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Decoherence dynamics in a polaron system with collective dephasing

Saima Bashir', Muzaffar Qadir Lone? [, and Prince A Ganaie®
L Department of Physics, National Institute of Technology, Srinagar-190006 India
2 Quantum Dynamics Lab, Department of Physics, University of Kashmir, Srinagar-190006 India

Within quantum information frameworks, managing decoherence stands as a pivotal task. The
present work delves into decoherence dynamics of a dressed qubit , represented by a spinless fermion
hopping between two lattice sites that are strongly coupled to a collective bosonic bath. To simplify
calculations under strong coupling, we adopt the Lang-Firsov transformation, effectively minimizing
system-bath interactions. Within the polaron perspective using Ohmic bath spectral density with
a Gaussian cutoff, we identify a fundamental timescale s (equivalently a length scale 1), dictating
coherence decay. Utilizing a quantum master equation in the energy eigen basis while maintaining
fixed particle number, we demonstrate that coherence persists for small s values but diminishes for
larger ones. Additionally, we explore the utilization of w-pulses to manipulate decoherence within
the system.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum mechanics has its foundations on the superposition principle that enables a particle to be simultaneously
in many possible states[l]. These superpositions lead to non-trivial correlations like entanglement that are corner-
stone to the quantum computation and quantum information processings[2H6]. However, any real quantum system
interacts with its environment (called as bath) [7, [§] and due to the extraordinary fragility of a quantum system, it
often entangles itself quickly and strongly with a wide range of bath degrees of freedom. The resultant dissipative
effects stemming from these interactions cause the decoherence of quantum superpositions[9HIT], and entanglement
degradation resulting in the emergence of classical characteristics[I2]. Consequently, a significant obstacle to the
development of quantum information processing systems, such as quantum computers, is decoherence[13, [14]. Thus,
studying the dynamics of decoherence is crucial for harnessing the power of quantum mechanics for technological
developments|[I5HIT].

In a given model, different time scales emerge due to system-bath couplings which govern the dynamics in a system
under consideration. The interplay of these time scales give rise to Markovian and non-Markovian dynamics[I8], [19].
Typical time scales are bath correlation time, system relaxation time scale, etc. In this work, we assume correlation
time scale (75) of the bath to be much smaller than the relaxation time scale(7r) of the system (7g >> 7p), a typical
of Markovian approximation[7]. Under this assumption, the bath acts as the sink and information lost to the bath
is not retrieved back during evolution|[I9]. Furthermore, there has been intensive research on decoherence dynamics
over last few decades [20H24]and various definitions resulted to quantify decoherence in a given system[25H28]. We
simply consider the dynamics of off-diagonal elements of the density matrix in energy eigen basis of the underlying
system to quantify decoherence.

In this paper, we consider a system described by a spinless fermion hopping between two lattice sites, and each site
is assumed to have strong coupling with a collective bosonic bath[29] B0]. Such models can be realized via double well
potential immersed in a Bose-Einstein condensate [31H36]or by an impurity trapped into a given substrate[37H40].
Next, we make perturbative calculations in the polaron frame (dressed basis), which is usually done via polaron
transformation due to Lang-Firsov[4]] [42] to obtain an effective Hamiltonian where the system-bath coupling gets
substantially reduced. The Lang-Firsov transformation[42, [43], also known as the polaron transformation, is a most
effective mathematical technique used primarily in condensed matter physics to deal with strong electron-phonon
interactions where the perturbative methods are no longer valid [44]. This transformation utilizes the phonon basis
residing at each lattice site to decouple the electron-phonon interaction in the strongly coupled electron-phonon
system, for example, in Holestein Hubbard model. This transformation essentially captures the idea that the electron
is surrounded by a phonon cloud, forming a polaron. This polaron acts like a composite particle, with greater effective
mass and lower mobility compared to a free electron. The Lang-Firsov transformation allows us to model this behavior
by modifying the hopping term, which is exponentially suppressed due to the electron-phonon coupling, enabling one to
use perturbation theory as discussed below in section II. Since, our main focus is on a detailed study of decoherence in
this framework of dressed (polaron) basis, we use quantum master equation [45H47] to examine the dynamic evolution
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of the density matrix elements in the single particle subspace of the two site system i.e |T/S) = %HlO) + |01)],

where |0)(]1)) is an empty(filled) site. Furthermore, we explore the decoherence protection schemes based on the
m-pulses[48H53]. We employ sequence of these pulses to control decoherence in the reduced system.

The outline of rest of the paper follows as: In section II, we introduce our model and perform polaron transformation
to obtain an effective Hamiltonian with reduced bandwidth. In section III, we employ quantum master equation under
Markovian approximation to obtain the dynamics of the density operator of the system. We employ decoherence
protection scheme in section IV. Finally, we conclude in section V.

II. MODEL CALCULATIONS

We consider a model in which a spinless fermion is hopping between two sites and each site is strongly coupled to a
collective bosonic bath. Such models can be realized in different ways. For example, we can realize this model via an
impurity trapped in double well potential immersed in a Bose-Einstein condensate[30] or by a double quantum dot
etc[38]. The total Hamiltonian of the system and bath can be written as

H=Hs+ Hp + Hy, (1)
where the system Hamiltonian is given by
Hs = e(aj{al + a;ag) + J(aj{ag + agal). (2)

Here, € is the onsite energy, J is the hopping strength. a,, aL (p = 1,2) are respectively the annihilation and creation
operators for the fermions at pth site and satisfy anti-commutation relation {a,, a;} = 0p;. The bath Hamiltonian
Hp = Zk wkbzbk with wy to be the energy of kth bath mode with by, bz its annihilation and creation operators. Next
we write interaction Hamiltonian as

2

H; = Zznp(gpkbk + g;kb£)7 (3)

p=1 k
where gy, represents the coupling strength at pth site and n, = a;gap. Since there exist strong strong coupling between
the system and bath, therefore we transform to a polaron frame for the perturbative treatment of the problem. We
define an operator S = — Z%k ny <gwp:bk - ‘Zj’jbl), so that in the transformed frame, the total Hamiltonian can be

written as (see appendix A for complete details);
H' = ¢He ¥ = HS + Hj; + Hj, (4)
where
HY = Jlalag + alai] + e(ny + ng) + Vianing (5)

represents the system Hamiltonian. The bath Hamiltonian is given by Hp = >, wkblbk, and the interaction Hamil-
tonian in the polaron frame is given by

Hy = J[Balas + Blala]. (6)

Here, J = Je~ 3 Zilonl® with aj = 2592k g the effective hopping energy while B = e2-x aibhe= Ly anbe 1 represents
Wi

the transformed bath operators. The collective bath mediates an interaction of strength Vis = >, I1x921 91k 2k

w
between the two sites. In a large of number of lattice sites e.g. a two dimensional lattice, this interaction is %ighly
non-local.

Next, we evaluate the modified hopping rate J using Gpk = gke*“z"? and the spectral density of the form |g(w)|? =
2

awe™ 97, o is the intrinsic coupling constant[54] [55]. Let ['be the distance of separation of the lattice sites, and using



FIG. 1. Here we plot the % with respect to s and bare coupling a. (a) Represents the variation of % with respect to bare
coupling « for different values of s while (b) is the variation with respect to s for different a-values. In both cases, we see that

the effective coupling decreases substantially in the polaron frame.
the linear dispersion w = vk, where v is the typical speed of phonons, we write

Jexp | — lz M = Jexp Z lox (1 — cos(k.1))
2 . w?

J

2
i W
= Jexp | — ! 3/2ﬂd¢/ sm9d9/ k2dk| 9(k)I* (1 — cos (klcos ) coswy(t — T))
i (2m) 0 w?(k)
[ dna [ _w? sinws dra? 1 F[Qs]
= Jexp — 5 Odwwe of (1 — e )}—Jexp[— 3 [5— s 11, (7)

where in the second line, we have integrated over the solid angle 6 and ¢ in the k-space and s = [/v is the intrinsic

time scale in the system. F[z f dte='"sin 2t is the sine-transformed Dawson function. .J represents the reduced
hoplng energy, and is a smooth function of the - parameter s and interaction coupling «, as shown in figures l(a and

b We see that that the effective coupling J is substantially reduced.
Next, we look at the relevant parameters involved in the dynamics of the model considered in equation [l We have
mainly two time scales in our system, the adiabaticity parameter given by Ei,where Ep is the energy scale set by

the bath modes. Second, is the interaction scale set by ELB If J << 1, the dynamics is anti-adiabatic. Now in

the polaron frame, the interaction energy scale changes to J = J e~ 3 Xk lorl” a5 defined in equation |§| Therefore in
The anti-

adiabatic condition is reduced to E— << 1. While the Markovian approximation implies 7 >> 75 that is x5 E << 1.
Thus anti-adiabatic condition corresponds to Markovian approximation. Intuitively, this can be understood in the
following way [66H58]: Since the model considered in this paper, is a two site problem with one particle hopping
between two sites while the phonons can be considered as some lattice distortion. In the transformed frame, we
have a particle dressed with phonons-a polaron hopping with the effective rate i Therefore, we can have processes

where there is a full lattice dlstortlon or relaxation that occur at the rate + > and some other processes with negligible

lattice distortion at the rate 7 as shown in the figure |2l These are two processes out of many at second order
perturbation. The boxes represent the phonon modes (lattice distortion) with energy ~ —AFEgp (+AEg)if particle
is present (absent). Filled and empty circles correspond to a particle and no particle at a given site. Next, in the
processes shown in the fig a), the particle tunnels back to the original position through some intermediate states
as allowed at second order of perturbation. In the intermediate state, the particle moves to second site leaving the
first site with full lattice distortion and then finally going to original site without creating any new distortion. Thus

during this process we conclude all these states have the same lattice distortion. This process occurs therefore at the
S5y a2
rate Tgal AE X J = #. Now, in the part (b) of the ﬁg we can have a process where the particle hops
J J_ J%e 2%k Jag|?
5y X AEg = ALT Thus

as a polaron from one site to other and then back. This occurs at the rate T}gbl =3

1 .
the relative rate of these process are :IE"I ~ O( Aé ). Thus in the limit 57— << 1, there are several processes which

Ra
are not resolved at this time scale by the master equation [§ Therefore in the Markovian approximation, system has



(a)

(b)

FIG. 2. At second order of perturbation we have many processes, out which we have considered only these two, for the sake
of completeness. The left is initial state, right the final while middle one represents the intermediate state. An empty circle
has no particle while it is present in the filled circle. Squares represent the lattice distortion. (a) represents the particle hoping
without creating any additional lattice distortion while in (b) particle tunnels along with the phonon cloud.

no influence on the bath as different processes do not contribute to the dynamics at this time scale.

III. DECOHERENCE ANALYSIS

In this section, we use master equation to analyze decoherence in the system. In the interaction picture, the master
equation for the reduced density matrix of the system is given by[7l, 45H47]

dps (t)
dt

= —iTrB[H}(f)vﬂs(O)PB]—/O drTrp[Hj(t), [H1(7), ps(t)pBl]; (8)

where Hj(t) = etfot {}e~iH0ot is the interaction Hamiltonian in the interaction picture with respect to Hy = Hg+ HJ;.
pB = Q_ZIB is the bath density matrix, Zp is the partition function of the bath. Now, in order to simplify the above

master equation for our problem, we first calculate the time dependence of interaction Hamiltonian H/(t) in interaction
picture. Let {|E])} define the energy ecigen states of the system, {|{my})} be the energy eigen states of the bath,
then we write

H}(t) _ eiHotH}e—ngt
= DIENE] Y Hmih) ({my e st Hem sty R (ELS  [{nd) ({na}]
i {mx} J {ni}
=3 Y e MEED el B (B || (i) (i S | (i} H L ED) [ })- 9)

43 {mi}{ni}

We see that AES = Eg - EJf x J and AI?B = > Wmp — W, = 2p(mi — np)wi. If we make an assumption

that ﬁ—gf << 1[29, 59H62], which implies ﬁ << 1, we can ignore the Eg — EJf term in exponential of the above
equation 9] Thus in this situation, known as anti-adiabatic approximation, we can safely ignore the time dependence
of the system operators. This approximation is the reminiscent of Markovian approximation. This equation therefore
simplifies to

Hi(t) = 30 e ety il (mi | Hypng) = TlalaoBY(8) + abanB(0), (10)
{mi}{ni}
where Bi(t) = eifs!Be~ 5t is the time evolved modified bath operator. Using this form of the time evolved

interaction Hamiltonian, we get the following master equation for the system density operator at 0K temperature(See
Appendix B for details):
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FIG. 3. Here (a) represents the decay of off-diagonal elements of the density matrix quantified by C(t) for different values of s
for the initial state|y)) = \/g |S) + \/g |T). (b)-(d) represent the variation of population difference Pp(t) and the populations
of the |T) and |S) states for the same initial state |¢).

. 1 1
ps(t) = v (t)[LiypsLia — §{L12LJ{27PS}] + 74 (t)[Li2psLi, — i{LizLu,ps}]

+v_(t) [L12,05L12LJ{2PSLJ{2];

(11)

where L;; = azaj are system operators governing the dynamics, and the decoherence functions v (¢) are given by

t
’yi(t):2j2/ dr

0

[ei Sk 1916 — 921 |? cos[wi (t—7)] cos (

Z |91% — gar|” sinfwr (t — 7’)]) - 1] : (12)

Next, we solve this master equation for a given initial density matrix in the single particle basis {a!]0),a}|0)}. Let
|S) = %Hl(}) —]01)] be the singlet state and the triplet state |T") = %[HO) +101)], |0) means the empty site while

|1) means site filled with a single particle. In spin language, |S) and |T') translate to the states with |ST = 0, 9% = 0)
and |ST = 1,5% = 0) respectively. ST is the total spin angular momentum with S* to be its z-component. In this
singlet-triplet basis, the diagonal and off-diagonal terms evolve as:

Liripm = - i, 0wy — (s10.0)18)) (13)
2istpamns) = ~ =i 1) — @lpnoim) (14)
Sripis) = QL0 Oy 1, ys) - (OB Oy g1, 1), (15)



The equations can be solved to yield the following dynamics of diagonal and off-diagonal terms:

(Slo.(01S) = 5(Slp.O)S)1 + expl= [ dsTo(s)) + (Tl O = expl- [ dsTo(s)] (16)

t t 1 t t
(Slps(OIT) = S{Slps(OIT)[e o 4T o= 5 AT2)] 4 2 (T (0)[ S)fe 3 #T40) — = o eT2], - (17

1
2
where Ty(t) = M, ' (t) = 2v4(t) +v-(t) and T'y(t) = 44 (f). Next, we simplify these solutions using the
2

.2
Ohmic bath spectral density with Gaussian cut-off as introduced above that has the form |g(w)|* = awe™@> . Further,

we introduced | = 71 — 75 to be the distance of separation between two sites with 7, and 75 to be their respective
position vectors. Therefore, we write

2
zk:|ak|2coswk(t—7') = 2%:'%}21[1—008(16.1)} coswy(t — 7))

@ —w? sin ws
= dwwe 27 (1 — cosw(t — 7). 18
s (1= 22 cosalt — 7) (18)
In the second line, we have integrated over solid angle 6 and ¢, and used the linear dispersion w = vk, where v is the
speed of phonons. s = % defines an intrinsic scattering time scale. Thus, we can tune the values of s by changing the

separation | between the lattice sites [63] [64]. From these equations we observe that, if k= 2nm, n=0,1,2, ...,
we have v4(t) = 0, thus showing no decoherence in the system. This implies there exist certain bath modes in the
forward scattering process that do not couple to system thus enabling the qubit to maintain coherence. ~We have
the factor in equation (18| as 1 — cos (El_) = sin? (/gl_j This factor suppresses the effect of bath modes on the qubit for
certain values of (Ef) It means there exist certain bath modes which do not resolve the separation of the lattice sites
and hence causes less coherence. Since, there exist different energy scales in our model, we assume energy cutoff €2
to provide highest energy scale and all variables are measured with respect to it: w — ¢, t — Qt, s — Qs. Without
loss of generality, we put €2 = 1. Also, from the experimental point of view, for example in cold atom settings, the
distance of separation of the two sites can be varied from I = 100 x 10~%m to 10 x 10~%m with the speed of phonons
to be around v = 350ms~!, thus tuning scattering scale from s = 107'% to 10~ 3s.

Next, in order to analyze the decoherence in our system, we define normalized coherence by C(t) = %, that
represents the loss of off-diagonal terms in the density matrix. Also, the population difference of singlet and triplet

states is given by Pp(t) = ||§§\|555§I§§1@253'3“ . In order to look at the behaviour of C(t) and Pp(t) for different

values of s, without loss of generality, we choose an initial state of the form |¢)) = \/g |S) + \/g |T). We plot time

evolution of C(t) and Pp(t) in figure ] From figure [B[a), we observe that C(t) behaves differently for different values
of s. Thus for small values of s, the coherence C(t) is maintained for longer times while for large values of s, i.e.
s >> 1, the system loses coherence and state of the qubit becomes completely decoherent in the long time limit.
This behaviour can be attributed to the localization-delocalization effects in the model and graphically represented
in figure [3(b)-(d). Here, we have time variation of Pp(t) for the same initial state. We observe from these plots that
the initial delocalized state |¢) gets localized over certain time period as we increase value of s. For small values
of s =1 (fig. b)), the system remains mostly in the energy eigen states |S) and |T'), thus making system more
coherent. While, as we increase s = 10, 100 in figures (c)—(d)7 the system goes over to the probabilistic mixture of
|S) and |T") with equal probabilities. This means the fermion gets localized into one of the lattices sites, thus yielding
a decoherent state. In nutshell, as we decrease the distance between two sites, the available phase space volume for
the scattering of phonons will get reduced making less number of phonons to interact causing small decoherence in
the system. The available phase space volume increases with increase in s, causing the particle to get localized into
of the sites, therefore we have equal probable mixture of |S) and |T) states.

IV. DECOHERENCE CONTROL WITH =-PULSES

In this section, we consider a protocol of controlling decoherence (in original frame of refrence) known as bang-
bang control [47, 48] [51]. In this protocol, the system is decoupled from its bath using the sequences of suitably
tailored pulses through unitary operations. We consider a pulse that flips the states at two sites simultaneously, the
corresponding operator is defined by II = aIag + a;al. Here we restrict our analysis to the single particle subspace
so that the following property is satisfied: I11?|¢) = |¢), where |¢)e{|S),|T)}. These pulses are applied over an



infinitesimal time §t, so that the time evolution for one complete cycle is given by
Z’{cycle(ta 6t) =Ur (t +20,1+ 5t)HuI (t + ot, t)Ha (19)

where Uy (t,t') is the interaction picture time evolution operator and can be written in the following way:

Ur(t, ') = Uy, 00U (t,0)

— giHot —iHt  iHt ,—iHot" (20)
Using the fact that [Ho,II] = 0, therefore, we write the time evolution operator for the complete cycle as
Ucyele(t, 0t) = Ut + 20t,t + 5t)ITU(t + 6t t)IT

— @iHo(t426t) ,—iH§t ,—iHo(t+8t) [ iHo(t46t) ,—iHSt ], —iHot]

— eiHo(t+25t)e—iHétHe—iH(stHe—iHotH. (21)

We further simplify the above equation using the fact II(Hy + H;)II = Hy + ﬁj, where ﬁj = n1Bs + nyBy,
By, =" (gprbi + g;kbz). Using Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff (BCH) formula eXe¥ = eX+Y+2X.Y]+- e have up to
O(5t?)

ucycle(ta 6t) — eiH()(t+26t)e—i(Ho-‘rH])(ste—i(Ho-‘rH])5te—iHot
_ eiHo(t+26t)efi(2Hg+HI+fII)§t7%[H,HoJrlEII](SthfiHot

_ eiHo(t+26t)€7i(2Hg+Bl+B2)6t7%[H,H0+ﬁ1]5t2efiHot
. . 1 .
Again, using XY = eXeY ez [V upto O(6t2) , we write
. s 1 [7 2
ucycle(t,(St) ~ eZHo(t+25t)e 2(2H0+31+BQ)5te 2[H,H0+H1](5t e iHot

~ eiHo(t+25t)e—2iH06te—i(Bl+Bg)6t€%[2H0,Bl+B2]5t2 —%[H,Ho-i-ﬁl]étze—iHot

e

Q

eHote={BIt B0 4 612 [Hp, By + Ba] {1 — %&2 [H, Ho + H ]}~

) ) 1 - .
r efote=i(BitB2)ot ey 5&2 [H,Hy + Hj) + 6t?[Hp, By + By]}e Hot 1 O(5t%)
~ eiHote—i(Bl-‘rBz)ét{l _ 6t2é}€—iHot’ (22)

Where, C = %[H, Hy + fIﬂ—[HB, B; + Bs]. The time evolved density matrix of the system is

ps(6t) = (it Ueyete(t, 51) (ps(0) @ [0)(O) UL, o (¢, 58) {r})

{nx}

~ Z <{nk}|€iHote*i(Bl+B2)5t{1 _ é6t2}67iHot (PS(O) ® |O> <O|)€iH0t{1 _ CT5t2}€i(Bl+B2)5t€7iHot|{nk}>
{nx}

~ Z <{nk}|eiH0te—i(Bl+BQ)6te—iHot|0>ps(0) <O|engtei(Bl—i-Bz)(Ste—iHot|{nk}>
{nx}

— 52 Z <{nk}|eiH0t€—i(B1+B2)5tée—iH0t|O>ps (0) <0|eiHotei(B1+Bg)6te—iHot|{nk}> +HC.| + O(5t4)(23)
{nw}

Next, we simplify these expressions. The first term in the above equation [23| can be simplified as

Z <{nk}|eiH0te*i(Bl+B2)5te*iHot |O>PS(O) <0|eiHotei(Bl+Bg)6tefiHot|{nk}>
{nr}
= > ({ni}eBte (Bt 0) 5 (0) (0] BB Hu (. 1)
{nr}
= (0]~ (PrHBtl B E)00) o5 (0) = ps(0). (24)



Similarly, second term in equation yields

Z <{nk}|eiH0te—i(Bl+Bg)6te—iHot|O>ps(0) <O|eiH0téTei(B1+Bz)6t€—iH0t|{nk}>
{n«}
_ Z <{nk}|eiHBte—i(B1+Bz)6tpS (0) ® |0> <0‘eiHOtCTei(B1+Bz)6t6_iHDt|{nk}>
{nK}

=Trg eiHBte—i(Bl+Bg)6tpS (0) ® |O> <0eiHUthTei(Bl+Bg)6t6—iH0t:|

:TTB

(pS (0) ® |0> <0)eiHothTei(Bl+B2)6te—iH5t6—i(Bl+Bg)§t:|

= Trp |(ps(0) @ |0)(0])e ot CTem st
= ps(0) @ (0]t Cte= st |0) = pg(0) @ st (0|CT|0)e st = 0. (25)

Using these results into equation we have up to O(3t*), ps(dt) = ps(0). Next, we use the relation §tN = T and
repeat the cycle N-times i.e. for finite duration 7', we write the evolution of the density matrix

ps(T) = ps(dt).....ps(6t) = ps(0). (26)

N—factors

Thus, applying simultaneously tailored 7 -pulses, we are able to control the decoherence in the system. Therefore
up to O(dt3), we see that system does not undergo decoherence in the finite interval of time.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we studied a model of a qubit constructed from a spinless fermion hopping between two lattices sites,
while these lattice sites are strongly coupled to a collective dephasing bath. To work perturbatively, we transformed
the total system via Lang-Firsov transformation to a polaron frame, where the system-bath coupling gets substantially
reduced. In this dressed basis, we solved for the diagonal and off-diagonal terms of the system density matrix in the
singlet-triplet basis. We identified an intrinsic time scale s (or a length scale) that helps to manipulate the decoherence
in our model. The large values of s, the system loses coherence completely while for the small values of s, the system
maintains the coherence for longer times. This is also reflected in the dynamics of probabilities of the singlet and
triplet states. For small values of s, if the system starts in the one of the states, it stays in the given state while for
large value of s, it saturates into the equal probable mixture of singlet and triplet states. Thus tuning s, we can set
the system into localization-delocalization transition.

Furthermore, we present a way to prevent decoherence and exercise quantum control by simultaneously creating
and annihilating the particle at a lattice site with an externally administered fast train of pulses. Notably, we have
observed that the system remains free from decoherence with error upto 6¢3 for N steps during the described evolution.
By selecting arbitrarily high values of N, we can achieve an arbitrarily small error in the preservation of quantum
information.
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Appendix A: Lang-Firsov Transformation

In this appendix, we provide detailed calculation of obtaining transformed Hamiltonian using Lang-Firsov (LF)

transformation. In the transformed frame, we write H' = e%(Hg+ Hp+ Hr)e™ with § = — Dk M i%:bk - g;:bL) .

Therefore, for system operators a;, with the help of Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff (BCH) formula, we write



ik 97k 9k 93k
Syte—S _Ef”“”j(‘jkb’“_‘gkbo t E"’k""'(“f’“ o bT)
e a,e€ = e a, e
P

P
* *

= T_[ ( Giky, gﬂka } 1 (Giky ikt [ [ Dimy, — Jim gt a’r] + o

ap an<(.dk ko Wi P +2' an Wk 4 Wk k) Z ! W, F Wm, m)r

gk 7.k I,m
Ipk Gk 1+ 1 Gpk Yok 1t :

— ol — IJPEy  _ IPF T p _ ZPE T
= af %:(wk be = bk>ap+ 2!<§k: L bk) al + ...

-5 (i‘“ﬁbk—i;’“b‘>
= e * t e a;, (Al)

where we have used [n,, a;] = a}épj
Therefore,

*
S s -2k <gul:bk i}: bT) >k (gf:bk gf: bT) ¥ >k (i}:bk gwl,j bT) -2k (gzk b — w2: bl) ¥
e’Hge™ =J|e e ajaz +e e abar| (A2)

Also,
*
’ 9! 91! ’
eSbLe‘S = o s k,nP(T]jbk,—%b;,)bT i (B by 5:/ bl )
_ Z" (kg gpk’bT/) bl | +
i,k ' Wi Wk *
_ 9pk
= E np
w
D,k k
Therefore,

e“Hpe ™ = Zwk[bT Z gpk} [bk—ZnJiJ:]
= Zwkbibk — ang;kb angpkbk + Z npn jgpkg]k (A3)
k g,k

p.J.k

In a similar fashion, the transformed interaction Hamiltonian becomes

_ — ny (Ll p 95 T ny (9lkp gmbf
eSHie ™™ = e 2 (g be— 2k by) E ny( gpkbk+gpka) 2k (GEb— kb))

P,k
g*kglk
= Z 1 (gpkbi + gb]) — 2 Z npmy pw (Ad)
pok Y k
Therefore, we write,
[HB +H] Zwkb b — Z Npn jgpkgjk. (A5)

Wk
p,k,j
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Lets calculate the second term of above equation we have,

9iLYik Iorik + Gik gy
D mpng T = )

. 2wy,
p.k,j p,k,J
* + * * Jr . * * + *
_ Zn 9191k T 91k91k i 22711712 9192k T g1kGok T annzggkg% 92k92p,
2wy, . 2wy, - 2w
59152 glkg% + 91x955, 2 |92k |?
S N
|91k| 5 g2k
- + \Z
zk: Z ny o + Vianing
where, Vig = Z gllchk:;glkg2k
Therefore, equation [A5] becomes
i olowl | olganl?
[HB + H] Zwkb b — Z(nl or + n3 oL ) + Visnina|. (AG)

Therefore, by adding equation and m the total transformed Hamiltonian H' becomes

H' = e¢’[Hs + Hp + Hfle™®

a7 g
-5, (bb*) &(i?,jb 3;b*) T
Jle e a

1

. Ikt 2k 95k T
2k (i},:bkwl:bk> -2k (gj:bkf,fbk) i
as + e e a0

2 |ga|?
b bT _ 2‘glk| 2192k v A7
+ e(ny + n2) +Zwk 1by, {anwk —&-aniwk + Vianine (A7)
2 E k
We assume gp, = gre~ e where rp is the position vector of the pth site. Also, using the identity eXTY =

eXeYe 2lXY we simplify above equation to the following form:
H = J {6— T kbl e Zn b g3 T lonl® gf gy o= T oibl T b g =3 B low* o f )

|gk\2
+e(ny +n2) + (n? +n3) zk: o + ;kazbk + Vignine

Hy+ Hyy + H, (A8)
where
H = Jlalas + alar] + e(ny + na) + Vianing (A9)
represents the system Hamiltonian. Here we have assumed % << 1. The bath Hamiltonian is given by Hp =
>k wkb,tbk, and the interaction Hamiltonian in the polaron frame is given by
Hy = J[Balas + Blalas]. (A10)
i3, gl

Here, J = Je 3 Xrlowl® = Je “i is the effective hopping energy while B = Xk @bk~ Tparbe — 1
represents the effective bath operators.

Appendix B: Master Equation

The Quantum master is equation given by:

dpds—t(t) = —iTrg[H](t), ps(0)p5] — /0 Trg[Hj(t), [H}(7), ps(t)pB]], (B1)
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Since, in the original frame, it is safe to assume the initially uncorrelated qubit-bath state. After, LF transformation,

initial system-bath can transform into a coherent state. However, under the approximation anti-adiabatic approx-
imation Ti]s << 1 in polaron frame, it can be shown the leading order corrections are very small and hence an
effective description can be done with separable system-bath state. Since, we are at second order of perturbation, it
is sufficient to look at first order correction to the wave-function which is given by

(Yp|H 1/)

o) = gy + 3 Salfrlted o) (B2)
n#Em

where |0 reprebent the unperturbed states with unperturbed energy EY. Now we assume [¢0) = |S) @ |0) with

H;y=H; = J[Balag + BTCLQal] we see that order of correction term is A}; , which by definition is smaller than 1.
Therefore, up to second order perturbation, the system-bath remains a separable state.

For our system in the polaron frame, we have Trg[H[(t), ps(0)pp] = 0 at 0K Therefore we write,

dps (t)
dt

- /t drTeg [H'1(t)H' 1(7)ps(t)pp + ps(t)ppH'1(T)H'1(t)
0

— H'1(1)ps(t)ppH'1(t) — H'1(t)ps(t)ppH' 1 (T)] (B3)

We calculate the first term of the above equation [B3], and other terms can be similarly calculated. Using the
approximation that system operators does not evolve with time ,we get the interaction Hamiltonian as Hj(t) =

J[B(t)(alay) + Bi(t)(ala,)], where

- -
B(t) — e—lHBtBelHBt
. %1 .
eszJ'Bt [ezk agb), e~ Sk arby 1} elHjBt
e tHpt 3y aib], JiHpt ,—iHpt ,— 3, anby yiHpt _ |

et .
eZk agbje 'k e 2o arbre” R -1

Next we have the first term of equation

0[B(t)alaz + B (t)aba1][B(7)ajaz + B (r)abai]ps (t)]0)

0/[B(t)B()ajazalaz]ps ()|0) + (O|[B(t)B' (7)alazabai]ps (1)[0)
)

Trg[H'1(t)H'1(1)ps(t)pB] |
|
+(0|[B' (t)B(r)abaialaz]ps (£)|0) + (0][BF () B (T)abaralai]ps(t)|0)

o~ o~

We calculate these all terms separately as

(0|B(t)B(T)|0) |(e2n RbLe™ Rt = 2y akbe TR _ 1)(e2=x R 1)|0)
O| Zk akbk6_1'wkt Zk aZbTeiwkT _ 1|O>

(0
(
<0|€Zkaka uukﬂ' _Zk aka W T _Ek apbre™ iwpt Ek aka iwpT 1|0>
(
(

T * —
0|62k Otkb zwkr Zk ak(karzk akezwkr)e iwpt o 1|0>

iwpT 7’Lu.)kt 2 —iwp (t—7)
0]e=k apbe’ R =37 arbre =2 lakl"e —1/0)

2 —1 t—T
— o Dplaglfeientmn g

And by the similar calculations, we write:

iwp (t—7)

0) = Xn lonl*e” _q

0> _ eZk |ak|267iwk(t77) . 1

iy (t—7)

(0|BF (£)B (7)[0) = e~ 2 laklPem™k 77y

~— ~—
oy

—+ —~
B
~— ~—
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Therefore, the final master equation is given as follows:

d s t =~ t —iwp (t—7 —dwp (t—T
20— [ [P Db + @ Ddasalaa,)
0

iwg (t—7) iwpg (t—7)
+{(€Z’« o [et ok (7T 1)psalazabay + (e ek [Fetentmm Dpsabaralas}
_ iwp, (t—7) iwg, (E—7)
—{(em Tu el gyt aspealag + (eXx 1T _yataypatay

(Xl yatan pealag + (7 TnlonlTe T ajaipsabar }

—{(67 Zk |ak‘2efiwk(tfﬂ') . 1)a1a2psaia2 + (62’“ |ak‘2e*iwk(t—‘r) . 1)0,){&2/)5&;&1
+(€Ek [ 1)a§a1psa1a2 + (e_zk e R l)agalpsagal}} (B4)
This equation [B4] can be written as;
dps(t .
P B0l (1) + a1~ ). ]
PP PE SRR SR SR SU S S
+7+ (1) {a2a1p5a1a2 - 5p8a1a2a2a1 - §a1a2a2a1ps}
PR TSI SR SN SRS S S
+v4(t) {a1a2p3a2a1 — §psa2a1a1a2 - §a2a1a1a2ps}
R P B5
1 (0)| alazpealas + afarpealar (85)

Where

eE X |91 =926 [* cosfun(t=m)] ¢ (Z |91k — gar|* sinfwr(t — T)}) - 1] .
k

t
v (t) = 2J2 / dr

0

0

t
5(15) = 2J2/ dr [6Zk |91k — g2k |? cos[wi (t—T)] sin <Z |glk _ 92k|2 sin[wk(t B T)})‘| ] (BG)
k

In the singlet-triplet basis, the contribution from first term on r.h.s of the above equation vanishes, due to the fact
n1(1 —ng)|S/T) = 0. Therefore, we do not consider this terms in the main text.
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