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Abstract. We construct the four-mode squeezed states and study their physical properties.
These states describe two linearly-coupled quantum scalar fields, which makes them physi-
cally relevant in various contexts such as cosmology. They are shown to generalise the usual
two-mode squeezed states of single-field systems, with additional transfers of quanta between
the fields. To build them in the Fock space, we use the symplectic structure of the phase
space. For this reason, we first present a pedagogical analysis of the symplectic group Sp(4, R)
and its Lie algebra, from which we construct the four-mode squeezed states and discuss their
structure. We also study the reduced single-field system obtained by tracing out one of the
two fields. This procedure being easier in the phase space, it motivates the use of the Wigner
function which we introduce as an alternative description of the state. It allows us to discuss
environmental effects in the case of linear interactions. In particular, we find that there is
always a range of interaction coupling for which decoherence occurs without substantially
affecting the power spectra (hence the observables) of the system.
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1 Introduction

Two-mode squeezed states [1-3] have been widely studied in the past for the important
role they play in quantum optics (see e.g. Refs. [4, 5] for reviews), but also in the cosmological
context where they describe primordial density perturbations, amplified by gravitational
instability from the vacuum quantum fluctuations [6-12]. In general, they characterise the
quantum state of linear single-field systems, where each pair of Fourier modes is placed in a
two-mode squeezed state [13].

When more degrees of freedom are present however, two-mode squeezed state are in-
sufficient and the squeezing formalism needs to be generalised to higher numbers of modes.



This is why, in this work, we construct the four-mode squeezed states, which describe two
linearly-coupled quantum scalar fields. The motivation behind this analysis is twofold. First,
there are a number of situations where two-field systems are directly relevant, for instance
during the inflationary phase our primordial universe underwent. Even if current cosmologi-
cal data is consistent with single-field setups [14], from a theoretical point of view, inflation
takes place in a regime that is far beyond the reach of accelerators, and most physical setups
that have been proposed to embed inflation contain extra scalar fields, for instance in the
string-theoretic context [15-19]. Those additional degrees of freedom are usually associated to
entropic perturbations. Four-mode squeezed states would then naturally appear in two-field
inflation models, and provide insight about multi-field cosmology in general. Second, this
setup provides a way to investigate environmental effects in the case of linear interactions,
by tracing over one of the two fields. More precisely, when the system of observational rele-
vance couples to unobserved degrees of freedom (referred to as the “environment”), quantum
entanglement builds up between the system and the environment. This affects observational
predictions and also leads to the quantum decoherence of the observable sector [20-22]. This
phenomenon is usually investigated by the means of effective methods that only provide
results that are perturbative in the interaction strength and that rely on additional assump-
tions, see e.g. Ref. [23]. By considering that one of the two fields represents the observed
system and the other field stands for the environment, the formalism we develop will allow
us to go beyond those methods and present exact results.

Let us stress that the explicit construction of the squeezed quantum states, especially
in the Fock’s space, is not only of formal interest. As we will explain, it provides important
insight into the physical mechanisms at play in the dynamics of those states and in the
emergence of peculiar properties such as quantum entanglement. Furthermore, it is required
in a number of concrete computations (see for instance Refs. [24-28]).

Although we are inspired by problems formulated in the context of cosmology, it is
worth mentioning that the formalism we develop here is generic and broad in applicability.
It does not require prior knowledge of the concepts and tools relevant in cosmology (which
will only be mentioned in our concluding remarks for illustrative purpose), to which we plan
to apply our results in separate publications.

Let us now describe how this article is organised, and highlight its main results. In Sec. 2,
we introduce the physical setup describing two free scalar fields, both at the classical and
quantum levels, and we highlight the symplectic structure that underlies its phase space. This
leads us to introducing the symplectic group in four dimensions, Sp(4,R), which we formally
describe in Sec. 3. This section reviews material that may also be found in other references on
the same topic (apart from the fully factorised form of group elements, Eq. (3.22), which, up
to our knowledge, is a new result), see e.g. Refs. [29-33]. As a consequence, it may be skipped
by those readers already familiar with the use of symplectic groups in quantum mechanics.
Otherwise, it provides a self-contained presentation of the techniques employed in the rest
of the paper. The Hamiltonians leading to the four-mode squeezed states are then built in
Sec. 4, where we also construct the evolution operator using theses results. In particular,
we comment on the physical interpretation of the generators of the Lie algebra, when acting
in the Hamiltonian. As an example, we also briefly apply our formalism to describe two
massless fields in a cosmological background. Finally, we use the previous results to write
a tractable expression for the evolution operator from which four-mode squeezed states can
be obtained. Sec. 5 is devoted to the explicit construction of the four-mode squeezed states
in the Fock basis, see Egs. (5.6) and (5.7), which constitute one of the main results of this



paper. An expansion around the limit where the two fields are uncoupled further allows us
to discuss the physical interpretation of these formulas, to interpret the four-mode squeezed
states in terms of particle transfer and to link their structure to the relevant microphysical
parameters. We also derive the Wigner function of the system, which provides an alternative
description of the state in the phase space. Although equivalent to the Fock-space description,
its simple Gaussian form, built out of the power spectra of the configuration fields, makes
some calculations simpler. Finally, in Sec. 6, we investigate environmental effects by tracing
out one of the two fields and studying how the reduced quantum state of the first field is
affected. This is done both at the level of the density matrix and of the Wigner function.
Two independent calculations of the purity are thus performed, and then expanded in the
small-coupling limit where they are shown to lead to the same result. Sec. 7 presents our
conclusions, and the paper ends by four appendices to which various technical aspects of the
calculations presented in the main text are deferred.

2 Quantum phase space of two free fields

2.1 Two scalar fields in a homogeneous and isotropic background

Let us consider two real-valued scalar fields ¢ (¢, %) and ¢o(t, &), with conjugate mo-
menta (¢, Z) and ma(t, &). These phase-space coordinates can be arranged into the four-
dimensional vector z(Z) = (¢1(Z), ¢2(Z), 71 (Z), m2(Z))T where “T” stands for the transpose
and explicit time dependence is dropped for notational convenience. In this work, for sim-
plicity, we focus on the case of free fields, for which the Hamiltonian H is a local quadratic
form,

H= % / P72 (7) H ()2 (7). (2.1)
In the cosmological context, one may view ¢ and ¢, as two test fields (i.e. they do not
backreact on the background geometry), or as the perturbations of some cosmological fields
where cosmological perturbation theory is carried out at leading order. In Eq. (2.1), H(t)
is a four-by-four real symmetric matrix, which we assume does not depend on the spatial
coordinate Z, so the background on which the fields evolve is homogeneous. Note that H (t)
may however involve the gradient operator 9/0% (though to positive powers only, to be
compatible with the locality assumption).

Phase space is equipped with the Poisson bracket

{F,G}:/d?’f{ 0F G oF oG oF oG 0F oG (2.2)

0¢1(Z) omi(Z)  om1(F) 661 () * 0¢2(Z) oma(Z)  om2(F) 562(7)

which can be written in matricial form for the phase-space coordinates as
{z(), 2" ()} = (@ - 7). (2.3)

In this expression, J is the Dirac distribution, the matrix €2 is given by

Q- (_‘}2 {f) , (2.4)



where I,, is the n x n identity matrix, and the notation in Eq. (2.3) has to be understood as
{2,(2), 2,(§)} = Q,,,0%(& — §) with g,v = 1---4. The time evolution of any function F of
the phase-space field variables is given by

F(z) ={F(=z),H}, (2.5)
where a dot means differentiating with respect to the time variable.

Fourier space

Since the background is homogeneous, it is useful to work in Fourier space and to
introduce

¢1,E
Dok / &’z —ik.Z@
zZp = = | = mz(@)e . (2.6)
" Tk (2m)3/2
ok

The condition for the fields to be real-valued, z(Z) = z*(Z), translates into z. =z p. This
means that half of the Fourier modes are enough to parametrise the entire (now complex)
phase space. In practice, any integral over k € R? can be split into an integral over R3* =
R2 xR+ and R*~ = R%2 xR~, where the latter can be related to the former by a simple change
of integration variable k — —k and using the relation z% = z_j. For the Hamiltonian (2.1),
this leads to

H = d*kzLH (1), (2.7)
R3+ k
which avoids double counting the degrees of freedom of the theory. In Eq. (2.7), H(t)
corresponds to H(t) where the spatial gradient 8/07 is replaced with ik. If we further
assume the background to be isotropic, H(t) only depends on the norm k = |k| of k, hence
the notation.
Plugging Eq. (2.6) into Eq. (2.2), one can compute

{zp 2L} = Qo*(k - ), (2.8)

which is of the same form as Eq. (2.3). This shows that the Poisson brackets are preserved
when going to Fourier space (in the language that will be introduced in Sec. 2.2, the Fourier
transform is a “symplectic transformation”), so phase space can be equivalently parametrised
with the Fourier coordinates, and the Poisson bracket (2.2) can also be written as

(F,Gy= | &%k - _ - .
5¢1’55W17E 5#17,;&;517]; 5@1)27’;571'2’]-5 5%27135%’]2

RS

F F F F
(5 G 6F 6G  6F 6G 6 5G> 29)

Finally, applying the equation of motion (2.5) to the Fourier phase-space coordinates yields
,Z'SEZ (QHk) ch" (2.10)

where the explicit time dependence of Hj; has been dropped for notational convenience.
This equation shows that, for free fields in a homogeneous and isotropic background, Fourier
modes decouple and evolve independently. This implies that each Fourier sector can be
studied separately, which greatly simplifies the analysis. From now on, we therefore focus on
a single Fourier sector, i.e. k in R3* is fixed hereafter.



Quantisation

So far, linear Hamiltonian systems have been described at the classical level. We now
follow the canonical quantisation prescrlptlons and promote the phase space coordinates to
quantum operators acting on a Hilbert space, z ((]51 e qﬁz i 1 BT k) (where, from now
on, hats denote quantum operators). These operators satisfy the canonical commutation
relations

[Ak, } iQB3E— ), (2.11)

which is the quantum analogue of Eq. (2. ) and where, hereafter, we work with A = 1. The
Hamiltonian operator reads H= fR3+ d3 k:z~H kZj;, and the dynamics of any function of the

quantum phase-space variables is given by the Heisenberg equation F(A~) = —i[F(zp), H.
In particular, for the field variables themselves, this gives rise to z; = (2H})z};, which

directly transposes Eq. (2.10).
Creation and annihilation operators are defined in the usual way, i.e.

<f¢]k+ for j=1,2, (2.12)

Q)

NG )

where the prefactors Vk and 1 / Vk are introduced for dimensional reasons. This can be
written in matricial form as

a1,175
. Yok -
ap = T = UDkZE7 (2.13)
a4 g
AT
2 —

where “1” stands for the conjugate transpose, and the matrices U and Dy, are defined as

1 I, oI5 \/EI2 0
V=175 <12 —112> and Dy ( 0 I/Vk

One can check that U is a unitary matrix, i.e. UU' = U'U = I,. In principle, D), may be
replaced with M Dy, where M}, is any (dimensionless) symplectic matrix (formally defined
below in Sec. 2.2). It only leads to a different definition of the vacuum state (i.e. the state

that is annihilated by the annihilation operators) [13]. Let us note that the ordering in aj

since in a,; the first two entries concern the & sector and the last two

(2.14)

is different than in zk,
entries the —k sector.!
The dynamics of the creation and annihilation operators is generated by the quadratic

Hamiltonian H = Jra+ d%’&%ﬂ,@ag, where Hj, reads [13]

%sz[(D WTH,.D;' + (D;")TQD, }UT. (2.15)

'This is because the classical version of Eq. (2.13) gives z_; = D, 'U'a_; and zp = D,:lUTaZ—. The
0 I;

reality condition z’é = z_j; thus entails a_j = UUTa;%, where UUT = (I 0
2

), explaining the structure of

the @y vector.



The canonical commutation relations are given by

[AE, ag} = ig8%(k —§) where J=UQU' = —i <102 _012> , (2.16)

and any function of the creation and annihilation operators evolves according to F (ap) =

[F(&E), ﬁ] . In particular, for the creation and annihilation operators themselves, one obtains

a; = (THy)ay. (2.17)

2.2 Symplectic structure of the phase space

In Sec. 2.1, we saw that the Fourier transform preserves the Poisson brackets of the
phase-space variables. Another example of a transformation that preserves the Poisson brack-
ets is provided by the Hamiltonian evolution itself. Indeed, the equation of motion (2.10)
can be solved as

zﬁ(t) = Gk(tatin)zlg(tin)y (2'18)

where Gy, is a (4 x 4)-real matrix called the Green’s matrix and that satisfies Gr = QH,G+
I46(t — tin), with initial condition Gg/(tin,tin) = I4. Note that, as Hy, G only depends on
the wavenumber k. One can also check that G, satisfies

GiQG, = Q. (2.19)

This is indeed obviously the case at initial time, and by plugging the equation of motion for
G, in the time derivative of the left-hand-side of Eq. (2.19), one obtains a vanishing result
after using that H, is symmetric and that QTQ = —Q? = I,.

In general, real matrices satisfying Eq. (2.19) are called symplectic, and they form the
symplectic group Sp(4,R). They describe all possible reparametrisations of phase space
through linear canonical transformations, i.e. transformations that preserve the Poisson
brackets. Indeed, consider two phase-space coordinates z; and zp, related through a lin-
ear transformation

zE = Mkz (2.20)

E.
One can check that the Poisson brackets are preserved, i.e. {EE,E;%} = {zz, zg} = Q, if
and only if My € Sp(4,R) [i.e. M satisfies Eq. (2.19)]. This ensures that the Poisson
bracket between two arbitrary phase-space functions is the same when calculated with the
zp-variables or with the z-variables. One can check that the equations of motion for the new
set of canonical variables z are then given by Hamilton equations with the new Hamiltonian
kernel

—_—~ _ _ _ . 71
H,= MY H.M '+ M YoM, , (2.21)

and the dynamics is solved by Zzp(t) = Gi(t, tin)Zj(tin) where Gi(t t) =
M, (t)G(t, tin) M,  (tin). Symplectic transformations thus constitute a fundamental symme-
try of the Hamiltonian phase space, and this is why the symplectic group for linear scalar-field
systems is the main topic of the present work.



Let us note that in this framework, the dynamical evolution is nothing but a particular
symplectic transformation since, as stressed above, the Green’s matrix is symplectic. One
can also check that for the transformation that goes from zj(t) to zj(tin), generated by the
matrix G,;l(t, tin), the new Hamiltonian vanishes, as can be shown by plugging the equation
of motion for G, into Eq. (2.21). This is consistent with the fact that the z(t,) variables are
indeed time independent, and in that case the dynamics is entirely contained in the canonical
transformation that relates them with the primary variables z(t).

Finally, when one works with the creation and annihilation operators introduced in
Sec. 2.1, a similar description applies. The equation of motion given in Eq. (2.17) can be
solved in terms of the Green’s matrix,

a[}’(t) = gk(ta tin)alg(tin) ) (2.22)

where G(t, tin) = UDGy(t, tin) Dy, 'UT such that GL TGy = J and det(Gy) = 1. Similarly,
one can check that any generic canonical transformation z; — Mz} gives rise to ap —

My, where My = UD M. D, 'U' satisfies MLT My, = T and det(My) = 1.

3 Sp(4,R) toolkit

In the previous section, we have seen how symplectic transformations naturally arise
in the phase-space description of linear Hamiltonian systems, both as a fundamental
reparametrisation symmetry and as a way to generate the dynamics. This is why in this
section, we further study the mathematical structure of the symplectic group in four dimen-
sions, which is relevant to discuss the physics of two scalar fields. Readers already familiar
with the use of symplectic groups in quantum mechanics can easily skip this section, which
mostly consists in a review of the mathematical tools employed in the rest of the paper. It
may otherwise serve as a pedagogical introduction to the techniques employed in the subse-
quent calculations, and set out our main notations.

3.1 Generators and Lie algebra

As explained around Eq. (2.19), the group of symplectic (4 x 4)-matrices, denoted
Sp(4,R), is defined as

Sp(4,R) = {M € My(R): MTQM = Q}, (3.1)

where M.,,(R) is the set of (n x n)-real matrices. Since 2TQ = —Q? = I, one can show that,
if M € Sp(4,R), then MT € Sp(4,R) (this is because Eq. (3.1) leads to MT = —-QM'Q,
which implies that MQM?T = Q). One can also readily check that Sp(4,R) is indeed a
group, and it follows from Eq. (3.1) that all symplectic matrices have unit determinant [34].
Sp(4,R) is a Lie group, that is a continuous group whose multiplication and inversion
operations are differentiable, so one can investigate global properties of the group by looking
at its local or linearised version, given in terms of its so-called Lie algebra. The Lie algebra
is a vector space under the bracket operation [X,Y] = XY —Y X that completely captures
the local structure of the group. When analysing Lie groups, finding a basis of this vector
space, i.e. a set of so-called “generators”, and deriving their commutators, is of paramount
importance. The number of generators specifies both the dimension of the Lie group and its
associated Lie algebra. In what follows, the Lie algebra of Sp(4,R) is denoted sp(4, R).



The exponential map allows us to connect the Lie algebra to its corresponding Lie group.
For any X € sp(4,R), M = exp(X) is an element of Sp(4,R) (see Ref. [33] for a recent
complete characterisation of the exponential map of Sp(4,R)). Note that the exponential
map is not surjective, meaning that there exist elements of Sp(4,R) that cannot be written
as exp(X). By plugging M = exp(X) into Eq. (3.1), and upon writing the obtained formula
as an expansion in X, one finds that the Lie algebra is defined according to

sp(4,R) = {X € My(R) : QX + XTQ =0}. (3.2)

This allows one to write a generic element of the Lie algebra as

X = @ _§T> (3.3)

where A, B and C are three (2 x 2) real matrices, B and C being symmetric. This implies
that sp(4,R) is a ten-dimensional vector space, since A contains four degrees of freedom while
B and C being symmetric, they contain three degrees of freedom each. Denoting by K,
1 =1---10, a basis of 10 generators, a generic element of the Lie algebra can be decomposed
as

10
X =) oK, acR (3.4)
=1

Our next step is to exhibit such a basis.
To that end, we first introduce the Kronecker product. For two (2 x 2)-matrices

A— (011 012) and B — <b11 b12> ’ (3.5)

a1 a2 ba1 boo

the Kronecker product A ® B is a (4 x 4)-matrix defined as

a12b11 aisbiz

a12b21 a12b22 (3.6)
agbi1 aznbiz |- '
az2b21 azeba

a11b11 a11b12
a;1 B a12B) | a11bo1 a11b22
a1 B ax B az1b11 a21b12
az1ba1 as1b22

AsB=(

The reason why this construction is useful is because, within the two-field system at hand,
each field is individually described by an sp(2,R) algebra. It is therefore natural for expect
that sp(4,R) contains products of elements of sp(2,R) with themselves. The generators of
sp(2,R) can be simply written in terms of the Pauli matrices [13],

sp(2,R) = Span{o,,ioy, 0.}, (3.7)

() () (). e

so 5p(2,R) is of dimension 3. This implies that over the 10 generators of sp(4,R), 6 provide
two copies of sp(2,R) and describe the two sectors separately, and 4 are related to the
coupling between the two sectors. For 0,04 € {I2,0,,i0,0.}, there are 16 combinations

with



o, ® oy for a,b € {0,---,3}, namely I, and the 15 Dirac matrices [29]. Among them,
only 10 are of the form (3.3),2 which are listed in Table 1, where they are organised in
three subsets. The so-called squeezing generators are diagonal. Through the exponential
map, they give rise to group elements of the form exp(di K1) = diag(e®,e™%, e~% e and
exp(do K ) = diag(e®, e®, 792 ¢792) with d; and ds two real parameters. Therefore, they
elongate one phase-space direction while contracting the other, hence their name. The two
other kinds of generators are called rotations and boosts. When squared, rotations give —14
and boosts give I,. Therefore, once exponentiated, rotations generate group elements of the
form exp(6;K;) = cos®;14 + sin6,K; for i € {3,4,5,6} with 0; € R, while boosts generate
exp(a; K;) = cosha;I4 + sinh o K; for ¢ € {7,8,9,10} with a; € R, hence their name.

Squeezing Rotation Boost
10 00 0 010 0010
0-1 00 ) 0 001 0001
Ki=0,®0,= K3 =ioy®Iy = K =0,1,=
00 —-10 -1 000 1000
00 01 0 -100 0100
100 0 0010 0010
010 O ) 0 00-1 00 0-1
Ko=0,®15= K,=io,®0, = Ks=0,00,=
00-1 0 —-100 0 1000
00 0 -1 0100 0-10 0
0100 010 O
) —-10 00 10 0 O
K5:Ig®lay: Ky=0.®0, =
0001 00 0 —1
00-10 00-1 0
0 001 0001
) 0 010 0010
K6:“7y®aa;: K10:0':5®Uw:
0 -100 0100
-1 000 1000

Table 1. Generators of sp(4,R) in the fundamental representation.

Now that we have explicitly obtained the generators of the Lie algebra, let us iden-
tify their respective role. The two sp(2,R) algebras are given by {(K1 + K2)/2,(K3 +
K,)/2,(K7+ Ksg)/2} and {(K; — K2)/2,(K3— K4)/2,(K7— Kg)/2}, each of them being
composed of a squeezing, a rotation and a boost. They act on each sector separately and
would be enough to describe two non-interacting degrees of freedom. Formally, they generate
the Sp(2,R) x Sp(2, R) subgroup of Sp(4,R). The 4 remaining generators are associated with
the coupling between the two sectors. They correspond to the rotations K5 and K¢ and the
boosts Kg and K¢, which entangle the two sectors, as will be made clear in Sec. 3.4. One
can indeed check that these 4 generators (and only them) have non-vanishing off-diagonal
elements within the (2 x 2) blocks, which, from the ordering of the phase-space variables in

*Formally, the 15 Dirac matrices form the 0(3,3) algebra. sp(4,R) is isomorphic to 0(3,2), which is a
subalgebra of 0(3,3) [29].



Eq. (2.6), implies that they mix the two fields. This is why, hereafter, they will be referred
to as the coupling generators.

To complete our description of the Lie algebra, let us finally provide the commutators
between its generators. They can be obtained from the multiplication rule of the Kronecker

product for square matrices,3
(A B)(C® D)= (AC)® (BD), (3.9)
together with the formula
0,0; = 0;jI2 +iciyo, for {i,j k} € {z,y,2}, (3.10)

where d,p is the Kronecker symbol and €4, is the Levi-Civita symbol. For instance, one has
(Ko, K4] = [ioy @ 04,00, @ 0;] = (i0,)? ® 0,0, — (i0,)? ® 0,0, = —I,® (—ioy) + [, ®
(ioy) = 2K 5. All other commutators are presented in Appendix A, where we also derive the
various subalgebras. We do not reproduce these formulas here for display convenience, and
will simply refer to Appendix A when needed.

3.2 Bloch-Messiah decomposition

The explicit derivation of the 10 generators of the Lie algebra allows one to decompose
any element of the group (within the exponential map) onto these generators, upon expo-
nentiating Eq. (3.4). This parametrisation of the exponential map is performed in Ref. [33]
(see also Refs. [31, 32]). When all 10 parameters are non vanishing, it however leads to
expressions that may be cumbersome to manipulate, and which, as mentioned above, do not
reach all the elements of the group. This is why, in this section, we turn our attention to an
alternative decomposition, the so-called Bloch-Messiah decomposition (also sometimes called
Euler decomposition) [35], which allows one to write any symplectic matrix as

M(6.d, o) = R(6)Z(d)R(y) . (3.11)

Here, R(0), R(p) € Sp(4,R) N SO(4) are constructed from the four rotation generators and
Z(d) from the two squeezing generators, i.e.

R(0) = exp(03 K3 + 04K 4 + 05 K5 + 0K ) (3.12)
and a similar expression for R(¢) with ¢ = (¢1, p2, 3, p4), and
Z(d) = exp(d1K1 + dgKQ). (313)

The 8 parameters contained in @ and ¢ are called the rotation parameters, while d contains
the so-called squeezing parameters. Note that the parameters associated with the coupling
generators are 05, w5, 0 and g, which thus control the mixing between the two sectors.
One may note that only 6 out of the 10 generators of sp(4,R) are involved in the
Bloch-Messiah decomposition. It therefore provides a factorised expression of the group
elements that is slightly more convenient to manipulate. Moreover, the three blocks of the

30ther properties of the Kronecker product that will be used in the following are that it is bilinear and
associative, and that for square matrices, ( A® B) ' =A@ B™}, (A® B)* = A* @ B* and (A® B)" =
A" @ B".

~10 -



decomposition can be further factorised down. Indeed, in Appendix A, it is shown that K1
and Ko commute, so

Z(d) = exp(dlKl) . eXp(dQKQ). (314)

Regarding the rotation operators, still in Appendix A, it is shown that K3 commutes with
the other three rotation generators, namely K4, K5 and K¢ [see Eq. (A.2)], so K3 generates
a separate U(1) Lie group; while K4, K5 and K¢ generate a SU(2) Lie group [see Eq. (A.20)].

As a consequence, the four rotation generators form?
Sp(4,R)NSO(4) = U(2) 2 SU(2) x U(1), (3.15)
where “ =7 indicates group isomorphisms. This leads to factorising
R(0) = exp(03K3) - exp(04 K4 + 05 K5 + 0 Kg) , (3.16)

and a similar expression for R(¢). Finally, one can use the Baker-Campbell-Haussdorf
formula [36-39] to further factorise the remaining SU(2) part. This can be done by first
introducing the complexified Lie algebra

1 1 ) 1 .
SZ_ZKLL’ S+_Z(K5_2K6)) S—_Z(K5+ZK6) ) (317)

where the notation is purposely reminiscent of spin physics. One can check that Sl =S5,
and Sl = S_, and from the SU(2) commutation relations derived in Eq. (A.20), one has

S.,8:] =S4, [S..8.]=-S_, [S; S ]=28.. (3.18)

Expanding 0, K 4+05 K546 K onto S, S+ and S_, the Baker-Campbell-Haussdorf formula
thus leads to [39]

exp(04 K4+ 05 K5+ 06 Kg) = exp(p+S+) exp(p.S.) exp(p-S_-), (3.19)
where
=—2In COSQ—’L'% sin 6 = —7"sinf = 7sin 6
Pz = 0 ’ pi_@cos@—z’@;;sin@’ pJF_Hcos@—i&;sin@7

(3.20)

and where we have introduced

T=-0s+1i05 and 0= ./07+60+03. (3.21)

4The role played by the 4 rotation generators can be further understood as follows. As explained in Sec. 3.1,
(K3+ K4)/2 and (K3 — K4)/2 generate separate rotations in the first and second sectors respectively. Thus
K3 induces the same rotation in both sectors and 63 can be thought of as a “coherent phase” (which is why
K3 decouples from the other generators), while K4 generates opposite rotations in the two sectors and 64
can be thought of as a “phase shift”. For the two coupling generators, K5 operates the same rotation in the
position plane and in the momentum plane, so it can be understood as a field redefinition; while K¢ operates
a rotation that mixes positions and momenta of the two sectors.

- 11 -



A similar expression can be found for R(¢), where q,, ¢, ¢4+ denote the parameters analogue
to ps,p—,p+. Combining the above results, any element of Sp(4,R) can be decomposed
according to

R(09) Z(d)

M =[exp(p+S4+) - exp(p.S:) - exp(p—S-) - exp(63K3)] - [exp(d1 K1) - exp(daK2)]
R(yp)

- lexp(g4S+4) - exp(g:S-) - exp(g-S-) - exp(p3K3)] -

(3.22)

This fully factorised form will be of particular convenience when it comes to characterising
the quantum states of the system in Sec. 5.

3.3 Helicity basis

In Sec. 2.1, the creation and annihilation operators have been introduced as an equiv-
alent parametrisation of phase space, called the helicity basis. In the quantum mechanical
context, it leads to the convenient occupation-number representation, which is why we now
translate the above considerations into that basis.

We recall that when applying a canonical transformation, the helicity variables trans-
form via matrices of the form My, = UM U for M}, € Sp(4,R), which satisfy ./\/17,2‘7./\/11C =
J and det(My) = 1, see the discussion below Eq. (2.22). In particular, this is the case for
the Green matrix Gy (¢, tin). Those two conditions define the SU(2,2) group, but given that
SU(2,2) is a fifteen dimensional Lie group, Sp(4, R) cannot be isomorphic to the whole group
and instead constitutes a ten dimensional subgroup, which we denote .#p(4,R). More pre-
cisely, decomposing a generic matrix My € My(R) into blocks according to

My, = (é g) (3.23)

with A, B,C, D € Ms(R), the condition My, = UM(t)U" can be written as
A B

where A = (1/2)[(A+ D) +i(C — B)] and B = (1/2)[(A — D) +i(C + B)]. As explained
below Eq. (3.1), if M € Sp(4,R) then ME € Sp(4,R), which implies that ML is also
symplectic, hence M J ./\/lJr = J. This leads to the two conditions

(3.24)

AA" —-BB' =1, and ABT -BAT =0. (3.25)
Upon expanding the matrices A and B in terms of the so-called Bogolyubov coefficients,
A— (1 0412) and B— <511 512) 7 3.96
<a21 Q22 P21 P22 (3:26)
Eq. (3.25) leads to the four conditions

a1 |+ aaal® = [Bun]? = |Bi2)® = 1, (3.27)
a1 | + |aga|® = [Ba1]® — |Be2? = 1, (3.28)
o1105; + 20y — B11831 — B1282 (3.29)

I
o

- 12 —



11821 + a12f22 — a1 B11 — P12 = 0. (3.30)

This fixes 2 real and 2 complex combinations out of the 8 complex Bogolyubov coefficients,
that is 6 out of the 16 real parameters, and one recovers the 10 degrees of freedom of Sp(4, R).

One may note that the Green matrix Gy(¢, tin) being an element of .#p(4,R), it can also
be written in terms of Bogolyubov coefficients according to Egs. (3.24) and (3.26). In that
case, the relations (3.27)-(3.30) translate the fact that the Poisson brackets (or their quantum
analogue, the commutation relations) are preserved by the dynamical evolution. Moreover,
when applying a;(t) = Gi(t, tn)@j(tin), one notices that A and A" transform annihilation
into annihilation operators, and creation into creation operators, respectively. Therefore,
they maintain the overall excitation number while reshuffling the excitations between the
different sectors. On the contrary, B and B* convert annihilation into creation operators and
conversely, so they create or annihilate new excitations. We finally note that a1, ago, 511
and (99 act on each sector separately while ajs, o1, f12 and fB2; mix the two sectors. As
a consistency check, one can verify that when these mixing Bogolyubov coefficients van-
ish, Egs. (3.27)-(3.30) reduce to the Sp(2, R)-constraint on the Bogolyubov coefficients [13],
namely a1 — [B11]* = |aa|* — [Ba2]? = 1.

Let us now study the infinitesimal properties of .#p(4,R), as we did for Sp(4,R) in
Sec. 3.1. We observe that the ten generators of .#p(4,R) can be found by simple correspon-
dence with the ten generators of Sp(4, R), upon introducing exp(e;L;) = U exp(a; K ) UT =
exp(oUK,;UT), where i = 1---10 and where we have used the fact that U is unitary.
Writing K; = 04, ® op, and U = u ® I with

"= \}i G _Z) , (3.31)

the generators of .“p(4,R) can be calculated by means of Eq. (3.9) and one has L, =
UK, U' = (u® @) (0, ®0p,) (ul ® Iy) = uo,ul ® op,. Given that uo,ul = —ay,
uayuT = —0, and uo.u’ = o, one concludes that the generators of .%p(4, R) are merely a
reshuffling of those of Sp(4, R), where the detailed correspondence is given in Table 2. In par-
ticular, one observes that rotations in the helicity basis are block diagonal (which generalises
the Sp(2,R) result where rotations in the helicity basis are (2 x 2) diagonal matrices [13]).
Note that the commutation relations between the L; operators directly follow from those
between the K; operators given in Appendix A.

Squeezing | Rotation Boost

Li=Kg | L3 = —iKy | Ly = iK3
Ly=K, | Li=—iK, | Ly = iK,
L; = K5 Ly =Ky
Ls = —iKg | Lip = iKg

Table 2. Generators of the helicity basis .#p(4,R) in the fundamental representation, L; = UK, U f,
where the K; generators are given in Table 1.

The Bloch-Messiah decomposition (3.11) can also be performed in the helicity basis,
M(0,d,¢) = R(O)Z(A)R(). (3.32)
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where 2 = UZU' and R = URU are the squeezing matrix and the rotation matrix in
the helicity basis. This expression allows us to connect the Bogolyubov coefficients with the
squeezing and rotation parameters. Using the above results, an explicit calculation yields

: 0
oy —e H03+e3) <cos 0 — 2‘;4 sin 9) (COS ©— iﬂ sin <p) coshry
2

sin 6

_ o—ilB3+¢3) [(95 — i6g) 0 ] [(@5 + ie) Slr;iﬂ

] coshry, (3.33)

. 0 i
gy —e H03te3) <cos¢9 — iﬁ sin 0) [(@5 — ipe) smcp] cosh rq
¥

4 o~ i0s+3) [(95 — i) (cosgo +i%in <p> coshry, (3.34)
v

, 0
— g0 +s) <cos 0+ i3 sin

0 ) [(@5 + i) su;cp} coshry, (3.35)

. ind
g1 = — e 0stv3) [(95 + i6g) sm] (COS »— i% sin <P> coshry
0

99 — — e_i(93+‘p3) [(95 + 7106)

. 0
1+ g Os+es) <cos 0 + i? sin 9) <cos 0+ % sin gO) coshrg, (3.36)
%
and

) 0

Biq =e(03—w3) (cos 0 — iﬁ sin 9) <COS 0+ i sin gp) sinh rq
¥

sin

0
sin (p(p} sinhrg , (3.37)

— ¢ (0a=pa) [(95 — i) 0 ] [(@5 — ip6)

Bi2 — e H(03—¢3) <cos€ — 1% sin 9) [(@5 + i) sin ‘P} sinh 1
¥
. ino
+ ¢ (03 =¢3) [(95 — i6g) 31;1] <cos ©— 2% sin go) sinhrg , (3.38)
¥
Bo1 = i(03—ps) [(95 + 196 ] (cos o+ i% sin go) sinh r{
03=3) (COSH + Z— sin 9> [(805 — i) SH;’O] sinhrg | (3.39)
p .
Baz = i(b3=3) [(95 + i) sin ] [(@5 + ipe) sn;cp} sinh rq
(6 P4 . .
5=3) (cosﬁ + 1— sin 9) (coscp — z; sin <p) sinh g, (3.40)

where 6 = /07 + 02 4+ 63 and ¢ = /3 + 2 + p3 have already been defined in Eq. (3.21),

and where we have introduced
r1=dy+do and ro=dy —dj. (3.41)

One can check that if the rotation parameters associated with the coupling generators vanish,
ie. if 05 = 0g = 5 = g = 0, then the mixing Bogolyubov coefficients vanish too, i.e. a190 =
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91 = P12 = P21 = 0, and the link between the Bogolyubov coefficients and the squeezing
and rotation parameters reduces to the one obtained in Sp(2,R) [13].
Finally, a fully factorised form for the elements of (4, R) can be obtained from trans-
posing Eq. (3.22), which gives rise to
R(0) Z(d)
M =[exp(p+Ly) -exp(p.L.) - exp(p—L_) - exp(03L3)] - [exp(di1L1) - exp(daL2)]
R(¢)
~lexp(g+ L) - exp(qzLz) - exp(q-L-) - exp(p3L3)],

where L, = US, U = L,/(2i), Ly, = US, U' = (L5 —iLg) /(2i) and L_ = US_U"' =
(Ls + iLg) /(2i).

3.4 Quantum representation

(3.42)

Since the Green’s matrix is an element of the symplectic group, in order to describe the
dynamics in the occupation-number representation, one first needs to derive the quantum
representation of the elements of .#p(4,R). This can be done by following the procedure
outlined in Refs. [40-42] and presented in details in Appendix B of Ref. [13]. It consists in
first linearising the elements of the ./p(4,R) Lie group,

10
My~ I+ eiL,, (3.43)

a=1

where €f are (small) real parameters. This generates a canonical transformation on the
helicity variables, given by

10
/ o~
a.~ap Z a;. (3.44)

Our goal is to find a set of operators EE such that this can be written as a unitary transfor-
mation a~ = MTad\/l with

10
M:m/ 4?7 2Ll (3.45)
R3 a=1

Note that LI has to be anti-hermitian for M to be unitary. By expanding this transformation

an] (where the commutator is performed on

in €7, one obtains @ a~ ~ aj+ [ak, Jes 43¢ Za €8

each entry of aE). Slnce this formula should match Eq. (3.44), and given the commutation

relations (2.16), this suggests to look for Ll operators that are quadratic in the creation and
annihilation operators,

L

Ry

— aggaa@ (3.46)

where Q% is anti-hermitian since LI is. Making use of Eq. (2.16), this leads to
[ g, fus a0 g LT| = iT $12, 24 Q"G By identification with Eq. (3.44), this gives

L, =17 Q" which can be inverted as

Q" =iJL,. (3.47)
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. TE_ (At At~ o~ N (At At s~
Squeezing | L] = (CLLECLL_E al,ka1,7k> <a2’Ea2’_E g 5y

Rotation E’?f =—1 <6T’Ha 4 6T7_”61,—E + 1) —i <a;]€a27l;

B~ ~t ~ .
Boost L7 =1 DO +ay pa; g

[y

N ST At NPT S
Lio =1 (al,l?al% T p0 p) T\ g0 T g g0y

Table 3. Quantum representation of the generators of (4, R).

This yields the generators E?: of the quantum representation listed in Table 3.
Another set of generators that is obtained from straightforward linear combinations of

the E’; operators is given by

il a.-a

PO g alap+a a_p+1 with i=12, (3.48)

i~k i, iK',
which correspond to the two sp(2,R) subalgebra identified below Eq. (3.8), and

T G . with i,j=1,2,

~t ~t ~t ~t - T N o~
a ﬂa;’z—i—a ~a a. Q. k—i—wka‘ P a,];ajm—i—aiH~C .
(3.49)

ik g, Gk i—k’ i,k g~ i,

which correspond to the coupling generators. The operators in Eqgs. (3.48) generate two-
mode creation, two-mode annihilation and a number counting operation respectively, acting
on each sector separately. The first and second mixing generators in Eq. (3.49) originate
from the two mixing boosts (E’g and E’lgo). They correspond to the creation and annihilation
of entangled pairs of particles with opposite momenta in the two sectors. Thﬁ third mixing
generator in Eq. (3.49) originates from the two mixing rotations (E’g and E'g) It does not
lead to net particle creation, but rather transfer excitations from one sector to the other.
One can check that all these operations preserve momentum conservation.

4 Quantum dynamics

In Sec. 2, we explained how the symplectic group Sp(4,R) naturally appears in the
description of physical systems made of two free fields. Having then studied its mathematical
structure in Sec. 3, we now want to apply these tools to describe the dynamics of two-field
systems. To this end, we explore the structure of the system’s Hamiltonian in Sec. 4.1,
before applying our findings to an explicit example. Then, we provide in Sec. 4.2 a tractable
expression of the evolution operator.
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4.1 Hamiltonian structure

In this section, we express the Hamiltonian in the occupation-number representation,
to see which interactions are allowed in the theory on generic grounds. The only constraint
we have on the Hamiltonian is that it stems from a real symmetric kernel, i.e. Hy is a
real symmetric matrix. From Eq. (2.15), H can thus be written as Hy = UN,U", where
N =D HY'HD '+ (D;I)TQD: is a real symmetric matrix (the first term is obviously
symmetric, while for the second term, this can be shown by differentiating with respect to
time the symplectic relation (2.19) satisfied by D,;l, and by using that QT = —Q), which

we parametrise as
A C

with A, B,C € M3(R) and AT = A, BT = B. This leads to

Hi = (bci :) (4.2)

with a = (A4 B) +4i(CT — C) and b = (A — B) +i(CT + C). Inverting those formulas,
one obtains that a + a* = 2(A + B) and a — a* = 2i(CT — C), so the real part of a should
be symmetric while its imaginary part should be antisymmetric; and b + b* = 2(A — B) and
b —b* = 2i(CT + ), so both the real and imaginary parts of b should be symmetric. This
imposes that a and b are of the form

0 < Fi F1H2,k€w’“> b — <17‘_f31,/rc€i@1”c R1<—>2,k€i£k>
= s = )

, , . 4.3
Froope™ ™k Fyy Riyo e Ry jet®2n (43)

where I i, Fiook, Fok, @k, Bik, Riook, Ro g, O1%, O2 and &, are ten real parameters, that
in general depend on time, and which indeed saturate the ten degrees of freedom contained
in N. In fact, since the Green matrix is generated from the (integrated) Hamiltonian, those
ten parameters fully determine the squeezing and rotation parameters, or equivalently the
Bogolyubov coefficients, that characterise the dynamics.

The Hamiltonian H = fR3+ d3/¥a£7-tka,; thus contain three terms,

~

— 372 (47 . -~ . ~ B
"= /R3+ & (Hlvk tHypt H1<—>2,k> ’ (4.4)
with

S (At s At
’Hi’k =F (ai s pt+a

; G, g+ 1)+ Rig (¢90al @l cohe) for i=1,2, (45)

ik 1,
Ho = wn (gf 4 -+t G - it (ot St ~t ot
Hioj =Freoke (GL,;‘L +a; 02,,,6) + Rigoke (al,g%:‘H‘ a' ) 4he..

—k ok 1,k
(4.6)

The Hamiltonian can thus be decomposed onto the quantum generators listed in Table 3
(this is because JH} is an element of the Lie algebra), hence we can benefit from their
physical interpretation discussed in Sec. 3.4. The components ﬁl and ﬁg drive each sector
separately and are made of two terms: a harmonic part controlled by Fj; that does not
induce particle creation, and a parametric part controlled by R;j that changes the particle
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content. Physically, this parametric amplification is related to the presence of an external field
(the electric field for the Schwinger effect [43], the gravitational field for the Hawking effect,
space-time curvature for the physics of cosmological perturbations, etc.). The component
ﬁng is an interaction term between the two sectors, and also contains two contributions: a
“transferring” part, controlled by F'j+2 (t) and built from the two mixing rotation operators,
that transfers particles from one sector to the other; and an “entangling” part, controlled by
Ri4901 and built from the two mixing boost operators, that creates or annihilates joint pairs
of particles in the two sectors.

Let us note that even when the entangling part is absent, i.e. when Ri,92 = 0, en-
tanglement between the two sectors can still indirectly arise from first creating particles in
the two sectors separately with the parametric terms, and then transferring those particles
between sectors by means of the transferring term.

Example of two massless fields in a cosmological background

Let us illustrate the formalism introduced above with a simple example. We consider
two massless scalar fields ¢ and x on a Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker spatially flat
geometry,

ds® = a®*(n) (—dn? + 5" dwdx;) | (4.7)

where a is the scale factor and 7 is the conformal time. The Ricci scalar R of this metric is
given by R = 6a” /a®, where a prime denotes derivation with respect to conformal time. The
action is given by

1 R 1 R
S=— [ d*zy/—detg <2g“l’8u¢8y¢ + 5(@252 + 59’”8@(&,){ + 50(2 + )\2¢X> , (4.8)

where ( is the conformal coupling constant and A is a coupling parameter that has dimension
of a mass. Expanding the scalar fields into Fourier modes as in Eq. (2.6) and making use of
the reality prescription qﬁz =¢_j and XZ = X_j, with the the metric (4.7) the action reads

N B 370 .20 / 2 2 4
S:/dnL——/dn/RHdk[a ¢ ;0 + (K*a® + RCa) ¢_poy

+a®x X+ (KPa® + R¢a) x_pxg + Aa (GZL,;X,;' + X,,gsb,;)] ;
which also defines the Lagrangian density L. The conjugate momenta can be identified as

pg = a’¢/ pand pr = a?x’ 7» and upon performing a Legendre transform, one obtains a

Hamiltonian of the form (2.7), with

k%a® + RCa* A2at 0 0 ¢

k
A2a? k%a® + R¢a* 0 0 X&

Hj = 0 0 1/a? 0 and zp = | (4.10)
0 0 0 1/a? Py

The momentum sector of the Hamiltonian (i.e. the bottom-right block) can be simplified by
performing a canonical transformation of the form (2.20), z;; = Mz, with

a0 0 O
Oa 0 O

Mi=| w01 0 |- (4.11)
0d 0 1/a
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One can check that M, satisfies the symplectic relation (2.19), and that the new Hamiltonian
kernel, given by Eq. (2.21), reads

k* + RCa? —a"/a A2a? 00

— \2a? k? + R¢a? —a"/a 00
H, = 0 9 e (4.12)

0 0 01

The 2z variables are usually referred to as the Mukhanov-Sasaki variables, and in the helicity
basis, Eq. (2.15) gives rise to a Hamiltonian kernel of the form (4.2), with
2 " )\2 a2

a a
kR;j = gRC ~ 55 kFp = k> + kR, Figor = Risor = TR (4.13)

and where all the phases vanish, i.e. g = ©1) = O = & = 0. This allows one to relate
the four Hamiltonian contributions identified in Sec. 4.1, namely the harmonic, parametric,
transferring and entangling terms, to the microphysical parameters of the problem. In par-
ticular, one can see that the parametric term is generated by the external “field” a(t) (since
when the scale factor is a constant, R; ; = 0), and that the transferring and entangling terms
are controlled by the coupling parameter A, in agreement with the discussion in Sec. 4.1.

Since R = 6a” /a®, the parametric term is given by kR;r = (3¢ — 1/2)a” /a. Therefore,
if one sets ( = 1/6, the parametric term vanishes, and the harmonic term simply becomes
F; . = k, as in flat space time. This is because, in that case, the fields are conformally coupled
to the metric, which removes the effect of space-time expansion that otherwise generates
parametric amplification. This implies that, in the absence of direct coupling (i.e. if A = 0),
there is no particle creation, and the above system is made of uncoupled harmonic oscillators.
However, in the presence of direct coupling, both the transferring and the entangling terms
become non vanishing, which guarantees that entangled pairs of particles are created and
exchanged between the two fields. This is because the interaction term breaks conformal
invariance, as noticed in Ref. [44].

4.2 Evolution operator

We now investigate the integrated dynamics. As explained in Sec. 3.3, the Green’s
matrix in the helicity basis, Gy (t,tin), belongs to #p(4,R). Its quantum analogue, the so-
called evolution operator Z;I\E(t, tin), thus lies in the quantum representation of .#p(4, R), which
was studied in Sec. 3.4. In this section, we make use of the formal results derived above to
derive a tractable expression for the evolution operator.

Since the Green matrix is separable in Fourier space for free fields, the evolution operator
is also factorisable as

Ut tin) = [] Ut tin), (4.14)

keRra+

where Z;{\E(t,tin) € p(4,R). Making use of the Bloch-Messiah decomposition presented in
Secs. 3.2 and 3.3, one can write

Uz(t,tin) = Ri(0x) - Zp(dy) - Ri(er) (4.15)

see Eq. (3.32), where the squeezing and rotation parameters depend only on the norm of the
wavevector, since this is also the case for the Green’s matrix. Further factorisation can be
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obtained by the procedure outlined in Sec. 3.3 and leading to Eq. (3.42), and replacing the
generators in Eq. (3.42) by their expression in the quantum representation given in Table 3,
one finds that the evolution operator involves three types of operation only, namely

R, 5(0r) = exp | =ity (0l @,z +al a, p+1)] (4.16)
Zij(rk) = exp |:7"k (aT,kaj,—E - a@gai’,;;)} ) (4.17)
Ri_m];(pk) = exp [zpk ( Tjd“—é +a}_kai,_,;>} : (4.18)

The operators 7/5 (Qk) are constructed from the rotation generators and induce global phase
shifts in sector i, Wlthout changing the particle content. The squeezing operators Z 2 ()

create pairs of entangled particles in each sector separately, and Ri N i:(pr) transfers partlcles
from one sector to the other without changing their overall number. In order to express the
operators R (0x), R (4)) and Z;(dy,) that appear in Eq. (4.15) in terms of R R, and

Z
(2

i—j k
i» we adopt a diagrammatic representation analogous to quantum circuits:

~

— Rl(@’g) ] B <_Zqz/2) ] —
Ri(ew) Ro1(—q*) Ria(qh)

—— Ra(¢h) H Raliq/2) e

—— Z1(r}) o—
Z(dy)
—— Zo(r}) [
R —— R1(6%) — Ri(—iph/2) —
Ri(0y) : 7%2—>1(—P]3) 7%1—>2(Pi)
——{ Ra(6%) Ra(iph/2) T

In those graphical representations, the top line stands for operations performed on the first
sector, the bottom line on the second sector, and entangling operations are displayed with
joint boxes. To run a “circuit”, one successively applies the operations from the left to right
(along the direction shown with the arrows). The parameters entering the circuits were
introduced in Sec. 3.2. The squeezing parameters r¥ = df + d5 and r§ = d§ — d¥ control
the two-mode creation in each sector, while the mixing parameters p’j ", pﬁ and qu ", qi
control the entanglement between the two sectors. This shows that dynamical evolution can
be seen as successive applications of phase rotations within each sector, creations of particles
with opposite momenta in each subspace, and particle transfers between the two sectors.
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5 Quantum state

We are now in a position to write down the quantum state of the system in the
occupation-number basis. To that hand, we first need to equip our Hilbert space with a
Fock-space structure. In practice, we impose that the creation and annihilation operators
are ladder operators for the Hamiltonian at initial time t;,, i.e.

{H’ajiﬁ] - C"”“aj,ﬂ; and [H’ai,ilz} = —Cikl; .f (5.1)

at tin, for i = 1,2 and where ¢; j, are real parameters. Among the various terms (4.5) and (4.6)

E =0 5%tk
give commutators of the form (5.1). This imposes that only the harmonic terms, i.e. those
controlled by Fj j, can be present at initial time, leading to ¢; ; = F; ;(tin); while one must
have R; ;(tin) = Ric2.k(tin) = Fiook(tin) = 0. This is for instance the case in the example
discussed in Sec. 4.1 if the expansion is initially accelerating, since one can check that, then,
in the asymptotic past (i.e. in the limit a — 0), only F;; ~ k survives in Eq. (4.13). More
generally, this is true in inflating backgrounds where Fourier modes get blue-shifted below
the Hubble scale at early time, and hereafter we will assume that this condition is indeed
satisfied.
We then build the Fock basis of the initial Hilbert space,

that the Hamiltonian may contain, only number counting operators, N. i

Eltn) = [] €V (tn) ® €W (tin) @ 7 (1) © €2 (), (5.2)
keR3+

which is a quadripartite system. The four-mode vacuum state is the one annihilated by all
four annihilation operators, denoted by

Bty = T 1057, 0, 02, 02 (h), (5.3)

kT k
keRr3+

and the rest of the Fock space can be built by successive applications of creation operators,
which leads to the Fock states

1) (1117 @) t(2)>( tin) = <AJ£T1L€!)m (&\I;;'E) (?;)S (A; k)t |0(1) 0(1) 0( ) 0( ])c> (tin)-

(5.4)

|mﬂ

From now on, we drop the argument ¢;, to make the notation lighter.

5.1 Four-mode squeezed state

The evolved vacuum is obtained by application of the evolution operator on the initial
vacuum®

0(t)) = U(t, tin) |8(tin)) - (5.5)

®Note that, in place of the initial vacuum, one may consider an initial state of the form |¥(tn)) =

Az (tin) [#(tin)), Where .Zl\,;(tin) € 9p(4,R). Such states are often referred to as “alpha vacua” [45] (where
further restrictions on j,;(tin) sometimes apply). Since the product of two elements of “p(4,R) still lies in
(4, R), the evolved alpha vacua are still of the form (5.5), so our discussion encompasses this possibility.
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In this section, we present its explicit expression in the Fock space, where we derive the most
generic form of a four-mode squeezed state.

In Appendix B, we apply the operators appearing in the circuits sketched in Sec. 4.2
onto the vacuum state (5.3) one after the other, and derive the following expression for the

evolved vacuum state |#(t)) = [[zcps+ [95(1)),

)= Y Y amm s+ )Y ()0 (m—-9)P (m -0, (5.6)

n,m=0 s,t=—n
with

e—2i[0§(n+m+1)+<p§] —s—tm!
Ck(namasat) = e

(—1)"+mep§(m_”) tanh™(r¥) tanhm(ré)(ipli) ‘
n!

\/(m—s)!(m—t)! $- (Ehe ) aar o (phphent) megy ©7

(n+s)l(n+t)! il — s)!/(m —1q)! J'(G — )l (m —j)!

cosh r’f cosh 7“5

i=max(0,s) j=max(0,t)

(and where the summation index t should not be confused with the time parameter). This
generic expression of four-mode squeezed states expanded in the Fock basis is one of the main
results of this paper. It features an infinite tower of entangled states, characterised by non-
trivial numbers of excitations. More precisely, there are 6 indices being summed over, which
can be interpreted as follows. The indices ¢ and j are internal and can be resumed within each
Fock state separately, their physical interpretation will be made clearer below.5 The indices
n and m are related to the creation of entangled pairs of excitations with opposite wavevector
inside each sector separately, and arise from the squeezing operation (4.17). The indices s
and t are related to the transfer of excitations between the two sectors, with wavevector k
and —k respectively. They arise from the transferring operation (4.18) and entangle the two
sectors. They are negative when excitations go from the first sector to the second sector,
positive otherwise, and their bounds guarantee that the number of excitations remains non
negative. One should also note that cgx(m,n, s,t) is invariant when swapping n,m and s, ¢,
i.e. k and —l;/:, which is a consequence of statistical isotropy. The form of the expansion (5.6)
is therefore a direct consequence of the symmetries of the problem, although the precise
expression of ci(m,n,s,t) given in Eq. (5.7) required a non-trivial calculation.

Let us stress that only seven out of the ten Sp(4,R) squeezing and rotation parameters
enter Eq. (5.7). This is because, as explained in Appendix B, the rotation ﬁg(gok) only adds
a global phase to the initial vacuum state, since it is invariant under rotations (in practice,
this global phase is irrelevant, which reduces the number of effective parameters down to

5The internal indices ¢ and j can be resumed in terms of the hypergeometric function 5 Fy, leading to

872i[ap§+9’3€ (n+'m+1)]

k ) max (0,s)+max (0,t)

k . : —
ck(n,m,s,t) = —1)"Fmepz(m=n) ganpm (r’f) tanh™ (ré) (p’ipie Pz

cosh ¥ cosh 7%

—sem! [(m=s)l(m—=8! 1 [n+max(0,s)]![n +max(0,t)]!
nt\l (n+s)l(n+t)! |s|!|t]! [m — max (0, s)]![rn — max (0, ¢)]! (5.8)

(ip})
o Fy [fm + max (0,8),1 4+ n + max (0,s),1 — s + 2max (0, s), fp’ipiefpg]

o F1 [fm + max (0,t),1 4+ n + max (0,t),1 — t + 2max (0, t), fp’ip'j_e*plzc] .
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six). As a consequence, q~, qi and q]; are ineffective (had we started from a different initial
state, those parameters would have entered the final result, see footnote 5). In practice, once
the Hamiltonian of the system is specified, the dynamics can be integrated, which yields the
seven relevant squeezing and rotation parameters, r’f, 7“’2“, go’?f, 0’§, P, pi and p’j, and thus
fully determines the quantum state of the system at any time.

As a consistency check, one may verify that in the decoupled limit, the product of two
two-mode squeezed states is recovered. Setting the two mixing parameters 9§ and 05 to zero,
Eq. (3.21) leads to 6% = |0%| and 7, = 0, so Eq. (3.20) gives p* = p% = 0 and pt = 2i0}.
In Eq. (5.7), the overall factor (p*)™*/ is therefore non vanishing only when i + j = 0,
ie. i = j = 0 since ¢ and j are non negative. Then, the overall factor (p’j)”j =5t is non
vanishing only when s+t = 0, but since s < i =0 and ¢t < j = 0, this implies that s =t =0,
so only one term remains. This gives rise to

Cl,k(n)

1)ne—2m(9§+9{j)

i ok) e (— nedn | @
() = &2 mnzo ot ) g )
X (YOS o) ()
X z_:o coshrlg tanh (TZ)‘TTLE ,m7E>, (5.9)
02,2?7”)

which defines the two-mode squeezed states coefficients ¢; (n). Up to a global irrelevant
phase, this is indeed the product of two, uncoupled and disentangled, two-mode squeezed
states [13].

Expansion around the uncoupled limit

In order to gain some physical insight into the structure of the four-mode squeezed
states, and having in mind possible comparisons with perturbative techniques that expand
in the amplitude of the interaction Hamiltonian (i.e. in the terms in the Hamiltonian that
mix the two sectors), let us now expand the evolved vacuum state (5.7) around the uncou-
pled limit (5.9). From Eq. (3.21), one can see that the coupling parameters, i.e. 0% oF
0k and @, only appear through the combination 7, = —(0f — i6%) = |73, e*28(7k) | since
0F = 1/ (0%)2 + |7|2, and given that ¥ and (f are irrelevant, as explained above. As a con-

sequence, an expansion around the uncoupled limit is an expansion in |7;|. Upon expanding
Eq. (5.7) up to quadratic order in |7%|, one obtains

o)
0z(8)) = Zoclvkm)cg,k(m){ ) n,m,m )

+ |Tk’ |:‘Fk(n7m + 1) ’11—>2> - -F]:(n‘i‘ 1,m) ‘12_>1>:|

2
+ |T§’ []—"k(n,m +2)Fr(n—1,m+1)12159) + Fp(n+2,m)F(n+1,m—1)|2241)

+ 2FE(n,m+ 1) |1-1159) 4+ 2(F)%(n + 1,m) [1-191)

— 2F(n.m)F 0+ 1,m £ 1) [2162) +2Gi(n.m) |n 0 m£2>,m<2>>] }
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where the Fock states that appear in this expansion are labeled by the number of particles
being transferred from one sector to the other (while respecting statistical isotropy), and are
given by

l2) =0 = )P0 m+ D m@) + [0l (0= 1), (m+ 1))
12-1) = |+ D0 = D m @) + |0 0+ )N, (m - 1) @)
2152) = (0 = 2)P,n Y, (m + 2P, m®) + [0, (0= 2P, (m + 2)%)
22-1) = (0 +2)P, 0 (m = P m) + [0, (0 + 20, (m - 2)%))
2102) = |0+ DY, (0= 1) (m = D, (m +1) %)
+ | =D, 0+ ) (m+ 1), (m - 1))
1-1152) = | = DY (0 = )DL (m+ 1) (m+ 1)(_2,);>
1-120) = |0+ DY, 0+ 1) m = D, (m - 1)2) (5.11)
with the weighting functions
Fulnom) = iS00 o] (5.12)
4

gk .
0% — €4 sin 6%

Gr(n,m) = =2F,(n+ 1,m)Fi(n+1,m) —i(n —m) GE

(5.13)
These expressions can be interpreted as follows. At linear order in 7, the only effect of the
interaction is to add contributions from states where one particle has been exchanged between
the two sectors [those are displayed in the second line of Eq. (5.10)]. The amplitude of these
additional states is controlled by Fj, which thus measures the rate at which particles transfer.
It involves the phase ij through a function of order one, and the product of the numbers
of particles in the two sectors, which mostly determines its amplitude. At quadratic order
in 7, the new states that appear in the expansion are obtained by exchanging two particles:
either two particles with the same wavevector transfer from one sector to the other [third
line of Eq. (5.10)], or two particles with opposite wavevector transfer from one sector to the
other [fourth line of Eq. (5.10)], or two particles with opposite wavevector and from opposite
sectors change sector [first term in the fifth line of Eq. (5.10)], or, finally, one particle changes
sector and then moves back to its original sector [last term in the fifth line of Eq. (5.10)]. The
amplitude of those states are now controlled by squared powers of Fj, the only exception
being the last state, controlled by Gy, which also involves the second term in Eq. (5.13).
This can be interpreted as follows. When a particle transiently visits the opposite sector and
is then reinstated, its journey to the other side modifies its state if the two sectors evolve
differently. This is the case if n # m, which is why the second term in Eq. (5.13) is controlled
by n —m.

One concludes that an expansion in the amplitude of the interaction, around the un-
coupled limit, is essentially an expansion in the number of particles being exchanged: at
order |7x|P, p particles are transferred, which allows one to predict the form of the new
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states that appear in the expansion (e.g. |pi2) = ‘(n—p)g),n(_l%, (m+p)l(;2),m(_2%> +

n](gl)’ (n —p) (_1%, m;(;)’ (m +p) (_2%>, etc.). In particular, one can see that the diagonal elements,
i.e. the amplitudes associated to the states of the form ’ng), n(_I%, m’(;), m(_2%>, where, within

each sector, there are the same number of excitations in each wavevector, receive contributions
from even powers of |7;| only. More generally, one can show that ¢ (n, m, s,t) = O(|7|l*I+1H),
and that cx(n,m,s,t) only receives contributions of order ]TUSHM“‘], where ¢ is a positive
integer number counting the number of particles being sent away and then sent back to their
original sector. This is described by the sums over i and j in Eq. (5.7), where i counts
the number of quanta travelling from sector 1 to sector 2 and travelling back, and j counts
the number of quanta travelling along the opposite journey. This completes the physical
interpretation of all six summation indices appearing in Eq. (5.7).

5.2 Phase-space representation

Although the quantum state derived in the Fock basis in Sec. 5.1 is enough to fully
characterise the system, and in spite of the clear physical interpretation it yields, the seem-
ingly complicated structure of Eq. (5.7) may call for alternative, simpler representations of
the state. In this section, we provide such an alternative description by means of the Wigner
function [40, 41, 46].

Gaussian state

As we will see, the reason why the Wigner function is a convenient tool is that, the dy-
namics being linear, the evolved vacuum state is a Gaussian state, which is fully characterised
by its two-point function

S at) = 01250250 19) | (5.14)

q

which here is expressed in the Heisenberg picture. Using the statistical isotropy and homo-
geneity we have already invoked, different Fourier modes are uncoupled and one has

B ) =) (k- ). (5.15)

Our first goal is to relate X to the Bogolyubov coefficients introduced in Sec. 3.3, since those
describe the dynamical evolution of the system. In the helicity basis (2.13), Eq. (5.14) gives
rise to

Si(t) = DU (0l ag(nak(t) 10) UD; " (5.16)

where the ladder operators evolve according to Eq. (2.22),” i.e. by means of the Green matrix
Gi(t,tin). Since the Green matrix is an element of .#p(4,R), it can be written down in terms

"In the quantum representation constructed in Sec. 3.4, the evolution of the ladder operators is rather
given by az(t) = Ug(t,tin)a,;(tin)u}g(t, tin), but one can show that this is strictly equivalent to Eq. (2.22).
Indeed, upon writing the evolution operator Z:l\,; in the fully factorised form derived in Sec. 4.2, computing the
commutators between the ten elementary operations and the @j(tin) operators, and relating the Bogolyubov
coefficients to the squeezing and rotation parameters using Eqgs. (3.33)-(3.40), one can check that the same
result (5.19)-(5.21) is obtained.
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of Bogolyubov coefficients as in Eqgs. (3.24) and (3.26). Moreover, the ordering of the ladder
operators in Eq. (2.13) is such that

~ ~ 10
(0] @ (tm)al(tin) |0) = (0 0) ® I, (5.17)
so one obtains
COV(¢¢) Cov((zm) 7
Ti(t) = ! by | +52 5.18
k(1) (COV}SM)T Covgm) ) ( )

CJOV]’c (t)

where the second term, i€2/2, stems from the quantum commutator (2.11), and which defines
the covariance matrix Covy(t). It is a real, symmetric, positive and semi-definite 4 x 4 matrix,
where Cov,(j)d)), Cov,(;m) and Cov,(fﬂ) are 2 X 2 matrices containing the position-position
spectra, momentum-momentum spectra and position-momentum spectra, reading

Cov@® _ L < 5 (lan 4+ 8112+ lone + B15%)  ReBu1 (B5) + c21) + Brz (B3, + a22)]>
b k \Re[B11 (851 + aa1) + B2 (B35 + a22)] 5 (laor + 85,7 + |z + 8o ?)
(5.19)

Cov™ _ & < 3 (Jonn = B111* +lenz = Bl*) - Re[Bun (831 — az) + Bz (B3, — a22)]>
k Re [B11 (83 — a21) + P12 (B35 — az22)] % (|a21 - 5§1|2 + [az — ﬁf2|2)

(5.20)

Cov®™ _ < Im (11811 + a12/12) —Im [B11 (B3 — a21) + Bi2 (B39 — a22)]> .
k Im [B11 (B3 + a21) + Bi2 (B39 + a22)] Im (a1 821 + a22522)

(5.21)

An expression of Covy(t) in terms of the squeezing and rotation parameters can also be
obtained from the Bloch-Messiah decomposition of G (t, tin) given in Eq. (3.32), where one
notes that the squeezing and rotation parameters entering that decomposition are the same
as those appearing in the evolution operator ﬁ,;(t, tin) given in Eq. (4.15), see footnote 7. In
order to write the result in a compact form, we introduce the complex parameter

T =e 2 = cos(0F) 4 iffsinc(6"), (5.22)

in terms of which the position-position power spectra read

1
Covgdl)d;z :{ 7| [cosh(Qr’f) + cos(20% + 2arg7;,) sinh(2rlf)}

2k
20k 2 k k : k
+ sinc®(0%) | 7| [cosh(2r2) — cos(2603 + 2argTy,) smh(2r2)} }, (5.23)
1
Covéﬁﬁz :2k{ 7| [cosh(Zré“) + cos(205 — 2arg7;,) Sinh(2r§)}
+ sinc?(0%) |7 |? [cosh(Qr’f) — cos(205 — 2argmy,) sinh(2r’f)} }, (5.24)

— 926 —



1
Covg(gfi? :ﬂsinc(Gk) |7k | || { sin(argry, + argry) [cosh(2r5) — cosh(2rlf)}

+ sin(205 — argry, + argy) sinh(2r}) + sin(205 + argr), — arg7;) sinh(2r5) }

(5.25)
The momentum-momentum power spectra are given by
T k ~ ~ .
Covglk) :2{ 172 [cosh(2r’f) — cos(205 + 2argT,) smh(2r’f)]
+ si 2pk 2 k k : k
sinc” (0%) || |:COSh(2T2) + cos(205 + 2argTy,) smh(27‘2)] }, (5.26)
s k ~ ~ .
Congk) :2{ 172 [Cosh(2r§) — cos(205 — 2arg7,) smh(2r§)]
1 sinc?(9* 2 k k_ : k
sinc”(0%) || [cosh(2r1) + cos(2605 — 2argTy,) sinh (277 )] }, (5.27)

T k . ~ . ~
Cov&Q’k) :551110(9’“) |7%| |75 { sin(argry, + arg7y) [cosh(27‘]2“) - cosh(2r]f)}

— sin(205 — argry, + arg?;) sinh(2rY) — sin(260% + argr;, — arg7;) sinh(2r§)},

(5.28)
and the position-momentum power spectra by
Cov'? =L | _ 17 2sin(265 + 2argF) sinh(2rk)
ll,k —2 k 3 ng- S1n 7’1
+ sinc?(0%) |71,|? sin (205 + 2argry,) sinh(2r§)] , (5.29)
o 1 ~ 2 . ~\ .

Covg; ) =3 [ — |7%|? sin(26% — 2arg7;,) sinh(2r%)

+ sinc?(0F) |7 |* sin (2605 — 2argy,) sinh(2r’f)] , (5.30)

1 ~ ~
Covg(gﬂlg :§sinc(9k) |7k | || { cos(argry, + argry) [COSh(?T’f) — cosh(2r§)]

+ cos(205 — argry, + arg?;) sinh(2rF) + cos(260% + argry, — arg7y,) sinh(2r§)},
(5.31)

1. ~ -
Covgik) :§smc(9k) |75 | | 7%] { cos(argry, + arg7y) |cosh(2r§) — cosh(2r]f)]
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+ cos(205 — argry, + arg?;) sinh(2rF) + cos(260% + argr, — arg7y,) sinh(2r§)},
(5.32)

where the remaining spectra are obtained from the symmetry of Covy(t). We stress that,
contrary to what was done around Eq. (5.10), there is no expansion in 7 in these expres-
sions. In practice, solving the dynamics of the system yields the Bogolyubov coefficients, or
equivalently the squeezing and rotation parameters, from which the covariance matrix can
be obtained from the above expressions. Finally, let us note that in the absence of interac-
tion, 7y = €% and 7, = 0, and Egs. (5.23), (5.26) and (5.29) reduce to the power spectra
describing a two-mode squeezed state (see e.g. Egs. (6.18), (6.19) and (6.20) of Ref. [13]).
This allows us to highlight the great similarity in the structure of the power spectra obtained
from the two-mode and the four-mode squeezed states. For instance, in the expression of the
diagonal elements of Cov,(qu), Covgm) and Covgfﬁ), the first line is given by |7 |> multiplied
the power spectrum of a two-mode squeezed state in the sector of interest (position-position,
momentum-momentum and position-momentum respectively). Since |7~7c|2 < 1, this parame-
ter can be interpreted as describing a loss of power in a given sector induced by its couplings
to the other sector. On the contrary, the second line in these expressions is given by |73 |?
multiplied by the power spectrum of a two-mode squeezed state in the other sector, and thus
corresponds to an increase of power in a given sector coming from the opposite sector.

Wigner function

Let us now introduce the Wigner function. By inverting Eq. (2.12), one can see that

the field position and momentum operators, ¢, » and 7, -, involve creation and annihilation

operators with opposite wavevectors. For convenience, it is useful to treat the two sectors k
and —k separately, and to introduce the new position and momentum variables [12]

~ /. At

i = 7z (@ alg). (5:3)
- ko ~

Pip =g <ai7E - ajj) , (5.34)

with ¢ = 1, 2, which do not mix opposite Fourier modes. When going from ggl pand 7, - to E[\Z Z
and E@ i;» one simply decomposes the four complex field variables, z; = (¢, 0 Pot T o Ty E)T
into eight real field variables, q;; = (q1,12>q1,_127 Ay 7o q2,—l€’pl,E’pl,—Evpz,Evpz—E)T’ according
to

5= % [(qzﬁ + qz‘,—E) + % (pz‘,E - pi,—E)] ’ (5.35)
Tk = 2% [k (qz’,E - qi,fl_e‘) +i (pz‘,l‘é + pi,fﬁ>:| ' (5.36)

This transformation can be readily inverted, and is canonical.® The helicity basis can be

described by the eight-dimensional version of Eq. (2.13), i.e. @y = (@, z, @ 7, Gy gy Gy 7

8This can be seen by introducing g’g?g = (975112 + qASIE)/\/i ‘EE = ((;Abllz — @E)/(\/Z) and similarly for 7?21.}
and ﬁi o

relation (2.19) in 8 dimensions.

and by showing that the 8 x 8 matrix that relates those variables to q; satisfies the symplectic
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Lal )T which is related to the vector qy via
28 "2,—k i

and whose commutators are given by
[ak, ] — (T © I)5%(k — ). (5.38)

The real variables q; can be used to introduce the Wigner-Weyl transform [47-49],
which allows one to connect quantum operators Oy to classical functions in the phase space
Oz(q;), according to

Or(ag) = 14/ dx1dx2dy1dy26_ipl,ﬁxl_ipz,ﬂ?_ipl,_gyl—ipz_,;yz
T2 Yy Y2

(00 + 5 50+ 50+ | Op e — 5ot = 50— 5k )

(5.39)

In general, the quantum state of a system can be equivalently described in terms of
its density matrix p(t) = |#(2)) (#(t)| = [ljcgss+ Pg(t), or in terms of its Wigner function
W (t) = [Izcps+ Wiz, t), which is the Wigner-Weyl transform of the density matrix [50, 51].

The inverse Wigner-Weyl transform, which allows one to go from the Wigner function to
the density matrix, is given in Appendix D, see Eq. (D.1). The Wigner functions W3 (qz,t)
can be interpreted as quasi distribution functions in the sense that expectation values of
quantum operators can be expressed as

95(0)| Op (1) = Tn [F()O] = (2m)* [ da Oplap) Witaz. 1), (5.40)

where the (2m)* prefactor can be absorbed in the normalisation of the Wigner function if
needed. For Gaussian states, as shown e.g. in Appendix G of Ref. [12], the Wigner functions
are Gaussian functions (hence the statement that the state is “Gaussian”) and read

1

e
(2m)4\/det Covgxs

where Covgys . is the 8 X 8 covariance matrix in the field basis q;, defined through

1 -1
WE(qE7t) = *§q§C°sts,qu 7 (5.41)

(01 (1)aL () |0) = Covsus(t) + %Q ®I. (5.42)

It can be computed in a similar way as what was done around Eq. (5.16), and Eq. (5.37)
gives rise to

Covgygi(t) = Covy(t) ® I, (5.43)

where the inverse is simply given by Covgxl&k = Cov,;1 ® I, see footnote 3.

The advantage of working with the Wigner functions Wi(qy,t) rather than the quan-
tum state or the density matrix in the Fock basis, lies in the simplicity of the Gaussian
function (5.41). It describes entirely the quantum state of the system from the knowledge of
its two-point correlation functions, and can therefore greatly simplify some calculations, as
will be made explicit in the next section. The drawback of this approach is that the entangled
structure, otherwise easily interpretable from Eq. (5.7), is now hidden in the details of the
power spectra of the system.
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6 Decoherence

Having determined in Sec. 5 the quantum state of a linear two-field system, both in the
Fock basis where one obtains direct products of four-mode squeezed states and at the level
of the Wigner function, we now consider the case where one of the two fields is unobservable
and can be traced over. This corresponds to situations where measurements can only be
performed on the first field, dubbed the “system”, while the second field, dubbed the “envi-
ronment”, cannot be directly accessed. When the two fields become entangled, this leads to
the concept of quantum decoherence [22], and we choose to illustrate the usefulness of the
various tools introduced above by studying this notion for the systems at hand.

6.1 Reduced density matrix

Let O = 51 ®ﬁ2 be a quantum operator describing an observable of the first field only,
where I, denotes the identity acting in the second-field sector (i.e. the environment). Its
expectation value is given by Tr(p0) = TryTry[p(O1 ® )] = Tr1[Tra(p)O1], see Eq. (5.40),
where Tr; denotes the trace over the degrees of freedom contained in the field . The expec-
tation value of O can therefore be obtained from the reduced density matrices

Pirea =Tl = 3 |1 @ (o m | 7 (1) @ Il | (61)

n,m=0

by tracing over in the first-field sector (i.e. the system). In Eq. (6.1), for explicitness, the
trace over the environmental degrees of freedom has been expanded in the Fock basis. The
reduced density matrix thus contains all accessible information about the system.

If the two fields are entangled, the reduced density matrix follows non-unitary evolution,
and describes a mixed (as opposed to pure) state. This can be described by the so-called
purity

= TR, ) (6.2)

For a pure state, p> = p and v = 1, while mixed states have 1/d < v < 1 in general, where
d is the dimension of the Fock space of the system (which is infinite in the present case) and
the limit v — 1/d corresponds to a maximally decohered state. Therefore, purity provides
a measure of the information loss into the environment, hence of decoherence. Note that it
is simply related to the linear entropy SE,hn = 1 — 7, which itself provides a lower bound
to the entanglement entropy Si{»’em = —Tr(plnp), and which, as the entanglement entropy,
characterises one’s ignorance about the state of a system.

For the system at hand, one can check that if the two fields are uncoupled, then the
reduced density matrix is pure. Indeed, if the quantum state is given by Eq. (5.9), the
reduced density matrix reads

N S D1, 2 @\ /=) (1) _(2) (2
Pired =112 Z . c1p(n)e] p(n)eg k(m)cs . (m) n]% %n&%m% ), m(_]);> <nl(2 ),n(_%ml(; ),m(_%
=Y leasml? Y enxmieim [ ) () (6.3)

— 30 —



where we have performed the trace in the Fock basis as in Eq. (6.1). From the expression of
the ¢; x(n) coefficients given in Eq. (5.9), one can easily check that > |c;x(n)|> = 1, hence
the reduced density matrix is the one of a (pure) two-mode squeezed state, and using again
the identity Y, [cix(n)[* = 1, it has purity vz = 1.

In general, for the evolved vacuum state given in Eq. (5.6), the density matrix pp(t) =
|0z(t)) (Bz(t)] is written down explicitly in Appendix C, where it is shown that the tracing-out
procedure of Eq. (6.1) gives rise to

=3 S S S s )|+l (D) (0 + 90 (0 + )
n=0n'=—oc0 s,t=—min (n,n’)

(6.4)
with

n/

o0
Zk(n,n', s, t) = Z Z cx(n,m, s, t)cp(n’ —m/,;m+m', s +m/,t +m'). (6.5)
m=max (0,s,t

7 ) ml:im

This expression differs from the uncoupled case (6.3) due to the presence of the s and ¢ indices,
related to the transfer of excitations from one sector to the other. One can check that the
invariance of the ¢, coefficients under exchanging s and ¢, which was noted below Eq. (5.7) as
a manifestation of the statistical isotropy of the state, guarantees that the =} coefficients are
also invariant under swapping s and ¢, hence the reduced state is also statistically isotropic.

Let us also recall that if one performs a perturbative expansion in the interaction Hamil-
tonian, that is, as argued in Sec. 5.1, an expansion in 7%, then the corrections to cx(n,m, s, t)
are of order O(|r|l*+1+24) where ¢ is a non-negative integer number that stands for the
number of particles that change sectors and then change back. As a consequence, the cor-
rections to Zj(n,n’, s,t) are of order O[|7;,|2(sH1H+@)] where Q = m/ + ¢ + ¢/, where ¢ and
¢’ are associated with the two ¢ coefficients appearing in Eq. (6.5). This implies that, while
we saw that the diagonal elements of the full quantum state received even corrections in |7%|
only, see the discussion at the very end of Sec. 5.1, we have now showed that all the entries
of the reduced density matrix receive even corrections in |7;| only. As a consequence, the
leading correction to observables performed on the system is always quadratic in the coupling
constants, in agreement with the results of Ref. [23].

From Eq. (6.4), the purity (6.2) can also be obtained, and in Appendix C it is shown
that

o0 o o0
Yi(t) = Z Z Z Ep(n,n’ s, )Zp(n’ —u,n —u, s +u,t + u). (6.6)

n=0 n/,u=—oco s,t=—min(n,n’)

Let us stress that the above formulas are not perturbative and allow one to compute the
reduced density matrix and its purity up to arbitrary order in the interaction terms.
Small-coupling limit

In order to gain more insight, one can however derive the leading-order result in the
interaction parameter |7%|. After a lengthy though straightforward calculation, the reduced
density matrix derived from the perturbed evolved vacuum state (5.10) is given by

o0 o0
~ I ¢! (1 1 2
P = 3 cru(n)ci x(n') n;)n(_,)€> <nk( LDl n? S ern)e x )

n,n’=0 n,n’ ,;m=0
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ez (m)es p(m + 1) [Fa(nym + P [(n = DY, (0 = 1)) (/)
+eap(m)cs p(m+1) [Fr(n' +1,m +1)] n’(gl), n(1%> <(n’ + 1)121)’ (n' + 1)(71]);
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One can see that the leading correction in |7%| is indeed of quadratic order [despite the
full state (5.10) having linear contributions|, in agreement with the above discussion. This
expression allows one to evaluate the purity (6.2) and one obtains

Ye®) =1+ 4m* 9‘36{ICl,k(n)!2|02,k(m)\29k(n7m)

n,m=0

201k + Def p(meap(m)cs m+ 1) [Feln+ Lm+ D}, (68)

where the relation Y, |c; x(n)|> = 1 has been used. Making use of Eqgs. (5.12) and (5.13), the
sums appearing in the expression can be carried out explicitly, and in terms of the squeezing
and rotation parameters, one obtains

1y =1-4 |75,|% sinc? (9{:) [sinh2 (T]f — 7“5) + cos? (951g — arg Tk> sinh <2r]f) sinh (27“’2“)} :
(6.9)

One can check that, as || increases away from 0, 7;; decreases away from 1, since the term
inside the squared braces in Eq. (6.9) is always positive. One can also see that larger squeezing
amplitudes ¥ and % lead to more efficient decoherence, as usually encountered [11]. Tt is
finally worth pointing out that in the specific configuration where r¥ = 7% and 0% = arg 7,47,

the leading-order correction to the purity vanishes.

6.2 Reduced Wigner function

As argued in Sec. 5.2, a complementary (and sometimes simpler from a computational
standpoint) tool to analyse the four-mode squeezed state is provided by the Wigner function.
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Let us first establish how the Wigner function of the reduced system can be obtained from
the one of the full two-field setup. R R R
We consider again an operator of the form Oy = O, ; ®I2. From Eq. (5.39), its Wigner-

Weyl transform is simply given by 51%' = 51 P /(27)?, where 51 i is the Wigner-Weyl transform
of 61 i within the first-field sector,

= dr1dyr —ip zi—ip, x1 Y| A x1 Y1
Ol,E(ql,lZ) = /R? (27)? e bk Lok <q1,i$ + 50Nk + 5‘ Ok ‘ql,lZ BT E> )

(6.10)

with q, ¢z = (9,59, PP 7E)T. Plugging this result into Eq. (5.40), the expectation

value of (3,; is given by

(85(0)] Og 10:(1)) = (27)? / da, O, 1(d, D We,ea(y 500, (6.11)

where we have defined the reduced Wigner function

Wi rea(dy ) = /R4 day ; Wi(ay g dy 50 )- (6.12)
Comparing Eq. (6.11) with Eq. (5.40), one can see that WE,red can be used to compute
quantum expectation values of observables in the first-field space. Therefore, it corresponds
to the Wigner function in the reduced phase space (where the different powers of 27 come
from the different dimensions of the phase spaces). In other words, WEJG 4 1s the Wigner-Weyl
transform of ﬁE,re 4 (t), which is shown explicitly in Appendix D. This is why partial trace in
the Hilbert space is equivalent to partial integration in the phase space.
If the Wigner function is Gaussian, this partial integration can be easily done, and
marginalisation over a phase-space variable simply corresponds to removing the associated
lines and columns in the covariance matrix. From Eq. (5.41), this implies that

1 —14T Cov:! -
1,k

W_' e 27, k,redqlvk R (613)

k:,red(ql,l_c'7 t) =
(2m)2, /det Covi a

where Cov;: . is obtained from Eq. (5.43) by removing the lines and columns related to the

second sector (i.e. the third, the fourth, the seventh and the eighth lines and columns).
The purity of the reduced system can then be computed from the reduced Wigner
function, by using the property of the Wigner-Weyl transform [46]

TV A
Tr(AB)_(27r) /Rzld a,;AB, (6.14)

where A and B are two quantum operators acting on the first-field system and A and B are
their Wigner-Weyl transforms. With A = B = pr ., Eq. (6.14) gives rise to the following
expression for the purity (6.2),

5(0) = (2 [

4 2
R4 d ql,EWE,red(ql,E7t)' (6.15)
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Plugging Eq. (6.13) into that formula, one obtains

12 1 . 2]
) == [Covﬁ)i)COVgL ) (Covgqf’g) } . (6.16)

V() = (16 det Covy 1

k,red
As a consequence, for a Gaussian state, the purity of the system can be directly evaluated
from the knowledge of the power spectra in the observable sector [52]. More precisely, the
power spectra appear through a specific combination, i.e. the determinant of the (reduced)
covariance matrix, which makes the purity invariant under canonical transformations [13].
Let us indeed recall that in a two-dimensional (i.e. single-field) system, there is a single
symplectic invariant [52, 53], the so-called symplectic eigenvalue o(t), which is such that
the eigenvalues of Covy € are given by Fio(t). This leads to o7 = 1/(2,/77), and the
condition vz < 1 is equivalent to o > 1/2. In passing, let us note that, for Gaussian states,
the entanglement entropy introduced below Eq. (6.2) is related to the symplectic eigenvalue
by [54] Skent = (op +1/2)logy(0f + 1/2) — (0 — 1/2)logy (o — 1/2). This allows one to
relate the linear and entanglement entropies, and check the above statement that the former
provides a lower bound to the latter.

If the two fields are uncoupled, the reduced system is in a pure state and one has [13]
Covﬁf@Conglg - (Cov(qu?2>2 = 1/4. This implies that v;(t) = 1, o3(t) = 1/2 and SE,lin(t) =
S,;ent (t) = 0. Otherwise, 7; < 1 signals the presence of decoherence. An obvious, yet crucial
consequence of Eq. (6.16) is that decoherence, i.e. the reduction of Vg away from unity,
cannot be achieved without modifying the power spectra. In other words, for any system
that undergoes decoherence, the observational predictions are necessarily altered, and an
important question that will be addressed below is whether or not decoherence can proceed
while keeping this alteration negligible [23, 55].

Let us finally stress that unlike the approach presented in Sec. 6.1, which relies on a
detailed analysis of the mathematical structure of Sp(4,R) and leads to a formula, Eq. (6.6),
that involves nine infinite sums; the Wigner function formalism only makes use of Gaus-
sian integrals. It can therefore be straightforwardly generalised to higher-dimension systems
(i.e. containing more fields), while the approach of Sec. 6.1 would require further analyses
of the groups Sp(2n,R). By plugging Egs. (5.23), (5.26) and (5.29) into Eq. (6.16), one can
finally obtain a fully non-perturbative expression for the purity in terms of the squeezing
parameters

Vi (t) —{ 7l + sinc (6%) 7| + 2sine®(6°) |mi | 17
-1
[cosh(2r’f) cosh(2r%) + cos (2argTy, — 2argry,) sinh(2rF) sinh(2r§)] } ,  (6.17)

where we recall that 7, is defined in Eq. (5.22), and 7 and 6% in Eq. (3.21).

Small-coupling limit

Similarly to what was done at the end of Sec. 6.1, let us now further expand the purity
in the limit where the system and the environment fields are weakly coupled. The power
spectra in the observable sector are given by Egs. (5.23), (5.26) and (5.29). Expanding these
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expressions up to second order in the interaction parameter |7;| [recalling that (65 — i0¥) =

|7i.|e@r8™k and 6F = 1 /(0%)2 + |71|2 ], one obtains
(¢9) _ 1 k ko ophy o k o [ sin®0} k
COVll,k =k cosh(2ry) + cos(205 + 265) sinh(2r)) | + || — o cosh(2r7)
4
1
+ @y [cos(265) — cos(260} + 205) — 260} sin(26§ + 20})| sinn(21F)
4
sin? ok i & L
+ 052 [cosh(Zrz) — cos(265 + 2argTy,) sinh(?rz)] } (6.18)
4
(em) _K k ko opky o k o [ sin?0f :
Covyy g =5 cosh(2r7) — cos(205 + 265) sinh(2r7) | + |7 ¢ — o cosh(2r7)
4
1
- AL [COS(29§) — cos(205 + 260%) — 260% sin (265 + 295)} sinh(2rF)
4
sin? ok
+ (9k>24 [cosh(2r§) + cos(260% + 2argTy,) sinh(2r§)] } (6.19)
4

sin? ij
(6%)?

COV%? = sin(29’§ + 2argTy) sinh(27‘§)

1
3 ( — sin(260% + 20%) sinh(2r%) + |7 {

+ 2(01,6)2 | sin(265) -+ sin (205 + 26§) — 20} cos(26§ + 260}) | sinh(2r’f)}> . (6.20)
4

In the limit where the two fields are uncoupled, 7, = 0, one recovers the result obtained
for two-mode squeezed states in Ref. [13]. One can also check that in agreement with the
discussion of Sec. 6.1, the leading correction to the power spectra is of quadratic order in
|7k|. Let us stress that those corrections involve parameters that describe the environment
sector, such as rg, hence observations carried out on the system alone can a priori lead to
indirect information about the microphysical evolution of the traced over field(s). One should
also note that, through the dynamical evolution, the presence of the interaction modifies all
Bogolyubov coefficients, hence all squeezing and rotation parameters. This is why formally,
in the above expressions, the leading terms (i.e. the ones before |7%|?) need also be expanded.

By plugging Eqgs. (6.18), (6.19) and (6.20) into Eq. (6.16), one can finally derive an
expression for the purity expanded at quadratic order in |7;|?, and by doing so one exactly
recovers Eq. (6.9). This is an important consistency check as the two methods employed to
derive this result are completely independent (and, as already argued, the approach based
on the Wigner function is computationally less heavy).

This calculation also makes explicit that as one increases the interaction strength, one
decreases the purity and hence makes decoherence more efficient, but one also induces larger
corrections to the observable power spectra. This allows one to answer the question asked
above, namely whether or not decoherence can proceed without affecting too much the power
spectra. As noticed below Eq. (6.9), decoherence becomes more efficient as quantum squeez-
ing increases, and in the large-squeezing limit, the correction to vz = 1 is controlled by
|7%|2€?". However, from Egs. (6.18), (6.19) and (6.20), one can see that the relative correc-
tion to the power spectra is rather controlled by |7%|? in that limit. As a consequence, if the
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interaction strength is such that
el < 1, (6.21)

decoherence takes place while keeping corrections to observable predictions tiny.

7 Conclusion

In this work, we have performed a detailed study of the quantum dynamics of two scalar
fields, quadratically coupled, and embedded in a homogeneous and isotropic background.
Their dynamics is generated by a quadratic Hamiltonian with time-dependent coefficients.
Evolution of such systems (either classical or quantum) is obtained by applying elements of
the symplectic group Sp(4,R) to the initial configuration, so we have first investigated the
mathematical structure of this group by presenting various descriptions of it. In particular,
using the Bloch-Messiah decomposition that we further developed using the commutation
relations of the Lie algebra, we have derived fully factorised expressions for the group elements
of Sp(4,R). The ten parameters entering these expressions are dubbed the squeezing and
rotation parameters, as per the three parameters entering the decomposition of Sp(2,R).
Alternatively, this group is described by Bogolyubov coefficients, which we explicitly related
to the squeezing and rotation parameters.

We then provided the quantum representation of the Lie algebra of Sp(4,R), from which
the quantum Hamiltonian can be easily expressed and interpreted. Couplings between the two
fields manifest themselves through exchanges of quanta from one sector to the other (hence
preserving the total number of quanta), and through direct productions of pairs in which each
quantum belongs to a different sector. The latter provides a direct way to entangle the two
sectors and those particles add up to the direct pair production occurring within each sector
separately. The former also leads to entanglement but in an indirect way by transferring
quanta which have been previously created in a given sector. Using this group-theoretic
approach, we then showed that the evolution operator can be interpreted as the successive
application of three blocks of quantum operations on the initial state. This sequence of
operations schematically consists in first exchanging quanta between the two sectors, then
creating pairs within each sector separately, and finally mixing again these newly-created
quanta between the two sectors.

Applying the evolution operator to the vacuum state allowed us to derive the most
general expression for the four-mode squeezed states, see Eqgs. (5.6) and (5.7), which, to our
knowledge, has not been presented in the literature so far. It can be viewed as the copy of
two two-mode squeezed states, one for each sector, which then exchange quanta according
to their couplings. Its mathematical structure exhibits a power expansion in the coupling
between the two fields, in which the power at each order gives the number of transfers between
the two sectors. As an example, we provided explicit formulas for an expansion truncated
at second order, i.e. including up to two exchanges of particles between the two fields. We
finally described the four-mode squeezed states in terms of their Wigner functions, which
were shown to be Gaussian. Their covariance is built from all the cross-spectra and we
expressed them using either the Bogolyubov coefficients or the ten squeezing and rotation
parameters.

In cases where one of the two sectors is unobserved (say the second sector, which we
referred to as the “environment”), entanglement between the two fields leads to quantum de-
coherence in the first sector (dubbed the “system”), as well as modifications of its observable
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predictions. We studied this mechanism by first computing the reduced density matrix start-
ing from the four-mode squeezed state. We showed that the environment induces corrections
to observables that are necessarily of even power in the coupling strength. This is because,
in order to preserve statistical isotropy, any particle transfer between the two sectors must
be compensated by the inverse transfer of a particle with the same wavenumber, or by the
transfer of a particle with opposite wavenumber, so the number of transfers is even. The
purity of the system, 7, was also calculated from the reduced density matrix. We then
investigated decoherence using the Wigner function and found that it substantially simplifies
calculations. Indeed, we showed that tracing out the environment is readily obtained in the
phase-space representation by marginalising the Wigner function over the phase-space of the
environment. Since the Wigner function of a four-mode squeezed state is Gaussian, this
operation is trivial. This allowed us to obtain a non-perturbative expression of the purity in
terms of the power spectra of the system. We have finally expanded the result at second-order
in the coupling parameters in both approaches (where we have checked that the same result
is obtained).

The fact that the purity can be expressed in terms of the power spectra of the system
entails that decoherence, i.e. the decrease of the purity, cannot proceed without affecting the
observable power spectra. However, we have shown that in the large squeezing limit, there
exists a regime, given by Eq. (6.21), where the interaction strength is large enough to make
the system decohere but small enough to keep the observables mostly unchanged, shedding
some light on the results of Refs. [23, 55]. This also confirmed that squeezed states are more
easily subject to decoherence [11].

Though limited to quadratic coupling, let us stress that our approach to decoherence
does not rely on any approximation scheme, since the full quantum state of the joint system-
plus-environment setup is first derived exactly, before tracing out the environment. It thus
provides an ideal case study to frame the range of applicability of approximate approaches
to decoherence, such as the Lindblad formalism (at least in the simple situation of quadratic
couplings). One may indeed compare the exact results obtained in this work with the ones
derived from those effective methods, and this is the topic of a future work.

As mentioned in Sec. 1, our results are directly relevant for cosmology, in order to
describe scalar fields in flat and non-flat Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker geometries,
quantum fields in curved spaces possibly with derivative couplings, and in the context of
primordial cosmology, adiabatic and isocurvature perturbations in multiple-field inflation
scenarios. But more generally, our results are relevant for any time-dependent, quadratic
Hamiltonian that couples two degrees of freedom, regardless of the origin of these degrees
of freedom. They thus offer a wide range of applications. In particular, the phase-space
approach can be readily extended to cases where the environment is made of more than one
scalar field. Suppose indeed that IV scalar fields, initially in their vacuum state, compose the
environment. The Wigner function of the system-plus-environment setup is described by an
(N +1)-dimensional Gaussian. Tracing out (i.e., in phase space, marginalising) over N scalar
fields is thus as trivial as tracing out over one single field. This may be used to understand
how isocurvature modes can lead to the decoherence of the adiabatic sector, and should be
compared with effective-field theory approaches for such systems [56].

Finally, since squeezed states feature quantum entanglement, they are an interesting
playground to discuss possible setups for Bell and Leggett-Garg inequality violations in con-
tinuous systems, see Refs. [25, 27, 57, 58]. These analyses have been carried out for two-mode
squeezed states, where only one type of entanglement can be harvested, namely the one be-
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tween modes k and —k of the same field. Since the two subsystems k and —k are not locally
distinct in real space, this necessarily restricts the analysis to those Bell inequalities where
locality is not part of the assumptions being tested (such as, for instance, the Leggett-Garg or
the temporal-Bell inequalities). The situation is however different for multiple-field systems,
where one may chose to measure a field ¢ at position Z; and another field ¢ at position Zs.
This is because, on top of the entanglement between modes k and —Fk of the same field, one
now has entanglement between quanta in different fields. This thus opens up the possibility
to test for a wider class of Bell inequalities. Let us also mention that the present work would
additionally allow one to assess how decoherence affects the ability to test Bell inequalities
with squeezed states.

A Commutation relations in the Lie algebra sp(4,R)

Following the procedure exemplified at the end of Sec. 3.1, which relies on combining
the multiplication rule of the Kronecker product, Eq. (3.9), with the commutation relations
between the Pauli matrices, Eq. (3.10), the commutators between the generators of sp(4, R),
as listed in Table 1, are given by

Sq./Sq. : [Kl,KQ] = 0; (Al)
Rot./Rot. : (K3, K5 =0, (K3, Kg] =0, (K3, K4 =0, (A.2)
(K5, Ke) =2K4, [Ke, K4 =2K5, [K4, Ks5]=2Kg; (A.3)

Boost/Boost : (K7, Kg] =0, (K7, K19] =0, [Kg, Kg] =0, (A4)
(Ko, K7] =2Ks, [Ks,Kio]=2K5, [Kg,Kio]=2K3; (A5)

Sq./Rot. : [Kl,K6] =0, [KQ,K5] =0, (A.6)
(K1, K3) =2Kg, [Ki, K, =2K; [Ki, K5 =2Kj, (A7)

(Ko, K3] =2K7, [Ko K4 =2Kg, [K) K¢ =2Kiy; (AS3)

Sq./Boost : [Kl,Klo] =0, [KQ,KQ] =0, (A.9)
(K1, Kq] = 2K, [K1, Ks]=2Ks, [K1,Ko=2Ks, (A.10)

(Ko, K7] =2K3, [Ki Kg]=2K,, [K Ki=2Ks (A.1l)

Rot./Boost : (K4, K9] =0, [K4,K10] =0, (A.12)
(K5, K7] =0, (K¢, Kg] =0, (A.13)

(K3, K7] = 2K, (K3, Kg] = 2K, (A.14)

(K4, K7] = 2K, (K4, Kg] = 2K, (A.15)

K5, K9] = 2K, (K¢, K10) = 2K, (A.16)

(K3, K9] = 2K, [K g, K3] = 2Ky, (A.17)

(K5, K190 = 2K, [Ks, K5] = 2K, (A.18)

(K¢, K7] = 2Ky, (K9, K¢] = 2K7. (A.19)
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One can identify various subalgebras, which is particularly useful when it comes to factorising
down elements of the group. Since all subalgebras are three dimensional, we can use Bianchi
classification to sort them. In the following equation, each line corresponds to a subalgebra,
i.e. a set of closed generators by the adjoint operation:

Type IX : [K5,K6] = 2K4, [KG,K4] = 2K5, [K4,K5] = 2K6; (AQO)

Type VIII : [K17K3] = 2K8, [Kg,Kg] = 2K1, [Kg,Kl] = —2K3; (A.21)
(K1, K4 =2K7, [Ki K7l =2K,, [K7 Ki]=-2K,; (A.22)
(K1, K5] = 2Ky, [Ks5 Ko =2K:, [Ky, Ki]=-2Ks; (A23)

(Ko, K3] =2K7, [K3 K7 =2K,, [K7 Ky =-2K3; (A.24)
(Ko, K4) =2K3g, [K4 Kg|=2K,, [Kg Ky =-2Ky; (A.25)
(K2, K¢] =2K10, [K¢, Ki0) =2K2, [Kio, K2 =-2Ks; (A.26)

[K97K6] = 2K7a [K67K7] = 2K97 [K77K9] = _2K67 (A27)
[Ks, Ks5] =2K9, [Ks5 K =2Kg, [Ki, Ks]=-2Ks5; (A.28)
[Kg,Kg] = 2K, [Kg,Klo] = 2Ky, [Klo,Kg] = —2K3. (A29)

The type IX Bianchi algebra is related to a su(2) subalgebra that contains three rotation
generators while the type VIII Bianchi algebra is isomorphic to s[(2,R) subalgebras. The
first six type-VIII subalgebras contain a rotation, a squeezing and a boost generator, so they
can be related to sp(2,R) = s[(2,R), the last three type-VIII subalgebras are made of a
rotation and two boost generators, making their interpretation less obvious.

B Evolved vacuum state

This appendix presents the computation that leads to the expression of the evolved vac-
uum state in the occupation-number representation given in Eqgs. (5.6) and (5.7). Starting
from the initial vacuum state (5.3), we follow the different operations displayed in the quan-
tum circuits of Sec. 4.2. Let us first consider Ry(¢y), which for convenience we reproduce
here:

—— Ru(¥5) — Ri(—igk/2) —
Ri(ey) : ﬁgﬁl(—q’i) ﬁlaz(qi)

—— Ra(ph) Ral(igt /2) —

Since the operators contained in ﬁg(cpk) do not create particles, the components 75,2%1
and 7%1_>2 leave the initial vacuum state unchanged. Moreover, the operator ﬁl(—iqu /2)
generates an overall factor e~/ 2 which is exactly compensated by the operator Ra(ig"/2)

that generates an overall factor /2. Asa consequence, only the overall phase shift controlled
by cp’§ remains, and the evolved vacuum state can be obtained as

-39 —



1) (1 = =~ 5 R i
o;’,0£;> — Ra(h) H Z:0%) R (0%) F — Ri(—5p5) —
ﬁ2~>1(_pi) 7%142(2?{1) ME
0,0%)) — Ra(h) | Za(rk) F— Ra(05) Ra(51t) —

where we recall that ﬁi, 21 and ﬁi_m- with 4,5 = 1,2 are defined in Egs. (4.16), (4.17) and
(4.18). Let us see how these operators act one after the other.
The operators R1(¢4) and Rz (%) simply add a global phase factor e_Qi‘pl?f, so the initial
vacuum state is first transformed according to
oiok 1n(1 1 2 2
e 10, 0 0, 0y (B.1)
To derive the action of the squeezing operators 2/,’\1', we recall that the two squeezing
generators commute, and that they act on each sector separately. As a consequence, we can
use the result for two-mode squeezed states in Sp(2 R), as derived e.g. in Ref. [13], and write

20 [0, 0% 2 x @] = COM "tk [nl), ) @x® . (B2)
= 2 m 2 2
Z,(rh) { ]% ® ]0 (]1>] = XE coshrk Z ™ tanh™ 7§ \m]%), mi%), (B.3)

where X,(;) is any vector belonging to Sg) ® SE% for i = 1,2 and the squeezing parameters 7

and r§ control the two-mode creation in each sector. At this stage the state is thus given by

—27L<p§ o]

e 1) (1) ), (2
e 1) tanh® ok tanh™ 7k [0 S ) B.4
coshr’f coshréC n%;()( ) e R |nk PR m—k> (B4)

Then comes the contribution from 731(9@, which simply involves number counting op-
erators, see Eq. (4.16), so the state becomes

—2i(p5+05) 22 :

c Z (—1)”+me_219§(”+m) tanh” 7% tanh™ 7k ]nl(; (1) m(g) (_)> . (B.5)

cosh ¥ cosh rk ponsl

The action of R2_>1 is more 1nvolved smce it transfers exc1tat10ns from one sector to
the other. We first note that, in R2_>1 and R1_>2, the domains k and —k can be factorised

out since [aT _a. AT _a. »} = [&\T G, -al -0, } = 0. This implies that

1E%2 8 % g%,k 251k %9 _5%1,-k
,R,Q_H(—pli) = exp [—z’plf (&\LE&\Q,EH exp [—ip’i (617_];&27_,;)] (B.6)
(=ip2)" g o\ (=ip2) g o\
= [z; A <a1’]_€.a27E) z; il <a17_;;’a2,—f€) , (B.7)
1= j=

where the exponentials have been Taylor expanded, and a similar expression for 7/?\,1_>2 (p’i)
can be written down for future use, namely

R & i k\k SURNR k oot i k\¢ . N ¢
Risa2(ph) = [Z ( ];;) (a;k 1k) ] [Z ( pg) (a;#zal’_g) ] . (B.8)

k=0
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The action of aj iﬁajiﬁ is to transfer an excitation from sector j to sector ¢, so upon applying
Eq. (B.7) onto Eq. (B.5), with the schematic normalisation @|n) = v/n|n — 1) and af |n) =
vn+ 1|n+ 1), the state becomes

_1)yntm —2i03 (n+m) tanh™ k tanh™ k - -
cosh r’f cosh 7"12“ n;:()( ) ¢ A T AR iz; i! ]Z; J!
m! m! (n+z’)!\/(n+j)! (1) (1) L (2) L (2)
\/(m—i)!\/(m—j)!\/ N g ) m =g (m =) )

(B.9)

The next step is to apply R4 (— %plg) and 7/?\,2(%;0’;), which add imaginary phases (i.e. expo-
nential modulation) to each term that depend on their number of particles, and the state (B.9)
becomes

o—2i(ek+08) 2 20k L (—iph ) O (—iph )
_1\n — (n+m) n .k k - -
S Z (—=1)" e 3T tanh” rf tanh™ rg Z F Z 7l
1 2 n,m=0 =0 =0
\/(mﬁi!i)' \/(m”z!j)‘ \/(n:;i)! \/(” :'j)!e—"f(2n+i+j)€”2§(2m—i—j)
(4D, (4 )Y (m = )P, (m - )P
(B.10)

Finally, the application of Ri_» (p*) can be done using Eq. (B.8), and one obtains

—2i(pE+05) % mo s kN ™Mo kN
€ 5108 _1\n+m _—2i0% (n+m) n .k m k ( pr) ( pr)
PN — Z (=) Tmem =% tanh” r{ tanh™ 75 Z i Z i
1 2 n,m=0 i=0 j=0

\/ m! = \/(mm! ) \/(”:Lr!i)!\/(” :!J') (2n+z+]) 22 (9m—i—j)

gf 2p+kn] zp+ \/ (n+1)! \/ (n+4)! \/(miJrk:)!\/(mijf)!
m+i—k)!\ (n+j—120)! (m —q)! (m — j)!

k=0 £=0
muw—k§%m+j 0N (m—i+ k), (m—j+0%) .

(B.11)

This expression can be slightly simplified by replacing the sum over k and ¢ with a sum
over s =1 — k and t = j — £, and one obtains

—2i(pk+0%) o
(& 3773 .
E : (_1)n+m€—219§ (n+m) ep’z“(m—n) tanh™ ,,ch tanh™ 7,,126

m=0

05(1) =

cosh r’f cosh r’2“

s=—nt=—n

i _ipke pz)H-] (n—i—z N(n+ 5)im! i Z Ryiti=s=t  [(m — s)l(m — t)!
5= ily! (m —i)l(m — j)n! (t—=s)G =t (n+s)(n+1)
(n+

(n+ )Y, (0" (m =) (m—)@) .
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(B.12)

In order to first sum over the indices appearing in the number of particle eigenstates, one can
flip the ordering of the sums over ¢, j and s,t, using that > ;" (>t =>"" 3"

. i=max(s,0)
and ZTZO Z]=*n = Z?ifn Z;‘n:max(t,(])? leading to

6_22'(50]?? +9§) >

|

(1)) = _1)ntm —2i0% (n+m) plg(m—n)t h” k‘t h™ g

Mk( % (:oshr’fcoshr’éC n%;O( ) c c e n!

~ [m=s)m =) S (pEpleP=) i

s;n\/(n+s) o P Z(So Z o =G =)
n+i)l(n+j)! m) (1) @) 2)
(m—z)'(m—j)' ‘(n—i_s)]‘é 7(n+t)7]‘€‘7 (m—s)]z ( _t) E>

(B.13)

This is the result presented in Egs. (5.6) and (5.7) in the main text.

C Reduced density matrix

In this appendix, we explicitly trace out the environmental degrees of freedom in Fock
space as discussed in Sec. 6.1, leading to the expression for the reduced density matrix and
the purity given in Egs. (6.4) and (6.6). For the evolved vacuum state given in Eq. (5.6), the
density matrix pp(t) = |0z(t)) (0z(t)| reads

Z Z Z Z (n,m, s, t)ci(n',m’ s t)

nm=0 sji=—n n/ m'=0 s t'=— (Cl)
(n+ ), (n+ )", (m - s>§§>, (m =) (0 + )Y, (0 + ) (' = )P (= )2

Following Eq. (6.1), one can trace out the environmental degrees of freedom in the Fock
basis. When doing so, the only non-vanishing terms are such that m — s = m/ — s’ and
m —t =m' —t. This allows one to fix s’ and ¢, and since the conditions —n’ < &', ¢ < m/
imposed by the sum boundaries in Eq. (C.1) imply that m —m/ —n’ < s,t < m, the reduced
density matrix reads

(o) m
i vea(t) = Z Z ce(n,m, s, t)er(n’,m'; s +m/ —m,t +m' —m)
n,m,n’,m'=0 s t=max(—n,m—m’—n’) (02)

](n—i—s)g),(n+t) 1]%-> ((n' +s+m —m)g),(n’—l—t—i—m’ —m)(_ll);\

Let us now replace n’ and m’ by the new indices N = n’ +m’ — m and M = m’' — m. This
gives rise to

ﬁE,red Z Z Z Z ck(n,m,S,t)C};(N—M,m—i—M,3+M7t+M)

n,m=0 M=-m N=M st=max(—n,—N) (03)

|(n+s)( ) (n+t)(1>> ((N—i—s)( LN+ >|
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One can note that the indices m and M do not appear explicitly in the elements of the Fock
basis, which is the reason why we have performed the above change of indices. In order
to rewrite the sums over m and M as internal sums, similarly to what was done between
Egs. (B.12) and (B.13), one can re-order the various indices and write

Prred® = > 3 |(n—|—s)g),(n+t)(_1%> <(N+s)g>,(N+t)(_1%|

n=0 N=-o00 s,t=—min(n,N)

i N (C.4)
Z Z ck(n,m,s,t)c, (N — M,m+ M,s+ M,t+ M),

m=max(0,s,t) M=-m

Ek (n7N757t)

which defines the coefficients =, and which matches Eqgs. (6.4) and (6.5) given in the main
text (where the indices have been renamed for notational convenience).

From this expression, the purity of the system can also be computed. Squaring Eq. (C.4),
one obtains

o o oo
ﬁ%red: Z Z Z Zk(n, N, s, )2, (n/,N',s + N —n/,t + N —n)
7 n,n'=0 N,N'=—oco s,t=—min(n,N) (C5)
(45, (n+ ) (N + N =0’ + )0 (N + N =/ +1)0),
from which the purity (6.2) can be expressed as
oo o0 o0
'yl;(t):z Z Z ZEx(n, N,s,t)Zp(N + N —n,N' s +n— N t+n— N').

n=0 N,N'=—oco s,t=—min(n,N)
(C.6)

This expression can be slightly simplified by replacing the sum over N’ by a sum over u =
n — N’, and one obtains

[e.e]

Y5 (t) :Z Z Z Ep(n, N, s, 0)Ep(N — u,n — u, s + u, t + u). (C.7)

n=0 N,u=—oco s, t=—min(n,N)

This matches Eq. (6.6) given in the main text, where the indices have been slightly renamed
for notational convenience.

D Equivalence between tracing out in Hilbert space and marginalisation
in the phase space

In Sec. 6.2, we have shown that a partial trace of the density matrix in Hilbert space is
associated to a partial integration over the corresponding degrees of freedom of the Wigner
function in phase space. This proof was however indirect, and relied on the equivalence
between different ways of computing the expectation value of quantum operators. In this
appendix, for completeness, we provide a direct proof that the reduced Wigner function is
nothing but the Wigner-Weyl transform of the reduced density matrix.
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For Hermitian operators, the Wigner-Weyl transform introduced in Eq. (5.39) can be
inverted, and the classical phase-space function OE(qE) gives rise to the quantum operator

(3,; through

1 . » ~
(2m)* /RS ¢ Dicy) /Rg d*qz exp (i€ - az) Ox(ag) (D.1)

=

It is obtained by integrating the four-mode displacement operator lA?(C E) against the Fourier

transform of (5E(q i), where (- is the conjugate vector to qz, expanded as

T
Ci = <C1,E’C1,7E’ Cojir So o For o By Mo o ”2,712) ) (D.2)

and the displacement operator lA)(C i) is defined as
D(Cz) = Dy 5(Cp) Dy _7(Cr) Dy 1(C7) Dy _7(C7) s (D.3)

where lA)Z L z(Cg) are the one-mode displacement operators

—~ . ~F ~
D, .i(¢) = exp (%, 1] L2 =7 i a) (D.4)
fori=1,2 and
1 .
Yitk = VG (“i,ﬂg + ZCi,iE) : (D-5)

The reason why D(¢ i) can be factorised in the form (D.3) is because the creation and
annihilation operators commute across the four modes.

Since the Wigner function W;(qp,t) is the Wigner-Weyl transform of the density matrix
py(t), one can use Eq. (D.1) to extract the density matrix from the Wigner function,

. 1 ~ .
i) = gyt [ 4% DG [ dPag exp (i a) Wiy ). (D.6)

Similarly, the reduced density matrix must be connected to the reduced Wigner function
(that we here aim at determining) through a relation of the form

~ 1 4 = 4
pE,red(t) = (27)2 /R4d Cii Dl(cl,k’)/ d*q, ; exp (quk ¢ k:) kred(qlk’t)’ (D.7)

where 131(('1 p) = lA)l 7(¢; E)ﬁ1 (¢, ) is the first-sector displacement operator. Let us
recall that pi ., is defined in Eq. (6.1) as the partial trace of the density matrix p; over

the environmental degrees of freedom. By plugging Eq. (D.6) into Eq. (6.1), and expanding
D(¢) as in Eq. (D.3), one finds

/ d4c1,12 51((:1,12)/ d4q1’];exp (iql,E'Cl,E>

o 0% o 2 (01Dt o)

1

'Ok red (t)
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/ d4q2,; exp (quk C2k> PCITAL By )] : (D.8)
R4

By comparing this expression with Eq. (D.7), one can read off

1 4
W@ :0) = g [ 0" Weld, 9 0N (0, ). 029)
where
N(ayz) = /W d'C,p exp (iay0.Cop) Do () oI DalCy ), v*(1)) - (D.10)
u,v=0

To evaluate N(q, ), we first use the factorisation (D.3) and compute

(e}

2) (2 2) (2
Zo<u§;) () Da(Cy ) [ul, v(1) =
2)| A 2 2)[ A 2
[Z () D, £(Cy ) Ju ’>] ~ [Z (W2 D, _#(¢yp) 0" ,§>] . (D.11)
u=0 v=0
Using the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula, and recalling that [a, i,;,ag :i:E] =1, the one-
mode displacement operator (D.4) can be written as 7
~ -1l *‘2 ~f * o
Di,ilZ(Ci,E) =e 2%%k .exp <7i,i13a¢7i12) exp ( %,ﬂ;“i,ﬂ) , (D.12)

where v, ,  is given in Eq. (D.5). This means that, when evaluating (u i);;| lA?Z I () |u$)’;>,
one first has to compute

exp (—yzigaiji,;) ‘UZ),;> = Zu:;' ( ) Vu(wu—1)---(u—n+1) ‘(u — n)(il)l;> (D.13)
0

where we have simply Taylor expanded the exponential function, and then

exp (%,:I:Ea;f’i];) [(w—n)h) =

n:i;o;!(%‘,ﬂ;)m\/(U—n—i—1)(U—n+2)...(u—n+m)‘(u—n+m)g_€.>. (D.14)

This leads to

~

@D, 1(¢; ) lulh) =

iigf)" wu—1)-(u—n-+1) (D.15)

2w
L 1
*571',&12‘ E i
‘ n!( K n!
n=0

The remaining sum over n can be performed by means of the Laguerre polynomials L,(z),
see Eq. (18.5.12) of Ref. [59],

WD, (¢, x) u®) =72
4k TR ER TR

_|? 2
’Yi,ik‘ L, (’72 oF ) . (D.16)
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Plugging this formula into Eq. (D.11), one obtains

2> gLv (‘72713‘2) : (D.17)

According to Eq. (D.10), we now need to evaluate the Fourier transform of the above
expression with respect to ¢, , in order to compute N (a, 7). To this end, we introduce the
generating function of the Laguerre polynomials [see Eq. (18.12.13) of Ref. [59]],

Go(t) = 3 1Ly (2) = li_t exp <_12_t t) . (D.18)
n=0

Evaluating this formula with £ = 1 — ¢ in the limit ¢ — 0, one obtains

> 2
L (‘7 ‘ ) = lm |G,  p(1—e.)], (D.19)
uz_% u | |V, +k St ‘%,ig +k
where we introduce € for each sector, k and —Fk. This allows one to write A (qy 1) as the

product of two limits of the Fourier transform of a Gaussian, i.e.

: 1 . 2—¢e ¢

Nayp) = 11 lim | — d2c2,si€ exp (Zq2,si5'cz,512) exp ( ———%¢7 +)|. (D:20)

+/ Eskg)o 6Sk R2 4€Sk ’
s=+/—

where we have used the fact that |y, 7[> = (C;iE + /ﬁ; :I:E)/Z = C; .7/2- The Fourier

transform of a Gaussian is also a Gaussian and we have

. 4 -
N(qg,;;‘) = H Elégo [(2 il )exp (;Sigqgsg)] = (2m)% (D.21)

:+/_ - €SE

We conclude that A (q, E) simply corresponds to a global phase-space volume, with no de-
pendence on the phase-space location.
The reduced Wigner function is finally given by Eq. (D.9), which leads to

WE,red(ql,E’ t) = /R4 d4q2j€ W]Z(ql’]za q2j€’,t), (D22)

i.e. it is simply obtained by marginalising the full Wigner function over the environmental
degrees of freedom in phase-space. This matches Eq. (6.12) given in the main text. Let us
stress that the above result is fully generic and does not assume any specific shape for the
Wigner function. It can be easily generalised to an arbitrary number of degrees of freedom
both in the system and in the environment sectors, since the Wigner-Weyl transform is
generated by a kernel that can be written in a fully factorisable form. Non-factorisability
due to entanglement is entirely contained in the Wigner function. Therefore, the reduced
Wigner function is always obtained from the full Wigner function by simply integrating over
the phase-space variables describing the environmental sector. In a sense, marginalisation in
phase space is the Wigner-Weyl representation of the partial trace.
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