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D ecoherence and Q uantum W alks: anom alous di�usion and ballistic tails

N.V. Prokof’ev1,2 and P.C.E. Stam p3,4

1
Departm ent ofPhysics, University ofM assachusetts, Am herst, M A 01003, USA

2
BEC-INFM ,Dipartim ento diFisica,Universita diTrento,Via Som m arive 14,I-38050 Povo,Italy

3
Departm entofPhysics & Astronom y,University ofBritish Colum bia,Vancouver,BC,Canada V6T 1Z1

4
Paci�c Institute ofTheoreticalPhysics,University ofBritish Colum bia,Vancouver,BC,Canada V6T 1Z1

The com m on perception is that strong coupling to the environm entwillalways render the evo-

lution ofthe system density m atrix quasi-classical(in fact,di�usive) in the long tim e lim it. W e

present here a counter-exam ple,in which a particle m akes quantum transitions between the sites

ofa d-dim ensionalhypercubic lattice whilst strongly coupled to a bath oftwo-levelsystem swhich

’record’the transitions. The long-tim e evolution of an initialwave packet is found to be m ost

unusual:the m ean square displacem entn
2
ofthe particle density m atrix shows long-range ballitic

behaviour,with hn
2
i� t

2
,butsim ultaneously a kind ofweakly-localised behaviournearthe origin.

Thisresultm ay haveim portantim plicationsforthedesign ofquantum com puting algorithm s,since

itdescribesa classofquantum walks.

PACS num bers: 05.40.Fb,03.65.Y z,03.67.-a

O ne can think ofthe trajectory ofa quantum parti-

cle hopping between 2 nodes A and B on som e lattice

or’graph’,asa ’quantum walk’,in which the am plitude

to go from A to B is given by sum m ing over allpossi-

ble paths (or ’walks’) between them . Am usingly,such

walks can also describe the tim e evolution ofquantum

algorithm s,including the G rover search algorithm and

Shor’s algorithm . O ne can �nd explicit m appings be-

tween theHam iltonian ofaquantum com puterbuiltfrom

spin-1=2 ’qubits’and gates,and thatfora quantum par-

ticlem ovingon som egraph[1,2].Each graph noderepre-

sentsa statein thesystem Hilbertspace,and thesystem

then walksin ’inform ation space’.Thism apping ism ost

transparentfor spatialsearch algorithm swith the local

structure ofthe database. Am ongst the graphs so far

studied are ’decision trees’[1,3,4]and hypercubes[5,6];

quantum walkson othergraphs,and theirconnection to

algorithm s,wererecently reviewed[2].

Thequantum dynam icsbetween two sitesA and B on

a given graph isoften m uch faster(som etim esexponen-

tially faster)than fora classicalwalk on thesam egraph

[4,7,8]. It has been argued that quantum walks m ay

generate new kinds ofquantum algorithm ,which have

proved very hard to �nd. Severalrecent papers have

also considered experim entalim plem entations ofquan-

tum walks for quantum inform ation processing[9, 10];

som e involve walks in real space, whereas others are

purely com putational(eg.,a walk in the Hilbert space

ofa quantum register[10]). M any experim ents overthe

years,particularly in solid-state physics,have also been

im plicitly testing featuresofquantum walks.

Asalways,them ain problem confrontinganyquantum

algorithm isenvironm entaldecoherence-thegradualen-

tanglem entofthe system with the ’environm ent’m eans

thatphaseinterferencee�ectsaregradually lost,in m ea-

surem entsperform ed on thesystem alone.Itisgenerally

assum ed thatthesystem dynam icswillthen show classi-

caldi�usion atlongtim es[11],atleastiftheenvironm ent

isatornearequilibrium [12].This’folk theorem ’issup-

ported by resultson m any m odels[13](exceptforcertain

very unusual1-dim ensionalsystem s[14]). Recent inves-

tigations of decoherence e�ects on quantum walks[15]-

[19]give sim ilar results, although in one investigation

ofrandom walksdriven by coin-tosses[17],non-classical

behavior was found. In these recent investigations,the

decoherence m echanism waseither (i)an externalnoise

source(ii)a coupling to a setoftossing ’coins’;or(iii)a

coupling ofthe coinsto a heatbath. In solid-state and

atom ic qubitssystem s,the heatbath ism odelled either

by a set of oscillators (representing delocalised m odes

like phonons,photons,or electrons),or by a set of’2-

levelsystem s’,or’TLS’(representinglocalised m odeslike

defects, topologicaldisorder, or nuclear and param ag-

neticspins).Both areim portantin experim ent;TLS are

particularly im portant for decoherence in m agnetic[20],

superconducting[21],and conducting[22]qubit system s,

and tend to dom inateatlow tem perature.

In thispaperweconsideraclassofquantum walkm od-

elshaving a very unusualdynam ics-notonly isthelong-

tim ebehaviournotclassically di�usive,buta partofthe

single-particle reduced density m atrix always continues

to show coherentdynam ics.These m odelsarevery rele-

vantto solid-state quantum inform ation processing sys-

tem s,since they involve a TLS bath-we couple a quan-

tum particle m oving on a graph to a bath described by

a setf�kg ofTLS,written asspin-1/2 Paulispins(with

k = 1;2;:::N ). W e �rst describe the dynam ics ofthese

m odels,and then theirphysicalinterpretation.

Q uantum W alker: For de�niteness we choose a d-

dim ensionalhypercubic graph for the walking particle

(our m ain conclusions do not depend on this assum p-

tion),with the ’bare’Ham iltonian

H o = � o

X

< ij>

(c
y

icj + h:c:) (1)

Herec
y

i createstheparticleon sitei,and < ij> restricts

the dynam icsto nearestneighborhopping.The particle
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m ovesin a Bloch band with dispersion relation �o(k)=

2� o

P d

�= 1
cos(k�ao) and bandwidth W o = 4d� o. Here

ao is the lattice constant,and k the d-dim ensionalm o-

m entum .Henceforth wem easurealldistancesin unitsof

ao,and labellatticesitesby a lattice vectorn.

Forthisquantum walker,thesolution ofSchr�odinger’s

equation is standard. Thus a particle initially localized

at the origin,with wave-function  n(t = 0) = �n0 at

t= 0,evolvesto  n(t)= L�d
P

k
ei[k�n�� o(k)]t ata later

tim e,where L isthe linearsystem size.The probability

distribution P o
n0(t)= j n(t)j

2 isthen

P
o
n0(t)=

dY

�= 1

J
2
n�
(z); z = 2� ot; (2)

where Jn(z) is the n-th order Bessel function. The

continuum -space lim it is recovered by considering a

broad G aussian initialwave-packet,initially centred at

the origin,ofform  n(t = 0) � (1=
p
�R)d=2 e�n

2
=2R

2

with R � 1.Then forlatertim es

P
o
n0(t)�

�
R 2

�(R 4 + z2)

� d=2

e
�n

2
R

2
=(R

4
+ z

2
)
: (3)

As expected, a purely quantum -m echanical evolution

givesP o
00(t)/ 1=td and hn2i/ t2 atlong tim es.

Environm ental decoherence: Coupling the quan-

tum walkerto an environm entissupposed to changethe

long-tim e evolution to classicaldi�usion, characterized

at long tim es by P
(cl)

00 (t) / 1=td=2 and hn2
cl
i / t. W e

certainly expectthisform odelsin which theparticleco-

ordinate iscoupled to an O hm ic oscillatorbath,butwe

now exam inethee�ectofacouplingbetween theparticle

and aTLS bath.O n itsown,thisbath hasaHam iltonian

H T L S =
P

k
hk � �k +

P

kk0
V
��

kk0
��k �

�

k0
,where the fhkg

are �eldsacting on each TLS,and the V
��

kk0
describe in-

teractions between them . Typically the V
��

kk0
are very

sm all,and lead only to a very slow dynam icsoftheTLS

bath,so weshalldrop them [25].Variouscouplingsofthe

bath to the walkerare possible,butwe areinterested in

those which m onitortransitionsofthe walker,ie.,those

triggered when theparticlehopsbetween nodes.W ecan

then distinguish 2 im portantlim iting cases:

(i) the TLS bath is acted on by only weak external

�elds,which wethen neglect.Now assum ethateach tim e

thequantum walkerhopsitcan ip thek-th TLS � k with

am plitude�k.W ecan writethee�ectiveHam iltonian as

H = � o

X

< ij>

(

c
y

icj cos

 
X

k

�k�
x
k

!

+ H :c:

)

; (4)

In what follows we willassum e that the individual�k
aresm allbutthatthenum berN ofTLS isso largethat

� =
P

k
�2
k
� 1,i.e. hopping events are accom plished

by sim ultaneoustransitionsin a largenum berofTLS.In

otherwords,we look atthe caseofstrong decoherence.

(ii)TheTLS bath ispolarised by strong external�eld

hk = h. De�ning the unit vector fẑg along the axis of

this �eld,and the totalpolarisation M =
P

k
�zk ofthe

TLS bath with respect to this axis,we see that in this

strong�eld lim it,onlybath transitionswhich conserveM

areallowed.In thiscaseonehasan e�ectiveHam iltonian

H M = � o

X

< ij>

n

c
y

i
cj [P�M e

i
P

k
� k �

x

k PM ]+ H :c:

o

(5)

where PM projects the state ofthe TLS bath onto the

subspace with polarization M . W e have dropped the

largeZeem an term
P

k
h� �k from thisHam iltonian,since

itisnow justan M -dependentconstant.

W e now proceed with the solution forthe probability

distribution Pn0(t). W e shalllook in detailat the �rst

m odel(4)above,and then com m enton the second one.

The form of(4)isa sim ple generalisation ofa Ham ilto-

nian H = � o f�̂x cos[
P

k
�k�

x
k]+ H :c:g,which describes

one lim iting case ofthe interaction ofa single qubit �
with a spin bath. The density m atrix ofthis m odelis

given exactly asa phase average overthe propagatorof

the ’bare’qubit [23,24],and one can use precisely the

sam e technique to write the solution for (4). Thus,for

the initially localised state  n(t = 0) = �n0,assum ing

the strong decoherence lim it described above,one �nds

the solution attim e tas

Pn0(t)=

Z 2�

0

d’

2�

dY

�= 1

J
2
n�
(zcos’); (6)

and sim ilarly fortheinitially broad wave-packetonegets

Pn0(t)�

Z 2�

0

d’

2�

R d e�n
2
R

2
=(R

4
+ z

2
cos

2
’)

�
�(R 4 + z2 cos2 ’)

�d=2
: (7)

W e will rederive this result using a rather di�erent

m ethod atthe end ofthe paper. G iven the strong cou-

pling to the TLS environm ent,one intuitively expects

classicaldi�usive dynam ics at long tim es. Surprisingly,

the actualevolution isradically di�erent. Consider�rst

the probability at long tim es of�nding a particle back

at the origin, P00(z ! 1 ), in Eq.(6). The asym p-

totic expansion for the Bessel function J0(zcos’) �
p
2=� cos(zcos’ � �=4)=(zcos’)isnotpossiblebecause

cos’ ! 0 for’ ! � �=2.In fact,in thet! 1 lim itthe

dom inantcontribution (ford > 1)com esfrom ’ � � �=2.

Then

P00(z ! 1 )�
1

�

Z 1

�1

d’J
2d
0 (z’)=

A d

� ot
; (8)

whereA d = (2�)�1
R1
�1

dxJ2d0 (x)isa constant(in d = 1

there is an additionalln(2� ot) factor). This result is

already ratherpeculiarsincein d > 2 thedecay ofP00(t)

isintegrableboth in theclassicaldi�usion,P
(cl)

00 / t�d=2 ,

and in theideal,orballistic,quantum propagation,P o
00 /
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t�d . W e getqualitatively sim ilaranswersforthe broad

initialstate(7),where

P00(z ! 1 )�
A dR

2�d

� ot
; (9)

and A d = 2��(1+ d=2)
R1
0

dx=(1+ x2)d=2.Thedependence

on the initialwave-packetspread in the long tim e-lim it

isanotherunusualfeature ofthe solution.

From thedivergenceofthetotaltim espentattheori-

gin � =
Rt! 1

0
d�P0(�) / ��1o ln(� ot) ! 1 one’s �rst

suspicion is that the strong environm entaldecoherence

iscausing som ekind ofquasi-localization oftheparticle,

analogousto weak localisation in solid-state physics. It

then com esasan astonishing paradox thata calculation

ofthe m ean-squaredisplacem entfrom (6)gives

< ((n(t)� n(0))2 > = 12
X

n

n
2
Pn0(z)=

d

2
(� ot)

2
;

(10)

which is only a factor of two sm aller then the coher-

entquantum evolution! Thusthe solution showsquasi-

localsation neartheorigin,coexisting with coherentbal-

listic dynam icsatlargedistances.

Having both P00(t) / 1=t and
P

n
n2Pn0(t) / t2 at

the sam e tim e is obviously inconsistent with the sim -

ple scaling form t�d f(n2=t2). The solution to the para-

dox requires a m ore com plex shape for the distribution

function,which we show in Fig. 1 and derive here for

the G aussian initialstate. W e introduce new variables

r= n=R and u = z=R 2 to sim plify theintegralin (7)to:

Pr0(u)=

�
1

�R 2

� d=2 Z 2�

0

d’

2�

e�r
2
=(1+ u

2
cos

2
’)

[1+ u2 cos2 ’)]d=2
: (11)

It is straightforward at this point, by considering the

long-tim e lim it u � 1,to derive the following relations

forthe interm ediate

Pn0(t)�
�
�
d�1

2

�

2�d=2+ 1

R

� otn
d�1

; (R � n � � ot=R);

(12)

and large(n ! 1 )length scales

Pn0(t)�
1

�(d+ 1)=2n

�
R

2� ot

� d�1

e
�n

2
(R =2� ot)

2

: (13)

Asexpected from (9),onehasan increased probability of

�nding a walkerattheorigin.Sincethepower-law decay

1=nd�1 isnotintegrable,the norm alization integraland

hn2i are stilldeterm ined by the param eter z, but the

probability ofbeing atthe origin is enhanced overthat

ata distance� ot=R by a factor(� ot=R)
d�1 .

Not surprisingly, the therm odynam ics of this sys-

tem is also peculiar. The partition function Z =
R2�
0
(d’=2�)Id0(2� o cos’=T) is leading to a free energy

in the low-tem perature lim it T � � o given by F (T)�

� T(d=2+ 1=2)lnT + const.
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FIG .1:(Coloronline).Form of4�n
2
Pn0(t)aftertim e tsuch

thatz = 2� ot� R
2
,calculated from Eq.(11)with z = 2000

and R = 10 for the three-dim ensionalwalker. The inset for

lnPn0 showsthe asym ptotic decay.

Finally,let us note that the strong-�eld Ham iltonian

(5) gives sim ilar behaviour. For strong decoherence we

�nd thatan initially localized state atthe origin propa-

gatesas

Pn0(z)=

Z 1

0

dye
�y

P
0
n0(zJM (2

p
�y)): (14)

and analysisofthisshowsthesam elong-tim efeaturesas

above.

P hysical interpretation: A path integral analy-

sis provides som e insight here. The anom alous short-

distance behaviour arises because the e�ective interac-

tion between the 2 paths ofthe density m atrix,gener-

ated by interactionswith thespin bath environm ent,has

long-tim em em ory e�ectsin it-thisisbecause the bath

hasa degenerateenergy spectrum (thisisrem iniscentof

weak localisation[26]).Butthen how can we explain the

long-rangeballistictail? Usually even very weak interac-

tion with a bath givesclassicaldi�usion atlong ranges,

because the environm ent ’m easures’the position ofthe

particleasittravelsalong a given path[27].Forthisthe

environm entdoesnothave to record allpossible trajec-

tories ofthe particle -it only needs to track a ’coarse-

grained’trajectory[28]. The sam e istrue ifthe environ-

m entcouplesto theparticlevelocity,from m easurem ents

ofwhich onecan also reconstructitstrajectory.

The answerto the paradox isinteresting.Notice that

in (4)and (5)theenvironm entalcouplingdoesnotdistin-

guish di�erentparticlepositionsin thespaceofthegraph

(ie.,between di�erentgraph nodes),northe direction of

transition between them ;itonly recordsthattransitions

between them have occurred. This leaves room for the

constructiveinterferenceofm any very largepathson the

graph.

To gain m ore insightinto the problem we rewrite the

Ham iltonian (4)in them om entum representation forthe
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walker and a rotated basis for the TLS spins (rotating

�x
k
! �z

k
). In this basis the Ham iltonian is diagonal;

writing� =
P

k
�k�

z
k,and given som eTLS spin distribu-

tion f�z
k
g with a given �,then H actson theeigenstates

jk;f�zkgiaccording to

H jk;f�zkgi = cos’ �o(k)jk;f�
z
kgi; (15)

Ifwe now startfrom the initially localized state forthe

walkerand arbitrary
Q

k
j�z

k
i state for the environm ent

(in theoriginal,unrotated basis)thesystem isan equal-

weightsuperposition ofalleigenstates.W e im m ediately

see that states with the sam e ’ evolve coherently with

a renorm alized hopping am plitude � o cos’,and in the

strongcouplinglim itallvaluesof’ on the[0;2�]interval

areequally represented (thuswerederivetheresultgiven

abovein eqtns.(6)and (7)).Theballistic long-tim ebe-

haviourcom esfrom those portionsofthis m ixture with

jcos’j� 1.The anom alous’sub-di�usive’long-tim ebe-

havioratthegraph origin,on theotherhand,com esfrom

a sm allfraction � 1=z ofstateshaving very sm alle�ec-

tive � o cos’ < 1=t,which cannot propagate anywhere

atall!

In quantum inform ation processingsystem s,wherethe

walk can occur in di�erent kinds ofinform ation space,

no generalprinciple forces the environm entalcouplings

to distinguish eitherthedi�erentgraph nodes,orthedi-

rection oftransition between them .Thuswe see thatin

the design ofquantum com putersand certain search al-

gorithm s,itbecom es ofconsiderable interestto look at

quantum walkers for which environm entaldecoherence

m ay even be strong,provided itisnotprojecting parti-

clestatesonto eitherthe’position’or’m om entum ’bases

in the inform ation space de�ned by the graph on which

the walk takesplace. M ore generally,we see thatthere

isan interesting classofsystem sforwhich thelong-tim e

behaviourisveryfarfrom di�usive,even in thestrongde-

coherencelim it-instead,itcom binesa short-range’sub-

di�usive’behaviourwith long-rangecoherentdynam ics.

NP thanks the BEC-INFM center at the University

ofTrento forhospitality and support,and PCES thanks

NSERC,PITP,and theCIAR forsupport.W ealsothank

A Hines,G M ilburn, and particularly AJ Leggett,for

very illum inating discussionsofthese results.

[1]E.Farhiand S.G utm ann,Phys.Rev.A 58,915 (1998).

[2]J.K em pe,Contem p.Phys.44,307 (2003).

[3]A.M .Childs, E.Farhi, and S.G utm ann, Q uant.Inf.

Proc.1,35 (2002).

[4]A.M .Childs,R.Cleve,E.D eotto,E.Farhi,S.G utm ann,

and D .A.Spielm an, Proc. 35th ACM Sym posium on

Theory ofCom puting (STO C 2003),pp.59-68

[5]S.Aronson,A.Am bainis,quant-ph/0303041;A.Am bai-

nis,J.K em pe,and A.Rivosh,quant-ph/0402107.

[6]A.M .Childsand J.G oldstone,Phys.Rev.A 70,022314

(2004);ibid Phys.Rev.A 70,042312 (2004).

[7]N.Shenvi,J.K em peand K .B.W haley,Phys.Rev.A 67,

052307 (2003).

[8]J.K em pe,quant-ph/0205083.

[9]B. C. Travaglione and G . M ilburn, Phys. Rev. A 65,

032310 (2002);W .D �ur,R.Raussendorf,V.M .K endon,

and H-J.Briegel,PhysRev A 66,052319 (2002);K .Eck-

ert,J.M om part,G .Birkland M .Lewenstein,Phys.Rev

A 72,012327 (2005).

[10]S.Fujiwara,H.O saki,I.M .Buluta,and S.Hasegawa,

Phys.Rev.A 72,032329 (2005).

[11]See,eg., A.O .Caldeira and A.J.Leggett,Physica A

121,587 (1983)

[12]W eassum e the’quantum walker+ environm ent’to bea

closed system ,ie.,we exclude externaldriving �elds.

[13]U.W eiss,"Q uantum DissipativeSystem s";weneed other

referenceshere aswell.

[14]X.Zotosand P.Prelovsek,condm at/0304630.

[15]D .Shapira,O .Biham ,A.J.Bracken,and M .Hackett,

Phys.Rev.A 68,062315 (2003).

[16]V.K endon and B.Treganna,Phys.Rev.A 67,042315

(2003).

[17]T.A.Brun,H.A.Carteret,and A.Am bainis,Phys.Rev.

Lett.91,130602 (2003);ibid A 67,052317 (2003).

[18]T.A.Brun,H.A.Carteretand A.Am bainis,Phys.Rev.

A 67,032304 (2003).

[19]D . Solenov and L. Fedichkin, quant-ph/059078; L.

Fedichkin,D .Solenov,and C.Tam on,Q uant.Inf.Com m .

6,263 (2006).

[20]W .W ernsdorfer,Adv.Chem .Phys.118,99 (2001);H.

M .Ronnow etal.,Science 308,389 (2005)

[21]R. W . Sim m onds et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 077003

(2004)

[22]Y.Im ry,H.Fukuyam a,P.Schwab,Europhys.Lett.47,

608 (1999)

[23]N.V.Prokof’ev and P.C.E.Stam p,Rep.Prog.Phys.

63,669 (2000).

[24]N.V.Prokof’ev,P.C.E.Stam p,J.Phys.CM 5,L663

(1993)

[25]Interactions between TLS in solids are usually dipolar

and very weak com pared to other energy scales (eg.,in

m agnets,the interaction even between between nearest-

neighbournuclearspinsis� 10� 8
K ,com pared to typical

m agnetic energy scales� 10� 1000K ).

[26]E.Abraham s,P.W .Anderson,D .C.Licciardello,and

T.V.Ram akrishnan,Phys.Rev.Lett.42,673 (1979).

[27]A.Stern,Y.Aharonov,Y.Im ry,Phys.Rev.A 41,3436

(1990)

[28]The num ber ofwalks N W between 2 sites a distance n

apartisexponentialin n.Suppose a setofN M � n dif-

ferent devices with Hilbert space dim ension D H m akes

position m easurem ents on the walker, recording up to

D
N M

H
possible coarse-grained paths (and destroying in-

terference between them ).If D H is not exponentialin

n=N M (a typicalcoarse-grained position m easuring en-

vironm ent would have N M / n
�
, with � < 1), then

D
N M

H
� N W forsu�ciently large n.

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0303041
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0402107
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0205083

