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Dynamics, the physical change in time and a pillar of natural sciences, can be regarded as an emergent
phenomenon when the system of interest is part of a larger, static one. This “relational approach to time”,
in which the system’s environment provides a temporal reference, does not only provide insight into foun-
dational issues of physics, but holds the potential for a deeper theoretical understanding as it intimately
links statics and dynamics. Reinforcing the significance of this connection, we demonstrate, based on re-
cent progress [Phys. Rev. Lett. 131, 140202 (2023)], the role of emergent time as a vital link between
time-independent and time-dependent perturbation theory in quantum mechanics. We calculate first order
contributions, which are often the most significant, and discuss the issue of degenerate spectra. Based on
our results, we envision future applications for the calculation of dynamical phenomena based on a single
pure energy eigenstate.

I. INTRODUCTION

The effectiveness of mathematical equations to describe
the astonishing complexity of very distinct phenomena in
the physical world is simply extraordinary [1]. Unfortu-
nately, and more often than not, these equations escape a
closed analytical treatment in many cases. While challeng-
ing, this fact does not preclude at least a partial understand-
ing of their physical consequences. Perturbation theory al-
lows scientists to deduce valuable insight even in the face
of insolubility, by sacrificing quantitative accuracy. This in-
dispensable tool provides analytical solutions in the vicinity
of known unperturbed problems. If the perturbation is suf-
ficiently weak, then a finite number of expansion terms in
powers of its strength may adequately approximate the so-
lution and offers qualitative understanding of the original
problem.

Already Schrödinger, in his famous papers [2, 3] on quan-
tum mechanics, employed schemes that are still in use to-
day. Based on the expansion in terms of a small coupling pa-
rameter, these methods are prominently categorized by two
classes: time-independent and time-dependent. The former
is used to compute the energetic shifts and modifications
of energy eigenstates due to slight changes of the original
Hamiltonian. In contrast, the latter focuses on dynamical
changes of an arbitrary initial state when its original (of-
ten time-independent) Hamiltonian is perturbed by a time-
dependent term. Although they rely on the same principle,
both schemes are distinct due to their domains of applica-
tion being in the static and dynamical realm, respectively.

Bridging both regimes has often offered interesting new
ways to infer static properties from dynamical considera-
tions and vice versa. Particular examples are periodically
driven systems [4], the Fourier transformation of auto-
correlation functions for the spectral analysis of quantum
states [5], spectral form factors [6], eigenstate thermaliza-
tion hypothesis [7–9] and ergodicity breaking in many-body
systems [10–12] to name a few. Moreover, this connection
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even encompasses foundational issues such as the origin of
time.

The non-existence of a genuine time operator [13–15]
and the appearance of time as an external parameter in
quantum mechanics has puzzled many generations of physi-
cists [16, 17]. An intriguing approach to reconcile this dis-
crepancy in comparison with other quantum mechanical
operators like position was put forth by Page and Woot-
ters in 1983 [18]. They postulated a static state of the
universe in which time emerges only for a subsystem of
the whole in relation to the state of its complement, the
rest of the universe. Thus, in the relational approach to
time, dynamics appears from a timeless state by means of
a splitting of the whole into parts. The complement (C)
of a primary system (short “system” S) is often denoted a
“clock” due to its function as a temporal reference for S.
In general, the separation into subsystems entails an in-
teraction term in the global Hamiltonian, but the original
work [18] did not consider such almost inevitable couplings
of a system with its complement. Most often these sce-
narios with interactions have been dealt with by means of
a semiclassical approximation [19–24] in which the clock
states are taken as Wentzel–Kramers–Brillouin wave func-
tions where the phase is dominated by a classical action.
Recent progress [25, 26] established how this setting can be
treated in the most general case for arbitrary Hamiltonians.
An important feature of the interacting case is the appear-
ance of an effective potential for the system which derives
from the global static coupling between system and clock.
This additional term becomes implicitly time-dependent
through its explicit dependence on the state of the clock.

The main goal of our paper is to reveal, in full generality,
the role of "relational time" as the central element for deriv-
ing within quantum mechanical perturbation theory the dy-
namical parts of a subsystem from the purely static ones of
the global system. After a brief summary of time-dependent
perturbation theory (TDPT) and of the main findings in
Ref. [25], we demonstrate how relational time provides a
direct link between the former and time-independent per-
turbation theory (TIPT) through the aforementioned effec-
tive system potential. Following this, we discuss the con-
sequences of degeneracy for our results and provide an in-
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structive example. Starting points for successive research
are given at the end after a short conclusion.

II. PREREQUISITES

A. Time-dependent perturbation theory

The dynamics of a quantum mechanical system of inter-
est, characterized by a time-independent Hamiltonian Ĥ0,
is completely determined at all times once the eigenvalues
and eigenstates of Ĥ0 are known. Being fully isolated, such
a free time evolution is certainly of interest, but eludes any
probing from the outside. Bringing the system into contact
with its environment through a time-dependent potential
gV̂ (t) makes it possible to alter the evolution of an initial
system state |ϕ(0)〉 ∈ H . Its change in Hilbert space H
is governed by the time-dependent Schrödinger equation
(TDSE)

i
d
dt
|ϕ(t)〉= Ĥ(t) |ϕ(t)〉 (1)

with the combined Hamiltonian

Ĥ(t) = Ĥ0 + gV̂ (t) . (2)

We introduce a dimensionless coupling strength g and use
the atomic unit system, unless stated otherwise. Analytical
solutions to the TDSE are exceedingly rare. Nevertheless,
perturbation theory in orders of g allows for qualitative and
even quantitative expressions for |ϕ(t)〉. Although math-
ematical issues can arise in perturbation theory [27, 28],
we restrict ourselves to first order perturbations for g ≪ 1
with the aim of keeping the mathematical analysis simple
and elucidating the general principle of our findings. In this
case, the state reads

|ϕ(t)〉 ≈ e−i t Ĥ0

�

1̂− i g

∫ t

0

ds eisĤ0 V̂ (s) e−isĤ0

�

|ϕ(0)〉 (3)

with the lowest order correction, which frequently consti-
tute the most significant element of perturbation theory, as,
for example, in Fermi’s Golden Rule [29]. As the mag-
nitude of the perturbation is roughly determined by the
strength and the temporal extent of the external potential,
Eq. (3) adequately approximates the actual evolution for
sufficiently short times t, even for g = 1.

B. Relational time

Any external potential will necessarily depend on the
state of the environment surrounding the system. However,
the way in which such a V̂ (t) arises may not be unique. In
fact, its appearance can even be tightly linked to the quan-
tum mechanical origin of the parameter t itself. Page and
Wootters [18, 30] seminally advocated for the conceptual
shift in perspective of time manifesting as the relation of a

system to its environment. But if time is only meaningful
for a subsystem, then the global whole, in which the sys-
tem is embedded, must be truly static. Such a "timeless"
global state |Ψ〉〉 solves the time-independent Schrödinger
equation (TISE)

(Ĥtot − E) |Ψ〉〉= 0 (4)

for the total Hamiltonian Ĥtot and energy E. Splitting off
a (small) system introduces the product Htot = H ⊗HC,
where the complement C comprises the environment. The
double angle brackets serve as a reminder of this bipartite
structure and designate elements of the global Hilbert space
Htot. A generic total Hamiltonian Ĥtot has the form

Ĥtot = Ĥtot,0 + gŴ (5)

under such a partitioning with the free subsystem Hamilto-
nians Ĥtot,0 = Ĥ0⊗ 1̂C+ 1̂⊗ ĤC and an interaction term gŴ
between system and environment.

Since the system is embedded, its state |ϕ〉 derives from
the partial projection [31]

|ϕ〉= 1p
N
〈χ|Ψ〉〉C (6)

of an environment state |χ〉C ∈HC onto Ψ. Simply put, the
system is uniquely related to (or conditioned on) χ through
the quantum correlations contained in the global state. The
normalization factor N = 〈〈Ψ|P̂χ |Ψ〉〉 with the clock projec-
tor P̂χ = |χ〉〈χ|C ensures 〈ϕ|ϕ〉 = 1. To understand how
a time parameter emerges in this "relational approach", we
invoke the invariance

ei t(Ĥtot−E) |Ψ〉〉= |Ψ〉〉 , (7)

which further highlights the absence of any change on the
global level. Differentiation with respect to the real sym-
metry parameter t shows that Eq. (7) is equivalent to the
TISE (4). As shown in Ref. [25], Eqs. (7) and (6) give rise
to the system TDSE

i
d
dt
|ϕ(t)〉= �Ĥ0 + gV̂ (t)

� |ϕ(t)〉 , (8)

which involves the clock states |χ(t)〉C = ÛC(t) |χ0〉C =
e−i t(ĤC−E) |χ0〉C with initial |χ0〉C. Thus, the environment
acts as a temporal reference (or simply a "clock") for the sys-
tem. Surprisingly, this leads to the concurrent emergence of
time and an effective system potential

gV̂ (t) =
g

N(t)

� 〈χ(t)|�Ŵ, P̂Ψ
	|χ(t)〉C −Re 〈〈Ψ|ŴP̂χ(t)|Ψ〉〉

�

,

(9)
depending directly on χ, through which its dynamical char-
acter is imprinted. Here, {Â, B̂}= ÂB̂+ B̂Â denotes the anti-
commutator. We define the global projector P̂Ψ = |Ψ〉〉〈〈Ψ|
and note the inconsequential use of slightly different defi-
nitions than in Ref. [25]. Crucially, all system dynamics is
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encoded through the entanglement in a single energy eigen-
state, rendering quantum correlations in |Ψ〉〉 a prerequisite
for time that is automatically fulfilled for generic Ŵ’s.

Although the parameter t cannot strictly be associated
with time [25], as it is just a symmetry parameter, we nev-
ertheless use the symbol t and assume that a simple lin-
ear relationship between this parametrization and a phys-
ical clock property exists. The latter provides a physical
time for the system as their relation is invariant under
reparametrizations of t.

Relational dynamics features an additional distinct
property. In general, the initial relational state and the
effective potential inherently depend on the global state.
Any change in the total state, or the coupling strength
later on, thus causes a simultaneous change in both.
Such a behavior may not always be desired for practical
applications. Finding ways to circumvent this concurrent
change is however part of ongoing research and cannot be
addressed in this work.

As mentioned in the Introduction, we aim to establish a
link between the time-dependent perturbed state (3) and
static global states with time-independent corrections. To
this end, the dynamics of the system state (6) is investi-
gated based on the simultaneous corrections in the global
energy E and |Ψ〉〉 due to coupling between system and en-
vironment. The explicit linear appearance of g in the effec-
tive potential (9) anticipates the possibility to use the un-
perturbed global state |Ψ(0)〉〉 for its calculation, while still
being correct in first order of g. Following a brief recap
of TIPT in quantum mechanics, we show the correctness of
this qualitative analysis.

C. Time-independent perturbation theory

Without an explicit derivation, we simply state the re-
sult of TIPT on the global level as they are in the standard
repertoire of each physics curriculum. An expansion of the
TISE (4) in orders of g yields the energy

E = E(0) + gE(1) +O (g2) . (10)

with the leading order term

E(1) = 〈〈Ψ(0)|Ŵ|Ψ(0)〉〉 . (11)

The eigenstates of the uncoupled Hamiltonian Ĥtot,0 with
unperturbed eigenenergy E(0), i.e., (Ĥtot,0−E(0)) |Ψ(0)〉〉= 0,
provide the zeroth order term in the global state

|Ψ〉〉= |Ψ(0)〉〉+ g |Ψ(1)〉〉+O (g2) . (12)

Its correction for sufficiently weak couplings fulfills the re-
lation
�

E(0) − Ĥtot,0

�

|Ψ(1)〉〉=
�

Ŵ− E(1)
�

|Ψ(0)〉〉 . (13)

For now, we assume the unperturbed energy level E(0) to be
strictly non-degenerate. Although we do not need it for the

following derivation, this allows us to provide the formal
solution

|Ψ(1)〉〉=
�

1̂−P̂
(0)
Ψ

��

E(0)−Ĥtot,0

�−1�

1̂−P̂
(0)
Ψ

�

Ŵ |Ψ(0)〉〉 (14)

with P̂
(0)
Ψ = |Ψ(0)〉〉〈〈Ψ(0)| for the global state correction [32].

A well-known fact of perturbation theory is that such an ap-
proach can only be accurately used in first order if the per-
turbation facilitated by Ŵ is small compared to the energy
splittings of the unperturbed problem [28].

III. RELATIONAL STATE OF THE SYSTEM FOR WEAK
COUPLING

For the expansion of the relational system state (6) in g,
we omit expressions for terms higher than first order due to
the weak coupling assumption. Our derivation starts with
an analysis of the initial state

|ϕ(0)〉= 〈χ0|Ψ〉〉C
p

N(0)
≈ 〈χ0|Ψ(0)〉〉C + g 〈χ0|Ψ(1)〉〉C
p

N(0)
(15)

where the normalization factor reads N(0) ≈
〈〈Ψ(0)|P̂χ0

|Ψ(0)〉〉 + 2g Re 〈〈Ψ(0)|P̂χ0
|Ψ(1)〉〉. A compari-

son to Eq. (3) suggests the definition of the dynamical
zeroth order as

|ϕ(0)(t)〉= e−i t Ĥ0 |ϕ(0)〉 . (16)

It may seem peculiar that the lowest order contribution to
dynamics already includes a static correction proportional
to g. This behavior depends on the intrinsic and simulta-
neous dependence of the effective potential and the initial
state on the global state. Therefore, we separate the change
in |ϕ(0)〉 from the occurrence of V̂ as the focus lies on dy-
namical perturbations.

In the following, we want to decompose the time-evolved
system state (6) including the energy correction (10), i.e.,
E ≈ E(0) + gE(1). Knowing the zeroth order form (16), we
find, up to first order in g, that

|ϕ(t)〉 ≈ 1
p

N(t)

� 〈χ(t)|Ψ(0)〉〉C + g 〈χ(t)|Ψ(1)〉〉C
�

(17a)

=
e−i t gE(1)

p

N(t)

�

e−i t Ĥ0
� 〈χ0|Ψ(0)〉〉C + g 〈χ0|Ψ(1)〉〉C

�

+ g
�

〈χ(t)|Ψ(1)〉〉C − e−i t Ĥ0 〈χ0|Ψ(1)〉〉C
�

�

(17b)

= e−i t gE(1) e−i t Ĥ0

�
√

√N(0)
N(t)
|ϕ(0)〉

+
g
p

N(t)
〈χ0|
�

Û†
0(t)− 1̂
�

|Ψ(1)〉〉C
�

(17c)

with the global unitary operator Û†
0(t) =

exp
�−i t(E(0) − Ĥtot,0)

�

.
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As a first step toward the desired form of the evolution,
we partially Taylor expand

√

√N(0)
N(t)
≈ 1− N(t)− N(0)

2N(0)
. (18)

by using the fact that the difference

N(t)− N(0)≈ 2g Re 〈〈Ψ(0)|
�

P̂χ(t) − P̂χ0

�

|Ψ(1)〉〉 (19)

scales linearly in the coupling strength in leading order. Ex-
panding the scalar exponential factor in front of Eq. (17c) to
first order comprises the second step. In combination with
the previous equation, we yield

e−i t gE(1)
√

√N(0)
N(t)
≈ 1− i t gE(1) − N(t)− N(0)

2N(0)
(20)

and take ge−i t gE(1) ≈ g for the second term in squared brack-
ets in Eq. (17c). The third step consists of a further evalua-
tion of the correction term. To this end, the operator rela-
tion

�

e−iÂt − 1̂
�

=

∫ t

0

ds
d
ds

e−iÂs = −i

∫ t

0

ds e−iÂsÂ (21)

allows us to express

〈χ0|
�

Û†
0(t)− 1̂
�

|Ψ(1)〉〉C

= −i

∫ t

0

ds 〈χ0|Û†
0(s)
�

E(0) − Ĥtot,0

�

|Ψ(1)〉〉C (22a)

= −i

∫ t

0

ds 〈χ0|Û†
0(s)
�

Ŵ− E(1)
�

|Ψ(0)〉〉C (22b)

= −i

∫ t

0

ds eisĤ0 〈χ(s)|Ŵ|Ψ(0)〉〉C + i tE(1) 〈χ0|Ψ(0)〉〉C
(22c)

with the help of Û†
0(s) |Ψ(0)〉〉 = |Ψ(0)〉〉 and Eq. (13). Sub-

stituting the last line into the previous expression for the
relational system state motivates the additional approxima-
tions g/
p

N(t)≈ g/
p

N(0) and

g
p

N(t)
〈χ0|Ψ(0)〉〉C ≈ g |ϕ(0)〉 . (23)

As a result, we get

|ϕ(t)〉 ≈ e−i t Ĥ0

�

�

1− N(t)− N(0)
2N(0)

�

|ϕ(0)〉

− i
g
p

N(0)

∫ t

0

ds eisĤ0 〈χ(s)|Ŵ|Ψ(0)〉〉C
�

. (24)

The last term, featuring the partial projection onto the
global coupling, represent a hurdle as it is not immediately

clear how it can be transformed to a linear operator act-
ing on the system state. However, utilizing a key finding of
Ref. [25], we can decompose

〈χ|Ŵ|Ψ(0)〉〉C

=

�

V̂ (0) − i
Im 〈〈Ψ(0)|ŴP̂χ |Ψ(0)〉〉
〈〈Ψ(0)|P̂χ |Ψ(0)〉〉

�

e−isĤ0 〈χ0|Ψ(0)〉〉C
(25)

into an effective Hermitian potential

V̂ (0) =
〈χ|
n

Ŵ, P̂
(0)
Ψ

o

|χ〉C
〈〈Ψ(0)|P̂χ |Ψ(0)〉〉

− Re 〈〈Ψ(0)|ŴP̂χ |Ψ(0)〉〉
〈〈Ψ(0)|P̂χ |Ψ(0)〉〉

(26)

and a purely imaginary scalar acting on the unnormal-
ized system state e−isĤ0 〈χ0|Ψ(0)〉〉C. The imaginary scalar
in Eq. (25) is proportional to the time derivative of the nor-
malization factor in first order, i.e.,

i
d
dt

N(t) = −2i g Im 〈〈Ψ|ŴP̂χ(t)|Ψ〉〉 (27a)

≈ −2i g Im 〈〈Ψ(0)|ŴP̂χ(t)|Ψ(0)〉〉 . (27b)

Thus, by means of g/ 〈〈Ψ(0)|P̂χ |Ψ(0)〉〉 ≈ g/N(0) and
Eq. (23) we obtain

g
p

N(0)
eisĤ0 〈χ(s)|Ŵ|Ψ(0)〉〉C

≈
�

geisĤ0 V̂ (0)(s) e−isĤ0 +
i

2N(0)
dN(s)

ds

�

|ϕ(0)〉 (28)

Remarkably, the contribution from the imaginary scalar in
Eq. (25) cancels exactly with the partial expansion of the
normalization factor in Eq. (18). The combination of all
intermediate expressions implies our final result and main
finding

|ϕ(t)〉 ≈ e−i t Ĥ0

�

1̂− i g

∫ t

0

ds eisĤ0 V̂ (0)(s) e−isĤ0

�

|ϕ(0)〉 .

(29)
in the form of Eq. (3). Therefore, we can answer the ques-
tion about a link between TIPT and TDPT in the affirmative.
While still being correct to first order, one can also substi-
tute V̂ (0)(s) by V̂ (s) if desired. The former may, however,
be easier to compute.

IV. DEGENERACY

While the previous treatment assumed a non-degenerate
global energy spectrum, we now show that our results are
valid and unchanged even in the presence of symmetries
leading to degenerate energy subspaces for the unperturbed
global Hamiltonian Ĥtot,0. For simplicity, we assume a de-
generacy that is lifted at first order. In this case, we define
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a projector

P̂0 =
D
∑

m=1

|Ψ(0)m 〉〉〈〈Ψ(0)m | (30)

where D is the degeneracy of the unperturbed energy level
E(0) with the corresponding eigenstates |Ψ(0)m 〉〉 spanning the
degenerate subspace. In addition, we define its comple-
ment Q̂0 = 1̂− P̂0. As is widely known [28], a number of
convenient projections onto the TISE leads to the relation

P̂0ŴP̂0 |Ψ(0)〉〉= E(1) |Ψ(0)〉〉 , (31)

providing a two-fold insight. First, the unperturbed zeroth
order state must be chosen as an eigenstate of the reduced
operator P̂0ŴP̂0 in order to ensure a smooth dependence of
the global state on g. Second, the first order energy correc-
tions are proportional to the eigenvalues of P̂0ŴP̂0. Again,
we assume here that these corrections lift the degeneracy,
i.e., the corrections E(1)m ̸= E(1)n differ for m ̸= n. As a result,
a new splitting

Ĥtot =
�

Ĥtot,0 + gP̂0ŴP̂0

�

+ g
�

Ŵ− P̂0ŴP̂0

�

(32a)

= Ĥ′tot,0 + gŴ
′

(32b)

of the Hamiltonian can be used. Now, the new Hamiltonian
Ĥ′tot,0 does not contain degeneracies in the subspace of P̂0.
As remarked above, we choose one of the eigenstates of
P̂0ŴP̂0 as the zeroth order state, such that

Ĥ′tot,0 |Ψ(0)〉〉= E′(0) |Ψ(0)〉〉 , (33)

where the zeroth order energy E′(0) contains already a first
order correction. Applying the first order scheme to this
new splitting yields

g |Ψ(1)〉〉= gQ̂0

�

E(0) − Ĥtot,0

�−1
Q̂0Ŵ |Ψ(0)〉〉+O (g2) , (34)

matching the previous expression (14). However, the op-
erator Q̂0(E(0) − Ĥtot,0)−1Q̂0 does not include states which
lie in the degenerate subspace of the original problem.
One naturally asks how the other eigenstates contribute
to the first order state correction. Indeed, they have a
non-vanishing influence and show up in the next set of
perturbation terms, because the inverse energy difference
(E′(0) − Ĥ′tot,0)

−1 scales with 1/g for these states. Without
explicitly deriving this commonly known term [28], we sim-
ply state

g2 |Ψ(2)〉〉= gP̂0

�

〈〈Ψ(0)|Ŵ|Ψ(0)〉〉 − P̂0ŴP̂0

�−1
P̂0Ŵ |Ψ(1)〉〉

+O (g2) (35)

where E′(1) = 〈〈Ψ(0)|Ŵ′|Ψ(0)〉〉 = 0. In the last line, we in-

troduce the projector P̂0 = P̂0 − P̂
(0)
Ψ onto the degenerate

subspace of E(0) excluding the one-dimensional space corre-
sponding to the zeroth order global state |Ψ(0)〉〉. Although

S C

Figure 1. For a demonstration of the relational approach in per-
turbation theory, a spin-1/2 (red) is coupled to an environment,
taken as a large spin (blue).

this correction has an influence on the initial system state,
it does not change the first order correction in the TDPT
scheme, because the original degeneracy manifests as

�

E(0) − Ĥtot,0

�

P̂0 = 0 (36)

in Eq. (22b). Hence, Eq. (29) remains unchanged in this
situation. If the degeneracy is not lifted at first order, then
higher orders must be used until the degeneracy finally dis-
appears (unless the perturbation Ŵ exhibits the same sym-
metry as the unperturbed Hamiltonian Ĥtot,0).

V. EXAMPLES

For a quantitative analysis of our derived results, we con-
sider a physical setting of two coupled spins (see Fig. 1).
In particular, the system is taken as a spin-1/2, while the
environment comprises a large spin with fixed spin J . Both
subsystems are described by the sum

Ĥtot,0 = ϵσ̂z ⊗ 1̂C + E 1̂⊗ Ĵz (37)

of their native Hamiltonians Ĥ0 = ϵσ̂z and ĤC = E Ĵz at
the initial stage. Pauli matrices σ̂i and angular momen-
tum operators Ĵi for i ∈ {x , y, z} take their usual forms.
The uncoupled Hamiltonians provide a natural basis for
each part, namely { |↑〉 , |↓〉} for the system and {|m〉C} with
m ∈ [−J , . . . , J] for the clock. Each subsystem is character-
ized by their individual energy scales ϵ and E for system
and clock, respectively. In our example, the perturbation in
Ĥtot = Ĥtot,0 + gŴ takes the explicit form

Ŵ= σ̂x ⊗ F̂ , (38)

where the clock operator F̂ can be arbitrary. The purpose of
our example is a comprehensible and transparent demon-
stration of the derived result. To this end, we choose

〈m|F̂ |n〉C = 1 ∀m, n (39)

as it provides a straightforward way to analytical expres-
sions without complicated terms obscuring the working of
our method.

Considering only few-level systems admits straightfor-
ward analytical solutions, but limits the complexity of the
obtainable system dynamics as a tradeoff. In particular,
the inherent periodicity T = 2π/E of arbitrary clock states
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imprints the same cyclicity on the system, i.e., |ϕ(T )〉 =
|ϕ(0)〉. We examine two scenarios, a non-degenerate and
a degenerate one, in order to illustrate the correctness of
our results independent of degeneracy.

A. No degeneracy

By restraining the system energy scale ϵ to non-integer
multiples of E , we ensure the non-degeneracy of the unper-
turbed spectrum. To be specific, we select the unperturbed
global state |Ψ(0)〉〉 = |↑, m= 0〉〉 with energy E(0) = ϵ and
obtain

Ŵ |Ψ(0)〉〉= |↓〉 ⊗
J
∑

m=−J

|m〉C . (40)

As a result, the first order perturbations read E(1) = 0 and

|Ψ(1)〉〉=
J
∑

m=−J

|↓, m〉〉
2ϵ −mE , (41)

changing only the global state. We express the clock state
|χ(t)〉C = ei tE
∑J

m=−J bme−i tEm |m〉C, in the eigenbasis of the
clock Hamiltonian ĤC and, in particular, find the initial state

|ϕ(0)〉 ≈ 1
|b0|

�

b∗0 |↑〉+ g |↓〉
J
∑

m=−J

b∗m
2ϵ −mE

�

. (42)

In a direct manner, one further evaluates 〈χ(t)|Ŵ|Ψ(0)〉〉C =
e−iE t |↓〉 · B(t) with B(t) =

∑J
m=−J b∗mei tm and, hence, ob-

tains the effective system potential

V̂ (0)(t) =
1

|b0|2
�

b0B(t) |↓〉〈↑|S + b∗0B∗(t) |↑〉〈↓|S
�

(43a)

=
Re
�

b0B(t)
�

σ̂x + Im
�

b0B(t)
�

σ̂y

|b0|2
. (43b)

As a special case, we assume b−m = bm and bm ≥ 0 real for
all m, which renders B(t) real and the effective potential
simplifies to

V̂ (0)(t) =
B(t)
b0
σ̂x . (44)

The prefactor B(t) dictates the time-dependence of the ef-
fective potential and implies that a broad clock energy dis-
tribution will result in a finite time period for which the
potential significantly differs from zero. This behavior is
illustrated in Fig. 2 for Gaussian clock energy distribu-
tions bm ∝ exp

�−a(m/J)2
�

with a > 0. Equations (42)
and (43b) clearly demonstrate the necessity for a non-
vanishing clock population of the state |m= 0〉C in order
to obtain non-trivial system dynamics. Such a characteris-
tic is a general feature of the relational approach to time,
because, roughly speaking, the clock state must sample

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
t

0

5

B
(t
)

a = 10−1

a = 100

a = 101

Figure 2. The real-valued function B(t) = b0 +
2
∑J

m=1 bm cos(mE t) with bm ∝ exp
�−a(m/J)2
�

is shown
for J = 30 and E = 1. Different colors indicate three widths
a ∈ {0.1, 1,10}.

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

0.85

0.90

0.95

|c ↑
|

a = 10−1

a = 100

a = 101

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
t

0.2

0.4

|c ↓
| a = 10−1

a = 100

a = 101

Figure 3. Both, upper and lower level population dynamics of
the primary system are shown in the upper and lower panel, re-
spectively, for J = 30, g = 0.17, ϵ = 0.32 and E = 1. Such a
choice of parameters corresponds to the non-degenerate scenario.
Relational system states derived from the full numerical (solid)
and TIPT solution (dashed) for the global state is compared to the
TDPT result (dash-dotted).

as much as possible of the entanglement contained in the
global state [26] for intricate system evolutions [25].

A comparison of the relational dynamics for the exact and
approximate global state, as well as the first order TDPT
solution, is shown in Fig. 3 for a specific set of parameters
with the aforementioned Gaussian clock distribution.

B. Degeneracy

The aforementioned physical settings can host a degener-
ate spectrum as well. Almost all energy levels become dou-
bly degenerate by setting the system energy scale to ϵ = E .
As a specific choice, we consider the unperturbed energy
level E(0) = 0 with the eigenvectors

¦

|↑, m= −1〉〉, |↓, m= 1〉〉
©

. (45)

Since this level is degenerate, we have to check if the degen-
eracy is lifted at first order [28] in the subspace projected
by

P̂0 = |↑,−1〉〉〈〈↑,−1|+ |↓, 1〉〉〈〈↓, 1| . (46)
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To this end, we determine the eigenvalues and -vectors of
the subspace block

P̂0ŴP̂0 = |↑,−1〉〉〈〈↓, 1|+ |↓, 1〉〉〈〈↑,−1| . (47)

of the interaction to be λ± = ±1 and

|β±〉〉=
1p
2

�

|↑,−1〉〉 ± |↓, 1〉〉
�

, (48)

respectively. The zeroth order for the global state is taken
as the plus sign solution |Ψ(0)〉〉 = |β+〉〉 with the eigenen-
ergy E′(0) = g. Surprisingly, the operation of the global in-
teraction disentangles the original |Ψ(0)〉〉, i.e., Ŵ |Ψ(0)〉〉 =

1p
2

�

|↓〉+ |↑〉
�

⊗∑Jm=−J |m〉C, and yields the first order term

|Ψ(1)〉〉= −1p
2E





∑

m ̸=1

|↓, m〉〉
m− 1

+
∑

m ̸=−1

|↑, m〉〉
m+ 1



 (49)

in the perturbation scheme. A straightforward calculation

with P̂0 = |β−〉〉〈〈β−| yields

g |Ψ(2)〉〉= 1
2
|β−〉〉 〈〈β−|Ŵ|Ψ(1)〉〉 (50a)

= − 1
4E |β−〉〉




∑

m̸=1

1
m− 1

−
∑

m ̸=−1

1
m+ 1



 (50b)

= − 1
2E |β−〉〉

J
∑

m=−J ,m ̸=1

1
m− 1

(50c)

=
G
E |β−〉〉 (50d)

with G = [1/J + 1/(J + 1)]/2 → 1/J for J ≫ 1. Putting
everything together, the global state reads

|Ψ〉〉 ≈ |↑〉p
2
⊗
�

�

1+
gG
E
�

|−1〉C −
g
E
∑

m ̸=−1

|m〉C
m+ 1

�

+
|↓〉p

2
⊗
�

�

1− gG
E
�

|1〉C −
g
E
∑

m̸=1

|m〉C
m− 1

�

(51)

in first order of g. The details of the calculation for the
zeroth order effective potential have been moved to App. A
for a more comprehensible presentation. We simply give
the result as

V̂ (0)(t) =
1

|b−1|2 + |b1|2
�

Re
�

B(t)
�

b1e−i tE − b−1ei tE��σ̂z

+Re
�

ei tE�b−1B(t) + b∗1B∗(t)
��

σ̂x

+ Im
�

ei tE�b−1B(t) + b∗1B∗(t)
��

σ̂y

�

. (52)

Using again the simplifying assumptions about symmetric,
positive coefficients bm, the last expression reduces to

V̂ (0)(t) =
B(t)
b1

�

cos(tE )σ̂x + sin(tE )σ̂y

�

. (53)

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

0.65

0.70

|c ↑
| a = 10−1

a = 100

a = 101

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
t

0.70

0.75

|c ↓
|

a = 10−1

a = 100

a = 101

Figure 4. The dynamics of the system is shown for the degenerate
case with J = 30, g = 0.29 and ϵ = E = 1. Plot elements are the
same as in Fig. 4.

Again, we visualize the dynamics of the system (in the
Schrödinger picture) for an exemplary set of parameters in
Fig. 4.

In both cases, degenerate and non-degenerate, the tem-
poral evolutions of the system for relational TIPT and
TDPT adequately match each other. Hence, our numerical
demonstrations in this section complement our analytical
results and further reinforce their correctness. Although
simple, these examples provide sufficient insight into the
workings of the discovered connection between perturba-
tion theory on a static and dynamical level.

VI. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we derived the relational state of a sys-
tem from the perturbed energy eigenstate of an enlarged
system, additionally comprising the environment it is cou-
pled to. Based on these findings, we have successfully es-
tablished that the elements of time-dependent perturbation
theory can emerge from its static counterpart, the time-
independent perturbation theory. In other words, the deep
link between the static and dynamical realm within the rela-
tional framework becomes also evident within perturbation
theory, one of the most important tools in physics.

Our result in first order of the coupling show that ex-
act TDPT expressions can be obtained without the need to
solve time integrals. If the effective potential (26) matches
a desired one and an efficient calculation of the inverse in
Eq. (14) exists, then it may prove useful as an alternative
way to compute dynamical corrections. For weak couplings,
even other methods for resolving parts of the global spec-
trum, such as in Refs. [33, 34], can be used for the deter-
mination of global eigenstates. The perturbed system dy-
namics, yielded from these solutions, are still correct to first
order.

At the current stage, our finding holds conceptual value
as a non-trivial connection between distinct frameworks for
perturbations. Further calculations of more realistic phys-
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ical scenarios will prove useful for practical applications.
Given that relational time carries over to the purely classi-
cal realm [26, 35], we also anticipate our conclusion to hold
for classical states on phase space. Lastly, providing a gen-
eral scheme up to arbitrary orders serves as a noteworthy
research direction for future work.
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Appendix A: Effective potential for degenerate case

Some essential elements for the calculation of the effec-
tive system potential V̂ (0) in zeroth order are

〈χ(t)|Ψ(0)〉〉C =
e−i tE

p
2

�

b∗−1e−i tE |↑〉+ b∗1ei tE |↓〉
�

, (A1a)

〈χ(t)|Ŵ|Ψ(0)〉〉C =
B(t) e−i tE

p
2

�

|↓〉+ |↑〉
�

(A1b)

and

〈〈Ψ(0)|P̂χ0
|Ψ(0)〉〉= |b−1|2 + |b1|2

2
. (A2)

Based on these basic expression, one immediately finds the
scalar

〈〈Ψ(0)|ŴP̂χ(t)|Ψ(0)〉〉=
B∗(t)

2

�

b∗1ei tE + b∗−1e−i tE� (A3)

and the non-hermitian system operator

〈χ(t)|ŴP̂
(0)
Ψ |χ(t)〉C

=
B(t)

2

�

|↓〉+ |↑〉
��

b−1ei tE 〈↑|+ b1e−i tE 〈↓|
�

. (A4)

The last line can be symmetrized to

〈χ(t)|
¦

Ŵ, P̂
(0)
Ψ

©

|χ(t)〉C
=

B(t)
2

�

|↓〉+ |↑〉
��

b−1ei tE 〈↑|+ b1e−i tE 〈↓|
�

+
B∗(t)

2

�

b∗−1e−i tE |↑〉+ b∗1ei tE |↓〉
��

〈↑|+ 〈↓|
�

(A5a)

=
1
2

�

|↓〉〈↓|S
�

b1B(t)e−i tE + b∗1B∗(t)ei tE�

+ |↑〉〈↑|S
�

b−1B(t)ei tE + b∗−1B∗(t)e−i tE�

+ |↑〉〈↓|S e−i tE�b1B(t) + b∗−1B∗(t)
�

+ |↓〉〈↑|S ei tE�b−1B(t) + b∗1B∗(t)
�

�

(A5b)

= |↓〉〈↓|S Re
�

b1B(t)e−i tE�+ |↑〉〈↑|S Re
�

b−1B(t)ei tE�

+ |↑〉〈↓|S e−i tE b1B(t) + b∗−1B∗(t)
2

+ |↓〉〈↑|S ei tE b−1B(t) + b∗1B∗(t)
2

(A5c)

=
1
2

�

Re
�

B(t)
�

b1e−i tE + b−1ei tE�� 1̂

+Re
�

B(t)
�

b1e−i tE − b−1ei tE��σ̂z

+Re
�

ei tE�b−1B(t) + b∗1B∗(t)
��

σ̂x

+ Im
�

ei tE�b−1B(t) + b∗1B∗(t)
��

σ̂y

�

(A5d)

and yields Eq. (52) of the main text after the inclusion of
the normalization factor (A3).
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