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Environm ent{induced decoherence causes entropy increase. It can be quanti ed using, eg., the
purty &= Tr 2. W hen the Ham iltonian of a quantum system is perturbed, its sensitivity to such
perturbation can bem easured by the Loschm idtechoM (t). It isgiven by the average squared overlap
between the perturbed and unperturbed state. W e describe the relation between the tem poral
behavior of &(t) and M (t). In this way we show that the decay of the Loschm idt echo can be
analyzed using tools developed in the study of decoherence. In particular, for system s with a
classically chaotic H am iltonian the decay of & and M has a regin e where it is dom inated by the

classical Lyapunov exponents.

E nvironm ent-induced decoherence is an essential in—
gredient of the quantum {classical transition [l]. Tts in —
plications for the quantum versions of classically chaotic
system s are especially intriguing, as they go beyond
the restoration ofthe quantum {classical correspondence.
Two of us discussed this issue for the rst tine in 4],
presenting a surprising resul that hasbeen since am ply
corroborated [3,14,19,16]: For a quantum system with a
classically chaotic H am iltonian the rate at which infor-
m ation about the Iniial state is degraded by the environ-
m ent becom es independent of the system {environm ent
coupling strength. This rate (e4g., the von Neum ann en-—
tropy production rate com puted from the reduced density
m atrix ofthe system ) is set by the classical Lyapunov ex—
ponents, provided that the coupling strength are w ithin
a certain (wide) range. T his result has im portant in pli-
cations and can be a way to de ne quantum chaos [1]. A
related but independent way to do this was considered

rst by A sher Peres [f] by appealing to a property of
quantum system s w ith a classically chaotic counterpart:
A Ythough quantum dynam ics is insensitive to an all dif-
ferences in initial conditions, it seem s to be highly sen—
sitive to perturbations in the Ham itonian. The sin ilar
idea of \hypersensitivity" was studied in an nfom ation
theoretic fram ework by Caves and coworkers [@]. M ore
recently, Levstein, P astaw ski and collaborators [1(, [11]
experim entally studied sensitivity to perturbations by
m easuring the Loschm idt echo in a m any-body spin sys—
tem . Their work underscored the need for a system atic
study ofvarious aspects ofthe true nature ofthe sensitiv—
ity displayed by quantum system s when their H am iltto—
nian is perturbed. Further analytical [12] and num erical
[13] work triggered an intense activity that helped clar-
ify som e aspects of the tem poral dependence of the echo
14,4, l141.

T he m easure of the echo signal is the overlap between
tw o states that evolve from the sam e initialw ave function

o under the In uence oftwo Ham ilttonians (the unper-
turbed one, H y, and the perturbed oneH = Hy+ ).
M ore precisely, when Uy and U denote the correspond-

Ing evolution operators, the echo is de ned as
M ©=h oFY ©OU®F oif: @)

The quantity M (t), obtained by averagingM  over an
ensam ble of perturbations, can be studied analytically
and displays a rich tem poraldependence. O ne interest—
Ing regin e was analyzed by Jalabert and P astaw ski [12]
who showed, using a sem iclassical approxin ation, that
there is a w Indow ofvalues for the perturbation strength
forwhich M (t) decays w ith a rate equalto the classical
Lyapunov exponent. In spite ofthe sin ple discussion pre—
sented above, the physically relevant evolution w ill typ—
ically not be unitary: D ecoherence caused by the inter—
action w ith the environm ent w ill suppress the echo even
In the absence of the perturbation .W e shall, however,
adhere to the usualassum ption [10G,[11,114,13,114,115,[16]
that the evolutions are uniary, and show that even in
that case of decoherence{ free echo supression it is possi-
bl to draw usefill conclusions from the analogy we dis—
cuss below .

In this letter we establish a direct connection betw een
decoherence and the decay of the Loschm idt echo. In
particular, we relate the evolution ofM (t) and the linear
entropy (or puriy) ofan open quantum system . T he ex—
istence of a kinship between decoherence and the decay
ofthe Loschm idt echo isnot unexpected: such possibility
was noted, orexam ple, n Refs. [L1,114], but was never
form ally established. D em onstrating the relation ofthese
tw o In portant areas is Interesting not just from a funda—
m ental point of view but m ay also prove useful since it
allow s one to use results obtained in the theory of open
quantum system s to understand better the behavior of
the echo.

T he key step In our dem onstration is a sin ple obser—
vation: The average echo M (t), for an ensam ble of per-
turbations characterized by a probability density P ( ),
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T hisequation can be rew ritten In a m ore convenient way
by de ning the density m atrix of the average perturbed
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state:
P()U ©F oith oY ©O: 3)

In fact, M (t) is sinply the overlap between the av-
erage state () and the unperturbed density ma-

trix @) evolved from the initial state, (@) =
Uo (07 oih oFTg @
M @E©=Tr( © o) : @)

O nce we recognize this sin ple fact we can go one step fur-
ther and notice that the state generally evolres in tin e
according to a m aster equation which is ofthe sam e kind
as the ones arising in the study of decoherence. Hence,
the evolution of the echo M (t) is directly placed in the
context of open quantum system s and decoherence.
Equation [@) can be used to establish an inequal-
ity between the average echo M (t) and the puriy
&) = Tr 2 () (used to characterize decoherence). Us-
Ing Schwartz inequality (@pplied to the inner product
betw een two hemm itian operators) and assum ing that the
Initial state ispure we nd that
MZM  &O: ©®)
Related nequalities were noticed and used in a some-
what di erent context in [16,|17]. Eq. [@) inplies that
when the purity Tr ? decays exponentially with a rate
p , then the overlap M (t) should also decay exponen—
tially (or faster) w ith a rate that should be no less than
p =2. However, as we will see Jater (and as has been
established in the literature [4,112,113]), there isan in —
portant regim e (the so{called Lyapunov regin e) where
both quantities decay w ith the sam e rate set by the Lya-
punov exponent.
Let usnow analyze som e generic features of the evolu—
tion of the average state (t). It is usefiil to notice that
generally obeys a m aster equation wih non{unitary
term s. These tem s arise because averaging of the evo—
Iution over an ensem ble of perturbations yields an e ect
analogous (@lthough not equivalent) to the tracing out
of the unobserved degrees of freedom [1]. We will nd
i convenient to consider a sin ple form of perturbation
(even though results are not strongly dependent on it).
Letusassume that &;t) =V ®X)J (), whereV x) isa
function of the coordinates of our system and J (t) is an
extemal source. For this case, averaging over the pertur—
bation consists of averaging over fiinctions J (t). W e
w il also assum e that the probability density P (J) is a
G aussian functional whose width de nes the tem poral
correlation function for the sources. Thus, we willuse
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P J)=N exp
(6)

whereN isa nom a]jzatjo§ factor. T he correlation func-
tion ofthe source isthen DJ P ()J 0T ) = &Y.
U sing this, we can show that the evolution operator for
(t) has a path Integral representation w ith an In uence
functional [18] given by
1 Z Z
F kix']= exp( - adtv @ @GOV @) )
whereV (t) = V & @) V @(t)). In some sinple but
physically relevant cases it is possble to w rite a m aster
equation for (). In fact, when the noise is white, ie.
GO =20  ,wecan show that

—:%Hoi 1 D V x);V x); 1I: 8)

W hile the st term on the rhs of this equation gener-
ates unitary evolution, the second tem is responsible for
deocoherence: It Induces a tendency tow ards diagonaliza—
tion in position basis and, in the W igner representation,
it gives rise to a di usion tem . For the sin plest case of
V &) = x the equation for the W igner function reads

W-(x;p)= fHo;W g, , + D @2W &;p); (9

where the bracket In the rhs is the so{called M oyal
bracket, responsible for unitary evolition [l].

Equations like [@) and [d) arise ifwe consider a quan—
tum system interacting wih a quantum environm ent
form ed by a collection of hamm onic oscillators [L9]. In
such a case the absolute value of the n uence functional
generated by the environm ent is identicalto [@) provided
one chooses the spectral density and the iniial state of
the environm ent In such a way that the noise{kemel i
produces is equal to the kemel (t;t°) appearing n [@).
However, in generalthe In uence functional is a com plex
num ber whose phase is responsible for dissipation (noise
and dissipation kemels are connected as m andated by
the uctuation{dissipation theorem ). There is a physi-
cally relevant lim it (usually associated w ith high tem per-
atures) where relaxation e ects can be ignored. This is
them ost Interesting lim it in decoherence studiesain ed at
understanding the quantum {classical correspondence [1].
Thus, In such a lin i, the evolution of the average state

is ddentical to that ofa quantum system that interacts
w ith an environm ent.

A oonvenient way to visualize the transition from
quantum to classical is provided by the W igner fiinc-
tion, whose oscillations are the signature of quantum
Interference. They should be suppressed by the de-
coherence term to m ake the quantum {classical corre—
soondence possible. This is indeed what happens:
W hen the W igner function oscillates wih a well de-

ned wave{vector k, along the momentum direction
W &;p;t) ' A ;b coskyp)), the decoherence term

in [@) washes out oscillations exponentially fast with a
rate p = DkZ. We can see the behavior of a typical
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FIG .1: W igner finction ofan iniially G aussian state evolved
w ith a chaotic H am iltonian w ithout (top) and with (oottom )
decoherence. T he system isa particlem oving in a driven dou-
ble wellpotential (see [B]). A region ofarea h is shown in the
top panelw here sub-P Janckian structure is evident R0]. The
color scale is positive from yellow to red, shades of blie are
negative and w hite is zero. In the top panelwe can appreciate
the distinct regions Ao (@A ) where the W igner function W o
oscillates rapidly (is positive), used in Eq. ).

W igner function for a chaotic system (a driven double
well analyzed in [B]) with and without decoherence in
Figure 1. Taking into acoount our previous discussion,
the echo M (t) is obtained by com puting the overlap be-
tween the two W igner functions displayed in the gures.
T he purity & should be com puted by taking the overlap
of the decohered W igner function w ith iself. Below, we
w il discuss the relation betw een these two quantities.

Them asterequation [d) can be used to obtain thetin e
derivatives of the purity & and the echo M :

Z
= 20 dxdpW ;p)@ W (x;p); (10)
Z

M- = D dxdpW o &;p)@2W (x;p): an

|Q1

Equation [[0) has been used before to show the exis—
tence ofa dom ain ofexponentialdecay forthe purity Tr 2
2,4,18,0]w ith a rate that, for classically chaotic system s,

is iIndependent of the di usion D . The central piece of
the argum ent is the follow ing: A fter Integrating by parts,
equation [[) can be rewritten as &=&= 2D = ?, where
characterizes the dom inant w avelength in the spgctrum
of the W igner finction (ie. 2= QW )= W 2.
T hus, the rate of change of the purity becom es indepen-—
dent of the di usion constant when ? is proportionalto
D . Thishappens indeed as a consequence of the com pe—
tition between two e ects. The rst one is the tendency
of chaotic evolution to generate (exponentially fast, at a
rate set by the Lyapunov exponent ) sm all scale struc-
ture In the W igner function. The second e ect is due
to di usion, which tends to wash out sn all scales expo—
nentially fast at a rate determ ned by the product D k.
A sdem onstrated in [Z], these two e ects reach a balance
when the scale issuch that 2 = 2D = .W hen thisequi-
Ibrium is reached, the purity & decreases exponentially
at a rate xed by

For this behavior to take place the di usion constant
should be above a threshold [I]. O therw ise the critical
width is not established (indeed, in the previous argu—
m ent the In plickt assum ption is that the tin e scale for
di usion to wash out a ky {oscillation is shorter than the
tin e scale for the oscillations to be regenerated by the
dynam ics). This sinple scenario enables us to under—
stand why there is a regin e where purity decreases ex—
ponentially with a Lyapunov rate. The sam e argum ent
can also be used to analyze the exponential decay of the
Loschm idt echo. In fact, equations [[0) and [M) jast
di er by a factor of 2 and by the presence of W ¢ instead
of W Inside the integral. A s before, we can transform
the evojution equatipn ofthe echo intoM-=M = D= 2,

2 = Wo@gpw = W oW . W hen decoherence is e ec—
tive and the dom inant structure n W approaches the
criticalvalue, the an allest scalesofthe pureW igner func-
tion W ( continue contracting and developing an aller and
an aller scales (sub{P lanck scales are reached quickly in
chaotic quantum system s 20]). In such a case, one can
easily conclude that 2 = 2 2. This is readily seen even
in the crude approxin ation of W exp( p=2 2) and
Wo exp( P=2 2),with o exp( BHandt 1= .
T herefore, when the purity starts decaying at the Lya-
punov rate the echo does precisely the sam e.

U sing the above ideas we are now in a position to
present a m ore com plete and illustrative picture of the
tin e dependence of the echo M (t) and the purity &(t).
For the sake of sin plicity we focus on the echo but the
sam e J:easonjnlg applies to the puriy. To com pute the
overbp M = dxdoW (W we can solit the phase space
Integral into tw o regions: the region A close to the clas-
sical unstable m anifold of the Initial state, where W ( is
positive, and the region A5 overwhich W ( oscillates (see
Figure 1):

M () = dxdpW oW +

Ao Ac

dxdpW oW : 12)



In the oscillatory region we can estin ate the value ofthe
Integral assum ing that there is a dom Inant wave vector
ky,. In such a case, from Eq. [B) we can assum e that

W ' Wee PX*. Ifmore than one scalk is present the
result would be a sum oftem s like this one. For the sec—
ond integral, we can also use a crude estin ate assum ing
that W o and W are constant over their respective e ec—
tive support. In particular, W 1=A; since its ntegral
overA, cancelsout. AsW approachesthe criticalw idth

along the stable m anifold, the area of its e ective sup—
port grow s exponef{ltja]Jy. T herefore, one gets that the
second integralis , W oW WoAc W W e t.
Thus, combining the two results we nd that the ex—
pected behavior of the Loschm idt echo is

M ()=aexp( t+bexp( DEY) @3)

for appropriate prefactors a and b.

This result was previously derived for the Loschm idt
echo using sem iclassical techniques [12]. The st tem
gives the Lyapunov decay, w hile the second one describes
the so{called Fem igolden rule regine EGR) [14]. In
this case the rate is proportional to the di usion coef-

cient (which is itself proportional to the square of the
strength of the perturbation). A s m entioned above, a
sim flar result is expected for the purity.

O ur treatm ent is valid in a sem iclassical regin e w here
the evolution ofthe W igner finction is dom inated by the
classical Ham ittonian ow and the corresponding inter—
ference fringes generated when its phase space support
folds. T he virtue ofthis analysis, entirely based on prop—
erties of the evolution of W derived in the context ofde—
coherence studies, is not only its sin plicity but also the
fact that it enables us to identify the regions of phase
space that can be associated w ith each of the tem s ap—
pearing in [[3): the FGR contrbution arises from the
decay ofthe Interference fringes w hile the Lyapunov con—
tribution is associated w ith the behavior of W near the
classical unstabl m anifold. Recent studies using sem i-
classical techniques point in the sam e direction 21/].

Tt is interesting to perform a better estin ate of the
Integral over the region Ac . Assum ing that the local
Lyapunov exponent is constant along the unstable m an—
ifold, one can approxim ate the value of the integral by
using the corresponding result for the sin plest system
w ith an unstable xed point: the inverted oscillator (10 )
wih Ham iltonian Ho = p?=2m m 2x?=2. In such a
case, the echo can be com puted exactly and tums out to
be

202 1=2
(14)
Herer= ?=4 ?,where ; isthemomentum dispersion
of the niial state. T his exact result show s that for long
tines ( t Iog (r)=2) the echo M 1o always decays as
exp ( t). For initial times a decay w ith a rate deter—
m ined by di usion is observed but this transitory regin e

Mo )= 1+rsh@ )+ ¥ sh?(1)

always leads to a decay dom inated by the Lyapunov ex—
ponent. The initial transient is sensitive to the details
of the noise statistics. For exam ple, we can also exactly
evaluate the echo when the noise kemelis at (Ge. Gt9)
independent of t and t%) . For such extrem e case the long
tin e behavior of the echo is not changed but the initial
transient displays a quadratic decay.

W e expect the analogy between Loschm idt echo and
deocoherence not only to enable intuitive derivations like
the one lading us to equation [[3) but also to provide
new insights into theoretically unexplained experin ental
features such asthe quadraticdecay observed in [L1]. O ur
results are also relevant for quantum com putation as the
Loschm idt echo is a m easure ofthe delity with which a
given algorithm is In plem ented. T he Lyapunov decay of
the delity could hinder the practical in plem entation of
such com puters, which would then have to dealw ith an
exponential increase of error probability at a rate which
is independent of the coupling to the environm ent and is
sokly xed by the (possbly chaotic) nature of the un-
derlying physical system . T he high sensitivity of chaotic
system s to perturbations seem sto be connected to the ef-

ciency ofthese system s to produce decoherence on other
system s, which has been under recent investigation 24].
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