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We apply a recently developed generalization of the Feynman-Vernon approach to the case of a
quantum-mechanical damped oscillator. We develop a variational method to treat the path integral
that controls the dynamics of the reduced density operator of the system once it is subject to an ar-
bitrary initial condition. The method is completely independent of the specific symmetries involved
in the problem. Although we have applied it particularly to the harmonic oscillator, we believe it

could be extended to more complex systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

During the past five years the Feynman-Vernon ap-
proach to the quantum dynamics of nonisolated sys-
tems!? has proved to be a very powerful method in this
field. It can be applied to many different problems such
as quantum dynamics of a dissipative system in the classi-
cally accessible region of the phase space,® quantum tun-
neling of a dissipative system (dynamical approach),*
damping of quantum interference,’ or damping of quan-
tum coherence.®

The method consists of coupling the system of interest
to a reservoir which is conveniently chosen as a set of N
noninteracting oscillators. The coupling between the two
systems is a bilinear function of the “coordinates” of the
system of interest and the reservoir oscillators.

J

p(x,y,0= [ dR(xRl|p(1)|lyR)

=[ [ [ [ [dx'dy'dRdQdR'K(x,R,1;x",R’,0K*(,R,1;»",Q,0){x'R'|p(0)[y'Q") ,

where R, R’, and Q' are arbitrary configurations (N-
dimensional vectors) of the environmental oscillators and
K is the propagator of the particle-plus-reservoir compos-
ite system.

As one can easily see, the reduced density operator of
the particle at time ¢ depends on the total density opera-
tor at time zero. The choice made by Feynman and Ver-
non’? was that the initial density operator of the compos-
ite system should factorize as

polx'R',y'Q")=py(x',y")p.(R',Q’) ,

where g, refers only to the system of interest while p,
refers to the environment. In particular, it is always as-
sumed that p, is the equilibrium density operator of the
environment. Once this is done we can write

p‘(x,y,t)=ffdx’dy'J(x,y,t;x’,y',O)ﬁo(x',y') , (1.4)

(1.3)

where

If the system of interest is represented by a particle of
coordinate g, the Lagrangian of the total system is
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where the last term on the right-hand side of this equa-
tion is a counter term which has exhaustively been dis-
cussed in the literature”® and ¥V (q) is the external poten-
tial to which the particle is subject. The choice of the
model (1.1) is partially justified in Ref. 8.
The reduced density operator of the system, in the
coordinate representation, is written as>

(1.2)

|
J(xp,t;x',y",00= [ [ [dRdQdR'K (x,R,t;x",R",0)
XK*(y,R,t;y",Q’,0)p,(R’,Q")

(1.5)
is a generalized “propagator” for the reduced density
operator of the system. Now, using the Feynman path-
integral representation for the propagator K, the function
J can be expressed as

oy t5x',y,0)= [ [ "D (1')Dy (1)exp | - Solx (1]
x'Yy

Xexp | = ZSoly (1]

XFHx(t")y )], (1.6)

where Sy[ ] is the action of the system of interest only,
while [ , ], the so-called influence functional, is given by
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Fx(t)y )= [ [ [dRdQdRp, (R,

Q')fk‘ffq‘fpku')DQ(t')exp

Xexp
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%[Se[R(t')]-FS,[R(t'),x(t’)]} ]

"l

(1.7)

—é{Se[Q(t')]-i-S,[Q(t )y (1

where S,[ ] is the action of the environment and S,[ , ] is the action of the coupling between the two systems.
This influence functional can be evaluated exactly because it is nothing but a product of propagators of harmonic os-
cillators subject to external forces (C,q) averaged by the equilibrium distribution p, and traced over the ﬁnal

configurations R. The result is*

f do

Fx (t"),y(t")]=exp

fd f do[x(1)—

—1 o J(a)
x —_—
exp P fo do——— -

where the spectral function J (@) has been defined as

2
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In the case of Brownian motion J (w) is modeled by>

no if o<Q

J)= g fes>0,

(1.10)

where (1 is a cutoff frequency, much larger than the natu-
ral frequencies of motion of the system of interest. How-
ever, the formulation is quite general and (1.9) can as-
sume forms other than (1.10).

Now we are ready to study the restricted dynamics of
the system of interest by solving the double path integral
(1.6) together with the double convolution (1.4). Al-
though the exact evaluation of these integrals is only pos-
sible for a restricted number of problems, there are many
approximation methods available in the literature
(saddle-point method, dilute gas approximation, etc.)
which allows us to invest in more complicated problems.

The first attempt (successful, we must say) to write a
more general form for the influence functional based on
nonfactorizable initial conditions was carried forward by
Hakim and Ambegaokar’ who made explicit use of the
translation invariance of (1.1) when V' (q)=0. In this way
they were able to perform some unitary transformations
and, finally, diagonalize the problem exactly. Although
their formulation is extremely elegant, it cannot be ap-
plied to systems which do not present any symmetry.

Recently we extended the Feynman-Vernon formula-
tion so that it could cope with more general initial condi-
tions, and we were able to write down a generalized ex-
pression to replace the influence functional (1.7).1° The
expression is more cumbersome than (1.7) and its applica-
tion to arbitrary potentials involves a great deal of
mathematical skill. Nevertheless, we think it is still quite
useful if we wish to obtain the reduced dynamics of the
particle under certain approximations.

In Sec. IT we discuss the sort of initial conditions one
could use instead of (1.3) while we briefly review the way

y(7)Jsin[o(t—0)][x(o)+y(0)]

2k derf do[x(r

y(r)]cos[w(t—0)][x(a)—y(a)] |, (1.8)

-

we can achieve a generalized influence functional in Sec.
IIL.

In Sec. IV we apply the results of Sec. III to the case of
the damped harmonic oscillator. In the appropriate limit
of vanishing natural frequency (w,=0) we can recover
the influence functional that Hakim and Ambegaokar
wrote for the damped free particle. This is indeed a very
reliable check for our approach.

Section V is devoted to the calculation of the function
J(x,py,t;x",y',0) for the quantum Brownian oscillator
while we compute the average values of observables in
Sec. VI. The conclusions are presented in Sec. VII.

II. GENERALIZED INITIAL CONDITION

In a recent report!® the present authors generalized the
method of Feynman and Vernon in order to deal with ini-
tial conditions different from (1.3). On that occasion the
authors treated three new possibilities which are ex-
plained in the following.

Case (i). We have

polx'R',y'Q)=po(x",y" Ipe(x",y";R', Q') . (2.1)

Here p; is an arbitrary function depending only on the
system variables while p(e” stands for the equilibrium
density operator of the complete “universe” formed by
the system and its environment. This can be interpreted
as the result of a measurement of position on the system
only, once we know that the system and its environment
are together in thermal equilibrium before the measuring
process. To show that this physical picture really corre-
sponds to the mathematical expression in (2.1) is not a
hard matter.

Let us initially consider a pure state |¢) of the whole
universe, then

[¥)= [dx dR¥(x,R)Ix)8|R) , (2.2)

where |[R)=|q,)®|q,)® ' - - ®|gy?. A measurement of
the position of the particle only can be performed by the
application of the operator 7 defined as
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Mx ){x|® J(R), (2.3)

P= [ T dxfix
where f(x) is an arbitrary function and J(R) is the iden-
tity operator in the subspace of the environment. Let us
call 7 the measuring operator.

When we are referring to an ideal measurement, P is a
projection operator (P2=%) (see Ref. 11). In this case,
for a measurement of position at x, with uncertainty Ax,

f(x)is
fx)=

where O is the Heaviside function. The state after mea-
surement is then'!

O(x —xy+Ax/2)O(xy+Ax /2—x) , (2.4)

Ply)
l‘/’o ‘/W (2.5)

In the case of nonideal measurement, f(x) can assume
any general form which is centered at x; with width Ax;
for instance, a Gaussian. The difference now is that ? is
no longer a projection operator. Therefore (2.5) must be
modified to

|¢O):_—?|'L .
(Y| P2y ))1 72

Since this is more general than (2.5) we shall only use it
J

(2.6)

po= P [ [ dx de'dRAR' ()F

n,[nlf

X|x ) (x'lo R) (R /l

which finally implies that

FXDf(peix, Ry,Q")
[ [dx dR f(x7pl'(x,R;x,R)

polx", Ry, Q)=

(2.11)

Now, comparing (2.11) with (2.1) allows us to identify

f(x")f(y)
[ [ dx dR £ (x7p{(x,R;x,R)

Polx",y")= (2.12)

as a function of the system of variables which depends
only on the measuring (or preparation) procedure.

Case (ii). We have
oxR,y'Q)=p & (x",y" R, Q') . (2.13)
Here, p. is the equilibrium density operator of the

universe when the particle is subject to a potential ¥(q)
which is abruptly modified to V(q) at t =0. When this
modification takes place p\&” is no longer an equilibrium
state of the “universe.” Consequently, it relaxes to a new
equilibrium state p(e”( x,y;R,Q) which is the equilibrium
state of the universe when the particle of interest is sub-
ject to V(q). We shall call V(q) the preparation poten-
tial.
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from here onwards.

All of what we have been saying can be generalized for
the case when the ‘“universe” is no longer in a pure state
but is in a statistical mixture instead. Let us consider the
whole universe initially in thermal equilibrium. Then

=3 e

n,{n;}

n)n!

where {n;} stands for the set of N quantum numbers
{ny,ny,...,ny} for the reservoir oscillators, and
|1/),,[,,‘_]) is an eigenstate of the composite system. Equa-

tion (2.7) can further be written as
—BE, |,
p=3 e ""'[[[ [dxdx'dRdR'Y,, (x,R)

"v[”,’]
X3 (X", R)

X|xY{x'|®|R){R'| . (2.8)

Now, just after measurement the density operator of
the universe can be written as'!

_ Pp?P
= » 2.9
tr?zp 29

which is a generalization of (2.6) for the case of mixtures.
Now using (2.3) for 7 we have

Po

x,)ll}n{"l,(x’R)d}:’"i,(xl’R’)

nwffdx dR f(xP[¢, 1, (5R* |, (2.10)
nin, | !
-
Case (iii). We have
polx'R',y'Q)=po(x",p )p & (x",y R, Q") . (2.14)

This case is a combination of the previous ones. At ¢ =0
the particle of interest is subject to a preparation poten-
tial ¥(g). Then we perform a measurement on the posi-
tion of the particle only and simultaneously change the
preparation potential to ¥ (q). This new state is not even
an equilibrium state of the universe when the particle is
subject to ¥(q). If we trace back all the steps that led us
to (2.12) one can easily convince oneself that now

f(x)f
dx dR f( x)2 ‘es xRxR)
I

Polx',p')= . (2.15)

Since this last case includes cases (i) and (ii) we shall
develop the new influence functional only for case (iii)
and particularize it to (i) or (ii) whenever necessary.

Finally we wish to mention that f(x) could be the re-
sult of a succession of measurements. For instance, it
could represent the result of the measurement of position
with uncertainty Ax and a later measurement of momen-
tum with uncertainty Ap. In this case f(x) is a complex
function (for example, a Gaussian of width Ax centered
at x, multiplied by a plane wave with wave vector p, /).
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III. THE NEW INFLUENCE FUNCTIONAL (NIF) pleteness. However, we shall try to make it quite brief in

In this section it is our intention to briefly review the  order to avoid unnecessary overlap with our previous
obtainment of the influence functional once we have  work.

avoided the factorizable initial condition. Although this In this new situation the reduced density operator of

has already been done in a separate report'® we think the  the particle can still be written in the form (1.4). The

general idea should be repeated here for the sake of com-  difference is that J must now be written as
|

J(x,p,t;x",y',0)= f fDx(t )Dy (t')exp éio[x(t')] exp ~-;—§O[y(t’)] (Ix), Iy, x",»") (3.1)
where

F=[ [ [dRdQdRFP(x", Ry, Q)G ([x],[y],R,R, Q") 3.2)
and

R rR
G=[ leDR(t')DQ(t’)exp exp

%{SQ[R(t’)]+S,[R(t'),x(t')]}

—é—{S,_,[Q(t’)]+S,[Q(t’),y(t’)]} NCE)

In our notation, variables within brackets are paths connecting the appropriate end points (variables without brackets)
and D (variable) is the properly normalized variation of those paths. The tilde upon the action S, means that the coun-
terterm is included therein.

The path integral (3.3) is a standard one,?!? since it is the product of propagators of forced harmonic oscillators. On
the other hand, the equilibrium density operator p (eff has the path-integral representation

12

7x" Ry’ ,Q)—f Dz(t")exp(— 5 F21/8)G (R, Q' [z]) , (3.4)

where

N
G'ER,Q,[zD= 11 fQ,“Dﬁaexp -%(S}E’[Z,ﬁa]+SQE’[Ra])] (3.5)

and S'#' is the Euclidean version of the corresponding action which means that we must replace all the potentials (in-
cluding the interaction) by minus its value. The bar on top of S{¥’ means that the potential on the particle is the
preparation potential ¥(g). Here too, (3.5) is a product of integrals of forced harmonic oscillators. Therefore, combin-
ing the results of (3.3) and (3.5) (see Ref. 10) one can show that the NIF can be written as

_l )[z]

F([x],[y],x',y 7[)‘ y]f DZ exp ﬁ

Xexp

—Aj;ﬁl“foudu f:odu'fowdw.f(w)exp(—mu —u'l)

X[z(u)—z(u")]? |exp

L[ %wrwdu|, 36
0

where

f(u)=_—1ftdt'[x(t’)—y(t’)]fwdcoJ(w)sinwt'[coth(a)U/2)sinh(a)u)—-cosh(wu)]
T Jo 0

—iftdt’[x(t’)“y(t')]fwdwJ(co)coswt’[coth(wU/2)cosh(cou)—sinh(a)u)] . (3.7)
mYyo 0

F[x,y]is the FV influence functional as obtained in (1.8) and U =#8.
We can now define another functional ¥ as

exp

Frlx,y,z2]=F[x,ylexp %foudu f_wwdu’fowda)J(a))exp(—wlu—u'l)[z(u)-z(u’)]2

in such a way that
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J(x,y,t;x’,y',0)=fff{fT'Dx(t')Dy(t’)Dz(u’)ﬂT[x,y,z]exp
x Ty "y

Xexp

—é%HUﬂ

Once again we emphasize that in S the potential is
¥V (q) plus the counterterm, while in S ¥’ the potential is
V(q) and the counterterm has already been eliminated.
For the particular case of the initial condition (i) we must
replace S {F by S{E and apply (3.9) in (1.4). For case (ii),
(3.9) must be used in (1.4) without Fy(x’,y").

It is worth noting that together with F[x,y] (which
carries a sort of retarded and advanced coupling between
paths running forward and backward in time) there ap-
pears in (3.8) two new terms—one which represents a
self-interaction of a thermal path and another which cou-
ples the thermal path z(u) to the dynamical paths x (¢')
and y (t').

IV. THE NIF FOR THE HARMONIC OSCILLATOR

In order to apply (3.9) to a specific example let us
choose one of the initial conditions proposed in Sec. II;
J

—C ® ’ Y had ’ — —_—! _1_ Y
Seﬁ[z]=S{,5[z]+f7I;f_wdu fo du fo doo[z(u)—z(u'))exp(—olu—u'|)+ . fo du f(u)z(u)

and f(u) has previously been defined in (3.7). By (3.6) we
obviously have

F([x],[yl,x"y")=FxyU([x],[y],x",»") .

The effective action in (4.2) is a functional of z(u)
which has a quadratic and a linear term in this variable.
Therefore (4.1) is the kind of functional integral that can
(at least, in principle) be solved exactly by a simple
method. All we must do is to take the first functional
derivative of S+ and find out the path z, that extremizes
the effective action. This means

8S .4
6z (u)

(4.3)

=0. (4.4)

z=z_(u)

Once this has been done we must evaluate the second
functional derivative of S.4 at z.(«) and solve the result-
ing eigenvalue problem

[ SSer Sz(u')du'=Az(u) . (4.5
8z (u)bz(u') |z=z(w ZiuJau = A0zu) - )
The final result for (4.1) is then
. 172 .
I([x],[y],x',y')=.N H}\a eXp Tseﬂ'[zc] ’
(4.6)

exp
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;S'o[xm]]

. (3.9)

1 -
—550°2]

r

we shall take case (i) (¥ =V). Then we need to evaluate a
triple path integral and this we shall do in steps.

First we will evaluate the path integral in z(u) and
then the resulting integral (3.1) following the same pro-
cedure as in (3.9). In other words, we must first evaluate
the path integral that appears multiplying F[x,y] in (3.6)
(with S & replaced by Si). Another point we want to
mention is that we shall deal explicitly with Ohmic dissi-
pation that means J (0 ) =no.

In this way, we want to evaluate

I([x],[y],x‘,y’)zfx'Dz(u’)exp —_—lSeﬂ[z(u’)] ,
y' #

4.1)
where

(4.2)

f

where WV is a normalization constant and {A,} is the set
of eigenvalues of (4.5).

Although these steps seem really simple this is not
what happens in practice. The difficulty starts with the
solution of (4.4). This is an inhomogeneous linear
integro-differential equation which is not simple to solve.
Therefore, we shall try to evaluate (4.1) by a slightly
different method.

In the following we shall apply to this problem the
same method that was developed in Ref. 8 (Appendix B)
for dealing with a very similar path integral [actually the
same, except for the absence of the forcing term f (u)].

The method consists of making a periodic extension of
any function g(u) defined within the interval (0, U).
Then we can write the periodic extension of z(u) or f(u)
as a Fourier series and express S¢[z] as a function of the
Fourier coefficients of z(u) and f (u).

The next step is to extremize S 4[z] subject to the
boundary conditions on z(u), namely, z(0)=y’ and
z(U)=x'. These two equations can also be written in
terms of the above-mentioned Fourier coefficients and,
consequently, be regarded as constraints for our varia-
tional problem. This is a standard problem of Lagrange
multipliers. Therefore, following the results of Appendix
A we can write [see (4.6)]

I([q),[€).q",&)=1(t)exp(—S.5/#) , 4.7)

where
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w’coth(wU /2)
(03— o) +4y2w?

=" (%

27 Yo

Sur (& 7=¢ [ )

o coth(wU /2)
(03— w?+4y%

M
+_
2k

q'+2}fotdt'foﬂda)

with the new paths £(¢’) and q (¢') defined as
x (' )+y(t')
- a—

Notice that S.4 is a functional of £(¢') and a function
of £’ and g'. The new influence functional can now be
written as

F([x],[y],x",y" ) =Io()F[x,plexp( —S g /%), (4.10)

Et)=x(t)—y(t'), q(t")= 4.9)

where (1) is the result of the Gaussian path integral one
has to solve with the second functional derivative of S .
Nevertheless, we shall not evaluate this integral explicitly
and leave I,(¢) to be computed by the normalization of
the final form of the reduced density operator.

Before we write a final expression for F([x],[y],x’,y’)
let us briefly analyze S.4. This action contains a real and
an imaginary part. If we take the limit w,—0 we easily
recover the result of Ref. 9. In this limit, « (which is

equal to {g?) in equilibrium) tends to infinity and we end
J

F([q),[§).q9",& ) =Iy(t)exp

£
i

Finally, we see that the second term inside the brackets in
(4.12) identically cancels the last term on the right-hand
side of (4.8). This term in (4.12) had been neglected in
Ref. 3 by a wrong argument. Now, it is clear that after
changing the initial conditions, this term naturally disap-
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750t

2 Q ! ’ ’ r__ rgr
=T [ gt )q(hdr —ng '

41
2w*—wd)
0 Sinet'— Mcoswt’
(7] M
2
") (w%—wz)coswt'—~—;]im sinwt’ | | —ing'€’ (4.8)

up with the same correction Hakim and Ambegaokar
found to the old influence functional.

Another interesting limit is when we neglect the time
dependence in (4.8) [£(¢')=0]. That expression then be-
comes, as it should, the exponent of the reduced density
operator of the oscillator in equilibrium with its environ-
ment (see Appendix B of Ref. 8).

In order to close this section let us write the new
influence functional in terms of the newly defined paths
&(t’) and g(¢’). Using (4.9) in (1.8) and evaluating the
frequency integrals for the imaginary part of the ex-
ponent of F [for J(w) given by (1.10)] we get (see Ref. 3
for details)

Imlni7=zﬂv£fo'g(t')q(t')dt’—nq’ﬁ'
—nfo‘g(t'm(t')dt' , @.11)

and then

exp (4.12)

PN s (gt ' —l N ’ 1
n [ &tq(de — Sall£1.6'9")

I
tion J(q,§,t;q9',&',0). Substituting (4.10) in (3.1) and
changing variables to g (¢'),£(t’) we have

J(q,¢,t;q',§',0)

iS,—S,—S
pears. =10(t)f‘ff;Dq(t')Dg(t')exp —,
q
V. THE FUNCTION J (q,£,t;q",€',0) (5.1)
Once we have computed F([q],[£],9',£’) we can write
directly the double path integral representing the func- where
|
Sl=fotdt’[Mq(t’)é(t’)——Mcoéq(t’)g(t')—nq(t’)g(t’)] , (5.2)
:_71_ Q t ’ t " ’ " vt
$: =5 [ dowcoth(wU/2) [ dr [ dr gt )E(1") coswlt’—1")
L%y w’coth(wU/2) 2 UEEE) 20’ —wj) 27 5.3)
1\2 __ gt ’ ’ : tl_ tl , .
27 Jo w(wé—w2)2+4y2w2 (&) §f0 t'E(t’) | ———sinw 3 SO5?
2
_MU |, 2y pt,,r0 w coth(wU /2) s 2 2 . ,
S3—72K q'+ - fodt fo dw(mg—w2)2+4yzm2§(t) (0§ — o*)coswt Ma)sma)t (5.4)
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Notice that the first term inside the brackets in (4.12)
identically canceled the counterterm pieces in Sy[x] and
Solyl.

A quick look at the expressions above will show us that
the only functional of g(z') is the action S, in (5.2).
Moreover, integration by parts of the first and last terms
of S, leads us to

=Mqé—Mq'E —ngE+nq'E
—fordt'q(t’)[ME(t —né(t")+MwiE(t)] . (5.5

Therefore, the path integration on g (') can be done by
using the integral form of the & function

fDq )exp «<d(...), (5.6)

_i t ’ ’
p fodt q(t)[...]

which allows us to trivially integrate on D&(¢'). The re-
sult of (5.1) is simply the integrand evaluated at £.(¢')
given by

Mgc(t 77§c +Mw0§c )=0 (5.7
with boundary conditions £(0)=¢" and &£(¢)=¢.

Let us particularize our application to the under-
damped harmonic oscillator (wy> 7y ). Then

E ()= P [£e ~7'sinvt’+&'sinv(t —t')]e?", (5.8)
where
v=(wd—y)17%. (5.9)

When y >, we must replace v—i(y*—w3)!’? (over-

damped harmonic oscillator) while when w,=0 (free par-
ticle) one respaces v—iy.

The procedure is now straightforward. We just evalu-
ate the integrand at £_ and collect the resulting terms in
an appropriate form. The result after this simple (but
tedious) job is

J(q,g,t;q',g',0>=10exp[§ [[K(t>—M7/]q§+ K (o+my—HEED e N
MUD (1) -1 || MU MUD (1) |,
P2 L g — ' —ATD
. (1) |9’ ’exp[ Z e |19 P+ | A1) e }g
4 B(t)_MUD’((t)E(t) -
2
c - MEELE ](5')2) ] : (5.10)
where
K (t)=Mv cotanvt , (5.11)
yt
N(n=Mvel (5.12)
sinvt
oyt
Lin=Mre T (5.13)
sinvt
and A4 (t), B(t), C(t), D(t), and E (t) are of the form
f(t)zﬂy_foﬂdwwcoth(a)U/Z)fw(t) (5.14)
with
Aw(t)= dt' | dt"sinvt t'—t" et
sinZvr f f sinvt'cosw( )sinvt''e (5.15)
vt —yt
B, (1)= Ze fdt fdt”smvt cosa(t’' —t")sinv(t —t')e V"' )+ 5 4yw’ o) ¢ fdt sinvt’coswt’e?"
sin?vt (wo——w )2+ 4y20? sinvt
20(0*—w}) eVt

- f dt'sinvt'sinot’e’"

(03— 0?)?+4y20? sinvt

(5.16)
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C, ()= f dt’ f dt"'sinv(t —t')cosw(t’' —t" )sinv(t —t' )e?!!' ")
sin?vt
4ye’ f dt'sinv(t —t')coswt’e’”
(w —w2)2+4'y2 2 sinvt
20(0?*—wd) 2
. f dt'sinot'sinv(t —t')e " + ———>——— (5.17)
(a) —0?)?+4y*p? sinvt (wj— o) +47°w
_ 2e M 1 v _Jo
D ()= Msinvt (-2 4472 Jo f dt'sinvt’e?" |(w3— w?)coswt’ M sinwt’ (5.18)
2 1 yt' 2 no .
= - - t'— t' 5.19)
E ( = M sinvt (@—ot Pt ayiat Jo f dt'sinv(t —t')e"" |(w}—w?)cosw M sinw (
[
At this point it is interesting to compare our results + PR i e ,
with the previous ones obtained in the case of factoriz- J(4,0,1;4",£",0)=exp ;[a(t)q §'—Nitgé
able initial conditions.> Expression (5.10) is of the same
form as before; the difference lies in the functions from Q')2 )
B(t) to E(t). Our new K (1), L(t), N(t), and 4 (1) are Xexp ﬁ o TAME)
exactly the same as in Ref. 3. For the case of factorizable
initial conditions, B (¢) and C,(t) contain only the first 6.3)
integrals in (5.16) and (5.17) while D (¢) and E (¢
:;iztgra sin ( )and ( ) while D,,(1) and E,,(1) do not with the newly defined functions
Finally, let us compute the term I,(¢) to complete the alt)=K(1)+My—MUE(t)/x , (6.4)
evaluation of J(q,€,¢;9',£’,0). This can be easily done by
normalizing the reduced density operator p(q,&,t) of the A=k/MU , (6.5)
oscillator, as we show in Appendix B. We find A)=C()—E(1)? /2 . (6.6)

N(t)

I(==—=.

(5.20)

VI. THE AVERAGE VALUES OF OBSERVABLES

For a generic function of position, say F(q), we have

Noticing that the only dependence on ¢ comes from
the second term in the first exponential of (6.3) we can
readily evaluate the integral over g which results in

quF Jexp ﬁ (t)g&’
(F(¢)),= [ dq F(q)p(q,£=0,1) . 6.1)
~ _ i —1i
On the other hand, we have shown that p(q,£=0,¢) can = [dq F |- IN()gE
be written as f N (1) 6§ P a8
N(2) .
pg.0.0="—0-[ [dg'dEpo(q’,£)T(q,0,59",€,0) , —p|_ A9 |27k 6.7
ff N (1) 3¢ t)8(§)' (6.7)
(6.2)
where J can be identified as [see (5.10)] Substituting this result in (6.1) we get
J
9),= [dg' [dg |F ’ﬁa 56 lexp | Latng'e lexp | =5 |9 L acne? | |ayane) (6.8)
N(£)€" # | 2A o
|
For the particular cases F(q)=gq and F(q)=q? we can (g?),= a(t) (gp+pg o+ 2%A(1)
integrate (6.8) by parts and the final result is ! (t)2 N(2)?
a(t) 2
(6.10
<(I>z=‘—N1(t)[[K(t)+My—E(t)/)»](q)o+(p)0} (6.9) 7 (4" )

and

Now, comparing (6.9) with the solution of the classical
underdamped harmonic oscillator when ¢(0)=g, and



p (0)=p, that reads

q(t)=gqycosvte "Y'+ (qyy /v)sinvte V"

+(po/Mv)sinvte "7, (6.11)

we find that the only difference between these two expres-
sions is a term proportional to [E (1) /AN (¢)]1{q ).

At first sight this term looks wrong but it can be under-
stood as the influence of the specific preparation of the
system at t =0 on its subsequent motion. Actually, one
could think of it as a peculiarity of the model we have
employed for the reservoir. We shall return to this point
in Sec. VII.

Another important result is that {g2), in (6.10) obeys
the fluctuation-dissipation theorem when ¢ — o exactly
as it happened in Ref. 3 for the case of the factorizable in-
itial condition. However, one should notice that its time
dependence is also influenced by terms dependent on the
preparation procedure.

The average values of arbitrary functions of the
momentum operator F(p) can also be computed in a way
similar to what has been done for F(g). The starting
point is now

¢

Then, using (6.2) and (6.3) one will be able to compute
average values such as {(p), and (p?),. For example,
(p?, is given by

# 3
(F(p)),= [dgq F "

Pg,E1) (6.12)

£=0

_ |a@[K()—My] | D()
+%m<p>o. 6.13)

Here, too, the solution differs from its classical equivalent
by terms proportional to D (#){gq ), and E (#){q ), Once
again this is a trace of the influence of the preparation
process on the dynamics of the Brownian particle. In the
case of the factorizable initial condition the functions
D(t) and E(?) simply do not show up and consequently
(g), and (p), obviously coincide with their classical
equivalents.

Although the evaluation of (p?), is not difficult, the
final result is quite lengthy to be explicitly written down
here. The important point is that the physics contained
therein is in agreement with our conclusions for the be-
havior of (g?),.

Just before we leave this section we should say some-
thing about the free-particle dynamics. Taking the limit
wo—0 we can reproduce exactly all the results of Ref. 9.
The reason for this is very simple. If we look at our ex-
pression (5.4) we will notice that S; depends on k. How-
ever, since  is proportional to (g”)., it blows up when
@, vanishes and we easily recover the influence functional
of Hakim and Ambegaokar. Consequently, all the aver-
age values computed in Ref. 9 are the same we could
compute here for wy=0.
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VII. CONCLUSIONS

There are two main points we would like to emphasize
in this section. The first one shows why it is advanta-
geous to consider a nonfactorizable initial condition
while the second deals with the long-time decay of the in-
itial preparation when the generalized initial condition is
used.

Using the nonfactorizable initial condition we have ex-
plicitly shown that some spurious terms which have been
neglected in Ref. 3 naturally disappear [see the argument
just below (4.12)]. In Ref. 3 this sort of term has been
neglected but the reason why this has been done is not
correct. Actually, one could argue that terms like (A11)
should be neglected but the reasoning would be entirely
different. Since they involve integrals of a & function at
t =0 and we are interested in time scales longer than Q!
we should interpret those integrals as being evaluated
from t'=0% to ’=¢. On the other hand, for times short-
er than Q7! the expression (A9) is continuous and in the
limit  —0 we can recover the boundary condition

lir%J(x,y,t;x',y’,0)=8(x —x")6(y —y') . (7.1)
t—

Another advantage of dealing with the generalized ini-
tial state is that there is no more slowly decaying terms in
the dynamics of the Brownian particle which depend on
the cutoff . An example of this is the time dependence
of the width of the wave packet of a damped free particle.
When we use the factorizable initial condition the long-
time behavior of (g%(¢)) is given by (at T =0)

(g¥1))=InVyQ/2t (7.2)

while it can be shown that for the nonfactorizable case
(g%(t)) behaves as’

(g%1)) =Inyt . (7.3)

Nevertheless, there is something that worries the
reader when the generalized FV is applied, namely, the
presence of terms that make (gq(z)) or (p(¢)) deviate
from their classical equivalents. It is our intention now
to show that these terms are really expected if we consid-
er a model Lagrangian as (1.1) even in the classical limit.

If we write down the equations of motion for ¢ and g,
in (1.1), take the Laplace transform of all of them, and
use (1.9) and (1.10) we can show that the effective equa-
tion of motion for g (¢) is

Mg+nq+V'(q)
=_l__ €tioo qk(O) qu(O) o5'ds
27 Ye—iw k s’+ol  sitol ’
(7.4)

where the term on the right-hand side plays the role of an
external force f (¢) to the Brownian particle.

When we consider that {(§,(0))=1{(g,(0))=0 it is ob-
vious that { f(t))=0. Moreover, with the choice (1.10)
for the spectral function J(w) and the use of the equipar-
tition theorem we can show that (f(s)f(z"))
=2nkpgT6(t —1t').

On the other hand, if we assume that the reservoir is in
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thermal equilibrium with the particle at the position g,
the fact that ( £(¢#)) =0 is no longer true. This is due to
the form of (1.1) which can be rewritten as

L=1mg’~V(g)— 3 imoi(g,—q¢*+ 3 tmqi,
3 3

(7.5

(7.6)

Therefore, it is the Lagrangian of a set of oscillators with
their equilibrium positions right at the position g of the
particle subject to a potential V(q). Consequently
(f(t)) <{q,(0))=gq, is now finite. This is a forcing
term to (7.4) and will generate another contribution to
the time evolution of ¢(¢). As we can easily see, both
(g(t)) and {p(t)) given by (6.9) and (6.13), respectively,
have extra contributions depending on (g ),.

An important point is that these terms do not appear
in the case of a free damped particle (¥ =0). In this case
the system is translation invariant and there is no pre-
ferred origin to the position g (). The initial condition is
always expressed in terms of (g,(0)) which implies in
(f(n))=0.

In order to remedy this situation it is necessary to
modify our model (1.1) in such a way that the particle
only feels its environment locally. In our present model
the particle interacts with the same set of oscillators no
matter what its position is. Actually, there are more real-
istic models for the environment where this local charac-
ter naturally shows up.'?

As far as this issue is concerned it is more advanta-
geous to work with the factorizable initial condition since
it assumes the bath in thermal equilibrium regardless of
the position of the particle at t=0. Consequently,
(f(r))=0.

Notice that this qualitative analysis only applies to the
classical limit. In order to rigorously study this effect one
should carefully analyze Egs. (6.9) and (6.13) in the limit
of low and high temperatures.

Finally, we wish to call the attention of the reader to
the fact that dealing with generalized initial conditions
implies that for each problem there is a completely new
propagation kernel J(x,y,z;x',y’,0). In the case of fac-
torizable initial conditions the only modification from
one problem to the other was the external potential V (q).
Although we have treated an exactly soluble model we
believe that the techniques used herein can be applied to
more complex models within suitable approximations.

Note. Soon after we finished this work, we became
aware of Refs. 14 and 15, in which the authors address
very similar problems.
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APPENDIX A: EVALUATION OF I([x],[y],x",y")

Let us start by defining the new variables

x=u—-U/2, '=u'—U/2 (A1)
in such a way that
z(u)=z(x+U/2)=Z(X) ,
z(u')=z(x'+U/2)=Z(X') , (A2)
flw=fx+U/2)=f(x),
where Z and f are now defined within (— U /2,U /2). Re-
placing X —u and X' —u' we can write Sg as
_run n re J[Z(w)—z(u')]?
Seﬁ[Z] f—U/Zd 41 f- oodu (u -—u')2
+f<u)z(u>+—’;1f(u)2
+—1‘21w3;z'(u)2 , (A3)

where the frequency integration in (3.6) has already been
evaluated for the case in question [J(w)=nw and
V(q)=Mwdq?/2]. The shifted function f(u) is

g — Q ! ’ ’ ’
Fur=—T [doo [ d'lx(1')=y(t")]cosech(wU /2)

X (i coswt'coshwu
+sinwt 'sinhou) . (A4)

Expanding Z(u) and f(u) in Fourier series we have

= —lw,u

zfne ”1

n=—oo

Zw= 3 ze " flu)= (AS5)
with ®,=2nm/U. Notice that since z(uw)=z R(u)
+17ﬂu) and f(u)=fRw)+if (u) the coefficients z,
and f, can be decomposed as

I

n

Fo=FE+ifl,

z,=zR+iz
(A6)

wherezR z1 FR and f! are all complex.

Now, inserting expansions (AS5) in (A3) and (A4) and
evaluating the integrals on u we can write the effective
action as

Seﬁ”[z]=ﬂy— i

5 (0% +27|w, | +0d)z,Z

n“®—n

+U 3 f.z_,, (A7)
where y =7/2M and f, and f, can be obtained from
(A4) and (A5) as
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s _ =i o ety 2= 1)
7. —lvn fo da)cofodt[x(t) y(t )]——(w2+w3>

X(w cosot’' —w,sinwt’) . (A8)

Evaluating the frequency integration when n =0 we
get

J

—2in(—1)" _ sinQ¢t’
F=—"1 fdz [x(t)—p(2")] —02+ T

Since we are interested in the long-time behavior of the
system we must take the limit — o in all our expres-

3113

Fo=—21 [larix )=y - 2820 (a9)

while for n70 we can integrate the first term within
brackets by parts and rewrite (A8) as

2w o sinwt’

— [Cdp 22 f do o, 509 (A10)
0 t'"(0*+w?) (@*+wd)

[

Here we notice that for n <0, f, =(—1)"f,.

Due to the fact that z®(u) and z/(u) are real quantities

sions. In this way we have we must have zX*=z® and zI*=z' . Therefore, we
7 _ —2i i N , can write
Fo=—5 [ lartx () —yp)lsir)
=—Lx =y (0], (A11) e aR+ibR o aF—ibR
ZR=——, 2%, =———,
and if 170, o Y (A13)
o awr oy 2i(=1)" o _ _a,,+ib,, _ _a,,—tb,,
=l 1)"f0+—1—Uﬂ fodt [x(t)—p(t")] 2,=—5— zh,=—5—,
—lo, |t
Tlw,le "
2 where aX, bR, a!, and b} ER and finally rewrite (A17) as
wwnevlw"“‘
+ 2 . Seﬂ-~Seﬂ-+lseﬂ‘ y
(A12)  where
J
1
a
st=MU 4 Hamyqppy— Ho%
8 2
R_,1 RY2 4 (pRY2— (g2 —(p])2 Ufo & n R o1
zf(b n+ MY 2 Aul(ay P+ (0, —(a, 2= (b, "] = —— 3 (= 1)(b; +a;), (A14)
n=1 n=1
MU ]0 ap R R I R fo " R__
Sie —4—A0a0a0+ +Y > 2 FalaR+b1)+ 2 A, (afal+bfb))+—— 3 (—=Dak-b]), (A15
n=1 n=1 n=1
ith | Z(u)—Z(~u)
wi Ea(u)zi_zz—u (A20)
A, =0p +27]0, |+ o , (A16)
- with boundary conditions
Fo=—if, | (17 iy ¢
The boundary conditions z(0)=z(—U/2)=y’' and Z(-U/2)= 2’ Z(U/2)= 2’ (A2D)

z(U)=z(U/2)=x' can also be expressed in terms of a,’s
and b,’s. In order to do this we first split the trajectory
Z(u) in two parts: A symmetric part Z,(u) defined as

fs(u)=7—(“—)i’f—(~_i) (A18)
such that
7.(—U/2)=z,U/2)=23 = (A19)

2

and an antisymmetric part Z,(u), given by

where £’=x"'—y’. This last boundary condition can still
be written as
—€ = | —(U—e)
2

limZz
e—0

=¢', (A22)

showing that there is a jump in the antisymmetric part of
Z(u) exactly at u =+ U /2. We shall perform all our cal-
culations with finite € and only at the end take the limit
when €—0. In terms of a,’s and b,’s it turns out that
(A19) and (A22) become
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a =
q'=T+ E af(—l)" s (A23a)
n=1
I
o=—+ 3 al(—-1)", (A23b)
2 n=1
E£=-23 bR —1)sin(w,€e/2), (A23c)
n=1
0=—23 bl(—1)sin(w,e/2) . (A23d)

n=1

The next step in our approach is to extremize either
S& or Sz in (A14) and (A15) subject to the constraints
(A23). Then, using the method of Lagrange multipliers,
one can show that the wanted values for the a,’s and b,,’s
are

29" Ay(—1)"
R_“1 700 "7
a, BA, ) (A24a)
2 I’
R_ <Y
a; 3 (A24b)
f_2A—1) _fa
al MBA, (fo/2+ AoP) MA (A24c)
a’=—2~(P~f V) (A24d)
° MB o
pr= LS ED) b 47 T(e— e
n - MQ(E)An € fO 6 §
fol=D" 7,

+ MA MA (A24e)
bl=0, (A24f)
b&=o0, (A24g)
b{=0, (A24h)

where
v= 3 1/4,, (A25)
n=1

©  f.(—=1)"

P=3 i , (A26)

n=1 An

B=24,V+1, (A27)
©  sin(w,€/2)

Te)=y ———, (A28)
n=1 A"
> f,(—1)sin(w,€/2)

Re)=3 , (A29)
n=1 An

= sin’(w,€/2)
Qle)=4 3 ——— (A30)

A

n

Now, substituting expressions (A24) in (A14) and (A15)
one gets
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— 2
s _MUE)P UZeE , MU |, iP
Set= 40 (e) 0 T [T m
o = UZ(e)?
+ ’
iug'fo+ o (A31)
where

Z(e)=R(e)—f,T(e)

—w, t'
nl
n€ sinw, €/2

=21 fas Y ’ @
o [ drix )=y

A, ’
(A32)
k=2 -5 1/4,, (A33)

AO n=—o

_ = f(=1)
P=3 L= (A34)

n=1 An
and

fo=f—(—1"F, . (A35)

The last step to obtain the final value of S4 is to take
the limit e—0 in (A31). This is done exactly in the same
way as in Appendix B of Ref. 8. It is not a hard matter
to show that

Q(e)=%[e—Q262+0(63)] (A36)
and
Z(e)=—?]—[216+0(63)] , (A37)
where
13 o}
0, U n§1 A, (A38)
and
z,= [larix ey che ™ (A39)
=J, t'[x(t")—y(t")] y, .

n

Equations (A36) and (A37) allow us to take the limit
€—0 of (A31). In this limit, one can easily see that the
last term on the right-hand side of the latter vanishes
while the second one will give us a finite contribution.
The problem is the first term of S which diverges as
el

As it was argued in Ref. 8 this is due to the steep parts
of the path at the end of the interval (—U/2,U /2). But
since this is a consequence of expanding a discontinuous
function in terms of continuous ones we must not take
this divergent contribution into account.

After taking the limit €é—0 we must convert all the
sums over o, into integrals (with the help of appropriate
contour integrations) to finally get
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3 2Aw?—wd)
= Q w’coth(wU /2) ' o) . 27
S.=1 ["d "V—g [ dr'E(e’ sinwt’ — =L coswt’
F 2rdo (03— 0?)?+4y%0? (&r=¢ fO &) © M

o coth(wU /2)

MU 2iy ¢ Q
+—1q¢'+ dt’

w 17, fo fo do (2 — o+ 4yl
where we have introduced new paths £(¢') and g (¢') as
x(t')+y(t')

E(t)=x(t")—y(t'), >

q(t')=

APPENDIX B: THE FUNCTION I,(t)

As we know, trp=1 or

[ ptg,0,ndg=1. (B1)
Then using (5.10) with £=0 and (1.4) we have
ﬁ(q,O,t)=f qu'dé”ﬁo(q’,g’,O)J(q,O,t;q’,§’,0) . (B2)

Substituting (B2) in (B1), the integral over g can immedi-
ately be done yielding

[daT(q.0,t;0',8,00x 25 (B3)

N(2)

&)

2
(wg-wZ)coswz'——’AI{—wsinwt' —ing'€,  (A40)
(A41)
I
Then, evaluating the integral over £’ we get
exp | =92 |5g0,0 2 =1, (B4
qu exp | — o(q’,0, )N(t) olt)=1. (B4
But since we know that [see (2.12)]
’ —( ,)2 -~ ’ =
qu exp _l—2ﬁk Polq’,0,0)=1, (BS)
one has
N(t)
I (t)=——
olt) Y- (B6)
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