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Despite their simplicity, quantum harmonic oscillators are ubiquitous in the modeling of physical
systems. They are able to capture universal properties that serve as reference for the more complex
systems found in nature. In this spirit, we apply a model of a Hamiltonian for open quantum
systems in equilibrium with a particle reservoir to ensembles of quantum oscillators. By treating (i)
a dilute gas of vibrating particles and (ii) a chain of coupled oscillators as showcases, we demonstrate
that the property of varying number of particles leads to a mandatory condition on the energy of
the system. In particular, the chemical potential plays the role of a parameter of control that can
externally manipulate the spectrum of a system and the corresponding accessible quantum states.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Ensembles of quantum harmonic oscillators and the
ideal quantum gases are paradigmatic cases on which one
can test the physical consistency and the utility of spe-
cific models for many-body systems. In this work, we will
concretely investigate the model of an open quantum sys-
tem which exchanges particles with a reservoir, that is, a
system with a variable number of particles. This model
has recently been discussed by some of us in Ref. 1, where
an effective Hamiltonian for such systems was formally
derived from the von Neumann equation governing the
evolution of a density matrix.

The interest in quantum harmonic oscillators has its
roots not only in the paradigmatic nature of the model,
but also stems from the wide range of possible appli-
cations to various physical systems, which allow for the
investigation of fundamental properties through manage-
able calculations. An ensemble of harmonic oscillators
is essentially a universal and simple many-body system.
For example, it is employed to detect general properties
associated with heat flow, thus serving as a starting point
for the construction of more complex models. Further-
more, in multiscale approaches, it is a precious tool for
building hybrid continuum-particle models,2–4 and it is
also a very effective model for low-dimensional materials5
and modern quantum technological devices.6 At the same
time, at a conceptual level, further progress is needed
in the treatment of open quantum many-body systems
with varying numbers of particles, as a deeper theoretical
understanding of these systems is becoming increasingly
important for modern research and technological devel-
opment; see, e.g., Ref. 7 and references therein. (Espe-
cially relevant is the use of such systems in addressing the
challenge of controlling quantum coherence at the level of
individual particles.8) As will be outlined below, in this
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paper we explore the consequences of a varying number
of particles on systems of quantum harmonic oscillators,
and we show that using the model of an open system
leads to non-trivial physical consequences. In particular,
we find that the accessible quantum states, and thus the
effective energy spectrum, depend on the chemical po-
tential. In light of these findings and the technological
perspective mentioned before, one may imagine to ma-
nipulate the chemical potential and the number of parti-
cles externally with the aim of obtaining a spectrum on
demand, and/or to manipulate the environment exter-
nally to drive the system into targeted quantum states.8
Indeed, in modern quantum technology, ideas based on
the control of the chemical potential are becoming in-
creasingly popular,9,10 and thus our contribution pro-
vides a basic formal rationale to otherwise intuitive tech-
nical procedures.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section II, we
will outline the basic ingredients of the model of an open
quantum system that exchanges particles with a reser-
voir. Following this, we will review some aspects of the
mathematical formalism necessary to treat ensembles of
harmonic oscillators in Section III. Our results are con-
tained in Section IV, where we apply the model of II
to various systems of harmonic oscillators: first, we will
consider a generic ensemble of independent oscillators,
thus treating only vibrational properties, and we will look
at the effect of the varying number of oscillators in the
ensemble by deriving a necessary condition on the en-
ergy spectrum. Next, we will extend the treatment to
a gas of independent quantum particles moving in space
which are also characterized by internal vibrations (for
example, a dilute gas of diatomic molecules); in essence,
we treat the ensemble of oscillators of the first example
and allow its center of mass to have translational degrees
of freedom. We will again demonstrate the effect of a
variable number of particles on the energy of the system
and state a corresponding necessary condition; this con-
dition extends the one of the open ideal Bose gas which is
well-known from textbooks of statistical mechanics (see,
e.g., Refs. 11 and 12, and the remarks in Appendix A).
Finally, we will consider a one-dimensional chain of cou-
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pled harmonic oscillators, note its equivalence to the first
example of independent oscillators, and thus extend our
model also to this case by deriving once again a necessary
condition on the energy spectrum of the system.

II. EFFECTIVE HAMILTONIAN FOR AN
OPEN QUANTUM SYSTEM

In a previous paper of some of us,1 an effective Hamil-
tonian for an open quantum system in contact with a
particle reservoir was derived from first principles and
found to be

Heff
n = Hn − µN , (1)

with Hn the Hamiltonian of n ∈ N instantaneous parti-
cles (that is, for a snapshot of the open system in which
the particle number happens to be n). Furthermore,
µ ∈ R denotes the chemical potential, and N is the num-
ber operator which counts the number of particles of the
system (see Section III). Eq. (1) was derived by tracing
out the degrees of freedom of the environment in the von
Neumann equation of a large system. The derivation is
done for the situation of equilibrium or near-equilibrium,
and the obtained Hamiltonian naturally leads to the ex-
pected solution of the von Neumann equation, namely
the grand canonical density matrix of a system in equi-
librium with its reservoir. In Ref. 1, the full consistency
of the effective Hamiltonian Heff

n with models used in
molecular simulation, and in (non-relativistic) quantum
field theory and the theory of superconductivity was also
discussed.

Most important for the considerations in the present
paper, it must be noted that an effective Hamiltonian
such as (1) leads to an effective energy which character-
izes the system in light of its property of having a variable
number of particles.13,14

III. QUANTUM HARMONIC OSCILLATORS

In the following, we will introduce the mathematical
formalism which will be used in Section IV below. First,
we shall quickly review the algebraic diagonalization pro-
cedure for a single, three-dimensional harmonic oscilla-
tor. Then, we will discuss the mathematical setup for
a system of N ∈ N independent, identical oscillators.
Finally, we will introduce the formalism of second quan-
tization for such systems.

A. Single harmonic oscillator

Consider a single harmonic oscillator of mass m > 0
and frequency ω > 0 with dynamical variable x =(
x(1), x(2), x(3)

)
∈ R3. (For the physics of the quantum

harmonic oscillator see, e.g., Ref. 15; for mathematically

detailed treatments, consult Refs. 16, 17, 18, and 19.)
The Hilbert space of this system is Hosc = L2(R3), and
the Hamiltonian takes the form20

Hosc =
p2

2m
+

1

2
mω2|x|2 = − ℏ2

2m
∆x +

1

2
mω2|x|2 . (2)

Note that the three components of the dynamical variable
x are independent, hence one may factorize the Hilbert
space as Hosc = L2(R)⊗L2(R)⊗L2(R), and the Hamil-
tonian (2) according to

Hosc =

3∑
α=1

[
− ℏ2

2m

∂2

∂(x(α))2
+

1

2
mω2

(
x(α)

)2]

≡
3∑

α=1

Hosc
α .

(3)

We emphasize that
∑3

α=1H
osc
α is a short-hand notation

for the more precise

Hosc
1 ⊗ IdL2(R) ⊗ IdL2(R)

+ IdL2(R) ⊗Hosc
2 ⊗ IdL2(R)

+ IdL2(R) ⊗ IdL2(R) ⊗Hosc
3 ,

and that this operator is self-adjoint, given that the one-
dimensional operators Hosc

α are self-adjoint (see footnote
20).21,22

As is well-known, the one-dimensional Hamiltonian
Hosc

α , α ∈ {1, 2, 3}, can be diagonalized by introducing
creation and annihilation operators:15–17 define23

a†α :=

√
mω

2ℏ

(
x(α) − ℏ

mω

∂

∂x(α)

)
,

aα :=

√
mω

2ℏ

(
x(α) +

ℏ
mω

∂

∂x(α)

)
.

Then it holds that [aα, a
†
β ] = δαβ Id, and furthermore,

there exists an orthonormal basis (ψqα)qα∈N0
of L2(R),

namely the classical Hermite polynomials, such that

aαψ0 = 0 ,

aαψqα =
√
qα ψqα−1 (qα ∈ N) ,

a†αψqα =
√
qα + 1ψqα+1 (qα ∈ N0) .

Defining also the number operator nα := a†αaα, it follows
that (ψqα)qα∈N0 are eigenvectors of nα with correspond-
ing eigenvalues qα, that is,

nαψqα = qαψqα (qα ∈ N0) .

With the aid of the operator nα, the one-dimensional
Hamiltonian Hosc

α can be rewritten as

Hosc
α = ℏω

(
nα +

1

2
Id

)
, (4)

and hence it is evident that (ψqα)qα∈N0
are eigen-

vectors of Hosc
α , corresponding to the eigenvalues



3{
ℏω

(
qα + 1

2

)
: qα ∈ N0

}
. From the decomposition (3)

and Eq. (4), it follows that

Hosc =

3∑
α=1

ℏω
(
nα +

1

2
Id

)

has the eigenvectors ψq =
⊗3

α=1 ψqα , where
q = (q1, q2, q3) ∈ N3

0, and spectrum σ(Hosc) ={∑3
α=1 ℏω

(
qα + 1

2

)
: qα ∈ N0

}
.16,18

B. Extension to many oscillators

Next, consider a system of N ∈ N independent, identi-
cal quantum harmonic oscillators described by dynamical
variables xi ∈ R3, 1 ≤ i ≤ N . According to the usual
postulates of non-relativistic quantum mechanics,17 the
Hilbert space of this system is given by

Hosc
N =

⊗N
Hosc =

⊗N
L2(R3) =

⊗3N
L2(R) .

Since the oscillators are assumed to be uncoupled, it fol-
lows that the total Hamiltonian of the system takes the
form

Hosc
N =

N∑
i=1

Hosc
i , (5)

where each Hosc
i is given by (2), and the sum of operators

is understood in an analogous way as the one in Eq. (3),
i.e., Hosc

N =
∑N

i=1

∑3
α=1H

osc
i,α . Introducing creation and

annihilation operators for each Hosc
i,α separately, that is,

using the representation (4), it follows that Hosc
N can be

written as a sum of 3N one-dimensional operators (which
shall be enumerated by a single index α ∈ {1, . . . , 3N}
for better readability):

Hosc
N =

3N∑
α=1

ℏω
(
nα +

1

2
Id

)
. (6)

In analogy to the remarks made at the end of Sec-
tion III A, it follows that the eigenvectors ΨN ∈ Hosc

N
of Hosc

N are given by tensor products of the functions
ψqα , ΨN =

⊗3N
α=1 ψqα , and thence they are specified by

3N quantum numbers {qα ∈ N0 : 1 ≤ α ≤ 3N}. Simi-
larly, the spectrum of (6) is found to be σ(Hosc

N ) ={∑3N
α=1 ℏω

(
qα + 1

2

)
: qα ∈ N0

}
.16,18

C. Second quantization formalism

Using the occupation number representation of the
second quantization formalism (see, e.g., Refs. 19, 24,
25, 26), one may represent the states ΨN from above
in a different form. Let q ∈ N0 be the quantum num-
ber of the one-oscillator state ψq (as introduced in Sec-
tion IIIA), and let nq ∈ {0, . . . , N} denote the number
of times the state ψq appears in the N -oscillator state
ΨN =

⊗3N
α=1 ψqα from above. Since there are N par-

ticles in total, we demand the following normalization
condition:

∞∑
q=0

nq = N . (7)

(Physically, this identity entails that adding together the
number of oscillators in every possible quantum state q ∈
N0, one arrives at the total number of oscillators, N .)

Now, instead of describing the state ΨN of the
N -body system by specifying the 3N quantum num-
bers {qα ∈ N0 : 1 ≤ α ≤ 3N} of the individual oscilla-
tors, as was done in Section III B, one may also pre-
scribe it27 in terms of the (infinitely many) occupation
numbers {nq : q ∈ N0}; the corresponding representa-
tion of the wave function will be denoted by ΦN ≡
ΦN (n0, n1, . . . , nq, . . . ). A suitable Hilbert space in which
to consider the vectors ΦN , which also allows for the
treatment of a variable number of oscillators, is the (sym-
metric / bosonic) Fock space:22

F :=

∞⊕
N=0

Sym(Hosc
N ) =

∞⊕
N=0

(⊗3N
L2(R)

)
.

Elements of F are sequences (ΦN )N∈N0
, where each

ΦN ∈ Hosc
N is a symmetric L2-function of 3N variables

which is determined by a family {nq : q ∈ N0} of oc-
cupation numbers satisfying

∑
q∈N0

nq = N , such that∑∞
N=0 ∥ΦN∥2N < +∞, ∥ · ∥N being the usual norm on

the tensor product space Hosc
N .19

In analogy to the single harmonic oscillator (Sec-
tion III A), one may introduce for every q ∈ N0 creation
and annihilation operators A†

q, Aq on the Fock space28

by specifying their action on each tensor power Hosc
N as

follows:27

A†
q ΦN (n0, n1, . . . , nq, . . . ) =

√
nq + 1ΦN+1(n0, n1, . . . , nq + 1, . . . ) ,

Aq ΦN (n0, n1, . . . , nq, . . . ) =
√
nq ΦN−1(n0, n1, . . . , nq − 1, . . . ) .
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In words: these operators act on the total system and
create (respectively, annihilate) particles in a fixed single-
oscillator mode q. One can also introduce a number
operator29 Nq := A†

qAq which acts on the states ΦN ac-
cording to

Nq ΦN (. . . , nq, . . . ) = nqΦN (. . . , nq, . . . ) . (8)

Using these operators, the Hamiltonian (5) can be repre-
sented in the occupation number basis as follows:15,16

Hosc
N =

∞∑
q=0

ℏω
(
q +

1

2

)
Nq . (9)

IV. ENSEMBLES OF QUANTUM HARMONIC
OSCILLATORS IN A PARTICLE RESERVOIR

Consider an open system of quantum harmonic oscilla-
tors in contact with an infinite particle reservoir. The to-
tal particle number n of the system is a finite but variable
quantity described by the operator N =

∑∞
q=0 Nq. (We

follow the convention of the physics literature to denote
a variable particle number by a lowercase n and a fixed
number of particles by an uppercase N .) The Fock space
F introduced above is the adequate Hilbert space for this
system since in this representation, the total number op-
erator N exists as a densely defined linear operator.27
Using Eq. (9), it follows that the effective Hamiltonian
Heff

n from Eq. (1) takes the form

Heff
n =

∞∑
q=0

ℏω
(
q +

1

2

)
Nq − µ

∞∑
q=0

Nq , (10)

where the condition (7) has to be imposed on the op-
erators Nq in order to fix the instantaneous number of
particles (“closure condition”). In the following, we dis-
cuss physical conditions on the allowed energy spectrum
of (10) for different situations.

A. Condition on the purely vibrational energy
spectrum

First, we discuss the spectrum of (10) directly to fix
ideas and demonstrate the physical consequences; more
realistic examples follow below. According to the discus-
sion in Section III C, see Eq. (8) in particular, the energy
eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian (10) in the occupation
number states Φn are given by

Eeff
n =

∞∑
q=0

ℏω
(
q +

1

2

)
nq − µ

∞∑
q=0

nq , (11)

with the single-oscillator energy level q ∈ N0 and nq ∈
{0, . . . , n} its occupation number. (Note that the oc-
cupation numbers follow a distribution; see Eq. (B2) in
Appendix B. In particular, the range {0, . . . , n} of nq

mentioned before is just the integer part of the distri-
bution for a specific q-value.) We emphasize that (11) is
the consequence of two rigorous mathematical results: (i)
the derivation of the effective open-system Hamiltonian
from first principles in Ref. 1, and (ii) the well-known
formalism of second quantization.

According to Lemma B.3 proved in Appendix B, it
follows that the effective energy can also be written as
(see also Corollary B.4)

Eeff
n =

∞∑
q=0

[
ℏω

(
q +

1

2

)
− µ

]
nq .

With this expression available, we can now formulate our
two central physical assumptions. Since we are dealing
with non-interacting harmonic oscillators, each of which
has positive energy that does not influence the energy
of the others, we expect (i) that Eeff

n , considered as an
effective energy of the system, is positive:

Eeff
n =

∞∑
q=0

[
1

2
ℏω + qℏω − µ

]
nq > 0. (12)

In fact, if the energy Eeff
n were negative, one could con-

clude the existence of bound states for this system, which
is physically absurd.30 (ii) One can also interpret the
presence of the term −µN in the effective Hamiltonian
(10) as a shift of the vibrational frequency ω, as was
done, for example, by N. N. Bogoliubov in his model for
fermionic superconductors.13 The rationale is the follow-
ing: the term −µN can be considered as a perturbation
(mediating a particle flux) of the Hamiltonian Hosc

n that
results in a change of the oscillation frequency of the sys-
tem of harmonic oscillators. Looking at the expression
(12) suggests to interpret the term in the square brackets
as an effective oscillation frequency:

ℏωeff(q) :=
1

2
ℏω + qℏω − µ (q ∈ N0) .

Then the effective energy is given by Eeff
n =∑∞

q=0 ℏωeff(q)nq, which is a reasonable expression on
physical grounds.26 Now, since the effective oscillation
frequency must be a positive quantity, we demand that
ℏωeff(q) > 0, i.e.,

1

2
ℏω + qℏω − µ > 0 .

From this condition, it follows that there is also a lower
cutoff on the vibrational quantum number q, namely

q > qmin(µ) :=
µ

ℏω
− 1

2
.

This identity entails that there are quantum states which
are not accessible by the system, depending on the chem-
ical potential µ. Furthermore, it follows that the effective
energy, and hence the energy spectrum of the system, is
modified according to

Eeff
n =

∑
q>qmin(µ)

[
1

2
ℏω + qℏω − µ

]
nq .
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B. Ideal quantum gas of vibrating particles

Next, we consider a quantum gas of identical molecules
contained in a finite cube Ω := [0, L]3 ⊂ R3 of side length
L > 0, in which each molecule possesses, in addition
to its vibrational degrees of freedom described by (2),
also translational degrees of freedom (e.g., a dilute gas of
diatomic molecules).

Consider first a single molecule of mass m whose trans-
lational motion is described by the dynamical variable
X = (X(1), X(2), X(3)) ∈ R3. The corresponding dynam-
ics is determined by the free Hamiltonian

Htra =
P 2

2m
= − ℏ2

2m
∆X =

3∑
α=1

− ℏ2

2m

∂2

∂(X(α))2

≡
3∑

α=1

Htra
α

in the Hilbert space L2(Ω). Similarly to the Hamiltonian
Hosc in Section IIIA, the operator Htra factorizes into
three one-dimensional operators, corresponding to a fac-
torization of the Hilbert space as L2(Ω) =

⊗3
L2([0, L]).

We impose periodic boundary conditions by choosing as
domain for each one-dimensional operator Htra

α the sub-
space{
ψ ∈ H2([0, L]) : ψ(0) = ψ(L) and ψ′(0) = ψ′(L)

}
,

where H2([0, L]) is the Sobolev space of second order.21
It holds that Htra

α is self-adjoint on this domain,21 and
its spectrum is given by the eigenvalues15,18,31

εkα
=

4π2ℏ2

2mL2
k2α , kα ∈ Z . (13)

The corresponding eigenfunctions of Htra
α (plane waves),

which form an orthonormal basis of L2([0, L]), shall be
denoted by (φkα

)kα∈Z.
Assume that the single molecule also possesses vibra-

tional degrees of freedom, as discussed in Section IIIA.
The total Hamiltonian for the translational and vibra-
tional motion acts in the Hilbert space

Htot = L2(Ω)⊗ L2(R3) ∼=
⊗3(

L2
(
[0, L]

)
⊗ L2(R)

)
,

and it is formally given by

Htot = Htra ⊗ IdL2(R3) + IdL2(Ω) ⊗Hosc

≡
3∑

α=1

(
Htra

α +Hosc
α

)
.

It holds that the operators Htra
α ≡ Htra

α ⊗ IdL2(R) and
Hosc

α ≡ IdL2([0,L]) ⊗Hosc
α strongly commute on the space

L2([0, L])⊗ L2(R),21 thence we have[
Htra

α , Hosc
α

]
= 0

on a suitable domain. From this, it follows that the spec-
trum of Htra

α +Hosc
α is given by the sum of the individual

spectra, σ(Htra
α + Hosc

α ) = σ(Htra
α ) + σ(Hosc

α ),21 and its
eigenvectors are φkα

⊗ ψqα , kα ∈ Z, qα ∈ N0.
The previous observations are readily generalized to a

system of N ∈ N molecules with translational and vi-
brational degrees of freedom (see also the discussion in
Section III B): the total Hilbert space is given by

Htot
N =

⊗3N(
L2

(
[0, L]

)
⊗ L2(R)

)
,

and the total Hamiltonian can be written as

Htot
N =

3N∑
α=1

(
Htra

α +Hosc
α

)
.

The states of this system are specified by the 6N quan-
tum numbers (kα, qα), kα ∈ Z, qα ∈ N0, 1 ≤ α ≤ 3N .
Following the procedure outlined in Section III C, in-
stead of specifying an N -body state by these 6N num-
bers, we may introduce for every k ∈ Z and q ∈ N0

number operators Nk,q = A†
k,qAk,q whose eigenvalues

nk,q ∈ {0, . . . , N} count the number of molecules in each
one-particle state (k, q):

Nk,qΦN (. . . , nk,q, . . . ) = nk,qΦN (. . . , nk,q, . . . ) .

As before in Eq. (7), we have to demand that∑
k∈Z

∑
q∈N0

nk,q = N . With this and εk from Eq. (13),
the total Hamiltonian Htot

N can be represented as follows:

Htot
N =

∑
k∈Z

∑
q∈N0

[
εk + ℏω

(
q +

1

2

)]
Nk,q . (14)

Similarly to Eq. (10), the effective Hamiltonian (1) for
an open system of molecules as characterized above, in
which the particle number n is now again a variable, is
given by

Heff
n =

∑
k∈Z

∑
q∈N0

[
εk + ℏω

(
q +

1

2

)]
Nk,q

− µ
∑
k∈Z

∑
q∈N0

Nk,q .

In the occupation number state Φn(. . . , nk,q, . . . ), its
eigenvalue is

Eeff
n =

∑
k∈Z

∑
q∈N0

[
εk + ℏω

(
q +

1

2

)]
nk,q

− µ
∑
k∈Z

∑
q∈N0

nk,q .
(15)

From Lemma B.2 and Corollary B.4 proved in Ap-
pendix B, it follows that this expression can also be writ-
ten as

Eeff
n =

∑
k∈Z

∑
q∈N0

[
εk +

1

2
ℏω + ℏωq − µ

]
nk,q .
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With the same physical arguments as in the previous sec-
tion regarding the expected positivity of the effective en-
ergy of a system of non-interacting particles, the manda-
tory condition for the energy spectrum is:

Eeff
n =

∑
k∈Z

∑
q∈N0

[
εk +

1

2
ℏω + ℏωq − µ

]
nk,q > 0 . (16)

As before, if one considers the presence of µ as a shift of
the translational-vibrational frequency, thus interpreting
the term in the square brackets as an effective frequency,
then one obtains the stricter condition:

q > qmin(µ, k) :=
µ

ℏω
− εk

ℏω
− 1

2
for all k ∈ Z . (17)

Eqs. (16) and (17) extend the well-known condition
for the existence of an ideal quantum gas of point-like
bosonic particles obtained in the grand-canonical ensem-
ble, namely εk > µ for all k ∈ Z, see Eq. (A1) in Ap-
pendix A and Remark B.1 in Appendix B.

C. Linear chain of coupled harmonic oscillators

Finally, we want to illustrate the use of the effective
Hamiltonian (1) in the case of a linear chain of coupled,
identical harmonic oscillators. (As reference, we use the
formalism of Refs. 26 and 32.) The Hamiltonian ofN ∈ N
coupled oscillators is given by32

Hspr
N =

N∑
j=1

[
p2j
2m

+
1

2
mω2x2j +

c

2
mω2(xj − xj+1)

2

]
,

where pj is the momentum operator and xj the posi-
tion operator of the j-th oscillator, and c > 0 is a cou-
pling constant. Assuming periodic boundary conditions
(xj+N = xj and pj+N = pj), and performing a Fourier
transformation of the coordinates and momenta,

xj =
1√
N

N∑
s=1

e2πisj/N X̃s ,

pj =
1√
N

N∑
s=1

e2πisj/N P̃s ,

it follows that the Hamiltonian can be written as

Hspr
N =

N∑
s=1

[
1

2m
P̃sP̃−s +

1

2
mω2

sX̃s X̃−s

]
,

where ω2
s = ω2

[
1 + 4c sin2

(
πs
N

)]
. Introducing again (in

analogy to Section III A) creation and annihilation oper-
ators,

a†s :=

√
mωs

2ℏ

(
X̃−s −

i

mωs
P̃−s

)
,

as :=

√
mωs

2ℏ

(
X̃s +

i

mωs
P̃s

)
,

and corresponding number operators ns := a†sas, whose
eigenvalues qs ∈ N0 correspond to the energy level of the
s-th oscillator, it follows that Hspr can be written in the
familiar form

Hspr
N =

N∑
s=1

ℏωs

(
a†sas +

1

2
Id

)

=

N∑
s=1

ℏωs

(
ns +

1

2
Id

)
.

Evidently, Hspr has the same form as the Hamilto-
nian (6) for an ensemble of independent harmonic oscil-
lators treated in the previous sections, except that the
frequency ωs in the present case is different for every os-
cillator. One realizes, however, that one can still write
it in a second quantized form, analogously to (9), as fol-
lows: let q ∈ N0 be arbitrary and define Nq to be the
number operator counting the number of times the one-
particle state q is occupied in the N -particle system, cf.
Eq. (8). Furthermore, let Sq := {s : 1 ≤ s ≤ N, qs = q}
be the set of s-values (that is, particle indices) for which
the one-particle quantum number qs equals q. Then Hspr

can be written equivalently as

Hspr
N =

∞∑
q=0

[ ∑
s∈Sq

ℏωs

(
q +

1

2

)]
Nq .

With this expression, we obtain as an effective Hamil-
tonian for an open system with variable particle number
n, in analogy to Eq. (10):

Heff
n =

∞∑
q=0

[ ∑
s∈Sq

ℏωs

(
q +

1

2

)]
Nq − µ

∞∑
q=0

Nq .

The eigenvalues of this operator in the occupation num-
ber states are given by

Eeff
n =

∞∑
q=0

[ ∑
s∈Sq

ℏωs

(
q +

1

2

)]
nq − µ

∞∑
q=0

nq .

Therefore, as in the previous cases, the condition for the
energy spectrum of an open linear chain of harmonic os-
cillators reads

Eeff
n =

∞∑
q=0

[ ∑
s∈Sq

ℏωs

(
q +

1

2

)
− µ

]
nq > 0 .

Furthermore, if one interprets as before the presence of
µ as a shift of the vibrational frequency of a single oscil-
lator, thus treating the term inside the square brackets
as an effective frequency, then one obtains the stricter
condition

q > qmin(µ, n) :=
µ∑

s∈Sq
ℏωs

− 1

2
.
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Observe that the frequency ωs, and hence qmin, depends
on the particle number n present in the open system.
This feature implies the possibility of controlling n by
manipulating the external environment, and thus it in-
troduces a further parameter of control to determine the
accessible quantum states, in addition to the frequency
shifting provided by µ.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

We have applied the idea of an effective Hamiltonian
for open quantum systems with varying number of par-
ticles to a prototype system of physics occurring ubiq-
uitously in the modeling of many physical systems, the
harmonic oscillator. We have shown that for an ideal gas
of harmonic oscillators, there is a mandatory condition
on the accessible quantum states, and hence on the en-
ergy spectrum. This condition is directly linked to the
chemical potential of the system, which in this sense can
act as an external parameter of control of the spectrum,
and of the occupation number of particles in the available
vibrational and translational states. The present result
extends the well-known mandatory condition for an ideal
gas of point-like bosonic particles; in the latter case, the
energy spectrum is characterized only by the wave num-
ber associated with translation.

Furthermore, we have discussed that the open ensem-
ble of independent harmonic oscillators can be extended
to a chain of coupled oscillators with nearest-neighbor
interactions, building on the formal reduction of the cou-
pled Hamiltonian to the Hamiltonian of uncoupled oscil-
lators which is well-established in literature. The physics
of such a system in the presence of a particle reservoir
introduces additional features: by deriving an expression
for the energy spectrum using the effective Hamiltonian
of an open system and establishing, similarly to the case
of an ensemble of non-interacting harmonic oscillators, a
mandatory condition on the spectrum of the chain, we
have found that the accessible spectrum becomes explic-
itly n-dependent.

The utility of the current results for future applications
lies in the fact that models of open systems with vari-
able number of particles can cover a rather broad class
of physical situations, certainly more than the model at
fixed number of particles. An interesting example, men-
tioned in the introduction, concerns the idea of externally
manipulating the chemical potential in order to control
the spectral properties of systems used in modern quan-
tum technology; in this context, our results provide an
explicit, basic formal ground for such experimental pro-
tocols. In a larger perspective, one may imagine that
these results can be useful for several other problems:
for example, the open ensemble of harmonic oscillators
with variable number of particles may be used as a basic
approach to the popular problem of treating entangle-
ment in a quantum (Fermi) gas in an harmonic trap.33
Moreover, the applications of this approach can be ex-

tended to the modeling and simulation of heat and mass
transport in molecular systems,34,35 in low-dimensional
materials,5 and in computational modeling for hybrid
particle-continuum models.3

From a conceptual point of view, the harmonic oscil-
lator is a simple yet paradigmatic model for the formal
derivation of explicit formulas that can describe univer-
sal generic properties. In this context, we mention as
a concrete example the recent proposal36 for a possible
definition of a “non-equilibrium” free energy, which was
established in the framework of coupled harmonic oscilla-
tors, and which gives rise to estimates of universal trends
in heat transport in particle systems. In future perspec-
tive, the results of the present paper can be combined
with the results of Ref. 36, and one can consider a broader
class of physical systems and situations.
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Appendix A: The ideal Bose gas

The grand canonical partition function for an ideal gas
of bosons is given by11,12

Z(µ, V, T ) =
∏
k∈Z

1

1− e−β(εk−µ)
.

Here, µ ∈ R is the chemical potential, V > 0 the volume,
and T > 0 the temperature; furthermore, k ∈ Z labels
the different one-particle states, and εk = ℏ2k2/(2m) de-
notes the corresponding energy. The average occupation
number ⟨nk⟩ of the state k takes the form

⟨nk⟩ =
1

eβ(εk−µ) − 1
.

From this expression, one obtains a mandatory condition
on the spectrum of the ideal Bose gas. Indeed, since
based on physical grounds it must hold true that ⟨nk⟩ ≥ 0
for all k ∈ Z, it follows that

εk − µ > 0 (A1)

for every state k. (The case of equality is excluded in
order for Z(µ, T, V ) and ⟨nk⟩ to be well-defined.) In par-
ticular, this means that µ must be less than or equal to
the ground state energy of the system.
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Appendix B: Proof of convergence of the effective
energy

In the following, it will be shown that the series ap-
pearing in the effective energies of the vibrational model
(11) and the translational-vibrational model (15) con-
verge. Recall from Eq. (14) that the energy of a system of
n molecules with translational and vibrational degrees of
freedom in the occupation number state Φn(. . . , nk,q, . . . )
is given by

En =
∑
k∈Z

∑
q∈N0

[
εk + ℏω

(
q +

1

2

)]
nk,q , (B1)

where εk = 4π2ℏ2k2/(2mL2) for all k ∈ Z and it is as-
sumed that

∑
k∈Z

∑
q∈N0

nk,q = n. Since we are investi-
gating open systems in contact with an infinite particle
reservoir, in thermal equilibrium the occupation numbers
nk,q can be obtained from the grand canonical ensemble,
and they are given by the Bose-Einstein (“−”), respec-
tively, Fermi-Dirac (“+”) distribution:11,12

nk,q ≡ ⟨nk,q⟩

=
1

exp
{
β
[
εk + ℏω

(
q + 1

2

)
− µ

]}
∓ 1

. (B2)

Remark B.1. It is noteworthy to observe at this point
that for bosons, one can actually see that the strict con-
dition on the quantum number q, derived with the argu-
ment of positivity of the effective frequency in Eq. (17),
is recovered by requiring the occupation number nk,q
to be non-negative, which means that the exponent in
the above expression must be non-negative, see also Ap-
pendix A.

Assuming either Bose-Einstein or Fermi-Dirac statis-
tics and using the above expression for nk,q, one can show
convergence of (B1).

Lemma B.2. The double series
∑

k∈Z
∑

q∈N0

[
εk +

ℏω
(
q + 1

2

)]
nk,q converges.

Proof. For simplicity, we set the multiplicative constants
4π2ℏ2/(2mL2) ≡ 1 and ℏω ≡ 1 to unity, and we assume
that β = 1 for simplicity (that is, we use kBT as energy
units). Note that the constant term appearing in (B1)
evaluates to

∑
k∈Z

∑
q∈N0

1
2 nk,q = 1

2 n by construction of
the number operator and its eigenvalues, hence we may
ignore it in the remainder of the proof as it does not have
any influence on the convergence of the entire expression.
Thus, we have to investigate the series

S :=
∑
k∈Z

∑
q∈N0

k2 + q

ek2+q e1/2−µ ∓ 1
.

For a fixed k ∈ Z, introduce the new variable r := q +
k2 which takes the values {k2, k2 + 1, k2 + 2, . . .} ⊂ N0.

With this, S can be rewritten as

S =
∑
k∈Z

∞∑
r=k2

r

er e1/2−µ ∓ 1

= 2

∞∑
k=1

∞∑
r=k2

r

er e1/2−µ ∓ 1
+

∞∑
r=0

r

er e1/2−µ ∓ 1
.

(B3)

Recall that from the series representation eξ =∑
n∈N0

ξn/n!, ξ ∈ R, of the exponential function, it fol-
lows that eξ ≥ ξm+1/(m+ 1)! for all ξ ≥ 0 and m ∈ N0,
hence we may use er ≥ r5/5! to estimate (B3). Setting
C := e1/2−µ, it immediately follows that in the fermionic
(“+”) case,

C er + 1 ≥ C

5!
r5 .

For the bosonic (“−”) case, observe that the chemical
potential is always strictly smaller than the ground state
energy, see Eq. (A1); in our choice of units, this means
that µ < 1

2 , and hence C > 1. Therefore,

C er − 1 = C

∞∑
n=1

rn

n!
+ (C − 1) ≥ C

5!
r5 .

Thus, in total, we have the following estimate:

C er ∓ 1 ≥ C

5!
r5 .

With this, it follows that

S ≤ 240

C

∞∑
k=1

∞∑
r=k2

1

r4
+

120

C

∞∑
r=1

1

r4
.

The second series is well-known to converge:
5!
C

∑∞
r=1

1
r4 = 5!

C ζ(4) = 5!
C

π4

90 = 4π4

3C . The first
term can be rewritten as follows:

S̃ :=

∞∑
k=1

∞∑
r=k2

1

r4
=

∞∑
k=1

1

3!
ψ(3)(k2) ,

where we have introduced the polygamma function
ψ(3).37 This function satisfies the following inequality:38

ψ(3)(k2) ≤ 2!(
k2

)3 +
3!(
k2

)4 =
2

k6
+

6

k8
.

Therefore, S̃ is bounded as follows:

S̃ ≤ 1

6

∞∑
k=1

[
2

k6
+

6

k8

]
=

1

6

(
2 ζ(6) + 6 ζ(8)

)
=

1

3

π6

945
+

π8

9450
.
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In conclusion, it follows that the series S is bounded
above by converging series, hence it is finite and con-
verges by the series comparison test:

S ≤ 240

C
S̃ +

4π4

3C

≤ 1

C

(
4π4

3
+

16π6

189
+

8π8

315

)
< +∞ .

Lemma B.3. The series
∑

q∈N0
ℏω

(
q + 1

2

)
nq, describ-

ing the eigenvalue of the Hamiltonian (9) in the occupa-
tion number state Φn(. . . , nq, . . . ) with nq given by (B2)
for εk ≡ 0, converges.

Proof. The argument is essentially that provided in the
previous proof for the convergence of the second series
appearing in Eq. (B3).

Corollary B.4. The series appearing in the effective en-
ergies (11) and (15) converge, hence they may be com-

bined to a single series, that is, we may write

Eeff
n =

∞∑
q=0

[
ℏω

(
q +

1

2

)
− µ

]
nq ,

respectively,

Eeff
n =

∑
k∈Z

∑
q∈N0

[
εk + ℏω

(
q +

1

2

)
− µ

]
nk,q .

Proof. Use Lemma B.3, respectively, Lemma B.2, to-
gether with the fact that the series

∑
q∈N0

nq, respec-
tively,

∑
k∈Z

∑
q∈N0

nk,q, is finite (and evaluates to the
particular number n), hence the two converging series
may be added together.
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