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Reduced density matrices of oscillator systems
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Abstract

We study the evolution of an oscillator interacting via the most general bilinear coupling (with
time-independent coefficients) with an “environment” consisting of a set of other harmonic oscilla-
tors. We are mainly interested in a possibility of using the Fokker-Planck equation to describe this
evolution. Studying different interaction Hamiltonians, we show that unambiguous reduction to the
Fokker-Planck equation is possible only within the framework of the so called rotating-wave approxi-
mation. As special cases we consider in detail the evolution of two coupled oscillators and relaxation
of a charged oscillator in a uniform magnetic field.

1 Statement of the problem

This part is devoted to the multidimensional generalizations of the harmonic oscillator model. As a rule,
these are various systems of interacting oscillators, some of which may be placed in external uniform
electric and magnetic fields. More precisely this class of systems can be characterized by a Hamiltonian
that is assumed to be in the form of the general inhomogeneous quadratic form

1 .
H= §qu+Cq. (1.1)

Here, q is conceived as a 2N-dimensional vector (N being the number of degrees of freedom) whose
components are linear combinations of Cartesian coordinates and momenta conjugated to them. The most
frequent choice is q = (p1,...,PN,Z1,...,ZN), but in the presence of an external magnetic field it is more
convenient to deal not with the canonical momenta p; but with the kinetic momenta 7; = p; —eAd,;(x)/c,
where A(x) is the vector potential. Other choices are also possible, taking into account the concrete
physical applications. For instance, the components of the vector q may be bosonic annihilation and
creation operators constructed from the coordinate and momentum operators, etc. B is a symmetric
2N x 2N matrix, which may depend on time, as also the 2 N-dimensional vector C.

Multidimensional systems with Hamiltonian (E) were the subject of investigation in numerous pa-
pers: see, e.g., @, E], @]—[E] and the references therein. In the present paper we consider the case where
the multidimensional vector q may be split in two parts: q = (Q, &), where the vector Q describes a
small subsystem, whereas the vector £ is related to a “thermostat”. In the simplest cases the evolution
of a unidimensional harmonic oscillator coupled with a “thermostat” was studied, e.g., in [@],[@]—]
We investigate the most general quadratic “interaction Hamiltonians” and compare the results of this
“microscopic” approach with different phenomenological models considered in reviews [B, @] Emphasis
is placed on application to the problem of harmonic oscillator relaxation, including the case where a
(charged) oscillator is placed in a uniform magnetic field.

2 Phenomenological Fokker-Planck equation

The evolution of any closed system is governed by the quantum Liouville equation for the statistical
operator p,

ihdp/ot = Hp — pH. (2.1)

For any quadratic Hamiltonian () this equation results in the linear equation for the average values of
the 2N-vector q:

(@) = -XB(q) - XC, (2.2)
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where (q) = Tr(pq), and antisymmetric nondegenerate 2N x 2N matrix ¥ with c-number coefficients is
defined via the commutation relations between the operators g,

[Ga, GB) = —thZap, Y =|Zasll, a,f=1,2,...2N. (2.3)

The operator equation (@) can be transformed into a partial differential equation upon the choice of
some concrete representation for the statistical operator. For instance, in the coordinate representation
we write q = (p,x), p and x being the N-vectors, and split the matrix B into N x N blocks:

b, b = = = mn
b; bi b; = by, by = bs, by = by, b; = |7

)

>

(the tilde designates a transposed matrix). Then we obtain the following second-order equation for the
density matrix p(z,2’):
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Here ¢; and ¢, are N-dimensional components of the vector C = (¢, ¢2). The disadvantage of Eq. (.4)
is the broken symmetry between the coordinates and momenta, which is inherent in the Hamiltonian.
This symmetry can be restored if one proceeds from the complex density matrix to the real Wigner
function

WNRXFj/MX+UZX—§ﬂﬁmm—mﬂmd& (2.5)
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Applying transformation (@) to Eq. (@) we obtain an equivalent equation that is first order with
respect to all the derivatives:

ow ow ow

5 = (Oaby™ + bl + 3) apm (Pnb?™ + 2nb5™ + ") P
This equation demonstrates the distinction and the advantage of the Wigner function for the descrip-

tion of quadratic quantum systems (other remarkable features of the Wigner function were discussed,

e.g., in [@]) Eq. @) assumes an especially compact form in terms of the 2/ N-vector q,

ow 0

Here the 2N x 2N matrix ¥, in accordance with Eq. (E), equals

(2.7)

_ 0 Iy
E—H—m»o w (2.9)
Iy being the N x N unit matrix.
Now let us suppose that we have a given linear equation for the first-order average values
(@) = A(t){a) + K(), (2.10)

with an arbitrary matrix A(t) and an arbitrary vector K(¢). The problem investigated in this section is

whether it is possible to find an equation for the statistical operator or the Wigner function that would

result in the given Eq. (R.10). It is trivial to check that Eq. (R.10]) is the consequence of the equation
ow 0

o = g (Aa+ KW, (211)



However, although Eq. (R.11)) preserves the normalization of the Wigner function,

/W(q) da/(2rh)N =1, (2.12)

it does not agree, in general, with the fundamental quantum mechanical principle of the positive definite-
ness of the statistical operator and (this is almost the same) with the uncertainty relations. Indeed, let
us consider the operator F' = «a; (¢; — (g;)) with arbitrary complex coefficients «;. For any stattistical

operator, due to its nonnegative definiteness, the inequality <ﬁTﬁ> =Tr (ﬁﬁTﬁ ) > 0 must hold. Taking

into account the structure of the operator a , we arrive at the conclusion on the nonnegative definiteness
of the bilinear Hermitian form

a'®a = ajOuon, P = (G — (@) (@ — (@),

whose matrix ® is constructed from the centered second-order moments of the operators g;, j,k =
1,2,...,2N. It is convenient to distinguish even and odd parts of the matrix ®. The symmetric part
consists of the symmetrized second moments (covariances)

1 .
Mij = Myi = 5 (@8 + @d5) = (a)(an)- (2.13)

The antisymmetric part, in accordance with Eq. (B), is expressed through the commutator matrix, so

that -
¢=M—%2

The elements of the matrix M are calculated in terms of the Wigner function as follows:

Mi; = [ ¢iq;W(a)da/(27h)N — Giq;,

q=(q) = / aW (q) da/(27h)".
Due to Eq. (R.11), the variance matrix satisfies the equation

M =AM+ MA. (2.14)
The first-order averages do not influence the variances in the case under study.

If the coefficients «; are chosen in such a way that the commutator {ﬁ, ﬁq is positive (the simplest
example is F=%+ D), then the operator F coincides within a constant factor with a boson annihilation
operator. Choosing the initial state to be the vacuum state for this operator, at the initial instant we
have

m(ﬁﬁam)=w¢@a=o

Moreover, the matrix equalities ®(0)a = a*®(0) = 0 hold as well. For the chosen initial state we have at

t > 0, due to Eq. (),
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%ihta* [A(O)E + EK(O)} a+ Ot2). (2.15)

For the Hamiltonian systems we have A = —¥B, A= BX, and the linear with respect to time term
disappears. But for an arbitrary matrix A the right-hand side of Eq. () can be negative. For example,
in the model of a damped oscillator with the equations for the averages

i=p, p=-wiz— 27D, (2.16)



the matrices entering Eq. (R.15)) read

_ _ .2
A:H 27 —wo (2.17)

1 0

‘, AE+2K=H 0 —2v H

2y 0
Then, for the initial vacuum state of operator F=7+ ip, when a = (i, 1), we obtain from Eq. (R.15)
@ ®(t)a = —2hty + O(t?) < 0.

Consequently, in the general case Eq. (P.11]) is unacceptable. Thus we need more complicated gener-
alizations. The simplest possibility is to add terms with second derivatives to the right-hand side of Eq.
(), i.e., to transform this equation into the Fokker-Planck equation:

ow 0 0w
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where the diffusion coefficients Dog = Dgq, combined into a symmetric matrix D = ||Dygl|, may depend
on time but do not depend on the coordinates. The new “diffusion” terms do not change the equation
for the average values (.10]), moreover, they preserve the normalization (2.19). But they enable one to
“save” the nonnegative definiteness of the statistical operator. Indeed, considering the evolution of the
bilinear form a*®(t)a, we obtain, instead of Eq. (R.1), the equation

(2.18)

@ B(t)a = ta* (2D + % [A(o)z + EK(O)D a+O(t?),

since Eq. () is replaced by

M =AM+ MA +2D. (2.19)

Consequently, the necessary condition of the compatibility of Eq. () with the principles of quantum
mechanics is the nonnegative definiteness of the matrix

5 _
D.=D+ ZZ [Az + EA] >0 (2.20)
at any instant of time. Moreover, it can be proved @, @] that the condition D, > 0 is sufficient as well.

Vector q was defined above as q = (p, x), and the matrix ¥ had the explicit form given by Eq. @)

Let us make the time-independent transformation of the variables
q =Tq, det T # 0, ImT # 0.

Then Egs. () and () preserve their forms, provided the matrices A and D are replaced by the
matrices A’ = TAT~! and D’ = TDT. The nonnegative definiteness of the matrix D, of Eq. (P.20)
is equivalent to the nonnegative definiteness of the matrix D/, = TD,T. The latter has, in turn, again
the form (), if one replaces the matrix ¥ by ¥/ = TE’T‘, but this is just the transformation law of
any matrix defined according to Eq. (@) This way we arrive at the important conclusion, that all the
formulas containing the matrices A, D, and ¥ are valid not only in the case where the components of
the vector q coincide with the canonically conjugate momenta and Cartesian coordinates, but also in
the general case where the components of the vector q are arbitrary Hermitian operators with c-number
commutators, provided the matrix ¥ is defined according to Eq. (E)

To transform Eq. ) to an operator form that is independent on the concrete representation, one
should take into account the following correspondence relations between the operators qp, pq, and their

Weyl symbols (they result from Egs. (R-5), (B.4)):

. ih 0 . ih_ 0
qp < (q— 52%> W(a), pq < <Q+ 32%> W(a), (2.21)
1 W iy
aW(q) « 3 (@p+pq) 59 © P> (@p —pa) . (2.22)

Making transformations (R.29) in Eq. (R.1§) we arrive at the equation
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where the symmetrical matrix

S=-y"'D¥ (2.24)
must satisfy a constraint equivalent to Eq. (R.20)):

.
S, =S— ZZ [AE*1 n zflA} > 0. (2.25)

Eqgs. (2.21)-(R.29) hold for any vector q with a c-number commutator matrix ¥ of (.3).

Comparison of the elegant equation () for the Wigner function with the much more cumber-
some equation () demonstrates once more the advantage of the Wigner representation for describing
quantum systems with linear equations of motion for the averages.

There is an important difference between the quantum Fokker-Planck equation () and its classical
counterpart. The classical Fokker-Planck equation contains, as a rule, second derivatives only with respect
to momenta. However, such a simple set of the diffusion coefficients is unacceptable in the quantum case
(although sometimes this incorrect equation was considered: see, e.g., [) This statement can be easily
demonstrated on the example of system (R.16). Writing the matrix D in the form

D, D,y — ihy/2
Dy + ihy/2 D, '

DP DZDI

D= H D,. D,

and taking into account Eq. () we obtain the matrix

The condition of its positive definiteness is given by the inequality [[13-[[Lq]
detD, = D,D, — D2, — h*y*/4 >0, (2.26)

whose violation leads to the violation of the uncertainty relations [, 7). For an arbitrary one-
dimensional system (R.1() the condition D, > 0 is equivalent to the inequality [@]

det D > h*(TrA)?/16. (2.27)

3 Fokker-Planck equation for a subsystem

In the preceding section we have shown that any given equation (R.10) may be considered as a consequence
of some suitable Fokker-Planck equation for the Wigner function. The only problem is to select the set of
diffusion coefficients satisfying the condition D, > 0. It is clear that by taking sufficiently large diffusion
coeflicients one can always satisfy this condition. The problem of finding “minimal admissible” diffusion
coefficients for some simple systems (such as a one-dimensional harmonic oscillator or a two-dimensional
isotropic oscillator in a uniform magnetic field) was investigated in [B], [, [

Here we investigate the following problem. Suppose we have a large closed quantum system with N
degrees of freedom, described by Hamiltonian (@) Let us split the vector q in two parts: q = (Q, &),
where the n-dimensional vector Q describes a subsystem, while the vector £ relates to a reservoir. The
question is: what kind of equation describes the evolution of the subsystem if one performs an averaging
over the variables of the reservoir?

The Wigner function of the whole system is given by the relation

W(a,1) = / Gla,d, )W (d,0) dd/, (3.1)



where the propagator G(q, ¢, t) satisfies Eq. (R.§) and the initial condition G(q,q’,0) = (q—q’). Since
Eq. (@) is first-order with respect to all the variables, its propagator is extremely simple:

G(q,q',t) =d(q—a«(;q)), (3.2)

where the vector
a.(t;d) = R(t) [a" — A(t)] (3.3)

!/

is the solution to the classical equation of motion (2.9), satisfying the initial condition q.(0;q’) = q'.
Consequently, the 2N x 2N matrix R(t) satisfies the equation

R = —-Y¥BR = AR, (3.4)

and the initial condition R(0) = Ion. The vector A(t) equals zero at ¢ = 0. For ¢ > 0 it is determined
from the equations

A=R"'SC = ZRC. (3.5)
These two forms are equivalent due to the identities
RHOX'R(t) =%, RMHIR({H) =%, R '=3IRY ', (3.6)

which follow from Eq. (B.4).

It is clear that the Heisenberg equation of motion for the operator q coincides with Eq. @),
provided (q) is replaced by q. The solution to this equation is given by Eq. (B.3]) with carets over q
and q'. Therefore, the identities (B.6) mean nothing but the conservation of the commutation relations
() in time, or, in other words, the canonicity of transformation @) and the unitarity of the evolution
operator.

Now let us proceed to the averaging of the total Wigner function over the reservoir variables £&. Our
first assumption is that the initial total Wigner function is factorized:

W(q,0) = Wo(q)Wi(§). (3.7)

The second assumption concerns the initial Wigner function of the reservoir. We assume it to be Gaussian,
_ 1 _
Wi(€) = M (det F)™Zexp |~ (€ = )F (€ =), (3.8)

with some symmetric positive definite 2M x 2M matrix F and a 2M-vector v (M being the number
of degrees of freedom of the reservoir). In particular, it may correspond to a mixed equilibrium state
[H, , E] or to a pure squeezed coherent state [ﬂ, IE, @] For any physically admissible Gaussian Wigner
function the covariance matrix F must satisfy a set of conditions expressing generalized uncertainty
relations. The simplest among them is the inequality @, @] det F > (h?/4)M. Moreover, the parameter

= (h/2)M(det F)~1/2 <1 (3.9)

characterizes “the degree of quantum mechanical purity” of the Gaussian state:

p=Tp = [ W) de/(2nm)™, (3.10)
To calculate the averaged Wigner function
We(@ut) = [ W(Q. s/ (2mn)” .11

we split the matrix R and the vector A into rectangular blocks in accordance with the decomposition

q=(Q,¢):
Rll R12
R21 R22

Then Egs. (B.1)), (B-2), (B.7) lead to the integral
Wﬁ(Qvt) = /6(Q_R11 [Q/_AQ] —Rqo [gl—Ag])

X0 (€ —Ro1 [Q — Aq] — Raz [§' — A¢])
xWo(Q)W1(¢)dQ'd¢’dg/ (2mh)™ (3.13)

R-|

A
, A= 59 H 3.12
’ H A¢ (3.12)



The integration over d§ is trivial: it simply removes the second delta function. To perform the integration
over d¢’ we replace the first delta function with its integral representation (recall that the dimension of
the vector Q is 2n),

5(x) = / e*x 4"k / (2m)?". (3.14)

Thus we obtain two Gaussian integrals (the first one over d¢’ and the second over dk) that can be
calculated exactly due to the well-known formula

/00 dx exp(—xAx + bx) = [det(A/7)] "2 exp (ibA1b> . (3.15)

— 00

Finally we arrive at the same equation (), but with the variables Q,Q’ instead of q,q’, We(Q, 1)
instead of W(q,t), and with the averaged propagator

Ge(Q, Q) = (2m) " [det M.(t)] "/
exp [—% (Q-RuQ -6 )Mt (Q—RllQl_5*):| ) (3.16)

X

where the symmetric matrix M. (t) equals
M., (t) = Ria()FR12(t). (3.17)
Recall that the dimension of the rectangular matrix Rz is 2n x 2M. The vector d.(t) equals
0x(t) = Raa(t)y — Ru1 () Aq(t) — Raa () Ac (?). (3.18)

Direct inspection shows that the propagator (.1¢) (and, consequently, its convolution with any initial
function) satisfies the Fokker-Planck equation (R.1§) with the following drift matrix A and vector K,

A =R R, (3.19)
K = 0. — AJ.. (3.20)
The matrix of diffusion coefficients reads
D= % (M* ~AM, — M*Z&) — sym [(Rw - RllRﬁlRu) Fﬁu} , (3.21)
where we have introduced the notation
symA = % (A + 2&) . (3.22)

Thus we have proved that the evolution of the Wigner function of any subsystem of a closed quadratic
quantum system is governed by some effective Fokker-Planck equation, provided the initial state of the
“remaining part of the system” is Gaussian. However, the coeflicients of the equation obtained in this
way depend, as a rule, on time even for a time-independent Hamiltonian of the closed system.

4 Two coupled oscillators

Let us illustrate the formulas of the preceding section, applying them to a very simple special model,
where both the “subsystem under study” and the “reservoir” are the harmonic oscillators with a single
degree of freedom. This example admits exact solutions, in contrast to the more realistic situation of a
reservoir with a very large number of degrees of freedom, where one has to make various simplifications
and approximations to obtain a closed result that would be easy to analyze. Consider first the free
Hamiltonian

P 1 2.2 3 1 2. 2
Hy = . + 3 MIwIT] + 2y + 5 Mawa T (4.1)
and the most general quadratic interaction Hamiltonian
Hipg = 9ppp1D2 + gpaP1%2 + JopT1P2 + Yoo 122 (4.2)



We assume all the coefficients to be time-independent. In the notation of the preceding section we should
write

q = (p1,71,p2,72) , Q= (p1,71), £ = (p2,22).
Then the matrix A = —XB (see Eq. (B.4)) reads

0 ) _mIW% —Yzp —Jzzx
mi 0 g Jpx
A= ! pp P . 4.3
_gpac —Gxz O L _m2w§ ( )
9pp 9xp My 0

Its characteristic equation turns out to be biquadratic:

det(A — iwl) = o — (W} + wd + 2A) o? + wiwd + A% — g =0, (4.4)
where
A =det A5 = 9pp9zz — GpxJxp, (4'5)
2
g mi ma
9= m1x7”glc%2 * m_2w%gz2m + m_lwggip + mlme%wggf’P' (4.6)

The solutions of Eq. (.4) are as follows:

1 (11 3
T ﬁ([5(“erwg)+(wfw§+ﬁ2—9)l/2+A]

3
+ B (Wi +w3) — (wiws + A% — 9)1/2 + A} )
(two other solutions are equal to —wy ).

Thus, the evolution of two coupled harmonic oscillators can be described explicitly for quite arbitrary
quadratic interaction Hamiltonians with time-independent coefficients. If both frequences given by Eq.
(4.7) are real, then the particles perform harmonic oscillations. For certain parameters complex normal
frequencies are possible. Then the motion becomes aperiodic. However, since any normal frequency wy or
w_ is accompanied by the frequency with the opposite sign, it is impossible to obtain damped oscillations
of either particle. The coordinate and momentum of any oscillator will increase with time.

To illustrate this statement, let us consider first the case (which seems the most natural) of the
interaction via the coordinates, where the only nonzero coefficient in Eq. (Q) iS gz Then A =0, and
for sufficiently strong coupling, when g > w?w3, we have the real frequency w, and the pure imaginary
frequency w_:

1 R 2
w+:w_{[g+1(wf—w§)} +§(wf+w§)} , (4.7
1
— Lo 2)2 Y2 2 2 ’
w_ =i\, A=< |g+ 1 (w} — w3) ~3 (W} +w3) p . (4.8)
Solving Eq. (B-4), we obtain the following formula for the matrix Ry (¢):
P+ coswt + p_ cosh At m1 (—wpy sinwt + Ap_ sinh At)
Ry = : (4.9)
7 (2= sinwt + &= sinh ) p+ coswt + p_ cosh At
where .
1 1 1 o2
pe=te b for fet-utr] (410

We see that the oscillations of the first particle actually increase. Its energy is derived from the nonpositive
definite potential energy of the whole system, since the whole system turns out to be unstable when



g > wiw3. Note that Eq. (@) still holds even if gz, # 0. If gz = gap = 0, but gpp # 0 and g,z # 0, we
obtain, instead of Eq. (@), the expression

p+ coswt + p_ cosh At —miw} (& sinwt + &= sinh At)

Ry, = , (4.11)
L (wpy sinwt + Ap_ sinh \t) P4 coswt + p_ cosh At

mi wl

with the same values of w and A (provided, of course, g > wiw3).

Both frequencies w; and w_ have nonzero imaginary parts provided the argument of the first square
bracket in Eq. (4.7) is positive while the argument of the second square bracket is negative. Then the
following inequality must hold:

i(w%—w§)2+A(w%+wg)+g<O. (4.12)

Assuming for the sake of simplicity that w; = wy = wp, we can rewrite it as
_ 2
(mlmQ) ! [(mlgzz + m2wggpp) + Wg (mlgpz - m29x;0)2:| <0. (413)

If w > 0, the only possibility for fulfilling this inequality is to assume that the masses have opposite
signs. Of course, such a system is unstable, and it can be considered only as an extremely simplified
model. Nonetheless, sometimes the models of this sort were considered [p3]. So we discuss briefly this
case as well. Suppose for simplicity that m; = 1, mg = —1. Then g < 0. The square roots in Eq. (4.7)
can be extracted if |g| = 2w3|Al. In this case the imaginary parts of wy differ from zero, provided A < 0.
Such a situation holds for the following relations between the coupling coefficients:

Gap = Gpzs  Gax = —Wi3Gpp- (4.14)
Then »
w4t = wo i, v =|AY? = (ggz + nggp) (4.15)
The explicit form of the matrix Ri; reads
B cos wot —w sin wot
Ruy = coshoi H wy ! sinwot cos wot H (4.16)

Consequently, the amplitude of the oscillations increases without bound. The drift matrix A (B.19)
depends on time as follows:

2
A H vtaxllhvt yta;:}?yt H (4.17)
An interesting model described by the Hamiltonian
H = p1p2 + wiz12 + 7 (w2p2 — 21p1) (4.18)
was proposed for the first time by Bateman [@] The Lagrangian
L =iyds — (wi +7%) 2122 + 7 (2182 — 2172) (4.19)

was considered by Morse and Feshbach [p4]. This system was investigated, e.g., in [Fg] (see also [LJ]).
The equations of motion in this case read

i1+ 2y + (wg +77) 21 =0, i+ 2yis + (w§ +77) 32 = 0. (4.20)

Consequently, at the classical level we have damping in the first mode and amplification in the second
mode. Moreover, at the classical level both particles are completely independent due to Eq. () The
quantum picture is more complicated, since the quantum behaviour is governed not by the second-order
equations of motion, but by the Hamiltonian ({.1§), in which the dynamical variables of both particles
are entangled. (The nonunique correspondence between the equations of motion and the Lagrangians or
Hamiltonians leading to them, as well as related ambiguities of quantization, were investigated in detail

in [p7). It can be proved [57, f§ that no Hamiltonian leading to Eq. ([£20) and coinciding with Eq. (1))



for v = 0 exists.) In particular, the velocity of each particle is determined by the generalized momentum
of the other particle:
Ty = p2 — Y1, To = p1 + YT2.
The two other Hamilton equations read
N 2 S 2
P1 =79P1 — Wy2, P2 = VP2 — WoT1.
In terms of the blocks of the matrix R these equations can be rewritten as follows:

le = aR; + bRy, ng = bR — aRoy, (k =1,2) (4.21)

where a and b are 2 x 2 matrices,

Iy 0 o —wd
S PR S Far |

Eliminating the matrix Roj we obtain the second-order equation
Ri; — 2aRa; + (7 +w) Rux = 0. (4.22)
Seeking its solution in the form R = exp(At)Rg we obtain the characteristic equation
A? —2aA + (v + wf) I =0,

whose solution reads
A=a+ inI.

Taking into account the initial conditions
Rll(O) = I, Rll(O) = a, ng(O) = O, R12(0) = b,
we obtain finally the matrices

et 0 .
R11 = COS th 0 e_,yt R12 = Sin th

)

’ 0 —wget
—1_—~t
wgy e 0

Consequently, after averaging over the state of the second particle we have a system with a damped
coordinate, but with a momentum increasing in time without bound. Moreover, the momentum will no
longer be related to the velocity. The drift matrix ) in the Fokker-Planck equation for the averaged
Wigner function of the first particle depends on time as follows:

A H wo tan(wot) + 7y 0 H

0 wo tan(wot) — 7

We see that the reduction of “Bateman’s mirror model” () does not lead to a damped quantum
oscillator in the conventional meaning of this term.

5 Oscillator in a thermostat: weak coupling limit

We now proceed to a more realistic model, where the oscillator under study (its frequency will be denoted
by wp) is coupled to a large number of other oscillators with frequencies w;. This model was the subject
of investigations in many papers: see, e.g., [IE]—[] A more comprehensive reference list can be found
in the review [@] We assume that each oscillator is described by the standard Hamiltonian

1
2
with unit mass (this can easily be achieved by rescaling the coordinates), while the quadratic interaction
Hamiltonian is chosen in the most general form:

Hing = Z (zipipo + vipixo + uiTipo + gixiTo) - (5.1)

7



The coupling constants z;, v;, u;, g; are assumed to be time independent.
Equation @) and its initial condition are equivalent to the following equations and initial conditions
for the blocks of the matrix R of (B.12)):

Ri1 = ARt + ApRo, R.:1(0) =1, (5.2)
Ro; = Az Riy + ARy, R2:(0) =0, (5.3)
Rz = ARz + A2Rao, R12(0) =0, (5.4)
Ras = As1Riz + A2 Ras, R2(0) =1 (5.5)
The 2 x 2 matrix A1; and the 2M x 2M matrix Ase (M is the number of oscillators in the reservoir) read
o —wi 0 —diag (wi,...,w?,...)
An = H 1 0 ‘ H diag(1,...,1,...) 0 ' (5.6)
The matrices A;2 and As; are rectangular with the dimensions 2 x 2M and 2M X 2, respectively:
o —/l)l ... _U’L “ e —gl ... _gl ...

e e | on

—ur -9

Ui —gi
Aoy = . o I (5.8)

Zi (%

In this section we consider the case where all the elements of the interaction matrices Ao and A
are small. Then we may use perturbation theory. In the zeroth approximation we obtain from Eq. (@)

R{Y(t) = exp (Anit). (5.9)

Putting this expression into the right-hand side of Eq. (E) we obtain the first-order solution for the
matrix Roq,

t
Rgll) (t) = exp (Azzt)/ exp (—Aga7) A2y exp (A117) dr. (5.10)
0

Then Eqs. (B.19) and (5.9) lead to the following first-order approximation for the matrix A governing
the evolution of the average values of the subsystem variables according to Eq. (R.1§):

—1
AD = A+ AnRY () [RP©)] (5.11)

Taking into account Egs. (5.9) and (b.10) and making the change of variable t —7 = z in the integrand
we arrive at the formula

¢
n= A — A11 = Alz/ exp (./422;6) ./421 exp (—A11$) dzx. (5.12)
0
The solutions to Eqs. (5.4) and (f.9) in the same approximation read

RS () = exp (Aaat), (5.13)

t
R§12) (t) = exp (Allf)/ exp (—A117) A1z exp (AgoT) dr. (5.14)
0



Then the diffusion matrix of the Fokker-Planck equation (R.1§), due to Egs. (B.21]) and (5.4), reads

D = sym (AR (OFRL (1)

The explicit forms of the matrices qu) (t) and Rgg) (t) are as follows:

coswpt  —wp sinwot
t) = RO
exp (Ai1t) H wy sinwgt  coswot ' )
di + dine(—w: sin w-t
exp (Agot) = H iag(cos w;t) iag(—w; sinw;t)

diag(w; ! sinw;t) diag(cos w;t)
If we choose the thermostat variance matrix to be

Fo H diag (w? f;) . 0
0 diag (f;)

)

sym {Alz exp (Agot) F /Ot exp (AQQT) Aqs exp (—AHT) drexp (flut) } ) (5.15)

(5.16)

(5.17)

(5.18)

(in particular, F may be an equilibrium variance matrix for the thermostat variables), then it describes

the steady-state solution of Eq. (R.14) in the absense of the interaction:

F(t) = exp (Asst) Fexp (Amt) ~F.

(5.19)

Consequently, one may interchange the matrices exp (Agzt) and F in Eq. (5.19) in accordance with the

formula )
exp (Az2t) F = Fexp (—A22t> )

Then Eq. (p.15) assumes the form (z =t — 7)

t
D= Sym {/ exp (Aux) .A12 exp (—AQQZE) dx F./Ilz} .
0

The explicit expressions for the matrix elements of 2 x 2 matrix p of (p.12) are as follows:

%

Hiz = %Z [WQmSi(*) +wodi O 4+ GiCi(Jr)] ,
p21 = %Z {walmSi(*) —wytac) - ZiCi(Jr)} ,

%

1 _
22 = 5 Z [—Aisi(Jr) - WQZiSZ-( ) _ ,%Z-Cl.(Jr)} .
We have introduced the notation

Sz'(i) _ sin(w; — wo)t n sin(w; + wo)t

w; — Wo w; + wo

o — 1 — cos(w; — wo)t n 1 — cos(w; + wo)t

K2

w; — wo wj + wo

Other parameters are the bilinear combinations of the coupling constants:

Ay = giz; — uqv;, Ri = WiZziV;i + giti/wi,
_ T o, 9 IR
G; = wivi + g7 Jwi, Z; = wiz? + uifw;.

(5.20)

(5.21)

(5.22)

(5.23)

(5.24)

(5.25)

(5.26)

(5.27)

(5.28)



Eq. (p.21]) results in the following expressions for the elements of the diffusion matrix D:

Dy = %Z%‘fi {Gisi(ﬂ +wol ST — woﬁici(i)} ; (5.29)

D= L ¥t [ s it 60
1 (+) —1¢, 2 (=)

Dy = 5 ZWlfl [—mSi + (2&)0) (wOZi - Gz) Cz ] . (531)

We see that in the general case both the drift matrix and the diffusion matrix have rather complicated
time dependences. However, under certain conditions the formulas can be simplified, if we proceed to
the continuum limit. This means that we assume the number of oscillators in the reservoir to be very
large and the frequencies w; to be so close to each other that we may replace the sums by integrals over
dw; = dw. Then we need to calculate integrals of the following type:

B sin(w £ wo)t
o+ —/cp(w) P dw, (5.32)
1 — cos(w & wp)t

From physical considerations it is clear that the elements of the matrices p and D are determined mainly
by the terms in Eqs. (5.29)-(5.25) and (5.29)-(F.31]) that correspond to frequencies near wp, since the
most effective interactions between the oscillator under study and the thermostat oscillators take place
under resonance condition. Indeed, for a sufficiently smooth function ¢(w) and for ¢ > wy ', only points
belonging to the domain |w —wp| < ¢~! make a significant contribution to the integrals (@) and (.39),
due to the rapid oscillations of the trigonometric functions outside this domain. Thus, assuming that
w = wp in all the functions except sin(w + wp)t, we may evaluate the integral o as follows:

~ M /w2 ¢(wo)

oy = 20 sin(w + wp)t dw = St

[cos(wr + wo)t — cos(wa + wp)t] .
w1

Consequently, we may neglect the value of o4 at wpt > 1. The same is true for the integral

/w(w)icos(w oot gy 0 <i) .
w 4+ wo wot

As concerns the integral o_, its value does not depend on time for ¢ > w ! since making the substitutions
T =w — wq, y = xt, we obtain

o = p(wp) / sin vt dz = ¢(wo) / si;ly dy = mp(wo). (5.34)

x
To evaluate the integral [ @(w)%;‘:“)t dw we use the Taylor expansion p(w) = ¢(wp) + ¢ (wo)(w —
wo) + - - -, make the substitution x = w — wyp, and expand the limits of integration from —oo to co. Then
the first integral vanishes, because the function cos(xt)/x is odd. The second integral decreases at least
as 1/t when t — oco. Therefore, we may assume that the integrals d1 do not depend on time at wot > 1:

5y :/J’{—“ﬁodw. (5.35)

In the case of the “minus” sign the principal value of the integral is implied: it is designated with the
symbol f ', We arrive at the following expressions for the matrix elements of the matrices 1 and D in the
continuum limit:

11 = —%m/(wo) [A(wo) + wo_lG(woﬂ + // % dw, (5.36)
0
12 = %m/(wo)woﬁ(wo) +/ % [w%A(w) —i—wG(o.))] dw, (5.37)
0
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par = gt ) — [ L A@) +wz () (5.38)

w? —wg
p = —grvln) [8on) + o Z (o)) - [ DD (5:39
Dus = grotin)enlen fon ) + Glan)) o [ LD g, (5.40)
Daa = o)) [Ben) + wnZen)] + [ LR g, (5.41)
Dy = —%wu(wo)wo flwo)r(wo) + / I %)V;? (W5 Z(w) = G(w)] dw. (5.42)

Here v(w) is the density of states function, whereas the functions Z(w), G(w), etc. are obvious general-
izations of functions defined in Eq. (5.24).

In principle, the frequency dependences of the coupling constants can be chosen in such a way that
the integrals in Eqs. (p.36)-(5.49) vanish. For instance, this is possible provided the corresponding
combinations of functions &, v, f, G, Z, A/w, understood as functions of the argument r = w?, do not
change their values under the reflection in the point 2o = w?, and these functions (or at least the density
of states) decrease sufficiently rapidly with distance from the point xg in both directions. In such a case
all the coefficients p;; and D;i are determined by the values of the aforementioned functions at the point

wp. Moreover, the diffusion coefficients are proportional to the corresponding elements of the matrix u:

Dll = —wgfolu,ll, D22 = —fOIU/QQ, D12 - _fO,LL12 = _w(z)folu’21' (543)

We see that in the continuous weak coupling limit the reduced Wigner function of the oscillator obeys
(under certain conditions) the Fokker-Planck equation (R.1§) with time-independent coefficients at times
t> wy L. Let us check, however, whether condition (R.27) is fulfilled. Since TrA = Tryu, then due to Eq.
(b.43) we must check the inequality

Wi fR i pon — fipdy = B2 (i + po2)? /16. (5.44)

Taking into account Eqs. (5-30)-(F-39) and Eq. (5.2§), we arrive at the inequality (all the functions are
taken at the point w = wy)

(4fw/h)? [2A% + A(WZ + Gjw)] > 28 + (wZ + G/w)]*. (5.45)

It cannot be satisfied for an arbitrary choice of coupling constants. For instance, it is violated if
A =0, or when any three of four coefficients g, z, u, v vanish.

This result seems paradoxical. Indeed, we started from the exact equation of motion for the density
matrix of a closed system, found the exact solution to this equation, and after this we performed averaging
over the thermostat degrees of freedom. Since the laws of quantum mechanics were not violated at any
step, the reduced density matrix must be positive definite at any time for quite arbitrary coupling
constants. On the other hand, if, for instance, z; = u; = v; = 0, then inequality (p.45) does not hold.
Hence, following the reasonings given in Sec. E, we could obtain a nonpositive definite density matrix in
the process of evolution!

This apparent contradiction is resolved in the following way. Inequality () is a necessary and
sufficient condition ensuring that any density matrix that was positive definite at any instant of time
will remain positive definite at all subsequent moments. But in the problem under study we have the
selected instant ¢t = 0: this is just the moment when the interaction with the thermostat was turned on.
Since in the presence of the interaction with the environment the evolution of the oscillator density matrix
is nonunitary, the set of density matrices p(t) arising from all initially admissible density matrices p(0)
does not coincide with the set of all admissible density matrices. In particular, correct initial density
matrices cannot turn into the specific ones that could become nonpositive definite at some instant of
time in the case of violation of inequality ) Therefore, there is no need to check conditions like
(B-27) or (p.44), (p.45) when the density matrix of the subsystem is obtained by reduction of the exact
density matrix of the closed system: the reduced density matrix (calculated with the proper accuracy)
turns out to be positive definite automatically.




However, if the goal is the derivation of a self-consistent Fokker-Planck equation on the basis of a
“microscopic” model of the oscillator interacting with a large reservoir, then we have to recognize that
the underlying “microscopic” model cannot be quite arbitrary: its parameters must satisfy rather strong
restriction (), in order to prevent the appearance of the unphysical solutions when this equation is
applied to arbitrary initial states.

Returning to the analysis of Egs. )—(), we notice that the matrix

2
_ || wafo O
e o
satisfies, due to Eq. (F.43), the relation
AF) +FyA +2D = 0. (5.47)

This means that Fy is the steady state solution to Eq. (R.19) for the oscillator variance matrix, inde-
pendently of the concrete values of the coefficients of the drift matrix u;;. In particular, if

h
fo = 2—“}0 coth (ﬁ) 5 (54‘8)

then the matrix () coincides with the equilibrium variance matrix of the oscillator. Consequently, the
steady state solution of the Fokker-Planck equation with the coefficients ()-() is the equilibrium
Wigner function of the oscillator, if the thermostat itself is in the equilibrium state. Moreover, we may
imagine a situation with

hWQ -
- o> .
2w0 E a; coth (2kTi) , igzl o; =1, o; >0, (5.49)

Then, the oscillator under study exhibits relaxation to the Gaussian steady state with the variance matrix
given by Egs. (b.46) and (5.49). Such a situation may be realized when the thermostat consists of several
large independent subsystems possessing their own temperatures (see, e.g., [E]) In this case n is the
number of subsystems, and «; is the “weight” of each subsystem.

We see that the final steady state of the oscillator weakly interacting with a thermostat does not
depend on the concrete values of the coupling constants, provided the thermostat was initially in an
equilibrium or quasi-equilibrium (described by Eq. () state. Now let us analyze possible forms of the
drift matrix A. Due to the property p12 = w@pa its characteristic equation det(A — AI) = 0 reads

AN — (11 + po2) A+ Wi + pi1fioe — pazpiar = 0. (5.50)
The solutions to this equations can be written as A\j 2 = —v &£ w,, with
> 1 2
We = |Wo — 7 (H11 — pa2)”™ — pazpan | (5.51)
1 1 1 1
v = —ETr,u =-3 (11 + po2) = Zm/(wo) [2A0 + woZo + wy ' Go) - (5.52)

The last formula holds even when the integrals in Egs. (f.30) and (f.39) are not equal to zero. Assuming
the damping coefficient v to be positive and comparing Egs. () and (, we may rewrite inequality
(F-49) as follows (recall that all functions are taken at w = wp):
(4fw/h)2A > 20 + (WZ + Gjw) = 4y/[rv(w))]. (5.53)
In particular, for an equilibrium thermostat at zero temperature (when f = %/2w) we obtain the relation
2A > wZ + GJw, (5.54)
which due to Eq. () turns into the inequality

(u +v)% + (wz — g/w)? <0. (5.55)
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Thus we arrive at a striking conclusion: the microscopic model of the interaction between the oscillator
and the equilibrium reservoir at zero temperature, based on the general quadratic Hamiltonian (@), leads
to the Fokker-Planck equation with time independent coefficients, valid for any physically admissible
initial states of the oscillator, if and only if the coupling constants at the main oscillator frequency satisfy
the restriction

Uy = —vp, 20 = go/w?. (5.56)

In this case Eqs. (5.36)-(F.39) yield
H11 = H22, p12 = p21 =0, (5.57)

so we have the unique drift matrix

|- 0
172
with the damping coefficient

v = mv(wo)Ao, Ao = ui + ga Jwi. (5.59)

Due to Eq. ) the frequency w, in formula () exactly equals the oscillator eigenfrequency wy.
The equations of motion for the average values of the coordinate and momentum read

p=—p— wir, (5.60)

T =p—yx. (5.61)

One can see that consistent quantum mechanical consideration do not result in the conventional classical
equations (2.16). To understand the origin of Eqs. (p.60) and (F.61]), let us introduce the annihilation
and creation operators

WQj? + ’Lﬁ it wO.f — Zﬁ
T A a4 = —),

V2hwo V2l

which are the most natural for the description of a quantum oscillator. It turns out that precisely Egs.
(6-60), (F-61)) lead to uncoupled equations for a and a':

(5.62)

EL:

b= —iwod—a, & =iwoa — yal. (5.63)

Denoting the annihilation and creation operators for the thermostat oscillators by ¢; and éj we may
rewrite the interaction Hamiltonian (@) (for thermostat oscillators whose frequencies coincide with wy)
as follows:

Hypg(wo) =h S (5()&63 + 53&*@) , (5.64)

wWi=wo
do = go/wo + iuo, Ag = |50]*.

Hamiltonian ( was considered in almost every paper devoted to the models of a quantum damped
oscillator (see, e.g., review [E]) But frequently it was chosen only because it is the simplest one. We
have shown in fact that it is the only possible quadratic interaction Hamiltonian ensuring the validity of
the resulting Fokker-Planck equation for any initial states taken at any initial times. This is probably
related to the quantum nature of the interactions between the systems: each act of interaction must
consist in the annihilation of a quantum in one system and its creation in another system. Precisely the
Hamiltonian () expresses this property in the most distinct form.

Nonetheless we have no sufficient grounds for claiming that other interaction (quadratic) Hamiltonians
should be excluded. But they will result in the Fokker-Planck equation with time-dependent drift and
diffusion matrices describing nonexponential relaxation.

Recall that we assumed the integrals in Eqs. (b.36)-(5.49) to equal zero. What will happen if
we abandon this assumption, but assume instead that the constraints (p.5d) hold for all the coupling
constants? In this case we have x(w) = 0 at all frequencies. Furthermore, G(w) = w?Z(w) = wA(w).
Consequently, the integral terms “survive” only in the off-diagonal elements of both matrices p and D:

H11 = H22 = —7,

Hi2 = /IV(LA(O;) [wg + w?] dw,

2 _
w wo
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3

2 _ 2
w wy

uﬂ__/’wdw

D11 = wngg, D22 = ’}/f(WQ), D12 = —% /f(w)w(w) dw (565)

(the function v(w) is defined by Eq. (5.59) with wq replaced by w).

The presence of nonzero coefficients p12 and pe; may be interpreted as some kind of renormalization
of mass and eigenfrequency of the main oscillator due to the interaction with the environment. However,
inequality (2.2() is obviously violated at zero temperature, when f = %i/2w, since due to Eq. (p.65)
coefficient D15 is strictly negative for all temperatures (evidently, both functions v(w) and f(w) are
positive). This example shows once more that the self-consistent Fokker-Planck equations with time-

independent coefficients can be derived from microscopic models only in exceptional cases.

6 Oscillator in a magnetic field. Weak coupling with a thermo-
stat

We now consider, within the framework of the same scheme, the case where the subsystem under study is
a two-dimensional isotropic oscillator with eigenfrequency wy and mass m placed in a uniform magnetic
field H characterized by the cyclotron frequency

w = eH/mec. (6.1)
The Hamiltonian of this subsystem reads
Hy = L (724 72) + 1mw2 (z® +y°) (6.2)
2%m T Yy 2 0 )

where 7, and 7, are the operators of the kinetic momentum projections, related to the canonical mo-
mentum p and the vector potential A in the usual way:

7 =p— (e/c)A(x,y), [ftz, Tty] = thmw. (6.3)

The problem of constructing the Fokker-Planck equation for this subsystem is reduced to that solved
in the previous section, because the Hamiltonian (@) can be expressed as a sum of two oscillator
Hamiltonians:

Hoy = hw. (a*d + %) + Fiw_ (BTZS + %) : (6.4)

The annihilation operators
a= (2mhQ)~V? (7, +ift, + mw_ (§ — i#)], (6.5)
b= (2mhQ) "2 [#, — i, — mw, (§ + id)] (6.6)

satisfy the commutation relations

The frequencies are defined as follows:

wy = =(Q+w), Q= (v’ + 4w§)1/2 , Wiw_ = wi. (6.8)

N =

In the continuous weak coupling limit the self-consistent equations of motion for the first-order average
values of the operators a and b are given by Eq. (), provided one replaces wy with wy and w_.
Furthermore, two different damping coeflicients are possible: they are determined by the density of states

and coupling constants at the frequencies wy (see Eqs. () and ())

v = mv(ws)6(ws)*. (6.9)



The relations inverse to Egs. (6.9) and (p.4) read

Fo = (/2002w (a+af) +w- (b+07)], (6.10)
#t, = i(mh/20)1/> [w+ (a" —a) +w_ (B—BT)}, (6.11)
& = i(h/2mQ) 2 [a —at+b— zﬂ , (6.12)
= (h/2mQ)"/? [a+af —b- iﬂ}. (6.13)

The average values of the coordinates and the kinetic momenta obey equations resulting from equations

of the form of (f.63):

Te = —QTTg + Wy — mng + mwgey, (6-14)
7'ry = —WTy — QTy — mwge:v — mwgy, (6-15)
t=m lm, — mfleﬂ'y —nz, (6.16)
y=mtem, + m tm, —ny. (6.17)

We have introduced the notation

a=(vrwy +7-w_) /2, n=(1rw-+7-wys) /R e=(y-—74)/Q (6.18)

The second-order equations of motion read
i+ (- )i —wi+ (wh +7-74) ¢ — (y-wy — 1w )y =0, (6.19)

J4 (- +r0) g +wi+ (Wi +7-74) y+ (r-wy — 3w )z =0. (6.20)

We see that “one-photon” interaction with a thermostat of the form of () results in coordinate-
dependent forces perpendicular to the vector r = (x,y) and proportional to the damping coefficients.
The necessity of introducing such forces was shown earlier in [@, @, @] within the framework of a
phenomenological approach. As was demonstrated in these papers, if the second-order equations of
motion (for a charged particle or oscillator placed in a uniform magnetic field) contain the term —~r,
then it is impossible to satisfy simultaneously Eq. ) with the equilibrium matrix M(T') for all
temperatures (including 7' = 0) and condition (R.20), unless a force of the form f = [h x r] is introduced.
Now we have arrived at the same result on the base of the microscopic model. Moreover, the relation
between the velocity and the kinetic momentum becomes much more complicated than in the conservative
case (see Egs. (6.19) and (6.17).

It is clear from the preceding section that the steady state Wigner function at ¢ — oo coincides with
the equilibrium distribution that was found in refs. [E, ] Since this distribution is Gaussian, it is
completely determined (see Eq. @)) by the equilibrium variance matrix

M, 0 0 M,
(eq) 0 Mﬂ’ —Ma O

M 0 M, M, 0 | (6.21)

M, 0 0o M,

mh§) R W,
My = 0 [(1 + W) sinh Q — 25 smhw} ; (6.22)
hsinh Q
M, = 0 (6.23)
M, = % [% sinh Q — sinh@} , (6.24)
where ) )

Q(B) = coshQ — cosh@, Q= 3O &= o Bhw, (6.25)

and 8 = 1/kT is the inverse temperature of the thermostat.
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The drift matrix A corresponding to Eqs. (p.14)-(p.17) reads

2 2
—a w —mw20 mwoe2
—w —« —mwie  —mw,
A = “ ) 0 0 (6.26)
m —m” € —n 0
m~te m! 0 —n

Putting this matrix into Eq. () with the matrix M (%) instead of Fy we obtain the diffusion matrix

D, 0 0 D,

0 D, -D, 0
D=| o 5 Db o (6.27)
D, 0 0 D,
with the following coefficients,
Dp= R T yw?) sinh© — (14w? — y_w?) sinha (6.28)
"= 500 Yywi 4+ y-w? ) sin Yrwi —y-w?)sinh@|, .
h N L
D, = 390 [(”erer —y_w_)sinhQ — (vywy +y-w-) smhw} , (6.29)
h A o
D, = MO0 {(’}ur +v-)sinhQ — (y4 —v-) smhw} . (6.30)
In particular, at zero temperature (8 = co) we obtain
1 mh
DLW 20 (4w +7-w?),
h
pflow) 2q (+w+ —7-w-),
I
plowy — T ). 31
B 5 (1 +7-) (6.31)
In the opposite, high-temperature, case (8 — 0) we have
. . kT .
phieh) — 1, phisy - 200 phigh) e (6.32)

2
mwg

It is noteworthy that all three diffusion coefficients remain nonzero even in the high temperature limit,
which is usually identified with the quasiclassical limit. Recall that in classical statistical mechanics it is
usually implied that the only nonzero diffusion coefficient is D.

Various sets of the diffusion coefficients compatible with inequality ) and leading to an equilibrium
steady state (with the variance matrix (6.21)) in the limit of infinitely small damping were constructed
within the framework of the phenomenological approach in [@] However, none of them had a structure
similar to that given by Eqs. (6.29)-(6.30).

For example, only the coefficient D, was proportional to the temperature in the high-temperature
limit, whereas the other diffusion coefficients decreased as 1/kT, in contrast to Eq. (-32). This difference
is due to at least two causes. First, it was assumed in @, @, @] that the elements A4 and Aso of the drift
matrix must be zero, although the elements A4 and As3 could be nonzero. Eq. () shows that within
the framework of the microscopic approach such a choice is impossible, since all these coefficients are
proportional to the parameter e. Furthermore, in the aforementioned papers we admitted the possibility
that some coefficients of the drift matrix (those related to the damping) could depend on temperature.
In principle, such a possibility (i.e., the time dependence of the coupling constants in the interaction
Hamiltonian) is not excluded within the framework of the microscopic approach as well. Then the high
temperature limit of the diffusion matrix coefficients could be quite different from Eq. (p.39).

The expressions )—() are simplified in the special case of the equal damping coefficients, when

Y+ = Y- = 70!

- w  —mw? 0

2

) _ —w =Y 0 —mwj
A% = m-1 0 0 0 , (6.33)

0 m~1 0 —Y%



I3 -
D5,0> = 7”;9220 [(wQ + 2w§) sinh Q — w2 sinh d}} , (6.34)
K .
D) = 29722 [o.; sinh ) — Qsinh &)} , (6.35)
o &
0) _
D) = 00 sinh €. (6.36)

If coefficient v_ tends to zero sufficiently rapidly as w_ — 0, then the set of diffusion coefficients
(6-28)-(b-30) possesses the finite limit for a free particle in a magnetic field, when wp = w_ =0, Q = w,

Vo(wy =w) =1

1
D, = §7mhw coth @, (6.37)
1 -
D, = 57/‘1 coth®, (6.38)
h
D, = 2ZW coth@, (6.39)
a =", n=0, e=—vy/w. (6.40)

In this case the operators b and bt become the integrals of motion, whose real and imaginary parts
are connected with the center-of-orbit operators in a uniform magnetic field [50-[62.

One should remember, however, that the results obtained in this section can be justified only under
rather strong limitations imposed on the interaction Hamiltonian. First, it must be written in the specific
form () at the resonant frequencies. Secondly, the off-resonance terms must ensure the disappearance
of the integral terms in Eqs. (F.36)-(F.49). In particular, the density of states must decrease sufficiently
rapidly as w — oo.

All these conditions are violated, for example, in the case where the role of a reservoir is played by a
quantized electromagnetic field coupled to the oscillator by means of the standard interaction Hamiltonian
in the dipole approximation:

Hypy = _%(%ml/? > W—\/ZJ—U) e(kj,0) + ¢l (kj,0)] (6.41)

where é(k;, o) is the operator of annihilation of a photon with wave vector k;, frequency w; = clk;|, and
polarization o; 7, is the unit polarization vector perpendicular to the vector k;. The density of states
is proportional to w? in this case, and the integrals in Eqgs. ()-() diverge. Consequently, in this
case the radiation damping leads to nonexponential relaxation.
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