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We develop a theory of random non-Hermitian action that, after quantization, describes the stochastic non-

linear dynamics of quantum states in Hilbert space. Focusing on fermionic fields, we propose both canonical

quantization and path integral quantization, demonstrating that these two approaches are equivalent. Using

this formalism, we investigate the evolution of a single-particle Gaussian wave packet under the influence of

non-Hermiticity and randomness. Our results show that specific types of non-Hermiticity lead to wave packet

localization, while randomness affects the central position of the wave packet, causing the variance of its distri-

bution to increase with the strength of the randomness.

I. INTRODUCTION

A vector evolving in Hilbert space, governed by the de-

terministic linear Schrödinger equation, has long been used

to describe the physical states of various systems, from el-

ementary particles to atomic gases and solid-state materi-

als1–3. In contrast, classical mechanics incorporated non-

linearity and randomness into the equations governing real-

time dynamics—such as the Langevin equation or chaotic

systems—much earlier4,5. It was only in the 1980s that sim-

ilar concepts gained attention in quantum mechanics6–9. The

introduction of stochastic nonlinear evolution in Hilbert space

extended the framework of conventional quantum mechanics,

with applications emerging in theories such as spontaneous

wave function localization6–15 and the unravelling of the Lind-

blad equation in open quantum systems16–19.

Spontaneous wave function localization is an attempt

to modify conventional quantum mechanics to account for

the quantum measurement process. In this theory, the

Schrödinger equation is replaced by a stochastic nonlinear

differential equation, which causes the wave packet of a

macroscopic object to spontaneously localize in real space,

thus explaining the emergence of pointer states in measur-

ing apparatuses and random outcomes of quantum measure-

ment6–15. As experimental efforts to test the theory have

intensified in recent years20–30, the theory has faced some

challenges—most notably, the difficulty of incorporating sym-

metries such as Lorentz symmetry into the stochastic nonlin-

ear equations31–34.

On the other hand, stochastic nonlinear dynamics of quan-

tum states has also been used to describe the real-time evo-

lution of open quantum systems through the so-called ”un-

raveling” of quantum master equations16–19,35–42. The density

matrix of open system evolves according to a quantum mas-

ter equation, such as the Lindblad equation. Since the den-

sity matrix is a vector in the extended space H2, solving for

it is more challenging than solving for a pure state vector in

the original Hilbert space, H . A commonly used approach is

to unravel the Lindblad equation into an equivalent equation

governing the stochastic nonlinear dynamics of a state vector

inH . This method reduces the dimensionality fromH2 toH ,

though at the cost of turning the original deterministic linear

equation into a stochastic nonlinear one. The well-established

mathematical tools for linear systems do not apply in this case.

Given the challenges in solving nonlinear equations and

incorporating certain symmetries, it remains essential to ex-

plore new formalisms for the stochastic nonlinear dynamics

of quantum states. It has long been established that quan-

tum models can be equivalently defined using the Lagrangian

or its integral—the action—instead of the Hamiltonian or

Schrödinger equation. The path integral approach has been

developed, allowing for the direct calculation of scattering

matrices or particle propagators by integrating eiS (where S

is the action) over all possible paths. The action-based ap-

proach offers distinct advantages, particularly when dealing

with symmetries2. We previously developed an action-based

approach to describe stochastic dynamics in Hilbert space43.

This involved extending the concept of a definite action to a

random-number-valued action, where we constrained the ac-

tion to be a real number, ensuring it remained Hermitian. This

real-valued action forces physical states to obey a linear dy-

namical equation.

In this paper, we remove this constraint and extend the

framework to a random non-Hermitian (RNH) action, allow-

ing the action to take arbitrary non-Hermitian complex values.

As we will demonstrate, generalizing to non-Hermitian action

introduces nonlinearity into the differential equation govern-

ing the physical states, transforming it into a stochastic non-

linear equation. On one hand, we can define a prenormalized

state vector that still adheres to a linear dynamical equation.

However, once the state vector is normalized, it evolves ac-

cording to a nonlinear equation. The advantage of this ap-

proach lies in the fact that the prenormalized state vector fol-

lows a linear equation, making it much easier to solve by us-

ing path integral techniques. Normalizing the solution at the

final time step allows us to avoid directly solving a nonlinear

equation while still capturing the essential nonlinear effects.

Given the advantages of easily incorporating symmetries

and converting nonlinear equations into linear ones, we be-

lieve that the RNH action is a promising approach to explor-

ing the stochastic nonlinear physics of quantum systems. In

this paper, we demonstrate the concept of the RNH action us-

ing a model of spinless fermions in 1+1-dimensional space-

time. While our approach is presented in this simple context,

it can be readily extended to higher-dimensional spacetimes,

bosonic fields, or mixed systems of fermions and bosons. We
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systematically show how to derive the stochastic nonlinear

equation for physical states, and prove that the path integral

formulation based on the action is equivalent to the corre-

sponding stochastic nonlinear equations. Furthermore, we use

our formalism to study the effect of non-Hermiticity and ran-

domness on particle transport.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows: In

Sec. II, we construct the canonical quantization of an RNH ac-

tion and derive the corresponding nonlinear stochastic equa-

tion for the physical state. In Sec. III, we present the path

integral approach and prove the equivalence between canoni-

cal and path integral quantizations. Section IV focuses on the

single-particle case, where we present the path integral tech-

nique for propagator and provide an example illustrating how

randomness and non-Hermiticity can significantly alter wave

function behavior. Finally, in Sec. V, we summarize our find-

ings.

II. RANDOM-NONHERMITIAN ACTION AND ITS

HAMILTONIAN DYNAMICS

In this paper, we consider spinless fermions in 1+1-

dimensional spacetime, where the action is expressed as

S =

∫

dt

∫

dx ψ∗(t, x)
[

i∂t −H1 (x)
]

ψ(t, x)

−
∫

dWt

∫

dx ψ∗(t, x)H2 (x)ψ(t, x),

(1)

where ψ(t, x) is a fermionic field (valued as a Grassmann num-

ber). H1 and H2 are linear operators acting on the spatial

coordinate x, such as x, x2, or ∂2/∂x2. Unlike conventional

quantum field theory, we do not requireH1 or H2 to be Her-

mitian operators. dWt represents the differential of the Wiener

process, a random variable with zero mean and variance dt,

where dt is an infinitesimal time interval. The term
∫

dWt de-

notes the Itô integral from stochastic calculus. Since H2 , 0,

the action S becomes a random quantity, and if either H1 or

H2 is non-Hermitian, S , S ∗, meaning the action is non-

Hermitian.

There are two main approaches to constructing a quantum

theory from an action: the path integral approach and canon-

ical quantization. In the following, we demonstrate that both

approaches remain valid for our RNH action, though some

modifications are required. Ultimately, these two methods

yield equivalent quantum theories.

Let us first examine the canonical quantization method. It

involves using the Legendre transformation to obtain the cor-

responding Hamiltonian, which is then used to derive the dy-

namical equation of motion for the state vector. Before ap-

plying the Legendre transformation, it’s important to recog-

nize that the action includes an Itô integral, which cannot

be converted into a standard time integral. One might at-

tempt to rewrite the integral
∫

dWt as
∫

dt dWt

dt
; however, this is

problematic because the Wiener process is not differentiable,

meaning dWt

dt
does not exist. In conventional quantum the-

ory, the action is typically expressed as the time integral of a

Lagrangian. However, in the case of the action (1), there is

no well-defined Lagrangian. Instead, we define a Lagrangian

integral dS 43, where the action is given by S =
∫

dS . The La-

grangian integral represents the Lagrangian’s integration over

an infinitesimal time interval. This allows us to apply the Leg-

endre transformation to dS .

If we treat ψ as the coordinate, the canonical conjugate mo-

mentum is iψ∗. The presence of the dWt term does not af-

fect this definition, as it contains no time derivative of ψ. The

Legendre transformation of dS gives us the Hamiltonian in-

tegral43, defined as dH = dt
∫

dx iψ∗∂tψ − dS . Following

the canonical quantization procedure, we replace ψ(t, x) with

the corresponding operator ψ̂(t, x), and then transition to the

Schrödinger picture by replacing ψ̂(t, x) with ψ̂(x), the opera-

tor at the reference time. This transition has been rigorously

validated in our previous work43. The resulting Hamiltonian

integral operator is expressed as

dĤt = dt

∫

dx ψ̂†(x)H1ψ̂(x) + dWt

∫

dx ψ̂†(x)H2ψ̂(x). (2)

The Hamiltonian integral can be interpreted as the Hamilto-

nian integrated over an infinitesimal time interval. In the ab-

sence of randomness (H2 = 0), this reduces to the standard

Hamiltonian times dt. Since H1 and H2 are non-Hermitian,

dĤt becomes a RNH operator. Additionally, the Hamiltonian

integral is time-dependent because it relies on dWt, with dWt

at different t corresponding to independent random variables.

Before introducing the evolution of a physical state, we first

need to define the prenormalized state, denoted as |φt〉. This

is a vector in Hilbert space, though its norm is not necessarily

equal to one. The evolution of this prenormalized state vector

from time t to t+ dt is governed by the linear evolution opera-

tor Ûdt, such that |φt+dt〉 = Ûdt |φt〉. The infinitesimal evolution

operator Ûdt is expressed as Ûdt =:e−idĤt :, where :: represents

normal ordering, which places creation operators to the left of

annihilation operators. This normal ordering is necessary to

maintain consistency between the operator formalism and the

path integral approach. In contrast to conventional quantum

theory, where dĤt is of order O(dt) and terms involving the

second-order expansion of e−idĤt can typically be neglected,

here we cannot neglect terms of the form
(

dĤt

)2
due to the

stochastic nature of dĤt as given in Eq. (2), particularly be-

cause (dWt)
2
= dt. As a result, :e−idĤt : and e−idĤt correspond

to two distinct infinitesimal evolution operators in this frame-

work.

The prenormalized state vector satisfies a linear dynami-

cal equation. To derive this equation, we first decompose the

Hamiltonian integral into deterministic and stochastic compo-

nents, expressing both in terms of Hermitian operators. For
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this purpose, we introduce the following Hermitian operators:

Ĥ0 =
1

2

∫

dx ψ̂†(x)
(

H1 +H†1
)

ψ̂(x),

V̂0 =
1

2i

∫

dx ψ̂†(x)
(

H1 − H†1
)

ψ̂(x),

ĤR =
1

2

∫

dx ψ̂†(x)
(

H2 +H†2
)

ψ̂(x),

V̂R =
1

2i

∫

dx ψ̂†(x)
(

H2 − H†2
)

ψ̂(x),

(3)

where H†
1

and H†
2

are the adjoint operators of H1 and H2,

respectively. Using these Hermitian operators, we can rewrite

the Hamiltonian integral as: dĤt = Ĥ0 dt + iV̂0 dt + ĤR dWt +

iV̂R dWt, where Ĥ0, V̂0, ĤR, and V̂R represent the standard

Hermitian Hamiltonian, antiHermitian Hamiltonian, random

Hermitian Hamiltonian, and random antiHermitian Hamilto-

nian, respectively. If we consider only Ĥ0, we recover the

conventional quantum theory. In this work, however, we fo-

cus on the case where all four terms contribute. The evolution

operator Ûdt can be written as Ûdt = 1 − idĤt − 1
2

:
(

dĤt

)2
:.

Due to the existence of second-order terms, we introduce the

quartic Hermitian operators:

ĤQ =

∫

dxdyψ̂†(x)ψ̂†(y)
H2(x)H2(y) −H†

2
(x)H†

2
(y)

2i
ψ̂(y)ψ̂(x),

V̂Q =

∫

dxdyψ̂†(x)ψ̂†(y)
H2(x)H2(y) +H†

2
(x)H†

2
(y)

−2
ψ̂(y)ψ̂(x).

(4)

With these operators, the linear differential equation for the

prenormalized state vector |φt〉 is given by:

|dφt〉 = − i

(

Ĥ0 +
ĤQ

2

)

dt |φt〉 +
(

V̂0 +
V̂Q

2

)

dt |φt〉

− iĤR dWt |φt〉 + V̂R dWt |φt〉 ,
(5)

where |dφt〉 is defined as |dφt〉 ≡ Ûdt |φt〉 − |φt〉. Although

the Hamiltonian integral is quadratic in nature, the second-

order expansion of the evolution operator introduces quartic

terms in the dynamical equation. This leads to the emergence

of the quartic Hermitian operators ĤQ and V̂Q, reflecting the

contributions from higher-order interactions.

For an evolution from t0 to t f , over a finite time interval

(t = t f − t0), the prenormalized state at the final time t f is

given by

|φt f
〉 = lim

dt→0
:e−idĤtN−1 : · · · :e−idĤt1 : :e−idĤt0 : |φt0〉 , (6)

where t = Ndt, and t j = jdt + t0 for j = 0, 1, · · · ,N − 1.

Note that dĤt j
, evaluated at different times, represents inde-

pendent random operators. Since the evolution operator Ûdt is

nonunitary—evident from the nonHermiticity of dĤt—it does

not conserve the norm of the state |φt〉. Even if we initially set

〈φt0 |φt0〉 = 1, in general, we will find 〈φt f
|φt f
〉 , 1 at the final

time t f . Therefore, the prenormalized state |φt〉 is unsuitable

for directly representing the physical state of the quantum sys-

tem.

To represent the physical state, we must instead use the nor-

malized state vector, defined as

|φ̄t〉 =
|φt〉

√

〈φt|φt〉
. (7)

This shows that the physical state vector is simply the projec-

tion of the prenormalized vector onto the unit hypersphere in

Hilbert space. Thus, one can calculate the prenormalized state

|φt〉, which follows a linear equation and is computationally

simpler, and then normalize it at the final time to obtain the

physical state. In this way, the RNH action governs a quan-

tum dynamics that is linear for the prenormalized state.

On the other hand, examining the equation of motion gov-

erning the physical state reveals that it satisfies a truly nonlin-

ear equation. By applying the chain rule from stochastic cal-

culus and using Eq. (5), we can derive expressions for d 〈φt|φt〉
and subsequently for d

(

〈φt|φt〉−1/2
)

. Using these, we obtain

the following equation for the normalized physical state:

|dφ̄t〉 = − idt

(

Ĥ0 +
ĤQ

2

)

|φ̄t〉 + idt 〈V̂R〉ĤR |φ̄t〉 − idWt ĤR |φ̄t〉 + dWt

(

V̂R − 〈V̂R〉
)

|φ̄t〉

+ dt

{

V̂0 − 〈V̂0〉 +
1

2

(

V̂Q − 〈V̂Q〉
)

+
1

2
i〈
[

V̂R, ĤR

]

〉 − 1

2
〈Ĥ2

R〉 −
1

2
〈V̂2

R〉 +
3

2
〈V̂R〉2 − 〈V̂R〉V̂R

}

|φ̄t〉 ,
(8)

where 〈·〉 denotes the expectation value with respect to |φ̄t〉.
Equation (8) is notably more complex than the standard

Schrödinger equation, so it warrants further explanation. The

first term on the right-hand side, with the prefactor i, de-

scribes linear, unitary, and deterministic evolution, similar to

the Schrödinger equation. Specifically, Ĥ0 represents the con-

ventional Hamiltonian, while ĤQ/2 introduces a quartic cor-

rection arising from the random force. The second term is also

unitary and deterministic but introduces nonlinearity, as it de-

pends on the expectation value 〈V̂R〉, which itself is a function

of the physical state. The third term describes linear, unitary

evolution influenced by randomness, as indicated by the pres-

ence of dWt, and accounts for the effects of a stochastic force

on the state vector. The fourth term represents non-unitary,

nonlinear evolution, as it lacks the prefactor i and also de-

pends on 〈V̂R〉. The remaining terms in the second line of the
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equation account for nonlinear, non-unitary effects, compen-

sating for the changes in the state vector’s norm caused by the

random terms in the first line.

Equation (8) is too complicated to be solved directly. To

determine the evolution of the physical state, we observe that

Eq. (8) is equivalent to Eq. (6), which defines a linear re-

lationship between the initial and final states. For simplic-

ity, let us assume both the initial and final states are single-

particle states. By inserting the single-particle completeness

relation
∫

dx |x〉 〈x| ≡ 1 into Eq. (6), we find φ(t f , x f ) =
∫

dx0 〈x f t f |x0t0〉 φ(t0, x0), where

〈x f t f |x0t0〉 = 〈x f | :e−idĤtN−1 : · · · :e−idĤt1 ::e−idĤt0 : |x0〉 (9)

is the single-particle propagator, which is independent of the

specific wave function φ. Therefore, for any linear combina-

tion of initial states, the final state will be the corresponding

linear combination of their respective final states. Notably, the

normalized physical state |φ̄t〉 does not possess such linearity,

which is evident from the nonlinearity of Eq. (8). To obtain

the physical wave function at the final time t f , we can nor-

malize φ(t f , x f ). Hence, the computation of the final physical

state reduces to the calculation of the propagator.

III. PATH INTEGRAL APPROACH

In this section, we demonstrate that the canonical quanti-

zation, which leads to the propagator (9), is equivalent to the

path integral formulation by explicitly showing that Eq. (9)

can also be derived using the path integral approach. Although

we choose the single-particle propagator for demonstration,

the generalization to the scattering matrix between many-body

initial and final states is straightforward. The path integral

can be constructed by inserting a sequence of orthonormal ba-

sis states into Eq.(9). The orthonormal basis for fermionic

fields has long been established (see, for instance, Ref.[2]),

and satisfies the completeness relations
∫

|ϕ〉Dϕ 〈ϕ| ≡ 1 and
∫

|π〉Dπ 〈π| ≡ 1, where |ϕ〉 and |π〉 are the eigenstates of ψ̂(x)

and ψ̂†(x), respectively. The subsequent steps follow the same

procedure as in conventional quantum field theory. This is

because, even though dĤt is random and non-Hermitian, it

remains quadratic in the fermionic fields.

By utilizing the completeness relation, we find

〈x f t f |x0t0〉 ∝
∫

DπDϕ πt0 (x0)ϕtN
(xN) 〈ϕt0 |πt0〉

×
N−1
∏

j=0

(

〈ϕt j+1
|πt j+1
〉 〈πt j+1

| :e−idĤt j : |ϕt j
〉
)

,

(10)

where we have set x f ≡ xN and t f ≡ tN . And ϕt j
(x) =

ϕ(t j, x) = 〈x|ϕt j
〉 and πt j

(x) = π(t j, x) = 〈πt j
|x〉 are the

Grassmann-valued coordinate field and canonical conjugate

momenta field, respectively2. We neglect the prefactor that

is independent of the initial and final states, as it only con-

tributes a constant to the propagator, and consequently, to the

wave function. Since the wave function must be normalized

at the final time, considering this constant prefactor during

the calculation process is unnecessary. Using the fact that 〈π|
and |ϕ〉 are eigenvectors of ψ̂† and ψ̂, with the corresponding

eigenvalues π(x) and −iϕ(x), respectively, we obtain

〈πt j+1
| :e−idĤt j : |ϕt j

〉

= 〈πt j+1
|ϕt j
〉 exp

{

−i

[

dt

∫

dx
(

−iπt j+1
(x)

)

H1ϕt j
(x)

+dWt j

∫

dx
(

−iπt j+1
(x)

)

H2ϕt j
(x)

]}

,

(11)

where we have used the properties of normal ordering, which

are critical for Eq. (11) to hold. Substituting Eq. (11) into

Eq. (10), we find that the propagator can be expressed as

〈x f t f |x0t0〉 ∝
∫

DπDϕ π(t0, x0)ϕ(tN , xN)eiS , (12)

where
∫

Dϕ and
∫

Dπ denote integration with respect to

ϕ(t j, x j) and π(t j, x j), respectively, with
(

t j, x j

)

running over

spacetime. The action can be written as

S =

N−1
∑

j=0

∫

dx π(t j+1, x)
[

ϕ(t j+1, x) − ϕ(t j, x)
]

−
N−1
∑

j=0

∫

dx
(

−iπ(t j+1, x)
) (

dtH1 + dWt j
H2

)

ϕ(t j, x)

+

∫

dx π(t0, x)ϕ(t0, x).

(13)

Now, let us revert to our original notation. Then, the fermionic

field becomes ϕ(t, x)→ ψ(t, x). As shown in Sec. II, the corre-

sponding canonical conjugate momenta is π(t, x) → iψ∗(t, x).

Using these notations and taking the continuum limit dt → 0,

we find that the action (13) matches the original action pre-

sented in Eq. (1), except for a boundary term, which can be

cancelled out in the path integral approach.

Equation (12) establishes the equivalence between the

canonical formalism and the path integral formalism. Due to

the quadratic nature of the action, the propagator can be ex-

plicitly determined. By discretizing the spatial coordinates,

the quadratic action can be reexpressed in matrix form as

S = π D ϕ =
∑

tx,t′x′ π(t, x)Dtx,t′x′ϕ(t′, x′), where π and ϕ are

treated as row and column vectors, respectively, and D is a

square matrix. Using the well-known formula for integration

over Grassmann variables, the propagator evaluates to

〈x f t f |x0t0〉 ∝ D−1
t f x f ,t0 x0

. (14)

Thus, to obtain the propagator, it is sufficient to compute the

inverse of D.

A. Example

We illustrate the application of Eq. (14) with a specific ex-

ample. Let us chooseH2 = 0, and

H1 = −i
(

λ1∂x + λ2∂
2
x + · · · + λn∂

n
x + · · ·

)

, (15)
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where λ1, λ2, . . . are arbitrary complex numbers. This choice

corresponds to a deterministic non-Hermitian action.

Since this setup preserves spatial translation symmetry, the

action S becomes block-diagonal in momentum space, mak-

ing the calculation of the inverse of D more straightforward.

We introduce the following Fourier transformation of the

fields: ϕ̃(t, k) =
∫

dx e−ikx
√

L
ϕ(t, x) and π̃(t, k) =

∫

dx eikx
√

L
π(t, x),

where L denotes the spatial length. Using these k-space

fields, we can reexpress the action as S =
∑

k S k, where

S k =
∑

t′ ,t π̃(t′, k)D̃t′ ,t(k)ϕ̃(t, k). Here, D̃(k) is an (N + 1)-by-

(N + 1) matrix. If we arrange the row (column) indices as

(t0, t1, . . . , tN), then it is written as

D̃(k) =











































1 0 0 · · · 0

−c 1 0 · · · 0

0 −c 1 · · · 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 · · · −c 1











































, (16)

where c = 1 − dt
(

λ1(ik) + λ2(ik)2
+ · · ·

)

. Its inverse can

be computed easily. In particular, we find that D̃−1
tN ,t0

(k) =

cN , which in the limit N → ∞ becomes D̃−1
tN ,t0

(k) =

e−t(λ1(ik)+λ2(ik)2
+··· ).

The calculation of the propagator is straightforward and is

given by

〈x f t f |x0t0〉 ∝
∑

k

eik(x f−x0)

L
D̃−1

tN ,t0
(k).

With the propagator in hand, we can now determine the fi-

nal wave function at time t f . We choose the initial state to

be a Gaussian wave packet with zero mean and variance σ2
0
.

The corresponding wave function is expressed as ψ(t0, x0) ∝
exp

{

− (x0−q0)2

2σ2
0

+ ip0x0

}

, where q0 and p0 represent the parti-

cle’s initial position and momentum, respectively, and σ0 rep-

resents the width of the initial wave packet. The final wave

function can be obtained by integrating the product of the ini-

tial wave function and the propagator with respect to x0. For

simplicity, we focus on an analytical solution, where we retain

only the first- and second-order derivatives in the Hamiltonian

and set λ3 = λ4 = · · · = 0. In this case, the final wave function

becomes

ψ(t f , x f ) ∝ exp



















−

(

x f − q0 − λ1t − iσ2
0
p0

)2

2
(

σ2
0
− 2λ2t

)



















. (17)

To understand the shape of the wave packet, we calculate

the particle’s probability density, which is the squared abso-

lute value of the wave function. This yields
∣

∣

∣ψ(t f , x f )
∣

∣

∣

2 ∝
exp

{

− (x f−q(t))2

σ2(t)

}

, where

q(t) = q0 + λ1Rt −
2λ2It

(

λ1I t + σ
2
0
p0

)

σ2
0
− 2λ2Rt

,

σ2(t) = σ2
0 − 2λ2Rt +

4λ2
2I

t2

σ2
0
− 2λ2Rt

,

(18)

represent the central position and squared width of the wave

packet, respectively. Here, λ jR and λ jI with j = 1, 2 represent

the real and imaginary parts of the parameter λ j. It is evident

that the wave packet retains a Gaussian shape, while its central

position and width both evolve over time, determined by the

parameters λ1 and λ2.

For the specific case where λ2 = 0, the packet width σ

remains constant, while its central position q(t) moves at a

constant velocity λ1R, as expected. According to Eq. (15),H1

with λ1R , 0 corresponds to a Hermitian Hamiltonian operator

with a linear dispersion relation, where λ1R defines the speed

of the particle. In contrast, λ1I , 0 corresponds to a non-

Hermitian operator, λ1I∂x, which influences the phase of the

wave function and thus the momentum. Specifically, λ1I/σ
2
0

determines the rate of change of momentum, which can be

seen from exploring the phase term in Eq. (17). However,

λ1I does not directly affect the position or width of the wave

packet.

The dynamics become more intriguing when λ2 , 0. In this

scenario, λ2I corresponds to a Hermitian Hamiltonian term,

λ2I∂
2
x, which exhibits a quadratic dispersion relation. Its im-

pact on wave packet dynamics is well understood within the

framework of conventional quantum mechanics. By setting

λ1 = λ2R = 0 in Eq. (18), we find that a nonzero λ2I causes the

wave packet center to move with a velocity of −2λ2I p0, which

is directly proportional to the initial momentum p0. More im-

portant, λ2I leads to a quadratic broadening of the wave packet

over time, as shown by σ2(t) = σ2
0
+

4λ2I t
2

σ2
0

.

In contrast, λ2R is associated with an anti-Hermitian Hamil-

tonian term, −iλ2R∂
2
x, whose effects are less familiar in the

quantum mechanics community. For λ2R < 0, we can see that

it leads to a linear increase in σ2(t) over time, with a rate of

−2λ2R. Even when both λ2I and λ2R are nonzero, the long-time

behavior of σ2(t) is dominated by a linear increase, which is

markedly different from the quadratic broadening caused by a

Hermitian Hamiltonian term. It is well known that quadratic

and linear broadening correspond to quantum and classical

transport, respectively. Thus, we can interpret the effect of

the anti-Hermitian term −iλ2R∂
2
x as inducing a transition from

quantum to classical behavior.

It is also important to note that an unphysical result arises

if λ2R > 0. In this case, σ2(t) decreases over time, eventually

reaching zero at a critical time t = tc = σ2
0
/(2λ2R), at which

point the wave function becomes ill-defined. This outcome

is due to the fact that the differential equation governing the

wave function (Eq. (5) or (8)), given a Gaussian initial condi-

tion, lacks a solution for λ2R > 0 when t ≥ tc.

IV. SINGLE-PARTICLE FORMALISM

In this section, we focus on the evolution of a single-particle

wave function. Acting with 〈x| on both sides of Eq. (5) and

accounting for the differences between quadratic and quartic

operators, we obtain

dtφ(t, x) = −i (H1 dt +H2 dWt) φ(t, x), (19)
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where φ(t, x) represents the prenormalized wave function, and

dtφ(t, x) ≡ φ(t + dt, x) − φ(t, x) represents the infinitesimal

change in φwith time, while keeping x fixed. Note the distinc-

tion between Eq. (19) and its many-body counterpart, Eq. (5).

The quartic term in Eq. (5), which arises from the second-

order contribution of dĤt, vanishes in the single-particle case.

This difference exists only when the action contains the ran-

dom variable dWt; otherwise, the quartic term vanishes in both

single-particle and many-body cases.

A standard approach for solving Eq. (19) involves employ-

ing the path integral formalism, specifically a single-particle

version of it. To derive this, we rewrite the differential equa-

tion (19) as φ(t + dt, x) = e−idHtφ(t, x), where the single-

particle Hamiltonian integral is expressed as

dHt =

(

H1 +
1

2
iH2

2

)

dt +H2 dWt, (20)

with the additional term 1
2
iH2

2
compensating for the second-

order expansion in e−idHt .

Here, H1 and H2 are composed of the position operator

x̂ and derivatives with respect to x. The derivatives can be

rewritten using the single-particle momentum operator, de-

fined as p̂ = −i∂x. In this section, we use a hat symbol to

denote operators acting on the space of single-particle wave

functions, which must be distinguished from the field opera-

tors acting on many-body Hilbert space in previous sections.

With the momentum operator p̂, we can express derivatives of

any order as ∂
j
x = (ip̂) j. Thus, H1 and H2 can be written as

functions of x̂ and p̂. If H1 and H2 are polynomial functions

of x̂ and p̂, the path integral formulation is straightforward.

In particular, if the polynomial degree is at most two, an ana-

lytical expression for the propagator can be derived using the

path integral method.

We illustrate the method using the following example of a

Hamiltonian integral:

dHt =

(

p̂2

2m
+ λp̂x̂

)

dt + γ p̂ dWt, (21)

where m is the mass of particle, while the random strength γ

and dissipation strength λ can be any complex numbers. It

is clear that dHt is a random non-Hermitian operator. Cor-

respondingly, we find H1 =

(

i
2
γ2 − 1

2m

)

∂2
x − iλ (∂x · x) and

H2 = −iγ∂x. Thus, the associated field action in Eq. (1) must

be a RNH action. For a given initial wave function, the prenor-

malized wave function at a final time, φ(t f , x f ), can be deter-

mined using the propagator, which is governed by dHt and

given by

〈x f t f |x0t0〉 = 〈x f | e−idHtN−1 · · · e−idHt0 |x0〉 . (22)

The path integral is performed by inserting a sequence of com-

pleteness relations. Even though the Hamiltonian integral in-

cludes a stochastic process, the path integral formalism re-

mains essentially the same as in conventional quantum me-

chanics.

To demonstrate this, consider 〈x j+1| e−idHt j |x j〉, where x j

and x j+1 represent the particle’s position at times t j and t j+1 =

t j + dt, respectively. By inserting a momentum basis, we

obtain
∫

dp j 〈x j+1|p j〉 〈p j| e−idHt j |x j〉. The key is to rewrite

〈p j| e−idHt j |x j〉 in exponential form. Since higher-order terms

like O(dt dWt) or O(dW3
t ) are negligible, the exponent can be

obtained by substituting p̂ and x̂ with p j and x j, respectively,

as done in conventional quantum mechanics. After integrating

out p j, the propagator takes the form

〈x f t f |x0t0〉 ∝
∫

dx1 · · · dxN−1 eiS̃ , (23)

where the single-particle action is given by:

S̃ =

N−1
∑

j=0

{

dt
m

2

( x j+1 − x j

dt
− λx j

)2

− dWt j
γm

( x j+1 − x j

dt
− λx j

)

}

.

(24)

In the limit dt → 0, this action becomes an integral S̃ =
∫ t f

t0
dS̃ , where

dS̃ = dt
m

2
(ẋ − λx)2 − dWt γm (ẋ − λx) . (25)

This expression corresponds to the Legendre transform of dHt

in Eq. (21), indicating that the path integral of this model fol-

lows the same principles as in conventional quantum mechan-

ics.

It is worth emphasizing that S̃ is a single-particle version of

RNH action. Especially, it is not real when λ takes imaginary

values—in other words, it is non-Hermitian. As a result, the

propagator 〈xN tN |x0t0〉 loses unitarity. Moreover, S̃ is a ran-

dom variable, whose value depends on the specific trajectory

of the Wiener process. This makes the propagator itself a ran-

dom variable. These characteristics are significant departures

from conventional quantum mechanics, which is inherently

unitary and deterministic. The lack of unitarity in the prop-

agator does not pose any issues here, as the prenormalized

wave function is not required to preserve its norm over time.

The path integral in Eq. (23) is evaluated using the Gaus-

sian integral formula. We rewrite Eq. (24) in matrix form as

S̃ = m
2dt

(

xT Ax + BT x +C
)

, where x = (x1, x2, . . . , xN−1)T rep-

resents the positions at intermediate times, A is an (N − 1)-by-
(N − 1) matrix, B is an (N − 1)-dimensional vector, and C is a

constant independent of x. According to the Gaussian integral

formula, Eq. (23) yields

〈xN tN |x0t0〉 ∝ exp

(

i
m

2dt

(

−1

4
BT A−1B + C

))

. (26)

Taking the limit dt→ 0, we find that the propagator becomes

〈x f t f |x0t0〉 ∝ exp

{

imλ

e2λt − 1

(

x f − γX(t) − x0eλt
)2
}

, (27)

where t = t f − t0 represents the evolution time, and X(t) is

a time-dependent random variable given by X(t) = Wt + λYt.

Here, Wt is the Wiener process, and Yt =

∫ t

0
Wτe

λ(t−τ) dτ is

an associated stochastic process. All of the randomness in the

propagator is encapsulated within X(t).
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To understand the physics of this propagator, we consider

an initial wave function that is a Gaussian wave packet cen-

tered at q0, with a widthσ0 and momentum p0, consistent with

our assumptions in Sec. III A. The final wave function can be

again calculated using ψ(t f , x f ) ∝
∫

dx0 〈x f t f |x0t0〉ψ(t0, x0).

Through some straightforward calculations, we find that the

final wave function retains its Gaussian shape, allowing its

squared absolute value to be expressed as
∣

∣

∣ψ(t f , x f )
∣

∣

∣

2 ∝
exp

{

−
(

x f − q(t)
)2
/σ2(t)

}

. Here, the time evolution of the

wave packet’s center position q(t) and squared width σ2(t) are

given by:

σ2(t) = DR +
D2

I

DR

,

q(t) = NR + Re
[

γX(t)
]

+
DI

DR

(

NI + Im
[

γX(t)
])

,

(28)

where the terms DR, DI , NR, and NI are defined as follows:

NR = eλRt
(

q0 cos (λIt) − p0σ
2
0 sin (λI t)

)

,

NI = eλRt
(

q0 sin (λI t) + p0σ
2
0 cos (λI t)

)

,

DR = e2λRt

[

cos (2λIt)

(

σ2
0 +

λI

2m |λ|2

)

− sin (2λI t)
λR

2m |λ|2

]

− λI

2m |λ|2
,

DI = e2λRt

[

cos (2λIt)
λR

2m |λ|2
+ sin (2λIt)

(

σ2
0 +

λI

2m |λ|2

)]

− λR

2m |λ|2
.

(29)

In these expressions, λR and λI denote the real and imagi-

nary components of the dissipation strength λ, while γR and

γI represent the real and imaginary components of the random

strength γ.

The expression (28) is quite complex. To better understand

its implications, we analyze it step by step. First, consider

the packet width, σ(t). It is clear that σ(t) depends solely on

the dissipation parameter λ and is independent of the random

strength γ. The term DR oscillates with an amplitude propor-

tional to e2λRt. If λR > 0, there will eventually be a time when

DR becomes negative. A negative DR would result in a nega-

tive σ2(t), which is unphysical, as discussed in Sec. III A. In

this case, the dynamical equation has no solution once σ2(t)

reaches zero.

Thus, to ensure a physically meaningful solution without

singularities over time, we require λR < 0. With this condi-

tion, DR converges to a finite value as t → ∞, and so does

σ2(t). The rate of convergence of the wave packet width is

determined by |λR|. For large times, specifically t ≫ 1/ |λR|,
we find that NR,NI → 0, while DR and DI approach constant

values. This leads to a stable packet width:

lim
t→∞

σ2(t) =
1

2m(−λI)
. (30)

Thus, only λI < 0 corresponds to a physically viable solution,

with the long-term width of the wave packet inversely propor-

tional to |λI |. This behavior differs significantly from conven-

tional unitary quantum mechanics. In the standard Hermitian

case, a Hamiltonian like p̂2/(2m) results in the continuous dis-

persion of the wave packet, where σ2(t) increases as t2. In

contrast, the presence of a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian term,

λp̂x̂, along with negative λR and λI , allows the wave packet to

stabilize into a Gaussian shape with a fixed width. It’s impor-

tant to note that the Hamiltonian λp̂x̂ remains non-Hermitian

for almost all values of λ, making this fixed-width behavior

a unique non-Hermitian phenomenon. For negative values of

mass m, a similar reasoning applies if we assume λI is posi-

tive, resulting in a positive packet width.

Next, let us examine the behavior of the packet’s center po-

sition, q(t). For given λR, λI < 0 and at sufficiently large times,

i.e., t ≫ 1/ |λR|, the center position becomes:

q(t)→ Re
[

γX(t)
]

+
λR

λI

Im
[

γX(t)
]

. (31)

Here, the center position depends on the stochastic process

X(t), which is itself determined by Wt (the Wiener process)

and Yt. As a result, q(t) is a random variable. To gain further

insight, we can analyze the mean and variance of q(t). Using

properties of the Wiener process, it is straightforward to show

that the mean of q(t) is zero. Additionally, we find the follow-

ing formulas for expectation values: E
[

X(t)2
]

= (e2λt−1)/(2λ)

and E
[

|X(t)|2
]

= (e2λRt − 1)/(2λR), where E[·] denotes the

expectation value averaged over different trajectories of the

Wiener process.

Using these expressions, the variance of the center position

in the limit t → ∞ can be calculated as:

lim
t→∞

E
[

q(t)2
]

= −γ2
I

λR

2λ2
I

− |γ|2 1

4λR

− γRγI

1

2λI

. (32)

The steady-state variance of the center position is influenced

by both the random force and the dissipation. Equation (32)

shows that the variance increases with γR or γI , reflecting the

role of the random driving force. A stronger random force re-

sults in a broader distribution of the center position, pushing

the particle further from the origin. When γ = 0, the random

force vanishes, leading to a definite center position (at the ori-

gin), as indicated by E
[

q(t)2
]

= 0 in this case.

Furthermore, E
[

q(t)2
]

is inversely proportional to |λI |, sim-

ilar to σ2(t). This implies that both the width of the wave

packet and the variance of its center position increase as |λI |
decreases. In the limit |λI | → 0, both σ2(t) and E

[

q(t)2
]

di-

verge, indicating a breakdown of the localization effect.

In the long-time limit, the wave packet tends to become lo-

calized at some position along the x-axis. This localization ef-

fect arises due to the negative value of λI , which corresponds

to the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian term iλI p̂x̂. When γ = 0,

meaning there is no random force, the localization position

is fixed at the origin. However, for a finite random strength,

the central position of the localized packet becomes a random

variable with a mean of zero. The variance of this position, as
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given by Eq. (32), is inversely proportional to |λI |. This rela-

tionship further confirms that the localization effect is driven

by the negative value of λI .

V. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we have developed a theory of quantum dy-

namics governed by a random non-Hermitian action, extend-

ing the stochastic quantum field theory proposed in Ref. [43]

from unitary dynamics to more general nonunitary systems.

This work presents a canonical quantization procedure that

leads to a stochastic nonlinear differential equation describing

the evolution of the physical state in Hilbert space. More im-

portant, we formulated a path integral approach that is equiv-

alent to the canonical quantization. Notably, the path inte-

gral method simplifies the process of obtaining the final-time

physical state compared to solving the nonlinear differential

equations in the canonical approach.

To benchmark the effects of RNH actions on particle trans-

port, we studied the single-particle evolution, starting with

Gaussian wave packets as initial states. For the single-particle

case, the path integral approach was reformulated into a com-

pact form, providing a practical tool for calculating the propa-

gator. Using this propagator, we computed the prenormalized

state based on the initial wave function, subsequently normal-

izing it to obtain the final-time wave function. We specifically

focused on the effects of non-Hermiticity and randomness on

the evolution of the wave packet.

First, we investigated the evolution under a deterministic

non-Hermitian Hamiltonian defined byH1 = −iλ1∂x − iλ2∂
2
x,

where λ1 and λ2 are complex parameters. The absolute value

of the wave function retains a Gaussian profile in real space,

with its central position and width precisely determined. The

linear ∂x term affects only the velocity of the central posi-

tion, leaving the wave packet’s width unchanged. In con-

trast, the quadratic ∂2
x term modifies the width: in the purely

Hermitian case, the squared width σ2(t) grows as t2, consis-

tent with conventional quantum mechanics. However, when

a non-Hermitian component is present, σ2(t) grows linearly

with time for large times, leading to a transition from ballistic

to diffusive behavior in the wave packet’s evolution.

Next, we considered a system with a deterministic term

H1 =

(

i
2
γ2 − 1

2m

)

∂2
x − iλ(∂x · x), along with a stochastic term

H2 = −iγ∂x, where λ and γ are complex parameters. Re-

markably, when λR, λI < 0, the wave packet’s width ceases to

grow indefinitely and instead approaches a finite value in the

long-time limit, inversely proportional to |λI |. This demon-

strates a form of wave packet localization induced by the non-

Hermitian terms, distinct from Anderson localization in Her-

mitian systems and purely a non-Hermitian effect. Addition-

ally, the dissipation from λ causes the particle to decelerate,

with the central position of the wave packet approaching a fi-

nite value in the long run, rather than propagating indefinitely.

The random term H2 introduces a stochastic force, leading

to a steady-state position of the wave packet that becomes a

random variable, whose distribution width increases with the

strength of the randomness γ.

While this study primarily focused on single-particle dy-

namics, the formalism is constructed in a field-theoretic lan-

guage, making it readily applicable to many-body systems. In

future work, we aim to explore how the non-Hermitian and

stochastic effects observed here, such as localization and ran-

domness, influence the dynamics of many-body states.
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