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A simple H2O-related hydrogen bond model, modified from the Jaynes–Cummings model, is
proposed and its various dynamic aspects are investigated theoretically. In this model, the formation
and breaking processes of hydrogen bond are accompanied by the creation and annihilation of the
thermal phonon of the medium. A number of simplifying assumptions about the dynamics of the
molecules involved are used. Rotating wave approximation is applied under consideration of the
strong-coupling condition. Dissipative dynamics under the Markovian approximation is obtained
through solving the quantum master equation — Lindbladian. The probabilities of reaction channels
involving hydrogen bond depending on the parameters of the external environment, are obtained.
Differences between unitary and dissipative evolutions are disciussed. Consideration is given to the
effect of all kinds of potential interactions and dissipations on evolution. Consideration is also given
to the reverse processes (inflows) of dissipations. The results show that the magnitude changes
of the interactions and dissipations have slight effect on the formation of hydrogen bond, but the
variation of the reverse processes of dissipations significantly affect the formation of hydrogen bond.
According to the findings, the dynamics of H2O-related hydrogen bond model can be controlled by
selectively choosing system parameters. The results will be used as a basis to extend the research
to more complex chemical and biological model in the future.

Keywords: hydrogen bond, finite-dimensional quantum electrodynamics, Markovian open system, water
molecule, thermal phonon

I. INTRODUCTION

Complex quantum system modeling is one of the most
important directions in computational mathematics to-
day, especially in the computational fields involving poly-
mer chemistry and macromolecular biology [1–3]. A com-
puter chemistry simulator with predictive power requires
an entirely quantum treatment; its creation poses a se-
rious challenge to computational mathematics due to
the exponentially growing complexity of calculations —
curse of dimensionality [4, 5]. The dynamics of chemical
transformations, in contrast to the molecular dynamics
of ready-made molecules, requires the involvement of an
electromagnetic field, which further aggravates the prob-
lem of complexity. The most important type of chemical
transformations is the formation and disintegration of hy-
drogen bonds between molecules, which are responsible
for the formation and disintegration of macromolecules.
Such bonds are formed by a proton tunneling between
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two conventional potential wells between two molecules.
The discovery of hydrogen bonds is attributed to T.S.
Moore and T.F. Winmill [6], and the description of hy-
drogen bonding in water was first described in 1920 [7].
Hydrogen bonds are much weaker than covalent bonds (in
a water (H2O)2 dimer, the energy of a hydrogen bond is
only an order of magnitude higher than the thermal en-
ergy at room temperature, while for a covalent bond in an
OH molecule the energy is 200 times greater) and there-
fore their formation and decay are easily controlled by
external influences, for example, temperature serves as
a mechanism for the transformation of macromolecules.
Such transformations occur, for example, during the syn-
thesis of DNA, the double helix of which is connected
precisely by these bonds. Hydrogen bonds in water are
responsible for its extreme heat capacity; their short life-
time— about 10−11 seconds [8], determines the flexibility
of water clusters and their good interaction with donor
molecules [9]. In recent years, hydrogen bonds have be-
come one of the main objects of research into quantum
processes related to biology. Decoherence in hydrogen
bonds was considered in [10]. The entangled spin states
that arise in them are in [11]. A more chemical consider-
ation of the hydrogen bonds that arise in the α-helix of
proteins participating in the protein machinery of living
organisms is presented in [12]. Hybrid bonds in liquids,
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including proton tunneling, as well as in water clusters,
were studied in [13, 14]. The possibility of using proton
tunneling to recognize molecules was also explored in [15].
The chemical role of hydrogen bonding in enzymes was
studied in [16].

Consideration of this type of bond involves many ele-
ments. In our work, a highly simplified model of hydro-
gen bond that can be easily scaled to complex molecu-
lar systems to make their simulation possible on modern
computers, is proposed. A key contribution of this pa-
per is the cavity quantum electrodynamics (QED) mod-
els [17–21], which are easy to implement in the labora-
tory and offers a unique scientific paradigm for study-
ing light–matter interaction. The cavity QED model
includes the Jaynes–Cummings model (JCM) [22] and
the Tavis–Cummings model (TCM) [23] as well as their
generalizations [24]. Many studies have been conducted
recently in the field of these models, including those on
quantum gates [25, 26], quantum many-body phenomena
[27], entropy [28], quantum discord [29], dark states [30–
37], phase transitions [38, 39], etc [40–47]. As a basis, the
generally accepted JCM is introduced and modified ap-
propriately so that the presence of a hydrogen bond will
play the role of the ground state of (conditional) atoms,
and its absence will play the role of the excited states
of the atoms. The optical cavity will correspond to the
region where the emitted phonon can be again absorbed
by the molecular structure with the destruction of the
resulting hydrogen bond.

This paper is organized as follows. The H2O-related
hydrogen bond model is proposed in Sec. II. After intro-
ducing the physico-biological mechanisms of the target
model in Sec. IIA, its Hilbert space and Hamiltonian is
constructed in Sec. II B and quantum master equation
(QME) is introduced in Sec. II C. The numerical method
is introduced in Sec. III. The results of our numerical
simulations is presented in Sec. IV, including compar-
ison between unitary and dissipative evolutions in Sec.
IVA, and the effects of interactions, dissipations and re-
verse processes (inflows) of dissipations on the evolution
in Secs. IVB∼ IVD. Besides, the effect of external im-
pulses on evolution is shown in Sec. IVE. Some brief
comments on our results in Sec. V close out the paper.
Some technical details are included in Appendices A and
B.

II. HYDROGEN BOND MODEL

The hydrogen bond dynamics in media as a dynam-
ics of polariton of the group of real particles — two
molecules and quasiparticles (photons and phonons), is
represented. Strictly speaking, the quantum state of po-
lariton has the form λphoton|photon⟩+λphonon|phonon⟩+
λparticles|particles⟩. This is hardly possible to deal
with this form, because any interacton: photon-phonon,
phonon-atoms, photon-atoms represents nontrivial task.
Thus, the initial photon can transform to a few phonons.

So it is accepted to call the polariton of phonons if
there is no explicit photons in advance. This termi-
nology is followed and the system in the framework of
Jaynes–Cummings scheme is presented with Hamiltonian
a†σ+ aσ† + a†a+ σ†σ, where the field operator a relates
to our conditional phonon, and operator σ — to real par-
ticles.
The weakness of the hydrogen bond causes its strong

dependence on external conditions, in particular, on the
ambient temperature. The temperature itself can be
conventionally represented as a graph of the average
number of thermal phonons versus their frequency. In
[48], the temperature effect on atoms within the Jaynes–
Cummings model was represented as terms of the Hamil-
tonian of the form

g(a† + a)σ†σ (1)

where a is the annihilation operator of the phonon of the
selected mode, σ is the relaxation operator of the atom.
This approach is extremely computationally expensive,
since it requires explicit inclusion of phonons in the ba-
sic states of the model, which immediately causes a huge
increase in the required memory and does not allow scal-
ing the model to multi-molecular structures to study new
collective effects. In addition, the case of atomic excita-
tions is very different from Eq. (1), because their energy
is several orders of magnitude greater than the energy of
a single phonon, so that a term of the form Eq. (1) cor-
responds only to dephasing, but not to direct interaction
of phonons with matter.
The decoherence is described caused by the influence

of the medium using the QME with a decoherence factor
in the form of phonon annihilation. This approach is
simpler and more efficient than an independent a-priori
introduction of decoherence with a Gaussian factor in
[10], and also allows for simple scaling.
Interest is only given to the frequency that most

strongly affects the hydrogen bond. This influence can
be represented as a term in the Hamiltonian of the form

Hint = ghb(a
†
phnσhb + aphnσ

†
hb) (2)

where σhb is the operator of hydrogen bond formation
accompanied by phonon emission, and aphn is the oper-
ator of phonon absorption leading to bond decay. Direct
inclusion of such a term in the Hamiltonian is also unac-
ceptable for us, since explicit phonons again arise in the
basic states. An approximation in the form of the aver-
age number of phonons nav at the resonance frequency
sensitive to hydrogen bonding is applied; since the opera-
tors of phonon annihilation and creation are proportional
to the square root of their number

√
n, Hint is replaced

with the operator

H ′
int = g0

√
nav(σ

†
hb + σhb) (3)

Then the basic state will not contain an explicit number
of phonons and the model is able to be scaled to complex
molecular systems.
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How to relate nav to the temperature of the envi-
ronment of interacting molecules? The thermally stable
state of the phonon field inside the cavity will is intro-
duced and has the following form

G (T ) = c

∞∑
n=0

e
−ℏωn
KT |n⟩⟨n| (4)

where hbar is reduced Planck constant, ω is phononic
mode, n is phonon number, T is the cavity temperature
at a given frequency mode ω, K is the Boltzmann con-
stant, c is normalization factor. γin and γout, which are
the intensities of the inflow and dissipation of phonons
into and out of a notional cavity around the molecules,
are proposed to form a geometric progression with the
denominator [49]

µ =
γin

γout
= e

−ℏω
KT (5)

where γin refers to the overall spontaneous inflow rate,
γout refers to the overall spontaneous emission rate. A
stable temperature occurs only when γin < γout. Know-
ing these coefficients, or knowing the temperature T di-
rectly, nav is obtained. In practice, the coefficients are
found only by optimizing them using neural networks
based on the experimental results. The temperature at a
fixed photonic mode is determined in a similar way. Pho-
tonic modes relate to transformations of electron states,
and phononic modes relate to proton oscillations. Their
energy is approximately 2 orders of magnitude less.

A. The target model

Interaction between two water molecules causes micro-
oscillation of the hydrogen atom in one of water
molecules, it allows hydrogen bonds to form between
water molecules, but this process does not break cova-
lent bond. The hydrogen bond formation mechanism
is as shown in Fig. 1. In panel (a), when two H2O
molecules that are moving freely are far apart, hydro-
gen bond cannot form between the molecules. However,
when the molecules move closer together, the hydrogen
atom of one molecule and the oxygen atom of another
molecule attract each other and stable hydrogen bond
is obtained. In panel (b), the oxygen atom (proton) of
one molecule “donor” is attracted by the oxygen atom
of another molecule “receptor” to produce the tunneling
effect. The proton tunneling in the normal state does
not destroy the covalent bond between proton and its
parent molecule, but only deforms it. In the case with-
out considering of electrons, the effect of some stretching
of the covalent bond on the hydrogen bond formation is
ignored, and it is considered as a normal state with a co-
valent bond to avoid cluttering the target model. In the
model with electrons, this difference is no longer ignored.
Theoretically, in addition to 2 covalent bonds, for the

(a)

O

free water molecules

stable hydrogen bond formation

H H

H

O

stretched
covalent

bond

ion attraction
HH

donor

the distance admitting 
hydrogen bond

the distance admitting 
covalent bond

(b)

possible 
hydrogen 

bond

possible 
hydrogen 

bond

possible 
hydrogen 

bond

receptor

FIG. 1. (online color) Hydrogen bond formation mechanism.
Scale model of two H2O molecules is shown in panel (a).
Mechanism of ion attraction between hydrogen and oxygen
atoms is shown in the form of a Ball–and–stick model in
panel (b). Brown circles (balls) represent oxygen atom, red
circles (balls) represent hydrogen atom (proton) in excited
state, black solid lines stand for covalent bond and gray dot-
ted lines represent ion attraction; especially, black dashed line
indicate stretched covalent bond and green ball in panel (a)
represent a proton in ground state.

oxygen atom, there are actually 2 more hydrogen bonds
with protons from neighboring molecules. The oxygen
atom and its covalent and hydrogen bonds form a tetra-
hedron.

A hydrogen bond between water molecules occurs
when they approach each other at a distance |0⟩dist, al-
lowing one of the protons, covalently bonded to the par-
ent molecule, to tunnel between it and another neigh-
bouring molecule, while maintaining the existing covalent
bond. The qubit |d⟩dist describing the relative position of
proton in the system, is introduced, and d ∈ {−1, 0, 1, 2}.
dist = 2 means that the molecules are separated by a
large distance, at which the formation of a hydrogen bond
is impossible in principle. The state dist = 1 means that
the molecules are approaching each other at a critical
distance, and although it does not allow the creation of a
hydrogen bond, it allows the molecules to tunnel to the
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state dist = 0, where the bond becomes possible. The
state dist = −1 means the presence of a stable hydrogen
bond, here it is an irreversible process. The influence
of temperature on formation of hydrogen bond is investi-
gated, because change of temperature will cause inflow of
phonon. Thence, in this situation this process becomes
reversible, that means the breaking of hydrogen bonds
becomes possible.

A term of the Hamiltonian of the form HiCond(A)
with the condition operator Cond(A) means that if the
Hamiltonian Hi has the form

Hi = Hbasis
i +Hcogerence

i (6)

where Hbasis
i is diagonal in the standard basis, and

Hcogerence
i is not diagonal in this basis, then the term

Hbasis
i is added to the total Hamiltonian in any case,

and Hcogerence
i is added only if the condition A is sat-

isfied. This remark about the conditional Hamiltonian
will be valid for further models as well. This method
achieves equality of rest energies for all terms of the gen-
eral Hamiltonian. So the condition operator Cond means
only the inclusion of coherent terms in the Hamiltonian.
For example, the proton (and, subsequently, the electron)
jumps only if d = 0, that is, when the molecules are close.
But in this case, the stationary energy of both the pro-
ton and the electron is always present in the Hamiltonian;
only at a large distance between the molecules is it as if
“frozen”, and does not lead to a change in the state of
the proton (and, subsequently, the electron), and as soon
as the molecules are close, the motions of these particles
begin. The standard basis thus turns out to be distin-
guished from all others. In this work, a single hydrogen
bond between a pair of water molecules, which will be
extended to more hydrogen bonds using Eq. (6) in the
future, is considered.

Hydrogen bonding is a fundamental interaction in
chemistry and biology, playing a crucial role in the struc-
ture and function of a wide range of molecules, from wa-
ter and small organic compounds to large biomolecules
like DNA and proteins. Although there is no exact uni-
versal value for the time of hydrogen bond formation, it
can be assumed that it can be in the range from fem-
toseconds to picoseconds, that is, from 10−15 to 10−12

seconds. This is due to the fact that the formation of
hydrogen bonds involves the reorganization of electron
clouds — a very fast quantum mechanical process. Time
scale measurements of hydrogen bond dynamics can be
performed using ultrafast spectroscopy techniques [50–
52].

B. States and Hamiltonian

In Sec. II A, the hydrogen bond model of a pair of H2O
molecules is proposed, and the basic state is represented
by the following form

|d⟩dist|p⟩prot|n⟩phn (7)

where the first qubit |d⟩dist is the relative position of two
water molecules, which is detailed defined in Sec. IIA;
the second quantum bit |p⟩prot is the state corresponding
to the proton, p = 0 — proton is in the ground state
|Φpr

0 ⟩ and p = 1 — proton is in the excited state |Φpr
1 ⟩;

the third qubit |n⟩phn is the number of thermal phonon
corresponding to the hydrogen bond. Here a special case
of our model, where at most one phonon is pumped into
the system (at this time, nav = 1), is proposed. When a
hydrogen bond is formed, a phonon is emitted. When a
hydrogen bond is broken, the phonon is absorbed.
According to Eq. (7), when nav = 1, the Hilbert space

of the H2O-related hydrogen bond model will consist of
the following 7 basic states, which are shown in Tab. I.
And the Ball-and-stick forms of these states are shown
in Fig. 2.

Qubit Description
|2⟩|1⟩|0⟩ Broken state
|1⟩|1⟩|0⟩ Critical state
|0⟩|1⟩|0⟩ Stretched and excited state
|0⟩|0⟩|1⟩ Stretched and ground state with a phonon
|0⟩|0⟩|0⟩ Stretched and ground state without a phonon

| − 1⟩|0⟩|1⟩ Stable state with a phonon
| − 1⟩|0⟩|0⟩ Stable state without a phonon

TABLE I. Quantum states involving in evolution. The evolu-
tion involves a total of 7 states. For convenience, the following
modifiers is used to define different states: “broken” means
hydrogen bond is broken and two molecules are free; “criti-
cal” means the critical point of hydrogen bond formation and
breaking is obtained; “stretched” means the proton of donor
moves toward receptor due to the ion attraction and covalent
bond is stretched; “excited” means proton state is excited;
“ground” means proton state is ground; “stable” means hy-
drogen bond is stable. Especially, when the state is stable, it
must also be stretched and ground. Besides states |− 1⟩|0⟩|1⟩
and | − 1⟩|0⟩|0⟩, the rest states can all defined as “unsta-
ble”. In addition, there are two cases for the ground state:
with/without a phonon.

Hhyd is represented by the Hamiltonian of a system
of two water molecules connected by hydrogen bond and
has the following form

Hhyd = HdistCond(p = 1) +HprotCond(d = 0) (8)

where Hdist describes proton tunneling energy and Hprot

describes Hamiltonian for transitions. Cond(p = 1) and
Cond(d = 0) are conditional operators. The rotating
wave approximation (RWA) is particularly useful in sys-
tems where the interactions are resonant or nearly reso-
nant [53]. RWA is taken into account and the Hamilto-
nians is described in following form

• Hdist is defined as follows

Hdist = ℏωdistσ
†
distσdist + gdist

(
σ†
dist + σdist

)
(9)

where ωdist is frequency for tunneling of phonons;
gdist, which is located on the non-diagonal line of
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(e)

(c) (f)

(b)
dist = 1

dist = 0

dist = 0

dist = 0

dist = -1

dist = -1

dist = 2

(a)

(d) (g)

FIG. 2. (online color) Quantum states involved in evolution. (a) ∼ (g) correspond to seven states for H2O-related hydrogen
bond model: |2⟩|1⟩|0⟩, |1⟩|1⟩|0⟩, |0⟩|1⟩|0⟩, |0⟩|0⟩|1⟩, |0⟩|0⟩|0⟩, | − 1⟩|0⟩|1⟩, | − 1⟩|0⟩|0⟩. Here brown, red, green and purple
circles represent oxygen atom, proton with excited state, proton with ground state and thermal phonon, respectively; solid and
dashed black lines stand for ordinary and stretched covalent bond, respectively; ion attraction is denoted by gray dotted lines.

the Hamiltonian, is the strength for tunneling of

proton. And definitions of operators σdist and σ†
dist

are as follows

σdist|1⟩dist = |0⟩dist
σ†
dist|0⟩dist = |1⟩dist

(10)

• Hprot is defined as follows

Hprot = ℏωphna
†
phnaphn + ℏωprotσ

†
protσprot

+ gprot

(
aphnσ

†
prot + a†phnσprot

) (11)

where ωphn is phononic mode, ωprot is mode for
transitions of proton, and ωphn = ωprot; gprot is the
strength for transitions of proton. And definitions

of operators a†phnσprot and aphnσ
†
prot are as follows

a†phnσprot|1⟩prot|0⟩phn = |0⟩prot|1⟩phn
aphnσ

†
prot|0⟩prot|1⟩phn = |1⟩prot|0⟩phn

(12)

The complete quantum system ultimately constructed
by the total Hamiltonian Hhyd can be intuitively repre-
sented in the form of a network, which is shown in Fig.
3. Interactions, dissipations and inflows between states
can be intuitively seen in this figure, and the energy wan-
dering of the whole system is determined clearly.

FIG. 3. (online color) Network of quantum states and energy
wandering. The quantum system consists of several states,
between which there are some potential interactions, dissipa-
tions and inflows. In this figure, the dots represent the states
and the edges — interactions, dissipations and inflows. Red
dots stand for the states corresponding to the formation of
stable hydrogen bond; green dot represents the state corre-
sponding to the case that hydrogen bond is broken and two
molecules are free; blue dots represent the states correspond-
ing to unstable hydrogen bond. Black edges stand for the
interactions (gdist and gprot); purple edges represent the dis-
sipations and inflows. In particular, γisol includes both dis-
sipation γout

isol from state |1⟩|1⟩|0⟩ to state |2⟩|1⟩|0⟩ and inflow
γin
isol from state |2⟩|1⟩|0⟩ to state |1⟩|1⟩|0⟩.

C. Quantum master equation

The influence of temperature on the formation of a
hydrogen bond requires the use of a QME and the in-
troduction of one decoherence factor related to the qubit
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|n⟩phn of the basic state

Aphn|1⟩phn = |0⟩phn
A†

phn|0⟩phn = |1⟩phn
(13)

where γphn is the dissipation intensity for the escape of
phonons from cavity to external environment. Similarly,
the introduction of two quasi-decoherence factors, which

are similar to the form of Aphn, A†
phn and related to the

qubit |d⟩dist of the basic state, is as follows

Abond|0⟩dist = | − 1⟩dist
A†

bond| − 1⟩dist = |0⟩dist
(14)

Aisol|1⟩dist = |2⟩dist
A†

isol|2⟩dist = |1⟩dist
(15)

where γbond is the dissipation intensity for the micromo-
tions of molecules that must calm down to form a bond,
and γisol is the dissipation intensity for the macromotions
of molecules in the medium. And

The QME, which is also called Lindbladian, is used to
describe the time-dependent evolution of the density ma-
trix of an open quantum system, which allow us to obtain
the dependence of the probability of hydrogen bond for-
mation on temperature. It can be seen as a natural result
of the coupling between the system and the environment
under the lowest-order perturbation and Markov approx-
imation

iℏρ̇ = [H, ρ] + iL(ρ) (16)

where L = Lin + Lout. Lin describes the inflow process
and Lout describes the dissipation process. And

Lin(ρ) = γin

(
A†ρA− 1

2

(
AA†ρ+ ρAA†)) (17)

Lout(ρ) = γout

(
AρA† − 1

2

(
A†Aρ+ ρA†A

))
(18)

where A and A† can be replaced by

Abond, Aisol, Aphn, A†
bond, A†

isol and A†
phn. The

full form of the operator L with consideration of all
types of inflows and dissipations is shown in Appx. A.

III. NUMERICAL METHOD

To solve the QME, various numerical methods such as
the Euler method. The iteration consists of three steps.
The first step is to calculate the unitary evolution of the
density matrix

ρ̃(t+∆t) = e
−iH∆t

ℏ ρ(t)e
iH∆t

ℏ . (19)

where ∆t is the iteration time step and the second step
is to apply the Lindblad superoperator (17) and (18) to
the density matrix ρ(t+∆t) at this moment

ρ(t+∆t) = ρ̃(t+∆t) +
1

ℏ
L(ρ̃(t+∆t))∆t. (20)

The third step is to scale the density matrix to maintain
its positive definite, Hermitian matrix, unit trace and
other properties.
In addition to the Euler method, there is also the

more accurate Runge-Kutta method. For quantum sys-
tems with particularly large states, the Monte Carlo wave
function method [54] or the pure state vector method [55]
can achieve higher computational efficiency. The H2O-
related hydrogen bond model contains a total of 7 states,
so using the Euler method makes it easier for us to study
the effects of various interactions and dissipations on evo-
lution.
When solving the QME using the Euler method, The

order of magnitude of the time step ∆t usually depends
on the unit of the system’s Hamiltonian and the units
of other related parameters. In optical Cavity QED ex-
periments with high finesse optical resonators [56] or mi-
crowave resonators [57], the time step is determined by
the measurement time, which is around 1 µs. However,
for a single hydrogen bond, the time step reference mea-
surement time of 1 µs is not appropriate. Therefore,
the characteristic time scale τ of the simulated dissipa-
tive quantum system is adopted, which can be estimated
from the system energy and the reduced Planck constant

τ =
ℏ
E

(21)

where E is the energy of the quantum system and the
intensity factor γ is usually smaller than E. When im-
plementing the Euler method numerically, the time step
∆t should be significantly smaller than the characteristic
time scale.
The energy of a single hydrogen bond EH−bond can be

estimated from the average energy of hydrogen bonds in
water and Avogadro’s constant, which is approximately
0.217655 eV . Using joule as the energy unit may cause
machine error due to too small parameters, so eV is used
as the energy unit. And the characteristic time scale τ
is about 3.175316 × 10−15 s. The detailed calculation
process is shown in Appx. B.

IV. SIMULATIONS AND RESULTS

For convenience, the Hilbert space is divided into two
subspaces: stable hydrogen bond subspace and unstable
hydrogen bond subspace. Stable subspace includes states
|−1⟩|0⟩|1⟩ and |−1⟩|0⟩|0⟩, and unstable subspace includes
the rest. The stable subspace can be defined as follows

|O · · ·H⟩ = c′| − 1⟩|0⟩|1⟩+ c′′| − 1⟩|0⟩|0⟩ (22)
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0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
t(s) 1e 12

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8
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|0 |1 |0
|1 |1 |0

FIG. 4. (online color) The unitary evolution. The initial state
is |0⟩|0⟩|1⟩. gprot = gdist = g and γout

isol = γout
bond = γout

phn = 0.

where c′, c′′ are the normalization factors.
The physical determination of the time of hydrogen

bond formation involves a combination of experimen-
tal techniques such as ultrafast infrared spectroscopy
[51], which determines the time between 0.5ps and 1ps
(10−12s). Therefore, in all simulations, two reference pa-
rameters are proposed: g = 2×10−3eV, γ = 5×10−3eV.
All interaction strengths gdist and gprot below are ex-
pressed in terms of reference parameter g and all dis-
sipation intensities γout

isol, γout
bond and γout

phn below are ex-
pressed in terms of reference parameter γ. Especially,
inflow intensities γin

isol, γ
in
bond and γin

phn are not used di-
rectly in simulations, but ratios µisol, µbond and µphn

(inflow intensity divided by dissipation intensity), defined
in Eq. (5), are used instead. Except for the above men-
tioned parameters which will change during the simula-
tion, the remaining parameters are all fixed. Especially,
ℏωprot + ℏωdist = EH−bond, ∆t = 0.01τ .
Various dynamic aspects of H2O-related hydrogen

bond model are shown as below five subsections.

A. Comparison between unitary and dissipative
evolutions

Firstly, in closed system without the dissipation inten-
sities, the unitary evolution with only three basic states
(|0⟩|0⟩|1⟩, |0⟩|1⟩|0⟩ and |1⟩|1⟩|0⟩) is obtained. The uni-
tary evolution considering only the interaction between
particles and fields is calculated by the Schrödinger equa-
tion.

iℏρ̇ = [H, ρ] = Hρ− ρH (23)

For the unitary evolution, the calculation method only
needs to adopt the Eq. (19). The initial state is |0⟩|0⟩|1⟩
— stretched and ground state with a phonon. The uni-
tary evolution, considering gprot = gdist = g, is shown
in Fig. 4. The three obtained curves, representing the
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t(s) 1e 12
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|0 |1 |0
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(b)

(a)

FIG. 5. (online color) The dissipative evolution. gprot =
gdist = g and γout

isol = γout
bond = γout

phn = γ. In panel (a), the ini-
tial state is |0⟩|0⟩|1⟩; in panel (b), the initial state is |1⟩|1⟩|0⟩.
The black dashed curve corresponds to the stable hydrogen
bond: the probability of |O · · ·H⟩ is the sum of probabilities
of | − 1⟩|0⟩|1⟩ and | − 1⟩|0⟩|0⟩.

states |0⟩|0⟩|1⟩, |0⟩|1⟩|0⟩ and |1⟩|1⟩|0⟩, oscillate periodi-
cally.

Dissipation intensities are taken into consideration to
calculate the dissipative evolution of an open system with
thermal phonon entering and exiting. The QME is nu-
merically calculated using Eq. (20). In addition to initial
state |0⟩|0⟩|1⟩, the initial state |1⟩|1⟩|0⟩ — critical state,
is also considered. Critical state means the critical point
of hydrogen bond breaking is reached. Comparison be-
tween these two initial states is carried out in Fig. 5.
As shown in both panels, the periodic oscillations dis-
appear, replaced by dissipations. The time of hydrogen
bond formation is about 1ps (10−12s) before the prob-
ability reaches a stable level. In panel (a), the system
tends to form a stable hydrogen bond when the initial
state is |0⟩|0⟩|1⟩. On the contrary, in panel (b), the sys-
tem tends to break the hydrogen bond when the initial
state is |1⟩|1⟩|0⟩. This is because the state |0⟩|0⟩|1⟩ is
stretched and ground, and the proton of donor at this
time is at lower energy lever. Thus, it is more inclined to
form a stable hydrogen bond. The state |1⟩|1⟩|0⟩ means
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that the critical point of hydrogen bond formation and
breaking is obtained, and the hydrogen bond breaks more
easily to release two free water molecules.

B. The effect of interactions on evolution

Result of Fig. 6 is shown as heat maps, where the
color dots represent the probability of stable hydrogen
bond formation at t → ∞. Here ∞ is obtained, when
the system tends to stabilize and probabilities of states
approach constant values. In the next subsections, re-
sults of Figs. 7, 8 and 11 are also represented as heat
maps at t → ∞.

The effect of interaction strengths gdist and gprot on the
evolution and the hydrogen bond formation is obtained
in Fig. 6, where the values of gdist, gprot range from
0.5g to 2g. All dissipation intensities are fixed: γout

isol =
γout
bond = γout

phn = γ. Under different initial states, the
dissipative evolution will eventually reach probabilistic
stability after long-term evolution.

In the first row of Fig. 6, when the initial state
is |0⟩|0⟩|1⟩, result is found that the larger interaction
strengths gdist and gprot, the lower the probability of
forming stable hydrogen bond. However, in the second
row, when initial state is |1⟩|1⟩|0⟩, the opposite result is
found. In summary, in the case of |0⟩|0⟩|1⟩, the inter-
action strengths have the negative effect on the forma-
tion of stable hydrogen bond — hindering the hydrogen
bond formation; in the case of |1⟩|1⟩|0⟩, the interaction
strengths have the positive effect on the formation of sta-
ble hydrogen bond — promoting the hydrogen bond for-
mation. Besides, when the initial state is |0⟩|0⟩|1⟩, the
probabilities on the heat maps are all on the range of
[0.5, 1]; When the initial state is |1⟩|1⟩|0⟩, the probabil-
ities on the heat maps are all on the range of [0, 0.5).
In this section, the effects of the inflows intensities

γin
phn, γin

bond and γin
isol are investigated. The first col-

umn corresponds to the case that inflows are prohib-
ited: µisol = µbond = µphn = 0, that is to say,
γin
isol = γin

bond = γin
phn = 0. The second column corre-

sponds to the case that only phonon inflow is permit-
ted: µisol = µbond = 0, µphn = 0.01. The third column
corresponds to the case that all inflows are permitted:
µisol = µbond = µphn = 0.01. Comparing the second and
the third columns with the first column, result is found
that the addition of weak inflows actually promotes the
formation of hydrogen bond, regardless of whether the
initial state is |0⟩|0⟩|1⟩ or |1⟩|1⟩|0⟩. For easy observation,
we use the dividing lines. In the first row from panel
(a) to panel (c), it is easy to find that the solid dividing
line representing the probability of 0.9 is shifted to the
upper right. At the same time, the area of region III of
probability with [0.5, 0.9) decreases and the area of re-
gion IV of probability with [0.9, 1] increases. This means
the weak inflows promotes the hydrogen bond formation
when initial state is |0⟩|0⟩|1⟩. Similarly, in the second row
from panel (d) to panel (f), the solid dividing line repre-

senting the probability of 0.1 is shifted to the lower left.
At the same time, the area of region I of probability with
[0, 0.1) decreases and the area of region II of probability
with [0.1, 0.5] increases. This means the weak inflows
also promotes the hydrogen bond formation when initial
state is |1⟩|1⟩|0⟩.

In addition to the above results, the effect of different
interactions strengths on the time required for the system
to reach stable is also obtained: the smaller interactions
strengths, the more time required to reach stable. When
gdist = gprot = 0.5g system requires the most time to
reach stable.

C. The effects of dissipations on evolution

The effects of dissipations on evolution are studied.

The parameters being studied are γout
bond, γphn

phn , γout
isol. All

interactions strengths are fixed: gdist = gdist = g. The
values of γout

isol and γout
bond range from 0.5γ to 2γ. The val-

ues of γout
phn from the first column to the fourth column

correspond to 0.5γ, γ, 1.5γ and 2γ, respectively. Un-
der different initial states, the dissipative evolution will
also eventually reach probabilistic stability after long-
term evolution.

In the first row of Fig. 7, when the initial state is
|0⟩|0⟩|1⟩, result is found that the larger dissipations in-
tensities γout

isol and γout
bond, the larger the probability of

forming stable hydrogen bond. However, in the second
row, when initial state is |1⟩|1⟩|0⟩, the opposite result is
found. In the first row from panel (a) to panel (d), it
is easy to find that the solid dividing line representing
the probability of 0.9 is shifted from top to bottom un-
til it disappears. At the same time, the area of region
III of probability with [0.5, 0.9) decreases to 0 and the
area of region IV of probability with [0.9, 1] increases to
1. This means the intensity γout

phn promotes the hydrogen

bond formation when initial state is |0⟩|0⟩|1⟩. Similarly,
in the second row from panel (e) to panel (h), the solid
dividing line representing the probability of 0.1 is shifted
from right to left. At the same time, the area of region
I of probability with [0, 0.1) increases and the area of
region II of probability with [0.1, 0.5] decreases. This
means intensity γout

phn hinders the hydrogen bond forma-

tion when initial state is |1⟩|1⟩|0⟩. In summary, in the
case of |0⟩|0⟩|1⟩, the all dissipations intensities have the
positive effect on the formation of stable hydrogen bond;
in the case of |1⟩|1⟩|0⟩, the dissipations intensities have
the negative effect on the formation of stable hydrogen
bond. Similar to the Fig. 6, when the initial state is
|0⟩|0⟩|1⟩, the probabilities on the heat maps are all on
the range of [0.5, 1]; When the initial state is |1⟩|1⟩|0⟩,
the probabilities on the heat maps are all on the range
of [0, 0.5).
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FIG. 6. (online color) Effect of different interactions strengths gdist and gprot on the hydrogen bond formation. The first row
of panels is the dissipative evolution result of the initial state |0⟩|0⟩|1⟩. The second row of panels is the dissipative evolution
result of the initial state |1⟩|1⟩|0⟩. The values of gdist, gprot range from 0.5g to 2g and the intensities of all dissipations are
fixed: γout

isol = γout
bond = γout

phn = γ. The first column corresponds to the case that µisol = µbond = µphn = 0; the second column
corresponds to the case that µisol = µbond = 0, µphn = 0.01; the third column corresponds to the case that µisol = µbond =
µphn = 0.01. The color of the heat map represents the probability of stable hydrogen bond formation (the probability of
|O · · ·H⟩ when system reaches a stable point after a long time). Regions I, II, III, and IV are the regions of probability within
[0, 0.1), [0.1, 0.5), [0.5, 0.9) and [0.9, 1], respectively. These definitions of regions I∼IV are also apply to Figs. 7 and 8.

D. The effects of inflows on evolution

Temperature is also an important factor, it will cause
inflows of phonons. According to Eq. (5), µbond, µisol

and µphn are described as follows

µisol =
γin
isol

γout
isol

= e
−ℏωisol
KTisol (24a)

µbond =
γin
bond

γout
bond

= e
−ℏωbond
KTbond (24b)

µphn =
γin
phn

γout
phn

= e
−ℏωphn
KTphn (24c)

where ωisol = ωbond = ωphn, µisol < 1, µbond <
1, µphn < 1. When γout

isol = γout
bond = γout

phn = γ,
µbond, µisol and µphn are positively correlated with in-
flows intensities γin

isol, γ
in
bond and γin

phn, respectively; they
are also positively correlated with temperature Tisol,
Tbond and Tphn, respectively. For the convenience of re-
search, µisol, µbond and µphn can be used to study the
effects of inflows or temperatures on evolution.

According to the result in Fig. 8, no matter the ini-
tial state is |0⟩|0⟩|1⟩ or |1⟩|1⟩|0⟩, the larger µisol and the
smaller µbond, the larger the probability of forming stable

hydrogen bond. This means µisol promotes the hydrogen
bond formation, but µbond hinders the hydrogen bond
formation. In the first row from panel (a) to panel (d),
it is easy to find that all three solid dividing lines repre-
senting the probability of 0.1, 0.5 and 0.9 respectively are
shifted from left to right. At the same time, the area of
region I of probability with [0, 0.1) and the area of region
II of probability with [0.1, 0.5) both increases, the area
of region III of probability with [0.5, 0.9] and the area
of region IV of probability with [0.9, 1] both decreases.
This means the µphn hinders the hydrogen bond forma-
tion no matter the initial state is |0⟩|0⟩|1⟩ or |1⟩|1⟩|0⟩.
In summary, the µisol has the positive effect on the for-
mation of stable hydrogen bond; however, the µbond and
µphn have the negative effect on it. Different to the Figs.
6 and 7, the probabilities on the heat maps are all on the
range of [0, 1].

E. The effects of external impulses on evolution

As mentioned before, the micro-oscillation of protons
will affect the stability of hydrogen bonds. Therefore,
in this section, the phonon energy to enhance the effect
of this micro-oscillation is strengthened and the changes
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FIG. 7. (online colar) Effect of different dissipations intensities γout
isol, γ

out
bond and γout

phn on the hydrogen bond formation. gprot =
gdist = g. The first row of panels is the result of the initial state |0⟩|0⟩|1⟩. The second row of panels is the result of the initial
state |1⟩|1⟩|0⟩. The values of γout

isol, γ
out
bond range from 0.5γ to 2γ and the values of γout

phn from the first column to the fourth

column correspond to 1
2
γ, γ, 3

2
γ and 2γ, respectively. The definitions of regions II, III and IV are all defined in Fig. 6.

in the probability of stable hydrogen bond formation is
observed. In order to incorporate the effect of external
impulses on proton tunneling into the model, the initial
number of phonons is changed (in order to reduce inter-
ference factors, the inflows intensities γin

isol and γin
bond is

not considered at this time).

By analyzing Fig. 9, result is found that when the
number of phonons is large, changing the number of
phonons in the initial state (external momentum) has
little effect on the probability of hydrogen bond stabil-
ity. Even when the number of phonons increases to 30,
the probability of a stable hydrogen bond in this model
remains stable at around 0.8. When the number of a spe-
cific type of phonon is large enough, the expected bond
length of the hydrogen bond will tend to a stable value,
and the stability of hydrogen bonds decreases slightly.
This rule not only appears in the O-H· · ·O system, but
also in the N-H· · ·O system [58]. Therefore, the number
of phonons in a smaller range is next controlled.

In Fig. 10, the stability of hydrogen bonds increases
with the increase of the number of phonons. When the
number of phonons increases, the probability of a stable
hydrogen bond increases, while the probability of a bro-
ken hydrogen bond decreases, and both tend to a stable
value.

In Fig.11 the effect of external impulse and phononic
temperature on the probability of stable hydrogen bond

formation is obtained. From the horizontal axis, as the
external impulse (the number of phonons in the initial
state) increases, the hydrogen bond stability decreases.
From the vertical axis, the same conclusion applies to
the phononic temperature µph. Their increase will make
the micro-oscillations of proton more intense, thereby re-
ducing the stability of hydrogen bonds.

From the four panels (a),(b),(c),(d) in the first row,
as γout

bond increases, the temperature of the heat map in-
creases, indicating that it is positively correlated with the
stability of hydrogen bonds. In addition, by comparing
the columns of these four pictures, the increase in γout

bond
also reduces the effect of µphn on the probability of sta-
ble hydrogen bond formation, making the temperature of
the heat map gradually approach inversely proportional
to the number of phonons. From the four panels in the
second row, as γout

isol increases, the temperature of the
heat map decreases, indicating that it is negatively cor-
related with the stability of hydrogen bonds. By com-
paring panel (e) with panels (f), (g), and (h), when γout

isol
is small enough, the temperature of the heat map hardly
changes with the increase in the number of phonons, in-
dicating that the probability of stable hydrogen bonds is
high.
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FIG. 8. (online colar) Effect of different inflows intensities µisol, µbond and µphn on the hydrogen bond formation. gprot =
gdist = g, γout

isol = γout
bond = γout

phn = γ. The first row of panels is the result of the initial state |0⟩|0⟩|1⟩. The second row of panels
is the result of the initial state |1⟩|1⟩|0⟩. The values of µisol, µbond range from 0 to 0.9 and the values of µphn from the first
column to the fourth column correspond to 0, 0.3, 0.6 and 0.9, respectively. The definitions of regions I, II, III and IV are all
shown in Fig. 6.

V. CONCLUDING DISCUSSION AND FUTURE
WORK

In this paper, the various dynamic aspects of H2O-
related hydrogen bond model are investigated. And the
results show the nontrivial dependence of the hydrogen
bond formation on the parameters. Some analytical re-
sults of it are derived as follows

• In Sec. IVA, the periodical oscillations of closed
system are obtained. Once the dissipations of the
non-ideal system is introduced, the oscillations dis-
appear and two final results are obtained: the for-
mation of stable hydrogen bond or the complete
breaking of hydrogen bond. Different initial states
lead to different results: the system tends to form
a stable hydrogen bond when the initial state is
|0⟩|0⟩|1⟩; the system tends to break the hydrogen
bond when the initial state is |1⟩|1⟩|0⟩.

• In Sec. IVB, the effect of interactions on evolu-
tion is studied. When the initial state is |0⟩|0⟩|1⟩,
the larger the interaction strengths, the harder to
form a hydrogen bond. On the contrary, when the
initial state is |1⟩|1⟩|0⟩, the larger the interaction
strengths, the easier to form a hydrogen bond.

• In Sec. IVC, the effect of dissipations on the hy-
drogen bond formation is studied. When the initial

state is |0⟩|0⟩|1⟩, the probability of stable hydro-
gen bond formation is negatively correlated with
γout
isol and positively correlated with γout

bond; when the
initial state is |1⟩|1⟩|0⟩, the probability of stable
hydrogen bond formation is negatively correlated
with both γout

isol and γout
bond.

• In Sec. IVD, the effect of inflows on the hydrogen
bond formation is studied. Regardless of whether
the initial state is |0⟩|0⟩|1⟩ or |1⟩|1⟩|0⟩, the probabil-
ity of stable hydrogen bond formation is positively
correlated with µisol and negatively correlated with
µbond.

• In Sec. IVE, the effect of external impulses on the
hydrogen bond formation is obtained. The more
free phonons flow in from the outside, the lower the
probability of stable hydrogen bonds forming, and
as the number of phonons increases, the probability
approaches a critical value.

The results show that the evolution and hydrogen bond
formation can be controlled by selectively choosing sys-
tem parameters. Although we only studied the dynamic
aspects of simple hydrogen bond model, the results we
found will be used as a basis to extend the research to
more complex chemical and biological model in the fu-
ture.
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FIG. 9. (online color) Effect of external impulses of phonons
on the hydrogen bond formation. gdist = gprot = g, γout

isol =
γout
bond = γout

ph = γ, µisol = µbond = 0, µphn = 0.01. The
number of phonons varies in different panels: 10 in panel (a),
20 in (b), 30 in (c).
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Appendix A: Quantum master equation for the
target model

The QME has the following form

iℏρ̇ = [H, ρ] + iL(ρ) (A1)

where L = Lin + Lout. And

Lin(ρ) = γin
bond

(
A†

bondρAbond −
1

2

(
AbondA

†
bondρ+ ρAbondA

†
bond

))
+ γin

isol

(
A†

isolρAisol −
1

2

(
AisolA

†
isolρ+ ρAisolA

†
isol

))
+ γin

phn

(
A†

phnρAphn − 1

2

(
AphnlA

†
phnρ+ ρAphnA

†
phn

)) (A2)
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FIG. 11. (online color) Effect of the initial phonon number and phonon inflow on the hydrogen bond formation. gdist = gprot = g.
The initial state is |0⟩|0⟩|Nphn⟩. In the first row, γout

isol = γout
phn is fixed, while γout

bond is varied in the four panels: γout
bond = 0.1 in

panel (a), γout
bond = 0.4 in panel (b), γout

bond = 0.7 in panel (c), γout
bond = 1 in panel (d). In the second row, γout

bond = γout
phn is fixed,

while γout
isol is varied in the four panels: γout

isol = 0.1 in panel (e), γout
isol = 0.4 in panel (f), γout

isol = 0.7 in panel (g), γout
isol = 1 in

panel (h).

Lout(ρ) = γout
bond

(
AbondρA

†
bond −

1

2

(
A†

bondAbondρ+ ρA†
bondAbond

))
+ γout

isol

(
AisolρA

†
isol −

1

2

(
A†

isolAisolρ+ ρA†
isolAisol

))
+ γout

phn

(
AphnρA

†
phn − 1

2

(
A†

phnAphnρ+ ρA†
phnAphn

)) (A3)

where γin
bond = µbondγ

out
bond, γin

isol = µisolγ
out
isol, γin

phn =

µphnγ
out
phn. Here µbond < 1, µisol < 1, µphn < 1, thus

γin
bond < γout

bond, γin
isol < γout

isol, γin
phn < γout

phn.

Appendix B: Estimation of physical quantities

The average energy of hydrogen bonds in water is
21 kJ/mol. To convert this energy to the energy of a
single hydrogen bond, estimate it by using Avogadro’s
constant (NA), the number of particles per mole of sub-

stance, which is approximately (6.022 × 1023). Through
calculation, it can be estimated that the energy of a single
hydrogen bond

EH−bond =
Ebond

NA

=
21× 103 [J/mol]

6.022× 1023[molecules/mol]

≈ 3.32× 10−20 [J ] = 0.217655 [eV]

(B1)

Substituting into Eq. (21) and calculating, the charac-
teristic time scale is got as follows

τ =
ℏ
E

=
ℏ×NA

EH−bond
=

1.0545718× 10−34 [J · s]× 6.022× 1023[molecules/mol]

21× 103 [J/mol]
≈ 3.175316× 10−15 [s] (B2)
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