1ℓ2)
m1m2,k1k2

(x1, x2), (3.67a)

lim
t→∞

ei(k1+k2)te
(ℓ1ℓ2)
mα,k1k2

(x, t)

=
∑
P

sgn(P )g
(ℓP1

)

m,kP1
(x)e

(ℓP2
)

α,kP2
−
∑
s

ymα,sZ
(ℓ1ℓ2)
α,k1k2

e−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)xeiExθ(x)

=: e
(ℓ1ℓ2)
mα,k1k2

(x), (3.67b)

lim
t→∞

ei(k1+k2)tf
(ℓ1ℓ2)
αα,k1k2

(t) =
∑
P

sgn(P )e
(ℓP1

)

α,kP1
e
(ℓP2

)

α,kP2
+ Z

(ℓ1ℓ2)
α,k1k2

=: f
(ℓ1ℓ2)
αα,k1k2

, (3.67c)

which are the stationary two-electron scattering eigenstates obtained in our previous

work [20]. The wave functions of the stationary two-electron scattering eigenstates have

a resonance pole at k1 + k2 = 2ϵd + U ′ − 2iΓ on the complex energy plane.
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4. Time-evolving resonant states

4.1. Time-evolving one-body resonant states

In Section 3, we presented exact solutions for the initial conditions in which electrons

are absent on the two quantum dots. We now move onto the solution for the initial

condition in which electrons are present only on the dots. As a result, we discover new

time-evolving states whose wave functions are given in the form

Ψ(x, t) = ψR(x)e
−iERtθ(t− x) for x > 0, (4.1)

where ψR(x) is the wave function of a stationary resonant state and ER is the resonance

energy with an imaginary part. We refer to the time-evolving states described by

Eq. (4.1) as time-evolving resonant states. Here the step function θ(t− x) in Eq. (4.1),

which is due to the linear dispersion relation, restricts the wave function Ψ(x, t) to

the space interval 0 < x < t; see Fig. 4 below. Hence the time-evolving resonant

states are normalizable even if the corresponding stationary resonant states diverge in

space [29]. We expect that decaying states are observed in experiments not as the

stationary resonant state but as the time-evolving resonant state. In the previous

work [29], one of the authors showed that the electron number of resonant states is

conserved if the integration interval in the calculation of the electron number is extended

with the electron velocity. The present time-evolving resonant states clarify the meaning

of the extension of the integration interval.

First, we consider the time-evolving one-electron state for the initial conditions

gm(x, 0) = 0, eα(0) = ψα, (4.2)

where the constants ψα for α = 1, 2 satisfy the normalization condition |ψ1|2+ |ψ2|2 = 1.

Proposition 4.1 The set of Schrödinger equations (2.3a) and (2.3b) under the initial

conditions (4.2) is solved as follows: i) For η ̸= 0, the solution is given by

gm(x, t) =
∑
α,s

ymα,s ψα e
iE

(1)s
R (x−t)θ̃(t− x)θ(x), (4.3a)

eα(t) =
∑
s

1

ηs

[
λα,sψα + i(v′α − iΓαα)ψα

]
e−iE

(1)s
R t, (4.3b)

where E
(1)±
R = ϵd − iΓ± iη/2 is the one-body resonance energy.

ii) For η = 0, the solution is given by

gm(x, t) = i
∑
α

vmα((λ
0
αψα+i(v′α−iΓαα)ψα)(t−x)−ψα)e

iE
(1)0
R (x−t)θ̃(t− x)θ(x), (4.4a)

eα(t) = −((λ0αψα+i(v′α−iΓαα)ψα)t−ψα)e
−iE

(1)0
R t, (4.4b)

where E
(1)0
R = ϵd − iΓ.

Proof. We employ the systematic construction of three steps proposed in Section 3.1 for

η ̸= 0. The wave functions for η = 0 in Eqs. (4.4a) and (4.4b) are obtained by taking

the limit η → 0 of Eqs. (4.3a) and (4.3a).
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Step 1) In the region of x < 0 for t > 0, we have gm(x, t) = gm(x − t, 0) = 0 through

the translation invariance in Eq. (3.1).

Step 2) Process (i)→(ii): Since the inhomogeneous term in Eq. (3.7) also vanishes, that

is, Gα(t) = 0, the general solution in Eq. (3.10) is given by

ẽα(t) =
∑
s

Cα,se
λα,st,

∴ eα(t) = e−i(ϵdα−iΓαα)tẽα(t) =
∑
s

Cα,se
i(−ϵdα+iΓαα−iλα,s)t. (4.5)

By inserting this and gm(0−, t) = 0 into Eq. (3.4), we obtain

ẽα(t) =
∑
s

iλα,s
v′α − iΓαα

Cα,se
i(∆ϵdα−i∆Γα−iλα,s)t,

∴ eα(t) = e−i(ϵdα−iΓαα)tẽα(t) =
∑
s

iλα,s
v′α − iΓαα

Cα,se
i(−ϵdα+iΓαα−iλα,s)t. (4.6)

The initial condition eα(0) = ψα in Eqs. (4.2) determines the constants Cα,+ and Cα,−

in Eqs. (4.5) and (4.6) as

ẽα(0+) = Cα,+ + Cα,− = ψα,

ẽα(0+) =
iλα,+

v′α − iΓαα

C̃α,+ +
iλα,−

v′α − iΓαα

C̃α,− = ψα,

∴ Cα,s = − 1

ηs

[
λα,sψα + i(v′α − iΓαα)ψα

]
. (4.7)

By inserting this into Eqs. (4.5) and (4.6), we obtain

eα(t) = −
∑
s

1

ηs

[
λα,sψα + i(v′α − iΓαα)ψα

]
e−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)t. (4.8)

Step 3) Process (i), (ii)→(iii): Through the matching condition for gm(x, t) in Eq. (3.2),

we have

gm(0+, t) = −iθ̃(t)
∑
α

vmαeα(t), (4.9)

where, in order to extend the relation to the region t ≤ 0, we used the step function θ̃(t)

which is defined in Eq. (3.14). Hence, through the translation invariance in Eq. (3.1),

we obtain the wave function gm(x, t) for x > 0 as

gm(x, t) = gm(0+, t− x) = −iθ̃(t− x)
∑
α,s

vmαeα(t− x). (4.10)

□

The wave functions gm(x, t) in Eqs. (4.3a) and (4.4a) include the step function

θ̃(t− x), which indicates that they increase exponentially only inside the space interval

0 < x < t. This is a result of causality since the electron on the leads travels with the

Fermi velocity vF = 1 without reflection. A similar restriction to the time-evolving wave

functions due to causality was observed in the Friedrichs model [39]. It should be noted

that the strict step function is due to the precisely linear dispersion of electrons on the
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leads; the lower limit of the dispersion would be a branch point and result in deviations

from the purely exponential behavior [36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42].

Except for the step function θ̃(t−x), the time-evolving state for η ̸= 0 in Eqs. (4.3a)

and (4.3b) is a superposition of the one-body stationary resonant states with the

resonance energies E
(1)±
R . Indeed, by using the wave functions g±m,R(x) and e

±
α,R of the

one-body resonant state, which are explicitly given in Appendix A.1, the wave functions

gm(x, t) and eα(t) in Eqs. (4.3a) and (4.3b) are rewritten as

gm(x, t) =
∑
s

gsm,R(x)e
−iE

(1)s
R tθ̃(t− x), (4.11a)

eα(t) =
∑
s

esα,Re
−iE

(1)s
R t, (4.11b)

where the constants ψα, which characterize the initial state in Eqs. (4.2), are absorbed

into the coefficients gsm,R(x) and esα,R. Since the wave function gm(x, t) is finite in the

space interval 0 < x < t, the time-evolving resonant state is normalizable; see Fig. 4

below. Indeed, the time-evolving resonant state in Eqs. (4.3a) and (4.3b) is normalized

because the initial state in Eqs. (4.2) is normalized and the particle number is conserved.

The wave functions for η = 0 in Eqs. (4.4a) and (4.4b) are not in the form of

Eqs. (4.11a) and (4.11b) but include an exponential function multiplied by a term linear

in t. This is because the two resonance energies E
(1)±
R merge into one at η = 0 and the

corresponding one-body resonant states become parallel to each other, which shall be

described in Appendix A.1.

4.2. Time-evolving two-body resonant states

Next, we consider the time-evolving two-body resonant state by solving the time-

dependent Schrödinger equations (2.6a), (2.6b) and (2.6c) under the initial conditions

gm1m2(x1, x2, 0) = 0, em,α(x, 0) = 0, fαα(0) = (−1)α, (4.12)

which stand for two electrons localized on the quantum dots. Recall the anti-symmetry

f12(t) = −f21(t) of the wave function of double occupancy.

Proposition 4.2 For η ̸= 0, the solution of the set of Schrödinger equations (2.6a),

(2.6b) and (2.6c) for the initial conditions (4.12) is given by

gm1m2(x1, x2, t) = i
∑
Q,α,s

(−1)αsgn(Q)vmQ1
αymQ2

α,se
iE

(2)
R (xQ2

−t)−iE
(1)s
R xQ2Q1

× θ̃(t− xQ2)θ(xQ2Q1)θ(xQ1), (4.13a)

em,α(x, t) =
∑
s

(−1)αymα,se
iE

(2)
R (x−t)−iE

(1)s
R xθ̃(t− x)θ(x), (4.13b)

fαα(t) = (−1)αe−iE
(2)
R t, (4.13c)

where Q = (Q1, Q2) is a permutation of (1, 2), E
(1)±
R = ϵd − iΓ + iηs/2 is the one-body

resonance energy and E
(2)
R = 2ϵd + U ′ − 2iΓ is the two-body resonance energy.
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Proof. We employ the systematic construction of seven steps proposed in Section 3.2.

Step 1) For t > 0 and x1 < x2 < 0, we find x1 − t < x2 − t < 0 in this step. Then,

through the translation invariance in Eq. (3.26), we find that there is no two-electron

incident waves:

gm1m2(x1, x2, t) = gm1m2(x1 − t, x2 − t, 0) = 0. (4.14)

Step 2) Process (i)→(ii): Because gm1m2(x, 0−, t) = 0 for x < 0, the inhomogeneous

term in Eq. (3.35) vanishes: Gm,α(z) = 0 with z = (x+t)/2. Then we obtain the general

solution in Eq. (3.36) as

em,α(x, t) =
∑
s

Cm,α,s(x− t)e−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)(x+t)/2,

em,α(x, t) =
∑
s

iλα,s
v′α−iΓαα

Cm,α,s(x− t)e−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)(x+t)/2, (4.15)

where Cm,α,s(x− t) for s = ± are arbitrary functions of the variable x− t. For the initial
conditions in Eqs. (4.12) for em,α(x, t) and em,α(x, t), we obtain Cm,α,s(x) = 0, that is,

em,α(x, t) = 0 for x < 0.

Step 3) Process (ii)→(iii): By applying em,α(x, t) = 0 for x < 0 to the solution in

Eq. (3.39) for fαα(t), we have

fαα(t) = Cαe
−i(2ϵd+U ′−2iΓ)t. (4.16)

Under the initial condition fαα(0) = (−1)α in Eqs. (4.12), we have

fαα(0+) = Cα = (−1)α,

∴ fαα(t) = (−1)αe−i(2ϵd+U ′−2iΓ)t. (4.17)

Step 4) Process (i), (ii)→(iv): For x1 < 0 < x2, we have x1−x2 < 0 in this step. Then

the first matching condition in Eqs. (3.27) gives

gm1m2(x1, x2, t) = gm1m2(x1 − x2, 0+, t− x2) = 0. (4.18)

Step 5) Process (iii), (iv)→(v): Because gm1m2(0−, x, t) = 0 for x > 0, the

inhomogeneous term in Eq. (3.35) also vanishes: Gm,α(z) = 0 with z = (x + t)/2.

Then, by using the solution in Eq. (3.36), we have

em,α(x, t) =
∑
s

C̃m,α,s(x− t)e−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)(x+t)/2,

em,α(x, t) =
∑
s

iλα,s
v′α−iΓαα

C̃m,α,s(x− t)e−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)(x+t)/2, (4.19)

where C̃m,α,s(x − t) for s = ± are arbitrary functions of the variable x − t. From the

initial conditions (4.12), we have

em,α(x, 0) =
∑
s

C̃m,α,s(x)e
−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)x/2 = 0,

em,α(x, 0) =
∑
s

iλα,s
v′α−iΓαα

C̃m,α,s(x)e
−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)x/2 = 0,

∴ C̃m,α,s(x) = 0 for x > 0, (4.20)
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which determines C̃m,α,s(x − t) = 0 for x − t > 0. In order to express the function

C̃m,α,s(x− t) for x− t < 0, we introduce another function Dm,α,s(x− t) and put

C̃m,α,s(x− t) = Dm,α,s(x− t)θ(t− x). (4.21)

By inserting this into the solution in Eqs. (4.19), we have

em,α(x, t) =
∑
s

Dm,α,s(x− t)e−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)(x+t)/2θ(t− x), (4.22)

em,α(x, t) =
∑
s

iλα,s
v′α−iΓαα

Dm,α,s(x− t)e−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)(x+t)/2θ(t− x). (4.23)

The matching condition in Eq. (3.29) for em,α(x, t) gives∑
s

Dm,α,s(−t)e−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)t/2 = (−1)αivmαe
−i(2ϵd+U ′−2iΓ)t,

∑
s

iλα,s
v′α − iΓαα

Dm,α,s(−t)e−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)t/2 = (−1)αivmαe
−i(2ϵd+U ′−2iΓ)t. (4.24)

By solving the coupled equations for Dm,α,s(−t), we obtain

Dm,α,s(−t)e−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)t/2 = (−1)αymα,sψααe
−i(2ϵd+U ′−2iΓ)t. (4.25)

By replacing t(> 0) with t− x(> 0) in the variable of Dm,α,s(−t), we have

Dm,α,s(x− t)e−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)(x+t)/2θ̃(t− x)

= (−1)αθ̃(t− x)ymα,se
i(2ϵd+U ′−2iΓ)(x−t)−i(ϵd−iΓ+iηs/2)x, (4.26)

which gives

em,α(x, t) = (−1)αθ̃(t− x)
∑
s

ymα,se
i(ϵd+U ′−iΓ−iηs/2)x−i(2ϵd+U ′−2iΓ)tθ(x). (4.27)

Step 6) Process (iv), (v)→(vi): By using the second matching condition in Eqs. (3.27),

we have

gm1m2(0+, x, t) = iθ̃(t− x)
∑
α,s

(−1)αvm1αym2α,se
i(ϵd+U ′−iΓ−iηs/2)x−i(2ϵd+U ′−2iΓ)tθ(x). (4.28)

Because x2 − x1 > 0 for 0 < x1 < x2, we have

gm1m2(x1, x2, t) = gm1m2(0+, x2 − x1, t− x1)

= i
∑
α,s

(−1)αvm1αym2α,se
i(ϵd+U ′−iΓ−iηs/2)x21+i(2ϵd+U ′−2iΓ)(x1−t)θ̃(t− x2)θ(x21)θ(x1). (4.29)

Step 7) After the anti-symmetrization with respect to the variables x1 and x2, we

obtain the wave function gm1m2(x1, x2, t) in the case x2 < x1.

□

The time-evolving two-body resonant state is normalizable since the wave functions

gm1m2(x1, x2, t) is finite in the space region 0 < x1, x2 < t, and em,α(x, t) is also finite

in the space interval 0 < x < t, which is due to the step functions that imply causality.

We also find that the two electrons in the two-body resonant state form two-body
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bound states with the binding strength Γ−Re(ηs/2), which is the imaginary part of the

resonance energy E
(1)s
R .

By using the wave functions gm1m2,R(x1, x2), em,α,R(x) and fαα,R of the two-body

stationary resonant state given in Appendix A.2, the wave functions for η ̸= 0 in

Eqs. (4.13a), (4.13b) and (4.13c) are rewritten as

gm1m2(x1, x2, t) = gm1m2,R(x1, x2)e
−iE

(2)
R tθ̃(t− x1)θ̃(t− x2), (4.30)

em,α(x, t) = em,α,R(x)e
−iE

(2)
R tθ̃(t− x), (4.31)

fαα(t) = fαα,Re
−iE

(2)
R t. (4.32)

Hence we refer to this time-evolving two-electron state as a time-evolving two-body

resonant state. The relation E
(2)
R = U ′ + E

(1)+
R + E

(1)−
R among the resonance energies

shows that, at U ′ = 0, the time-evolving two-body resonant state is reduced to a

combination of the two time-evolving one-body resonant states with different resonance

energies E
(1)+
R and E

(1)−
R . We remark that, in a way similar to the one-electron case, the

wave functions for η = 0, which are obtained by taking the limit η → 0 of Eqs. (4.13a),

(4.13b) and (4.13c), include an exponential function multiplied by a term linear in t.

4.3. Existence and survival probabilities

The explicit wave functions of the time-evolving states enable us to calculate the time-

dependence of the existence probability of electrons on the leads and the survival

probability of electrons on the quantum dots. First, we investigate the existence

probability under the initial condition of electrons localized on the quantum dots. By

using the wave function gm(x, t) in Eq. (4.3a) of the time-evolving one-body resonant

state, we obtain the existence probability distribution of an electron on the lead m at

time t as

P (1)
m (x, t) = |gm(x, t)|2 =

∣∣∣∑
α,s

ymα,sψα e
(Γ+ηs/2)(x−t)

∣∣∣2θ̃(t− x)θ(x). (4.33)

Similarly, by using the wave function em,α(x, t) in Eq. (4.13b) of the time-evolving two-

body resonant state, we obtain the existence probability distribution of an electron on

the lead m in the presence of another electron on the quantum dots at time t as

P
(2)
md(x, t) =

∑
α

|em,α(x, t)|2 =
∑
α

∣∣∣∑
s

ymα,se
((Γ+ηs/2)x−2Γt)

∣∣∣2θ̃(t− x)θ(x). (4.34)

We note that the existence probability P
(2)
md(x, t) in Eq. (4.34) does not depend on the

interaction U ′ since the interaction U ′ appears only in the real part of the two-body

resonance energy E
(2)
R = 2ϵd + U ′ − 2iΓ and hence in the phase factor of the wave

function em,α(x, t) in Eq. (4.31).

We remind that the existence probability P
(1)
m (x, t) in Eq. (4.33) describes an

electron on the lead m in the one-electron case, while P
(2)
md(x, t) in Eq. (4.34) describes

an electron on the lead m and another electron on the quantum dots in the two-

electron case. We find from Eqs. (4.33) and (4.34) that, at fixed time t, both the
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existence probabilities P
(1)
m (x, t) and P

(2)
md(x, t) increase exponentially with the same

strength 2Γ + |Re(η)| in the space interval 0 < x < t [39]. Thus, even in the two-

electron case, the exponential increase in space is dominated by the one-body resonance

energy E
(1)s
R , which has been seen in the two-body bound state of the two-electron

scattering wave function in Eq. (3.41a). On the other hand, at a fixed position x, the

existence probability P
(1)
m (x, t) decays exponentially in time with the inverse relaxation

time 2Γ−|Re(η)|, while P (2)
md(x, t) decays exponentially in time with 4Γ. The exponential

decay in time in the two-electron case is dominated by the two-body resonance energy

E
(2)
R .

For numerical demonstration, we consider the parallel-coupled double quantum-

dot system by setting vmα = v(∈ R), v′α = 0 and ϵd1 = −ϵd2 = ϵ, in which we have

η = 2(Γ2 − ϵ2)1/2 with Γ = v2. Here we find an exceptional point η = 0 at Γ = |ϵ|. For
Γ > |ϵ|, the one-body resonance energies E

(1)±
R = ϵ− iΓ± iη/2 have different imaginary

parts, while for Γ < |ϵ|, they have different real parts. We take the initial state in

Eq. (4.2) with ψ1 = ψ2 = 1/
√
2 for the existence probability P

(1)
m (x, t), while the initial

state for P
(2)
md(x, t) is Eq. (4.12). Then the one- and two-electron existence probabilities

P
(1)
m (x, t) and P

(2)
md(x, t) in Eqs. (4.33) and (4.34) inside the space interval 0 < x < t are

explicitly calculated as

P (1)
m (x, t)=


2
∣∣∣2Γ
η

sinh
(η
2
(t− x)

)
− cosh

(η
2
(t− x)

)∣∣∣2Γe−2Γ(t−x) for Γ > |ϵ|,

2|Γ(t− x)− 1|2Γe−2Γ(t−x) for Γ = |ϵ|,

2
∣∣∣2Γ
ζ

sin
(ζ
2
(t− x)

)
− cos

(ζ
2
(t− x)

)∣∣∣2Γe−2Γ(t−x) for Γ < |ϵ|,

(4.35)

P
(2)
md(x, t)=



∑
α

∣∣∣2(iϵdα − Γ)

η
sinh

(η
2
x
)
− cosh

(η
2
x
)∣∣∣2Γe−2Γ(2t−x) for Γ > |ϵ|,∑

α

|(iϵdα − Γ)x− 1|2Γe−2Γ(2t−x) for Γ = |ϵ|,

∑
α

∣∣∣2(iϵdα − Γ)

ζ
sin
(ζ
2
x
)
− cos

(ζ
2
x
)∣∣∣2Γe−2Γ(2t−x) for Γ < |ϵ|.

(4.36)

Here we put ζ = 2(ϵ2 − Γ2)1/2 for Γ < |ϵ|. The existence probabilities for Γ = |ϵ|
are obtained by taking the limit η → 0 of Eqs. (4.33) and (4.34). Figure 4 shows the

existence probability distributions P
(1)
m (x, t) and P

(2)
md(x, t) for (a) ϵd1 = −ϵd2 = 0.8Γ

and (b) ϵd1 = −ϵd2 = 1.2Γ; the solid lines indicate the rescaled existence probability

P
(1)
m (x, t)/Γ and the dashed lines indicate P

(2)
md(x, t)/Γ. The thick lines correspond to

the existence probability at time t = Γ and the thin lines correspond to that at time

t = 2Γ. In the case (b), the initial decrease of P
(2)
md(x, 2Γ) is a part of oscillation of the

existence probabilities before the exponential increase, which is due to the interference

of the two resonance energies E
(1)±
R with different real parts and is expressed by the

trigonometric functions in Eqs. (4.35) and (4.36). As Eqs. (4.35) and (4.36) indicate,

for fixed x, the two-electron existence probability P
(2)
md(x, t) with the relaxation time 4Γ

decays more rapidly than P
(1)
m (x, t) with 2Γ− |Re(η)| as a function of t.



Exact time-evolving scattering states in open quantum-dot systems 26

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

P  m
(1)

(x,Γ)/Γ

P  m
(1)

(x,2Γ)/Γ

P  md
(2)

(x,Γ)/Γ

P  md
(2)

(x,2Γ)/Γ

P  m
(1)

(x,Γ)/Γ

P  m
(1)

(x,2Γ)/Γ

P  md
(2)

(x,Γ)/Γ

P  md
(2)

(x,2Γ)/Γ

Ex
is

te
nc

e 
Pr

ob
ab

ili
ty

x/Γ x/Γ

(a) (b)

Figure 4. Existence probability distributions of the time-evolving one- and two-body

resonant states in the case of the parallel-coupled DQD system with vℓα = v ∈ R,
v′α = 0 for (a) ϵd1 = −ϵd2 = 0.8Γ and (b) ϵd1 = −ϵd2 = 1.2Γ. The solid lines indicate

the existence probability P
(1)
m (x, t)/Γ of an electron on the lead m in the one-electron

case, and the dashed lines indicate the existence probability P
(2)
md(x, t)/Γ of an electron

on the lead m and another electron on the quantum dots in the two-electron case.

Next we investigate the survival probabilities of electrons on the quantum dots.

By using the wave function eα(t) in Eq. (4.3b), we obtain the one-electron survival

probability Q(1)(t) on the quantum dots at time t as

Q(1)(t) =
∑
α

|eα(t)|2 =
∑
α

∣∣∣∑
s

1

ηs
(λα,sψα + i(v′α − iΓαα)ψα)e

−(Γ−ηs/2)t
∣∣∣2, (4.37)

which decays exponentially with the inverse lifetime 2Γ − |Re(η)|. On the other hand,

the two-electron survival probability Q(2)(t) on the quantum dots is obtained from the

wave function of double occupancy f12(t) in Eq. (4.13c) at time t as

Q(2)(t) = |f12(t)|2 = e−4Γt, (4.38)

which decays exponentially with the inverse lifetime 4Γ. Thus the lifetime of the survival

probability Q(1)(t) on the quantum dots is equal to the relaxation time of the existence

probability P
(1)
m (x, t) on the leads, while the lifetime of Q(2)(t) is equal to the relaxation

time of P
(2)
md(x, t).

Let us analyze the case of the parallel-coupled double quantum-dot system with

vmα = v(∈ R), v′α = 0 and ϵd1 = −ϵd2 = ϵ again. Recall that η = 2(Γ2 − ϵ2)1/2 for

Γ > |ϵ| and ζ = 2(ϵ2 − Γ2)1/2 for Γ < |ϵ| with Γ = v2. We take the initial state in

Eq. (4.2) with ψ1 = ψ2 = 1/
√
2 for the one-electron survival probability Q(1)(t), which
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Figure 5. Survival probabilities of the time-evolving one- and two-body resonant

states in the case of the parallel-coupled double quantum-dot system with vℓα = v ∈ R,
v′α = 0 and ϵd1 = −ϵd2. The solid thin line indicates the survival probabilities Q(1)(t)

of the time-evolving one-body resonant states at ϵd1 = 0.5Γ, the dotted line indicates

that at ϵd1 = 1.0Γ, the dashed line indicates that at ϵd1 = 1.5Γ, the chain line indicates

that at ϵd1 = 2.0Γ and the solid thick line indicates the survival probability Q(2)(t) of

the time-evolving two-body resonant states.

is the same as that of the existence probabilities in Eq. (4.35). Then we have

Q(1)(t)=



1

2

∑
α

∣∣∣2(iϵdα + Γ)

η
sinh

(η
2
t
)
− cosh

(η
2
t
)∣∣∣2e−2Γt for Γ > |ϵ|,

1

2

∑
α

|(iϵdα + Γ)t− 1|2e−2Γt for Γ = |ϵ|,

1

2

∑
α

∣∣∣2(iϵdα + Γ)

ζ
sin
(ζ
2
t
)
− cos

(ζ
2
t
)∣∣∣2e−2Γt for Γ < |ϵ|.

(4.39)

Figure 5 shows the one-electron survival probabilities Q(1)(t) for ϵ = 0.5Γ,Γ, 1.5Γ, 2Γ

and the two-electron survival probability Q(2)(t) in Eq. (4.38), which does not depend

on the energy level ϵ. Due to the difference of their lifetime, the two-electron survival

probability Q(2)(t) decays more rapidly than Q(1)(t) as a function of t. We also observe

that, for Γ < |ϵ|, the survival probability Q(1)(t) oscillates in time, which is expressed

by the trigonometric functions in Eqs. (4.39). The oscillation in time is a result of the

interference of the two resonance energies E
(1)±
R with different real parts.

5. Concluding remarks

We have constructed exact time-evolving states of the open double quantum-dot system.

Their purely exponential decay and strict step-function behavior are consequences of the

unbounded linear dispersion relation of electrons on the leads. For noninteracting cases,
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it was shown [44] that the time-evolving scattering states are characterized by a non-

Markovian integro-differential equation, because of which the behavior of the survival

probability of unstable states deviates from the purely exponential decay usually in

an extremely short time and in an extremely long time if the dispersion is bounded

below [36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42]. In the case of the linear dispersion relation, the integro-

differential equation is reduced to a Markovian differential equation and hence produces

exponential functions without deviations. We have also shown that the exponential

decay of the time-evolving states leads to that of the existence probability of an electron

on the leads and the survival probability of localized electrons on the quantum dots.

The systematic construction of time-evolving states that we have proposed can

be readily extended to the cases of three or more electrons. We have found that the

two-body bound states in the two-electron scattering states correspond to the one-body

resonance poles of the one-electron scattering states. In a similar way, three-body bound

states appear in three-electron scattering states due to the two-body resonance poles

of the two-electron scattering states. Each term of the many-electron scattering states

is characterized by the arrangement of the two-body and the three-body bound states,

which is an essential difference from the interacting resonant-level models with only two-

body bound states [11, 12, 13, 33, 34, 35]. The time-evolving many-electron scattering

states shall enable us to analyze time-dependent electric current across the quantum

dots for the system under bias voltages.
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Appendix A. Resonant states and Siegert conditions

Appendix A.1. One-body resonant states

In this appendix, we study the stationary resonant states which are eigenstates of

the time-independent Schrödinger equation with complex energy eigenvalues. First,

we consider the one-electron case. By assuming the time-dependent parts of the one-

electron wave functions of the set of time-dependent Schrödinger equations (2.3a) and

(2.3b) as

gm(x, t) = e−iEtgm(x), eα(t) = e−iEteα (A.1)

with an energy eigenvalue E and inserting them into Eqs. (3.2) and (3.4), we have

gm(0+)− gm(0−) = −i
∑
α

vmαeα, (A.2)

(E − ϵdα + iΓαα)eα − (v′α − iΓαα)eα =
∑
m

v∗mαgm(0−). (A.3)
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To define the resonant states, we employ the Siegert boundary conditions that

impose no incident wave on the wave functions [22] as

gm(x) = 0 for x < 0. (A.4)

Hereafter we put the suffix R on the wave functions as gm,R(x) and eα,R to denote the

wave functions on which the Siegert boundary conditions are imposed. Then Eq. (A.3)

with gm,R(0−) = 0 is reduced to the following eigenvalue problem of a non-Hermite

matrix: (
ϵdα − iΓαα v′α − iΓαα

v′α − iΓαα ϵdα − iΓαα

)(
eα,R
eα,R

)
= E

(
eα,R
eα,R

)
. (A.5)

The non-Hermite matrix on the left-hand side is referred to as an effective Hamiltonian

of the open system [29, 30]. It is characteristic to the systems with linear dispersion

relations that the imaginary term −iΓαβ, so-called the self-energy of the leads, in each

matrix element is independent of energy E. By diagonalizing the non-Hermite matrix,

we obtain resonance energies

E
(1)±
R = ϵd − iΓ +

i

2
η±, (A.6)

where η± has been defined in Eqs. (3.9). The corresponding eigenvector (esα,R, e
s
α,R) for

s = ± must satisfy the relation

esα,R
esα,R

=
v′α − iΓαα

iλα,s
=

iλα,s
v′α − iΓαα

. (A.7)

It is readily found that, at the exceptional points satisfying η = 0, the two eigenvalues

E
(1)s
R for s = ± merge into the one eigenvalue ϵd − iΓ while the eigenvectors (e+α,R, e

+
α,R)

and (e−α,R, e
−
α,R) become parallel to each other.

In order to relate the eigenvectors to the time-evolving resonant state for η ̸= 0 in

Eqs. (4.3a) and (4.3b), we take the expression

esα,R =
1

ηs
(ψαλα,s + ψα i(v

′
α − iΓαα)) (A.8)

with the constants ψα and ψα. We note that the ambiguity of the above expression

of the eigenvectors is only a constant multiple due to the relation λα,sλα,s = −(v′α −
iΓαα)(v

′
α − iΓαα). By using the matching condition in Eq. (A.2), we obtain the wave

function gm,R(x) of the resonant state as

gsm,R(0+) =
∑
α

ψα
1

ηs
(iλα,svmα + (v′α − iΓαα)vmα) =

∑
α

ψαymα,s,

∴ gsm,R(x) =
∑
α

ψαymα,se
iE

(1)s
R xθ(x). (A.9)

By inserting the wave function gsm,R(x) in Eq. (A.9) and esα,R in Eq. (A.8) into Eqs. (A.1),

we obtain the one-body stationary resonant state. The imaginary part Γ−Re(ηs/2) of

the resonance energy E
(1)s
R corresponds to the inverse lifetime of the resonant state.

It should be noted that the resonance energy E
(1)s
R has appeared as a resonance pole

of the one-electron scattering eigenfunctions in Eqs. (3.25a) and (3.25b). We remark
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that the above wave functions gsm,R(x) and e
s
α,R of the one-body resonant state are also

obtained by taking a residue at the resonance pole k = ϵd− iΓ+iηs/2 of the one-electron

stationary scattering eigenfunctions g
(ℓ)
m,k(x) and e

(ℓ)
α,k in Eqs. (3.25a) and (3.25b).

Appendix A.2. Two-body resonant states

Next, we consider the two-body stationary resonant states. In a way similar to the

one-body case, we assume the time-dependent parts of the two-electron wave functions

of the time-dependent Schrödinger equations (2.6a), (2.6b) and (2.6c) as

gm1m2(x1, x2, t) = e−iEtgm1m2(x1, x2),

em,α(x, t) = e−iEtem,α(x), fαα(t) = e−iEtfαα. (A.10)

By inserting these into Eq. (3.37), we have

(E − 2ϵd − U ′ + 2iΓ)fαα =
∑
m,β

(−)α+βv∗mβem,β(0−). (A.11)

We recall that the wave function em,α(x) describes two electrons, one of which is on the

quantum dots and another is on the leads; see Eq. (2.4).

As an extension of the Siegert boundary conditions [22] to the two-electron case,

we impose the conditions that there is neither a one-electron nor a two-electron incident

wave:

gm1m2(x1, x2) = 0 for x1 < 0 or x2 < 0,

em,α(x) = 0 for x < 0. (A.12)

Then, by applying em,α(0−) = 0 to Eq. (A.11), we obtain the two-body resonance energy

E
(2)
R = 2ϵd + U ′ − 2iΓ, (A.13)

which depends on the strength U ′ of the interdot interaction.

Since there is no restriction on the wave function fαα,R, we take fαα,R = (−1)α.

Through the systematic construction of scattering eigenstates proposed in the previous

paper [20], we have

gm1m2,R(x1, x2) = i
∑
Q,α,s

(−)αsgn(Q)vmQ1
αymQ2

α,se
i(U ′+E

(1)s
R )xQ2Q1

+iE
(2)
R xQ1θ(xQ2Q1)θ(xQ1),

em,α,R(x) = (−)α
∑
s

ymα,se
i(U ′+E

(1)s
R )xθ(x). (A.14)

By inserting these into Eqs. (A.10), we obtain the two-body stationary resonant state.

The imaginary part 2Γ of the resonance energy E
(2)
R gives the inverse lifetime of the

two-body resonant state.

We note that the two-body resonance energy has appeared as the resonance pole

of the two-electron scattering eigenfunctions in Eqs. (3.67a), (3.67b) and (3.67c) with

Eq. (3.66). We remark that the above wave functions gm1m2,R(x1, x2), em,α,R(x) and

fαα,R of the two-body resonant state are also obtained by taking a residue at the

resonance pole E = 2ϵd+U
′−2iΓ of the stationary two-electron scattering eigenfunctions

g
(ℓ1ℓ2)
m1m2,k1k2

(x1, x2), e
(ℓ1ℓ2)
mα,k1k2

(x) and f
(ℓ1ℓ2)
αα,k1k2

in Eqs. (3.67a), (3.67b) and (3.67c).
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