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A bstract

Variousphysicale ects resulting from decoherence are discussed in
the algebraic fram ework. In particular, it is shown that the environ—
m entm ay Induce not only classical properties like superselection rules,
pointer states or even classicalbehavior of the quantum system , but,
what ism ore, it also allow s the transition from statistical description
of n nite quantum system s to quantum m echanics of system s w ith
a nite number of degrees of freedom . It is shown that such transi-
tion holds for the quantum spin system in the them odynam ic lm it
Interacting w ith the phonon eld.

1 INTRODUCTION

The problam of transition from m icroscopic to m acroscopic description of
N ature is a fundam entalone in the discussion of the interpretation of quan—
tum m echanics. In recent years decoherence has received m uch attention
and has been acospted as the m echanian responsible for the appearance of
classicality iIn quantum m easurem ents and the absence in the realworld of
Schrodingercat-like states [, 2, 3, 4, 5]. T was also shown that decoherence
is a universal short tin e phenom enon independent of the character of the
systam and reservoir [6]. D i erent decoherence regin es that are In portant
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for the experin ental search of the transition between classical and quantum

worlds were discussed in [/]. The intuitive idea of decoherence is rather
clkar: quantum interference e ects for m acroscopic system s are practically
unobservable because superpositions of their quantum states are e ectively

destroyed by the surrounding environm ent. M ore precisely, it accepts the
wave function description of such a system but contends that it is practi-
cally im possible to distinguish between vast m a prity of its pure states and
the corresponding statistical m ixtures. T herefore, this approach has been
called by Bella FAPP (for all practical purposes) solution to the m easure—
m ent problem and to the Schrodinger cat paradox. H owever, in soite of the
progress in the theoretical and experim ental understanding of decoherence,
its range of validiy and is fiillm eaning still need to be revealed B, 91.

1.1 A lgebraic fram ew ork

E verybody agrees that conospts of classical and quantum physics are oppo—
site in m any aspects. T herefore, in order to dem onstrate how quanta becom e
classical, it is necessary to express them in onem athem atical fram ework. In
a recent paper [10] such an algebraic fram ew ork which enables a generaldis—
cussion of environm entally induced classical properties in quantum system s
has been proposed. It is worth noting that the idea of using the sam e al-
gebraic description of both quantum and classicalm echanics was suggested
n [11]. In this approach observables of any physical system are represented
by selfad pint elem ents of som e operator algebra M , the so-called von N eu—
m ann algebra, acting In a H ibert space associated w ith the system . G enuine
quantum system sare represented by factorsie. algebrasw ith a trivialcenter
ZM™M )=C 1,1 stands for the identity operator, whereas classical system s
are represented by com m utative algebras. Since a classical observable by
de niion comm utes with all other cbservables so it belongs to the center
of algebra M . Hence the appearance of classical properties of a quantum
system results in the em ergence ofan algebra w ith a nontrivial center, w hile
transition from a noncom m utative to com m utative algebra corresponds to
the passage from quantum to classical description of the system . Since au-—
tom orphic evolutions preserves the center of each algebra so this program
m ay be acoom plished only if we adm it the loss of quantum ooherence, ie.
that quantum system s are open and interact w ith their environm ent.

In order to study decoherence, analysis of the evolution of the reduced
density m atrices obtained by tracing out the environm ental variables is the
m ost convenient strategy. M ore precisly, the pint system oom posed of a



quantum system and itsenvironm ent evolves unitarily w ith the H am iltonian
H oonsisting of three parts

H =HS 1E+lS HE+HI: (1)

T he tin e evolution of the reduced densiy m atrix is then given by

e= T % (o lglea™); @)
where Tr: denotes the partial trace w ith respect to the environm ental vari-
ables, and !y is a reference state of the environm ent. A fematively, one

m ay de ne the tin e evolution in the H eisenberg picture by
T.@) = Ps @™ @ 1g)e i¥); 3)

whereA 2 M isan observable ofthe system and Py denotes the condiional
expectation onto the algegbra M w ith respect to the reference state !g . In
thispaperwe shallwork in the H eisenberg picture. Superoperators Ty being
de ned asthe com position ofa -autom orphisn and conditionalexpectation
satisfy in general a com plicated integro-di erential equation. H owever, for
a large class ofm odels, this evolution can be approxin ated by a dynam ical
sem igroup Ty = eT, whose generator L is given by a M arkovian m aster
equation, see [12, 5, 13]. It represents on the algebraic level irreversble
evolution of the system .

W e are now In a position to discuss rigorously the dynam ical em ergence
of classical cbservables. Aswas shown In [10] foreach (up to som e technical
assum ptions) M arkov sem igroup Tt on M  onem ay associate a decom position

M =M, M, 4)

such that both M | and M , are Ty—-Invariant and the follow Ing properties
hold:

() M 1 isa von Neum ann subalgebra of M and the evolution Ty when re—
stricted toM 1 isreversible, given by a one param eter group of -autom orphian s
ofM ;.

(i) M , is a linear space (closed in the nom topology) such that for any
cbservable B = B 2 M , and any statistical state of the system there is

Im < TB > = 05 ©)
th 1

where < A > stands for the expectation valie of an cbservable A in state



T he above result m eans that any cbservable A ofthe system m ay be w ritten
asasum A =A;+A,,A;2M ;,i= 1; 2, and all expectation values of the
second tem A, are beyond experin ental resolution after the decoherence
tim e. T herefore, ifdecoherence ise cient then alm ost nstantaneously what
we can observe are ocbservables contained in the subalgebra M ;. In other
wordswe apply Borel's Oth axiom : Eventsw ith very sm allprobability never
occur. Hence all possbl outcom es of the process of decoherence can be
directly expressed by the description of this subalgebra and its reversible
evolution.

12 Four aspects of decoherence

O ne of the e ects resulting from decoherence which has been widely dis-
cussed so far is the destruction of m acroscopic Interferences or, in other
words, environm entally induced superselection rules. They arise when the
phase factors between states belonging to two distinct subspaces of the
H ibert space of the quantum system are being continuously destroyed by
the Interaction w ith its environm ent. T he loss of quantum ooherence in the
M arkovian regin e was established in a num ber ofpapers [14, 15]giving clear
evidence of dynam ical appearance of superselection rules. It was also shown
that superselection rules m ay em erge through the interaction of a charged
particlke w ith electrom agnetic elds [L6]. Expressing these results in term s
of the algebraic language we w ill say that decoherence lnduces superselec—
tion rules in the quantum system ifthe algebra M ; is stillnoncom m utative
but has a nontrivial center Z M ;). Indeed, In such a case the algebra M
is a block algebra w ith respect to the decom position of the H ibert space
H = H associated wih the central profctions in M ;. The discrete-
ness or continuiy ofthe center Z M 1) corregponds therefore to the case of
discrete or continuous superselection rules.

A nother aspect ofdecoherence w hich was analyzed in a num berofm odels
is the selection of the preferred basis of pointer states, the socalled einse—
Jection, B, 17, 18]. It occurs when the reduced densiy m atrix ofthe system
becom es approxin ately diagonalin a tin e m uch shorter than the relaxation
tin e. M ostm odelspredict that these states exist and are orthogonal so they
allow to de ne a unique set of alternative events w ith wellde nite probabil-
ties. It follow s that pointer states do not evolve at all, whilke all other pure
states deteriorate In tim e to classical probability distributions over the one—
din ensional proctions corresponding to these states. However, i should



be pointed out that the algebra generated by these profctions is always of
a discrete type, and, as was shown In [L9], the discreteness is unavoidable
as Iong as we consider quantum system sw ith a nite number of degrees of
freedom . A new perspective is opened when we consider quantum system s
In the them odynam ic Im it. In RO0] i was shown that the Interaction be-
tween an In nie quantum spin system linearly coupled to a phonon eld
yields a selection of a continuous fam ily of pointer states corresponding to
an apparatus w ith continuous readings. T hese results suggest the follow ing
de nion. W e w ill say that decoherence induces pointer states of the quan-—
tum system ifM ; is com m utative and the restriction of the evolution Ty to
M 1 istrivial, ie. Tt@) = A for any observable A 2 M 1 and all tin es t.
T he discreteness or continuity of the pointer states corresponds again to the
sam e property ofthe algebra M ;.

T he ordigin of determ nistic law s that govem the classical dom ain of our
everyday experience has also attracted m uch attention in recent years. In
particular, the em ergence of classical m echanics describbed by di erential,
and hence local, equations ofm otion from the evolution ofdelocalized quan-—
tum statesw as at the center of this issue. Forexam ple, the question in which
asym ptotic regin e non-relativistic quantum m echanics reduces to is ances—
tor, ie. Ham iltonian m echanics, was addressed In R1]. It was shown there
that for very m any bosons w ith weak two-body interactions there is a class
of states for which tin e evolution of expectation values of certain operators
In these states is approxin ately described by a non-linear H artree equation.
The problem under what circum stances such an equation reduces to the
N ew tonian m echanics of point particles was also discussed in that paper.
A di erent point of view was taken In a sam inal paper by G ellM ann and
Hartle R2]. T hey gave a thorough analysis of the role of decoherence In the
derivation ofphenom enological classical equations ofm otion. Various form s
of decoherence (Weak, strong) and realistic m echanisn s for the em ergence
of various degrees of classicality were also presented. In the sam e spirit i
was shown In R3] that an In nite quantum system sub pcted to a speci ¢
Interaction w ih another quantum system may be e ectively described as
a sim ple classical dynam ical system . M ore precissly, the e ective observ—
ables of the system were param eterized by a single collective variable w hich
underw ent a continuous periodic evolution. T hese results lead us to the fol-
low ng de niion. W e will say that decoherence Induces classical behavior
of the quantum system ifM ; is comm utative and is evolution is given by
a continuous ow on the con guration space of the algebra M ;.

W hilke the interaction of quantum system s w ith their environm ent con—



trbutes a great dealto the appearance of classical reality lke superselection
rules, pointer states and classical dynam ics, this is not the whole story. It is
ckar from the above discussion that som ething ism issing in the presented
e ects of decoherence. Indeed, it m ay happen that phase factors are de—
stroyed In such a speci c way that the observables In m une to decoherence
form again a noncom m utative algebra w ith a trivial center. In such a case,
which, as far as we know , has never been addressed, one m ay speak of the
appearance of a new genuine quantum system w ithout any classical proper—
ties and w ith com pletely di erent quantum properties. T hem ost interesting
exam ple of such an e ect is of course the reduction of an in nite quantum

systam to a quantum system possessing only one degree of freedom . This
would help in the understanding how it ispossible that quantum m echanics
is s0 e cient in the world, where aln ost all quantum ob cts should be de—

scribed in temm s of quantum  eld theory. T he possibility of such transition
is the m ain ob fctive of the present paper. For is derivation we consider a
com pletely solvable but sin pli ed m odelofan in nite array ofspjn—% parti-
cles. Since we neglct the position variables what we achieve is a toy m odel
of quantum m echanics represented by a spin algebra of2 2 m atrices w ith
the H am iltonian evolution given by the third Paulim atrix. This sin pli ed
m odel suggests, how ever, the possibility ofderiving the Schrodinger equation
form quantum theory of In nite system s interacting w ith their environm ent.

2 DECOHERENCE INDUCED SPIN ALGEBRA

T here are tw o approaches to the algebraic structure associated w ith a quan-—
tum system . In the rstone one startsw ith the H ibert space of states ofthe
systam and subsequently introduces the algebra of operators corresponding
to physical observables. In the second approach of statisticalm echanics one
postulates certain structural features, lke canonical com m utation or anti-
com m utation relations, of an abstract algebra, and then recovers the tradi-
tional point of view by passing to a particular representation, the so-called
G elfand-N aim ark-Segal (GN S in short) representation, of the algebra R4].
C learly, the description of quantum system s in the them odynam ic 1m it by
statisticalm echanics isan idealization ofa nitephysicalsystem w ith a huge
num ber of degrees of freedom by an in nite theoreticalm odel. N evertheless,
such an approach proved to be very e cient In m any concrete problem s. In

this section we use this algebraic fram ework to discuss the transition of an
In nite system of spjn% particlks, linearly coupled to a phonon eld, to the



soin algebra.

2.1 Themodel

The In nite quantum soin system oonsists of a set of noninteracting spin—
% particles xed at positions n = 1;2;:: and exposed to a m agnetic eld.
Thealgebra M of tsbounded observables is given by the -weak closure of
0o( 1M, ,), where § isa (ithfil) GNS representation with respect to
a tracial state tr on the G linm algebra % M, ,,andM , , isthe algebra
generated by Paulim atrices. Let uspoint out that M isnot a "big" m atrix
algebra. It is a continuous algebra (factor oftype IT;) in which there are no
pure states. In fact, any progction e 2 M contains a nontrivial subpro gc—
tion £ 2 M . It is worth noting that the absence of m inim al pro fctions is
a new feature which m ay be present only In system s in the thermm odynam ic
lin . Since the particles are noninteracting, their evolution is given by a
free H am iltonian which corresponds to the interaction of the sopins w ith an
external m agnetic eld parallel to the z-axis and of strength H (n) at the
site n 1
®
Hs = o g8 H@ o ©)

n=1

where g is the Lande factor, y is the Bohr m agneton and f{ is the third
Paulim atrix in the nth site. W e assum e that them agnetic eld decreases as
H () (é)n forsomeqg 2. Sincethe coe cientsH () are summ able, the

Ham iltonian H ( is bounded. M oreover, its eigenvalues are nondegenerate.
T he reservoir is chosen to consist of noninteracting phonons of an In-—
nitely extended one din ensional hamm onic crystal at the inverse tem per—
ature = ﬁ . The Hibert space H representing pure states of a single
phonon is (In them om entum representation) H = L?R ;dk). A phonon en—
ergy operator is given by the digpersion relation ! k)= kjh = 1; c= 1).
It follow s that the H ibert space of the reservoir is F F,where F isthe
symm etric Fock space over H . A phonon ed (f) = Pl—z(a (£)+ a)),

wherea (f) and a(f) are given by the A rakiW oods representation R5]:
a (£) = ap (M+ YP°f) I+ I ar(72f); )

a() = ap (A+ Y2f) I+ I a (726): @)

Here a; (ar ) denotes respectively creation (annihilation) operators in the
Fock space, and  is the them al equilbriuim distrdbution related to the



phonons energy according to the P lanck law

1
k) = m : ©)
Since the phonons are noninteracting, their dynam ics is com plktely deter—
m ined by the energy operator

Hg = Hyg I I Ho; 10)

whereHyo=d (!) = 5 ! k)ap k)ar (k)dk describes dynam ics of the reser—
voir at zero tem perature. T he reference state of the reservoir is taken to be
a gauge-invariant quasifree them al state given by
Z
' @ (Bla@)) = k)gk)t k)dk: 11)

C learly, !¢ is invariant w ith respect to the free dynam ics ofthe environm ent.
The Ham iltonian H ofthe pint system consists of the three partsH =
Hg+ Hg + H1, where H 1 is the interacting Ham iltonian. W e assum e that

the coupling is linear (@s in the spinboson model), ie. Hy = Q @),
where !
® 1
Q = 0 an n 7 12)
n=1

rll stands for the st Paulim atrix In the nth site, > 0 is a coupling
constant, and a, (;%)n forsomep 2.Again, since the coe cientsa , are
sum m able, the coupling operator Q is bounded and has a nondegenerate
spectrum . Finally, we in pose som e restriction on the test function g k)
of the phonon eld. W e assum e that gk) = j{j1=2 k), where (k) is an
even and realvalued function such that: (i) isdi erentiable w ith bounded
derivative, (i) for large k3j j k)J kzc—+,c >0, >0,and (@)= 1.The
behavior of the test function g at the origin and its asym ptotic bound are
taken to ensure that H isessentially selfadpint. Hence it induces a uniary
evolution of the com pound system .

22 D escription ofe ective observables

The reduced (irreversble) dynam ics of the system is given by Eqg. (3) w ih
the Ham iltonian H introduced in the previous subsection. B ecause neither
Hg and Hi, norHg and H: commute, i is a nontrivial step to derive an
explict formula for the superoperators Ti. However, as was m entioned in



the Introduction, one m ay apply the M arkovian approxin ation to sin plify
the problem . Because the them al correlation function

< L@ @>= !5 @e™: (@q)
= 1:( €9 @) 13)

is Integrable, we use the socalled singular coupling lim it to conclude that
T, = e isa quantum M arkov sem igroup w ith the generator L given by the
follow ing m aster equation, see R0],

L@)= iHs ©%Al+ Lp @); (14)
w here
2 1_,
Lp &) = — QAQ EfQ iAQ); 15)
R
and b= 01 2k)dk > 0. The rst part n Eq. (14) is the com m utator w ith

a new collective Ham iltonian He = Hg 10?2, whilk the second tem is a
dissipative operator. T he collective H am iltonian

2
He = o9 98 H®@
0 n=1 1
2
08b Jh+m) ; 22 (16)
nm=1

where J n) = a,, is sin ilar to that of the anisotropic H eisenberg m odel
wih an In nie range interaction. H owever, the potentials H (n) and J ()
are not translationally invariant.

W e are now in a position to form ulate ourm ain resul (its proofw illbe
given In the A ppendix).
THEOREM : For the sem igroup T¢ = €T the decom position (4) holds with
M =C $. Ifweputin Eq. (12) a3 = 0,then M 1 = M, , and for any
A2M;

T @) = ™ Tae a7)

where h; = H (1).

This result shows that the In nie quantum soin system, sub gcted to a
speci ¢ interaction w ith the phonon eld, after the decoherence tin e m ay
bee ectively described asa quantum system w ith only one degree of freedom
(generalization to a nite num ber of degrees of freedom is straightforward).



In other words, the environm ent forces the spin particles to behave in a
collective way w hat allow s introduction of three collective observables w hich
satisfy the standard com m utation relations of soin m om enta. A though, the
presented m odelneglects position variables and so is not com plex enough to
allow derivation of the Schrodinger equation, it suggests that decoherence
Induced reduction of quantum statistical m echanics of m any body system s
to quantum m echanics of wave functions is possible.

*

A P roofof theorem

Step 1. It is clear from the form of the generator L, see Eqg. (14), that
it generates a sam igroup of com pltely posiive and nom al superoperators
which are contractive in the operator nom . M oreover, trl. @) = 0, which
In plies that the sam igroup T: is trace preserving. H ence the decom position
(4) ollow s from Theorem 11 in [10].

Step 2. The subalgebra M ; isde ned by theproperty T, Tex = T(T, X =
x forallt 0 R3]. Hence

¥ 1
kerLp He M 15
=0
where g, ( )= iRk ; ].W e prove now the reverse inclusion. Suppose that

X 2 M ;. Then, by di erentiating the equation T, Txx = x attinet= 0, we
getM 1 kerlp . Assume that

n\l
1
M 1 ke]:T_nD He
=0
forsomen 1. Because
dn+l
WTtTtxj’—:O =0
[Se}
dr1+1
@TtTtX]]—
X n+1
= (. +Lp)"Ttw)+ L CmetL EE™ (g, + Lp)" &)
m=1



+ (5. + Lp)" )

= (DR ( DLy fL @+ §i @+ Ly g &)+

xt n+ 1

L G )T R )

m=1

= (DR (DLy o+ pite)F Ly § &)+

X n+1
( l)n+lm Ir_IH(-:l(X)
m=1 m
xn n+ 1 lx+l n+ 1
+ ( l)nm Lp SC x) = 221 x) l)n+lm
m=1 m m=0 "
Xt on+1
+E1+ (1P IR O P D™ gLy §. &)= 2Lp §, &)
=0
Hence, by induction,
ﬂ; 1
M 1 ke]:T_.D Hc:
=0

Step 3. Let C; (respectively C3) bea C -subalgebra n the G lmm alge—
bra generated by £ lil S ril“g,wherejk = 0;1 (ix = 0; 3 respectively), and
n 2 N. Then both () and ((C3) are maxin al Abelian selfadpint
algebras m asa In short) n M such that (C1)\ oCs3)=C i.The
choice of coe cients H (n)) and @ ) guaranteesthatLl @)= oC1)and
L' Hg)= ((C3),whereL! Q) isthe von Neum ann alyebra generated by
operatorQ . Hence L' Q)\ L' Hs)=C &.

Step 4. We show now that if D; R;x]]= 0 or some x 2 M , then
x 2 L' Q). Let usde nethederivation 4 ( )= i[ ;x]. IfFD; R;x]l= O,
then D;x]2 L' Q) since, by step 3,L' Q) isam asa. Suppose that P
is a polynom ial. Then

«P Q)= 1iD;xP°Q)2 L' Q):
This i plies that Xa.l ©)) L' Q) shce x 1s continuous in the weak
operator topology. Because 1! Q) iscommutative so 331 o) = 0, and

hence D ; x]= 0.Because L! Q) isamasasox2L! Q).

Step 5. Next we show that kerlp \ L' Hc)’=C &.HereL! @)
stands for the commutant in M of the algebra L' H). Suppose that
x 2 kerLp \ L' ®Hc)% Then D; R;x]1= 0and Hc;x]= 0. By step
4,x 2 L' Q) which Inplies that Hg;x]= Hc¢ + b0?;x] = 0. Hence

11



x2 L' Hg). Because, by step 3, L ©Q)\L! Hs)=C 3 sox= zlg,
wherez 2 C .

Step 6.By step 2, u. M 1) M ;.Hence thederivation 1 = . I
iswellde ned and bounded. Thus ;( )= iH; ], whereH =H; 2 M
R6]. By step 2 again, H1 2 kerLp . On the other hand

1
1

Hc;H]= i:H1) = Hi;Hq1]1= 0:

HenoeH; 2 L' H¢)and so, by step 5, H; is proportional to the identity
operator. Supposenow that x 2 M ;. Then Hej;x]= 1i; &)= 0,and so
x 2 L' H¢)% Because x 2 kerLp so, by step 5, x is proportional to the
dentity operator. HenceM ;= C % .

Step 7. Finally, suppose that in Eq. (12) the coe cient a; = 0. The
corresponding sam igroup we shall denote by Ttl . Let A be a subalgebra in
M generated by £ ¢ ( ]1‘) : k= 0;1;2;3g. Suppossethat x 2 M . Then

X3
k
X = o 1)xk;
k=0

w here operators xi belong to A 0, the com m utant in M ofalgebra A . Let S¢
be a sem igroup on M w ith a generator L given by the ollow ing M arkov
m aster equation

Lo@) = iHS ®O% A1+ Lp A);

where Ly isde ned in Eg. (15), and

n=2
N ote that the sum m ation Index ranges from 2 to In niy. Then

X3
T! x) = 0 U, ¥UOSe&);
k=0

where Uy = e ithy § . LetL?M ) be the noncom m utative H ibert space of
square integrable W ith respect to the trace tr) operators. Since operators
0 U, ]fUt), k= 0;1;2;3, are orthogonal in 1.2 M ) so
%3
kTS &)k, = kSt (k2 :
k=0

12



Let us notice that the sem igroup S restricted to the com m utant A ®has the
sam e properties as the sem igroup T+. Hence, ifany of X, is not proportional
to the identity operator, then, by step 6, kS¢ (i )k 2 < kxyk;2 orallt> O.
T hus thl ()ky2 < kxkg2, too, which i plies that such an operator cannot
belong to M ;. Hence, if x 2 M 1, then xx = zlg, z 2 C, orallk =
0;1;2;3,and sox 2 A . llowsthatM ; = A = M, »,, and the dynam ics
on it is given by unitary operators Ug.
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