arXiv:1701.08759v2 [quant-ph] 6 Jul 2017

Coherence and entanglement of mechanical oscillators mediated by coupling to different baths.

Daniel Boyanovsky^{1, ∗} and David Jasnow^{1, †} 1Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Pittsburgh, Pittsburgh, PA 15260 (Dated: January 17, 2022)

We study the non-equilibrium dynamics of two mechanical oscillators with general linear couplings to two uncorrelated thermal baths at temperatures T1 and T2, respectively. We obtain the complete solution of the Heisenberg-Langevin equations, which reveal a coherent mixing among the normal modes of the oscillators as a consequence of their off-diagonal couplings to the baths. Unique renormalization aspects resulting from this mixing are discussed. Diagonal and off-diagonal (coherence) correlation functions are obtained analytically in the case of strictly Ohmic baths with different couplings in the strong and weak coupling regimes. An asymptotic non-equilibrium stationary state emerges for which we obtain the complete expressions for the correlations and coherence. Remarkably, the coherence survives in the high temperature, classical limit for T1 ≠ T2. This is a consequence of the coherence being determined by the difference of the bath correlation functions. In the case of vanishing detuning between the oscillator normal modes both coupling to one and the same bath, the coherence retains memory of the initial conditions at long time. A perturbative expansion of the early time evolution reveals that the emergence of coherence is a consequence of the entanglement between the normal modes of the oscillators mediated by their couplings to the baths. This suggests the survival of entanglement in the high temperature limit for different spectral densities and temperatures of the baths and is essentially a consequence of the non-equilibrium nature of the asymptotic stationary state. An out of equilibrium setup with small detuning and large |T1 − T2| produces non-vanishing steady-state coherence and entanglement in the high temperature limit of the baths.

I. INTRODUCTION, MOTIVATION AND GOALS

Progress in quantum information and quantum computing with continuous variables is receiving much attention with platforms that implement quantum optics, cavity quantum electrodynamics[1, 2] and optomechanics[3–7]. The quantum mechanical degrees of freedom unavoidably couple to other environmental degrees of freedom, or bath, that induce dissipation and decoherence. Therefore, their dynamics are treated as a quantum open system[8–13]. The motivation for a fundamental study of dissipation and decoherence by environmental degrees of freedom is bolstered by the theoretical[14–17] and experimental[18, 19] potential to engineer the properties of the environmental bath. Quantum brownian motion[8, 9, 20–25] provides a paradigmatic model to study the dynamics of open quantum systems. In this model a quantum mechanical oscillator is linearly coupled to a bath described also by a (large) number of quantum mechanical oscillators; the properties of this bath are determined by its spectral density. This simple yet illuminating model has yielded a deep understanding of the role of an environmental bath on decoherence and dissipation of quantum mechanical degrees of freedom.

This model also provides a theoretical foundation for the emerging field of quantum thermodynamics[26–31] and quantum entanglement induced by coupling to environmental degrees of freedom[32–35].

A remarkable experiment[36] that uses an opto-mechanical resonator probed the spectral properties of an environmental bath coupled to the micro-mechanical oscillators, thus paving the way towards a deeper understanding of the effects of the coupling between quantum mechanical and environmental degrees of freedom in experimentally controlled platforms.

The possibility of engineering the properties of the environmental degrees of freedom including coupling to several different baths, tailoring decoherence and dissipative properties could allow novel cooling techniques of optomechanical systems[17]. Recent experimental studies[37–39] have demonstrated the feasibility of coupling various quantum systems to non-equilibrium baths, and of tailoring the environmental degrees of freedom. Recent theoretical analysis[15] of a V-type molecular system showed the possibility of long-lived coherences despite noise-induced decoherence, and ref.[16] reports the emergence of steady-state entanglement in the case of finite dimensional coupled systems such as

∗Electronic address: boyan@pitt.edu †Electronic address: jasnow@pitt.edu

superconducting qubits or quantum dots. Furthermore, coupling to different non-equilibrium environments has been argued to lead to the persistence of entanglement in the high temperature limit[35, 40, 41] as well as to the coherent mixing of mechanical excitations in nano-optomechanical structures[42]. Ref.[33] establishes bounds on the couplings to the baths to maximize entanglement of the quantum degrees of freedom induced by these couplings. A widely used approach to studying decoherence and dissipation relies on the quantum master equation for the reduced density matrix of the system, either in the form of influence functionals obtained in ref.[23] or of the Lindblad form[8–10] after tracing over the bath degrees of freedom. Recent articles[44, 45] study the dynamics of quantum coherence for a system of two oscillators coupled with different couplings to a thermal bath within the framework of the quantum master equation. These studies question the applicability of the Lindblad quantum master equation approach to the non-equilibrium dynamics and suggest important modifications in the case of a system of several oscillators coupled to a bath.

Motivation and goals:

Experimental advances in cavity electrodynamics and optomechanics along with the possibility of engineering the spectral properties of environmental baths open new avenues for quantum information and quantum computing and provide new platforms for fundamental studies of coherence, dissipation and quantum thermodynamics. Motivated by these developments we study the non-equilibrium dynamics of two coupled “mechanical” oscillators, each one in turn coupled to two different and uncorrelated baths at different temperatures. This model is a generalization of those considered in refs.[17, 32, 33, 35, 42, 45] which mostly focused on the influence functional[23, 29, 35] or Lindblad approach to the quantum master equation[8, 10]. Instead, we solve exactly the Heisenberg-Langevin equations for general couplings and spectral densities of the baths. Additionally, we focus specifically on the Ohmic case, which allows an analytic treatment, addressing in detail correlations and coherences in the asymptotic stationary regime.

Our main goals are:

• To provide a general solution of the Heisenberg-Langevin equations valid for two mechanical oscillators with linear couplings to different environments with general spectral densities. We study the non-equilibrium dynamics as an initial value problem to reveal the approach to a stationary regime in the asymptotic long time limit, allowing one to deal with cases in which correlation functions retain memory of the initial conditions in this limit.

• The provide a complete analytic treatment in the case of Ohmic baths. In this exactly solvable case we study the emergence of an asymptotic stationary but non-equilibrium state. We focus on two relevant cases: a strong coupling case that includes vanishing detuning between the normal modes of the mechanical oscillators, and a weak coupling case corresponding to weak damping on the scale of the normal mode frequencies.

• To obtain the correlation functions and coherence (off diagonal correlations between the normal modes) at different times. Specifically we focus on the interesting and potentially observable survival of coherence in the classical high temperature limit.

• To discuss renormalization aspects that arise from the coupling of individual oscillators to two different baths, which results in “mixing” of the normal modes of the mechanical oscillators, requiring new renormalization counterterms.

• To explore the temporal emergence of entanglement and coherence between the normal modes mediated by their couplings to and entanglement with the bath degrees of freedom.

Brief summary of results:

• We obtain the general solution of the Heisenberg-Langevin equation for the case of two mechanical oscillators with linear couplings to two different and uncorrelated baths. The different couplings to the baths lead to a “mixing” of the normal modes of the mechanical oscillators. This mixing implies novel renormalization aspects and the necessity for off-diagonal counterterms in the effective Hamiltonian of the mechanical oscillators.

• The case of strictly Ohmic baths[8, 9] yields an analytic solution for the time evolution of the correlation functions. This solution allows one to obtain correlation functions and coherence (off diagonal correlations of the mechanical normal modes) at different times without the need to invoke the quantum regression theorem[8, 10]. A stationary non-equilibrium state emerges in the asymptotic long time-limit. We find both in the strong and weak coupling regimes that coherence survives in the high temperature limit if the baths feature different spectral densities and/or temperatures.

We show that this surprising and counterintuitive result is a consequence of the coherence being proportional to the difference of the correlation functions of the baths degrees of freedom.

In the strong coupling case coherence survives in the high temperature limit if the baths feature different temperature, whereas in the weak coupling case coherence survives in this limit if the temperature and/or the couplings are different. Classical equilibrium equipartition follows in both cases when the baths are at the same temperature; in this equilibrium case the coherence is suppressed in the weak coupling case.

• When the renormalized normal modes of the mechanical oscillators are degenerate and both couple only to one bath, we find that the asymptotic long time limit retains memory of the initial conditions, possibly suggesting a breakdown of a Markovian approximation.

• A perturbative expansion is implemented to learn about the early time evolution of the coherence in the case when both baths are at zero temperature. We find that the emergence of coherence is a manifestation of the entanglement between the normal modes of the mechanical oscillators mediated by their entanglement with the environmental degrees of freedom. This study leads us to conjecture that entanglement may survive in the high temperature limit (of each bath) when the baths are at different temperatures with large |T_1 − T_2| relative to the frequencies of the normal modes. We conclude that this result opens the possibility of designing a setup of mechanical oscillators coupled to two baths at different temperatures as a platform that maintains coherence and entanglement in the high temperature limit of both baths.

II. THE MODEL AND THE GENERAL SOLUTION OF THE EQUATIONS OF MOTION.

We consider two interacting oscillators of equal unit mass coupled to two different baths in equilibrium at different temperatures, specifically

H = H_S + H_B + H_{SB} (II.1)

with

H_S = p^2_a 2 + p^2_b 2 + Ω^2_a 2 q^2_a +

Ω^2_b 2 q^2_b +

Ω^2 2 (q_a − q_b)^2 , (II.2) and

H_B = ∑ p [ P 2_{p,1} 2 + W^2_{p,1} 2 Q^2_{p,1} ] + ∑ k [ P 2_{k,2} 2 + W^2_{k,2} 2 Q^2_{k,2} ] . (II.3)

The Hamiltonian H_B describes two independent baths of harmonic oscillators to be taken in thermal equilibrium at different temperatures T_1, T_2 respectively. The system-bath coupling is taken to be

H_{SB} = −(q_a cos(θ) + q_b sin(θ)) B_1[{Q_1}] − (q_b cos(θ) − q_a sin(θ)) B_2[{Q_2}] (II.4)

where θ is an arbitrary mixing angle and

B_1[{Q_1}] = ∑ p C_p Q_{p,1} ; B_2[{Q_2}] = ∑ k D_k Q_{k,2} . (II.5)

This system-bath Hamiltonian generalizes the cases studied in refs.[33, 45], and as will be seen below, it describes mixing and coherence among the mechanical oscillators similar to the coherent mixing of excitations in nanooptomechanical structures described in ref.[42] and the case of two-mode coupling in multimode cavity quantum optomechanics[43]. In ref.[45] the case Ω = 0 was considered with only one bath; after phase redefinitions the system bath coupling was taken as (q_a ϕ_a + q_b ϕ_b)B[{Q_1}]. Writing ϕ_a = √ ϕ^2_a + ϕ^2_b cos(θ) , ϕ_b = √ ϕ^2_a + ϕ^2_b sin(θ) and absorbing √ ϕ^2_a + ϕ^2_b into a redefinition of the couplings C_p in the system-bath Hamiltonian (II.4,II.5), the model studied in ref.[45] is equivalent to the generalized model described above with Ω = 0 and D_k = 0 ∀ k.

It is convenient to introduce the vector ⃗q = ( q_a q_b ) (II.6) and the frequency matrix

Ω^2 = ( Ω^2_a + Ω^2 −Ω^2 −Ω^2 Ω^2_b + Ω^2 ) = 1 2 ( Ω^2_a + Ω^2_b + 2Ω^2 ) 1 + 1 2 ( Ω^2_a − Ω^2_b −2Ω^2 −2Ω^2 Ω^2_b − Ω^2_a ) (II.7)

to write the potential term in H_S as ⃗q^T Ω^2 ⃗q; diagonalizing this quadratic form we obtain the normal modes of the coupled oscillators. Introducing

cos(2λ) =

(Ω^2_a − Ω^2_b ) √ (Ω^2_a − Ω^2_b )^2 + 4Ω^4

; sin(2λ) =

2Ω^2 √ (Ω^2_a − Ω^2_b )^2 + 4Ω^4

(II.8)

the matrix Ω^2 is written as

Ω^2 = ( Ω^2_a + Ω^2 −Ω^2 −Ω^2 Ω^2_b + Ω^2 ) = 1 2 ( Ω^2_a + Ω^2_b + 2Ω^2 ) 1 + 1 2 √ (Ω^2_a − Ω^2_b )^2 + 4Ω^4 ( cos(2λ) − sin(2λ) − sin(2λ) − cos(2λ) ) , (II.9)

which yields a straightforward diagonalization by a unitary transformation, namely ( cos(2λ) − sin(2λ) − sin(2λ) − cos(2λ) ) = V^{−1}(λ) ( 1 0 0 −1 ) V(λ) (II.10)

with

V(λ) = ( cos(λ) − sin(λ) sin(λ) cos(λ) ) . (II.11)

Therefore

Ω^2 = V^{−1}(λ) ( Ω^2_+ 0 0 Ω^2_− ) V(λ) , (II.12)

where

Ω^2_± = 1 2 ( Ω^2_a + Ω^2_b + 2Ω^2 ) ± 1 2 √ (Ω^2_a − Ω^2_b )^2 + 4Ω^4 (II.13)

are the normal mode frequencies.

The coordinates and momenta of the normal modes (q_±; p_±), are related to the original ones (q_{a,b}; p_{a,b}) by ( q_+ q_− ) = V(λ) ( q_a q_b ) ; ( p_+ p_− ) = V(λ) ( p_a p_b ) . (II.14)

The system Hamiltonian H_S (II.2) becomes diagonal in the normal mode basis, the coordinates and momenta q_±, p_± describing independent, uncoupled harmonic oscillators of frequencies Ω_± respectively.

The system-bath coupling Hamiltonian (II.4,II.5)) is written in the original basis as

H_{SB} = −(q_a q_b) ( cos(θ) − sin(θ) sin(θ) cos(θ) ) ( B_1[{Q_1}] B_2[{Q_2}] ) , (II.15)

while in the normal mode basis ((q_+ q_−) = (q_a q_b) V^{−1}(λ)) it becomes

H_{SB} = −(q_+ q_−) ( cos(ψ) − sin(ψ) sin(ψ) cos(ψ) ) ( B_1[{Q_1}] B_2[{Q_2}] ) ; ψ = λ + θ . (II.16)

In the normal mode basis the total Hamiltonian is H_{tot} = p^2_+ 2 + Ω^2_+ 2 q^2_+ + p^2_− 2 + Ω^2_− 2 q^2_− + H_B + H_{SB} . (II.17)

where H_{SB} is given by (II.16) in the normal mode basis.

The main conclusion from this analysis is that the form of the total Hamiltonian (II.17) is general even when the mechanical oscillators are coupled.

The equations of motion in the normal mode basis are

q̈_+ + Ω^2_+q_+ = cos(ψ) ∑ p C_p Q_{p,1} − sin(ψ) ∑ k D_k Q_{k,2} (II.18)

q̈_− + Ω^2_−q_+ = sin(ψ) ∑ p C_p Q_{p,1} + cos(ψ) ∑ k D_k Q_{k,2} (II.19)

Q̈_{p,1} + W^2_{p,1}Q_{p,1} = C_p [ cos(ψ) q_+(t) + sin(ψ) q_−(t) ] (II.20)

Q̈_{k,2} + W^2_{k,2}Q_{k,2} = D_k [ cos(ψ) q_−(t) − sin(ψ) q_+(t) ] . (II.21)

Treating the dynamics as an initial condition problem will allow us to examine the approach to a stationary state and correlations in this state in what follows. We proceed to solve the equations of motion for the bath variables and insert the solution into the equations of motion for the system coordinates, namely

Q_{p,1}(t) = Q^{(0)}_{p,1}(t) + C_p ∫_t 0 sin [ W_{p,1}(t − t^′) ] W_{p,1} ( cos(ψ) q_+(t^′) + sin(ψ) q_−(t^′) ) dt^′ (II.22)

Q_{k,2}(t) = Q^{(0)}_{k,2}(t) + D_k ∫_t 0 sin [ W_{k,2}(t − t^′) ] W_{k,2} ( cos(ψ) q_−(t^′) − sin(ψ) q_+(t^′) ) dt^′ , (II.23)

where

Q^{(0)}_{p,1}(t) = 1 √ 2 W_{p,1} [ α_p e^{−iWp,1 t} + α^†_p e^{iWp,1 t} ] (II.24)

Q^{(0)}_{k,2}(t) = 1 √ 2 W_{k,2} [ β_k e^{−iWk,2 t} + β^†_k e^{iWk,2 t} ] (II.25)

are the “free-field” operator solutions of the homogeneous equation in terms of independent annihilation (α_p, β_k) and creation (α^†_p, β^†_k) bath operators. The independent baths are assumed in equilibrium at temperatures T_1, T_2 respectively, with statistical averages

⟨α^†_pα_p⟩_1 = 1 e^{Wp,1/T1} − 1 ; ⟨β^†_kβ_k⟩_2 = 1 e^{Wk,2 /T2} − 1 . (II.26)

Inserting the solutions (II.22,II.23) into (II.18,II.19) we find a system of coupled Heisenberg-Langevin equations, namely

q̈_+(t) + Ω^2_+q_+(t) + ∫_t 0 [ Σ_{++}(t − t^′)q_+(t^′) + Σ_{+−}(t − t^′)q_−(t^′) ] dt^′ = ξ_+(t) (II.27)

q̈_−(t) + Ω^2_−q_−(t) + ∫_t 0 [ Σ_{−−}(t − t^′)q_−(t^′) + Σ_{−+}(t − t^′)q_+(t^′) ] dt^′ = ξ_−(t) . (II.28)

The self-energy kernels are given by

Σ_{++}(t − t^′) = cos^2(ψ) Σ_1(t − t^′) + sin^2(ψ) Σ_2(t − t^′) (II.29) Σ_{−−}(t − t^′) = sin^2(ψ) Σ_1(t − t^′) + cos^2(ψ) Σ_2(t − t^′) (II.30)

Σ_{+−}(t − t^′) = Σ_{−+}(t − t^′) = cos(ψ) sin(ψ) [ Σ_1(t − t^′) − Σ_2(t − t^′) ] . (II.31)

Here the self-energies Σ_{1,2} for each bath are given by

Σ_{1,2}(t − t^′) = i π ∫_∞ −∞ σ_{1,2}(ω^′) e^{iω′ (t−t′)} dω^′ (II.32)

in terms of the spectral densities of the baths given by

σ_1(ω^′) = ∑ p π C^2_p 2 W_{p,1} [ δ(ω^′ − W_{p,1}) − δ(ω^′ + W_{p,1}) ] (II.33)

σ_2(ω^′) = ∑ k π D^2_k 2 W_{k,2} [ δ(ω^′ − W_{k,2}) − δ(ω^′ + W_{k,2}) ] , (II.34) and the noise terms ( ξ_+(t) ξ_−(t) ) = ( cos(ψ) − sin(ψ) sin(ψ) cos(ψ) ) ( ξ_1(t) ξ_2(t) ) = V(ψ) ( ξ_1(t) ξ_2(t) ) (II.35)

where

ξ_1(t) = ∑ p C_pQ^{(0)}_{p,1}(t) ; ξ_2(t) = ∑ k D_kQ^{(0)}_{k,2}(t) . (II.36)

We note that the spectral densities σ_{1,2}(ω^′) are odd functions of ω^′.

The thermal baths at temperatures T_1, T_2, respectively, are independent and uncorrelated, and the noise correlation functions for each bath are obtained simply from (II.24,II.25,II.26). We find ⟨⟨ξ_i(t)⟩⟩ = 0 ; ⟨⟨ξ_i(t)ξ_j (t^′)⟩⟩ = δ_{ij} 1 π ∫_∞ −∞ σ_i(ω^′) n_i(ω^′) e^{iω′(t−t′ )} dω^′ ; n_i(ω) = 1 e^{ω/Ti} − 1 ; i, j = 1, 2 (II.37)

where ⟨⟨(· · · )⟩⟩ correspond to statistical averages over the bath variables and σ_{1,2}(ω) are given by (II.33,II.34), respectively. This relationship between the noise correlation functions and the self-energies in (II.32) is a manifestation of the fluctuation-dissipation relation independently for each bath.

We note that as a consequence of the couplings to the baths, the equations of motion (II.27,II.28) are off diagonal in the normal mode basis; in other words the coupling to the baths induces a “mixing” between the normal modes. This mixing is at the heart of the bath-induced coherence[45], namely off diagonal correlations between the normal modes and, as will be shown in a later section, of the entanglement between the normal modes.

The Heisenberg-Langevin equations of motion (II.27,II.28) are solved via Laplace transform, with

q̃_±(s) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−st} q_±(t) dt ; ~Σ_{αβ} (s) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−st} Σ_{αβ} (t) dt ; ξ̃_±(s) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−st} ξ_±(t) dt , (II.38)

with α, β = ±. From equation (II.32) it follows that

~Σ_{1,2}(s) = − ∫_∞ −∞ σ_{1,2}(ω^′) ω^′ + i s dω^′ π . (II.39)

In terms of the Laplace transforms (II.27,II.28) become

G^{−1}(s) ( q̃_+(s) q̃_−(s) ) = (~ J_+(s) J̃_−(s) ) (II.40)

where

G^{−1}(s) = ( s^2 + Ω^2_+ + ~Σ_{++}(s) ~Σ_{+−}(s)

~Σ_{−+}(s) s2 + Ω2_− + ~Σ_{−−}(s) ) (II.41) and J̃_±(s) = q̇_±(0) + sq_±(0) + ξ̃_±(s) . (II.42)

We note that the couplings to the bath induce off diagonal entries in the matrix equations of motion; as discussed below these off-diagonal, bath-induced terms will lead to coherence between the different normal modes.

Furthermore, the analysis presented above shows that the coupling to the baths induces renormalization of the frequencies (Lamb-shifts) along with the couplings between the oscillators. The resulting effective Hamiltonian can again be brought to the normal mode general form (II.17) by a rotation as discussed above.

Anticipating this renormalization of the normal mode frequencies and mode coupling induced by the interactions with the bath, and following the arguments leading to the general form (II.17) we write the system Hamiltonian in the renormalized normal mode basis corresponding to the renormalized frequencies by introducing a matrix of counterterms δΩ and write the total Hamiltonian as H_{tot} = p^2_+ 2 + p^2_− 2 + Ω^2_{+R} 2 q^2_+ +

Ω^2_{−R} 2 q^2_− + (q_+ q_−) δΩ ( q_+ q_− ) + H_B + H_{SB} , (II.43) where Ω_{±R} are the renormalized normal mode frequencies and

δΩ = ( δΩ_{++} δΩ_{+−} δΩ_{+−} δΩ_{−−} ) (II.44)

is a counterterm frequency matrix that will be required to cancel the contributions from the real part of the self-energy corrections (Lamb-shifts) that diverge in the limit of large bandwidths of the baths.

Where H_{SB} in eqn. (II.43) is given by (II.16) in terms of the renormalized angle ψ. Since the self-energies associated with the normal modes are given by (II.29-II.31) and the counterterms are chosen to cancel the divergent contributions from these, we write following eqns. (II.29-II.31)

δΩ_{++} = cos^2(ψ) δΩ_1 + sin^2(ψ) δΩ_2 (II.45) δΩ_{−−} = sin^2(ψ) δΩ_1 + cos^2(ψ) δΩ_2 (II.46)

δΩ_{+−} = δΩ_{−+} = cos(ψ) sin(ψ) [ δΩ_1 − δΩ_2 ] , (II.47)

where δΩ_{1,2} will be chosen to cancel the divergent contribution from Σ_{1,2}. This aspect will be discussed in detail below for the case of Ohmic baths (see section III) but similar considerations should apply for any spectral density of a bath with a bandwidth large compared to the (renormalized) frequencies in the system.

Including this counterterm matrix in H_S , the matrix G^{−1}(s) (II.41) for the equations of motion in Laplace variable now reads

G^{−1}(s) = ( s^2 + Ω^2_{+R} + δΩ_{++} + ~Σ_{++}(s) δΩ_{+−} + ~Σ_{+−}(s)

δΩ_{−+} + ~Σ_{−+}(s) s^2 + Ω^2_{−R} + δΩ_{−−} + ~Σ_{−−}(s) ) . (II.48)

The solution for q̃_±(s) is obtained by inverting this matrix. It is convenient to introduce the quantities

W^2_+(s) = Ω^2_{+R} + δΩ_{++} + ~Σ_{++}(s) ; W^2_−(s) = Ω^2_{−R} + δΩ_{−−} + ~Σ_{−−}(s) (II.49)

M^2(s) = s^2 + 1 2 [ W^2_+(s) + W^2_−(s) ] (II.50)

Θ^2(s) = δΩ_{+−} + Σ_{+−}(s) (II.51)

ρ(s) = [( W^2_+(s) − W^2_−(s)

)_2 + ( 2Θ^2(s)

)_2]_{1/2} (II.52)

α(s) = ( W^2_−(s) − W^2_+(s) ) ρ(s) ; β(s) =

2Θ^2(s) ρ(s) ; α^2(s) + β^2(s) = 1 , (II.53)

in terms of which one finds

G^{−1}(s) = M^2(s) 1 + ρ(s) 2 ( −α(s) β(s) β(s) α(s) ) . (II.54)

It is now straightforward to obtain

G(s) = 1 2 [ 1 + R ] [ M^2(s) −^{ρ(s)}_2 ] + 1 2 [ 1 − R ] [ M^2(s) +^{ρ(s)}_2

] , (II.55)

where 1 is the identity matrix and R = ( α(s) −β(s) −β(s) −α(s) ) . (II.56)

The matrix R is traceless with determinant (−1), hence its eigenvalues are λ = ±1. Therefore (1±R)/2 are projectors onto the eigenvectors of R with eigenvalues λ = ±1 respectively.

The solution of the Heisenberg-Langevin equations q_±(t) can now be obtained by inverse Laplace transform, with

G(t) = ∫ C ds 2πi e^{st} G(s) . (II.57)

The Bromwich contour C is parallel to the imaginary axis in the complex s− plane to the right of all the singularities of G(s). Stability requires that the singularities have Re(s) ≤ 0; therefore the Bromwich contour corresponds to s = iω + ϵ with ϵ → 0^+ and

G(t) = ∫ dω 2π e^{iωt} G(s = iω + ϵ) . (II.58)

In order to obtain the Green’s function matrix, we need the analytic continuation of the Laplace transform of the self-energies (II.32) to s = iω + ϵ, with ϵ = 0^+ understood. With (II.39) we find

χ_{1,2}(ω) ≡ ~Σ_{1,2}(s = iω + ϵ) = 1 π ∫_∞ −∞ σ_{1,2}(ω^′) ω − ω^′ − iϵ dω^′ , (II.59)

with

Imχ_{1,2}(ω) = σ_{1,2}(ω) ; Reχ_{1,2}(ω) = 1 π ∫_∞ −∞ P [ Im χ_{1,2}(ω^′) ω − ω^′ ] dω^′ , (II.60)

and χ_{αβ} are defined by the same linear combinations as Σ_{αβ} for α, β = ± given by eqns.(II.29-II.31). Therefore the solution for the time evolution of the normal mode Heisenberg operators is given by ( q_+(t) q_−(t) ) = G(t) ( q̇_+(0) q̇_−(0) ) + Ġ(t) ( q_+(0) q_−(0) ) + ∫_t 0 G(t − t^′) ( ξ_+(t^′) ξ_−(t^′) ) dt^′ . (II.61)

In order to highlight the separate contributions from initial conditions and noise terms, we write the solution (II.61) as ( q_+(t) q_−(t) ) = ( q_+(t) q_−(t) ) 0 + ( q_+(t) q_−(t) ) ξ (II.62)

with ( q_+(t) q_−(t) ) 0 = G(t) ( q̇_+(0) q̇_−(0) ) + Ġ(t) ( q_+(0) q_−(0) ) ; ( q_+(t) q_−(t) ) ξ = ∫_t 0 G(t − t^′) ( ξ_+(t^′) ξ_−(t^′) ) dt^′ . (II.63)

Correlation functions of Heisenberg operators q_α(t), α = ± require two different averages:

• Average over the initial conditions denoted by ⟨q_α(t)q_β (t^′)⟩_0 correspond to averaging in the initial state in terms of the averages of the Heisenberg operators at the initial time t = 0. We will assume that the initial state is uncorrelated for the normal modes with ⟨q_±(0)⟩_0 = ⟨q̇_±(0)⟩_0 = 0 leading to ⟨q_±(t)⟩_0 = 0. These assumptions on the initial state of the system can be relaxed with the corresponding expectation values and initial state correlations changing accordingly.

• Averages over the noise terms ξ_± (see eqn. II.35) in terms of ξ_1, ξ_2, with the thermal noise averages given by eqn. (II.37). We will denote averages over the noise as ⟨⟨(· · · )⟩⟩_ξ . The bath averages (II.37) also imply that ⟨⟨q_±(t)⟩⟩_ξ = 0. Because the theory is Gaussian, only the one and two point correlation functions must be obtained; higher order correlation functions are obtained from Wick’s theorem.

The results above describe how to extract the real time dynamics of relaxation and coherence in the general case of two mechanical oscillators coupled to each other as in (II.2) and to respective thermal baths as in (II.4). For general spectral densities, the analysis of the time evolution, correlation functions and coherences will likely involve a numerical study. However, we can make analytic progress in the case of Ohmic baths described in section (III) below.

III. OHMIC BATHS

We consider a Drude model for an Ohmic bath with

σ_j (ω) = Imχ_j (ω) = ω γ_j

Λ^2_j Λ^2_j + ω^2

; j = 1, 2 (III.1)

from which we find

Reχ_j (ω) = −Λ_j γ_j

Λ^2_j Λ^2_j + ω^2

; j = 1, 2 . (III.2)

Alternatively, we also consider the case of sharp cutoffs for the respective spectral densities

σ_j (ω) = Imχ_j (ω) = γ_j ω Θ(Λ_j − |ω|) , (III.3)

where Λ_j are the cutoffs or bandwidths of the respective baths; in this case we find for the complex self-energy

χ_j (ω) = − 2 π γ_j Λ_j − ω π γ_j ln | | | | Λ_j − ω Λ_j + ω | | | | + iω γ_j ; Λ_j > |ω| . (III.4)

In the limit Λ_j ≫ ω both Ohmic spectral densities yield a linearly (∝ Λ_j ) divergent real part and the same imaginary part. We are primarily interested in the low energy, long time dynamics which, after renormalization, should be insensitive to the high frequency degrees of freedom of the bath. Therefore in the following we will consider the cut-off spectral density (III.3) for which the self-energies simplify, namely

χ_j (ω) = − 2 π γ_j Λ_j + iω γ_j , (III.5)

where it is implicit that ω ≪ Λ_j . Following ref.[9] we refer to this as the strict Ohmic case.

We choose the counterterms δΩ_j to cancel the real part of the self-energies, namely

δΩ_j + Reχ_j (ω) = 0 ⇒ δΩ_j = 2 π γ_j Λ_j , (III.6)

yielding in the normal mode basis

δΩ_{++} + Reχ_{++}(ω) = δΩ_{−−} + Reχ_{−−}(ω) = δΩ_{+−} + Reχ_{+−}(ω) = 0 . (III.7)

It is convenient to define

Ω_{R+} = W − Δ 2 ; Ω_{R−} = W + Δ 2 , (III.8)

where Δ is the detuning between the normal modes. For Δ = 0 the renormalized normal modes are degenerate, we emphasize that this is different from the non-interacting case where the (un-renormalized) normal mode frequencies are given by eqn. (II.13) which become degenerate for Ω_a = Ω_b = 0; Ω = 0.

Implementing the renormalization conditions (III.7), with the definitions (III.8) we find for ohmic baths described by the spectral densities (III.3)

W^2_+(s) + W^2_−(s) = 2W^2 +

Δ^2 2 + s (γ_1 + γ_2) (III.9)

W^2_−(s) − W^2_+(s) = 2W Δ + s(γ_2 − γ_1) cos(2ψ) (III.10) 2Θ^2(s) = −s(γ_2 − γ_1) sin(2ψ) . (III.11)

It now remains to input these expressions into the Green’s function to obtain the real time evolution; see below. Because there are several scales in the problem we focus on two limits of particular interest.

A. Strong Coupling.

We refer to the case when the term 2W Δ in (III.10) can be neglected as the strong coupling regime because the contributions from the couplings to the bath, which determine the off-diagonal terms in the “mixing matrix” R in (II.56) have the same magnitude as the diagonal terms. We study separately the cases Δ = 0 and Δ ≠ 0 in the strong coupling regime because the case of vanishing detuning, Δ = 0, is particularly relevant and describes a similar case in ref.[33, 45].

1. Δ = 0

Vanishing detuning corresponds to degenerate renormalized normal modes for the mechanical oscillators. We note that because of renormalization effects from the interactions with the bath, the conditions of degeneracy of the renormalized normal modes are different from that for degeneracy of the “bare” (unrenormalized) normal mode frequencies. From the relations given by equations (II.45-II.47) and (III.6) one can find the relation between the bare frequencies and the spectrum of the baths that leads to the degeneracy of the renormalized normal modes.

In this case, setting Δ = 0 in eqns. (III.9-III.11) and with the definitions (II.52-II.56) we find

G^{−1}(s) = ( s^2 + W^2 + s 2 (γ_1 + γ_2) ) 1 + s 2 (γ_2 − γ_1) ( − cos(2ψ) − sin(2ψ) − sin(2ψ) cos(2ψ) ) , (III.12)

from which we identify

M^2(s) = ( s^2 + W^2 + s 2 (γ_1 + γ_2) ) ; ρ(s) = s(γ_2 − γ_1) ,

α(s) = cos(2ψ) ; β(s) = − sin(2ψ) , (III.13) and R = ( cos(2ψ) sin(2ψ) sin(2ψ) − cos(2ψ) ) = V(ψ) ( 1 0 0 −1 ) V^{−1}(ψ) , (III.14)

where the matrix V(λ) is given by eqn. (II.11). Combining these results with the general expression for the Green’s function matrix, equation (II.55), we find

G(s) = V(ψ) ( g_1(s) 0 0 g_2(s) ) V^{−1}(ψ) ; g_{1,2}(s) = 1 [ s^2 + W^2 + s γ_{1,2}

] , (III.15)

which, upon using eqn. (II.58), yields

G(t) = V(ψ) ( G_1(t) 0

0 G_2(t) ) V^{−1}(ψ) ≡ 1 2 [ G_1(t) + G_2(t) ] 1 + 1 2 [ G_1(t) − G_2(t) ] R (III.16)

with G_i(t) = e^{−γit/2} sin [ W_i t ] W_i ; W_i = [ W^2 − γ^2_i 4 ]_{1/2} i = 1, 2 . (III.17)

The solutions given by (II.61), with the noise terms given by (II.35) and G(t) given by (III.16), become ( q_+(t) q_−(t) ) = G(t) ( q̇_+(0) q̇_−(0) ) + Ġ(t) ( q_+(0) q_−(0) ) + V(ψ) ∫_t 0 ( G_1(t − t^′) ξ_1(t^′) G_2(t − t^′) ξ_2(t^′) ) dt^′ . (III.18)

The form of G(t) eqn. (III.16) indicates that performing the unitary transformation ( q_1(t) q_2(t) ) = V^{−1}(ψ) ( q_+(t) q_−(t) ) , (III.19) the solution in this new basis is given by

q_i(t) = G_i(t) q̇_i(0) + Ġ_i(t) q_i(0) + ∫_t 0 G_i(t − t^′) ξ_i(t^′) dt^′ ; i = 1, 2 . (III.20)

The interpretation of this result is clear: For vanishing detuning the normal modes are degenerate, therefore one can make a unitary transformation (rotation) that diagonalizes the coupling to the independent baths B_1, B_2 in H_{SB} , eqn. (II.16). Equations (III.15) and (III.16) clearly show that the Green’s function is diagonal in the 1, 2 bath basis. The normal mode coordinates q_±(t) evolve as linear combinations of the 1, 2 modes, which evolve independently in time with simple complex frequencies.

We are now in position to obtain the correlation functions and coherences for the Ohmic case with zero detuning. Assuming that the system is in the ground state |0⟩ ≡ |0_+⟩ |0_−⟩ for the independent normal modes at t = 0, and using q̇_±(0) = p_±(0) it follows that

⟨0|q_±(0)|0⟩ = 0 ; ⟨0|p_±(0)|0⟩ = 0 (III.21)

⟨0|q^2_±(0)|0⟩ = 1 2Ω_±

; ⟨0|q_±(0)q_∓(0)|0⟩ = 0 (III.22)

⟨0|p^2_±(0)|0⟩ =

Ω_± 2 ; ⟨0|p_±(0)p_∓(0)|0⟩ = 0 (III.23)

⟨0|p_±(0)q_±(0)|0⟩ = −i 2 ; ⟨0|p_±(0)q_∓|0⟩ = 0 . (III.24)

Because the initial conditions are given in terms of the normal mode basis, the representation of the solution given by (III.18) is the most suitable to evaluate correlation functions. We are primarily interested in the two-point correlation functions of the normal mode variables as these yield information on coherence and thermalization. Since the statistical averages ⟨⟨ξ_{1,2}⟩⟩ = 0, the two point correlators become a sum of the contribution from the average on the initial conditions and the statistical average of the noise. The solution (III.18) is given in terms of the contribution from initial conditions and noise as in eqns. (II.62) with the initial condition term given in eqn. (II.63), and the noise term given by ( q_+(t) q_−(t) ) ξ = V(ψ) ∫_t 0 ( G_1(t − t^′) ξ_1(t^′) G_2(t − t^′) ξ_2(t^′) ) dt^′ = V(ψ) ( q_1(t) q_2(t) ) ξ . (III.25)

Of particular importance is the coherence[45] or off-diagonal correlation function and a direct calculation using (II.63) along with (III.21-III.24) yields

⟨q_+(t)q_−(t)⟩_0 = sin(2ψ) 4W [( Ġ^2_1(t) + W^2G^2_1(t)) − (Ġ^2(t) + W^2G^2(t)) ] , (III.26)

where the subscript 0 refers to expectation value in the initial (ground) state determined by (III.22-III.24). Since G_j (0) = 0; Ġ_j (0) = 1, it is clear that ⟨q_+(0)q_−(0)⟩_0 = 0 as determined by the initial conditions of independent normal modes (see second term in eqn. III.22). The behavior of ⟨q_+(t)q_−(t)⟩_0 is shown in fig.(1) for representative values of the parameters revealing transient coherence. The small scale oscillations revealed in the figure are at frequency W .

The noise contribution to the coherence is obtained from eqns. (III.25,II.37) and is given by

⟨⟨q_+(t)q_−(t)⟩⟩_ξ = 1 2 sin(2ψ) ∫_t 0 dt_1 ∫_t 0 dt_2 [ G_1(t − t_1) G_1(t − t_2)⟨⟨ξ_1(t_1) ξ_1(t_2)⟩⟩ − G_2(t − t_1) G_2(t − t_2)⟨⟨ξ_2(t_1) ξ_2(t_2)⟩⟩ ] . (III.27) This expression manifestly highlights that the coherence vanishes if the baths have the same spectral densities (γ_1 = γ_2) and temperature and also suggests its survival when the baths have different spectral densities and/or temperatures.

We now take the cutoffs Λ_j → ∞ and use the results (II.37,II.41 ) to find for the noise contribution

⟨⟨q_+(t)q_−(t^′)⟩⟩_ξ = sin(2ψ) ∫_∞ −∞ dω 2π [ I_1(ω; t, t^′) Imχ_1(ω) n_1(ω) − I_2(ω; t, t^′) Imχ_2(ω) n_2(ω) ] , (III.28)

where

I_j (ω; t, t^′) = ∫_t 0 dt_1 ∫_t′ 0 dt_2 G_j (t − t_1) G_j (t^′ − t_2) e^{iω(t1 −t2)} ; j = 1, 2 . (III.29)

FIG. 1: W ⟨q+(t)q−(t)⟩0 eqn. (III.26) vs. W t for (γ1/W ) = 0.1, (γ2/W ) = 0.01, 0.03, ψ = π/4.

We consider a two-time correlation function to display the emergence of stationarity in the long time limit. With G_j (t) given by (III.17) we find for vanishing detuning (Δ = 0) and in the asymptotically long time limit t, t^′ ≫ 1/γ_{1,2}, I_j (ω; t, t^′) → e^{iω(t−t′)} [( ω^2 − W^2

)_2 + ( ω γ_j )_2] , (III.30)

revealing the emergence of a stationary state at long times under zero detuning conditions. A similar calculation yields

⟨⟨q_+(t)q_+(t^′)⟩⟩_ξ = ∫_∞ −∞ dω π [ cos^2(ψ) I_1(ω; t, t^′) Imχ_1(ω) n_1(ω) + sin^2(ψ)I_2(ω; t, t^′) Imχ_2(ω) n_2(ω) ] (III.31) ⟨⟨q_−(t)q_−(t^′)⟩⟩_ξ = ∫_∞ −∞ dω π [ sin^2(ψ) I_1(ω; t, t^′) Imχ_1(ω) n_1(ω) + cos^2(ψ)I_2(ω; t, t^′) Imχ_2(ω) n_2(ω) ] . (III.32)

Summarizing, in the stationary state, when t, t^′ ≫ 1/γ_{1,2} the diagonal and off-diagonal correlation functions are given by

⟨⟨q_+(t + τ)q_−(t)⟩⟩_ξ = sin(ψ) cos(ψ) [ F_1(τ) − F_2(τ)] (III.33)

⟨⟨q_+(t + τ)q_+(t)⟩⟩_ξ = cos^2(ψ)F_1(τ) + sin^2(ψ)F_2(τ) (III.34)

⟨⟨q_−(t + τ)q_−(t)⟩⟩_ξ = sin^2(ψ)F_1(τ) + cos^2(ψ)F_2(τ) , (III.35)

where

F_j (τ) = ∫_∞ −∞ dω π Imχ_j (ω) n_j (ω) e^{iωτ} [( ω^2 − W^2

)_2 + ( ω γ_j )_2] ; j = 1, 2 . (III.36)

For the Ohmic case (III.3) in the limit Λ_j → ∞, one has Imχ_j (ω) = γ_j ω and the integrals are finite. This justifies taking the infinite bandwidth limit first, since for Λ_j ≫ W, γ_j corrections are of order (W/Λ_j )^2, (γ_j /Λ_j )^2 and can be safely neglected. The detailed form of F_j (τ) is given in appendix (A).

In the asymptotic long time limit t, t^′ ≫ 1/γ_{1,2} we see the emergence of a stationary state in the sense that the correlation functions become functions solely of the time difference.

In the high temperature (classical) limit, T_j ≫ W, γ_j , and to leading order in the small ratios W/T_j ; γ_j /T_j ≪ 1, we find the simple result

F_j (τ) = T_j W^2 e^{−γj τ /2} [ cos[W_j τ] + γ_j 2W_j sin[W_j τ] ] , (III.37)

leading, in the limit τ → 0, to the relations in the stationary state

⟨⟨q^2_+(t)⟩⟩_ξ = 1 W^2 [ cos^2(ψ) T_1 + sin^2(ψ) T_2 ] (III.38) ⟨⟨q^2_−(t)⟩⟩_ξ = 1 W^2 [ sin^2(ψ) T_1 + cos^2(ψ) T_2 ] (III.39) ⟨⟨q_+(t)q_−(t)⟩⟩_ξ = sin(2ψ) 2W^2 [ T_1 − T_2] . (III.40)

In the above expressions we have neglected subleading terms suppressed by powers of W/T_j and γ_j /T_j in the high temperature limit.

Interpretation of results: Although the result (III.40) is perhaps surprising and counterintuitive, the physical interpretation of equations (III.38-III.40) is fairly simple: in terms of the coordinates q_1, q_2, namely the bath basis introduced by eqn. (III.19), the classical high temperature limit yields equipartition at temperatures T_1, T_2 respectively, in other words

⟨⟨q^2_1 (t)⟩⟩_ξ =

T_1 W^2

; ⟨⟨q^2 (t)⟩⟩_ξ =

T_2 W^2

. (III.41)

The results (III.38-III.40) follow from the relations q_+ = cos(ψ) q_1 −sin(ψ) q_2 ; q_− = sin(ψ) q_1 +cos(ψ) q_2, and because ξ_1, ξ_2 are independent, so that ⟨⟨q_1q_2⟩⟩_ξ = 0 in the correlation functions of the normal mode coordinates (see eqn. (III.25)). In particular the coherence ⟨⟨q_+(t)q_−(t)⟩⟩_ξ = 1 2 sin(2ψ) [ ⟨⟨q^2_1 (t)⟩⟩_ξ − ⟨⟨q^2 (t)⟩⟩_ξ ] . (III.42)

In the present case Δ = 0 when the normal modes are degenerate, the system Hamiltonian exhibits a rotational symmetry in the q_+, q_− plane and a rotation from the normal mode basis to the bath basis makes the total Hamiltonian diagonal in the bath basis q_1, q_2. In this basis the asymptotic correlation functions describe a steady state in equilibrium with each corresponding bath with classical equipartition at high temperature. However, the normal modes are linear combinations of the coordinates q_1, q_2 in the bath basis, hence the correlation functions of the normal modes display the “mixing” of the correlation functions of q_{1,2} in the bath basis.

Whereas the coordinates in the bath basis q_{1,2} reach a stationary state with high temperature equipartition at the respective temperatures T_1, T_2 of the baths, the averages ⟨⟨q^2_±⟩⟩ may be associated with effective equipartition temperatures

T^{ef f}_+ ≡ cos^2(ψ)T_1 + sin^2(ψ)T_2 ; T^{ef f}_− ≡ sin^2(ψ)T_1 + cos^2(ψ)T_2 . (III.43)

Furthermore, this analysis clearly indicates that the coherence ⟨⟨q_+(t)q_−(t)⟩⟩_ξ is a result of the off diagonal couplings of the mechanical normal modes to the baths. Since the mechanical normal modes reach a stationary state with high temperature equipartition at different (effective) temperatures, we refer to this as a non-equilibrium stationary state.

We refer to the stationary state when both baths are at the same temperature, T_1 = T_2 ≡ T , as the equilibrium case, wherein the averages (III.38,III.39) agree with classical equipartition at high temperature T ≫ W , and the coherence (III.40) vanishes to leading order in W/T_j , γ_j /T_j .

We conclude that for vanishing detuning and in the high temperature (classical) limit of both baths in the nonequilibrium case with T_1 ≠ T_2, the coherence between the mechanical normal modes induced by the coupling to the baths does not vanish in the long time limit t ≫ 1/γ_{1,2}, and is large for |T_1 − T_2| ≫ W . Therefore, the survival of coherence between the mechanical normal modes in the high temperature limit of both baths is a consequence of the non-equilibrium nature of the asymptotic stationary state for T_1 ≠ T_2.

A similar analysis for the correlation functions and coherence of the canonical momenta p_± yields for the noise averages in the stationary regime

⟨⟨p_+(t + τ)p_−(t)⟩⟩_ξ = sin(ψ) cos(ψ) [ H_1(τ) − H_2(τ)] (III.44)

⟨⟨p_+(t + τ)p_+(t)⟩⟩_ξ = cos^2(ψ)H_1(τ) + sin^2(ψ)H_2(τ) (III.45) ⟨⟨p_−(t + τ)p_−(t)⟩⟩_ξ = sin^2(ψ)H_1(τ) + cos^2(ψ)H_2(τ) , (III.46) where

H_j (τ) = ∫_∞ −∞ dω π ω^2 Imχ_j (ω) e^{iωτ} n_j (ω) [( ω^2 − W^2

)_2 + ( ω γ_j )_2] = − d^2 dτ^2 F_j (τ) ; j = 1, 2 . (III.47)

For the strictly Ohmic case with Imχ_j (ω) = γ_j ω, as τ → 0 the extra factor ω^2 in the frequency integral yields a logarithmic divergence with the upper cutoffs Λ_j . This divergence can be best seen in the T_j → 0 limit where n_j (ω) → −Θ(−ω) (with Θ the step function) by cutting off the integrals at Λ_j ≫ W, γ_j . In this limit we find

H_j (0) = γ_j π ln ( Λ_j W ) − W 2π √_{γ2j} W^2 − 4

[ Z_+ ln[−Z_+] − Z_− ln[−Z_−] ] ; Z_± = 1 2 [ 2 − γ^2_j W^2 ± γ_j W √ γ^2_j W^2 − 4 ] . (III.48)

If instead we use the Drude form (III.1) we find the same result for Λ_j ≫ W, γ_j , namely a logarithmic dependence on the bandwidth of the bath. The logarithmic dependence on Λ_j is also a feature if an exponential cutoff is used, of the form Imχ_j (ω) = γ_j ω e^{−|ω|/Λj} , as can be easily verified in the limit Λ_j ≫ W, γ_j . Therefore, this divergence is not an artifact of a sharp cutoff but a general result of the Ohmic case when the bandwidth of the bath is much larger than the typical scales (relaxation and oscillations) of the system. This results in a logarithmic dependence on the bandwidth for the expectation value of the energy of the normal modes. This divergence with the bath bandwidth has been recognized in ref.[9, 26], and for free Brownian motion in [8], and more recently in [46]. In the sub-ohmic case when Imχ_j (ω) ∝ ω^s, 0 < s < 1 the integral is no longer divergent, but correlation functions with higher order τ derivatives eventually will develop a divergent bandwidth dependence. The super-Ohmic case s > 1 will feature stronger dependence on the bandwidth.

At finite temperature and τ ≠ 0 we find

H_j (τ) = H^{(a)}_j (τ) + H^{(b)}_j (τ) , (III.49)

where

H^{(a)}_j (τ) = − d^2 dτ^2 F^{(a)}_j (τ) , (III.50)

and F^{(a)}_j (τ) is given by (A.3) and is obviously independent of the cutoff. Similarly, we find

H^{(b)}_j (τ) = γ_j π ∞∑ l=1 e^{−2πlTj τ} l [ ( 1 + (_W 2πlT_j )_2)2 − (_{γj} 2πlT_j )_2

] . (III.51)

This last contribution is subdominant for T_j ≫ γ_j . Clearly each term in the sum over l in (III.51) is finite in the τ → 0 limit; however, the nature of the divergence in this limit is gleaned from the asymptotic 1/l behavior behavior of the series for large l recognizing that ∞∑ l=1 e^{−2πlTj τ} l = − ln[1 − e^{−2πTj τ} ] −−−→ τ → 0 ln[ 1 2πT_j τ ] . (III.52)

Physically, however, time scales of order τ ≲ 1/Λ_j probe the high frequency degrees of freedom of the bath; taking as a minimum time scale τ ≃ 1/Λ_j the result (III.52) yields

H^{(b)}_j (τ ≃ Λ^{−1}_j ) = γ_j π ln [ Λ_j 2πT_j ] + · · · (III.53)

where the dots stand for terms that remain finite in the Λ_j → ∞ limit. Hence, for τ ≲ 1/Λ_j the leading logarithmic dependence on the bandwidth of the baths is precisely the one obtained in the zero temperature limit (III.48).

The time evolution of correlation functions in the stationary (but non-equilibrium) regime becomes insensitive to the bandwidth and high frequency degrees of freedom of the bath for time scales τ ≫ 1/Λ_j. In the limit Λ_j ≫ W_j , γ_j , Ω_±, namely exceeding the corresponding frequency or energy scales of the system, there is a wide separation of time scales. For Λ_j τ ≫ 1 and W_j τ ; γ_j τ ≃ 1 the correlations do not reflect the high frequency modes of the bath, and one can construct a universal (in that sense) effective low frequency/energy theory for the system after “integrating out” the bath degrees of freedom.

The logarithmic dependence of the momentum correlation function in the short time (coincidence) limit in the Ohmic case has recently been been exploited to yield a bound on the “logarithmic negativity” as a measure of entanglement[33].

From these results we conclude that τ ≠ 0 effectively regulates the high frequency contribution from the spectral density of the baths. Physically for t ≫ 1/γ_{1,2} as τ → 0 these correlations probe the dynamics of the high frequency degrees of freedom of the bath in the stationary state. In order to obtain an effective low energy and long time description of the system (after “integrating out the bath”), a coincidence limit of these correlations in the stationary regime (t ≫ 1/γ_{1,2} ; τ → 0) must be interpreted as τ Λ_j ≫ 1 and τ Ω_± , τ γ_{1,2} ≪ 1.

2. One bath case, Δ = 0

The case of the oscillators coupled to only one bath, say B_1[{Q_1}] considered in ref.[45] is obtained by simply setting B_2[{Q_1}] = 0. In other words one sets Imχ_2(ω) = 0 and ξ_2 = 0 in the above results which, for the Ohmic case translate into γ_2 = 0, yielding, in the case Δ = 0, one damped mode and one undamped mode with G_1(t) = e^{−γ1t/2} sin [ W_1 t ] W_1

; G_2(t) = sin [ W t ] W . (III.54)

in the Green’s function (III.16). The undamped mode is expected because of the degeneracy of the mechanical oscillators in the case of vanishing detuning. A unitary transformation to the bath basis 1, 2 in which H_S remains diagonal for Δ = 0, immediately leads to the conclusion that the mode 2 is undamped.

This conclusion also follows directly from the Green’s functions (III.15,III.16): setting γ_2 = 0 the diagonal component g_2(s) features an undamped pole, this is also manifest in G_2(t) which is the Green’s function for an undamped oscillator. The normal mode coordinates q_±(t) evolve in time as linear combinations of the bath basis modes 1, 2, one damped and one undamped.

In the asymptotic long time limit γ_1t ≫ 1 inserting (III.54) into (III.26) we find

⟨q_+(t)q_−(t)⟩_0 → − sin(2ψ) 4W . (III.55)

FIG. 2: W ⟨q+(t)q−(t)⟩0 eqn. (III.26) vs. W t for (γ1/W ) = 0.1, (γ2/W ) = 0, ψ = π/4.

This equal time correlation function is displayed in fig. (2) for γ_2 = 0 and should be compared to figure (1). For the noise contributions we find,

⟨⟨q_+(t)q_−(t^′)⟩⟩_ξ = sin(ψ) cos(ψ) F_1(t−t^′) ; ⟨⟨q_+(t)q_+(t^′)⟩⟩_ξ = cos^2(ψ) F_1(t−t^′) ; ⟨⟨q_−(t)q_−(t^′)⟩⟩_ξ = sin^2(ψ) F_1(t−t^′) (III.56) where

F_1(t − t^′) = ∫_∞ −∞ dω π Imχ_1(ω) n_1(ω) [( ω^2 − W^2

)_2 + ( ω γ_1 )_2] e^{iω(t−t′ )} , (III.57)

which yields the results given by eqns. (A.3, A.4) with j = 1.

Our results (III.56,III.28) differ from those in ref.[45] in that we do not find a singularity in the asymptotic correlation functions and coherence. We trace the origin of this discrepancy to the expressions (III.28,III.31,III.32) wherein we see that all the correlation functions require the product (III.29) which is diagonal in the product of Green’s functions; we do not find an interference (cross term) of the form G_1G_2 which could yield such singularity. Also when B_2[{Q_2}] = 0 the full contribution from the self energy 2 vanishes identically.

An important corollary in this case with one undamped mode is that the system never loses information on the initial conditions. Whereas the asymptotic equal time limit of the noise contribution is completely determined by the spectral properties of the bath, had we chosen initial conditions different from those leading to (III.21-III.24) the asymptotic limit of the initial state contribution (III.55) would reflect the different choice. This asymptotic dependence on the initial conditions, an obvious consequence of the undamped mode, suggests that a Markovian approximation to the time evolution of the reduced density matrix (neglecting the “history” of the dynamical evolution) may break down in this particular case[45].

3. Non-vanishing detuning, Δ ≠ 0

For non-vanishing detuning Δ ≠ 0 the degeneracy between the normal modes of the mechanical oscillators is lifted. We have carried out a perturbative expansion for Δ ≠ 0 in the ratio Δ/|γ_2 − γ_1|. The result of this exercise is cumbersome and not very illuminating, with the only noteworthy feature that in the one-bath case the mode that is undamped for Δ = 0 acquires a small damping rate ∝ Δ^2/(|γ_2 − γ_1|), and the initial condition contribution to the coherence is given by (III.26) now with G_2(t) exponentially damped with a small damping rate ∝ Δ^2/(|γ_2 − γ_1|). Therefore, for Δ ≠ 0, it follows that ⟨q_+(t)q_−(t)⟩_0 → 0 in the asymptotic long time limit consistent with the loss of the undamped mode. However, figures (1) and (2)) indicate that in the limit of non-vanishing but small detuning coherence will survive for a long time determined by the longest time scale ∝ |γ_2 − γ_1|/Δ . Furthermore, as Δ → 0 we find a smooth limit to the results presented above in the stationary regime. Therefore, whereas we do not find any singularity in the limit Δ → 0, our results are in broad agreement with those found in ref.[45] in that the vanishing detuning case with both mechanical oscillators coupling to only one bath features an undamped mode, and that this peculiar feature may signal the breakdown of a Markovian approximation for the quantum master equation of the reduced density matrix. In the formulation followed here, we find that the undamped mode leads to correlation functions that retain memory of the initial conditions; this is particularly clear in the case of the coherence which is given by eqn. (III.55) for the initial conditions given by (III.21-III.24). Other initial conditions will yield different results for the asymptotic correlations and coherence. A small perturbation away from Δ = 0 yields a small relaxation rate for the mode that is undamped in the case of vanishing detuning, and asymptotically at long time (much longer than the inverse of the small relaxation rate) the correlations and coherence loose memory of the initial conditions. The noise contribution to the averages (III.38,III.39) and coherence (III.40) are similar to that of the Δ = 0 case with the addition of small perturbative corrections proportional to Δ^2/(γ_2 − γ_1)^2. However, a noteworthy feature is that these perturbative corrections yield a small but non-vanishing coherence in the equilibrium case T_1 = T_2 ≡ T in the high temperature regime T ≫ W, Δ. Therefore, for Δ ≠ 0 memory of the initial condition remains for a long time and asymptotically the coherence does not vanish in the equilibrium case but is strongly suppressed by factors Δ^2/(γ_2 − γ_1)^2 ≪ 1. Another example of such perturbative aspect is discussed below.

B. Weak coupling

We now consider the weak coupling regime with W, |Δ| ≫ γ_{1,2} and expand to leading order in the ratios γ_j /|Δ|; γ_j /W ; j = 1, 2. This case provides the groundwork for a future study of the master equation in the weak damping limit. In terms of the normal mode average frequency and detuning W, Δ, introduced in eqn. (III.8) we find

ρ(s) ≃ 2W Δ + s(γ_2 − γ_1) cos(2ψ) (III.58) α(s) ≃ 1 − 1 2 ( s 2W Δ

)_2

(γ_2 − γ_1)^2 sin^2(2ψ) (III.59) β(s) ≃ − s 2W Δ

(γ_2 − γ_1) sin(2ψ) , (III.60) and

M^2(s) − ρ(s) 2 = s^2 + Ω^2_+ + sΓ_+ (III.61)

M^2(s) + ρ(s) 2 = s^2 + Ω^2_− + sΓ_− , (III.62)

where Ω_± are the (renormalized) frequencies of the normal modes of the mechanical oscillators, and

Γ_+ = γ_1 cos^2(ψ) + γ_2 sin^2(ψ) ; Γ_− = γ_2 cos^2(ψ) + γ_1 sin^2(ψ) . (III.63)

To leading order in γ_j /|Δ|, γ_j /W we find R(s) ≃ ( 1 −β(s) −β(s) −1 ) ; β(s) ≃ − s 2W Δ

(γ_2 − γ_1) sin(2ψ) , (III.64)

where we have neglected terms of order (s(γ_2 − γ_1)/2W Δ)^2 in α(s). A straightforward calculation yields to leading order

G(t) = ( g_+(t) 0 0 g_−(t) ) + (γ_2 − γ_1)

2W Δ sin(2ψ) h(t) ( 0 1 1 0 ) , (III.65)

where g_±(t) = e^{−Γ±t/2} sin(Ω_±t)

Ω_±

, (III.66)

and to leading order in Γ_±/Ω_± we find

h(t) = e^{−Γ+t/2} cos(Ω_+t) − e^{−Γ−t/2} cos(Ω_−t) . (III.67)

To leading order, the contribution to the off - diagonal correlator (coherence) from initial conditions is found to be

⟨q_+(t)q_−(t)⟩_0 = i

(γ_2 − γ_1) 2W Δ sin(2ψ) { e^{−Γ+t} + e^{−Γ−t} − e^{−(Γ++Γ− )t/2} [ e^{−iΩ+t} ( cos(Ω_−t) + i

Ω_− Ω_+ sin(Ω_−t) )

+ e^{iΩ− t} ( cos(Ω_+t) + i

Ω_+ Ω_− sin(Ω_+t) )] } . (III.68)

This correlation function displays interference beats between the normal modes reflecting a coherence that emerges from the mixing of the normal modes mediated by their coupling to the baths. An example is displayed in fig. (3) for a range of parameters consistent with the weak coupling limit.

Although the contributions from the initial conditions do not lead to coherence in the asymptotic long time limit, in the weak coupling limit for Γ_+ + Γ_− = γ_1 + γ_2 ≪ |Δ|, it survives for a long time and displays interference between the (renormalized) normal modes. The interference beats may be observable during several periods before being damped out.

Since the spectral densities are proportional to γ_j , the leading order contribution to the correlation functions induced by the noise ⟨⟨(· · · )⟩⟩_ξ is obtained by keeping only the diagonal term in G(t) in (III.65), leading to the result ( q_+(t) q_−(t) ) ξ = ( ∫_t 0 g_+(t − t^′)ξ_+(t^′)dt^′ ∫_t 0 g_−(t − t^′)ξ_−(t^′)dt^′ ) , (III.69)

FIG. 3: W ⟨q+(t)q−(t)⟩0 eqn. (III.68) vs. W t for (γ1/W ) = 0.05, (γ2/W ) = 0.005, ψ = π/4, Δ/W = 0.25.

where ξ_± are defined by eqn. (II.35).

Now, using equations (II.35, II.37, III.3) and (III.65), and taking the cutoffs Λ_j → ∞, we now find for t ≫ 1/γ_{1,2} the emergence of a stationary regime for which

⟨⟨q_+(t + τ)q_+(t)⟩⟩_ξ = cos^2(ψ) J^{(1)}_{++}(τ) + sin^2(ψ) J^{(2)}_{++}(τ) (III.70)

⟨⟨q_−(t + τ)q_−(t)⟩⟩_ξ = sin^2(ψ) J^{(1)}_{−−}(τ) + cos^2(ψ) J^{(2)}_{−−}(τ) (III.71)

⟨⟨q_+(t + τ)q_−(t)⟩⟩_ξ = cos(ψ) sin(ψ) [ J^{(1)}_{+−}(τ) − J^{(2)}_{+−}(τ) ] (III.72)

where the functions J^{(j)}_{αβ} (τ) , α, β = ± are given in Appendix (B). Eqn. (III.72) shows that the coherence depends on the difference of the spectral function and occupation of the baths and vanishes if the baths feature the same spectral function and temperature.

Using the results in this appendix, we find that in the asymptotic stationary state, for t ≫ 1/γ_{1,2}, the correlation functions of the momenta are related to those of the coordinates by ⟨⟨p_α(t + τ)p_β (t)⟩⟩_ξ = − d^2 dτ^2 [ ⟨⟨q_α(t + τ)q_β (t)⟩⟩_ξ ] ; α, β = +, − . (III.73)

In particular for τ ≲ 1/Λ_j these correlation functions have the same logarithmic dependence on the bandwidth of the baths as in (III.53), which as discussed in the previous subsection, is a manifestation of the same logarithmic dependence on cutoff found at zero temperature, (see eq. (III.48)). A finite τ regulates the high frequency behavior of the integrals, and physically, as discussed above, a coincidence limit must be interpreted as the limit Λ_j τ → ∞ ; γ_j τ , Ω_± τ → 0.

In the limit γ_{1,2} t → ∞ but with Λ_{1,2} τ → ∞ ; Ω_±τ → 0, we find to leading order in γ_{1,2} ≪ Ω_± and in the high temperature limit T_{1,2} ≫ Ω_±, γ_{1,2}, the following results (see Appendix (B) for details)

⟨⟨q_+(t + τ)q_+(t)⟩⟩_ξ ≃ 1 Ω^2_+ Γ_+ [ cos^2(ψ) T_1 γ_1 + sin^2(ψ) T_2 γ_2 ] (III.74) ⟨⟨q_−(t + τ)q_−(t)⟩⟩_ξ ≃ 1 Ω^2_− Γ_− [ sin^2(ψ) T_1 γ_1 + cos^2(ψ) T_2 γ_2 ] (III.75)

⟨⟨q_+(t + τ)q_−(t)⟩⟩_ξ ≃ cos(ψ) sin(ψ)

[ γ_1 + γ_2

2(W Δ)^2 ] [ T_1 γ_1 − T_2 γ_2 ] . (III.76)

The corrections to the above results in the high temperature limit are obtained from the complex poles of coth[ω/2T ], and it is straightforward to find that these contributions are suppressed by the ratios ∝ (Ω_±/T_j )^2; (γ_j /T_j )^2 with respect to the leading order terms (III.74-III.76) (for example compare the terms J^{(j,a)}_{αβ} ; J^{(j,b)}_{αβ} in Appendix (B)).

Using the relations (III.63) one finds that in the equilibrium high temperature case T_1 = T_2 ≡ T ≫ W, Δ and in the coincidence limit τ → 0, the averages (III.74,III.75) agree with classical equipartition, whereas the coherence becomes

⟨⟨q_+(t)q_−(t)⟩⟩_ξ ≃ cos(ψ) sin(ψ) T W^2

[ γ2_1 − γ2_2

2Δ^2 ] . (III.77)

Although the coherence does not vanish in the high temperature classical regime in equilibrium and is enhanced by the factor T/W , it is strongly suppressed by the perturbative factor (γ^2_1 −γ^2_2 )/Δ^2 ≪ 1, but indicates a finite coherence in the classical limit in general.

Interpretation of results: The result (III.76) also seems surprising and counterintuitive, yet its main feature, that the coherence survives in the high temperature limit for different baths also has a simple interpretation that stems from the perturbative relations (III.69). From these it follows that

⟨⟨q_+(t)q_−(t)⟩⟩_ξ ∝ ⟨⟨ξ_+ξ_−⟩⟩ (III.78)

where ξ_± are the linear combinations defined by eqn. (II.35). Therefore

⟨⟨ξ_+ξ_−⟩⟩ = cos(ψ) sin(ψ) [ ⟨⟨ξ_1ξ_1⟩⟩ − ⟨⟨ξ_2ξ_2⟩⟩ ] , (III.79)

hence, the coherence must vanish if both baths are identical, namely if they have the same spectral densities and temperatures T_1 = T_2.

IV. BATH MEDIATED ENTANGLEMENT

Harnessing quantum mechanical entanglement for quantum information and quantum computing is one of the primary foci of current experimental efforts, and as platforms that exploit continuous variables emerge, it is natural to investigate quantum entanglement in these systems[47, 48].

We have obtained the exact solution of the Heisenberg equations of motion for the operators q_± of the quantum oscillators.

In the Heisenberg picture the states do not evolve in time and correlations are obtained from expectation values of the Heisenberg operators in the initial state as discussed in the previous sections. We have considered a factorized initial state of the system corresponding to the vacuum for each normal mode of the oscillators, independently, namely an uncorrelated initial state. However, we find that coherence, namely an off-diagonal correlation mediated by the coupling to the bath emerges and remains in the asymptotic state. This suggests that the independent normal modes become entangled during the time evolution as a consequence of their couplings to the bath. In the Heisenberg picture where the operators evolve in time but the states do not, the issue of entanglement is not explicit. This section is devoted to understanding the time evolution of the initial state and the emergence of entanglement between the oscillators mediated by their couplings to the baths. In particular we relate the coherence exhibited by the off-diagonal correlation functions ⟨q_+(t)q_−(t^′)⟩ in the Heisenberg picture to the quantum entanglement between the normal modes that emerges in the time evolution of the initial state.

Although we defer a full study of the time evolution of the full density matrix with thermal baths including a corresponding derivation of the master equation to a forthcoming article[49], here we consider the simpler case of the two baths at zero temperature.

Rather than using the Heisenberg picture wherein the full time dependence is in the operators, and the quantum states do not evolve in time, we find that the connection between the coherence and quantum entanglement is best exhibited in the interaction picture. Hence we write eqn. (II.43) in terms of

H_0 = H_S + H_B , (IV.1)

where H_S is diagonal in the renormalized normal mode basis and the interaction Hamiltonian is H_{SB} plus the contribution of the counterterm matrix, but this latter term does not lead to entanglement. In order to understand the emergence of entanglement it is sufficient to consider the interaction term H_{SB} ,

H_{SB} (t) = −(q_+(t)b_+(t) + q_−(t)b_−(t)) , (IV.2) where in the normal mode basis and using eqn. (II.16) we have introduced

b_+(t) = cos(ψ)B_1[{Q_1(t)}] − sin(ψ)B_2[{Q_2(t)}] (IV.3) b_−(t) = sin(ψ)B_1[{Q_1(t)}] + cos(ψ)B_2[{Q_2(t)}] , (IV.4)

with B_1[{Q_1}], B_2[{Q_2}] given by eqn. (II.5) and ψ are the renormalized angles. The time evolution of the operators q_±(t) and Q_{1,2}(t) is that of “free fields” with H_0 as befits the interaction picture.

We now consider an initial state which is a tensor product of the vacua for the normal modes and for the bath degrees of freedom, namely

|Ψ^{(0)}(0)⟩ = |0⟩_S ⊗ |0⟩_B ; |0⟩_S = |0⟩_+ ⊗ |0⟩_− ; |0⟩_B = |0⟩_{B1} ⊗ |0⟩_{B2} (IV.5)

where |0⟩_{B1}, |0⟩_{B2} stand for the vacuum states for the independent bath oscillators. We obtain the time evolved state up to second order in perturbation theory in the system-bath coupling (in the normal mode basis) to highlight the emergence of entanglement between the normal modes q_± as a consequence of their coupling to the baths. We postpone a non-perturbative and non-zero temperature discussion to a forthcoming study.

Evolving the initial state (IV.5) with the unitary time evolution operator in the interaction picture we find

|Ψ(t)⟩ = |Ψ^{(0)}(0)⟩ + |Ψ^{(1)}(t)⟩ + |Ψ^{(2)}(t)⟩ + · · · (IV.6)

where

|Ψ^{(1)}(t)⟩ = +i ∫_t 0 dt_1 { e^{iΩR+t1} √ 2Ω_{R+} ( |1⟩_+ ⊗ |0⟩_− ) b_+(t_1)|0⟩_B

+ e^{iΩR−t1} √ 2Ω_{R−} ( |0⟩_+ ⊗ |1⟩_− ) b_−(t_1)|0⟩_B } . (IV.7)

The state up to first order (|Ψ^{(0)}(0)⟩ + |Ψ^{(1)}(t)⟩) displays entanglement between the normal modes of the system and bath degrees of freedom.

Using the relations (IV.3,IV.4) we can rewrite this state in a manner that displays explicitly the entanglement between the normal modes and the normal modes and the baths, namely

|Ψ^{(1)}(t)⟩ = +i ∫_t 0 dt_1 {[ cos(ψ) e^{iΩR+t1} √ 2Ω_{R+} ( |1⟩_+ ⊗ |0⟩_− ) + sin(ψ) e^{iΩR− t1} √ 2Ω_{R−} ( |0⟩_+ ⊗ |1⟩_− ) ] B_1[{Q_1(t_1)}]|0⟩_B

+ [ − sin(ψ) e^{iΩR+t1} √ 2Ω_{R+} ( |1⟩_+ ⊗ |0⟩_− ) + cos(ψ) e^{iΩR− t1} √ 2Ω_{R−} ( |0⟩_+ ⊗ |1⟩_− ) ] B_2[{Q_2(t_1)}]|0⟩_B } . (IV.8)

The terms in the brackets multiplying the individual bath operators are entangled states of the two oscillators, and the full state is recognized as entangled states of the oscillators entangled with the baths. This first order state shows the emergence of entanglement between the oscillators mediated by their couplings to the baths explicitly as a function of time.

The second order contribution is given by^1

|Ψ^{(2)}(t)⟩ = +i ∫_t 0 dt_2 ( q_+(t_2)b_+(t_2) + q_−(t_2)b_−(t_2) ) |Ψ^{(1)}(t_2)⟩ . (IV.9)

There are several contributions to this entangled state of bath and mechanical oscillators degrees of freedom; for example, the term q_−(t_2)b_−(t_2), when applied to the first term on the right hand side of (IV.7), yields the state |1_+⟩ ⊗ |1_−⟩ ⊗ b_−(t_2)b_+(t_1)(|0⟩_{B1} ⊗ |0⟩_{B2}). This term contributes to the coherence in second order as discussed below.

The reduced density matrix for the system is obtained as

ρ_S (t) = Tr_B ( |Ψ(t)⟩⟨Ψ(t)| ) (IV.10)

1 In principle the second order contribution should include the counterterm matrix in eqn. (II.43). However such contribution will only cancel terms that diverge with the bandwidths but do not lead to an entangled state upon tracing the degrees of freedom of the baths.

where Tr_B is the trace over the degrees of freedom of the baths Q_1, Q_2; it is straightforward to show that ⟨Ψ(t)|q_±(t)|Ψ(t)⟩ = Tr_S ( ρ_S (t) q_±(t) ) = 0 . (IV.11)

The coherence is obtained as

⟨Ψ(t)|q_+(t)q_−(t)|Ψ(t)⟩ = Tr_S ( ρ_S (t) q_+(t)q_−(t) ) . (IV.12)

Up to second order the coherence is obtained by expanding the state |Ψ(t)⟩ as in (IV.6), and it is straightforward to confirm that the zeroth and first order contributions vanish. Therefore up to second order we find ⟨Ψ(t)|q_+(t)q_−(t)|Ψ(t)⟩ = [ ⟨Ψ^{(0)}(0)|q_+(t)q_−(t)|Ψ^{(2)}(t)⟩ + ⟨Ψ^{(2)}(t)|q_+(t)q_−(t)|Ψ^{(0)}(0)⟩ + ⟨Ψ^{(1)}(t)|q_+(t)q_−(t)|Ψ^{(1)}(t)⟩ ] . (IV.13) The contribution from the last term in (IV.13) is obtained readily by noticing that

q_+(t)q_−(t) ( |1⟩_+ ⊗ |0⟩_− ) ∝ ( |0⟩_+ ⊗ |1⟩_− ) + · · · q_+(t)q_−(t) ( |0⟩_+ ⊗ |1⟩_− ) ∝ ( |1⟩_+ ⊗ |0⟩_− ) + · · · , (IV.14)

where the dots stand for terms with two excitations. Therefore the overlap in the last term in (IV.13) is determined by_B ⟨b_+(t_2)b_−(t_1)⟩_B .

In the first two terms the contribution to the coherence arises from the two-excitation state |1⟩_+ ⊗ |1⟩_− (in obvious notation) in |Ψ^{(2)}(t)⟩, because q_+(t)q_−(t)|0⟩_+ ⊗ |0⟩_− ∝ |1⟩_+ ⊗ |1⟩_−. This term in |Ψ^{(2)}(t)⟩ arises from q_−(t_2)b_−(t_2) applied to the first term and q_+(t_2)b_+(t_2) applied to the second term in (IV.7). Therefore the first and second overlaps in (IV.13) are also determined by_B ⟨b_+(t_2)b_−(t_1)⟩_B . The second order contribution to the coherence is determined by

B ⟨0|b_+(t_1)b_−(t_2)|0⟩_B = sin(ψ) cos(ψ) 1 π ∫_∞ −∞ [ σ_1(ω^′) − σ_2(ω^′) ] Θ(−ω^′) e^{iω′(t1 −t2)} dω^′ (IV.15)

(integrated over t_1, t_2 with various exponentials of the normal mode frequencies) where the interaction picture expansion (II.24,II.25) and the spectral representations (II.33,II.34) have been used. The terms in the bracket in (IV.15) yield the noise correlation functions (II.37) in the zero temperature limit, with n_i(ω^′) → Θ(−ω^′). Furthermore, it is clear that the coherence vanishes when the spectral densities of both baths are the same, in agreement with the results obtained in the previous sections when the baths feature the same temperature, and spectral densities as in the weak coupling case.

A direct calculation of the integrals in the Ohmic case yields the result

⟨Ψ(t)|q_+(t)q_−(t)|Ψ(t)⟩ ∝ (γ_1 − γ_2) t^2 (IV.16)

which quantifies the early time evolution of entanglement and coherence.

A corollary of this discussion is that the emergence of coherence is a consequence of the entanglement between the system and bath degrees of freedom, which upon tracing over the bath induces entanglement between the two normal modes leading to the non-vanishing off-diagonal correlation function of q_+ and q_−, that is, the coherence. This perturbative argument while revealing the emergence of entanglement and the phenomenon of coherence mediated by the coupling to the baths cannot capture the full non-equilibrium dynamics. However, is broadly in agreement with the observation in ref.[32] in that the coupling to the bath(s) mediates entanglement between the independent normal modes of the mechanical oscillators. A non-perturbative assessment of the asymptotic dynamics of entanglement requires the quantum master equation; such study will be the focus of a forthcoming study[49].

V. DISCUSSION

The are several aspects of the results obtained above that merit further discussion.

• We have focused on the one and two point correlations functions only simply because the theory is Gaussian, and, therefore higher order correlation functions can be obtained from Wick’s theorem. With vanishing initial conditions for the one point functions, correlation functions of odd number of oscillator coordinates will vanish. However, whereas the two point correlation functions are a sum of the contribution from the initial conditions and bath correlations (see discussion following eqn. (II.62)), higher order correlation functions will feature factorized products with mixed contributions from initial conditions and noise correlators. In particular for the case of vanishing detuning when both oscillators couple only to one bath, the correlation functions will retain memory of the initial conditions as a consequence of the undamped mode.

• In the case of a strictly Ohmic baths the coincidence limit of the two point correlation function of the canonical momenta exhibits a logarithmic dependence on the bandwidths of the baths, namely, ⟨⟨p^2_±(t)⟩⟩ ∝ ln[Λ_j ] which as shown above, is the same as in the zero temperature limit. This dependence survives in the asymptotic long time regime when the system becomes stationary and is a consequence of the fact that probing correlations on short time scales implies probing high frequency components of the spectral density of the baths. Although we focused on the strictly Ohmic case because it allows a complete analytic study, the short time divergences are of a more general nature, in particular we expect that in a super-Ohmic case the short time singularities will yield stronger dependence on the bandwidths of the baths. Furthermore, correlation functions of higher time derivatives of the system coordinates will also feature stronger dependence on the bandwidths, suggesting a breakdown of universality in the coincidence limit of these correlation functions. The physical reason behind these “divergences” is clear: Probing correlation functions at nearby time intervals probes the high frequency components and higher moments of the spectral densities of the baths which are very sensitive to the cutoff functions. The analysis above suggests that the near coincidence limit of the correlation functions in the stationary regime must be defined by separations in time much larger than the inverse cutoff frequency of the baths but much smaller than the inverse (renormalized) frequencies of the mechanical oscillators and relaxation times, in other words, τ ≫ 1/Λ_j but τ ≪ Ω_±, γ_j .

• The perturbative analysis of section (IV) establishes a correspondence between the off-diagonal coherence ⟨⟨q_+(t)q_−(t)⟩⟩ and entanglement between the normal modes of the mechanical oscillators mediated by their couplings to the baths. While a non-perturbative correspondence with finite temperature baths will be discussed elsewhere, our conclusion is broadly consistent with that of ref.[32]. However, our analysis and results differ from those in this reference in various important aspects. Whereas ref.[32] finds that initial two-mode entanglement does not survive in the stationary state when coupling to two baths, we find that when the normal modes of the mechanical oscillators are initially uncorrelated, their couplings to the baths induces coherence that not only survives in the stationary regime but also in the high temperature (classical) regime if the temperatures of the baths are different. Although we have established the survival of the coherence at high temperature, and established a correspondence between coherence and entanglement at zero temperature in perturbation theory, it is physically reasonable to conclude that if the normal modes are initially uncorrelated, entanglement between the normal modes of the mechanical oscillators mediated by their couplings to the baths would be the only explanation for a non-vanishing coherence in the stationary regime. This suggests, more generally, that entanglement will also survive both in the stationary and the high temperature regimes under the same circumstances. Our results for the case of both mechanical oscillators coupling to a single bath, also studied in [45], are broadly consistent with the results of this reference in that for vanishing detuning there is an undamped mode. However, we do not find any singularity in the correlation functions as the detuning vanishes, and we find asymptotically at long times a finite, constant contribution to the coherence from initial conditions that reflects these conditions. For small detuning we find that the undamped mode obtains a very small damping (relaxation) rate, and at asymptotically long times the contribution from the initial conditions vanishes. This is expected: For any non-vanishing damping rate for the two modes, however small, memory of the initial conditions will vanish at asymptotically long time. It is only in this sense that there is a discontinuity in the case of vanishing detuning, a natural consequence of the non-commutativity of the long time and vanishing detuning limits, but otherwise we do not find any singularity in the correlation functions.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND FURTHER QUESTIONS:

In this article we have studied the non-equilibrium dynamics of two coupled mechanical oscillators with general couplings to two uncorrelated baths with different spectral densities and temperatures. Our study is motivated by recent advances in cavity electrodynamics and optomechanics as continuous-variables platforms for quantum computing and information, and the experimental possibility to engineer the environmental degrees of freedom to control decoherence and dissipation in these systems. We obtained the general solution of the Heisenberg-Langevin equations as an initial value problem to understand the time evolution of correlation functions towards an asymptotic stationary state. The normal modes of the mechanical oscillators “mix” through their coupling to the different baths, and this phenomenon leads to the emergence of coherence (off diagonal correlation functions) when the normal modes of the mechanical oscillators are uncorrelated in the initial state. The mixing of the mechanical degrees of freedom mediated by the baths introduces novel renormalization aspects which are discussed in detail. The case of Ohmic baths with different spectral densities and temperatures provides an arena for an exact analytic treatment, and we focus on two relevant limits: a strong coupling regime that includes the case of vanishing detuning of the normal modes of the mechanical oscillators, and a weak coupling regime characterized by weak damping and dissipation. In both cases we find that a non-equilibrium stationary state emerges asymptotically at long times for T_1 ≠ T_2. We obtain the complete expression for the unequal time correlation functions both for coordinates (normal modes) and their canonical momenta in the strong and weak coupling regimes. We find that the coherence (off-diagonal correlation functions) survives in the non-equilibrium case for the high temperature (classical) limit of both baths if the baths feature different spectral densities and/or temperatures.

The main physical explanation behind the survival of coherence, an unexpected and perhaps counterintuitive result, is the fact that the off-diagonal correlations in the normal mode basis are related to the difference of the correlation functions of bath variables. As a result, the coherence survives in the high temperature limit if the baths feature different temperatures but is strongly suppressed if the baths feature the same temperature, vanishing exactly if the baths feature both the same spectral density and temperatures. This important aspect is also confirmed by the perturbative study of the emergence of normal mode entanglement.

In the high temperature but equilibrium case, T_1 = T_2 ≡ T , with T much larger than the normal mode frequencies, the asymptotic long time averages of normal mode coordinates obey classical equipartition, and the coherence is suppressed both in the strong and weak coupling cases. Therefore, the survival of coherence in the high temperature regime is inherently a consequence of the non-equilibrium nature of the asymptotic stationary state for T_1 ≠ T_2.

In the case of weak couplings, implying that the relaxation rates are much smaller than the typical frequencies of the normal modes, the contribution to the coherence from initial conditions leads to interference beats that may be observable in an intermediate time regime.

We discussed the dependence of the correlation functions on the bandwidths of the baths arguing that for the low energy (frequency) effective description to be insensitive to the high frequency details of the baths, the coincidence limit of the correlation functions in the stationary state must be interpreted carefully. The particular case of vanishing detuning between the normal modes of the mechanical oscillators along with having both oscillators coupled to only one bath is peculiar in the sense that the degeneracy leads to an undamped mode, and the asymptotic long time limit of the correlation functions retain information on the initial conditions. This may signal the unsuitability of a Markovian approximation to the dynamics within the framework of the quantum master equation for the reduced density matrix.

We provide a perturbative analysis that establishes a correspondence between the off-diagonal coherence and entanglement between the normal modes of the mechanical oscillators mediated by their couplings to the different baths. This perturbative analysis, carried out in the limits of zero temperature of the baths, only captures the early time dynamics of entanglement and cannot address the fully non-perturbative nature of the asymptotic stationary state. Nevertheless, it allows us to argue that if the normal modes of the mechanical oscillators are uncorrelated in the initial state, the emergent coherence is a result of the entanglement between the normal modes mediated by their couplings to the baths. This analysis leads us to conjecture that the survival of the coherence in the high temperature (classical) limit found above entails the concomitant survival of entanglement between these degrees of freedom mediated by the baths in the that limit and is inherently a consequence of the non-equilibrium asymptotic state.

This conclusion suggests that designing an experimental setup with mechanical oscillators coupled to two baths at different temperatures may provide a platform to maintain coherence and entanglement in the high temperature limit.

The result of this analysis suggests further questions. The exact solution reveals several subtle aspects such as the non-equilibrium nature of the asymptotic stationary state in the case of different bath temperatures and/or couplings and the persistence of memory of the initial conditions in the case of vanishing detuning with both oscillators coupled to only one bath. These subtle aspects will require a careful derivation of a quantum master equation, that would correctly account for the “mixing” between the normal modes and the off-diagonal energy shifts. The current study provides the groundwork for a consistent derivation of such quantum master equation. Further investigation of these aspects will be reported elsewhere.

Acknowledgments

The authors thank X.-L. Wu for fruitful and illuminating discussions. D. B. gratefully acknowledges support from NSF through grant PHY-1506912. D.J. gratefully acknowledges the continued support of the Dietrich School of Arts and Sciences of the University of Pittsburgh.

Appendix A: Functions Fj (τ ):

In the strictly Ohmic limit with Imχ_j (ω) = γ_j ω, the integrals in eqn. (III.36) can be carried out by using the identities n(ω) = − 1 2 + 1 2 coth[ ω 2T ] ; coth[z/2] = 2 z + ∞∑ l=1 4z (2πl)^2 + z^2

(A.1)

featuring simple poles in the upper and lower half complex ω plane. We consider τ > 0 selecting the poles in the upper half plane. We find

F_j (τ) = F^{(a)}_j (τ) + F^{(b)}_j (τ) (A.2)

with

F^{(a)}_j (τ) = 1 2W_j e^{−γj τ /2} 2 [ e^{iWj τ} coth [ W_j + i^γj_2 2T_j ] + e^{−iWj τ} coth [ W_j − i^γj_2 2T_j ] − i sin[W_j τ] ] , (A.3) and F^{(b)}_j (τ) = − γ_j 4π^3 T^2_j ∞∑ l=1 e^{−2πlTj τ} l^3 [( 1 + (_W 2πlT_j )_2)2 − (_{γj} 2πlT_j )_2] . (A.4)

Appendix B: Functions J^j_{αβ} (τ )

The functions J^j_{αβ} (τ), α, β = ± in eqns. (III.70-III.72) are given by

J^{(j)}_{±±}(τ) = ∫_∞ −∞ dω π ω e^{iωτ} γ_j n_j (ω) [( ω − i^{Γ±}_2

)_2

− Ω^2_± ][( ω + i^{Γ±}_2

)_2

− Ω^2_±

] (B.1)

J^{(j)}_{+−}(τ) = ∫_∞ −∞ dω π ω e^{iωτ} γ_j n_j (ω) [( ω − i^{Γ+}_2

)_2

− Ω^2_+ ][( ω + i^{Γ−}_2

)_2

− Ω^2_−

] ; j = 1, 2 . (B.2)

In the limit of infinite bandwidth these integrals are finite and can be carried out by residues using the relations (A.1). For τ > 0 we find that the functions J^{(j)}_{αβ} , α, β = +, − above can be written respectively as J^{(j,a)}_{αβ} + J^{(j,b)}_{αβ} where to leading order in the ratios Γ_±/Ω_± we find for τ > 0 J^{(j,a)}_{±±} (τ) = γ_j 2 Γ_± Ω_± e^{−Γ±τ /2} [ − i sin(Ω_±τ) + cos(Ω_±τ) coth [ Ω_± 2T_j ] ] (B.3)

J^{(j,b)}_{±±} (τ) = − γ_j 4π^3T^2_j ∞∑ l=1 e^{−2πlTj τ} l^3 [( 1 −^{Γ±}_{4πlTj} )_2 + (_{Ω±} 2πlT_j )_2][( 1 +^{Γ±}_{4πlTj} )_2 + (_{Ω±} 2πlT_j )_2] (B.4)

J^{(j,a)}_{+−} (τ) = γ_j 2 (W Δ)^2 e^{−Γ+τ /2} [ i(W Δ) cos(Ω_+τ) − i γ_1 + γ_2 2 Ω_+ sin(Ω_−τ)

+ coth

[ Ω_+ 2T_j ]( γ_1 + γ_2 2 Ω_+ cos(Ω_+τ) + W Δ sin(Ω_+τ) ) ] (B.5)

J^{(j,b)}_{+−} (τ) = − γ_j 4π^3T^2_j ∞∑ l=1 e^{−2πlTj τ} l^3 [( 1 −^{Γ+}_{4πlTj} )_2 + (_{Ω+} 2πlT_j )_2][( 1 +^{Γ−}_{4πlTj} )_2 + (_{Ω−} 2πlT_j )_2] . (B.6)

[1] S. Braunstein and P. Van Look, Rev. Mod. Phys. 77, 513 (2005); S. L. Braunstein, A. K. Pati, Quantum Information Theory with Continuous Variables (Kluwer, Dordrecht, 2003).

[2] S. M. Girvin, arXiv:1302.5842.

[3] M. Aspelmeyer, T. J. Kippenberg, F. Marquardt Rev. Mod. Phys. 86, 1391 (2014). [4] F. Marquardt, S. M. Girvin Physics 2, 40 (2009). [5] P. Rakich, F. Marquardt, arXiv:1610.03012.

[6] M. Aspelmeyer, S. Groeblacher, K. Hammerer, N. Kiesel, J. Opt. Soc. Am. B 27, A189 (2010). [7] T. J. Kippenberg and K. J. Vahala, Science 321, 1172 (2008).

[8] H. P. Breuer, F. Petruccione, The theory of open quantum systems, (Oxford Press, Oxford 2006). [9] U. Weiss, Quantum dissipative systems, (World Scientific, Singapore, 2008). [10] C. W. Gardiner, P. Zoller, Quantum Noise 3rd. ed. (Springer,Berlin 2004). [11] I. de Vega, D. Alonso, Rev. Mod. Phys. 89, 15001 (2017).

[12] L. A. Correa, A. A. Valido, D. Alonso, Phys. Rev. A 86, 012110 (2012); A. A. Valido, L. A. Correa, D. Alonso, Phys. Rev.

A 88, 012309 (2013); A. A. Valido, D. Alonso, S. Kohler, A 88, 042303 (2013); A. A. Valido, A. Ruiz, D. Alons, Phys. Rev. E91, 062123 (2015).

[13] F. Benatti, R. Floreanini, and U. Marzolino, Phys. Rev. A 81, 012105; U. Marzolino, Europhys. Lett. 104, 40004 (2013);

G. Argentieri, F. Benatti, R. Floreanini, U. Marzolino, Int. J. Quant. Inf. 9, 1745 (2011); F. Benatti, R. Floreanini, U. Marzolino, Phys. Rev. A 85, 042329 (2012).

[14] J. Paavola, S. Maniscalco, Phys. Rev. A 82,012114 (2010). [15] T. V. Tscherbul, P. Brumer, Phys. Rev. Lett. 113,113601 (2014).

[16] J. B. Brask, N. Brunner, G. Haack, M. Huber, New Journal of Physics 17, 113029, 2015; N.Brunner, M. Huber, N. Linden N, S. Popescu, R. Silva, P. Skrzypczyk, 2014 Phys. Rev. E 89 032115 (2014).

[17] Xunnong Xu, Thomas Purdy, Jacob M. Taylor, arXiv:1608.05717.

[18] K. W. Murch, U. Vool, D. Zhou, S. J. Weber, S. M. Girvin, I. Siddiqi, Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 183602 (2012). [19] F. Verstraete, M.M Wolf, J.I. Cirac, Nature Phys. 5, 633 (2009). [20] R. P. Feynman,F. L. Vernon, Ann. Phys. 24, 118 (1963).

[21] A. O. Caldeira and A. J. Leggett, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 149, 374 (1983); A. O. Caldeira and A. J. Leggett, Phys. Rev. Lett.

46, 211 (1981); A. O. Caldeira and A. J. Leggett, Physica A 121, 587 (1983).

[22] G. W. Ford, M. Kac, and P. Mazur, J. Math. Phys. 6, 504 (1965); G. W. Ford, J. T. Lewis, and R. F. OConnell, J. Stat.

Phys. 53, 439 (1988).

[23] B. L. Hu, J. P. Paz, Y. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D 45, 2843 (1992); Phys. Rev. D 47, 1576 (1993). [24] C.-H. Chou, T. Yu, B. L. Hu, Phys. Rev. E 77, 011112 (2008).

[25] C. H. Fleming, B. L. Hu, Annals of Physics 327, 1238 (2012); Y. Subasi, C. H. Fleming, J. M. Taylor, B. L. Hu, Phys.

Rev. E 86, 061132 (2012).

[26] Th. M. Nieuwenhuizen, A. E. Allahverdyan, Phys. Rev. E 66, 036102 (2002). [27] A. E. Allahverdyan and Th. M. Nieuwenhuizen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 1799 (2000). [28] Th.M. Nieuwenhuizen, Journal of Modern Optics 50, 2433 (2003). [29] E. A. Martinez, and J. P. Paz Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 130406 (2013).

[30] C. Horhammer, H. Buttner, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 38, 7325 (2005); J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 41, 265301 (2008). [31] R. Kosloff, Entropy 15, no. 6, 2100 (2013).

[32] C. Horhammer, H. Buttner, Phys. Rev. A 77, 042305 (2008). [33] M. Ludwig, K. Hammerer, F. Marquardt, Phys. Rev. A 82, 012333 (2010).

[34] J. P. Paz, A. J. Roncaglia Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 220401 (2008); J. N. Freitas and J. P. Paz, Phys. Rev. A 85, 032118 (2012).

[35] A. F. Estrada and L. A. Pachon, New J. Phys. 17, 033038 (2015).

[36] S. Groeblacher, A. Trubarov, N. Prigge, G. D. Cole, M. Aspelmeyer, J. Eisert, Nature Comm. 6, 7606 (2015). [37] J. D. Thompson, B. M. Zwickl, A. M. Jayich, F. Marquardt, S. M. Girvin, and J. G. E. Harris, Nature (London) 452, 900 (2008).

[38] S. Groblacher, J. B. Hertzberg, M. R. Vanner, G. D. Cole, S. Gigan, K. C. Schwab, and M. Aspelmeyer, Nature Phys. 5, 485 (2009).

[39] A. Naik, O. Buu, M. D. LaHaye, A. D. Armour, A. A. Clerk, M. P. Blencowe, and K. C. Schwab, Nature (London) 443, 193. (2006).

[40] F. Galve, L. A. Pachon, D. Zueco, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 180501 (2010). [41] V. Vedral, Nature 468, 769 (2010).

[42] Q. Lin, J. Rosenberg, D. Chang, R. Camacho, M. Eichenfield, K. J. Vahala, O. Painter, Nature Photonics 4 236 (2010). [43] H. Seok, L. F. Buchmann, E. M. Wright, P. Meystre, Phys. Rev. A 88, 063850 (2013). [44] C. Joshi, P. Ohberg, J. D. Cresser, E. Andersson, Phys. Rev. A 90, 063815 (2014). [45] P. R. Eastham, P. Kirton, H. . Cammack, B. W. Lovett, J. Keeling, Phys.Rev. A 94, 012110 (2016). [46] L. M.M. Durao, A. O. Caldeira, Phys. Rev. E 94, 062147 (2016). [47] J. Eisert, M.B. Plenio, Int. J. Quant. Inf. 1, 479 (2003). [48] G. Adesso, F. Illuminati, J. Phys. A 40, 7821 (2007).

[49] D. Boyanovsky, D. Jasnow, in preparation.