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ABSTRACT

Todiscussthequantum toclassicaltransition in quantum cosm ology,westudy

the decoherence factor and the peak ofthe W igner function,which respectively

representthe degree ofdecoherence and the degree to which the classicalm otion

ofthe Universe isde�ned,in a Robertson-W alkeruniverse m odelcoupled with a

scalar �eld. It is known that the decoherence factor is divergent in som e cases.

This im plies that perfect decoherence occurs,and classicalcorrelation criterion

fails. In this paper we discuss the divergence ofthe decoherence factor in som e

detailand obtain theconstraintsfordecoherence factorto beconvergent,m aking

useofthearbitrarinessde�ningthereduced density m atrix.Theresultisdiscussed

in connection with thearbitrarinessofsystem /environm entsplitting.

http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9602042v1


1.Introduction

M any researchersacceptthatquantum theory can beapplied to alleventsand

even totheentireUniverse.However,m acroscopicobjects,including ouruniverse,

behaveclassically.Ifweseriously considerquantum theory asauniversaltheory,it

isa crucialproblem to deriveclassicalbehaviorfrom quantum theory undersom e

suitableconditions.

To characterize classicality, two criteria are generally used as fundam ental,

classicalcorrelation and quantum decoherence.

Strong correlation isnecessary to predictfrom the wave function ofthe Uni-

verse. Itisa reason thatwe cannothave probabilistic predictionsfrom the wave

function ofthe Universe that is a single system and can only predict the event

whose (conditional)probability isalm ostunity,i.e.,the strong peak ofthe wave

function or W igner function.
[1;2]

The existence ofcorrelation between con�gura-

tions and m om enta along a classicaltrajectory im plies that the system follows

classicalequationsofm otion. In orderto analyze whethera given wave function

hasclassicalcorrelation,weoften exam inethepeak oftheW ignerfunction.
[3]

W em ay expectthattheW KB stateisclassicalin a senseand thattheW igner

function associated with itshowsclassicalcorrelation.However,theW ignerfunc-

tion ofthe W KB state not only has no peak around the classicaltrajectory in

phase space butalso oscillates very rapidly.
[4;5]

The cause ofthese phenom ena is

the existence ofquantum interference. To acquire classicalcorrelation,we need

som ecoarsegraining.
[6]

Quantum decoherence induces the coarse graining necessary for the W igner

function to havea peak.
[6]

And originally,quantum decoherenceisnecessary forin-

dividualsystem sin acom positesystem tohavede�nitecharacters,
[7]

and necessary

to assign theprobability into each history ofthesystem .
[8]

Classicalcorrelationandquantum decoherencearenotonlycom plem entarybut

alsoexclusivein part,becausedecoherenceinducesacoarsegrainingon theW igner
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function,and the coarse graining leadsto a spreading ofthe W ignerfunction.
[6][9]

Let us assum e that we have a superposed state in the position representation,

and afterthedecoherence m echanism acts,itsdensity m atrix associated with the

state isdiagonalized in thatrepresentation. Therefore we have a classicalensem -

ble consisting ofthe stateswhose positionsare decided. Each state isa position

eigenstate so thatthe conjugate m om entum isinde�nite. So we have no classical

correlation between positionsand m om enta in phase space. To obtain a de�nite

classicalcorrelation,decoherence should bem oderate.

A m echanism leading to decoherence isthe \environm entinduced superselec-

tion rule".
[10]

M acroscopic objects are not isolated from their environm ent. W e

�nally need reduced inform ation because we cannot observe the entire Universe.

Thisinevitableinteraction with theenvironm entinducesnon-unitary evolution on

therelevantdegreesoffreedom called thesystem .

Thism echanism hasbeen applied toquantum cosm ology.
[11� 16]

There,decoher-

enceofthespacetim eand classicalcorrelation,i.e.,derivation ofthesem iclassical

Einstein equation,has been discussed. Decoherence and correlation ofthe scale

factoroftheRobertson-W alkeruniverseby an inhom ogeneousscalar�eld asenvi-

ronm entareusually exam ined undertheW KB ansatz,and thedegreeofdecoher-

ence is expressed by the overlap integral,called the decoherence factor,between

thestatesofscalar�eldswhich haveevolved on di�erentW KB histories.

In som e cosm ologicalm odels, we face perfect decoherence ofthe scale fac-

tor.
[12][15][16]

Because we dealwith a system ofan in�nite num bersofdegreesoffree-

dom ,weessentially need regularization and renorm alization procedures.However,

thisfeature isnotrem oved by the standard renorm alization procedure.
[16]

Further

thisisan undesirable feature forclassicalcorrelation. So we usually introduce a

cuto�tothedegreesoffreedom ofscalarm odesastheenvironm ent.Unfortunately,

whetherthescalefactorbehavesclassically isstrongly dependenton thechoiceof

cuto�.
[11][12][6]

M eanwhile,wehaveam odelthatshowsm oderatedecoherence.Several

authorsrelated the cause ofperfectdecoherence to the lack ofadiabaticity ofthe
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W KB histories.
[15][16]

W e always have arbitrariness in de�ning the reduced density m atrix.
[17]

The

reduced density m atrix m ay be de�ned by integrating outthem odesf�ng asthe

environm ent,

�red(a;a
0)=

Z

[�
n
d�n]�(a;f�ng;a

0
;f�ng):

Alternatively,wem ay de�neitby integrating outffn = ag(a)�ng astheenviron-

m ent,

��red(a;a
0)=

Z

[�
n
dfn(ag(a))

�1=2 (a0g(a0))�1=2 ]�(a;f
fn

ag(a)
g;a0;f

fn

a0g(a0)
g):

The arbitrarinessofthe choice ofthe environm entvariablesbringschange to the

conjugatem om entasothattheportion spanned by theHilbertspaceofthesystem

within the totalHilbertspace changes. Exceptforthe coincidence lim it,a = a0,

�red 6= ��red.Then,isita naturalchoice which reduced density m atrix we use for

the decoherence argum entofthe scale factor? Laam m e and Louko
[17]

assertthat

the choice g(a)= 1 ispreferable to g(a)= a�1 because the decoherence induced

by theform erism oredirectly related to particleproduction.

In this paper, through a m odelconsisting ofa scale factor and free scalar

�eld with curvaturecoupling,wesom ewhatcarefully discussthequestion ofwhich

which choiceforreduced density m atrix leadstom oderatedecoherence.Thepaper

isorganized asfollows.In Sec.IIwede�nethedecoherencefactorinduced by inte-

gratingouttherescaled scalar�eld accordingtotheusualprocedure.In Sec.IIIwe

relate the variance ofGaussian solution forthe Schr�odinger equation ofrescaled

scalar �eld to m ode functions that are solutions ofKlein-Gordon equation,and

review theknown resultsbriey.In Sec.4,using theconstraintson largefrequency

behaviorofthem odefunction by Bogoliubov im plem entability,weobtain thecon-

straintson rescaling g(a)forthescalar�eld and thecurvature coupling constant.

Sec.V isdevoted to a sum m ary.
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2.DecoherenceFunctional

W econsidertheRobertson-W alkeruniversewith a freescalar�eld,and exam -

ine the decoherence ofthe scale factorby using the rescaled �eld asthe environ-

m ent.TheLagrangian density ofthissystem is

L =
M 2

12

p
�g R �

p
�g

2
[(r �)2 + m

2�2 + �R�2]: (2:1)

W echooserescaled m odesffng astheenvironm ent,

�(t;~x)=
X

n

fn(t)

ag(a)
Yn(~x); (2:2)

wherefYngarenorm alized eigenfunctionsoftheLaplacian with respecttohij,and

theindex n isan abstractindex classifying theeigenfunctionsYn.Theeigenvalue

ofYn is�n
2 = �(k2 � K ).

Using theRW m etric,

ds
2 = �N (t)2dt2 + a

2(t)hij(~x)dx
i
dx

j

= �N
2
dt
2 + a

2

�
dr2

1� K r2
+ r

2
d
2

�

;
(2:3)

theLagrangian iswritten as

L =
1

2N
G ��

_X � _X �
� N U ; X

� = (a;ffng); (2:4)

U(X )= �M
2K a

2
+
n2 + m 2a2 + 6�K

2ag2
f
2
n

� M
2
V (a)+

~!2n

2ag2
f
2
n ; (2:5)

G �� =

 
G aa

h

F �1 �
P

n

�
M a�n
g

�2i
M

2
a
2

g2
�n

M
2
a
2

g2
��n

a
g2
��nn

!

; (2:6)

G aa = �M
2
a ; G

aa = �
1

M 2a
; (2:7)
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�n = G
aa
�

ln
g

a6��1

�0
fn ; (2:8)

F =

h

1�
6�(1� 6�)

M 2a2g2(a)

X

n

f
2
n

i�1
; (2:9)

whereG aa isthesuperm etricin thecaseofno coupling tothescalar�eld,and the

dash representsthederivativewith respectto thescalefactora.

TheHam iltonian ofthissystem becom es

H =
1

2
G
��
P�P� + U ; (2:10)

G
�� =

 
G
aaF F�n

F��n
g
2

a
��nn + FG aa��n�n

!

: (2:11)

Quantizing thissystem ,weobtain theW heeler-DeW ittequation,

[�
1

2
G + U]	(X �)= 0 ; (2:12)

where G istheD’Alem bertian with respectto superm etricG ��,and theintegral

m easureforthesquareofwavefunctionsisda�n dfn
p
�G � da

p
�G aa�n[dfn(a

1=2=g)].

Dueto theexistenceofthePlanck scale,welook forthesolutionsundertheBorn-

Oppenheim erapproxim ation,

	(a;ff ng)= C(a)eiS(a)�(ffng ;a);

O (S(a))� O (M 2):
(2:13)

SubstitutingEq.(2.13) intoEq.(2.12) and expandingin powersofM �2 ,weobtain

theHam ilton-Jacobiequation from leading term ,

1

2
G
aa(@aS)

2 + M
2
V = 0 ; (2:14)

To next order in M �2 ,we obtain the probability conservation equation and the

Schr�odingerequation,

@a(
p
�G G

aa
C
2
@aS)= 0 ; (2:15)
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i(G aa
@aS)(@a +

1

2
@aln

a1=2

g
)�

=

h

�
g2

2a
@
2
n � i

@aS

2
(�n@n + @n�n)+

!2n

2ag2
f
2
n

i

� ; (2:16)

!
2
n = ~!2n � 6�(1� 6�)(Gaa@aS)

2
; (2:17)

wherewechoosetheprefactorC to beW KB prefactorin thecaseofthepureRW

universe.By thischoiceofC,wavefunction ofthescalar�eld isnorm alized as

1=

Z

�
n

n

dfn
a1=2

g

o

j�j
2
: (2:18)

W ede�neW KB tim eas

1

N

@

@t
� (G aa

@aS)@a ;

so G aa@aS = _a=N .Eq.(2.16) isrewritten as

1

N

@ 

@t
=

h

�
g2

2a
@n

2
+

1

2ag2

2nf

2
n

i

 ; (2:19)

 =

�
a1=2

g

�1=2
exp

n
ia

2N g2

�

ln
g

a6��1

��
f
2
n

o

� ; (2:20)


2n = k
2
� K + a

2(m 2 + (� �
1

6
)R)�

a

N

�
a_g

N g

��
+

�
a_g

N g

�2

� �
2
n �

a

N

�
a_g

N g

��
+

�
a_g

N g

�2
: (2:21)

In quantum m echanics,superposed statescan also exist,and thegeneralform

ofwave function is

	=
X

l

Cl(a)exp[iSl(a)]�l(ffng ;a); (2:22)

where the index lis a param eter that classi�es the solutions ofEq.(2.14) . In

our case, l = � where +(�) corresponds to expanding(contracting) universe,

S� = �S+ ,and @=N @t� = �@=N @t+ . Hereafter we use a "dot" to represent

thederivativewith respectto t+ .
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W ede�nethedensitym atrixofthetotalsystem andthereduced densitym atrix

ofthescalefactor.First,wede�nethetotaldensity m atrix as

�(a;ffng ;a
0
;ff

0

ng )= 	(a;ff ng )	
�(a0;ff0ng ): (2:23)

From the bi-scalarcharacterofthe density m atrix,we de�ne the reduced density

m atrix as

�red(a;a
0)=

Z

�
n

n

dfn

�
a1=2

g(a)

�1=2�a01=2

g(a0)

�1=2o

�(a;ffng ;a
0
;ffng ): (2:24)

From Eq.(2.22),weobtain

�red(a;a
0)=

X

l;l0

�
(0)

l;l0
(a;a0)Il;l0(a;a

0); (2:25)

�
(0)

l;l0
(a;a0)= Cl(a)C

�

l0(a
0)exp[i(Sl(a)� Sl0(a

0))]; (2:26)

Il;l0(a;a
0)=

Z

�
n
dfn exp[�

i

2
(�l� �

0

l0)f
2
n] l(ffng ;a) 

�

l0(ffng ;a
0); (2:27)

�l(a)=
la

N g2

�

ln
g

a6��1

��
; (2:28)

where�(0) isthedensity m atrix in thecaseofa pureRW universe,and I isoften

called the decoherence factor.From norm alization,Eq.(2.18),atthe coincidence

lim it, l = l0 and a = a0, we obtain jIl;l(a;a)j = 1. Further, by the Cauchy-

Schwartz inequality we generally obtain the inequality jIl;l0(a;a
0)j� 1.Thus,the

decoherence factorreectsthedegreeofdecoherence ofthescalefactor.
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3.Solution oftheSchr�odingerequation and Known Results

As we discussed in the previous section,to exam ine decoherence under the

W KB ansatz, we �rst solve the Ham ilton-Jacobiequation, Eq.(2.14) , for the

background geom etry,and nextsolve theSchr�odingerequation,Eq.(2.19),in the

background geom etry thatisa solution oftheHam ilton-Jacobiequation.Finally,

weestim atethedecoherence factor,Eq.(2.27).

Because there is no m ode coupling in Eq.(2.19) , we dealwith each m ode

separately.Eq.(2.19) hasa quadraticform ,and weseek solutionsoftheGaussian

form

 nl=

� �B nlR

�

�1=4
exp[iAnl(t)�

1

2
�B nl(t)f

2
n]; (3:1)

where �B nlR = Re(�B nl)> 0.From theSchr�odingerequation Eq.(2.19),weobtain

l
_Anl

N
= �

g2

2a
�B nlR ; (3:2)

l

_�B nl

N
= �i

g2

a
�B 2
nl+

i

ag2

2n : (3:3)

W eintroducethevariableunlas

�B nl= �i
la

N g2
[lnu�nl+ lng]�; (3:4)

and Eq.(3.3) isrewritten as

a

N

�
a

N
_unl

��
+ �

2
nunl= 0 ;

�
2
n = k

2 + a
2[m 2 + (� �

1

6
)R]:

(3:5)

Eq.(3.5) isjustthe Klein-Gordon equation. So unl isa m ode function,and the

choice ofthem odefunction correspondsto theinitialcondition ofthewave func-

tion, nl.
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In the Gaussian form ,Eq.(3.1),the decoherence factor,Eq.(2.27) iswritten

as

Il;l0(a;a
0)= �

n
exp[i(Anl(a)� Anl0(a

0))]

h
4B nlR (a)B nl0R (a

0)

(B nl(a)+ B �

nl0
(a0))2

i1=4
; (3:6)

B nl(a)=
�B nl(a)+ i�l(a)= �i

la

N g2
[lnu�nl+ (6� � 1)lna]�: (3:7)

Letustry to apply theproceduresdescribed aboveto som em odels.First,we

considerthecaseofa m asslessm inim ally coupled �eld on thedeSitterbackground

asa zeroth orderW KB solution.
[11]

Ifwe choose the deSitterinvariantvacuum as

theboundary condition ofthem odefunctions,thefunctionsB nlaregiven by

B nl(a)= (k2 � 1)a2
k+ il(H 2a2 � 1)1=2

k2 + H 2a2 � 1
; (3:8)

wherewechosetherescaling g(a)= a�1 .So weobtain
[11]

jIl;l0(a;a
0)j= �

k= 2

h

1+
(a2 � a02)2

4a2a02
+
(a02l

p
H 2a2 � 1� a2l0

p
H 2a02 � 1 )2

4k2a2a02

i�k 2
=4

:

(3:9)

By calculating the in�nite product,we obtain perfect decoherence between the

expanding universe and contracting one,and perfectdecoherence within a W KB

branch,

jI+ � (a;a)j=
1

�
k= 2

h

1+
H 2a2 � 1

k2

i�k 2
=4

= 0 ;

jIl;l(a;a
0)j<

1

�
k= 2

h

1+
(a2 � a02)2

4a2a02

i�k 2
=4

= 0 fora 6= a
0
:

(3:10)

Next we consider the case ofa m assive conform ally coupled �eld on an adi-

abatically evolving universe.
[15][16][18]

Let us set,at scale factor a = a0,the initial

condition ofthe scalar�eld asin-vacuum and choose the rescaling g(a)= 1 and

10



N = a. Using Bogoliubov coe�cients,which are estim ated by a standard W KB

technique,thein-vacuum isrelated to theadiabaticout-vacuum as

u
in
n = �nu

out
n + �nu

out
n

�

;

u
out
n �

exp(�i
R�

�nd�
0)

(2�n)
1=2

;

�n =
i

2
exp[�



2
(k2 + m

2
a
2
0)];  =

�
p
m 2a0V

0(a0)
;

�n � 1 :

(3:11)

Thus

B n+ (a)= �n

h
��n � ��nun=u

out�
n

��n + ��nu
out
n =uout�n

i

+ i
_�n

2�n
= B

�

n� (a): (3:12)

Thenorm ofthedecoherencefactorbetween theexpanding universeand contract-

ing universeisgiven by
[18][16]

jI+ � (a;a)j=
1

�
k= 2

h

1�
1

�2n

n

2j�njcos(2

�Z

�n)�
_�n

2�2n

o2ik2=4
; (3:13)

and due to O (��2n )= O (_�n=�
2
n)= O (k�2 ),the in�nite producton the R.H.S.of

Eq.(3.13) isconvergent,so thatm oderatedecoherenceresults.Sim ilarly thedeco-

herencefactorwithin a W KB branch isalso calculated,and itdoesnotvanish.
[15]

4.Constraintson rescaling and curvaturecouplingconstant

W e would like to know how the scale factordecoheres. Thus we concentrate

on thenorm ofthedecoherence factor,

jIl;l0(a;a
0)j= �

n

h
4B nlR (a)B nl0R(a

0)

jB nl(a)+ B �

nl0
(a0)j2

i1=4

= �
n

h

1�
jB nl(a)� B nl0(a

0)j2

jB nl(a)+ B �

nl0
(a0)j2

i1=4
:

(4:1)

Byvirtueofawellknowntheorem forin�niteproducts,thedivergenceofEq.(4.1) is
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equivalentto thatof

X

n

jB nl(a)� B nl0(a
0)j2

jB nl(a)+ B �

nl0
(a0)j2

: (4:2)

In ourcase,in the large k lim itwe can replace the sum m antion form ode k into

an integraloverk:

X

n

�!

Z

dkk
2
:

IfEq.(4.2) isconvergent,itm usthold thatforlargek,

jB nl(a)� B nl0(a
0)j2

jB nl(a)+ B �

nl0
(a0)j2

� o(k�3 ): (4:3)

In orderto obtain the constraints forthe decoherence factorto be �nite,we

attach som e physically reasonable conditions to the m ode functions. W e expect

thatateachtim ewecanhaveaparticlepictureandthattheFockrepresentation set

ateachtim ecanberelatedunitaryequivalently,i.e.,Bogoliubovim plem entability.

This Bogoliubov im plem entability gives som e constraints on the behavior of

them odefunction in thelargek lim it:
[20]

�nl� Re

h

�i
la

N

_u�
nl

u�
nl

i

(4:4)

� �n + o(k�1=2 ); (4:5)

n � �Im

h

�i
la

N

_u�
nl

u�
nl

i

(4:6)

� o(k�1=2 ): (4:7)

For exam ple,the behavior ofeach Eqs.(4.4) and (4.6) in the large k lim it for

adiabaticvacuum eis,respectively,

�nl= �n + o(k�2 );

nl= o(k�2 );
(4:8)

so thatEqs.(4.5) and (4.7) hold. Forthe Ham iltonian diagonalization vacuum ,
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thebehaviorofEq.(4.6) in thelargek lim itis

nl= (1� 6�)
l_a

N a
; (4:9)

so thatEq.(4.7) doesnothold,exceptforwhen � = 1=6.
[19][20]

Under the W KB ansatz,Eq.(2.22) ,we take the constraints Eqs.(4.5) and

(4.7) forgranted becausetheback reaction correction tothebackground evolution

should bea sm all�nitequantity so thattheparticleproduction is�nite.

Dueto theconstraints(4.5) and (4.7),

B nl=
1

g2

h

�nl� inl+ i
la

N
(lna1�6� )�

i

� O (k); (4:10)

and thus,from Eq.(4.3),weobtain theconstraint

jB nl(a)� B nl0(a
0)j2 � o(k�1 ): (4:11)

From Eq.(4.11) ,we derive the constraints on rescaling g(a) and the curvature

coupling constantto obtain m oderatedecoherence.

4.1. decoherence betw een different W K B branches

Asdi�erentW KB branchesin ourm odel,wehavetheexpanding universeand

contracting universe.First,weexam inethedecoherencebetween thesetwo states.

Itsdegreeism easured by

jI+ � (a;a)j= �
n

h

1�
jB n+ (a)� B n� (a)j

2

jB n+ (a)+ B �

n� (a)j
2

i1=4
; (4:12)

and itsconvergence isequivalentto Eq.(4.11) with a0= a:

jB n+ (a)� B n� (a)j
2 =

1

g4

h

(�n+ � �n� )
2+ fn+ � n� � 2i

a

N
(lna1�6� )�g2

i

� o(k�1 ):

(4:13)

UnderEqs.(4.5)and (4.7),forthe decoherence factor,Eq.(4.12),to be �nite,we
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obtain theconstrainton thecurvaturecoupling constant

� =
1

6
; (4:14)

i.e.,conform alcoupling.

4.2. decoherence w ithin a W K B branch

Nextwe exam ine decoherence ofthe scale factorwithin a W KB branch. W e

om itthe index lin the decoherence factor,and so on.The degree ofdecoherence

ism easured by

jI(a;a0)j= �
n

h

1�
jB n(a)� B n(a

0)j2

jB n(a)+ B �
n(a

0)j2

i1=4
: (4:15)

Itsconvergence isequivalentto Eq.(4.11) with l0= l,and

jB n(a)� B n(a
0)j2 =

�
�n(a)

g2(a)
�
�n(a

0)

g2(a0)

�2

+

hn(a)�
a
N
(lna1�6� )�

g2(a)
�
n(a

0)� a
0

N 0(lna
01�6� )�

g2(a0)

i2
:

(4:16)

UnderEqs.(4.5)and (4.7),forthe decoherence factor,Eq.(4.15),to be �nite,we

obtain theconstraintforrescaling,g(a),and thecurvaturecoupling constant:

g(a)= constant;

� =
1

6
:

(4:17)
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5.Sum m ary and Discussion

In the previoussection we obtained the constraintson the rescaling g(a)and

thecurvaturecoupling constantto m akedecoherence m oderateirrespective ofthe

evolution ofthe scale factor.Therefore,ifthe constraints(4.17) do nothold,we

cannot obtain m oderate decoherence,even with adiabaticity ofthe evolution of

the scale factor,exceptforin a static region. Even though we choose the initial

condition ofthestateofthescalar�eld to bea physically reasonablestateleading

to �nite particle production,we have perfect decoherence unless the constraints

(4.17) hold. So the divergence ofthe decoherence factorisnotattributed to the

lack ofadiabaticity ofthezeroth orderW KB solution,butto system /environm ent

couplingand system /environm entsplitting.Theform erisofdynam icalorigin,but

thelatterissim ply ofkinem aticalorigin.

Our result, Eq.(4.17) ,is understood as follows. Because we dealwith an

environm ent with an in�nite num ber ofdegrees offreedom ,for the decoherence

factornottovanish,both �l(a)and �l0(a
0)m ustbelong tothesam eHilbertspace.

In otherwords,the statesofalm ostallm odesin �l(a)should be nearly equalto

the corresponding m odesin �l0(a
0).Letusconsiderthe case thatjIl;l0(a;a

0)j= 1,

so that the scalar �eld essentially has no coupling to the scale factor. This is

the case when we choose g(a) = 1 for the m assless conform alcoupled scalar.

Unlesswechooseg(a)= 1,thee�ectivefrequency ofeach m odeis
 eff = k=g4(a)

and the scale factorstrongly couples to m odesirrespective ofk,@a
eff=
eff �

O (k0).Even ifwechooseg(a)= 1,in thecaseofnon-conform alcoupling,wehave

m om entum -m om entum coupling,and this gives not only a-dependence but also

directl-dependence through @aSlto thecovariance,B nl(a),ofthewave functions

ofallm odes.Therefore,thechoiceofg(a)6= 1 and non-conform alcoupling induce

certain di�erencesto allm odes,so thattheoverlap integralvanishes.M eanwhile,

them assterm isine�ective forlargek m odesand ithasno constraint.

W e calculate the quantities am ong a wider class in discussing decoherence

than in ordinally discussing �eld theory on a curved space. On the decoherence
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argum ent,wecalculatetheoverlap integralbetween thestateswith thesam einitial

condition at di�erenttim es and in di�erentuniverses. On the other hand,for

exam ple,particlecreation iscalculated by m aking a com parison between di�erent

states atthe sam e tim e and in the sam e universe. In usualargum ents for �eld

theory on a curved space,rescaling g(a) and � are ine�ective. For exam ple,in

discussing thattwo particle m odelsbelong to the sam e Hilbertspace,we,in the

Schr�odingerpicture,calculatethedecoherencefunctionalforl0= l(sam euniverse)

and a0= a(sam etim e),butfordi�erentparticlem odels(fung and fvng):

jI(a;a)j= �
n

h

1�
jB n(a)� B 0

n(a)j
2

jB n(a)+ B 0�
n (a)j

2

i1=4
; (5:1)

whereB n and B
0

n arewritten as

B n(a)= �
ia

N g2(a)

h

lnu�n(a)+ lna1�6�
i�
; (5:2)

B
0

n(a)= �
ia

N g2(a)

h

lnv�n(a)+ lna1�6�
i�
: (5:3)

Thereforeweobtain thewellknown result

jI(a;a)j= �
n

h

1�
j_u�v� � u�_v�j2

j_u�v� u�_vj2

i1=4

= �
n

h

1�
j�nj

2

j�nj
2

i1=4
= �

n
j�nj

�1=2
;

(5:4)

wherevn = �nun+ �nu
�

n and theindex lisom itted.Thusby requiringEq.(5.4) to

be convergent,we obtain the constraints only on m ode functions,and these are

nothing m orethan Eqs.(4.5) and (4.7).

In an anisotropic universe,even ifwe choose g(a)= 1,m odes tightly couple

to geom etry irrespective ofk,@
n=
n = [@(e2�)ijk
ikj + :::]=[(e2�)ijk

ikj + :::]�

O (k0). W e believe that in anisotropic case,the decoherence factorm ust vanish.

Further,itisknown thatthere isno particle m odelwhich leadsto �nite particle

production.
[19]

Thism ay m aketheW KB ansatz,Eq.(2.13),invalid.
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As described in the Introduction, we have the arbitrariness ofde�ning the

reduced density m atrix, i.e., one of system /environm ent splitting. At least in

isotropic case,the arbitrarinessisim portantto obtain the m oderate decoherence

thatisnecessary fortheclassicalcorrelation criterion to hold.By requiring m od-

eratedecoherence,wecan obtain asystem /environm entsplitting,g(a)= constant,

which ischaracterized by no coupling between thegeom etry and scalar�eld in the

largek lim it.

Ifwe really need m oderate decoherence,itm ay �x a partofthe arbitrariness

ofthesystem /environm entsplitting in a sense.
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