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Abstract

W e com pare decoherence induced in a sim ple quantum system (qubit) for

two di� erentinitialstatesofthe environm ent:canonical(� xed tem perature)

and m icrocanonical(� xed energy),forthe generalcase ofa fully interacting

oscillatorenvironm ent.W e� nd thateven arelatively com pactoscillatorbath

(with the e� ective num ber ofdegrees offreedom oforder 10),initially in a

m icrocanonicalstate,willtypically cause decoherence alm ost indistinguish-

able from that by a m acroscopic,therm alenvironm ent,except possibly at

singularitiesofthe environm ent’sspeci� c heat(criticalpoints).In the latter

case,theprecisem agnitudeofthedi� erencebetween thecanonicaland m icro-

canonicalresultsdependson thecriticalbehaviorofthedissipativecoe� cient,

characterizing theinteraction ofthe qubitwith theenvironm ent.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Recent years have seen signi�cant experim entaladvances in m anipulation ofquantum
statesin a variety ofphysicalsystem s[1{5].In addition to the intrinsic interestthatthese
experim entshavewith regard tothefundam entalsofquantum m echanics,they suggestthat
a high degreeofcontroland coherencein sim plequantum system scan beachieved,perhaps
eventually su�cientto im plem enta usefulquantum com putation [6]in an assem bly ofsuch
individualunits(qubits).

Unlikeaclassicalcom puter,in which theonly sourceoferrorsisuncontrolled transitions
between thestates,aquantum com putation issensitivealso to random changesin phasesof
the basisstates.Such changesoccurdue to interaction ofthequbitwith the environm ent.
They are referred to asdecoherence,and the tim e scale overwhich the phase willdriftby
an am ountoforderoneisreferred to asdecoherence tim etd.Itisadvantageousto m aketd
or,m oreprecisely,theratio td=ts,wherets istheswitching tim e,aslargeaspossible.

In m any cases,the basic operations on qubits (quantum gates) can be approxim ated
as evolution ofcertain two-levelsystem s under an externalinuence (a pulse ofvoltage,
current,etc.).In thispaper,weconcentrateon caseswhen theenvironm entiscom prised by
interactingoscillators,described forbrevity byasinglerealscalar�eld �,and theinteraction
ofthetwo-levelsystem with theenvironm entislinear,with theHam iltonian oftheform 1

H J(t)= �

Z

d
3
xJ(x;t)�(x;t): (1)

In addition to H J,the Ham iltonian ofthe environm ent contains the free Ham iltonian H 0

and a Ham iltonian H int,the latterdescribing nonlinear interactionsam ong the oscillators
them selves. Our m ethod issu�ciently generalto include fully interacting oscillatorenvi-
ronm ents,i.e. any reasonable form ofH int. One m otivation fordoing so isthe possibility
to consider environm ents thatare nearphase transitions (orthe vestiges ofsuch in �nite
system s).

The \current" J(x;t) depends on the state ofthe two-levelsystem and represents its
switching history.2 Thiscurrent,ofcourse,doesnothave to be the usualelectric current,
although itm ay coincide with itin som e speci�c cases ofinteractions. Forexam ple,in a
persistentcurrentqubit[7],wherethebasisstatesdi�erbythevalueoftheelectriccurrent,J
canindeed beinterpreted asthecurrentdensity,and� asacom ponentoftheelectrom agnetic
�eld.

An im portantexam ple,where (1)applies butJ isunrelated to electric current,isthe
swap gatebased on two coupled quantum dots[8].Key featuresofthisgateareasfollows.
There isan electronic spin 1/2 associated with each dot. These spinsare coupled to each
other through an exchange interaction,and the interaction Ham iltonian is given by the

1Bilinearand higher-ordercouplingsin � can bestudied in a sim ilarway.

2W e use word \switching" to denote a controlled transition between states ofa qubit,and not

a switching on and o� the interaction with the bath. The latter interaction in generalcannotbe

switched o� atwill;see,however,rem arkson the swap gate in thenextparagraph.

2



energy ofthesinglet-tripletsplitting.The exchange interaction can beswitched on and o�
by varying thepotentialbarrierbetween thedots;thelatteriscontrolled by gatevoltagev,
which can be viewed asa sum ofsom e average voltage �v and a uctuation �v. Then,the
singlet-tripletsplitting energy can bewritten as

E T�S (v)� ET�S (�v)+
@E T�S

@v
�v : (2)

The�rstterm contributesto theHam iltonian ofthequbit,whilethesecond term describes
theinteraction ofthequbitwith theenvironm ent.W eseethatthissecond term isprecisely
ofthe form (1),with � @ET�S =@v playing the role ofthe \current",and �v the role of
the environm ent. For the case when uctuations of v are the usualtherm al(Nyquist)
uctuations,decoherence induced by �v wasconsidered previously in ref.[9].

Thesplitting energy E T�S issubstantialonly during a pulseofvoltagethattem porarily
lowers the potentialbarrier. Thus,the duration ofthe pulse is the switching tim e ofthe
gate.From (2),weseethatin thisparticularcasetheduration ofthepulsealso determ ines
theduration oftheinteraction between thequbitand theenvironm ent.

W henever(1)applies,theevolution ofthe�eld � from aknown initialstateiscom pletely
determ ined by the current J(x;t),i.e. the switching history. In other words,the gate in
this case works as an antenna,producing a de�nite \radiation" state of�. (Again,this
\radiation"doesnothavetobean electrom agneticwave,butcan beanykind ofpropagating
excitation.) Decoherencecan beassociated with theprobability toem itorabsorb anonzero
num berofquanta of�.

Typically, the initialstate of� is taken to be a therm alstate,with probabilities of
di�erentenergy levelsgiven by the canonicaldistribution atsom e tem perature T. In this
paper,wewantto deviatefrom thispracticeand considera m icrocanonicalinitialstate,in
which theoscillatorsareconstrained to havetheirtotalenergy equalto som eE .3 Thereare
severalreasonswhy wethink thatthisproblem isinteresting and potentially im portantfor
analysisofvariousqubitdesigns.

First,in therm odynam icsweareaccustom ed to canonicaland m icrocanonicalensem bles
being essentially equivalentin them acroscopiclim it.Itisinteresting to seeif,and to what
accuracy,the sam e appliesto calculationsofquantum coherence,which isan intrinsically
tim e-dependentquantity.

Second,som e ofthe environm entsim portantforcurrentqubitdesignsare in factcom -
prised by relatively few degreesoffreedom .Consider,forexam ple,theswap gatedescribed
by eq.(2),and supposethatthepulseofvoltageisdelivered to thegatevia a transm ission
line. Suppose furtherthatthe line isopen atone end (where itattachesto the gate)and
closed attheother(and thepulseisobtained,say,through inductivecoupling ofthelineto
som e controlcircuit). Fora line oflength L,the num berofm odessigni�cantly populated
attem peratureT isoforder

3 The currentJ willbe setto zero atthe initialm om ent,which can always be done by a tim e-

independent rede� nition of�. This m akes choosing a m icrocanonicalinitialstate for the bath

equivalentto choosing itforthe entire qubit+ bath system .
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N e� �
kB TL

��hc
: (3)

ForL = 1 m and T = 0:1 K,we obtain N e� � 10.Atthispoint,itisactually notobvious
thatthisN e�,i.e. the num berofpopulated m odes,iswhatcontrolsthe transition to the
therm odynam iclim it.However,laterin thepaperweshow thatthisisindeed thecase.

Now,although an ensem ble ofidenticaloscillators baths contained in identicalexper-
im entalapparata m ay be welldescribed by a therm aldensity m atrix,in each individual
experim entthebath initially hasnearly �xed energy,with som ebroadening dueto theini-
tialstate’spreparation. Ifthe broadening islargerthan the levelspacing ofthe bath but
sm aller than the typicalenergy uctuation in a therm alstate,the m icrocanonicalinitial
stateisa betterapproxim ation than thecanonicalone.Becausethelevelspacing decreases
exponentially with thesizeofthebath,whilerelativetherm aluctuationsonly goasinverse
squarerootofN e�,weexpectthatsuch asituation willin factbetypicalforrelatively sm all,
\m esoscopic" environm ents.In thiscase,onem ay wonderhow m uch them icrocanonicalde-
coherence,induced by the interaction ofthe qubitwith the bath,di�ersfrom the therm al
(canonical)result. In particular,one ofthe m ain goalsofourprojectwasto see ifsuch a
sm allenvironm entcan causeany signi�cantdecoherence atall.

Finally, because decoherence is associated with the response of the environm ent to
changes in the system ,one m ay expect that anom alously large deviations from the ther-
m alresultwilloccurwhen uctuationsin the environm ent are large and the relaxation is
slow,e.g.neara criticalpoint.Ourcalculation lendssom esupportsto thisidea.

Our m ain results are as follows. (i) If, for a m icrocanonicalstate of energy E , we
form ally de�ne tem perature T by the usualtherm odynam ic form ula,then the expansion
param eterthatcontrolsthedi�erencebetween thecanonicaland m icrocanonicalresultsfor
decoherenceis1=N e�,wherebyde�nition N e� = E =kB T.Foraone-dim ensionaltransm ission
line,thisisofthe sam e orderaseq. (3). (ii)W e consideran expansion ofm icrocanonical
decoherence in powersof1=N e� and �nd thatthe leading di�erence between the canonical
and m icrocanonicalresultsisform ally oforder1=N e�. W e presentboth a generalform ula
for this correction,applicable for any nonlinear environm ent,and an explicit form ula for
an environm ent with Ohm ic dissipation. In particular,forthe case ofa transm ission line
we �nd that already forN e� � 10 the environm ent causes signi�cant decoherence,which
ispractically indistinguishable from thetherm alresult.(iii)The1=N e� correction contains
a term proportionalto the derivative ofthe heatcapacity ofthe environm entwith respect
to the tem perature,@CV =@T,which becom essingularneara criticalpoint. Although in a
�nite system there can be no \true" criticalsingularity,a �nite enhancem ent of@C V =@T

rem ains. It is signi�cant in this respect that our results apply to the generalcase ofa
fully nonlinearenvironm ent,ratherthan to a collection ofharm onic oscillators,forwhich
no criticalphenom ena are expected. A sim ple application of�nite-size scaling showsthat
the criticalsingularity of@CV =@T alone cannot com pletely cancelthe 1=N e� suppression
factor(although itcan reduce the suppression considerably). However,the correction also
dependson the dissipative coe�cient,characterizing the interactionsofthe qubitwith the
environm ent,and it is ultim ately the criticalbehavior ofthis coe�cient that determ ines
both thesizeand thesign ofthecorrection ata criticalpoint.

In sum m ary,whileourresultsaresom ewhatinconclusive on thecriticalbehaviorofde-
coherence(dueto thelack ofunderstanding ofthecriticalbehaviorofthedissipativecoe�-
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cient),weobtain acleardem onstration thataway from criticality even arelatively com pact,
\m esoscopic" bath ofoscillators,initially in a m icrocanonicalstate,inducesdecoherence of
practically thesam em agnitudeasa truly m acroscopic,therm alenvironm ent.

Inthecourseoftheevolution,thequbitandthebathexchangeenergy,asdescribed bythe
interactionHam iltonian(1).M oreover,becausethequbititselfiscontrolled bysom eexternal
m eans, even the com pound qubit+bath system is not strictly isolated (except at tim es
before and afterthe switching). W e assum e,however,thatthere isno additional,\direct"
interaction ofthe bath with the outside world. Thisseem sto usa reasonable assum ption,
since in m ostcasesonewillwantto isolatethequbitand itsim m ediate surroundingsfrom
thelargerroom -tem peratureenvironm ent.

Our work,then,has som e elem ents in com m on with the earlier work ofJensen and
Shankar [10]on a strictly isolated sm allsystem . These authors have observed statistical
behavior in a num ericalsolution ofthe Schr�odinger equation for seven interacting spins.
In particular,they have found that the distribution ofprobabilities for one spin in their
system closely resem blesthecanonicaldistribution expected ifthefullspin chain werein a
m icrocanonicalstate. In the present context,the selected spin playsthe role ofthe qubit
(albeitnotsubjectto any externalcontrol),while the rem aining spinsplay the role ofthe
bath.

Apart from the question of perfect versus im perfect isolation of the com pound
qubit+bath system , the m ain di�erence between the work of ref.[10]and ours is that
[10]com pares results for a pure initialstate to those for a m icrocanonicalensem ble,for
a com pound system ,while we are interested in com paring results between canonicaland
m icrocanonicalinitialstatesforsuch a system . Aswe willsee,thatlattercom parison can
be done,fora rathergeneralcase,withouta recourse to num ericalintegrations. Instead,
ourcalculation m akesuseofa steepest-descentevaluation ofan integralrelating thecanon-
icaland m icrocanonicalaverages,the accuracy ofthisprocedure being again controlled by
1=N e�.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2 we present the de�nition ofcoherence
as a functionalof the switching history, the latter being represented by the current in
(1). W e discuss a suitable form ofthe current. Although ourm ain results are notbased
on a perturbative expansion ofcoherence,we pause in Sect. 3 to describe a convenient
way to perform such an expansion,based on the coherent-state form alism . In Sect. 4,we
com putecoherence,asde�ned in Sect.2,foratherm alinitialstateand recoversom efam iliar
expressions. In Sect. 5,we constructthe density m atrix fora m icrocanonicalinitialstate.
In Sect.6,wecom putem icrocanonicaldecoherence.Sect.7 isa conclusion.

In whatfollowsweusethesystem ofunitswith �h = 1 and kB = 1.

II.D EFIN IT IO N O F C O H ER EN C E

Ifwe know that at som e initialtim e t= 0,the environm ent started out in a de�nite
quantum state j	(0)i,we can de�ne coherence rem aining in the qubitatarbitrary tim e t
in the following way. Find the �nalstate ofthe environm entusing the evolution operator
UJ(t;0),where the \current" J represents the switching history ofthe qubit. Coherence
equalstheoverlap ofthat�nalwith thestatethatwould obtain ifno switching took place:

5



C(t)= h	(0)jU y

0(t;0)UJ(t;0)j	(0)i: (4)

A decreaseoftheoverlap with tim e(decoherence)isdueto thedivergence oftheevolution
histories ofthe environm ent corresponding to di�erent histories ofthe qubit. Ittherefore
reectsthem easuring inuencethattheenvironm enthad on thequbit.

An obviousextension ofthisde�nition to the case when the state att= 0 isa m ixed
statewith a density m atrix �(0)is

C(t)= Tr
h

UJ(t;0)�(0)U
y

0(t;0)
i

: (5)

It is convenient to incorporate the m om ents oftim e 0 and t in the de�nition ofthe
current. To save notation,we describe the environm entby a single realscalar�(x;t)with
real-valued oscillatorm odes n:

�(x;t)=
X

n

�n(t) n(x) (6)

(generalizationsareofcoursepossible).W eassum ethateach m odecouplesto som esm ooth
Jn(�),which iszero at� < 0,switcheson at� � 0,stayson a plateau until� � t,and then
switcheso�,seeFig.1.Thus,theLagrangian ofthe�eld is

L =
X

n

�
1

2
_�2n �

1

2
!
2

n�
2

n + Jn�n

�

+ Lint[�]; (7)

whereLint describesa self-interaction.

n

τ

Α

r

Jn(τ)

t τ

FIG .1. Pro� le ofthe currentJn representing the switching history ofthequbit.

The above form ofthe current can describe either ofthe following two experim ental
setups. Forthe swap gate described by the Ham iltonian (2),the pro�le shown in Fig. 1
representsa single gateoperation:both theinitialand �nalstatesofthe qubitcorrespond
toJn = 0.So,theswitching tim eofthequbitistheentiretim et.On theotherhand,ifone
basisstate ofthe qubitcorrespondsto Jn = 0,and anotherto the plateau value Jn = A n,
then the currentofFig. 1 representstwo switching operations: from the �rststate to the
second and back.In thiscase,theswitching tim eistheram p tim eofthecurrent,�r.4

4Andcoherencede� nedby(5)coincidesin thiscasewith whatisperhapsam orefam iliarde� nition:

thevalueattim etoftheo� -diagonalelem entofthequbit’sdensity m atrix,relativeto itsvalueat

t= 0;!r = 2�=�r actsasa frequency cuto� .
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Forthisform ofthecurrent,wecan relate�(0)to thedensity m atrix atsom eTi< 0 in
thedistantpastas

�(0)= UJ(0;Ti)�(Ti)U
y

0(0;Ti) (8)

(sinceatt< 0UJ and U0 coincide)and also extend tin (5)tosom eTf in thedistantfuture.
In thisway,weobtain coherenceasa functionalofJn(�):

C[J]= Tr
h

UJ(Tf;Ti)�(Ti)U
y

0(Tf;Ti)
i

: (9)

Further,using theenvironm ent’sS-m atrix

SJ = eiH freeTfUJ(Tf;Ti)e
�iH freeTi ; (10)

where H free istheHam iltonian in the absence ofself-interactions(and interaction with the
system ),wecan rewrite(9)as

C[J]= Tr
h

SJ�iS
y

0

i

; (11)

where

�i= eiH freeTi�(Ti)e
�iH freeTi : (12)

Undertheusualassum ption ofadiabaticswitching on oftheinteraction in thedistantpast,
�i isindependentofTi.Thus,specifying itisa convenientway to im poseinitialconditions.

Eq. (11) is the de�nition ofcoherence that we use in what follows. W e observe that
coherencede�ned in thisway coincideswith thegeneratingfunctionaloftheGreen functions
corresponding to the state �i. In perturbation theory,itcan be com puted orderby order
with thehelp oftheSchwinger-Keldysh diagram technique.

Ifwe are to have sm alldecoherence,it is naturalto assum e that the currents Jn are
weak. Then,provided that the �eld � does not have a nontrivialexpectation value,the
leading term in Q[J]= � lnC[J]isbilinearin J:

Q[J]= �
i

2

X

m n

Z

dtdt
0
Jm (t)� m n(t;t

0)Jn(t
0)+ O (J3); (13)

where� m n isthefull(connected)Green function of� in thestate�i:

� m n(t;t
0)= iTr

n

S
y

0T[�
I

m (t)�
I

n(t
0)S0]�i

o

; (14)

�I isthe�eld operatorin theinteraction representation.TherealpartofQ,related to the
im aginary partof�,determ inestheexponentialsuppression ofcoherencedueto switching
and can becalled thedecoherence exponent.

Forspeci�c calculations,we willuse the following expression forthe Fouriertransform
ofthecurrent:

~Jn(
)=
A n

i


�

ei
t � 1
�

exp(� j
j=2!r); (15)

where !r = 2�=�r,and A n are realconstants. In the lim it!r ! 1 ,eq. (15)becom esthe
Fouriertransform ofa rectangularpulse:Jn(�)= An for0< � < tand zero otherwise.
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III.P ERT U R B AT IV E EX PA N SIO N

Although ourm ain resultsarenotbased on a perturbativeexpansion,wepausehereto
outlinea convenientway to carry itout.

Aswehave seen,coherence naturally acquiresan exponentialform .So,itisconvenient
to com pute (11)in a representation in which the trace reduces to a saddle-pointintegral:
such integrals produce exponentials autom atically. A good choice is the coherent-state
(holom orphic)representation [11,12],which wenow review.(Fora scattering problem with
a large butnotm acroscopic num berofparticlesand m icrocanonicalinitialconditions,the
coherentstaterepresentation wasused in ref.[13].)

Any stateoftheenvironm entcan berepresented by an anti-analyticalfunction  (a�)of
the com plex variable a labeling the coherent states. Action ofan arbitrary operator Â is
represented by an integraloftheform

(Â )(b�)=
Z
da�da

2�i
e�a

�a
A(b�;a) (a�); (16)

whereA(b�;a)isthekerneloftheoperator Â de�ned by

A(b�;a)= hbjÂjai: (17)

A productoftwo operatorsisrepresented by theconvolution oftheirkernels:

(Â 1Â 2)(b
�
;b)=

Z
da�da

2�i
e�a

�a
A 1(b

�
;a)A 2(a

�
;b): (18)

TheS-m atrix isgiven by [11{13]

SJ(b
�
;a)= hbjSJjai=

Z

d�id�fD � eB i+ B f+ i
R
Ldt

; (19)

which containsa functionalintegraloverthe �eld � aswellasordinary integralsoverthe
�eld’sboundary values�i;n and �f;n.Theboundary term sB i and B f read

B i=
X

n

�

�
1

2
a
2

ne
�2i! n Ti �

1

2
!n�

2

i;n +
p
2!nan�i;ne

�i! n Ti

�

; (20)

B f =
X

n

�

�
1

2
(b�n)

2e2i!n Tf �
1

2
!n�

2

f;n +
p
2!nb

�
n�f;ne

i!n Ti

�

: (21)

The perturbation expansion forSJ isgenerated in the usualway via the relation (see e.g.
ref.[12])

SJ = exp[i
Z

Lint(�=i�J)dt]S
0
J ; (22)

where

S
0
J =

Z

d�id�fD � eB i+ B f+ i
R
(Lfree+ J�)dt ; (23)

and Lfree istheLagrangian offreeoscillators.
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The integrals in (23)are Gaussian and can be evaluated exactly atthe corresponding
saddlepoints.Thesaddle-pointequation for�n(t)issim ply theequation ofm otion

��n + !
2

n�n = Jn(t); (24)

whilethesaddle-pointequationsfor�i and �f supply theboundary conditions

!n�i;n + i_�i;n =
p
2!ne

�i! n Tian ; (25)

!n�f;n � i_�f;n =
p
2!ne

i!n Tfb
�
n : (26)

Thesolution to (24)with theseboundary conditionsis

�n(t)=
1

p
2!n

[ane
�i! n t+ b

�
ne

i!n t]+
Z

dt
0
G n(t� t

0)Jn(t
0) (27)

whereG n isthefreecausalGreen function

G n(t� t
0)=

i

2!n
e�i! n jt�t

0j
: (28)

Substituting thesaddle-pointsolution (27)into (19),weobtain (cf.ref.[12])

S
0
J(b

�
;a)= exp

X

n

�

anb
�
n + (i=

p
2!n)

Z

dtJn(t)[ane
�i! n t+ b

�
ne

i!n t]

+
i

2

Z

dtdt
0
Jn(t)G n(t� t

0)Jn(t
0)
�

: (29)

Thiscan beconveniently rewritten in term sofFouriertransform sofJn and G n,de�ned as

~Jn(
)=
Z

1

�1

Jn(�)e
i
�
d� ; (30)

~G n(
)=
Z 1

�1

G n(�)e
i
�
d� : (31)

W eobtain

S
0
J(b

�
;a)= exp

X

n

(

anb
�
n +

i
p
2!n

[~J�n(!n)an + ~Jn(!n)b
�
n]+

i

2

Z
d


2�
~G n(
)j~Jn(
)j

2

)

: (32)

Thiscan beused in eq.(22)to producea perturbativeexpansion fortheS-m atrix.

IV .T H ER M A L D EC O H ER EN C E

Returning to our de�nition ofcoherence,eq. (11),we see that in the absence ofself-
interaction wewould haveS0 = 1 and SJ = S0

J,so that

C[J]= Tr[S0
J�i]=

Z
da�da

2�i

db�db

2�i
e�a

�ae�b
�b
�i(a

�
;b)S0

J(b
�
;a): (33)

In particular,fora therm alinitialstatewith inverse tem perature�,

9



�i(a
�
;b)=

Y

n

�

1� e��! n

�

exp
�

a
�
nbne

��! n

�

: (34)

In thiscase,the integralsin (33)are Gaussian and can be evaluated explicitly. W e obtain
C[J]= exp(� Q[J])with

Q[J]=
X

n

(
j~Jn(!n)j2

4!n
[2nB (!n)+ 1]�

i

2

Z
d


2�
j~Jn(
)j

2Re~G n(
)

)

; (35)

wherenB (!)= [exp(�!)� 1]�1 istheBosedistribution.Eq.(35)isthenoninteracting lim it
ofthem oregeneraleq.(13).

Foran interacting environm ent,(34)is stillthe correct initialcondition fora therm al
state,because the interaction is assum ed absent in the distant past (and the interacting
state is obtained by an adiabatic switching on ofthe interaction,while m aintaining the
�xed tem perature 1=�). In the lim itofsm allJ,we now use eq. (13),according to which
the realand im aginary partsofQ aredeterm ined,respectively,by theanti-Herm itean and
Herm itean partsof~� m n(
)(theFouriertransform of� m n).Theanti-Herm itean part(which
itselfisan Herm itean m atrix)

� 00
m n(
)=

1

2i

h
~� m n(
)� ~� �

nm (
)
i

(36)

can beexpressed through thespectraldensity oftheenvironm entD m n in thecorresponding
channel:at! > 0,

� 00
m n(!)= � 00

nm (� !)=
�

2!
D m n(!)coth(�!=2): (37)

D m n includese�ectsoftheself-interaction.
TherealpartofQ (thedecoherence exponent)becom es

Q R [J]=
X

m n

Z
1

0

d!

4!
J
�
m (!)D m n(!)Jn(!)coth(�!=2): (38)

Theim aginary partisgiven by

Q I[J]= �
1

2

X

m n

Z 1

�1

d


2�
J
�
m (
)�

0
m n(
)J n(
); (39)

where the Herm itean part� 0
m n(
)can be expressed through the spectraldensity D m n via

a dispersion relation:

� 0
m n(
)= P

Z 1

0

d!

2!

"
D m n(!)

! � 

+
D nm (!)

! + 


#

; (40)

P denotestheprincipalvalue.
Fora currentofthe form (15),we can introduce also anotherkind ofspectraldensity,

which takesinto accounttheinteraction of� with thecurrent:

F(!)=
�

2!

X

m n

A m A nD m n(!): (41)
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W ecan now rewritethedecoherence exponentas

Q R (t)=
1

�

Z 1

0

d!

!2
F(!)[1� cos!t]e�!=! r coth(�!=2): (42)

This is, ofcourse, a fam iliar expression for therm aldecoherence, although it is usually
discussed foran environm entcom prised by harm onicoscillators.Here,weobtain itforthe
fully nonlinearcase.

ForOhm icdissipation,when

F(!)= �! ; (43)

the integralin (42)coincideswith an integralcom puted by Chakravarty and Leggett[14],
so wecan usetheirresultto obtain an explicitfunctionalform ofQ R (t):

Q R (t)=
�

2�
ln(1+ !

2

rt
2)+

�

�
ln

"
�

�t
sinh

�t

�

#

: (44)

Oneshould keep in m ind,though,thatdespitethisform alsim ilarity,them acroscopicquan-
tum coherence (M QC)problem ,considered in ref.[14],isdi�erentfrom ours.In the M QC
case,transitionsbetween basisstatesoccurspontaneously,whilein aquantum gatethey are
externally induced.In particular,thecuto� frequency !r in ourcasein generaldependson
theswitching m ethod.W ealso reiteratethatin ourtreatm ent,theOhm icform (43)refers
to a fully interacting environm ent,ratherthan to a collection ofharm onic oscillators. So,
forexam ple,thedissipative coe�cient� can now depend on tem perature.

V .M IC R O C A N O N IC A L D EN SIT Y M AT R IX

In theoperatorlanguage,them icrocanonicaldensity m atrix forenergy E can bewritten
as(cf.ref.[13])

�̂ = N �1
�(̂H � E )=

N �1

2�

Z

C

d� exp[i�(̂H � E )]; (45)

where Ĥ istheHam iltonian of�,and N isa norm alization factor.ThecontourC runsjust
above the realaxis(asshown in Fig. 2 by a dashed line):a sm allpositive im aginary part
of� regulatesthecontribution ofstateswith largeeigenvaluesofĤ .
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ξ

Reξ

Im

C

FIG .2. TheoriginalcontourC (dashed line),used in thede� nition (45)ofthem icrocanonical

density m atrix, and the deform ed contour (solid line), passing through saddle points (circles).

Locationsofthe foursaddle pointscorrespond to an environm entwith an acoustic dispersion law

in three spatialdim ensions,see eq.(53).

In thissection,wecalculateN ,starting from thenorm alization condition

Tr̂� =
N �1

2�

Z

C

d�e�iE �Z(� i�)= 1: (46)

HereZ(� i�)= Trexp(i�̂H )isthetherm alpartition sum analyticallycontinued toacom plex
inverse tem perature� i�.

Theintegrand in (46)hasa saddlepointat� = i�,where� isdeterm ined by

E = �
@

@�
lnZ(�): (47)

Hence,� istheinversetem peraturerelated toenergy E in theusualtherm odynam icfashion.
The integration contour can be deform ed to pass through the saddle point. Note that it
isessentialthatthe contourwasoriginally de�ned to run above the realaxis,asthe point
� = 0 istypically an essentialsingularity ofthe integrand in (46). Calculation by steepest
descentin thevicinity of� = i� gives

N = �(2�=CV )
1=2exp[E � + lnZ(�)]; (48)

whereCV isthe�eld’sheatcapacity:5

5Note thatusing steepestdescentnear� = i� im pliesCV > 0,the usualcondition oftherm ody-

nam ic stability. It is curious that we have in e� ect derived this condition without ever referring

directly to the second law oftherm odynam ics,theusualsource ofsuch inequalities.
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CV (�)= �
2
@2

@�2
lnZ(�): (49)

For(48)to bea good approxim ation,two conditionsm ustbesatis�ed.First,to usethe
steepestdescent,wem usthave

E � � 1; (50)

and,second,noothersaddlepointshould giveacontribution largerthan (48).Theleft-hand
sideof(50)isourde�nition ofthee�ective num berofdegreesoffreedom ,N e�.(Recallfor
com parison that,for a collection ofnoninteracting classicaloscillators at tem perature T,
E =T isprecisely thenum berofoscillators).So,(50)isthe condition thattheenvironm ent
isrelatively m acroscopic.

Asfortheroleofothersaddlepoints,ithas,strictly speaking,tobechecked casebycase,
i.e. foreach speci�c m odelofthe environm ent. Asan illustration,we include here results
fortwo sim plecases:noninteracting (linear)environm entswith an acousticdispersion law,

!n = vskn ; (51)

in threeand onespatialdim ensions.The�rstcasecan correspond forexam pleto phonons,
while the second to electrom agnetic waves in a one-dim ensionaltransm ission line (then,
vs � c).

Forlinearenvironm ents,

lnZ(� i�)= �
X

n

ln(1� ei!n �): (52)

So,in the�rstcase

lnZ(� i�)= � const�
iV

�3
+ O (L2); (53)

wherethevolum eofthetree-dim ensionalregion isdenoted byV ,and itscharacteristiclinear
sizeby L.In thesecond case,

lnZ(� i�)= const�
iL

�
+ O (lnL); (54)

where L isthe length ofthe one-dim ensionalregion. In both (53)and (54),the constants
are positive. Note thatin the case ofa transm ission line,the �eld � isthe \prepotential",
related to uctuationsofvoltagealong theline,�v(x;t),via

�v =
1
p
C

@�

@t
; (55)

whereC isthelinecapacitanceperunitlength.So,thecorrelatorof�v atcoincidentx will
beOhm ic,with the\dissipative coe�cient" proportionalto the (L=C)1=2 im pedance ofthe
line.

W e assum e that in both cases the environm ent is relatively m acroscopic,so that the
�nite-size correctionsindicated in (53),(54)are negligible. Then,in the case ofeq. (53),
the integrand of(46)hasfoursaddle-points| at� = �,� �,i�,and � i�. The integration
contourcan be deform ed to passthrough the �rstthree ofthese,asshown in Fig. 2,and
we �nd thatundercondition (50)the m ain contribution to the integralindeed com esfrom
thevicinity of� = i�.In thecaseofeq.(54),thereareonly two saddlepoints,at� = � i�,
and only theupperonecontributesto theintegralafterdeform ation ofthecontour.
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V I.M IC R O C A N O N IC A L D EC O H ER EN C E

Usingthede�nition (11)with �igiven byeq.(45),weobtain m icrocanonicaldecoherence
in theform

C[J]= N �1

Z

C

d�

2�
expf� i�E + lnZ(� i�)� Q[�;J]g ; (56)

where Q[�;J]isthe therm aldecoherence analytically continued to a com plex inverse tem -
peratureequalto � i�.In thelim itofsm allJn (weak decoherence),therealand im aginary
partsofthetherm alQ aregiven by (38),(39).

Letuscom parethem agnitudesofdi�erentterm sin theexponentof(56)on thesaddle
point� = i� with� determ ined from (47).The�rsttwoterm sarem acroscopicallyenhanced:
they areproportionalto thee�ective num berofdegreesoffreedom

N e� = E � : (57)

The third term , � Q[�;J], although a sum over n;m , in m ost cases does not have any
m acroscopicenhancem ent,becausethecouplings ~Jn scaleas1=

p
N e�,and,whilethediagonal

entriesofD m n areO (1),m ostofthe o�-diagonalentriesareO (1=N e�).Asa result,to the
leading orderin N e�,them icrocanonicaldecoherencecoincideswith therm aldecoherenceat
inverse tem perature�,whilecorrectionsareform ally O (1=N e�).

Even though Q[i�;J]isnotenhanced by N e�,in som ecases(e.g.forOhm icdissipation,
cf.(44))itgrowswith t(thetim eforwhich Jn ison)and atlargetcan in principlebecom e
a largecorrection.However,forapplicationsto qubits,weareinterested only in caseswhen
Q R [i�;J],i.e. decoherence accum ulated during tim e t,ism uch sm allerthan one. In these
cases,correctionsto thetherm alresultrem ain form ally suppressed by 1=N e�.

Letuscalculate the �rstofthese corrections. The exponentofeq. (56)can be written
as

f[�;J]= � iE � + lnZ(� i�)� Q[�;J]� f0(�)� Q[�;J]: (58)

Here,f0(�) = f[�;0]has a saddle point at � = i�,found in the previous section. The
corresponding saddlepointofthefullf[�;J]isshifted to

� = i� + � ; (59)

with a sm all�.Treating Q[�;J]in (58)asa perturbation,we�nd

� =
Q 0[i�;J]

f000(i�)
; (60)

where prim esdenote derivativeswith respectto � (so that� isin generalcom plex). Note
that f00

0
(i�) = � CV =�

2,where CV / N e� is the heat capacity given by (49). Therefore,
� = O (1=Ne�).

Thesaddle-pointcalculation thatled to eq.(48)in theprevioussection isnow m odi�ed
in two ways.First,both theextra term in (58)and theshiftofthesaddlepointcontribute
to the saddle-pointexponent. Second,they also m odify the second derivative off,which
determ inesthepreexponent.Asa result,to theleading orderin 1=CV ,weobtain
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C(t)=

(

1+
1

2

@

@�

 
Q ;�

f0;��

! )

exp

(

� Q[i�;J]�
1

2

Q 2
;�

f0;��

)

; (61)

where subscripts following com m asare used to denote derivatives with respectto �. The
correction totheexponentisalwaysnegative,sincef0;�� = CV =�

2 > 0.Note,however,that
although the corrections to both the exponent and preexponent are ofthe sam e order in
1=CV ,the�rstisalso O (Q 2),whilethesecond isO (Q).Thus,in them ostinteresting to us
lim itofweak decoherence,thecorrection to thepreexponentism oreim portant.

In fact,foran interacting environm ent,wearenotreally allowed to keep thecorrection
in theexponent,sincethehigher-orderterm sin Q,dueto theself-interaction,can giverise
to correctionsofthesam eorder,cf.eq.(13).W eneverthelessretain thiscorrection in (61)
(and in (63)below)because ofthe traditionalinterestin linearenvironm ents,forwhich it
isthem ain O (Q 2)correction.

As an exam ple,let us take a look at eq. (61) for the case ofOhm ic dissipation. W e
specializefurtherto thelarge-tlim it,t� �,so wecan useforQ R [i�;J]thelarge-tlim itof
thetherm alexpression (44):

Q R [i�;J]=
�t

�
; (62)

whileQ I,which isnotBose-enhanced,can beneglected.W e�nd

C(t)=

(

1+
t

2�2
@

@T

�
�

CV

�)

exp

(

�
�t

�
�

�2t2

2�2CV

)

; (63)

where T = 1=� isthe tem perature. The correction to the preexponent,which isthe m ain
correction in thelim it

1� t=� � 1=� (64)

isnegativewheneverCV =� isagrowingfunction ofT.Thatisthecase,forexam ple,forlinear
environm entswith acousticdispersion laws,such asthoseconsidered in theprevioussection.
However,aswediscussin theconclusion,thereareinteresting caseswhen @CV =@T < 0,and
itisin principlepossibleto havea positivecorrection to coherence.

For the transm ission line considered in the previous section,E / T2,so that CV =
2N e� / T,while� isT-independent.Then,thepreexponentin (63)isequalto1� �t=4�Ne�,
which should becom pared to 1� �t=�,theexpansion oftheexponentin thelim it(64).W e
seethatalready forN e� = 10,thecorrection to thetherm alresultisonly 2.5% .

V II.C O N C LU SIO N

Ourm ain resultisthecalculation ofa correction to thetherm alresultfordecoherence,
fora system interacting with a nonlinearenvironm entthatisinitially in a m icrocanonical
(ratherthan canonical)state.W eexpectthisresultto apply when a qubitinteractsm ainly
with a relatively com pact, \m esoscopic" environm ent, whose initialspread in energy is
sm aller that the typicalsize of1=

p
N e� relative uctuations characteristic ofa canonical

ensem ble.
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The correction isgiven by eq. (61)forthe generalcase,and by eq. (63)foran Ohm ic
environm ent.W eseethatthecorrection isin generaloforder1=N e� and soistypically sm all
already forN e� � 10,butitm ay beenhanced where @CV =@T diverges,i.e.in a proxim ity
ofa criticalpoint.

M athem atically,thecorrection to theexponentin (61),(63)resultsfrom theshiftin the
saddle-pointvalueof�.Accordingto(59),such ashiftcan beinterpreted asachangein the
e�ective tem perature ofthe environm ent,due to itsinteraction with the system . In view
ofitsrelation (38)to the anti-Herm itean partofthe fullGreen function,the decoherence
exponent Q R (when it is sm all) can be interpreted as the probability for the system to
em itorabsorb an excitation quantum ,asa resultofthe currentswitching from Jn = 0 to
Jn = A n. Since in a therm alstate the em ission is m ore probable than the absorption,it
iseasy to im agine thatthe change in the e�ective tem perature willbe positive,leading to
an increase in decoherence. (The em ission probability isproportionalto (nB + 1),and the
absorption probability to nB ;com bined,the two m ake the coth(�!=2)factorin (38).) For
exam ple,forOhm icdissipation in thet� � lim it,wehave

� = �
i�t

CV

; (65)

which indeed correspondsto an increase in the e�ective tem perature. W e recall,however,
thatthecorresponding increasein decoherenceisan O (Q 2)e�ect,subleading in thelim itof
weak decoherence.

The correction to the preexponent, which is the leading correction in the weak-
decoherence lim it,representsa di�erentphenom enon,nam ely,a change in the typicalsize
ofuctuationsin theenvironm entasitinteractswith thesystem .Theenhancem entofthe
correction neara criticalpointreectsthe presence oflarge uctuationsatT = Tc. Given
that,as a condition oftherm odynam ic stability,CV > 0,and that it peaks at T = Tc,
we notice that@CV =@T < 0 wheneverT issu�ciently close to T c from above. From (61),
we see thatin thiscase the term containing @CV =@T ispositive,i.e. ittendsto suppress
decoherence.

For an environm ent ofa �nite size,the singularity ofC V at T = Tc appears through
C
�1
V @CV =@T scaling as som e positive power ofthe totalvolum e. An application ofthe

standard �nite-sizescalingtechniques[15],togetherwith hyperscaling,givesC V / Ld+ �=� =
L2=� and

1

C 2
V

@CV

@T

�
�
�
�
�
T= Tc

/ L
�1=�

; (66)

whereL isthelinearsizeofthevolum e,d isthenum berofdim ensions,� isthespeci�c-heat
exponent,and � is the correlation-length one. Since � > 0,(66) shows that the critical
singularity of@CV =@T cannotcom pletely overcom e the m acroscopic suppression (butcan
reduce itsigni�cantly: forcom parison,away from the criticalpoint,the left-hand side of
(66) scales as L�d ). However, according to eq. (61),the part ofthe correction that is
proportionalto @CV =@T isalso proportionalto the relevantdissipative coe�cient,such as
� in eq. (63). In addition,there isa partofthe correction containing the derivative of�.
Thus,itisthe scaling ofthe dissipative coe�cientthatultim ately determ ineswhetherthe
correction to thetherm alresultcan belargeenough to beexperim entally observable.
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W enotethatthecriticalbehaviorofthedissipativecoe�cientdeterm inesalso thelead-
ing,therm alpartofdecoherencenearacriticalpoint.Asfaraswecan tell,however,speci�c
resultsregarding thatbehaviorare notreadily obtainable. In particular,these dissipative
coe�cientsaredistinctfrom theusualkineticcoe�cientsintroduced in thedynam icalthe-
ory [16],since they involve a sum m ation overthe m odesofthe environm ent,cf. eq. (41).
Ourresults,then,can betaken to underscoretheim portanceofa study ofthesequantities
fordi�erenttypesofinteracting environm ents.
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