arXiv:0805.4488v1 [math-ph] 29 May 2008

On the von Neumann equation with time-dependent Hamiltonian. Part II: Applications

Maciej Kuna^† and Jan Naudts^∘

†Wydział Fizyki Technicznej i Matematyki Stosowanej, Politechnika Gdańska, ul. Narutowicza 11/12, 80-952 Gdańsk, Poland E-mail: maciek@mifgate.mif.pg.gda.pl.

∘Departement Fysica, Universiteit Antwerpen, Groenenborgerlaan 171, 2020 Antwerpen, Belgium E-mail: jan.naudts@ua.ac.be.

Abstract This second part deals with applications of a general method to describe the quantum time evolution determined by a Schrödinger equation with time-dependent Hamiltonian. A new aspect of our approach is that we find all solutions starting from one special solution. The two main applications are reviewed, namely the Bloch equations and the harmonic oscillator with time-dependent frequency. Even in these well-known examples some new results are obtained.

1 Introduction

The study of quantum models with a time-dependent Hamiltonian is relevant for many branches of physics. Instead of solving the Schrödinger equation for a quantum system together with its environment, it is often possible to replace the action of the environment by a time-dependent term in the Hamiltonian of the system. A slightly more general problem is that of solving the von Neumann equation d dt ρ(t) = i[ρ(t), H(t)], (1) which describes the time evolution of the density matrix ρ. Its formal solution is

ρ(t) = U(t)ρ(0)U(t)^∗. (2)

The unitary operators U(t) satisfy the equation of motion i ( d dt U(t) ) U^∗(t) = H(t). (3)

A considerable body of knowledge exists about solving these equations in the case that both the Hamiltonian and the density matrix (minus an operator commuting with the Hamiltonian) are linear combinations of the generators S_1, S_2, · · · , S_n of a finite Lie algebra. This knowledge has been reviewed in the first part of the present work [31], hereafter called Part I. In addition, a method was presented to obtain expressions for U(t) in a systematic manner. The aim of what follows is to show that the method is capable of reproducing known results and of obtaining new results.

Sections 2 and 3 of the paper deal with the SU(2) symmetry. Section 2 discusses the Bloch equations and a generalisation involving Jacobi’s elliptic functions. Section 3 discusses the case when phase modulation is included. Section 4 deals with SU(1,1) symmetry, more specifically, the harmonic oscillator with time-dependent frequency. Section 5 considers more general oscillators. Finally, Section 6 contains a short discussion of the obtained results and of the possibilities for further work.

2 SU(2)

The generators of SU(2) satisfy the commutation relations

[S_1, S_2] = iS_3 and cyclic permutations. (4)

A well-known application of this Lie algebra concerns the Bloch equations — see [4]. It is treated in the present Section. The modification obtained by considering phase modulation is treated in the next Section. The combination of amplitude and of phase modulation was considered in [5] but will not be considered here.

Note that the incorporation of the Bloch equations into the Maxwell-Bloch equations have been studied by many authors, including [10, 26].

More general applications of SU(2) symmetry have been considered in the literature as well. Campolieti and Sanctuary [6] applied the Wei-Norman technique to field modulation in NMR. Zhou and Ye [12] study the case where all coefficients are time-dependent. They introduce Euler angles with the same purpose as in the present work. Finally, Dasgupta [17] studies the Jaynes-Cummings model with time-dependent coupling between the spin and the photon field.

2.1 The Bloch equations

A magnetic spin in a magnetic field is usually described by a Hamiltonian of the form H = 1 2 ϵσ_3 − 1 2 ξσ_1. (5)

The Pauli matrices σ_1, σ_2, σ_3 are related to the generators of the Lie algebra by σ_α = 2S_α. One has h = (−ξ, 0, ϵ)^T. The equations of motion ȧ = h×a are known as the Bloch equations — see [4]. Written explicitly, they are

ȧ_1 = −ϵa_2, ȧ_2 = ϵa_1 + ξa_3 ȧ_3 = −ξa_2. (6)

2.2 Special solutions

Assume that the constant ϵ does not depend on time. If ξ(t) does not depend on time then any solution x(t) of the harmonic oscillator equation ẍ + (ϵ^2 + ξ^2)x = 0 determines a solution of (6), given by

a_1 = ϵẋ ϵ^2 + ξ^2 + ξC a_2 = x, a_3 = ξẋ ϵ^2 + ξ^2 − ϵC, (7) with integration constant C.

When ξ(t) is time-dependent then a solution is known only in very specific cases. One such case involves Jacobi’s elliptic functions sn, cn, and dn, with elliptic modulus k. Let

ξ(t) = 2ωk cn(ωt; k). (8)

Then a solution of (6) exists of the form

a_1(t) = ϵ cn(ωt; k), a_2(t) = ω sn(ωt; k) dn(ωt; k), a_3(t) = −ωk sn^2(ωt; k) + γ, (9)

with γ = − ϵ^2 − ω^2 2ωk . (10)

In the limit k = 1 these expressions lead to the well-known result (see Eq. 4.21 of [4])

ξ(t) = 2ω sech(ωt), a_1(t) = ϵ sech(ωt), a_2(t) = ω tanh(ωt) sech(ωt), a_3(t) = −ω tanh^2(ωt) + γ. (11)

When ω = ϵ then the limit k = 0 can be taken. The rather trivial result is ξ(t) = 0, a_1(t) = ω cos(ωt), a_2(t) = ω sin(ωt).

a_3(t) = 0. (12)

2.3 Automorphisms

Consider the special solution (9). Following the general method of Section 4.4 of Part I the transformation V (t) is determined by two angles ϕ(t), θ(t). The special solution a(t) at time t = 0 reads

a(0) = (ϵ, 0, γ)^T . (13)

It is rotated into the fixed vector λ(0, 1, 0)^T. One has z(t) = √ a^2_1(t) + a^2(t) = √ ϵ^2 cn^2(ωt; k) + ω^2 sn^2(ωt; k) dn^2(ωt; k), z(0) = ϵ, λ = √ z^2(t) + a^2_3(t) = √ ϵ^2 + γ^2. (14)

The angles ϕ(t) and θ(t) are determined by (62) of Part I. In particular, at t = 0 is

sin(ϕ(0)) = a_1(0) z(0)

= 1 and cos(ϕ(0)) = a_2(0) z(0)

= 0,

sin(θ(0)) = − a_3(0) λ = − γ λ and cos(θ(0)) = z(0) λ = ϵ λ . (15)

One can understand these values as follows. By a rotation of −ϕ(0) = −π/2 around the third axis the initial vector a(0) becomes (0, ϵ, γ)^T. Then by a rotation with angle −θ(0) around the first axis it becomes (0, λ, 0)^T. Next, the rotation R_1(θ(t)), followed by the rotation R_3(ϕ(t)) maps this fixed vector onto the time-dependent a(t).

The Hamiltonian K(t) equals (see (63) of Part I) K(t) = a_2ȧ_3 z^2

S_1 − a_1ȧ_3 z^2

S_2 + a_1ȧ_2 − a_2ȧ_1 z^2

S_3 = ξ(t) z^2(t) [ −a^2(t)S_1 + a_1(t)a_2(t)S_2 + a_1(t)a_3(t)S_3 ] + ϵS_3. (16)

The difference between this K(t) and the Hamiltonian H(t) as given by (5) makes an extra rotation necessary. It involves the function α(t), given by (64) of Part I. It evaluates to α(t) = − a_1(t) z^2(t) ξ(t) = − 2ϵωk cn^2(ωt; k) ϵ^2 cn^2(ωt; k) + ω^2 sn^2(ωt; k) dn^2(ωt; k)

. (17)

The final result then becomes U(t) = e^{iϕ(t)S3} e^{i(θ(t)−θ(0))S1} e^{−i(π/2)S3} e^{−i}(^{∫ t0 ds α(s)})^{(ϵS1+γS3)}. (18) Note that this expression can be simplified to U(t) = e^{i(ϕ(t)−π/2)S3} e^{−i(θ(t)−θ(0))S2} e^{iλτ X} . (19) with τ ≡ τ(t) = − ∫_t 0 ds α(s) and X = ϵS_1 + γS_3 λ . For further use note that

e^{iλτ X} S_je^{−iλτ X} = S_j + i sin(λτ)[X, S_j ] + (cos(λτ) − 1)[X, [X, S_j ]]. (20)

2.4 General solution of the Bloch equations

The general solution of the Bloch equations, given arbitrary initial conditions and with timedependent Hamiltonian determined by (8), can be derived using (19). Note that (omitting time dependences and denoting θ_0 ≡ θ(0))

ϵ cos(θ − θ_0) − γ sin(θ − θ_0) = ϵ^2 − γ^2 λ cos(θ) − 2 ϵγ λ sin(θ) γ cos(θ − θ_0) + ϵ sin(θ − θ_0) = 2 ϵγ λ cos(θ) + ϵ^2 − γ^2 λ sin(θ) γ cos(θ − θ_0) − ϵ sin(θ − θ_0) = −λ sin(θ) ϵ cos(θ − θ_0) + γ sin(θ − θ_0) = λ cos(θ). (21)

These relations can be used to calculate

U(t)(ϵS_1 + γS_3)U(t)^∗ = −λ sin(θ)S_3 + λ cos(θ)S_+, λU(t)(ϵS_1 − γS_3)U(t)^∗ = [ (ϵ^2 − γ^2) cos(θ) − 2ϵγ sin(θ) cos(λτ) ] S_+ +2γϵ sin(λτ)S_− − [ 2ϵγ cos(θ) cos(λτ) + (ϵ^2 − γ^2) sin(θ) ] S_3 U(t)S_2U(t)^∗ = − sin(λτ) cos(θ)S_3 − cos(λτ)S_− − sin(θ) sin(λτ)S_+, (22)

with

S_+ = sin(ϕ)S_1 + cos(ϕ)S_2 and S_− = cos(ϕ)S_1 − sin(ϕ)S_2. (23)

Note further that ϕ̇ = −ϵ + ξ sin(ϕ) tan(θ) θ̇ = ξ cos(ϕ)

τ̇ = ξ λ sin(ϕ) cos(θ)

. (24)

Using these equations one can verify explicitly that the time-dependent operators (22) satisfy indeed the von Neumann equation of motion.

From (22) one can obtain the three independent solutions a^{(1)}, a^{(2)}, a^{(3)} of the Bloch equations.

a^{(1)} = ϵ λ sin(ϕ) cos(θ) cos(ϕ) cos(θ)

− sin(θ) − γ λ cos(λτ) sin(ϕ) sin(θ) cos(ϕ) sin(θ)

cos(θ) + γ λ sin(λτ) cos(ϕ) − sin(ϕ) 0 a^{(2)} = − sin(θ) sin(λτ) sin(ϕ) cos(ϕ) 0 − cos(λτ) cos(ϕ) − sin(ϕ) 0 − cos(θ) sin(λτ) 0 0 1 a^{(3)} = γ λ sin(ϕ) cos(θ) cos(ϕ) cos(θ)

− sin(θ) + ϵ λ cos(λτ) sin(ϕ) sin(θ) cos(ϕ) sin(θ)

cos(θ) − ϵ λ sin(λτ) cos(ϕ) − sin(ϕ) 0 (25)

The special solution (9) satisfies a = ϵa^{(1)} +γa^{(3)}. The general solution of the Bloch equations ẋ = h × x is given by expression (67) of Part I and agrees with the results given above.

2.5 The k = 1-limit

We now focus on the case k = 1 because then the formulas simplify. The relevant expressions become

sin(ϕ) = a_1 z = ϵ √ ϵ^2 + ω^2 tanh^2(ωt) , cos(ϕ) = a_2 z = ω tanh(ωt) √ ϵ^2 + ω^2 tanh^2(ωt) ,

sin(θ) = − a_3 λ = ω tanh^2(ωt) − γ √ ϵ^2 + γ^2 , cos(θ) = z λ = sech(ωt) √ ϵ^2 + ω^2 tanh^2(ωt) ϵ^2 + γ^2 , z = √ a^2_1 + a^2 = sech(ωt) √ ϵ^2 + ω^2 tanh(ωt), λ = √ z^2 + a^2_3 = √ ϵ^2 + γ^2, α = − a_1 z^2 ξ = − 2ϵω ϵ^2 + ω^2 tanh^2(ωt)

, (26)

with γ = (ω^2 − ϵ^2)/2ω. The integral of α(t) can be done analytically. It yields τ(t) = − ∫_t 0 ds α(s) = 2ω ϵ^2 + ω^2 { ϵt + arctan (ω ϵ tanh(ωt) )} . (27)

2.6 The Bloch equations at resonance

The resonant condition is ϵ = ω. In that case, γ, as given by (10), vanishes. Hence, the normalisations z(t) and λ, given by (14) and appearing in the expressions for the angles ϕ and θ (see (62) of Part I), become z(t) = ω √ cn^2(ωt; k) + sn^2(ωt; k) dn^2(ωt; k), (28) λ = ω. (29)

There follows

sin(2ϕ) =

2a_1a_2

z^2

= sn(2ωt; k) (30)

cos(2ϕ) = a^2 − a^2_1 z^2

= − cn(2ωt; k) (31)

sin(θ) = − a_3 λ = k sn^2(ωt; k), (32)

cos(θ) = z λ = √ cn^2(ωt; k) + sn^2(ωt; k) dn^2(ωt; k). (33)

In particular is θ(0) = 0. The equations (22) become

U(t)S_1U(t)^∗ = − sin(θ)S_3 + cos(θ)S_+, U(t)S_3U(t)^∗ = sin(θ) cos(ωτ)S_+ − sin(ωτ)S_− + cos(ωτ) cos(θ)S_3 U(t)S_2U(t)^∗ = − sin(ωτ) cos(θ)S_3 − cos(ωτ)S_− − sin(θ) sin(ωτ)S_+. (34)

They can be used to obtain the general solution of the Bloch equations (6) at resonance

a^{gen}_1 (t) = a^{gen}_1 (0) cos(θ) sin(ϕ)

+ sin(θ) sin(ϕ) [a^{gen}_3 (0) cos(ωτ) − a^{gen}_2 (0) sin(ωτ)] − cos(ϕ) [a^{gen}_2 (0) cos(ωτ) + a^{gen}_3 (0) sin(ωτ)] a^{gen}_2 (t) = a^{gen}_1 (0) cos(θ) cos(ϕ) + sin(θ) cos(ϕ) [a^{gen}_3 (0) cos(ωτ) − a^{gen}_2 (0) sin(ωτ)] + sin(ϕ) [a^{gen}_2 (0) cos(ωτ) + a^{gen}_3 (0) sin(ωτ)] a^{gen}_3 (t) = −a^{gen}_1 (0) sin(θ) + [a^{gen}_3 (0) cos(ωτ) − a^{gen}_2 (0) sin(ωτ)] cos(θ). (35)

The correction angle α, given by (17), simplifies to α(t) = − a_1 z^2 ξ = −kω (1 + cn(2ωt; k)) . (36)

This expression can be integrated analytically. The result is τ(t) = − ∫_t 0 ds α(s) = kt − 1 ω arctan dn(ωt; k) k sn(ωt; k) cn(ωt; k) . (37)

With some effort, (35) can now be written as

a^{gen}_1 (t) = a^{gen}_1 (0) cn(ωt; k) +a^{gen}_2 (0) sn(ωt; k) cos(kωt) +a^{gen}_3 (0) sn(ωt; k) sin(kωt), a^{gen}_2 (t) = a^{gen}_1 (0) sn(ωt; k) dn(ωt; k) +a^{gen}_2 (0) ( cn(ωt; k) dn(ωt; k) cos(kωt) − k sn(ωt; k) sin(kωt)) + a^{gen}_3 (0) ( cn(ωt; k) dn(ωt; k) sin(kωt) + k sn(ωt; k) cos(kωt)) , a^{gen}_3 (t) = −a^{gen}_1 (0)k sn^2(ωt; k) +a^{gen}_2 (0) (k cn(ωt; k) sn(ωt; k) cos(kωt) + dn(ωt; k) sin(kωt)) + a^{gen}_3 (0) (k cn(ωt; k) sn(ωt; k) sin(kωt) − dn(ωt; k) cos(kωt)) . (38)

The three independent solutions are therefore

a^{(1)} = cn(ωt; k) sn(ωt; k) dn(ωt; k)

−k sn^2(ωt; k) ,

a^{(2)} = sn(ωt; k) cos(kωt) cn(ωt; k) dn(ωt; k) cos(kωt) − k sn(ωt; k) sin(kωt) k cn(ωt; k) sn(ωt; k) cos(kωt) + dn(ωt; k) sin(kωt) ,

a^{(3)} = sn(ωt; k) sin(kωt) cn(ωt; k) dn(ωt; k) sin(kωt) + k sn(ωt; k) cos(kωt) k cn(ωt; k) sn(ωt; k) sin(kωt) − dn(ωt; k) cos(kωt) . (39)

One clearly has a = ωa^{(1)}, the special solution we started with. It is easy to verify that also a^{(2)} and a^{(3)} are solutions of ȧ = a × h.

3 SU(2) continued

3.1 Including phase modulation

A slightly different solution is obtained when the parameter ϵ in (6) is made time dependent in the following way

ϵ = ϵ_0 tanh(ωt). (40)

In [4], the resulting equations are called the Bloch equations including phase modulation. Also in this case a special solution is known. The generalisation to Jacobi’s elliptic functions, as given below, can be done in two different ways.

3.2 Special solutions

Assume that

ξ(t) = ξ_0 cn(ωt; k), ϵ(t) = ϵ_0 sn(ωt; k). (41) or ξ(t) = ξ_0 dn(ωt; k), ϵ(t) = ϵ_0 sn(ωt; k). (42)

Both assumptions reduce to ξ(t) = ξ_0 sech(ωt) and (40) in the limit k = 1.

A solution of the equations (6) is given by

a_1(t) = ϵ_0 cn(ωt; k), a_2(t) = ω dn(ωt; k), a_3(t) = −ξ_0 sn(ωt; k). (43) or a_1(t) = ω cn(ωt; k), a_2(t) = ϵ_0 dn(ωt; k), a_3(t) = −ξ_0 sn(ωt; k). (44)

provided that ξ^2_0 = ϵ^2_0 + ω^2k^2, respectively ξ^2_0 = ϵ^2_0k^2 + ω^2, is satisfied.

Only the first of the cases is treated below. The other case is completely analogous. Note that in the limit k = 1 the solution (43) reduces to the well-known solution

a_1(t) = ϵ_0 sech(ωt), a_2(t) = ω sech(ωt), a_3(t) = −ξ_0 tanh(ωt). (45)

In the limit k = 0 it reduces to a harmonic precession

ξ(t) = ξ_0 cos(ωt), ϵ(t) = ϵ_0 sin(ωt), a_1(t) = ϵ_0 cos(ωt), a_2(t) = ω, a_3(t) = −ξ_0 sin(ωt). (46)

3.3 Automorphisms

Consider the special solution (43). The angles ϕ(t) and θ(t) are determined by (62) of Part I. In particular, at t = 0 is

sin(ϕ(0)) = ϵ_0 λ , cos(ϕ(0)) = ω λ , (47)

and θ(0) = 0, with λ = √ ϵ^2_0 + ω^2. This means that by a rotation R_3(−ϕ(0)) around the third axis the initial vector a(0) is rotated into the fixed vector λ(0, 1, 0)^T. Next, the rotation R_1(θ(t)), followed by the rotation R_3(ϕ(t)) maps this fixed vector onto the time-dependent a(t). The Hamiltonian K(t) equals (see (63) of Part I) K(t) = a_2ȧ_3 z^2

S_1 − a_1ȧ_3 z^2

S_2 + a_1ȧ_2 − a_2ȧ_1

z^2

S_3 = ξ(t) z^2(t) [ −a^2(t)S_1 + a_1(t)a_2(t)S_2 + a_1(t)a_3(t)S_3 ] + ϵS_3. (48)

This is the same expression as (16). The difference between this K(t) and the Hamiltonian H(t) as given by (5) makes an extra rotation necessary. It involves the function α(t), given by (64) of Part I. It evaluates to α(t) = − a_1(t) z^2(t) ξ(t) = − ϵ_0ξ_0 cn(ωt; k) dn(ωt; k) ϵ^2_0 cn^2(ωt; k) + ω^2 dn^2(ωt; k)

. (49)

The final result then becomes U(t) = e^{iϕ(t)S3} e^{iθ(t)S1} e^{−iϕ(0)S3} e^{iλτ (t)X} , (50) with τ(t) = − ∫_t 0 ds α(s) and X = ϵ_0S_1 + ωS_2 λ . Note that (49) can be integrated analytically.

The result is τ(t) = ϵ_0ξ_0 2ωλμ ln λ + μ sn(ωt; k) λ − μ sn(ωt; k) (51)

with μ = √ ϵ^2_0 + k^2ω^2.

3.4 General solution including phase modulation

It is now possible to obtain the general solution of the Bloch equations including phase modulation, with driving fields of the form (41). One calculates (again omitting time dependencies and denoting ϕ_0 ≡ ϕ(0))

U(t)(ϵ_0S_1 + ωS_2)U(t)^∗ = λ cos(θ)S_+ − λ sin(θ)S_3 λU(t)(ϵ_0S_1 − ωS_2)U(t)^∗ = [ (ϵ^2_0 − ω^2) cos(θ) + 2ϵ_0ω sin(θ) sin(λτ) ] S_+ +2ϵ_0ω cos(λτ)S_− + [ 2ϵ_0ω cos(θ) sin(λτ) − (ϵ^2_0 − ω^2) sin(θ) ] S_3

U(t)S_3U(t)^∗ = cos(λτ) sin(θ)S_+ − sin(λτ)S_− + cos(λτ) cos(θ)S_3, (52)

with

S_+ = sin(ϕ)S_1 + cos(ϕ)S_2 and S_− = cos(ϕ)S_1 − sin(ϕ)S_2. (53)

The three independent solutions of the Bloch equations including phase modulation are therefore

a^{(1)}(t) = ϵ_0 λ sin(ϕ) cos(θ) cos(ϕ) cos(θ) − sin(θ) + ω λ sin(λτ) sin(ϕ) sin(θ) cos(ϕ) sin(θ) cos(θ) + ω λ cos(λτ) cos(ϕ) − sin(ϕ) 0 ,

a^{(2)}(t) = ω λ sin(ϕ) cos(θ) cos(ϕ) cos(θ) − sin(θ) − ϵ_0 λ sin(λτ) sin(ϕ) sin(θ) cos(ϕ) sin(θ) cos(θ) − ϵ^0 λ cos(λτ) cos(ϕ) − sin(ϕ) 0 ,

a^{(3)}(t) = cos(λτ) sin(ϕ) sin(θ) cos(ϕ) sin(θ) cos(θ) − sin(λτ) cos(ϕ) − sin(ϕ) 0 . (54)

The special solution (43) satisfies a = ϵ_0a^{(1)} + ωa^{(2)}. The general solution of the equations ẋ = h × x has been given in Part I of the paper and can be rederived from the knowledge of a^{(1)}, a^{(2)}, a^{(3)}.

3.5 The k = 1-limit

In this limit the existence of the special solution requires that ξ_0 = λ. The angle ϕ and the phase α become constants

sin(ϕ) = ϵ_0 λ and cos(ϕ) = ω λ (55)

and α = −ϵ_0ξ_0/λ^2. Hence one has λτ(t) = ϵ_0t. The angle θ satisfies

sin(θ) = − tanh(ωt) and cos(θ) = sech(ωt). (56)

The three independent solutions are

a^{(1)}(t) = ϵ_0 λ^2 ϵ_0 sech(ωt) ω sech(ωt) λ tanh(ωt) + ω λ^2 sin(ϵ_0t)

−ϵ_0 tanh(ωt) −ω tanh(ωt) λ sech(ωt) + ω λ^2 cos(ϵ_0t) ω −ϵ_0 0 a^{(2)}(t) = ω λ^2 ϵ_0 sech(ωt) ω sech(ωt) λ tanh(ωt) − ϵ^0 λ^2 sin(ϵ_0t)

−ϵ_0 tanh(ωt) −ω tanh(ωt) λ sech(ωt) − ϵ^0 λ^2 cos(ϵ_0t) ω −ϵ_0 0 a^{(3)}(t) = 1 λ cos(ϵ_0t)

−ϵ_0 tanh(ωt) −ω tanh(ωt) λ sech(ωt) − 1 λ sin(ϵ_0t) ω −ϵ_0 0 . (57) 4 SU(1,1)

The generators of SU(1,1) satisfy the commutation relations

[S_1, S_2] = iS_3, [S_2, S_3] = −iS_1, [S_3, S_1] = −iS_2. (58)

Consider creation and annihilation operators b^† and b satisfying the canonical commutation relations [b, b^†] = I. Then the operators

S_1 = 1 4 ((b^†)^2 + b^2),

S_2 = i 4 ((b^†)^2 − b^2),

S_3 = 1 4 (b^†b + bb^†) (59)

satisfy (58). Hamiltonians which can be written as a linear combination of these generators are the generalised harmonic oscillators.

4.1 Time-dependent frequency

Consider the harmonic oscillator with arbitrary time-dependent frequency ω(t) H = 1 2m P^2 + 1 2 mω^2(t)Q^2. (60)

Here, Q is the position operator and P the momentum operator. They satisfy [Q, P ] = i. This problem was studied by Lewis and Riesenfeld [2]. See also [1, 9, 13, 18, 19, 23, 24, 27, 30].

Introduce an annihilation operator defined by b = 1 r √ 2 Q + i r √ 2 P, (61)

with r = 1 √ mω_0 and ω_0 some constant frequency. Then the generators equal

S_1 = 1 4r^2

Q^2 − r^2 4 P^2 (62)

S_2 = 1 4 (QP + P Q) (63)

S_3 = 1 4r^2

Q^2 + r^2 4 P^2. (64)

Introduce the function γ(t), modulating the frequency ω_0, defined by ω(t) = γ(t)ω_0. The Hamiltonian becomes H(t) = − 1 4 ω_0(b − b^†)^2 + 1 4 ω_0γ^2(t)(b + b^†)^2 = ω_0(γ^2(t) − 1)S_1 + ω_0(γ^2(t) + 1)S_3. (65) Hence one has h = ω_0(γ^2(t) − 1, 0, γ^2(t) + 1)^T.

4.2 Special solution

The time evolution equation reads (see the definition of the Lie bracket in Part I, equation (69)) ȧ = h × a = (h_3a_2, h_1a_3 − h_3a_1, h_1a_2)^T = ω_0(γ^2(t) + 1)(a_2, −a_1, 0)^T + ω_0(γ^2(t) − 1)(0, a_3, a_2)^T. (66) Proposition 1 Let x(t) be a solution of the classical oscillator equation ẍ + ω^2(t)x = 0. (67) Then a, defined by a = 1 2 (ẋ)^2(1, 0, 1)^T + 1 2 ω^2_0 x^2(−1, 0, 1)^T − ω_0xẋ(0, 1, 0)^T, (68) is a solution of (66).

The proof is done by explicit calculation. One concludes that, to find a special solution of the von Neumann equation, it suffices to find a special solution of the classical equation (67). Note that the latter problem is equivalent with solving Riccati’s equation ġ − g^2 = ω^2(t). (69) The corresponding solution of (67) is

x = C exp ( − ∫ dt g(t) ) , (70)

with integration constant C. In the case that ω(t) is constant one finds g(t) = ω tan(ωt) (71) so that x(t) = C cos(ωt). With C = 1 and ω_0 = ω one obtains the special solution a = 1 2 ω^2(− cos(2ωt), sin(2ωt), 1)^T. (72) If ω(t) is of the form ω(t) = ω_0(1 + ϵ cos(2λt)) then the equation (67) is related to Mathieu’s equation. The solution x = cn(ω_0, t; k), involving Jacobi’s elliptic function with 0 < k < 1/ √ 2, is obtained when

ω(t) = ω_0 √ 2 dn^2(ω_0t; k) − 1. (73)

4.3 Automorphisms

Note that the special solution (68) satisfies ⟨a|a⟩ = 0 (using the metric with signature −, −, +). Hence, we have to apply the exceptional case discussed in Part I, at the end of Section 5.

Write a(t) into the form a(t) = R_3(ϕ)P_1(χ)R_3(−ϕ(0))a(0). (74) From (77) of Part I follows

sin(ϕ) = a_1 a_3 = (ẋ)^2 − ω^2_0 x^2 (ẋ)^2 + ω^2_0 x^2 , cos(ϕ) = a_2 a_3 = 2ω_0xẋ (ẋ)^2 + ω^2_0x^2

. (75)

From (83) of Part I follows

χ = ln a_3(t) a_3(0)

= ln

(ẋ)^2 + ω^2_0 x^2 [(ẋ)^2 + ω^2_0 x^2)]_{t=0}

. (76)

Note that ϕ(0) simplifies if either x(0) = 0 or ẋ(0) = 0.

From the general theory now follows that (see (76) of Part I) V (t) = e^{−iϕ(t)S3} e^{−iχ(t)S1} e^{iϕ(0)S3} . (77) The corresponding Hamiltonian is K = χ̇ {cos(ϕ)S_1 − sin(ϕ)S_2} + ϕ̇S_3. (78) Note that

χ̇ = ȧ_3 a_3

= h_1 a_2 a_3 and ϕ̇ = a_2ȧ_1 − a_1ȧ_2 a^2_3

= h_3 − h_1 a_1 a_3

. (79)

Hence K can be written as K = (cos(ϕ)χ̇, − sin(ϕ)χ̇, ϕ̇)^T = 1 a^2_3 ( h_1a^2, −h_1a_1a_2, h_3a^2_3 − h_1a_1a_3

)_T . (80)

One obtains h − k = αa, with

α = h_1 a_1 a^2_3

. (81)

The final result is U(t) = V (t)e^{ift(ρs(0)−C)} = e^{−iϕ(t)S3} e^{−iχ(t)S1} e^{iϕ(0)S3} e^{i ∑j aj (0)Sj ∫ t0 ds α(s)}. (82)

5 More general oscillators

More general time-dependent harmonic oscillators have been considered in the literature [3, 7, 8, 15, 20, 22, 27]. Even damped oscillators have been studied — see for instance [11, 14, 21]. Some of them can be treated by the present method. An example not yet considered in the literature is H =

∑_3

j=1 h_j(t)S_j with

h_1(t) = a cn(ωt; k) (83) h_2(t) = −a sn(ωt; k) (84) h_3(t) = c + ω dn(ωt; k), (85)

with constants ω, a, c, and 0 ≤ k ≤ 1. A special solution of the von Neumann equation is given by (see [25]) ρ_s(t) =

∑_3

j=1 a_j (t)S_j with

a_1(t) = a cn(ωt; k) (86) a_2(t) = −a sn(ωt; k) (87) a_3(t) = c. (88)

Note that ρ_s(t) is not a density operator. But this does not harm our method.

Introduce unitary operators V (t) by (see (76) of Part I) V (t) = e^{−iϕ(t)S3} e^{−iχ(t)S1} e^{iχ(0)S1} e^{iϕ(0)S3} (89) with angles ϕ(t) and χ(t) satisfying (see (77) of Part I)

sin(ϕ) = cn(ωt; k), cos(ϕ) = sn(ωt; k) (90) sinh(χ) = c √ a^2 − c^2

, cosh(χ) = a √ a^2 − c^2

. (91)

Note that we assume that a^2 > c^2. Also, note that ϕ(0) = π/2. Because χ(t) turns out to be independent of time t, (89) simplifies to

V (t) = e^{−i(ϕ(t)−ϕ(0))S3} . (92)

Next calculate α(t) = a_1h_1 + a_2h_2

a^2

= 1. (93)

Hence, the time evolution is described by the unitary operators U(t) = V (t)e^{−iρs(0)t} = e^{−i(ϕ(t)−ϕ(0))S3} e^{−it(aS1 +cS3)}. (94) It is now possible to calculate the time evolution of the generators in the Heisenberg picture. For simplicity take c = 0. Then one obtains

S_1(t) = U(t)^∗S_1U(t)

= cos(ϕ(t) − ϕ(0))S_1 + sin(ϕ(t) − ϕ(0))S_2

= sin(ϕ(t))S_1 − cos(ϕ(t))S_2 = cn(ωt; k)S_1 − sn(ωt; k)S_2. (95)

Similarly is

S_2(t) = U(t)^∗S_2U(t) = cosh(at) [cos(ϕ(t) − ϕ(0))S_2 − sin(ϕ(t) − ϕ(0))S_1] − sinh(at)S_3 = cosh(at) [sin(ϕ(t))S_2 + cos(ϕ(t))S_1] − sinh(at)S_3 = cosh(at) [ cn(ωt; k)S_2 + sn(ωt; k)S_1] − sinh(at)S_3, (96) and S_3(t) = U(t)^∗S_3U(t) = cosh(at)S_3 − sinh(at) [cos(ϕ(t) − ϕ(0))S_2 − sin(ϕ(t) − ϕ(0))S_1] = cosh(at)S_3 − sinh(at) [sin(ϕ(t))S_2 + cos(ϕ(t))S_1] = cosh(at)S_3 − sinh(at) [ cn(ωt; k)S_2 + sn(ωt; k)S_1] . (97)

Note that S_3 is the energy of the unperturbed harmonic oscillator. Clearly, this quantity explodes for large times. Hence, the time-dependent harmonic oscillator described by (85) is at resonance.

6 Discussion

In Part I of this work a method was developed to solve time-dependent Hamiltonians with the assumption that they equal a time-dependent linear combination of generators of a finite Lie algebra. The method aims at finding all solutions, given one special solution. This Part II demonstrates how the method of Part I can be applied in two well-known cases, one corresponding with SU(2) symmetry, the other with SU(1,1). In this way, a number of known results are treated in a unified way. But in both cases the method is shown to produce new results as well.

We did not try to reproduce the most general results found in the literature. We are confident that we could do so, at the expense of writing a more technical and less pedagogical paper. Of more interest is the application of our method to other Lie algebras.

In [15], the Lie algebra that we used in Section 4 is extended to contain 6 elements^1_2 P^2, 1 2 Q^2,^1_2 (P Q + QP ), P , Q, I. With this extension it becomes possible to calculate the time evolution in the Heisenberg picture of physically interesting quantities such as the position Q and the momentum P . One then can calculate the classical phase portrait by studying the orbit t → ⟨ψ|Q(t)|ψ⟩, ⟨ψ|P (t)|ψ⟩ for an arbitrary wavefunction ψ. This will be done in a future work.

Weigert [16] has considered the general case of SU(N) symmetry. Lopez and Suslov [28] used the HeisenbergWeyl group N(3) to describe a forced harmonic oscillator. Finally, Cariñena et al [29], among others, are interested in developing a superposition principle for nonlinear equations by mapping the solutions onto the solutions of linear equations with time-dependent coefficients.

References

[1] V.P. Ermakov, Second order differential equations. Integrability conditions in closed form [in Russian], Universitetskie Izvestiya, Kiev, 9, 1 – 25 (1880).

[2] H.R. Lewis, Jr., W.B. Riesenfeld, An exact quantum theory of the time-dependent harmonic oscillator and of a charged particle in a time-dependent electromagnetic field, J. Math. Phys. 10, 1458 – 1473 (1969).

[3] C.C. Gerry, Dynamics of SU(1,1) coherent states, Phys. Rev. A 31, 2721 – 2723 (1985). [4] L. Allen and J.H. Eberly, Optical resonance and two-level atoms (Dover publications, 1987) [5] A. Hasenfeld, S.L. Hammes, W.S. Warren, Understanding of phase modulation in two-level systems through inverse scattering, Phys. Rev. A 38, 2678 – 2681 (1988).

[6] G. Campolieti and B.C. Sanctuary, The Wei-Norman Lie-algebraic technique applied to field modulation in nuclear magnetic resonance, J. Chem. Phys. 91(4), 2108 – 2123 (1989).

[7] C.P. Lo, Generating displaced and squeezed number states by a general driven time-dependent oscillator, Phys. Rev. A 43, 404 – 409 (1991).

[8] M. Sabir and S. Rajagopalan, Path integral analysis of harmonic oscillators with time-dependent mass, Pramana bf 37, 253 – 260 (1991).

[9] C.M.A. Dantas, I.A. Pedrosa, and B. Baseia, Harmonic oscillator with time-dependent mass and frequency and a perturbative potential, Phys. Rev. A 45, 1320 – 1324 (1992).

[10] A.V. Alekseev, N.V. Sushilov, Analytic solutions of Bloch and Maxwell-Bloch equations in the case of arbitrary field amplitude and phase modulation, Phys. Rev. A46, 351 – 355 (1992).

[11] J. Twamley, Quantum behavior of general time-dependent quadratic systems linearly coupled to a bath, Phys. Rev. A 48, 2627 – 2633 (1993).

[12] J. Zhou and C. Ye, Rotation-operator approach and spin dynamics in a time-varying magnetic field, Phys. Rev. A 50, 1903 – 1905 (1994).

[13] Kyu Hwang Yeon, Hyon Ju Kim, Chung In Um, Thomas F. George and Lakshmi N. Pandey, Wave function in the invariant representation and squeezed-state function of the time-dependent harmonic oscillator, Phys. Rev. A 50, 1035 – 1039 (1994).

[14] S. P. Kim, A class of exactly solved time-dependent quantum harmonic oscillators, J. Phys.

A 27, 3927 – 3936 (1994).

[15] M.-H. Lee, H.-C. Kim, and J.-Y. Ji, Exact wave functions and geometric phases of a generalised driven oscillator, J. Korean Phys. Soc. 31, 560 – 567 (1997).

[16] S. Weigert, Nonequilibrium work distribution of a quantum harmonic oscillator, J. Phys. A:

Math. Gen. 30, 8739 – 8749 (1997).

[17] A. Dasgupta, An analytically solvable time dependent Jaynes Cummings model, arXiv:9808.004.

[18] D.-Y. Song, Unitary relation between a harmonic oscillator of time-dependent frequency and a simple harmonic oscillator with and without an inverse-square potential, Phys. Rev. A 62, 014103 (2000).

[19] F. Haas and J. Goedert, Dynamical symmetries and the Ermakov invariant, Phys. Lett. A 279, 181 – 188 (2001).

[20] W.-S. Liu and X.-P. Li, Time-dependent formulation of the Bogoliubov transformation and time-evolution operators for time-dependent quantum oscillators, EPL 58, 639 – 645 (2002).

[21] A.R.P. Rau and R.A. Wendell, Embedding Dissipation and Decoherence in Unitary Evolution Schemes, Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 220405 (2002).

[22] J.-R. Choi, Thermal state of the general time-dependent harmonic oscillator, Pramana J.

Phys. 61, 7 – 20 (2003).

[23] S. P. Kim, Invariant operators and Heisenberg operators for time-dependent generalized oscillators, J. Korean Phys. Soc. 43, 11 – 16 (2003).

[24] M.F. Guasti, Analytic approximation to the harmonic oscillator equation with a sub-period time dependent parameter, Physica D 189, 188 – 198 (2004).

[25] J. Naudts and M. Kuna, Special solutions of non-linear von Neumann equations, arXiv:math-ph/0506020.

[26] P. Saksida, On the Generalized Maxwell-Bloch Equations, SIGMA 2, 038 (2006). [27] W. Liu and J. Wang, Time evolution of a time-dependent harmonic oscillator in a static magnetic field, J. Phys. A 40, 1057 – 1063 (2007).

[28] R.M. Lopez and S.K. Suslov, Cauchy problem for forced harmonic oscillator, arXiv:0707.1902.

[29] J.F. Cariñena, J. De Lucas, and M.F. Rañada, Recent Applications of the theory of Lie systems in Ermakov systems, SIGMA 4, 031 (2008).

[30] S. Deffner and E. Lutz, Nonequilibrium work distribution of a quantum harmonic oscillator, Phys. Rev. E 77, 021128 (2008).

[31] M. Kuna and J. Naudts, Solving the von Neumann equation with time-dependent Hamiltonian. Part I: Method, arXiv:0805.4487 (2008).