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A direct classicalanalog ofthe quantum dynam ics ofintrinsic decoherence in Ham iltonian sys-

tem s,characterized by the tim e dependence ofthe linear entropy ofthe reduced density operator,

isintroduced. The sim ilarities and di�erencesbetween the classicaland quantum decoherence dy-

nam ics ofan initialquantum state are exposed using both analyticaland com putationalresults.

In particular,the classicality ofearly-tim e intrinsic decoherence dynam ics is explored analytically

using a second-order perturbative treatm ent,and an interesting connection between decoherence

rates and the stability nature ofclassicaltrajectories is revealed in a sim ple approxim ate classical

theory ofintrinsicdecoherencedynam ics.Theresultso�ernew insightsinto decoherence,dynam ics

ofquantum entanglem ent,and quantum chaos.

PACS num bers:03.65.Y z,03.65.U d,05.45.M t

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Q uantum dynam ics induces unitary transform ations in Hilbert space, but m ost often it is only the dynam ics

projected onto a Hilbertsubspace thatis ofinterest. In generalthis reduced dynam ics is nonunitary and therefore

displaysdecoherence[1].Forexam ple,ifasystem ofinterestiscoupled toabath,then averagingoverthebath degrees

offreedom introducesdecoherencein thesystem dynam ics.Likewise,in an isolated system ,thereduced dynam icsof

a subsystem ofthisisolated system can display decoherence.W ehaveterm ed decoherencein thelattercase\intrinsic

decoherence" since itdoesnotinvolvean externalbath [2].

Understanding decoherenceisofcrucialim portanceto a variety ofm odern �eldssuch asquantum inform ation pro-

cessing[3]andquantum controlofatom icandm olecularprocesses[4,5,6].O urinteresthereisin thequantum -classical

correspondence (Q CC)between classicaland quantum descriptionsofthe dynam ics ofdecoherence. Speci�cally,we

consideran initialquantum statesubjected to eitherquantum orclassicaldynam icsand com parethe tim e evolution

ofthe decoherence in both cases. W e note that the form altheory ofcorrespondence between quantum dynam ics

and classicalLiouville dynam ics[7]suggeststhatclassicalLiouville dynam icsprojected onto a subspace should also

display decoherence.Thatis,asin the quantum case,the classicalLiouvilledynam icsconsidered in the entirephase

space is unitary and the classicalLiouville dynam ics projected onto a subspace is nonunitary. W e therefore expect

thatthe reduced classicalLiouville dynam icspropagated classically willshow decoherencedynam icsthatis,atleast

qualitatively,parallelto thatseen in thereduced quantum dynam icsinsofarasthelossofphaseinform ation,entropy

production,etc. In the case ofbath-induced decoherence we recently showed analytically that (a) one can indeed

introduceadirectclassicalanalogofquantum decoherence,and (b)exam iningthedynam icsofdecoherenceclassically

givesnew insights into both the dynam ics ofdecoherence described quantum m echanically and into the conditions

forQ CC in decoherencedynam ics[8].

Hereweextend theseconsiderationsto intrinsicdecoherence,both analytically and com putationally.Speci�cally,in

thispaperwestudy Q CC in thedynam icsofintrinsicdecoherencein sm ooth Ham iltonian system s,with an em phasis

on theusefulnessofclassicaldynam icsin describing intrinsicdecoherence.In particular,theclassicality ofearly-tim e

intrinsicdecoherencedynam icsisstudied using a second-orderperturbativetreatm ent,and theinteresting connection

between decoherenceratesatlatertim esand thestability propertiesofclassicaltrajectoriesisrevealed by considering

a sim pleapproxim ateclassicaltheory ofintrinsicdecoherencedynam ics.Theanalyticand com putationalresultsshed

new light on decoherence,dynam ics ofquantum entanglem ent,and quantum chaos. This study is also ofinterest

to sem iclassicaldecoherence studies [9],e.g.,sem iclassicaldescriptions ofintrinsic decoherence dynam ics in large

m olecularsystem s[2].

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we introduce a second-order perturbation theory in an e�ort to

understand Q CC in early-tim e intrinsic decoherence dynam ics. Forsim plicity we focusupon two degree-of-freedom

system s,buttheextension tolargersystem sisstraightforward.Com putationalresultsoftwosam plecasesin coupled-

oscillator m odelsystem s,which strongly support the physicalpicture a�orded by the perturbative treatm ent,are

presented in Sec.III.Then,a classicaltheory ofintrinsicdecoherencedynam icsforinitially localized statesisderived

in Sec.IV.In thesam esection,detailed com putationalstudiesusing thissim pletheory arecarried outforthequartic

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0306002v1
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oscillatorm odeland oneofitsvariants.Discussionsand a sum m ary com priseSec.V.

II. EA R LY -T IM E IN T R IN SIC D EC O H ER EN C E D Y N A M IC S

Considera conservativesystem com posed oftwo subsystem s,with the totalHam iltonian given by

H (Q ;P;q;p)=
P 2

2
+
p2

2
+ V1(Q )+ V2(q)+ V12(Q ;q); (1)

where (Q ;P )and (q;p)are dim ensionlessphase space conjugate variables,Vi isthe potentialofthe i-th subsystem ,

and V12(Q ;q) describes arbitrary coupling between the two subsystem s. As the system evolves the totalsystem

wavefunction j (t)ibecom es inseparable due to quantum entanglem ent,even ifitis initially separable in Q and q.

Asa result,m easuring a subsystem would collapsethesystem wavefunction and thereforea�ectthepropertiesofthe

othersubsystem .Sim ilarly,ignoring a subsystem decoherestheotherone.Thedegreeofintrinsicdecoherence,which

isinduced by,and isa m anifestation of,quantum entanglem entbetween the two subsystem s,can be m easured by a

well-known quantity:the quantum linearentropy [10]

Sq = 1� Tr1(̂~�
2); (2)

whereTri denotesa traceoverthei-th subsystem ,and ~̂�� Tr2 (j (t)ih (t)j)isthereduced density operatorforthe

�rstsubsystem .An increasein Sq suggestsan increaseof1=(1� Sq),which givesthenum beroforthogonalquantum

statesthatareincoherently populated ifthesecond subsystem isignored.Below wechooseq;pasthe\bath"variables

and P;Q asthe system variables.

Let�c(Q ;P;q;p;t)denotethephasespacedistribution function evolved classically,and �W (Q ;P;q;p;t)denotethe

quantum (W igner)phasespacedistribution function.Theirtim e evolution equationsaregiven by

@�c

@t
= fH ;�cg; (3)

@�W

@t
= fH ;�W gM ; (4)

where f� g denotesclassicalPoisson bracketand f� gM denotesquantum M oyalbracket[11]. W e de�ne classicaland

quantum reduced distribution functionsas

~�c(Q ;P;t) �

Z

�c(Q ;P;q;p;t)dq dp; (5)

~�W (Q ;P;t) �

Z

�W (Q ;P;q;p;t)dq dp: (6)

Since

Sq(t)= 1� 2��h

Z

~�2W (Q ;P;t)dQ dP; (7)

where �h is the e�ective Planck constant,we can de�ne a classicalanalog [denoted S c(t)]to Sq(t) by replacing ~�W
with ~�c.Thatis,

Sc(t)� 1� 2��h

Z

~�2c(Q ;P;t)dQ dP: (8)

Them ain focushereistocom pareSc(t)with Sq(t),i.e.,theclassicalvs.quantum evolution oftheintrinsicdecoherence

dynam ics,asm easured by the classicalvs.quantum entropy.

Perturbativetreatm entshaveproved to very usefulin understanding decoherencedynam ics[8,12,13,14].Here,to

analytically exam ine classicalvs.quantum intrinsic decoherencedynam icsatearly tim es,weapply the perturbative

approach developed in ourprevious work [8]to the case ofintrinsic decoherence dynam ics. Speci�cally,consider a

second-orderperturbativeexpansion with respectto the tim e variabletforboth Sq and Sc,i.e.,

Sc(t) = Sc(0)+
t

�c;1
+

t2

�2c;2
+ � � � ;

Sq(t) = Sq(0)+
t

�q;1
+

t2

�2q;2
+ � � � : (9)
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Then,from the classicaland quantum dynam icsofthe entiresystem one obtains

1

�c;1
= � 4��h

Z

~�c(Q ;P;0)

Z

fH ;�c(Q ;P;q;p;0)g dq dp dQ dP; (10)

1

�q;1
= � 4��h

Z

~�W (Q ;P;0)

Z

fH ;�W (Q ;P;q;p;0)gM dq dp dQ dP; (11)

1

�2c;2
= � 2��h

Z

~�c(Q ;P;0)

Z

fH ;fH ;�c(Q ;P;q;p;0)gg dq dp dQ dP

� 2��h

Z �Z

fH ;�c(Q ;P;q;p;0)g dq dp

�2

dQ dP; (12)

and

1

�2q;2
= � 2��h

Z

~�W (Q ;P;0)

Z

fH ;fH ;�W (Q ;P;q;p;0)g
M
g
M

dq dp dQ dP

� 2��h

Z �Z

fH ;�W (Q ;P;q;p;0)g
M

dq dp

�2

dQ dP: (13)

Further,using thede�nitionsoftheclassicalPoisson and quantum M oyalbracketsand assum ing thatinitialclassical

and quantum distribution functionsareidenticaland separable,i.e.,

�c(Q ;P;q;p;0)= �W (Q ;P;q;p;0)= ~�01(Q ;P )~�
0
2(q;p); (14)

wehave

1

�c;1
=

1

�q;1
= 0; (15)

1

�2c;2
= 2��h

Z �
@~�01(Q ;P )

@P

�2

C (0;0)dQ dP; (16)

and

1

�2q;2
=

1

�2c;2
+ 2��h

Z X

l16= l2� 0

[�h=(2i)](2l1+ 2l2)

(2l1 + 1)!(2l2 + 1)!

�
@(2l1+ 1)~�01(Q ;P )

@P (2l1+ 1)

@(2l2+ 1)~�01(Q ;P )

@P (2l2+ 1)
C (l1;l2)dQ dP; (17)

whereC (l1;l2)isa correlation function given by

C (l1;l2) �

�
@(2l1+ 1)V (Q ;q)

@Q (2l1+ 1)

@(2l2+ 1)V (Q ;q)

@Q (2l2+ 1)

�

~�0
2

�

�
@(2l1+ 1)V (Q ;q)

@Q (2l1+ 1)

�

~�0
2

�
@(2l2+ 1)V (Q ;q)

@Q (2l2+ 1)

�

~�0
2

: (18)

Here h� i~�0
2

denotesthe ensem ble averageoverthe zero-tim e \bath distribution function" ~�02(q;p).Itisworth em pha-

sizing thatin ourderivationswe haveused the sam einitialstate forthe classicaland quantum dynam ics.

Equation (15) shows that the zero �rst-order linear entropy increase rate, i.e., 1=�q;1= 0,has a strict classical

analog.Further,Eq.(16)indicatesthatclassicalLiouvilledynam icsalso predictsa second-orderentropy production

rate1=�2c;2 thatistheanalogofthesecond-orderquantum decoherencerate1=�2q;2.Thus,wecan identifytwocategories

ofearly-tim e intrinsic decoherence dynam ics:classicalif�c;2 � �q;2,and nonclassicalif�q;2 appreciably di�ersfrom

�c;2.
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To sim plify Eqs.(16)and (17)we introducethe Fouriertransform [denoted F (Q 1;Q 2)]of~�
0
1(Q ;P ),i.e.,

F (Q 1;Q 2) �

Z

~�01(Q ;P )exp

�
i�Q P

�h

�

dP; (19)

whereQ � (Q 1 + Q 2)=2 and �Q = Q 1 � Q 2.W e then obtain

1

�2c;2
=

1

�h
2

Z

jF (Q 1;Q 2)j
2�Q 2

C (0;0)dQ 1 dQ 2; (20)

and

1

�2q;2
=

1

�2c;2
+

1

�h
2

Z

jF (Q 1;Q 2)j
2

X

l16= l2� 0

�Q (2l1+ 2l2+ 2)

(2l1 + 1)!(2l2 + 1)!

1

2(2l1+ 2l2)
C (l1;l2)dQ 1 dQ 2: (21)

Equations(20)and (21)are generalresults.Forthe specialcase ofV12(Q ;q)= f(Q )g(q),Eqs.(20)and (21)can be

rewritten in a sim ple and m oreenlightening form :

1

�2c;2
=
hg2(q)i~�0

2

� hg(q)i2
~�0
2

�h
2

Z

jF (Q 1;Q 2)j
2�Q 2

�
df(Q )

dQ

�2

dQ 1 dQ 2; (22)

and

1

�2q;2
=
hg2(q)i~�0

2

� hg(q)i2
~�0
2

�h
2

Z

jF (Q 1;Q 2)j
2�Q 2

�
�f(Q )

�Q

�2

dQ 1 dQ 2; (23)

where�f(Q )=�Q isthe �nite-di�erencefunction

�f(Q )

�Q
�

f(Q + �Q =2)� f(Q � �Q =2)

�Q

=
f(Q 1)� f(Q 2)

Q 1 � Q 2

: (24)

Asa result:(1)Iff(Q )dependsonly linearly orquadratically upon the coupling coordinate Q ,a com m on approxi-

m ation,then (1=�2q;2 � 1=�2c;2)= 0 forany initialstate. Thatis,in thiscase there existsperfectQ CC in early-tim e

dynam icsofintrinsicdecoherence,regardlessof�h,and irrespectiveofthepotentialsV1(Q )and V2(q).(2)Even in the

case ofhighly nonlinearf(Q ),aslong asF (Q 1;Q 2)decaysfastenough with jQ 1 � Q 2jsuch that�f=�Q � df=dQ ,

Q CC would stillbe excellent. The sm allerthe �h,the m ore rigorousis this requirem ent. (3) If�f=�Q di�ers sig-

ni�cantly from df=dQ over the Q -coordinate scale ofthe initialstate,quantum entropy production can be totally

unrelated to classicalentropy production.Such casesofpoorQ CC areoffundam entalinterest,butarenotthefocus

ofthispaper.

The second-orderperturbativetreatm entism ostreliableforearly-tim edynam icsand forrelatively weak decoher-

ence.Theaboveresultsareparticularlysigni�cantforstudieson thecontrolofintrinsicdecoherence,whereearly-tim e

dynam ics ofweak decoherence is im portant. In these circum stances it is usefulto understand the extent to which

(quantum )intrinsic decoherence isequivalentto classicalentropy production,i.e. to increasing Sc(t). In particular,

ifthere existsgood correspondence between classicaland quantum decoherence dynam ics,then the essence ofdeco-

herence controlis equivalent to the suppression ofclassicalentropy production,and various classicaltools m ay be

considered to achievedecoherencecontrol.Ifnot,then fully quantum toolsarerequired.

The above perturbation resultsclearly dem onstrate thatquantum dynam icsofintrinsic decoherence hasa direct

analog in classicalLiouville dynam ics. Thisratherintriguing resultm otivatesusto com putationally exam ine Q CC

in the dynam icsofintrinsicdecoherenceoveralltim e scales.

III. C O M P U TA T IO N A L R ESU LT S:T W O SA M P LE C A SES

To com putationally exam ine Q CC in the dynam icsofintrinsic decoherence,we considercoupled-oscillatorm odel

system swith sm ooth Ham iltonians.In allthe m odelsystem sstudied below,wechoose

V1(Q )+ V2(q)=
�

4
(Q 4 + q

4); (25)
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where�= 0:01.SinceV1(Q )and V2(q)haveno sim pleharm onicterm s,any observed agreem entbetween classicaland

quantum behaviorcannotbeattributed tothesim ilarity between classicaland quantum harm onicoscillatordynam ics.

Ifthecoupling potentialV12(Q ;q)isquadraticin both Q and q,i.e.,V12(Q ;q)= �Q 2q2=2,then theresultantcoupled-

oscillatorsystem isthe well-known quartic oscillatorm odel[15,16,17]. Because thism odeliswell-studied and can

display strongly chaotic (e.g.,�= 1:0,� = 0:01)orintegrable (e.g.,�= 0:03,� = 0:01)dynam ics,itisused in Sec.

IV asan idealm odelto study Q CC in intrinsicdecoherencedynam icsforboth integrableand chaoticcases.

O ur perturbation theory approach predicts good classical-quantum agreem entatshorttim es for som e potentials

and initialconditionsand pooragreem entforothers.W e exam ineboth these casescom putationally.

Itsu�cesto considerone case ofpooragreem ent,since poorQ CC atearly tim esinvariably translatesto sim ilar

behavioratlatertim es.Considerthen V12(Q ;q)to besom ehighly nonlinearpotential.Com putationsofthequantum

dynam icsand thus the tim e dependence ofSq(t) are straightforward [16]. Sc(t)is com puted directly using M onte-

Carlo sim ulations with an im portance sam pling technique (where the M onte-Carlo sim ulations are based upon Eq.

(27)below).From theanalyticalresultsaboveweseethatV12(Q ;q)and thescaleoftheinitialstateplay decisiveroles

in Q CC in early-tim e intrinsic decoherence dynam ics. In particular,we expect poor Q CC ifV12(Q ;q)= f(Q )g(q)

di�ers signi�cantly from a linear or quadratic function ofQ such that �f=�Q di�ers signi�cantly from (df=dQ )

over the Q -coordinate scale (i.e., the support) ofthe initialstate. To con�rm this com putationally we consider

f(Q )g(q)= sin2(10Q )q2,with the initialdistribution functionsofthe two subsystem sgiven by

~�01(Q ;P ) =
1

��h
exp

"

�
(Q � Q 0)

2

2�2
Q

�
(P � P0)

2

2�2
P

#

;

~�02(q;p) =
1

��h
exp

�

�
(q� q0)

2

2�2q
�
(p� p0)

2

2�2p

�

: (26)

Herethedim ensionlesse�ectivePlanck constantischosen to be�h = 0:005 throughout,exceptforonecasein Sec. V,

and �Q =25 = 25� �P =
p
�h=2,�q = �p =

p
�h=2,Q 0 = 0:5,P0 = 0:5,q0 = 0,with H (Q 0;P0;q0;p0)= 0:24. Note

that ~�01(Q ;P ) is strongly squeezed in P and that this initialdistribution function is considerably delocalized in Q .

Further,since jf(Q )j= jsin2(10Q )j� 1:0,j�Q j� jdf=dQ jcan be m uch largerthan j�f(Q )j. Thus,forthiscase the

perturbation resultpredictsthatatearly tim estherecan besubstantialclassicalentropy production with insigni�cant

quantum decoherence. As shown in Fig. 1,this isnicely con�rm ed by the num ericalresultsofSq(t)and Sc(t). In

particular,Fig. 1 showsthat,att= 1:0 Sc(t)(discrete points)is� 0.9 while Sq(t)(solid line)isstilllessthan 0.2.

Evidently,Q CC in thiscaseisindeed very poorfrom the very beginning.
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FIG .1: A com parison between Sq(t)(dashed line)and Sc(t)(discrete circular points)in the �rstsam ple case. The coupling

potential is highly nonlinear such that at early tim es classical entropy production is m uch faster than quantum entropy

production.See the textfordetails.Allvariablesare in dim ensionlessunits.

There rem ains then the im portant question ofthe quantitative degree ofQ CC in circum stances where our per-

turbative analysispredicts good short-tim e Q CC.In particular,it is im portant to investigate whether ornot good
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Q CC predicted perturbatively rem ains for a considerable am ount oftim e. Ifso,then the perturbative treatm ent

providesa usefulguideto ourunderstanding ofQ CC in intrinsicdecoherencedynam ics.Ifnot,then ourperturbative

resultsm ake sense only forextrem ely weak decoherence. Dram atically,ourcom putationalstudiesstrongly support

ouranalyticalperturbation results,even in the presence ofsigni�cantdecoherence. Forexam ple,considerthe case,

wheretheparam etersfortheinitialstatearethesam easin thepreviouscase(thereforetheinitialstateisalso m uch

delocalized),butthecoupling potentialisgiven by V12(Q ;q)= Q 2 sin2(q).Thiscoupling potentialishighly nonlinear

in q butstillquadratic in Q .In accord with the second-orderperturbation results,such a coupling potentialshould

stillgiveriseto good early-tim eQ CC in theintrinsicdecoherencedynam icsofthe�rstsubsystem .Thisiscon�rm ed

by the quantitative com parison between Sq(t) and Sc(t) shown in Fig. 2. M ore im portantly,Fig. 2 shows that

outstanding Q CC rem ainseven when both Sq(t)and Sc(t)haveincreased to closeto theirsaturation value ofunity.

Num erousothercom putationalresults(notshown)areconsistentwith the two casesshown here.

6543210

1

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0

S

q

(

t

)

a

n

d

S



(

t

)

time

FIG .2: A com parison between Sq(t)(dashed line)and Sc(t)(discretecircularpoints)in thesecond sam plecase.Thecoupling

potentialis highly nonlinear in term s ofthe position ofthe second subsystem ,but is quadratic in term s ofthe position of

the�rstsubsystem ,resulting in excellentquantum -classicalcorrespondence in intrinsic decoherencedynam icseven though the

initialdistribution function ofthe �rst subsystem is considerably delocalized. See the text for details. Allvariables are in

dim ensionlessunits.

Theseresultsshow theusefulnessofthesecond-orderperturbation theory in understanding Q CC in intrinsicdeco-

herencedynam icsem anatingfrom squeezed initialstates.Alsoofinterestisintrinsicdecoherencedynam icsassociated

with su�ciently localized initialstates,which,in accord with thepreviousperturbation results,should display excel-

lentearly-tim e Q CC forany coupling potentialV12(Q ;q).W e now com putationally exam ine Q CC atlatertim esfor

localized statesasinitialconditionsand explain theresultsin term sofasim pleclassicaltheory ofintrinsicdecoherence

dynam ics.

IV . LO C A LIZED IN IT IA L STA T ES

A . Sim ple C lassicalA pproach

Below we show thatSq(t)and Sc(t)are often in excellentagreem ent,overlarge tim e scales,forinitially localized

states,signi�cantly extending the perturbation theory result. In doing so we com pare the quantum Sq(t) with full

classicalm echanicsaswellaswith a sim pleclassicaltheory derived in thissection.Thelatterprovidesfurtherinsight

into the originsofincreasing Sc(t).
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To derivethe sim pli�ed classicalresultwe �rstuseLiouville’stheorem to reexpressSc(t)as

Sc(t) = 1� 2��h

Z Z

�c(Q (t);P (t);q(t);p(t);t)

� �c(Q (t);P (t);q
0
;p

0
;t)dq0 dp0 dQ (t)dP (t)dq(t)dp(t)

= 1� 2��h

Z Z

�c(Q ;P;q;p;0)�c(Q (t);P (t);q
0
;p

0
;t)dq0 dp0 dQ dP dq dp

= 1� 2��h

Z Z

�c(Q ;P;q;p;0)�c(Q
00
;P

00
;q

00
;p

00
;0)dq0 dp0 dQ dP dq dp; (27)

where (Q (t);P (t);q(t);p(t)) is the phase space location ofthe trajectory em anating from (Q ;P;q;p) at t= 0,and

(Q 00;P 00;q00;p00) is the phase space location ofthe trajectory at tim e zero ifthe classicaltrajectory is propagated

backwards from (Q (t);P (t);q0;p0). Because the initialstate �c(Q ;P;q;p;0) is assum ed highly localized in phase

space,(Q 00;P 00;q00;p00) m ust be very close to (Q ;P;q;p) in order for the term �c(Q ;P;q;p;0)�c(Q
00;P 00;q00;p00;0)in

Eq. (27) to be appreciable and thus to contribute to Sc(t). Hence a convenient approxim ation can be m ade: we

assum ethat,attim et,only thosebackward trajectoriesnear(Q (t);P (t);q(t);p(t))need betaken into account.This

m eansthatwe treatQ 00� Q ,P 00� P ,q00� q,p00� p,�q0� [q0� q(t)],and �p0� [p0� p(t)]assu�ciently sm allsuch

that

Q
00
� Q + M 13(t)�q

0+ M 14(t)�p
0
;

P
00
� P + M 23(t)�q

0+ M 24(t)�p
0
;

q
00
� q+ M 33(t)�q

0+ M 34(t)�p
0
;

p
00
� p+ M 43(t)�q

0+ M 44(t)�p
0
; (28)

where M ij (i;j = 1;2;3;4) is the stability m atrix associated with the backward trajectories em anating from

(Q (t);P (t);q(t);p(t)):

M ij =
@(Q ;P;q;p)

@(Q (t);P (t);q(t);p(t))
: (29)

Although thisapproxim ation should belessreliableforchaoticsystem s,wedem onstratebelow that,itis,nonetheless,

com putationally usefulin both integrableand chaoticcases.

Forsim plicity we considerbelow a speci�c exam ple in which ~�01(Q ;P )and ~�02(q;p)are sym m etric G aussian states

given by Eq. (26) with �Q = �P = �q = �p � � =
p
�h=2. O ther distributions can be considered in an analogous

fashion.Substituting Eqs.(26)and (28)into Eq.(27)and evaluating the integrals,we obtain

Sc(t)= 1�
1

2

*
exp

h
U

2
X

2
+ V

2
Y

2
� 2U V Z

2�2(X 2Y 2� Z 2)

i

p
X 2Y 2 � Z 2

+

�0
c

; (30)

where

X = M
2
13 + M

2
23 + M

2
33 + M

2
43;

Y = M
2
14 + M

2
24 + M

2
34 + M

2
44;

Z = M 13M 14 + M 23M 24 + M 33M 34 + M 43M 44;

U = (Q � Q 0)M 14 + (P � P0)M 24 + (q� q0)M 34 + (p� p0)M 44;

V = (Q � Q 0)M 13 + (P � P0)M 23 + (q� q0)M 33 + (p� p0)M 43; (31)

and

�
0

c(Q ;P;q;p)= 4�2�h
2
[~�01(Q ;P )]

2[~�02(q;p)]
2
: (32)

Equations(30)and (31)indicatethattheclassicaldynam icsofintrinsicdecoherenceisclosely related to theclassical

stability m atrix elem entsaveraged overa rescaled initialdistribution function. Thisinteresting connection provides

insight into a variety ofinteresting aspects ofquantum intrinsic decoherence dynam ics [18, 19,20, 21,22]. For

exam ple,forchaoticdynam icsin which classicaltrajectoriesarehighly unstableand thereforein which jM ijjincreases

rapidly,Sc(t)should increase m uch fasterthan forthe case ofintegrable dynam ics. This observation can,with the

assum ption that there is fairly good Q CC in intrinsic decoherence dynam ics,directly explain previous results on

quantum signaturesofclassicalchaosin thedynam icsofquantum entanglem ent[18].Further,becauseEqs.(30)and

(31)areexpressed in term sofclassicalstability m atrices,characteristicsofthetim edependenceofSc(t)and therefore

ofSq(t)can be easily related to the tim e and spaceuctuationsin the instability ofclassicaltrajectories.
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B . C om putationalR esults: Localized InitialStates
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FIG .3: A com parison between Sq(t) (dashed line) and the approxim ate Sc(t) (solid line) calculated from Eq. (30) for the

quartic oscillator m odelin the case ofintegrable dynam ics (� = 0:03;� = 0:01). The initialstate is given by Eq. (26),with

�P = �Q = �p = �q =
p
�h=2,�h = 0:005,Q 0 = 0:4,P0 = 0:5,q0 = 0:6,and H (Q 0;P0;q0;p0)= 0:24.Fullclassicalresultsbased

upon Eq.(27)are represented by discrete circularpoints.Allvariablesare in dim ensionlessunits.
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FIG .4:Sam e asin Fig.3 exceptforstrongly chaotic dynam ics(� = 1:0;� = 0:01).

Consider then Q CC over large tim e scales for localized initialstates for both integrable and chaotic cases. To

do so we exam ine the quartic oscillator m odelas wellas results where the coupling potentialis replaced by the

nonlinearpotentialV12(Q ;q)= 0:5Q 2q2 + Q 4q2.The initialstatesare chosen to be localized initialstates,and both

the fullclassicaldynam icsand the approxim atetim e dependence ofSc(t)in Eq.(30)are com pared to the quantum

result. Speci�cally,we realize the ensem ble average in Eq. (30) by M onte-Carlo sim ulations,using only 2 � 104

sam pling classicaltrajectories from which the stability m atrix elem ents M ij are evaluated. The initialG aussian

statesare chosen sym m etric with � =
p
�h=2 = 0:05 and are su�ciently localized so thatEq. (28)should be a valid
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approxim ation. FullclassicalresultsforSc(t)(represented again by discrete circularpoints),which are m uch m ore

dem anding com putationally,arealso provided below.

Figures3and 4com pareresultsforSc(t)obtained from Eq.(30)and from exactclassicalresultswith Sq(t)(dashed

line)forintegrableand chaoticdynam icsin the quartic oscillatorm odel,respectively.A num berofobservationsare

in order.First,itisclearthatin both casesthe approxim ate Sc(t)are in excellentagreem entwith the fullclassical

results,con�rm ing the utility ofthe sim ple m odel[Eq. (30)]. Second,both Sc(t)and Sq(t)are seen,in the chaotic

case,to relax faster towards 1:0 than they do in the integrable case. Third,the oscillation am plitudes ofSq(t) in

the chaotic case are m uch sm allerthan thatin the integrable case. Hence,the fastrelaxation and sm all-am plitude

oscillationsofSq(t)shown in Fig. 4 m ay be regarded as�ngerprintsofthe underlying classicalchaos. Finally,and

m ost im portantly,the entire tim e dependence,including oscillations in Fig. 3 and Fig. 4 ofSq(t) are beautifully

captured by both theexactand theapproxim ateSc(t).Itshould alsobenoted thattheQ CC tim escaleshown in Fig.

4 isappreciably longerthan istheQ CC break tim etb � 5:0 forthesam e�h,obtained by quantitatively com paring the

structure ofthe classicaland quantum distribution functions[23].Thiscan be understood by the factthatSc(t)[or

Sq(t)]describesthereduced distribution functions ~�c(Q ;P;t)[or~�W (Q ;P;t)]which isinsensitiveto the�nestructure

of�c(Q ;P;q;p;t)[or�W (Q ;P;q;p;t)].

Calculationsform anyotherinitialstatescon�rm thattheQ CC resultsshown in Figs.3and 4aretypical,indicating

that(a)Q CC is essentially exactoverlarge tim e scalesand (b) the sim ple classicaltheory ofintrinsic decoherence

dynam icsintroduced aboveprovidesa usefulapproxim ation to the exactresults.
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FIG .5: Sam e as in Fig. 3 exceptfor strongly chaotic dynam ics(� = 1:0;� = 0:01),and for a specialinitialG aussian state,

with Q 0 = P0 = 0,q0 = 0:6 and H (Q 0;P0;q0;p0)= 0:24.

Figure 5 shows one case, however, where the approxim ate Sc(t) and exact classicalor quantum results di�er

quantitatively.Here the system isstillthe quartic oscillatorm odelwith �= 1:0,� = 0:01,butwith an initialstate

ofspecialtype. In particular,both the initialaverage position Q 0 and the initialaverage m om entum P0 are setto

zero.Initialstatesofthistype are called channelstates[17],and e�ectively giverise to very weak coupling between

the two subsystem s over a considerably large tim e scale. Indeed,since at short tim es df=dQ � �f(Q )=�Q � 0

for Q � Q 0 = 0,one obtains from Eqs. (22) and (23) that1=�2c;2 = 1=�22;q � 0. Therefore the early-tim e intrinsic

decoherence rate should be sm all,asseen in Fig. 5,although the underlying classicaldynam icsisstrongly chaotic.

For this reason one expects that the dynam icalbehavior ofSc(t) and Sq(t) should di�er from previous cases. As

shown in Fig.5,in thiscaseboth Sq(t)and Sc(t)increasein a step-wisefashion,distinctly di�erentfrom thatin Figs.

3 and 4.Agreem entbetween them rem ainsexcellent.However,the approxim ateSc(t)m issessom e ofthe im portant

structure.

In Fig.6weshow theQ CC resultforasim plevariantofthequarticoscillatorm odel,i.e.,V12(Q ;q)= 0:5Q 2q2+ Q 4q2,

acouplingpotentialthatisneitherlinearnorquadratic.Asseen in Fig.6,even with such nonlinearcouplingSc(t)and

Sq(t)arein excellentagreem entoverlargetim escales.Thisem phasizesthefactthatthegood Q CC resultsobserved

in the quartic oscillator m odelare not due to the fact that the coupling potentialtherein is quadratic. Hence,we

concludethatforinitially localized states,oursim pleclassicaltheory ofintrinsicdecoherencedynam ics[seeEq.(30)]

isgenerally usefulin describing intrinsicdecoherencedynam icsin sm ooth Ham iltonian system s.
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FIG .6:Sam e asin Fig.3 exceptfora m odi�ed quartic oscillatorm odelin which V12(Q ;q)= 0:5Q
2
q
2
+ Q

4
q
2
.

V . D ISC U SSIO N A N D SU M M A R Y

Q uantum entanglem entbetween individualsubsystem shasnoclassicalanalog.Nevertheless,asshown in thiswork,

thequantum dynam icsofquantum entanglem ent,asm anifestin thequantum dynam icsofintrinsicdecoherence,does

have a classicalanalog in classicalLiouville dynam ics describing classicalcorrelations between classicalsubensem -

bles. Hence itisusefulto isolate the conditionsunderwhich there isgood Q CC in intrinsic decoherence dynam ics.

Thisisdone analytically,forearly-tim e dynam icsand forweak decoherence,by a second-orderperturbative theory.

Interestingly,as dem onstrated by our com putationalstudies in Sec. IIIand Sec. IV,the physicalpicture ofQ CC

a�orded by the perturbative treatm entcan be stillvery usefuleven when the tim e scale underinvestigation isrela-

tively long and thedegreeofintrinsicdecoherenceissigni�cant.In particular,underthecircum stanceswherethereis

good early-tim e Q CC,classicalLiouville dynam icscan provide a sim ple m eansofunderstanding di�erentaspectsof

intrinsicdecoherencedynam ics,forrelatively largetim escalesand forboth integrableand chaoticdynam ics.Further,

wehavederived an approxim atebutvery sim pleclassicaltheory oflinearentropy production ofintrinsicdecoherence

dynam icsassociated with localized initialstates,and shown thatthe rate ofentropy production isclosely related to

the stability propertiesofclassicaltrajectories.

Clearly,thelinearentropyisjustoneofm anypossiblerepresentation-independentm easuresofintrinsicdecoherence,

and Sq(t)� Sc(t) does notm ean that the quantum dynam ics is equivalentto the corresponding classicalLiouville

dynam ics. Forexam ple,ifthe saturation value ofthe linearentropy in the long tim e lim itisofparticularinterest,

then the m easures1=[1� Sc(t)]and 1=[1� Sq(t)](which givesthe num beroforthogonalstatesthatareincoherently

populated)should bem oreusefulin describingQ CC.Indeed,ourresultsin Figs.4and 6suggestthatastim eincreases

one has 1=[1� Sc(t)]> > 1=[1� Sq(t)]. This is consistent with our previous observation [8]that,decoherence can

dram atically im proveQ CC,buteven strong decoherencedoesnotnecessarily su�ceto ensurethatquantum entropy

production isthe sam easclassicalentropy production.

Itshould alsobepointed outthatthem odelquantum system sstudied in thispaperarestillfarfrom thesem iclassical

regim e. Thisisindicated,in the chaotic case ofthe quartic oscillatorm odelforexam ple,by the factthatthe Q CC

breaktim eisrelativelyshortcom pared tothetim escalethatweexam ined.Correspondencewillworsen quantitatively

with increasing �h,although,as discussed above,�h is far from the only factor inuencing the quality ofthe Q CC.

However,we note that for localized initialstates the qualitative features ofthe tim e dependence ofclassicaland

quantum linearentropy m ay rem ain sim ilarto oneanotherwith m uch largere�ectivePlanck constants.Forexam ple,

Fig. 7 displaysfairly good Q CC between Sq(t) and Sc(t),in the chaotic case ofthe quartic oscillatorm odel,with

�h = 0:05 and with an initialsym m etric G aussian state.

A num ber of interesting extensions of this work are under consideration. First, it seem s straightforward but

necessary to consider cases in which the coupling potentialdepends upon both position and m om entum . Second,

we propose to further investigate the role ofthe dynam ics ofthe subsystem s in addition to that ofthe coupling

potential(e.g.,the dynam icsin coupled M orseoscillatorsystem s).Third,itisinteresting to study Q CC in intrinsic
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FIG .7:A com parison between Sq(t)(dashed line)and Sc(t)(discretecircularpoints)forstronglychaoticdynam icsofthequartic

oscillaorm odel(� = 1:0;� = 0:01)and for�h = 0:05.The initialstate isgiven by Eq.(26),with �P = �Q = �p = �q =
p
�h=2,

Q 0 = 0:4,P0 = 0:5,q0 = 0:6,and H (Q 0;P0;q0;p0)= 0:24.Allvariablesare in dim ensionlessunits.

decoherence dynam icsin term softhe decay ofo�-diagonaldensity m atrix elem ents.Such studiesare ongoing,with

prelim inary studies[24]indicating thatcom paring thetim edependenceofo�-diagonaldensity m atrix elem entsto its

directclassicalanalog [8]willprovidedeeperinsightsinto Q CC in intrinsicdecoherencedynam ics.

Tosum m arize,wehaveshownthatclassicaldynam icscan beveryusefulin describingintrinsicdecoherencedynam ics

in sm ooth Ham iltonian system s.In particular,wehaveidenti�ed conditionsunderwhich excellentquantum -classical

correspondencein the early-tim e dynam icsofintrinsic decoherenceispossible via a second-orderperturbativetreat-

m ent,havepresentedasim pleclassicaltheoryofintrinsicdecoherencedynam icsem anatingfrom localizedinitialstates,

and have provided supporting com putationalresults. The hope isthatby extending thisstudy to high-dim ensional

Ham iltonian system s,we m ay use purely classicalapproaches to describe (at least qualitatively) the dynam ics of

quantum entanglem entorintrinsicdecoherencein polyatom icm olecularsystem s.

A cknow ledgm ents: Thiswork wassupported by the U.S.O �ce ofNavalResearch and by the NaturalSciences

and Engineering Research CouncilofCanada.

[1]W .H.Zurek,preprintquant-ph/0105127.

[2]V.S.Batista and P.Brum er,Phys.Rev.Lett.89,143201 (2002).

[3]M .A.Nielsen and I.L.Chuang,Q uantum Com putation and Q uantum Inform ation (Cam bridgeUniversityPress,Cam bridge,

2000).

[4]M .Shapiro and P.Brum er,Adv.Atom .M ol.and O pt.Phys.,42,287 (2000).

[5]S.A.Rice and M .Zhao,O pticalControlofM olecular Dynam ics(John W iley,New York,2000).

[6]M .Shapiro and P.Brum er,Principles ofthe Q uantum ControlofM olecular Processes (John W iley,New York,2003).

[7]J.W ilkie and P.Brum er,Phys.Rev.A 55,27 (1997);Phys.Rev.A 55,43 (1997).

[8]J.G ong and P.Brum er,Phys.Rev.Lett.90,050402 (2003);J.G ong and P.Brum er,quant-ph/0212106.

[9]H.W ang,M .Thoss,K .L.Sorge,R.X.G im �enez,and W .H.M iller,J.Chem .Phys.114,2562 (2001);F.G rossm ann,J.

Chem .Phys.103,3696 (1995);A.M .O .de Alm eida,preprintquant-ph/0208094.

[10]P.C.Lichtner and J.J.G ri�n,Phys.Rev.Lett.37,1521 (1976);W .H.Zurek,S.Habib and J.P.Paz,Phys.Rev.Lett.

70,1187 (1993);X-P.Jiang and P.Brum er,Chem .Phys.Lett.208,179 (1993);a.Isar,A.Sandulescu,and W .Scheid,

Phys.Rev.E 60,6371 (1999);G .M anfrediand M .R.Feix,Phys.Rev.E 62,4665 (2000);J.N.Bandyopadhyay and A.

Lakshm inarayan,Phys.Rev.Lett.89,060402 (2002).

[11]J.E.M oyal,Proc.Cam bridge Phil.Soc.45,99 (1949).

[12]J.I.K im ,M .C.Nem es,A.F.R.Toledo Piza,and H.E.Borges,Phys.Rev.Lett.77,207 (1996).

[13]L.M .D uan and G .C.G uo,Phys.Rev.A 56,4466 (1997).

[14]D .Bacon,D .A.Lidar,and K .B.W haley,Phys.Rev.A 60,1944 (1999).

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0105127
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0212106
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0208094


12

[15]B.Eckhardt,G .Hose,and E.Pollak,Phys.Rev.A 39,3776 (1989).

[16]J.G ong and P.Brum er,Phys.Rev.E 60,1643 (1999).

[17]M .S.Santhanam ,V.B.Sheorey,and A.Lakshm inarayan,Phys.Rev.E 57,345 (1998).

[18]K .Furuya,M .C.Nem es,and G .Q .Pellegrino,Phys.Rev.Lett.80,5524 (1998).

[19]P.A.M illerand S.Sarkar,Phys.Rev.E 60,1542 (1999).

[20]A.Lakshm inarayan,Phys.Rev.E 64,036207 (2001).

[21]A.Tanaka,H.Fujisaki,and T.M iyadera,Phys.Rev.E 66,045201 (2002).

[22]M .Znidaric and T.Prosen,J.Phys.A 36,2463 (2003).

[23]J.G ong,Ph.D thesis(unpublished),University ofToronto,2001.

[24]H.Han,J.G ong,and P.Brum er,to be published.


	Introduction
	Early-time Intrinsic Decoherence Dynamics
	Computational Results: Two Sample Cases
	Localized Initial States
	Simple Classical Approach
	Computational Results: Localized Initial States

	discussion and summary
	References

