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Abstract

Quantum correlations and coherence generated between two free spinless
particles in the lattice, interacting with a common quantum phonon bath, are
studied. The reduced density matrix is solved using the Markov approach. We
show that the bath induces correlations between the particles. The coherence
induced by the bath is studied, calculating off-diagonal elements of the density
matrix, spatiotemporal dispersion, purity and quantum mutual information. We
find a characteristic time-scale pointing out when this coherence is maximum.
In addition, a Wigner-like distribution in the phase-space (lattice) is introduced
as an indirect indicator of the quantumness of total correlations and coherence
induced by the thermal bath. The negative volume of the Wigner function
also shows a behavior which is in agreement with the time-scale that we have
found. A Gaussian distribution for the profile of particles is not obtained, and
interference patterns are observed as the result of bath-induced coherence.
As the temperature of the bath vanishes, the ballistic behavior of the tight-
binding model is recovered. The geometric quantum discord is calculated, to
characterize the nature of the correlations.

Keywords: dissipative quantum walks, quantum decoherence,
quantum correlation
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1. Introduction

In quantum systems, damping and fluctuations enter through the coupling with an external
large bath B. The conventional treatment computes the reduced density matrix of the sys-
tem, S, by expanding in the coupling strength to the bath and eliminating these variables.
Nevertheless, some extra approximations must be introduced to arrive at a completely positive
map [1]. This conclusion can be summarized in the appropriated structure that the quantum
master equation (QME) must have after the elimination of the bath. In fact, this QME is
known to be acceptable only for few particular cases [2—-6].

Here we study a minimal model that indeed leads to a well defined QME (completely posi-
tive infinitesimal semigroup); we can then compute, analytically, several quantum measures.
In this way we can show that a thermal bath not only generates dissipation, but indeed induces
coherence and nonclassical correlations between particles immersed in it [7]. In an analogous
way, total correlations generated between a Spin % (the system) and the Magnet apparatus
(pointer variable) coupled to a boson thermal bath show that correlations develop in time,
reach a maximum, then disappear later and later [5]. Other similar works have been proposed
to show bath-generated correlations in a system, induced from a thermal common bath [7].

In order to study bath-induced correlations, we present exact calculations on the dynamics
of spinless quantum walks (QWs) [8—10]. As expected, quantum measures will vanish as time
goes on due to dissipation. Then, the important point would be to characterize when these
induced correlations and coherences start to decrease. We will present analytical calculations of
these measures, and also compute the characteristic time-scale when they are maximal before
being wiped out by the dissipation. As an indirect measure of the quantum character of the state
of the system, the negative volume of the Wigner function and the quantum coherence from
off-diagonal elements of the density matrix—as a function of time—have also been studied.

There are several measures to get information concerning quantum correlations; in par-
ticular, we will focus on the quantum discord [11]. As we mentioned before, our system pre-
sents coherence and nonclassical correlations; in particular, we can indirectly measure the
nonclassical correlation by calculating the geometric quantum discord, which in fact is an
accepted measure despite its criticisms [12]. Then we can use these results to measure the
quantum-to-classical transition, for example, in qubit systems [13—15].

The simplest implementations that reflect the role of a coherent superposition can be pro-
posed in the framework of QW experiments, or its numerical simulations [16-21]. A dissipa-
tive QW (DQW) has also been defined as a spinless particle moving in a lattice and interacting
with a phonon bath [9, 22, 23]. In particular, in this work, we will implement explicit calcul-
ations for a system S constituted by two distinguishable particles in a one-dimensional regular
lattice. The present approach can also be extended to tackle the many-body fermionic particles
(or bosonic—see appendix A); then, to point out the interplay between particle—particle and
bath—particle interactions.

2. Dissipative quantum walks

The goal of this section is not to derive the completely positive infinitesimal generator; rather
to show explicitly the contribution of the bath-induced coherence to the system—see appendix
B. Here we introduce shift operators that define the model of two free distinguishable spinless
particles (system &) coupled to a common phonon bath B. The generalization to bosonic or
fermionic particles can be done in a similar way using Fock’s representation—see appendix A.

AQ3
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The total Hamiltonian for S coupled to a common bath B can be written using the Wannier
basis in the following way (for more details see [9, 23]). Let the total Hamiltonian be

Hr =Hs + Hp + Hsp. (1
Hs is the free tight-binding Hamiltonian (our system S)
Q4
Hs = 2Bl - - (a12 + alz) : )
here {aIz,alz} are shift operators for the particles labeled 1 and 2, and I the identity in the
Wannier basis
I= Z s, s") (s, 5|

5.8/

alylsi.st) = |s; + Losy) + |55+ 1) (3)

anlsy,s)) = |s; — L,s1) + |sj, 51 — 1). 4)

Note that a ‘shift operator’ translates each particle individually. Here we have used a
‘pair-ordered’ bra-ket|s;, s;) representing the particle ‘1’ at site s; and particle 2’ at site s;; note
that these operators generate the free tight-binding Hamiltonian (2)—see appendix A. From
equations (3) and (4) it is simple to see that

lab.an| =0, ®)
and also that
a12a12|sj,sl> =2ls,s) + |5 — Lsi+ 1)+ |sj + 1,5, — 1). (6)

Hp is the phonon bath Hg =), hka,i B, thus {B;,Bk} are bosonic operators char-
acterizing the thermal bath in equilibrium. In equation (1) the term Hsp is the interaction
Hamiltonian between S and B,

Hsp = hI' (6112 ® kaBk +al,® Z v,’;&i) , 7
k k

where v, represents the spectral function of the phonon bath, and I is the interaction parameter
in the model. This is a minimal interacting model useful for our purposed study. Getting the
QME from this interaction model produces clearly two separable contributions; this fact will
be studied in detail in the coming sections.

To study a non-equilibrium evolution for the system S, we calculate from (1)—elimi-
nating the bath variables—a dissipative quantum infinitesimal generator (see appendix A in
[24]). Therefore, tracing out bath variables, and in the Ohmic approximation, we can write the
Markov quantum master equation (QME) [1, 5, 23]:

dp —i D
ar :f [Het, p] + 5 (Zalzpalrz - aizalzp - pal2a;fz)
D
+ ) (2‘1129‘112 - alZa]lep - PaJlrzalZ> ) ®)

where D = I'*kgT/h; here, T is the temperature of the bath B. We point out that, due to the
particular interaction Hamiltonian model Hsp that we have used, it is possible to see that the
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algebrais closed for the operators of S, so that we can prove the QME is abonafide semigroup [6].
Adding —2E, + €2 to H7 the effective Hamiltonian becomes

T
+
Her = ) (I - f11226112> — hweanaly,

where w, is the frequency cut off in the Ohmic approximation. This Hamiltonian is the natural
extension of van Kampen’s Hamiltonian for two spinless particles in the lattice [9, 24].
From the QME (8) we can see that the term
-D

5 (Cl;[zalzp + palza;rz + alza:rzp + pa;fzalz) , ©)]

is responsible for generating coherence in the system (see appendix B); the structure of this
operator can be realized from the analysis of operators like alzaJ{z—see (6). The decoherence
of the system comes from the term

D
3 (2611206172 + 2a1r2pa12> ,

and its interpretation can be made simply in terms of one-step translations of particles (see
appendix A in Fock’s representation).

Here we will focus in the highly dissipative regime so we can take w, = 0 without lost
of generality. It can be seen from equation (8) that as D — 0 the unitary evolution is recov-
ered (the tight-binding model). The limit D — oo (or €2 — 0) corresponds to the case when
the effective Hamiltonian disappears, then we would expect a pure random dynamics corre-
sponding to two random walks (RW). Nevertheless, for the quantum two-body problem that
we are addressing, the classical profile, even when D/hS) > 1, cannot be reached because
coherence has been induced from the bath 5.

We will solve this QME (8) using a localized initial condition (IC) in the Wannier lattice, i.e.

p(t = 0) = 0,0)(0,0] = [0)(0]. (10)

The operational calculus in the QME will be done using a two-particle Wannier vector state to
evaluate elements of the density matrix p(z).

3. The two-body solution of QME

Using (3)-(6) the QME (8) can be worked out. In particular, to find the analytical solution of
p(t) is it simpler to do the calculations in Fourier representation. Thus, we introduce here the
two-particle Fourier basis (with similar calculus as used for the one-particle problem [14, 15,
23, 24]). The Fourier ‘bra-ket’ is defined in terms of the two particle Wannier basis in the form

1 o
|k1’k2> = 7 Z eifis1 gik2s |S1,S2> , 11
g S1,$92€EZ

here Z is the set of integer numbers. Thus equation (8) for two particles can be written as

d
& (ki ko |p(2)| Ky, k) = F (ki Ky, ko, k) (ks ko | p(2) [ Ky, &) (12)

Using the IC (10) and the braket (11) the solution in Fourier basis is



J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 00 (2017) 000000 M Nizama and M O Céceres

(kiska |p(0)] K ky) = e (kikedo), W)
where
F (ki kKo, k) = [ﬂn(kl’kn +F<1)(k2,k§)}
+2D[C (k1. k) + C (k. k})

— C (ky, ky) — C (K}, K5)]. (14)
We note that
FWO (k, k) = [;; (& — &) +2D (C (ki ki) — 1)] , (15)
is the one-particle infinitesimal generator in the Fourier representation where
= Q{1 —cosk}, (16)
that is, the eigenenergy of the free particle labeled ‘i* in the lattice [24]. The function
C (kl,kz) = COS (kl - kz) s (17)

takesintoaccounttheinteractioninduced betweenthe particles. Therefore, the second termin (14)
represents the interaction between particles mediated by the thermal bath. In order to get insight
into the mathematical meaning of this interaction we can solve a pseudo infinitesimal genera-
tor considering only the interaction term: 2D[C (k1, k%) + C (ka, k}) — C (k1. k2) — C (k}, k5)],
that comes from (9). In this case the solution will be normalized but the eigenvalues are not
necessarily positive. This contribution to the full infinitesimal generator (14) is responsible for
cross-terms producing coherence between the two particles—see appendix B.

If we solve (12) with D = 0 the solution will represent two free tight-binding particles in
the lattice (i.e. a unitary evolution). If we solve (12) with = 0 and neglect the mentioned
interaction, this case will represent a classical problem (two RWs). In addition, from (12) the
result: (ky,ka|dp(2)/dt|ki, kz) = O says that the diagonal Fourier elements are constant in time
(i.e. obey a momentum-like conservation law). In section 5, using the Wigner function, we
will comment on this statement.

The elements of p(¢) can be calculated on the Wannier basis, then we can write an analyti-
cal formula for p(#) in the real lattice: (s, s2|p(t)|s] 53). Using

|Sl,5‘2 / / dk,dk, e lklsleilkzszvq k2>

in the general solution of the QME (13), we get p(¢) in Wannier’s basis

+m 2
S

i=

k50 — iS55 o F (i k] ,kz,kz)
’

X e e
{sj,s;} € Z. (18)
These integrals can be done analytically considering Bessel’s properties:

oo [ee}

eizcosGZ Z l-njn(z)ein(?; ezcosﬁz Z In(z)einﬁ’

n—=—oo n—=—oo

where J,, and I, are Bessel’s functions of integer order n € Z. These functions satisfy [25]
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Jon(x) = (=1)"u(x), Ju(—x) = (=1)"Ju(x),
and
I_,(x) =1L,(x), L(—x) = (—=1)"L,(x).
Thus, we can write, finally, a closed expression for (s, s2|p(?)|s] ).
To simplify the notation we use o = %, tp = 2Dt whenever it is necessary, then

<S1,S2‘p<t)|sll,s/2> _ .(s;—s{+sz—s§)e—21,)Z(_1)n4+n5
{n1,n2,n3,n4,n5,n6} € Z
x JS‘+"1+”2+”5 (tQ) ‘]Sf+n1+n3+n4 (tQ)

X JSerVls*Vls*Hls (tQ) Js£+n27n4+n6 (tQ>

6
X HI’” (tp), {s;,s)} € Z. o)

ni=1

This solution is symmetric under the exchange of particles?® (i.e. preserving the symmetry of
the IC). Of course, p(#) is Hermitian, positive definite and satisfies normalization in the lattice,
that is

(s1.521p(0).58) = (sh. 510" (D ]s1.52). {152} € 2

o] = 3 (sisalp(dlsis) = LV,

{s1.}€Z (20)
the last line can be proved using Bessel’s properties:
D7 Lm0 (x) = In(2x) 1)
Z (=1)"Lngem (x)1 (x) = Gmp- (22)
n=-—o00

The fact that p() is positive definite, for all # > 0, follows from the structural theorem when it
is applied to our bonafide semigroup (8) [1].

The probability of finding one particle in site s; and another in s; is given by probability
profile

Py, 5, (1) = (s1:52|p(0) 51, 52),

and shows, for the present IC (10), the expected reflection symmetry in the plane: s; — s, = 0.
Equation (19) contains all the information concerning the bath-induced correlations (off-
diagonal elements). Note that Hs in (2) represents free distinguishable particles; the particle—
particle correlations are bath induced from (9).
In the case D = 0, i.e. a closed system without dissipation, we recover the density matrix
for two QWs (the tight-binding solution):

3To prove the invariance under the exchange of particles: {81 4> 52, 5] > 55}, note that in equation (19) n; are mute
variables; therefore, we can use the change of variables ny < ng, n, + n3 and finally ny <+ —ng4, ns <> —ns to check
this symmetry.
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j=2
(s1, 2l p()st, s2)p=0 = [ [ {7y, (1) Jy (t0) -
j=1
This means that for a localized IC and in a closed system, p(#) can be written for any time 7 > 0
as the direct product of two independent particles, i.e. p(t) = p1(t) ® pa(1) .
Interestingly, in the case D — oo (or 2 — 0) the classical regimen (two RWs) is not recov-
ered [26, 27] because B has created quantum coherence between them. Thus, in the case
D > Q/h the solution p(t) is not the direct product of two particles p(f) # p1(2) ® pa(2),

/
(s1.520p(D)]s}. 5)am0 = (—D)CTTVE, Ly 70

X Z (71)n1+n2 Isl+n1+n3 (tD)

{nimn3}€Z
X I*S2+n2+n3 (ID) Inl (tD> ]nz (tD)

X 131fSHn1+nz+n3 (tD) Ins (tD) s (23)

thus showing a complex pattern structure in terms of convolutions of classical profiles.
From equation (23) we note that when D > 1 we get the probability profile

Py (D> 1) #Py (D> 1) x Py(D> 1) =e
x Iy, (2D¢) I, (2Drx),

here Pj; is the classical probability for each particle j = 1, 2 in sites s; and s, respectively.
This result explicitly shows that in the asymptotic regime r — oo the classical profile is not
obtained. Thus the profile of probability for two DQW will not be a Gaussian distribution. As
we have commented before, this is so because off-diagonal elements in p(¢) have been gener-
ated by the evolution of the QME (bath-induced quantum coherence).

We note that due to the presence of the bath there is competition between dissipation and
building-up of coherence. This issue will be analyzed using different measures in the coming
sections.

3.1. Change of basis for p(t) for two DWQs

An outstanding conclusion can be observed by introducing a change of basis U] p(¢)U, in the
representation of the two-particle density matrix, which in fact is a function of parameters
(D, ) and the time +—see equation (19).

Among several possibilities, and in order to calculate eigenvalues rather than the eigenvec-
tors, here we define a (dynamic) change of basis using a time-dependent unitary transforma-
tion U, characterized by the elements

S Qr Qt
(s1,52|U4ls7,55) = i(s'+sz+sl+x2)-]sl_s;(E)Jsz—s;(f), (24)
with

<sl’52|UaU;r‘S/1’S/2> = 5S1,S{ 5S2,S£' (25)

Then, considering as before the IC p(r = 0) = |0,0)(0, 0|, it can be proved that
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(s1, 92| Ul p(t)Ualst, sh) = DY~ (s1,5|Ufs7. 55)

11111
SpSy 8195,

(s, 55 p(0)ls1".57")

X (s1,5"|Uals), 52)

sy—sy =2
= Os1+s52.51+5) (=1)> e 7

< 3 (1 (i)

ny,n2,ns

X In3 (tD)Ins (ID)Inz+ns+s1 (tD)

X In3+n5fsz (tD)In2+n5+ng+séfsz (tD>» (26)

in the last equality we have used Bessel’s identity » ° J(x)Js4p(x) = 6. Comparing (26)
with (23) we can conclude that in this new representation

pt) = Ulp()Us = p(2 = 0.D.1), 27)

i.e. p(r) does not depend on the tight-binding energy ). Then, it is simple to see that the new
p(t) is Hermitian and equal to the highly dissipative case, and of course normalized to one. In
addition, it can be proved that purity and entropy are invariant under this unitary transforma-
tion [28].

This is an interesting result because it allows us to study many quantum properties using
a simplest expression for the density matrix, instead of carrying on the analysis with the two
parameters (D, §2). Such properties as purity, entropy, etc, can be understood straightforwardly
in this new representation. We note that using U,, eigenvectors also will change, then a partial
trace would be affected by this map. But in the present paper, we do not calculate any partial
trace using U,.

3.2. Reduced density matrix for one particle

At this point it is interesting to calculate, from the full expression (equation 19), the reduced
density matrix for one particle. This analysis will help to understand the model and ultimately
the induced coherence in the system. To do this we trace out over the degrees of freedom of
one particle, say j = 2. Then, the reduced density matrix for one particle is obtained as

(1o (D)) = (a1 [Tralp(D)]lsh) = Y (s1.21p(0) s}, 52). (28)
$HEZ

Alternatively, note that using the Fourier expression equation (18) it is straightforward to find
that

(silpM(0)]s}) = 2m) / / ey dk, Mo —si 7O (k)1

with 7O (ky, k) = {F (&, — Sk;) + 2D (cos (ky — ki) — 1)}, the one-particle infinite gen-
erator. Then, we arrive at the result

<S1|p(1)(t)|s/l> = i(Slf»V;)e*fD EZZJ‘Y'—H! ([Q) Js;-‘rn (l‘Q) I, (tD) . (29)
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This marginal solution corresponds to the one-particle density matrix with IC
p(t =0) = ]0)(0|, and shows, when D >> 2/ asymptotically, the same behavior as a clas-
sical RW [24]—a result that is not entirely surprising because in the Hamiltonian (1) there
is originally no interaction between particles. We maintain that the correlations are built up
between the particles as a result of the interaction with 5. In the next section we will show that
the two-body profile does not behave as two classical random walks in any asymptotic regime.

3.3. Eigenvalues of p(t)

Here we calculate the eigenvalues of the density matrix for any fixed time. In the case of one
particle the expression for the eigenvalues is analytical. On the other hand, in the two-particle
case, numerical calculations can be done using our exact result written in terms of Bessel’s
functions.

3.3.1. The one-body reduced density matrix case. Consider the solution of the one-particle
reduced density matrix (29). We want to find a new representation where p{!)(¢) is diagonal
for any fixed time #; that is, we want to find a unitary transformation U such that

UTp(l)U — ﬁ(l).
Thus, using the solution (29) we can explicitly show (where tp = 2D1, t = Qt/h) that
Ut (I)U) = Ut oD Uk = Ut (I)U
(v'pU) =wlutp DUk =Y (U1),,

rq

—e 0 Z (UT)W qu i(r—q) Z Jrta (tQ)

r.q acZ
X Jg+a (1) 1o (ip)

=e Zl p Zz  Jrta (10)

a€EZ
x Z Ut Jya (t2) - (30)
Noting that Z © oo drn () pa(x) = 80 We sCE from (30) that if
Uge = i g1 (t0) 31)

we get UTU = 1 (unitary transformation), then

acZ
— e 1, (tp) Gu. (32)

This means that the eigenvalues and their normalized eigenvectors are
Ao :eitDI() (ZD) — ( ,ik.]k (IQ),“')T,
Art=e Plyy (tp) — (- i i (t0) )",

Ay =e Ly (tp) = (- i KTy i (10) .- )T,
with k€ 0,41,42,--- etc. 33)

AQ5
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Figure 1. Analytical eigenvalues (in log scale) of the one-body reduced density matrix.
The inset shows the numerical calculation ordered from the largest eigenvalue.

We note that \, € R, (Vn € 0,£1,42,---) and that they are bounded in the interval
12X 20.

In figure 1 we show the eigenvalues ), of the 1-body reduced density matrix p{")(¢) for
tp = 2Dt = 4. The inset in this figure shows the plot of the numerical calculation ordered from
the largest one. We can see that the eigenvalues are degenerate in pairs, except for the first
eigenvalue. This fact can be understood as follows: by means of the unitary transformation
(31) we can write p(t)in a diagonal form using the eigenvalues (33)

+00
p=Y_ Aaln)(nl

—1 +oo
= ) A (nl+ ) Aaln) (n] + X[0)(0]
n=—o00 n=1

+oo +oo
=D Addmd{nl + D Aul = n){=n| + X|0)(0);

thus, we conclude that 5, with the IC (10), is invariant under reflection symmetry |n) — | — n),
and so the eigenvalues )\, are degenerate in pairs )\, = \_, except A, as is shown in figure 1.
Also from (31) we see that the density matrix is normalized:

Te[p] =Y A= e "L (tp) = 1. (34)
nez nez

Using this new basis we can write an analytical expression for the one-particle purity and
entropy (they are invariant under unitary transformations [28]). In this basis

<ﬁ<1>)2: (Z )\n|n><n|> = > Aaduln) (nm) (m|

nez nmez

_ 2
= > Ko, 55

nez

therefore, using (21), the purity is

10
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Figure 2. Eigenvalues of the two-body (reduced) density matrix. The squares represent
the non-degenerated eigenvalues.

Po (1) = Tr [(ﬁ(l)ﬂ = e [(m)]

nez
=e [y (2tp). (36)

In an analog way the entropy can also be calculated analytically
s — _y [f,(n 1n,5<1>}
=3 Aalnd, ==Y "e L, (tp) In (eI, (1p))

nez nez
= — Z e_’”I,, (tD> [_tD + In (In (tD))]
nez
=tp—e > I(tp)In(l, (tp)). 37)
nez

where we have used (33).

To end this section, we comment that (37) agrees with numerical calculations presented in
[24] (S is linear for tp < 1). In particular when D = 0 and noting that 7,(0) = 6,0 we get
that S = 0, and in general for D # 0 we get S()(¢) > 0, V¢ > 0.

3.3.2. The two-body density matrix case. Consider the two-particle density matrix (19).
Here we want to find the eigenvalues of p(¢) for any fixed time z. Using the unitary trans-
formation U, presented in (24) the two-particle density matrix can be written in the form
p(t) = p(© = 0,D, 1), as was proved in (27). Unfortunately, we were not able to find an ana-
Iytical expression for these eigenvalues in the case of two particles, but its analysis can be done
numerically from p(¢). In figure 2 we show the eigenvalues of the two-body density matrix
p(t) for tp = 2Dt = 4. Comparing this figure with the inset of figure 1, it can be realized the
complex structure for the two-body eigenvalues. It can be seen that there are degenerated
eigenvalues in pairs, and also non-degenerated values (see figure 2). In order to understand
this degeneracy we have carried out a numerical analysis of eigenvectors. From this, we can
conclude that the symmetry behind the two-particle eigenvalue is also the reflection symmetry

1
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of the two-particle eigenvector. That is, considering the Wannier ket |s;, s;) and the symmetry
s; +s; = n, a two-particle eigenvector can be written in the form

|C1,C2> =b|S1,S2> +b/|S,|,S,2> +--,
such that
si+sy=mn, s\ +sy=n,---, withn=1,2,---,

and its corresponding eigenvalue is degenerated with the case m = —1,—2,---. The non-
degenerated eigenvalues correspond to eigenvectors in the subspace with s; 4- 5; = 0. It means
that p(¢) is diagonalizable in blocks with sy + s, = s} + 55 = - - -.

4. Quantum coherence

To study the coherence we will use standard measures to characterize the process. Among the
different measures, here we present the ones that allow us analytical results: profile probabil-
ity, von Neuman entropy, Purity, Quantum coherence, and Spatiotemporal dispersion. Non-
classical correlations and the negativity of the Wigner function will we presented in separate
sections.

4.1. Purity

To see the influence of B to build up coherence between the particles, we calculate the
quantum purity Py(t) = Tr[p(t)?]. Linear entropy or impurity of the system S = 1 — Py is
a lower approximation to the quantum von Neumann entropy —Tr[p In p]. Thus, if the system
remains pure Py = 1, or if it becomes mixed Py < 1. In our case we can study this two-body
quantity analytically in the course of time:

PY0 =1, 2) Y (~1)*P1, (21p)
mez {a,p}eZ

X 15 (ZID) Ia-i—m (2tD) I,B-i—m (ZtD) Ioc+[3+m (ZID) . (38)

It can be seen for D = 0 (without dissipation) that purity ’Pg) (¢) takes the value one for all

time. But for the case D # 0 the purity is lower than one and decreases in time. For D # 0
the purity is different from the purity for rwo-particles with independent quantum bath, i.e.

Py’ (1) # Py’ (0P 1),

here Pg) (f) is the corresponding one-particle purity with independent bath
Pél) (t) = e~ 2y (2tp) [24]. Therefore, a common quantum bath B has produced a difference

APy = Péz) (1) — Pé”(t)?’g)(t) which shows the occurrence of classical and nonclassical
correlations between particles.

The purity Py is related to the entropy S(f) of the system. In figure 3(a) we show that
p(t) for two particles with a common bath has more purity than in the case of two particles
with independent baths. This fact can be thought as a measure of the bath induced coherence
between the particles. The inset in figure 3(a) shows the difference of the purity APy between
the two cases mentioned, showing that APy has in fact a maximum of coherence, and then
decreases slowly. Therefore, for 15 = 2Dt™?* ~ 1 there is a characteristic time-scale before
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Figure 3. (a) Purity from a localized IC (10) as function of 7, = 2Dt. Plots in straight
lines are for the case with a common bath, dashed lines are with independent baths. The
inset shows the difference of the Purity between the cases: two DQWs with a common
B (C.B.), and two DQWs with independent baths (I.B.). (b) Entropy for a localized
IC (10) as function of ¢ = 2Dt, for two different cases. Plots in straight line is for the
case of two particles with a common bath, dashed line is with independent baths. In the
bottom the QMI (Cy,) is shown as a function of 7.

the effect of dissipation wipes out the coherence induced by the bath. This result will be com-
pared in the coming sections with the coherence measured from the off-diagonal elements of
the two-body density matrix, and the negative volume of the Wigner function.

The figure 3(b) the entropy and the Quantum Mutual Information (QMI) are also plotted as
a function of #p. On the top of this figure the entropy is shown for two particles with common
bath $U?)(¢) and independent baths 25 (). In the bottom of this figure, we plot Cy(f) which
quantify the QMI:

Cu(t) = SW (1) + 8@ (1) — s12 (1) = 28V (1) — 12 (7).

The QMI measures the total correlation (quantum and classical) in the system. Thus, we can
conclude from the present analysis that at short times when there is not too much coherence in
the system (initially particles are uncorrelated) the QMI grows up fast, but as soon as particles
acquire bath-induced coherence between them, the QMI starts increasing slowly.

13
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4.2. Spatial correlation induced by the bath

It is now convenient to define a new measure that quantifies the spatiotemporal correlation
function between two distinguishable DQWs. To do this we define the function

Caz =(@143) — (@1) (@) - (39)
where g; is the position operator for each particle j = 1, 2. This operator is diagonal in the
Wannier basis:

Gils1,$2) = sjls1, 820, = 1,2.

Then C(y ) is zero for independent particles, as would be for two RWs or Wiener processes.
Otherwise any difference from zero (C(l,z) # 0) indicates a coherence of the two-body density
matrix (19). We shall show that in fact the two (free) particles build up spatiotemporal correla-
tions as soon as the temperature of the bath is larger than zero. We note that the quantity C(; 2y
is a ‘semi-classical’ measure because we are using distinguishable operators: g;, j = 1,2. We
now calculate C( 12) using equation (19) and the IC (10):

Cup = (2Dt)%. (40)

This result says that B induces coherence as soon as ¢ > 0. Here it is interesting to remark
that the scaling parameter is D = I'kgT/h, (T is the temperature of the bath B) and not any

other combination of model parameters. We note that for a tight-binding particle the sec-

ond moment is (g7) — @1}2 = % ( %)2 + 2Dt, showing a ballistic regime when there is not

dissipation. To end this paragraph we want to comment that in a classical correlated RW
model: dx;/dr = &(r) with (£(1)& (1)) = ¢;; 6 (t — ') and ¢;; # Jj;, the 4th moment would be
(F()x3(2)) — (x3(2)) (x3(2)) = 4x1(0)x2(0)cyz 1+ (2¢121)? (here x;(0), x,(0) are the initial
conditions of the classical particles). Comparing this last classical result with (40) we con-
clude that we cannot assert on the quantum nature of the process—other measures will be
needed to quantify the quantumness of the bath-induced correlations. This subject will be
presented in coming sections.

4.3. Calculating numerical results for the probability profile

It is convenient to define re-scaled parameters, which in fact help to understand the complex
dynamics of the two particles. Let rp be the rate of characteristic energy scales in the system:
rp = %, and ' a dimensionless time ¢’ = 7q. In figure 4 we show the probability of finding
particles at the site 51 and s,, i.e. Py, 5, (') = (s1,52|p(¢')|s1,52) for four values of the dissipa-
tive parameter rp = 0, 0.5, 2, 10—see equation (19). Figure 4(a) corresponds to the case when

the two free particles do not interact with the bath (D = kg T/h = 0); here the evolution of

particles is ballistic (not diffusive) and characterized by Anderson’ velocity: V4 = % % [24],

this is a pure quantum regime. When the temperature of the bath B is different from zero the
profile Py, 5, (#') is modified, with interference patterns appearing along the line s; = s, and
raising the value of the probability in the direction s; = —s» (conservation of total momen-
tum), see figures 4(b) and (c). In the case rp > 1 (strong dissipation case) the profile Py, 5, (#’)
shows a different interference pattern indicating the quantum nature of the behavior—see
figure 4(d). This is in contrast to the case of two particles with independent baths, in which
case the profile would be a Gaussian distribution. It is important to remark that for two DQWs
with a common bath the profile can never be represented as a Gaussian distribution for any
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=3
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Figure 4. Probability profile Py, ,,(¢') with ' = t = 10, for an IC p(r = 0) = |0)(0| as
a function of position of particles s; and sy, for (a) rp = 0, (b) rp = 0.5. The interference
pattern can be seen even in the presence of large dissipation: (c) for rp =2 and
(d) rp = 10. Blue indicates, roughly, the value zero while red the high value of
probability.
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20 T T

Figure 5. Quantum coherence (QC) for two particles with IC (10) as function of
t' = tq = Qr/h. This function shows a crossover at ' ~ 0.6 as a function of time. The

plot shows G calculated for different values of the dissipation parameter rp = Qz—f'h.

value of rp or ¢'. This result says that B induces coherence between the particles while also
producing dissipation.

4.4. Cross terms of the two-body p(t)

A measure to indirectly quantify the occurrence of correlations between the particles can be
evaluated by calculating the total coherence contribution from the cross-terms of the density
matrix. This object is defined as

G=" 3 lusalp®lsi.shl.

(s157) (s2753)
and it has recently been used to quantify the quantum coherence [29, 30]. This measure is

easier to compute than the relative coherence entropy, which needs a diagonalization proce-

dure [31]. In figure 5, we show the quantum coherence (QC) G as a function of ¥ = %, and

for several values of dissipation rp =0, 0.1, 0.5, 2. As we will see with other measures for
0 <t < 0.6 ~ 7, the QC is larger for the case T # 0 (rp # 0) than with respect to the case
T =0 (rp =0). This result also indirectly indicates that the thermal bath has created cor-
relations between particles for ¢ < 7, and for times ¢’ > 7. will vanish for the presence of
the bath dissipation. In order to clarify the behavior of QC for ¢’ > 7. (larger for 7 = 0 than
T # 0), the two extreme cases are shown in figure 6; that is, the function G as function of fq
for the zero dissipation case (D = 0), and G as function of 7p for the strong dissipation case
Q=0).

As can be seen from the exact result (19), the solution of p(¢) is a convolution of quantum
and classical contributions. The signature of the quantum character appears through
J-Bessel’s functions which oscillate in time (g = %), while the classical functionality comes
from I-Bessel’s functions (note that here the time appears through the quantity: tp = 2D¢).
Therefore, it is simple to realize that the nature of the oscillations in the case D =0 (see
figure 6) comes from the temporal behaviors of the J-Bessel’s functions. On the contrary, in
the case 2 = 0 the function G is a smooth function of time (only depends on the I-Bessel’s
functions).
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Figure 6. Quantum coherence (QC) for two particles with IC (10) for extreme
cases: zero dissipation (D = 0), and strong dissipation ({2 = 0) as a function of ¢ =
to = Qt/h. This function shows a notable structured behavior as a function of time for
the non-dissipative case. While in the strong dissipative case the behavior is monotonous
increasing, showing only a sudden increase at short times. In the inset, the function G
is shown in logarithmic scale.

It is important to remark that the crossing-time that we have found analyzing the QC is of
the order of the scaling-time that we got from the study of the purity (see figure 3).

Numerically, the long time behavior of the function G is very hard to get (the solution p(t)
involves the product of four J-Bessel’s and six I-Bessel’s functions in the lattice). Nevertheless,
it is not difficult to realize from (19) that if D # 0 at long time all elements of p(¢) go to zero
(conserving normalization see (20)).

5. On the Wigner phase-space representation

A novel point of view can be achieved if we introduce a quasi probability distribution function
(pdf) on the lattice [32]. A similar representation was used for the case of one-particle p(¢) in
reference [24]. The crucial point in the definition of a quasi-pdf is to assure the completeness
of the representation, a fact that can be proved from our Wigner-like pdf.

Consider the quasi-pdf on the enlarged lattice of integers (£) and semi-integers (2;), and
use the notation

E: (kl,kz),)?: (xl,xg),xj S (Z (&) Zz).
We define

Wk, % 1) = (27) > Z (x1 + x7,x2 + x5 p(8)|x1 — X}, %0 — x5)
XX E(ZB2)

X exp (_izzz-z') . (41)

We note that Wigner function, (41), is defined over the enlarged set (Z @ Z;) with the natural
prescription

Fp()[x) =0,

which is true if some index x; € Z, because the Wannier basis is on the field of Z.
Our definition of Wigner function satisfies the fundamental marginal conditions [33]
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(2D 2,)
3 // Ak WEL = 1.
TE(ZB2) -

In addition, from the discrete Fourier transform we can obtain the inverse relation on the
field of integers (Z):

™ / /!
(51,21 p(1)]s ) = // A& Wk, ko, ’2”1 , #,I)
x explik - (5 — 5")].
Note that this inverse relation demands the necessity of a quasi-pdf on the enlarged field of

(Z @ Z,). Carrying on the calculation from equation (41) we arrive at

— e_2tD
W(k,X, 1) = i Z (—1)2it2n
{a.B.q.m2.m3.n5}€Z

X ]2x1+2a,q(—2tg sin k; )12XZ+25+q(—2tQ sin kz)
X (_l)q(_1)n2+n3ln2(tD>Iﬂ3(tD)Iﬂ5 (tD)

X Inz+nsfa(tD)In3+ns+B (ID)Ianrnstrq(tD)
x explig(k; — k)], 42)

where we have used the IC (10). The present definition is equivalent to that proposed from
phase-point operators in the reference [34]. In the case D = 0, we obtain the well known non-
dissipative description for a tight-binding

1 . .

= 477_‘_2-]2)0 (ZIQ sin k]) Jsz (th s kz),

this solution represents two independent particles evolving with a unitary transformation [24].
Equation (42) can be used to detect whether a state in phase-space has a pure quantum

W(E, )?, t)D:()

character. This goal can be achieved by determining if W(E, X, 1) is negative or not. Therefore,
the total negative volume in phase-space can be measured by the (positive) function

V(t) = Z //—: dic HW(H,)?, t)‘ — W(l;,)_c', t)} . 43)

XE(Z02)

We note that in a situation where the classical regime dominates this function vanishes; on
the contrary, in a quantum regime this function is larger than zero. Thus, this measure could
be used to show the quantum to classical transition. We can compare this result with the char-
acteristic time-scale—for the maximum of coherence—that we have found using different
measures in section 4.

In figure 7 we show several depictions of this pseudo pdf; in fact, it is easy to identify the
domain where the Wigner function is negative. In particular, we plot W(l:, X,t) in the ki, k2
plane for the cases s; = s, and s; = —s,. The plots show a strip structure in the Brillouin zone
and also the symmetry of the Wigner function (mirror reflection on the plane k; = k). The
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Figure 7. Wigner quasi pdf for two particles with IC as in (10) in the Fourier plane
{ki,ky}, for time 7p=2Dr=>5. The negative domains are shown in dark blue.
(a), (b) Wigner function for the case: {s; = —s, =1, s; = s, = 1} (integers) and
(©), (@) {s1 =52 = 0.5, 5y = —s, = 0.5} (semi-integers).
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Figure 8. Absolute value of the negative volume of the Wigner function for two
particles as a function of ¢ = % Here we have used the same parameters as in figure 5;

thus, the quantum character of the correlations is indicated by the non-zero value of this
volume V(¢).

blue regions (color online) correspond to negative values of the Wigner function. In general,
we can propose to use W(k, X, ) to point out the quantum-to-classical transition as a function

of the dissipative parameter rp = é—/Dh and the dimensionless time ¢ = fq,.

In figure 8 we show the absolute value of the negative volume V(r) as a function of ' = &,

and for different values of rp. From this plot we reach the conclusion that for times 0 < ¢ < 7/
the negative volume is larger for the case T # 0 than with respect to the case 7' = 0, indirectly
indicating the quantum character of the correlations. This behavior is similar to that which we
got by analyzing the QC (see section 4.4). We want to remark that 7/ is similar to the scaling-
time obtained from QC (see figure 5), and 737 from the GQD see figure 10.

From equation (42) we can also see that if 2 = 0 the expression simplifies notably:

e—ZtD

W(k, )?, I)Q:Q == W

(_1)q1+q2Jq1+xl (2Dt)
{a1.p}€2

X Jgy—x, (2D1)1, 4, (2Dt cos (ko — ky))
X 1y, —q,(2Dt cos (ka — k1)) Lny4ny4+ns—q(tD)
x explig(ki — k2)].
Thus, it is possible to check that the Wigner function has an interference pattern even in the

highly dissipative regime rp > 1l—see figure 7. It is easy to see that in the case ) = 0 itis also
possible to find phase-space domains where this quasi-pdf is negative.

6. Quantum correlations

The variety of methods for characterizing the quantum and classical parts of correlations con-
stitute an active topic in quantum information theory [13]. An important part of the quantum
information community consider the quantum discord (QD) as a suitable measure of quantum
correlations [11]. Nevertheless there are some criticisms on this measure because QD is not
contractive under general local operations, and therefore should not be regarded as a strict
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measure for that purpose. Despite this issue, and in order to compute an analytical expression
for characterizing correlations in our system, we have to argue in favor of QD [12]. Related
to the QD is the geometric quantum discord (GQD) [35]. In particular, we use here, for such
purposes, the GQD—which is easier to calculate than the QD (this measure involves an optim-
ization procedure), and has been proved to be a necessary and sufficient condition for non-
zero QD [35].

6.1 Geometric quantum discord of bipartite states

The geometric measure of quantum discord (GQD) has been defined as
D¢ (p) = min [|p — x|*,
G (p) min o — x|l (44)

where Q denotes the set of zero-discord states and ||X — Y| = Tr (X — Y¥)? is the square
norm in the Hilbert—Schmidt space. The lower bound of the GQD can be calculated using the
fact that the density operator on a bipartite system belonging to H* ® H?, with dim H* = m
and dim H? = n, can be written in the form [35-38]

1 - - - -
p=—|Lol, +Zi:xiA,-®In +Zy,-1m ® N + Zj:t,-,»k,»@mj . 4s)
J
where \,i=1,--- ,m* — 1 and Njj = 1,--- ,n* — 1 are the generators of SU(m) and SU(n)
respectively, satisfying Tr (5\,;\]) = 2§;. In this expression the vectors X € R™=" and

ye R" " of the subsystems A and B are given by
X; = %Tr (pS\i ® I,,) = %Tr (pAS\,)
m N n N
yy=5Tr (plm ® /\j) =5Tr (pB)‘J') ;
2 2
and the correlation matrix T = [t;] is given by

The lower bound of the GQD can be written as
) 2 m—1
2 2
D z — - \T||" — i ]
6lp)> o (nxn + 207 Zf") (46)

where n;,i =1,2,---, m? — 1 are eigenvectors of the matrix (5555 g %TT’) arranged in non-
increasing order [36].

For our present model (two particles in an infinite lattice), we need to introduce a bipartition
on the lattice to study the GQD (a similar bipartition was used for a one-particle Hamiltonian
system in [15]), therefore introducing a bipartition we will end with a qutrit—qutrit system. In
our case m = n = 3 and we can use the SU(3) representation for calculating the GQD [37] in
terms of the Gell-Mann matrices 5\]-.
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Figure 9. Graphical representation of the bipartition on the lattice, the sites s; = —sand
s, = s are part of the subset AB, and the remaining sites in the lattice is the complement
subset R. The set AB represents a qutrit—qutrit system. Then particles 1 and 2 can be
either in the set AB or in R.

6.2. The mirror bipartition for a two-particle system

In our case p(t) has a diffusion-like time-behavior limited by the quantum unitary evolution
(see equation (19)). Then, our calculation would consist in assuming that for a fixed time ‘7’
the DQW has evolved in a finite domain supported by the basis of generators SU(M,), with
M; > 1 (see (45)). Our approximation consists in calculating the GQD under the SU(3) pro-
jection neglecting all no-mirror effects in the infinite lattice using (46). A similar procedure
was used for a spin system under the SU(2) projection [39]

In figure 9 we show the mirror bipartition that we are going to use for the present 2-body
system, i.e. we trace out sites on the rest of the lattice, keeping only two sites +s in order to

define a three-level system; this bipartition allows us to calculate the GQD DS ) (pag). In other
words, the density matrix psp corresponds to the subset AB; that is, particles 1 or 2 can be at
sites 4+ or in the complement subset R (the rest of the lattice). Then it is clear that using this
bipartition we have built up a qutrit—qutrit couple using the sites +5 on the lattice.
In order to trace out sites s’ # =+s note that for one particle we can associate the kets

A) < [s)

B) <[ —s)

|6) <> 1s'), s # L.
For 2-particles the ket |5y, s2) can be written in the form

Is1,52) = |afB) @ |R), (47)

where {a, 8} € {A,B, ¢}, and R is the complement, i.e. the set of sites which are different
from 4.

Using (47) in our expression for the two-body density matrix (19) we can calculate the
density matrix psp analytically for the bipartition of figure 9. This matrix becomes a reduced
(9 x 9) density matrix, i.e. it can be written in the ordered basis

{lAA), |AB), |A¢). |BA), |BB), |B¢), |$A), |$B), [¢¢)}.

In order to calculate the lower bound of the GQD we use the total mirror contribution for
the GQD, which is defined as

d <
Dg (pas) = i—1 ZDE) (paB) » (48)
s=1
where D(GS ) (pag) corresponds to (46) for a fixed value of s; here, d/(d — 1) (which in our case
turns to be 3/2) is a normalization factor. In fact the GQD can also be defined through alter-

native norms [40]; here we used the norm —2 from references [41]—which, by the way, is
equivalent to the expression in [38].
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Figure 10. Geometrical quantum discord calculated from the bipartition of figure 9. The
function DT, (psp) takes into account all the mirror contributions as defined in (48). This
function is associated to a qutrit—qutrit system and represents the quantum correlations
(bath-generated) between the two particles. As noted there is a characteristic time 7y
when these correlations are maxima.

Then the value DS) (pap) measures the quantum correlation between particles 1 and 2
to be confined at sites +s. Using the dimensionless parameter rp = 2D/(§2/h) and the time
' = (Q/h)t we have plotted DZ (pap) as a function of time, for different values of the temper-
ature of the bath (D = I'%kg T/h). In figure 10 we show the GQD (lower bound given by (46))
for three values of rp; from this plot it is possible to see that the correlations induced between
the particles are in fact of quantum nature because DZ (pap) > 0 for almost all # > 0 (for
the case rp = 0.5 and at short times—apart from numerical errors—it seems to be negative).
Thus, several important conclusions can be drawn.

First: The bath-induced quantum correlation is time dependent, showing a non-monotonic
behavior, with a maximum at a characteristic time-scale 7y, that depends on the dissipative
parameter rp. After this time, quantum correlations are wiped out by the dissipation.

Second: If the temperature of the bath decreases the characteristic time 7y is delayed. If
rp = 0 the GQD vanishes at all times.

Third: The bath-induced quantum correlation would vanish monotonically at long-time as a
result of the dissipation (we could not run the long-time behavior because we have numerical
errors). The behavior of Dg (pap) as a function of time ¢ has a response (with a maximum)
with a similar time-scale as the one from the QC and the negative volume of the Wigner
function.

7. Conclusions

We have analyzed two free spinless particles—in a 1D regular lattice—interacting with a
common thermal phonon bath 5. We have solved the associated QME for the two (initially
uncorrelated) distinguishable particles analytically, to characterize the quantumness of the
correlations induced by B.

Some measures like spatiotemporal correlation function C(; ), quantum coherence G,
purity, entropy, and quantum mutual information have been analyzed, showing a high degree
of coherence between the two particles. Then—pointing out that this result is in fact induced
by the common bath, despite the existing dissipation for temperatures different from zero
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(D =T?kgT/h where T is the temperature of B)—the purity, quantum mutual information,
and the quantum coherence G have been used to find a characteristic time-scale to show when
the coherence has a maximum value. We have found a similar time-scale value for all these
measures.

All these results have also been supported by the analysis of a Wigner-like function which
shows domains (in a lattice phase-space) being negative. We have calculated the (absolute

value of the) negative volume V(¢) of the Wigner pdf as a function of time ¢ = % and for
several values of dissipative parameter rp. In fact the negative volume also shows a char-

acteristic time-scale in its behavior which is in agreement with our calculations made with
other quantum measures of coherence, such as the purity, off-diagonal quantum coherence
and quantum mutual information. Thus the negative volume may be considered as an indirect
indicator of quantum properties.

As a criterion to check the quantum nature of the process, we have also calculated the
GQD. To do this, we introduced a bipartition in the lattice in order to associate a qutrit—qutrit
set from our 2-particle system; thus, we showed that D% (pap) > 0 for some values of rp and
' > 0, which would indicate the quantum nature of the induced correlations between the
particles. In fact the time behavior of the D% (pap) is an increasing function of time showing
a maximum at a characteristic time 7y, which is of the order of the time-scale that we have
found analyzing the QC and the Wigner function. After this time 7y, the behavior of the GQD
is decreasing approaching zero.

The profile of probability for two particles is ballistic for D = 0 (the closed system cor-
responds to the tight-binding model) and starts to be modified by the presence of temperature
(D > 0), showing a notable X-form pattern in the presence of dissipation. In the case of larger

values of the dissipation parameter rp = Qz—fh >> 1 this structure is accentuated and additional

interference patterns are also observed as a result of the interaction with the thermal bath 5.

Our approach opens the possibility of performing analytical treatment of important quanti-
ties related to quantum correlation measures in dissipative bipartite systems [14, 15], for
example the quantum discord for a qutrit—qutrit set, as we have shown in this work. In addi-
tion, from the present approach it is possible to write down an equivalent QME for more than
two (free) bosonic or fermionic particles interacting with a common bath; these results are of
great interest in nanoscience and quantum information theory, and will be presented in future
contributions. Then, our analysis could be of interest in experiments using—for example—
photonic devices similar to those of [42, 43].
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Appendix A. Fock representation for Bosonic particles

In this appendix, we prove the equivalence between the Fock representation and the Wannier
basis. In particular we will work out bosonic particles in Fock’s space and symmetric Wannier’s
states. A similar equivalent demonstration can be done for fermionic particles. Let us define

the creation operators C;f] , C;LZ acting on the vacuum state |¢). Fock’s basis can be denoted as
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CTCT\¢>=|--~,O,---,1,0,-~-,1,0,~-~,-~-,0,--->, (A.1)

S 52

i.e. two indistinguishable particles have been created at sites s; and s,. If these particles are
bosonic, the operators C;L] , C;rz and Cy,, C, satisty the relations

[Cy,. CL] = 05,003 [Cyy, Cyy] = [C1,CL] = (A2)
Let the translation operator be defined as
(oo}
R= > cl_c. (A3)

Therefore, using (A.2) we can prove that R translates (individually) two indistinguishable
particles

RClCllg)y= Y cl_cclclig)

§=—00

Z Cl_, (0 + €l Cy) CLI9)

S§=—00

:le 1 T|¢>

+ Z Cl_,cl (6, + CLCY) |0)

=c! _cllg)+cl_ cl o). (A4)
where we have used that Cs|¢) = 0. In a similar way, noting that

R () = Y den- ¥ ducn @y

§=—00 §=—00 s’'=—o00

it is simple to prove that

Ricicllg) = ¢l cllo)+ L cllo). (A.6)

For the calculation of the infinitesimal Kossakoswki—Lindbland generator it is important to
know the action of the operator RTR. To calculate this operator, we use the definition of R, R
and (A.2), then we get

RR' = Z e Z cl, Gy

i chcy + Z i ¢l ¢l CCy.

Therefore
RR'C] Cl |¢) =2CT CT|¢>+CS, 1Chle)

+cl Ll o). (A7)

In a similar way we can also prove that RRT = RTR, therefore, for boson particles R and Rt
commute, i.e.[R,RT] = 0.
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Now we are going to show that the same algebra can be obtained using a symmetrized
Wannier’s basis. This is an important result for calculating the infinitesimal generator. Let the
symmetric Wannier vector state (for two particles) be written in the form

1
Is1,82)s = \ﬁ [Is1,52) + |52, 51)] - (A.8)

In order to compare the two algebras—in Fock and Wannier spaces—we need to know the
action of translation operators in the symmetric Wannier representation. Then, from (A.6) we
can define the action of the translation operator T, for indistinguishable particles as

Tiolsi,s2)s = |s1 — 1,s2)s + |s1,80 — L) (A.9)

T1Tz|51’52>5 = |s1 + 1,50)5 + [s1,52 + 1)s. (A.10)

These operators produce the same state as when R and R' are applied to Fock’s vector state.
To end this appendix we can calculate here the action of TszT 12 on a symmetric Wannier’s
state, from (A.9) and (A.10) we get

szT12|S1,Sz>s =2lsi,8)s +|s1 — Lisa+ s+ |si + 1,sa — 1)s

with [T;fz, le} = 0. Therefore, the action of szle on a symmetric Wannier state is equiva-

lent to the action of RTR on a bosonic Fock state (A.7). Similar calculations can be done for
fermionic particles.

Appendix B. The two-body reduced density matrix from a pure interacting
infinitesimal generator

Consider the infinitesimal generator for two distinguishable DQW in the Fourier representa-
tion (14). If we want to solve a pseudo-density matrix II(#) taking into account only the bath-
mediated interacting term, then the evolution equation will be

d
& <k1,k2 |H(I)‘ k/,ké> = I(k],kz, i,ké) <k1,k2 |H(I)| k/,k;> , (B.1)
with
— C (k. K)). (B2)

If the IC is TI(0) = |59, s9) (s, s9], the solution will be given by the Fourier antitransform

<S1,S2 |H(I)|SI1,S2 27T ////dkl dkl dk, dkz

« etki(s sl) ik (—s]+sV)

« eika(52=59) giky (—53459) eI(k| ,kz,k;k;)r
using e¥cosf = 3°° [ (x)e™?, and after some algebra (noting that Z,(—x) = (—1)"I,(x)
and using (21) and (22)) we get
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<S1,S2 |H(t)| S/I,S/2> = 551,52,#,% Z I—s;-‘rsg—m (tD)
naE€Z

X 1751 +s(1)7n4 ([D)1527S(2)7S§ +s(l)+n4 (tD)
X Im(tD)’ (B3)
from this result it is simple to see that this solution is normalized Tr [II(z)] = 1. Two interest-

ing conclusions can also be drawn from (B.3): the first concerns the purity of the two-body
system, and the second is about the one-body reduced density matrix.

(1) From the solution (B.3), and after some algebra, we can calculate the purity associated to
the pseudo density matrix

Po(t) = Tr[1I(1)’]

oo

= 3 T, )
=Y (0" Bew))= Y B

Therefore, we conclude that ‘the eigenvalues’ (for fixed time ) of this two-body pseudo
density matrix are not necessarily positive 3, = (—1)" I2(2tp). This result comes from
the fact that Z (ky, ko, k{ k%) is not a complete infinitesimal generator. The present analysis
only helps to throw light on the meaning of the bath-mediated interaction term.

(2) Tracing over one particle, say label ‘2°, we get

0
(1 I (@)]sh) = (1| Tra[TL(D)][s7) = (=1)"16,, 005, 3

thus, this pseudo one-body solution does not evolve in time. This conclusion is consistent
with the interpretation of the bath-mediated interaction (B.2) that we have used to calcu-
late the time evolution of the pseudo density matrix II(¢) in (B.1).
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