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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.
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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



Ezact time-evolving scattering states in open quantum-dot systems 2

temperatures, which is understood as the nonequilibrium Kondo effect [I], 2], B]. 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, B, 6]. The non-equilibrium Green’s-function method has been
successful as an extension of the Landauer formula to interacting cases [7, [, [, [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 [I1), 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 [I6, (17]. Besides the interacting resonant-level
model, we also constructed exact scattering eigenstates for the Anderson model [1I8] 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] B4, B5]. 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 1) 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 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



Ezact time-evolving scattering states in open quantum-dot systems 4

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. [, 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= Z /dm cjﬂ(x)vp%%cm(x)%— Z (Vmacl (0)dy + 0%, dl ¢, (0))

m=1,2 m=1,2
a=1,2

+ v’dJ{dg + v’*dgdl + Z €daNda + U'nainas. (2.1)
a=1,2

Here ¢! () and ¢,,(z) are the creation and annihilation operators of electrons at the
position z on the lead m, respectively, and d, and d, are those on the quantum dot
a. We also define the number operator ng, = dea of electrons on the quantum dot
a. The parameter v,,, is the transfer integral between the lead m and the quantum
dot «, 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 v,,, and
v’ are independent of the wave numbers of electrons. The parameter g, is the energy
level on the quantum dot a and U’ expresses the strength of the interdot Coulomb
interaction. Here and hereafter, we set h = 1. In what follows, the Fermi velocity vp of

the leads is also set to unity: vp = 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 Schrodinger equations
and the Poisson equation self-consistently [43], which, however, is out of scope of the
present paper.

The Hamiltonian in Eq. 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 v13 = vy = 0, we have a serial-coupled double quantum-dot
system; in the case of v15 = v9s = 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 Schrodinger equation for the open double
quantum-dot system in Eq. . First, we consider the one-electron case, which is
equivalent to the noninteracting case. The time-dependent one-electron state is given

/d:v 3" gulz, )l (@) + Y ea(t)dg)m). (2.2)

m=1,2 a=1,2

in the form

Here |0) is the vacuum state. The wave functions g,,(z,t) for m = 1,2 and e, (¢) for a =
1,2 are determined by the time-dependent Schrédinger equation 10|V (t)) = H|V(t)),
which is explicitly written in the form of the following coupled partial-differential
equations:

1
latgm(%t) T xgm xZ, t +5 Z'Umaea (23@)

i0e0(t) = €aaal(t) + Y Uhagm(0,1) + v)ex(t). (2.3b)

Here §(z) is Dirac’s delta function. We expressed the partial differential operators 0/0t
and 0/0x by 0, and 0., respectively, and set @ = 3 — a, v] = v’ and v} = 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

W) = ([ doidzs ST gm0, )6l (02

1<T2 mi1,mo=1,2

+ 33 el @)l + fut)dldl) o), (2.4)
m=1,2 a=1,2
where we assume the following Fermionic anti-symmetries for the wave functions
Gmimy (21, 2, 1) and fia(0):

Gmams (X1, T2, 1) = —Gmom, (T2, 21, 1), fi2(t) = = far(2). (2.5)

The time-dependent Schrodinger equation i0;|¥(t)) = H|V(t)) gives the following
coupled partial-differential equations for the wave functions g, m,(z1,22,1), €ma(x,t)
and f aa(t>:

. 1
latgmmw (Il’ T2, t) - I(aivl +6&72>gm1m2 (1’1, L2, t)
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+ Z (Vmsa0(T2)€my .a(T1, 1) = Um,a0(21)€my.a(T2, 1)), (2.6a)

1
iatem,a(x7 t) = (_ax + 6doz)em,oz (.T, t)
1

+ > 0 oG (2,0,8) + Vhma(2,) = Void () fum(t), (2.6b)

10, fam(t) = (260 + U') fow(t) + Y (Vnama(0,1) = Vizema(0.1)).  (2.60)
Here we introduced €4 = (€41 + €42)/2.

The many-electron scattering eigenstates have been constructed as the stationary
solutions of the set of Schrodinger equations in Egs. , and 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 Schrodinger equation given in
Sec. 2l 'We propose a systematic construction of exact solutions for arbitrary initial
states at time ¢ = 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 Schrodinger
equation tells us that, in each region of x > 0 or x < 0, the general solution
gm(z,t) is given by an arbitrary function F'(x —t) of the variable x —¢. In other words,
for the real parameter a under the condition z+a > 0 if x > 0 or the condition z+a < 0
if z < 0, the solution g,,(x,t) is invariant under the translation (x,t) — (z + a,t + a).
By combining the two conditions as z(z + a) > 0, we have

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

Because of the delta-function term in Eq. , the wave function g,,(z,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 g,,(z,t) at * = 0 by integrating Eq. over an infinitesimal region
around z = 0, which results in

Im (04, 1) = g (0=, 1) = =1 ) _ Upaalt). (3.2)

Since the value of g,,(x,t) at x = 0, which appears in Eq. (2.35), is not determined by
the Schrodinger equations (2.3d) and (2.38)), we assume

9 (0,0) = 5(gm(0+,0) + gu(0—1)). (33
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We remark that the difference of the value g,,(0,¢) should be absorbed into the system
parameters by the renormalization-group method [45].

By inserting Egs. (3.3) and (3.2) into Eq. (2.38), we obtain
10164 (t) = (€4a — iTaa)ea(t) + (v, — iTug)ea(t) + vaagm —,1). (3.4)
Here we introduced the level width I'yg = ) 0¥ vms/2. By introducing an auxiliary
function é,(t) = el(caa=ilaalte (t) the differential equation (3.4) is rewritten as
10,64(t) = (v, — iDag)el(AeaTiATa)ts (1) 4 Z v eltcan—Taclty (0 1), (3.5)
where A€gy = €40 — €aa and A'y, = T'oe — as.

The coupled first-order differential equations for é,(t) and éx(t) are transformed to
a second-order differential equation for é,(t) of the form

0284 (t) — i(Aega — 1AT L) 044 (1) + (v, — iTag) (Vs — iTga)éa(t) = Ga(t), (3.6)

where the inhomogeneous term is given by
Z ellan=oa)t [y (10}, — €am + Tx) + VgV = Taw) | gm(0—1).  (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

N —i(Aeqq — AT )N + (v, — iTag) (v — ilga) = 0, (3.8)
which gives the two characteristic roots as

hoce = 5 (i(Acge — HATL) + 1),

Ne =41 = £/ (1Acqq + AT,)2 — 4(v/ — ilpo) (v — iTyy). (3.9)

We notice that the two roots )‘a,ﬂ: merge into one at the parameter points giving n = 0.
The general solution of Eq. (3.6]) is obtained as

Aa,s ! Aa,s( )
ZC’ase t—i-z)\ _/\ /dt =t Ga(t) for n #£ 0,
Ealt) = (3.10)

(Dag 4 tDgq )t + / dt’ (t — )G (t) for 1 = 0,

o0
where C,, s for s = & and D, , for » = 0,1 are integration constants, and N = Aas|p=0-
For n = 0 in Eq. (3.10]), we find terms linear in time ¢ inside and outside the integral with

respect to the variable . We shall elucidate in |[Appendix A.1|that the parameter points

satisfying n = 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 g,,(z,t) for z < 0 in (i) of Fig. |2 is obtained by the
translation invariance in Eq. (3.1)) with the wave function g,,(z,0) of given initial
states.
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(1) gm(x’t) fOI' 'T<0 E—— (111) gm(fL’,t) fOI' O<$

N

(if) eq ()

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 e,(t) in
Eq. (3.10). The integration constant Co, or Dy, is determined by the initial
conditions for e, (t).

Step 3) In the process (i), (ii)—(iii) in Fig. |2, we use the matching condition of g,,(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

1 .
gm(z,0) = \/—2_7T<5m7ge‘kx form=1,2, e,(0)=0 fora=1,2, (3.11)

which stand for the one-electron plane-wave state with the wave number k on the entire
lead ¢ along with the absence of electrons on the quantum dots.

Proposition 3 1 The set of Schrodinger equations and (-) 2.3b) for the initial
conditions is solved as follows: i) Forn # 0, the solutwn s given by
(13)

1mt)

+Z €a7k Ymis |:eik( t) _ gi(ea— iT+ins /2)(z—t) ]é( )6(]3), (3.120/)
el (t) = el 1kt+—j€: [ asely (v, ——iraa)egi]e—“af*f+“h/”t, (3.120)
s=+ Nls

where we used
o0 1 (k—eda - ilaa)vy, + (v, — ifaa)vza
Vo (k=% 1T —in/2)(k — e + 1T +in/2)’

1
Yot = p — (1IN 7Vma+ (V=1L 0z VUma) (3.13)
and the following two types of step functions:
1 ift >0, _
o(t) /2 ift=0, 6 L >0, (3.14)
g 1 = y = .
0 if t <0.

0 ift <0,
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it) For n =0, the solution is given by

0L0.0) = ) <5y [

«

H((A2e) + (0], — iTom)el) (t—12) —egfj’,f)ei@d—iﬂ(r—t)}é(t—x)e(x>, (3.15q)
(1) = el | (Nel) + (0l — iTaa)elf})e — el o7, (3.150)

where N2 = Ay s|y=0 and e(g),f = e(of)k|n 0.

Proof. By following the three steps above, we show a proof in the case n # 0.
Step 1) We obtain the wave function g,,(z,t) in the region of z < 0 for ¢t > 0 through
the translation invariance in Eq. (3.1) as

1 .
(2, 1) = g (2 — £,0) = ——=0,, 0¥ 3.16
due to the relation z(z —t) > 0.
Step 2) Process (i)—(ii): By setting x = 0— in the above equation, we have

Gm(0—, 1) = —=0p e, (3.17)

1
Vaor
Then the inhomogeneous term G, () in Eq. is calculated as

—1
Vaor

By inserting this into the general solution in Eq. (3.10]), we obtain
_ Z Cwe)‘“vst + e((f)kel( k+edafiI‘(m)t’

Gialt) = <= oot |y (e — €4z + Tn) + g (v —iTam) | (3.18)

ea(t) — o i(cda—ilaa)t s anse (€q—il+ins/2)t + ()kefikt. (319)

OL,

Here we used the relation eg, — il'go + iNgs = € — il + ins/2. By applying the

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

éa(t) = Z %C’aﬂse (Aﬁda—lAFa 1)\04 S)t ‘I‘ 6( ) 1( k+€do¢ 1Faa)

vl —iloa ’
i>‘a,s —i(eq—il+i £) —i
ealt) = cha,se (aiTine/2)t 1 o) ikt (3.20)

The initial conditions e,(0) = ez(0) = 0 determine the integration constants C, . and

Co— as

ea(0+) = Ca,+ + Ca,_ -+ e(()i)k = 07

iAo iNg,—
1—’+C’a’_~_ + ,1—7004,— + e(ag)k =0,
Vy ’

w(0+) = :
ex(0+) ir.

; X
Vo — 11—‘0@

1
Cot = — | Aage) +i(v), — iTag)ed) |. (3.21)
n:t b b
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Then, by inserting these into Eqs. (|3 19)) and (3.20)), we obtain

calt) = ke -mz [ 5 Hi(0) — Tam) el [ T4 1:/20 (3.99)

Step 3) Prosess (i), (ii)—(iii): By using the matching condition of g,,(z,t) in Eq. (3.2),
we have

1
m(0+,1) = —=
gm(0%,1) = —o=
Here, in order to extend the relation to the region ¢ < 0, we used the step function é(t)
defined in Eq. (3.14). Through the translation invariance in Eq. (3.1), we obtain the
wave function g,,(z,t) for £ > 0 and ¢t > 0 as

gm(z,t) = gm (04,1 — )

1 ik(z—t) _ :j
= —— 0" —i0(t — x) E Uma€a(t — T). (3.24)
V2m !

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

for n =0 in Eqgs. (3.10]).

Ompe ™™ —i0(t) Y Umatalt). (3.23)

O

We find that the second terms of the wave functions g() (x,t) and egﬁ)k(t) in
Eqgs. (3.12d), (3.124), (3.15d) and (| contain the terms with the time-dependent
factor e i(Ea—iT+ns/2)t = which decays exponentially with the inverse relaxation time

T — Re(n,/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 n = 0 in Eqgs. and include an exponential function
multiplied by a term linear in time ¢. We remark that they are reproduced by taking
the limit n — 0 of Egs. (3.12d) and (3.12¥)).

In the long-time limit ¢ — oo, the wave functions in Eqgs. (3.12d) and (3.124)
converge to the stationary scattering eigenstates [20],

. 1
tlgilo elktgffb?k(m, t) = Nir [6,%7[ —1iv270(x) Z vmaeg)k} = gfﬁ)k( ), (3.25q)
tlgglo e‘kteg)k(t) = eﬁi)k, (3.250)

)

ik () and e(()i)k

where egi)k is defined in Eq. (3.13)). We remark that the wave functions g

have resonance poles at k = €q — il £i7/2 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 Schrodinger
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equations (2.6d), (2.68) and (2.6d). We consider the case of n # 0 since the wave
functions for n = 0 are obtained by taking the limit  — 0. First, we find that the wave

function g, m, (1, T2, ) is discontinuous both at 1 = 0 and x5 = 0. In each quadrant of
the (x1, z2)-plane, the general solution g, m, (1, z2,t) is given by an arbitrary function
F(xy—t,x9—1t) of the two variables x; —t and x9 —t. In other words, the wave function
Gmyms (Z1, T2, 1) has the following translation invariance:

Gmymy (X1 + a, 20+ a,t+ a)
= Gmymy (21, 2,t)  if z3(x; +a) >0 for i =1,2. (3.26)

The matching conditions of ¢y, m, (21, 22,t) at 1 = 0 and x5 = 0 are respectively given
by

Imima (Iv 0+, t) — Imima (IL’, 0—, t) +1i Z UmaaCmy,a (]3, t) =0,

Gmyms (04, 2,8) — Grmymy (0—, 2, ) — inmlaem,a(x,t) =0, (3.27)
as was in Eq. (3.2). We note that the two relations are consistent with the anti-
symmetries in Egs. (2.5)). Similarly to Eq. (3.3]), we assume the values of g,m, (21, T2, t)
at 1 = 0 and z9 = 0 as follows:

1
E(gmlmz (0+7 z, t) + Imimeo (0_7 z, t))7

1
5(9m1m2<x7 0+7t) +gm1m2(l‘,0—,t)). (328)

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

gm1m2 <O’ x? t) -

Imim(2,0,1) =

its matching condition at x = 0 is given by
em,a(0+,1) — €ma(0—, 1) — iUpa faa(t) = 0. (3.29)
We assume the value of e,, o(x,t) at x = 0 as follows:
1
em.al(0,1) = §(em7a(0+, t) + emal(0—,1)). (3.30)

By applying Eqs. (3.27) and (3.28) to Eq. (2.64)) for x # 0, we have the coupled partial-
differential equations for e, o(z,t) and e, z(z,t) as

(i(0) + ;) — €da + iTaa)ema(®,t) — (v, — iTom)ema(e, t) vagmn z,0—,1). (3.31)

Through the change of variables z = (x 4+ t)/2 and z; = x — t, the partial-differential
equation is rewritten as

(10, — €da + 1Laa)emal(,t) — (v, — Log)emal(z, t)
21

21
S g (24 20—, ——). 3.32
By introducing an auxiliary function e,, (z,t) = e (@a=lac)zg (2 +) we obtain

10,Em.0(x,t) = (v, — ifaa) (Agd“_lAFa)zema(x t)

(eda—iTaa <1
+Z do—il gmn<z+5,0—,z— 5), (3.33)



Ezact time-evolving scattering states in open quantum-dot systems 12
which is transformed to a second-order differential equation for é,, ,(x,t) for each o as
028 m.a(r,t) — i(Aega —1AT )06 o7, 1)
+ (v, = iTag) (Vs — iTq0)éma(®, t) = Gp.ol(2) (3.34)

with the inhomogeneous term

Ze cda—iTaa)z [ o(10: —eqa+ilaa) + Vg (v, —ilaa)

X gmn<z—|—5,0—,z—%>. (3.35)
The general solution of Eq. m ) is given by
€m.a(T,1) Z()’mas z—t)etes@H)/2
(z+t)/2
+Z ™ / dz’ eros =G (),

ema z, t E :Cmas r— t —i(eqa—ilaa+ira,s)(z+t)/2

(z+t)/2
+Z xdz e i(Can—iTaa) @40 /2000 (@H0/2-) G (1) (3.36)
)\ m,a )

where Cy, o s(x — t) for s = & are arbitrary functions of the variable z — t.
Finally, by using Eqs. (3.29) and (3.30]), the differential equation (2.6d) for the
double-occupancy wave function f.5(t) is rewritten as

(10 — 280 — U’ +2iT) fum(t) = >_ (=) 0556, 50—, 1). (3.37)
m,p
By setting faz(t) = e @tV =201 ¢ (1) we have
Opfom(t) = —ieZatU=2DEN " (yakfyr e (0—,1), (3.38)
m,B

which is easily integrated in the form

t —
faa(t) -C, — i/odt/ ol(2ea+U'—2i)t Z( )a+,8 ;5emﬂ(0 ,t'),

m7/8
faa(t) _ an—i(QEd+U’—2if)t
t _
—i / d Gt B0 N (et e, 50—, 1), (3.39)
0 iy

Here C,, for a = 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 g, m, (21, z2,t) for z1 < 29 < 0 in (i) of Fig. [3|is obtained
by the translation invariance in Eq. (3.26]) with the wave function g,,m, (21, x2,0)
of given initial states.
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(1) gmlm?(xl,IZ,t) (IV) numz(xl?xQ t) (Vl) 977“7"2(33‘1,-1'2,75)
(x1<22<0) (r1<0<x2) (0<z1<22)

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 €, 4(z,t) in
Eq. . The arbitrary function C, o s(z—t) is determined by the initial condition
for e q(2,1).

Step 3) In the process (ii)—»(iii) in Fig. [3] we use the general solution fuz(t) in
Eq. . The integration constant C, is determined by the initial condition
for fua(t).

Step 4) In the process (i), (ii)—(iv) in Fig. [}l we use the matching conditions
Gimyms (21, T2, 1) in Egs. (3.27).

Step 5) In the process (iii), (iv)—(v) in Fig. 3| we use the general solution ey, o(z,t) in
Eq. again. The arbitrary function C,, o s(x — t) is determined by the initial
condition for €, 4(z,t) and the matching condition for e, o (z,t) in Eq. (3.29).

Step 6) In the process (iv), (v)—(vi) in Fig. |3 we use the matching conditions for
Gmyms (T1, T2, 1) in Egs. again.

Step 7) Through the anti-symmetrization in the variables x; and x5, we obtain the
wave function g, m, (21, x2,t) in the case x5 < .

Let us demonstrate the construction of the time-evolving two-electron scattering
states under the initial conditions

1 .
9mima (xb T2, 0) = % Z Sgn(P)dml,fPl 5M2,fp2€l(kplx1+kp2x2) for my, Mg = 17 27
P

ema(r,0) =0, foz(0)=0 form=1,2and a = 1,2, (3.40)

where P = (P, P») is a permutation of (1,2). The initial state stands for the two-
electron plane-wave state with wave numbers k; and k5 on the entire leads ¢; and /5,
respectively, and the absence of electrons on the quantum dots.

Proposition 3.2 For n # 0, the solution of the set of Schrodinger equations ,

and (2.0d) for the initial conditions is given by

010 (tpy)
gfniﬂil,k’lkz xl’x% ngn gml k’P ( 1’t)gm;2kpg ('TQ’t>
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. 010 —i(eq—il+ins

o IZ Sgn(Q)va1amegavsXc(v,llﬂ2l€)2 (xQz_ t)e (Ea=il+in /2)$Q2Q19(xQ2Q1)0(:EQ1)7 (3.41(1)
Q’a7s

eli1f2) (x,t)

ma,k1 ks
(€ (E (£1€2) —i(eq—iT+ins/2)z
= ngn Yo (@ afp Z U X5 (@ — t)e T /220 () (3.410)
(e (e ) 0,0
a;é’b ngn eur (Denra (£) + X5 (1), (3.410)

where P and Q are permutations of (1,2), x13 = x1 — x2 and we introduced

M M) —i(k1+k —i(2eq+U’—2iT
S0 = S s[4 e
- Ss:;’l el (oA a2y
Z atB igEPl B,s U/ €££P2)
\/ 27 kpl —Ed—i-if—i??s/Z)(k‘pl —Ed—U’—l—iF—ins/Q) Bikp,
x (e—l(2Ed+U'—21F)t . e—i(kp1+zd—if—ins/2)t) é(t),
(t) _ v () (&) _ () () 3.49
(ea,kl ea,k‘g - ea,k‘gea,kl)' ( : )

akike ) 4 kg —2eq— U420
Proof. We follow the seven steps above.
Step 1) Since we have 1 —t < 29 —t < 0 for t > 0 and 27 < 23 < 0 in this step,
the wave function g, m, (1, z2,t) is obtained through the invariance of the translation
(1, x2,t) — (21 — t, 29 — t,0) from the initial state g, m,(z1 — ¢, 22 —¢,0) as

Gmimz (21, 22, 1) = Gimym, (21 — £, 22 — 1,0)
= o S SE(P) B I35
P
Step 2) Process (i)—(ii): By setting x9 = 0— in the above equation, we have
Grmyms (21,0—, Z SEN(P)Ormy i, Ormg 0, €7F71 1707 RE (3.44)
which gives the inhomogeneous term in Eq. (3.35) in the form

Gma(z) = — Z [“* (kp, — €da +il'aa) + vpa(v), — iraa)}

< DBt g 7 P D) (3.45)
1 2

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

ema x, t ZCmaS — 1 —€da+tilaa—ida,s)(z+t)/2
+ ngn Vmmita, (@ E)eq it e 70, (3.46a)

)\as . S
em’a<l', t) = Z ,UII_TCm’avs (x — t)el(_ﬁda"‘lraa—1)\a,s)(m+t)/2
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+ ngn Yo (e i) e et (3.46b)

where e, z(x, t) is obtained by using Eq. (3.32) with the above expression for ey, q(z,t).
Here we used the wave function gffb?k(x,t) of the one-electron scattering states in
Eq. (3.12d). The initial conditions in Egs. for em q(z,t) and e, 5(z,t) determine
the arbitrary functions C, s(x) and Cy, 03() as

i —i ) 4 I
Cm,a l’ 0+ Z Om a, s ~€datilaa—ita,s)z/2 + Z Sgn 9;21}21 (CU, 0)6((1722:2 = 0,

i\ s (e i
e, 0) = chmva,mew ik )0

(€py)
+ Z sgn(P gm kp (x 0)65’212 =0,

(¢py) (¢py)
mas ngn gm k’P J] 0) |:/\Ozs akp —f-l(?} - lFaa) 0422}:2
X el(Eda—IFaa“l‘l)\a,s)x/Z' (347)
By using the translation invariance gfjij}il (x,t) = gﬁﬁ?}il (x —t,0) for t > 0 and z < 0,
we have
Cm a,s $ - t Z Sgn gm kp t) |:)\Oé Se((x kp, r2) + 1( iFaa)e(a{Ziz]
el(Gda lraa'f‘l)\a,s)(w t)/ . (348)

By inserting this into Eqs. (3.464d)) and (3.468), we obtain e,, o(x,t) and e, z(x,t) in the

same form

em.a(T,t) Z sgn(P gm kp t)egfpl (t). (3.49)

Here eg)k (t) is the wave function of the one- electron scattering state in Eq. (3.120)).

Step 3) Process (ii)—(iii): We insert Eq. ( into the solution in Eq. (3.39) for
fom(t). Because of the initial condition fuz(0 ) 07 we find C' = 0, obtaining

Fot) = 3 sen(P) [ T R ) ) (et
p+Rp, —2€4— i ’

1 ¢p,) igeP B3
I a+6 2 177
NoT Z €8.kp, Z kp, —€q—U'+il —ins/2

X(e—l(kpl+6d—lr+lns/2)t . e—i(QEd+U’—2if)t) ' (3‘50)

After some calculations, we arrive at the expression

(py) N
faa ngn €a kp t) OLZ2F)2 (t) + X(Sy,klk)g(_t)7 (351)

with ch,lf?,m( t) defined in Egs. (3.42]).
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Step 4) Process (i), (ii)—(iv): The first matching condition in Egs. (3.27)) gives

¢ ¢
G (1,04, 8) = > san(P)g 2, (2,19, (0+,1). (3.52)
P

Since 1 — x5 < 0 for 1 < 0 < x5 in this step, we have

Gmyma (T1, T2, 1) = Gmymy (1 — x2,0+ t— )

(p,)
_ ngn gm1 kp (xl,t)gmfkp (w9, 1) (3.53)

from the translation invariance of the wave function g, m, (%1, z2,t) in Eq. (3.26)).
Step 5) Process (iii), (iv)— ( ): By setteing 1 = 0— in Eq. (3.53)), we have

(¢py)
gmlmz Z Sgn gm1 kp (0_> t)gm;D,Qkpl (x> t)? (3'54)

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

Ghalz) = Z [U* (kp, —€aa+ilaa) + v;ﬁ@;_ipm)}
X —= Z Sgn mgp 1kpl 21/261(7kp1 +Eda*il—‘aa)z

1 s
% [\/2 ntp,® eltra - Z é,ll:ig ynb’s lkPQZI _el(ed_lr+ln5/2)Z1)‘9(_21)]' (3'55)

Then, for x > 0, we obtain the general solution in Eq. (3.36) as
ena L, t ZCnas — t)e (Eam iT+§ns) (2+) /2

—zsgn ;:; i) (1) a560

iAg, o

- Z san(P)eq ) e mrlgl) (21). (3.560)
The initial conditions in Egs. (3.40) for e, o(x,t) and e, z(x,t) determine the functions
Chas(z) and C, 4 5(x) as

—1 €, 1 1 xT U U
en.a(,04) ZCRQS a—il+ins/2)z/2 _ ngn ((lzlp)lg?(l};il (x,0) =0,

.>\as —i(q—iT+i
ema(;p O+) = Z I—Cna S(CE)Q i(eq 1F+177s/2)x/2_zSgn(P)e(;kp)lgr(f}]:QP)( ’0) _ 07

vl —il' g
P
Cras( ngn 97(1 2} z,0) |:/\aseié ?) +i(vg_iraa)eg’g‘i]ei(Ed—if+i77s/2)x/2'

(3.57)

It should be noted that, in order to obtain C,,  s(x —t) for ¢ > 0 and x > 0, we consider
both the cases x —¢t > 0 and  — ¢ < 0. Since Eq. (3.57) determines the function
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Ch.as(x—1t) only in the case x —t > 0, we need another function D, , ;(x —t) to express
Cn,a,s( —t) in the case z —t < 0 as

Cn,oc,s( t) - Dn e 5(1' — t)e(t — ,I‘)
+ — ngn gnk (z,t) [)\a se((f?) +i(v;—iFm)egﬁl

X e1<€d—f+”75/2><H>/29(x — ). (3.58)
By inserting this into Eqs. (3.56d) and (3.564)), we obtain

(¢p) (¢py)
ema(,1) =D sgn(P) gyt (T,1)eq i (1)
P

+ Z Dinas l‘ _ t)e—i(Ed—if-i-ins/2)(z+t)/29(t _ iL‘), (359&)

(€py)
ema(z,t) Z sgn(P gm kp 75)65’%32 (t)

Do (w — t)e i CaiTHn/2@+0/29 (. _ ), 3.59b
+3  Pasle 1 (t ) (3,500
By using the matching condition for e, o(x,t) in Eq. (3.29), we have
Z Dm@,s(_t)e—i(Edfif+ins/2)t/20(t) _ ivmanillﬁﬁ)Q(_t» (3.60)
In a similar way, we use the matching condition for e,, z(z,t) in Eq. (3.29)), obtaining
iAa,s —i(€q—iT+ins . I2%4
D ot D)o TSI = i, (XU (). (361)

S

By solving the coupled equations for D, o +(—t) and D,, o —(—t), we obtain
Dm’(w(_t)e—i(Edfif+ins/2)t/29(t) _ _yma,sXc(fllfk)Q(_t)- (3.62)
By inserting this into Eqgs. (3.594d)) and (3.598), we obtain e,, o(x,t) and e, 5z(x,t) in the

same form

(tpy)
ol t) = 3 sen(P gmmi (@ t>eaf;;<t>
—Zymas (il (o = e/ (3.63)

Step 6) Process (iv), (v)—(v ) The second matching condition in Eqs. (3.27)) gives
¢
s (O.8) = 3 san(Poly, (04 1)0 (3.1

(10 —i(eq—il+ins /2)x
—1valaymws X5 (@ — t)eCamiTrme/2eg ), (3.64)

Since xy — x1 > 0 for 0 < x1 < 9 in this step, we have
gmlmg(x17x27 ) :9m1m2(0+ ZUQ .Tl,t_xl)

(Lp,)
= Z Sgn gm1 kp ( 1’ t)gm;)?kPQ (I'Q, t>

—1va1aymm X (y—t)e ICamTHm /20221020 )0 (2y).  (3.65)
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Step 7) After the anti-symmetrization in the variables x; and x5, we obtain the wave
function g, m, (71, z2,t) in Eqgs. (3.414d]).
O

We find that the first term of each of the wave functions in Eqgs. (3.414d)), (3.414) and
(3.414) is a noninteracting part given by the Slater determinant of the one-electron wave
functions ¢, (z,t) and eg)k(t) in Egs. (3.12d) and (3.12h). The effect of the interdot

m,k

interaction appears in the second term of each of Eqs. (3.41d), (3.418) and (3.41d); the
factor e 1(€a=il+ins/2)e219(g51) 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 T' — Re(n,/2) of the two-body bound states corresponds to the
resonance pole of the one-electron wave functions gffb?k(x, t) and e(()f)k(t) in Egs. (3.124
and (3.120).

Let us now consider the long-time limit ¢ — oo of the time-evolving two-electron
scattering states. The second term of each of the three wave functions in Egs. ,
3.410) and (3.41d) contains the function X gi,lﬁl (x —t) or Xgi,fil(—t), which includes
several terms that decay exponentially in time ¢. By using the limit relation

lim el #5200 X (08) (2 — 1)

t—o0

— ngn( U/ (Zl) 6“2) e (kpl—l-ka) Z(£1£2) 1(k1+k2):8 (366)
kpl ke, —2q U1 2T @k b, ik

we find

lim el(k1tk2)t gfﬁifil kg (15 T2, 1)

t—o00

(€ (Lpy)
- ngn gmlflkp ( )gm?’ﬂp (x2)
. 014 —i(eq—iT+ins /2)x iEx
_1zsgn UleOémezOé sZ(g 21219)2 (FamilHine /20201 o1 QQ@(£Q2Q1)0(5BQ1)

= ) ok (71, T2), (3.67a)

lim e (k1+k2)teiﬁfi)lk2 (x t)

(¢ (€1 —i(eq—il'+ins/2)x elfir
= ngn(P)ngﬁlp akp Ymav,s a1k312k)2 (Fa=iltin. /2)z o1E 0( )

= 1) (), (3.67b)

ma,ky ko
. i(k14-ko)t p(£102) (p (9] (€162) . p(f102)
tlLI?o € (a2 a(j k)21]€2 Z Sgn a klpl @ k21>2 + ZO(,}€12]€2 — faal,kikg? (3670)
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 ky + ky = 24 + U’ — 2il" 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

U(x,t) = Yr(z)e PRt —2) for x > 0, (4.1)

where 1¥g(x) is the wave function of a stationary resonant state and Ef is the resonance
energy with an imaginary part. We refer to the time-evolving states described by
Eq. as time-evolving resonant states. Here the step function 6(¢t — x) in Eq. ,
which is due to the linear dispersion relation, restricts the wave function W(z,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(,0) =0, €,(0) = 1, (4.2)

where the constants 1), for a = 1,2 satisfy the normalization condition [1);|?+ [¢»|* = 1.

Proposition 4.1 The set of Schréodinger equations ([2.3d) and (2.38) under the initial
conditions (4.2)) is solved as follows: i) For n # 0, the solution is given by

Gn(,8) = D Ymas VP8 Ot — 2)0(w), (4.30)

a,s

€alt) = 37 [Nastho + (1], — T )i e P (4.3b)

S
S

where El(%l)jE = &3 — il in/2 is the one-body resonance energy.
ii) For n = 0, the solution is given by

gon(@,) = 1 Vi (Notbua+i(vh =il i) (=) —ta)e ™ 00( = 2)0(x),  (4.40)

g
ealt) = — (Ao +i(vh —Taq)tba)t —tba)e PR ", (4.4b)
where E](;)O =& —il.
Proof. We employ the systematic construction of three steps proposed in Section for

n # 0. The wave functions for n = 0 in Eqs. (4.4d) and (4.40)) are obtained by taking
the limit n — 0 of Eqgs. (4.3d)) and (4.3d).
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Step 1) In the region of x < 0 for t > 0, we have g,,(z,t) = gn(z —t,0) = 0 through
the translation invariance in Eq. .

Step 2) Process (i)—(ii): Since the inhomogeneous term in Eq. also vanishes, that
is, Go(t) = 0, the general solution in Eq. is given by

écx(t) = Z O&,seka’Sta
S

ea(t) = e—i(eda—irw)téa(t) _ Z Ca’sei(—eda+ifaa—i>\a,s)t' (4.5)
By inserting this and g¢,,(0—,¢) = 0 into Eq. , we obtain
en(l) = zg: - iioﬁiaa Ca,sei(Aeda—iAFa—i/\a,s)t’
ex(t) = e_i(gda_ipaa)téa(t) = Z %ii%mCaysei(_ﬁd”iraa_i’\“”)t. (4.6)

The initial condition e,(0) = ¢, in Egs. (4.2)) determines the constants C, + and C,
in Egs. (4.5) and (4.6) as

éa(0+) - Ca,Jr + C — wom
Doy - Do

ex(0+) = o i mca,— = Vg,
1
Cas = = Nasta + (0}, = Tae)tba] (4.7)
By inserting this into Eqs. (4.5)) and (4.6]), we obtain
1 =
eall) == o [Aa,gwa +i(v, — iraa)wa} e (EamilHns 2}t (4.8)

Step 3) Process (i), (ii)—(iii): Through the matching condition for g,,(z,t) in Eq. (3.2)),
we have

gm(0+,1) = —ié(t) vaaea(t), (4.9)

where, in order to extend the relation to the region ¢ < 0, we used the step function é(t)
which is defined in Eq. (3.14). Hence, through the translation invariance in Eq. (3.1)),
we obtain the wave function g,,(z,t) for x > 0 as

I (1, 8) = g (04, — 2) = =i0(t — 2) Y _ vpaealt — 2). (4.10)

O

The wave functions g¢,,(x,t) in Eqgs. (4.3d) and (4.4d) include the step function
0(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 vg = 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 é(t—x), the time-evolving state for n # 0 in Egs.
and is a superposition of the one-body stationary resonant states with the
resonance energies E}(%l)i. Indeed, by using the wave functions grjf% r(z) and ei r of the

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

gm(z,t) and e, (t) in Egs. (4.3d) and (4.3Y)) are rewritten as
g t) = 3 go plw)e Pr 10t - @), (4.11a)

ealt) = 3 e pe PR, (4.110)
where the constants 1., which characterize the initial state in Eqs. , are absorbed
into the coefficients g, () and €, . Since the wave function g,,(r,t) is finite in the
space interval 0 < x < t, the time-evolving resonant state is normalizable; see Fig.
below. Indeed, the time-evolving resonant state in Eqs. and is normalized
because the initial state in Eqgs. (4.2]) is normalized and the particle number is conserved.

The wave functions for n = 0 in Egs. and are not in the form of
Egs. (4.11d) and (4.118) but include an exponential function multiplied by a term linear

in t. This is because the two resonance energies Eg)i merge into one at n = 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 Schrédinger equations (2.64d), (2.64) and (2.64) under the initial conditions
gmymg (xla X2, 0) = 07 em,a(x7 0) = 07 faa(o) = (_1)57 (412)

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 n # 0, the solution of the set of Schrodinger equations (2.64)),
(2.68) and (2.64) for the initial conditions (4.12)) is given by

. . (2) s (1)s
Imimas (3717 1'2775) =1 Z <_1)asgn(Q)Uleame2a,selER e

Q,a,s
X 0t — 20,)0(70,0,)0(2q,), (4.13a)
(1) = 3 (1) 05 OB 1 1)0(2), (4.130)
S, . (2)
foa(t) = (=1)%e 7 Fr T, (4.13¢)

where @ = (Q1,Q2) is a permutation of (1,2), Eg)i = &g — il +in,/2 is the one-body
resonance energy and F @) — 2¢, + U’ — 2il 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 z1 < 23 < 0, we find 1 —t < 29 —t < 0 in this step. Then,
through the translation invariance in Eq. , we find that there is no two-electron
incident waves:

Gmyms (L1, T2,1) = Gmyms (1 — t, 29 — 1,0) = 0. (4.14)
Step 2) Process (i)—(ii): Because ¢m,m,(x,0—,t) = 0 for z < 0, the inhomogeneous
term in Eq. 1) vanishes: Gm.a(2) =0 with z = (z+41¢)/2. Then we obtain the general
solution in Eq. (3.36]) as

em.a :IZ' t Z Cm os .Z' . t) —i(eq— 1F+1175/2)(x+t)/

Nas —i(€q—iT+ins/2)(z
ena(t:t) = ) = Cnas(w — e OO, (4.15)

where Cy,.0,s(z —1t) for s = &+ are arbitrary functions of the variable x —¢. For the initial
conditions in Eqs. (4.12)) for e, +(z,t) and e, z(z,t), we obtain C,, o s(x) = 0, that is,
ema(r,t) =0 for z <0.
Step 3) Process (ii)—(iii): By applying e o(z,t) = 0 for < 0 to the solution in
Eq. (3.39) for f.z(t), we have
Jaa(t) = Coe™GratU/=200L, (4.16)

Under the initial condition foz(0) = (—1)* in Egs. (4.12)), we have

Joa(04) = Ca = (-1)%,

fualt) = (—1)e EEw+U"~2, (1.17)
Step 4) Process (i), (ii)—(iv): For 1 < 0 < x5, we have 21 — 25 < 0 in this step. Then
the first matching condition in Egs. (3.27)) gives

gm1m2 (xla T, t) = gm1m2 (:L‘l T, 0+ t— ZEQ) — 0 (418)
Step 5) Process (iii), (iv)—(v): Because gmlmQ( ,x,t) = 0 for x > 0, the
inhomogeneous term in Eq. (3.35)) also vanishes: G, o(z) = 0 with z = (x + t)/2.

Then, by using the solution in Eq -, we have

i)‘avs A —i(€q—il+ins/2)(z
ema(T,t) = Z it Cmas(w = t)e (Fa=iT+ine/2)(+1)/2 (4.19)

where ém,w(x —t) for s = 4 are arbitrary functions of the variable x — ¢. From the
initial conditions (4.12]), we have

em.a(z,0) Z Cma o o i(Ea—iT+ins/2)z/2 _ _0,

/
v, —il'oa

/\a s ~ —i(€q—il+i
em,&('r7 0) = Z 1—.Cm,a,s(x)e l(ed 1F+1n3/2)x/2 = 07

Cmas(x) =0 forz >0, (4.20)
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which determines C’m,ays(x —t) =0 for x —¢ > 0. In order to express the function

Crnas(x —t) for x —t < 0, we introduce another function D,, o s(z — t) and put

Crnovs(T — 1) = Dipas(z — 1)0(t — ). (4.21)
By inserting this into the solution in Eqgs. (4.19)), we have
ema(@,t) =Y Dol — t)e EamTHm/2020 (¢ — g (4.22)

i\ s =
maa(,) = D D = ) TR0 — ). (4.23)

The matching condition in Eq. (3.29) for e,, o(x,t) gives
Z Dm o 5(—t)e_i(€d_if+ins/2)t/2 — (—1)aivmae_i(2€d+U'—2if)t’

o s —i(Eq—iT+ins a: —i(284+U’—2iT
Z—U/ = iFaaDm’a’s(_t)e Ea=iTin/201/2 _ (1), o=i(2Fat U2 (4.24)

By solving the coupled equations for D,, . s(—t), we obtain

D, S(_t)e—i(zd—iﬂins/Q)t/z = (=1)*Yma S@Daae—i(QEd—i—U’—Qif)t‘ (4.25)
By replacing ¢(> 0) with ¢ — z(> 0) in the variable of D,, o s(—t), we have

D, s($ _ t)e—i(gd—if+ins/2)(m+t)/2§(t o x)

_ (—l)aé(t . x>yma Sei(ng+U’72if)($*t)*i(gd*if‘Hns/2)5”7 (4.26)

which gives

6m,a(x7 t) _ (_1)aé(t . ]J) Z yma,sei(gd+Ul_if_ins/2)I_i(2gd+U/_2if)t6‘($). (427)
Step 6) Process (iv), (v)—(vi): By using the second matching condition in Egs. (3.27)),
we have

Imims (O+7 z, t) - lé(t - l’) Z(_l)avm1aymga,sei(gd+U/_if_ins/2)x_i(2gd+U/_2T)t6(x)' (428)

Because x5 — 27 > 0 for 0 < ;1 < x5, we have

gmlmg(xb T2, t) = gm17n2(0+, To — xlat - 3:1)

_ iZ(_1)avmlaymga,sei(gd+Ul_iF_in5/2)x21+i(2€d+U’_2iF)(xl_t)é(t . 332)9(:1:21)9(951). (4_29)
Step 7) After the anti-symmetrization with respect to the variables z; and xq, we
obtain the wave function g, m, (%1, z2,t) in the case xo < 7.

U

The time-evolving two-body resonant state is normalizable since the wave functions
Gmyms (1, T2, 1) is finite in the space region 0 < 1,29 < t, and e, o(z,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 T — Re(n,/2), which is the imaginary part of the
resonance energy E}g)s.
By using the wave functions g, m, r(%1,%2), €mar(z) and foz g of the two-body

stationary resonant state given in [Appendix A.2| the wave functions for n # 0 in

Egs. (4.13d), (4.130) and (4.13d) are rewritten as

—i (2> ~ ~
Gy (71, T2, 1) = Gryma.r (71, 12)e " FRO(t — 21)0(t — 2), (4.30)
L (2), ~
em.al(T,t) = 49,,%70173(x)(3_’ER2 9t — x), (4.31)
—iEPt
foa(t) = foare™ """ (4.32)
Hence we refer to this time—evolving two- electron state as a time-evolving two-body
resonant state. The relation E =U"+ E Dt Eg)_ 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 I/p, W+ and E(1 We remark that, in a way similar to the one-electron case, the
wave functions for n = 0, which are obtained by taking the limit n — 0 of Eqs. (4 ,
and , include an exponential function multiplied by a term linear in t.

4.8. Emistence 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 g,,(z,t) in Eq. of the time-evolving one-body resonant
state, we obtain the existence probability distribution of an electron on the lead m at
time ¢ as

= 2
P,SLI)(CC, t) = |gm(1’, t)’2 — ‘ Zyma,s?/}ae(r+ns/2)($_t)

0t — 2)0(z). (4.33)

Similarly, by using the wave function e, o(z,t) in Eq. (4.134) 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

Pfg(%t) = Z lem.a(z,t)] Z ’ Zy o((T+ns/2)z—2T) 2

[e%

We note that the existence probability Pmd (z,t) in Eq. 1} 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¢4 + U’ — 2i' and hence in the phase factor of the wave

function €, (z,t) in Eq. (4.31)).

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

electron on the lead m in the one-electron case, while ang(x, t) in Eq. |D describes

0t — 2)0(x). (4.34)

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 ¢, both the
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existence probabilities Py )(m,t) and ng(x,t) increase exponentially with the same
strength 2" + |Re(n)| in the space interval 0 < = < t [39]. Thus, even in the two-
electron case, the exponential increase in space is dominated by the one-body resonance
energy E](;L.l)s, which has been seen in the two-body bound state of the two-electron
scattering wave function in Eq. . On the other hand, at a fixed position x, the
existence probability P )(x, t) decays exponentially in time with the inverse relaxation
time 2I'— |Re(n)|, while Psc)i(a:, t) decays exponentially in time with 4T". The exponential
decay in time in the two-electron case is dominated by the two-body resonance energy
EY

For numerical demonstration, we consider the parallel-coupled double quantum-
dot system by setting v, = v(€ R), v/, = 0 and €41 = —€g2 = €, in which we have
n = 2(I'? — ¢2)1/2 with T = v2. Here we find an exceptional point = 0 at I' = |¢|. For

)E=

[ > |e|, the one-body resonance energies Eg = ¢ —il' +in/2 have different imaginary

parts, while for I' < |¢|, they have different real parts. We take the initial state in
Eq. (4.2) with ¢ = ¢ = 1/y/2 for the existence probability P\ (z,t), while the initial
state for ng (z,t) is Eq. ‘D Then the one- and two-electron existence probabilities

P )(:c, t) and P,(,ii (x,t) in Egs. 1) and 1} inside the space interval 0 < z < t are

explicitly calculated as
(120 2
2‘— sinh (g(t — 93)) — cosh (g(t — 93)) ) Le 200 for T > |¢|,
n

PW(z,t)={ 2I0(t — ) — 1]’Te 20t for T' = le|, (4.35)

m

2
( 2 : o — F 2
Z ’M sinh (g:E) — cosh <gx> ’ Le 22 for T > €],
- n

2‘% sin (g(t - :L‘)) — cos (g(t — x)) ‘2I’e_2r(t_””) for T < |e],

POz, 1)={ D I(iaa = )z = 1[Te 22 for I' = lel,  (4.36)

2 2

2(iean —TI7) . /(¢ C VP p.—2r@i—s
— €l.
2. ‘fsm <_x) cos (_w)‘ Lo 87 for T < |

Here we put ¢ = 2(e2 — I'?)1/2 for T' < |e|]. The existence probabilities for I' = |e|
are obtained by taking the limit  — 0 of Eqs. (4.33) and (4.34). Figure {4 shows the
existence probability distributions P )(:L',t) and ng(:c,t) for (a) €1 = —€qa = 0.8T
and (b) eq1 = —€q2 = 1.2I"; the solid lines indicate the rescaled existence probability
P (x,t)/T and the dashed lines indicate Pﬁi(a:,t) /T'. The thick lines correspond to
the existence probability at time ¢ = I' and the thin lines correspond to that at time
t = 2. In the case (b), the initial decrease of Prfg(x, 2I") is a part of oscillation of the
existence probabilities before the exponential increase, which is due to the interference

of the two resonance energies Eg)i 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 Pﬁ;(x, t) with the relaxation time 4T"
decays more rapidly than Pn(ml)(x, t) with 2I' — |Re(n)| as a function of ¢.
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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 vy, = v € R,
vl, =0 for (a) eq1 = —eq2 = 0.8T and (b) €41 = —€q2 = 1.2T". The solid lines indicate
the existence probability P )(x, t)/T of an electron on the lead m in the one-electron

case, and the dashed lines indicate the existence probability Pgd) (z,t)/T 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 e,(t) in Eq. (4.34), we obtain the one-electron survival
probability QW (¢) on the quantum dots at time ¢ as

1 _ 2

QU = leal®) = 32 |32 —(haista +i(v), = iTaa)im)e™ T2 | (4:37)
« « S ng

which decays exponentially with the inverse lifetime 2I' — |[Re(n)|. On the other hand,

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

wave function of double occupancy fi2(t) in Eq. (4.134) at time ¢ as

QW) = |f(t) = e, (4.38)
which decays exponentially with the inverse lifetime 4T". Thus the lifetime of the survival
probability Q™ (¢) on the quantum dots is equal to the relaxation time of the existence
probability pi! )(q:, t) on the leads, while the lifetime of Q®(t) is equal to the relaxation
time of angd)(x, t).

Let us analyze the case of the parallel-coupled double quantum-dot system with
Uma = V(€ R), v, = 0 and €41 = —ego = € again. Recall that n = 2(I'? — €2)'/2 for
I > |e] and ¢ = 2(e2 —T?)V2 for T < |e| with ' = v2. We take the initial state in
Eq. with v = 1)y = 1/v/2 for the one-electron survival probability Q(")(¢), 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 vy, = v € R,
v/, =0 and eq; = —eq2. The solid thin line indicates the survival probabilities Q(l)(t)
of the time-evolving one-body resonant states at eq; = 0.5I", the dotted line indicates
that at eq; = 1.0T", the dashed line indicates that at eq; = 1.5I", the chain line indicates
that at eq; = 2.0I" and the solid thick line indicates the survival probability Q) (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

r 2(3 o T . 2 _
52 ’%smh (gt) — cosh (gt)‘ e for T > €],

1 . _
QW (1) = 3 Z |(iegq + )t — 172 for I' = |¢|, (4.39)

\% za: ‘M sin <%t> — cos (gt) ‘Qe_QFt for T < |e].
Figure |5 shows the one-electron survival probabilities Q(l)(t) for e = 0.5I',T", 1.5I", 2T
and the two-electron survival probability Q) (¢) in Eq. , which does not depend
on the energy level €. Due to the difference of their lifetime, the two-electron survival
probability Q®)(¢) decays more rapidly than Q(!)(¢) as a function of . We also observe
that, for I' < |e|, the survival probability Q) (t) oscillates in time, which is expressed
by the trigonometric functions in Egs. . The oscillation in time is a result of the
interference of the two resonance energies Eg)iwith 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 [306], 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

Appendiz A.1. One-body resonant states

In this appendix, we study the stationary resonant states which are eigenstates of
the time-independent Schrodinger 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 Schrodinger equations and

E30) s

gm(x,t) = e Flg (1), eq(t) = e Fle, (A.1)
with an energy eigenvalue F and inserting them into Eqs. (3.2) and (3.4)), we have
9m(04) = gm(0=) = =1 ) Vpaca, (A.2)

o

(E = €da + iTaa)ea — (Uh —iTam)ea = D Vagm(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(z) =0 for z < 0. (A.4)

Hereafter we put the suffix R on the wave functions as g,, r(z) and e, g to denote the
wave functions on which the Siegert boundary conditions are imposed. Then Eq. (A.3))
with g, r(0—) = 0 is reduced to the following eigenvalue problem of a non-Hermite

€da — iraa U/ - iraa €a,R €a,R
@ ’ =F ’ ) A5
< ’Ula— iI'ze €z —il'ga ) ( €a,R ) < €a,R > ( )

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

matrix:

of the open system [29, 30]. It is characteristic to the systems with linear dispersion
relations that the imaginary term —iI'yg, 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

BVE g —iT+ %ni, (A.6)

where 74 has been defined in Eqgs. (3.9). The corresponding eigenvector (e, x,ex ) for

s = + must satisfy the relation

s / . .
60{,R o Ua - 1Faa . 1)\578 (A 7)
e R \as v —1lga '

It is readily found that, at the exceptional points satisfying n = 0, the two eigenvalues
Eg)s for s = & merge into the one eigenvalue € — il’ while the eigenvectors (e} 5. eZ )
and (e, , €z g) become parallel to each other.

In order to relate the eigenvectors to the time-evolving resonant state for n # 0 in

Egs. (4.3d) and (4.30), we take the expression
1
€oR = ;(%Aa,g + Yai(v), —ilaa)) (A.8)

with the constants 1, and 1z. We note that the ambiguity of the above expression
of the eigenvectors is only a constant multiple due to the relation A\, Az = —(v), —

il'0z)(vs — il'54). By using the matching condition in Eq. (A.2), we obtain the wave
function g, r(z) of the resonant state as

gm R 0+ Z wa lAa,svma + (U 1Faa vma Z wayma Sy

S

gm R Z wayma selE( "a (.Z‘) (AQ)

By inserting the wave function Gm., r(z)in Eq 9) and e, p in Eq . ) into Eqs. ,

we obtain the one-body stationary resonant state The imaginary part I' — Re(, / 2) of

(1)s

the resonance energy E,’" corresponds to the inverse lifetime of the resonant state.

It should be noted that the resonance energy Eg)s has appeared as a resonance pole
of the one-electron scattering eigenfunctions in Egs. (3.25d) and (3.258). We remark
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that the above wave functions g;, p(z) and €,  of the one-body resonant state are also
obtained by taking a residue at the resonance pole k = ;4 —il’ +i7,/2 of the one-electron
© (x) and eg,)k in Egs. (3.25d) and (3.254).

m,k

stationary scattering eigenfunctions g

Appendiz 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 Schrodinger equations (2.6d), (2.64) and (2.64) as

Imimo (xla T2, t) = e_iEtgmnng ('1:17 ZL‘Q),

ema(T,t) = e Fley, (1), fax(t) = e fom (A.10)
By inserting these into Eq. (3.37)), we have
(B — 28— U +2i0) faz = Y _ ()"0} 5e,,5(0—). (A.11)

m,f
We recall that the wave function e,, () describes two electrons, one of which is on the
quantum dots and another is on the leads; see Eq. .
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:
Gmymy (T1,22) =0 for z;3 < 0 or g < 0,
ema(r) =0 for z <O0. (A.12)
Then, by applying e, (0—) = 0 to Eq. , we obtain the two-body resonance energy
EY = 2%, + U —2iT, (A.13)

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

Since there is no restriction on the wave function fugr, we take foar = (—1)*
Through the systematic construction of scattering eigenstates proposed in the previous
paper [20], we have

. ST (1)s s 1(2)
G r(21,02) = 1) (=)*580(Q) Vg, a¥mg,ase TR P20 HER TG (26,0, )0(2q,),
Q,q,s

em,a,R(x) = (_)a Z yma,sei(U/+Eg)§)x‘9(fL')~ (A14)

By inserting these into Egs. , we obtain the two-body stationary resonant state.
The imaginary part 2" of the resonance energy E](f) 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 Eqgs. (3.67d), (3.678) and with
Eq. (3.66). We remark that the above wave functions g, my.r(%1,%2), €mar(z) and
fam,r of the two-body resonant state are also obtained by taking a residue at the

resonance pole £ = 2¢;+ U’ —2iT of the stationary two-electron scattering eigenfunctions
() (1, 25), €22 () and f;%}%l)kz in Egs. (3.67d), (3.67) and (3.674).

gmlmz,klkz ma, ki ko
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