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I. NTRODUCTION.

T heC asatiP rosenm odel @4'] com binestw o paradigm aticm odels ofclassicaland quantum m echanics: a Sinaibilliard,
w here the sin plest exam ples of chaotic m otion take place and a Young, two slits, experin ent, the m ain exam ple of
quantum behavior that it "..is In possbl absolutely in possble to explain in any classical way" ir’_Z:]. So we really
could call this m odel the "SihaiYoung" experim ent. W e consider that the com plete understanding of this m odel is
essenulallto solve problem s like quantum irreversibility, decoherence, and chaos. The m odel is shown in gure 1 (of
paper {I]), nam ely a triangular upper billiard w ith perfectly re ecting layers, w ith tw o slices in itsbase, on the top ofa
box, the radiating region, w ith a photographic In in itsbase and absorbent walls. A quantum state w ith a gaussian
packet Initial condition bounces in the triangle, and produces tw o centers of radiation in the two slices from which a
an all am ount of probability current leaks from the billiard to the radiating zone. Then when the billiard is perfectly
triangular and therefore integrable (fulllnes n gure 1 of ﬁ_}]) the interference fringes (fulklines In gure 2 ) appear
In the In and when i isa Sinaibilliard and therefore non-integrable (dotted line of g 1) the rstpattem decoheres
to the (dotted) curve of gure 2. T his com puter experin ent show show com plexity can produce decoherence (W ithout
an environm ent or an extemalnoise) and it is explained In paper E.'] using a kinem atical average. A s the sub ct is
so In portant we would like to add another feature to the C asati and P rosen explanation of the phenom enon show ing
that the m odel reaches an equilbrium state where decoherence appears. In doing so we w ill use our previous resuls
on decoherence [_Z’.], m ainly paper ifi], where Jocal constants of the m otion are Introduced both at the classical and
quantum Jlevel allow Ing to de ne non-integrable quantum system s and to give am inin alde nition of quantum chaos,
and paper Ej], w here decoherence tin es are ound. Recently we have shown i_é] that our form alisn , "Self Ihduced
D ecoherence" (SID ) can be encom passed w ith the traditional one "Environm ent Induced D ecoherence" E ID) E':A],
com bining the advantages ofboth form alian s.

3]
II.THE PROBLEM SOF PAPER [L].

To m ake clear our physical point of view It us consider the two m ain problem s to understand chaotic m otion in
term s of quantum m echanics listed in the introduction of paper E:] (see also g]):

l-How is it possbl to nd chaos in bound system s, with nie number of particles, which have a quasiperiodic
behavior and therefore a discrete evolution spectrum , if chaotic (e. g. m ixing) m otion requires a continuous one?

W e consider that the solution can be found in paper Lg.] where it is shown that, even if a quantum system has a
discrete evolution spectrum , the m otion can be m odeled w ith a continuous spectrum for tin es m uch an aller than
recurrence or Poincare tin e. For a discrete energy spectrum £ gthistine is
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so if the distances am ong the eigenvalues are very smallty isextrem ely large. Then fort t the typicaltheorem s,
eg. the R iam ann-Lebesgue theorem , can be used.

2~ In quantum m otions initial errors propagate linearly while In chaotic system this propagation is exponential.
T his contradiction m akes quantum chaos in possble.

W e consider that, m ost lkely, thiskind of reasonings is done In quantum system sw ith an integrable classical system
as classical lim it. If this isnot the case (as In the system s studied In EI]) it can be dem onstrated that the tra fctories
In the classical Iim it are chaotic and m ay have positive Lyapunov exponents. So the contradiction is solred.
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III.THE BASES OF OUR ALTERNATIVE EXPLANATION .

W e will give our altemative explanation based in three results. In this section we only give a sketch of the m ain
ideas on these sub Fcts, the com plete treatm ent and gures can be ound in the references:

a~ In paper EI], using the W eyIW ignerM oyal isom orphs the de nition of classical integrable and non-integrable
system is extended to the quantum case. Then the SID fom alisn is extended to the non-integrable system . For
N ocon guration variables these system s, in the classical case have Jess than N global constants of the m otion. But
according to the C aratheorory-Jacobilemm a f_l(_i] they have N constants of the m otion locally de ned which, via a
W eyIW ignerM oyalisom orphisn , allow to de neN IlocalCom plete System ofComm uting O bservables that are used
In the extension of SID . T he resulting theory is very sin ilar to the origihhalone. O nly an extra index i corresponding
to the domain D | (that contains the point of the phase space ; and where local constant of m otion are de ned)
must be added in all summ ations. Then the state of the system  (t) reaches an equilbrium state ; given by eqg.
(323) of ], de ned as a weak lin it

W lm @©= = dr (1) p(mim %, @)

where ! is the eigenvalue of the ham iltonian H (which is considered to be globally de ned), m ;= my;m,) , In
our case will be the eigenvalue of the localmomentum P = (P4;P,) .; and (!;m;m Oj , the cobasis of the eigen
basis of the CSCO fH ;P ,g;namely £j ;mi h!;m 5 ;9. Then the equilbrium nal state has decohered in the
energy since only the diagonaltem s in ! appear (ifnot the basiswould be (! ;! %m ;m %] ;) but not In the rem aining
observables Py ;Py) ,, since non-diagonalterm sm ; m 0 do appear. Then via a sin ple diagonalization in the indices
m ;m °we reach to eq. (3.33)

Wom o ©= - al () p(ipipd, ©

wherep ;= (x;py) ; are the eigenvalues of an adequate CSCO fH ;0 ,g:In the correspondent eigenbasis  is fully
decohered, since now only diagonalterm s (in ! and p) appear. _

b ~The upper triangl w illbe considered as the Sinaibilliard of appendix A of paper EJ:]. N am ely the triangle w i1l
be com plem ented by three potentialwalls in such a way that these potentials U (x;y) (sin flarly to those of the Sinai
billiard of appendix A ofpaper @]) produce the bounces against the sides of the trangle. W e w illcallD ( the interior
of the triangle (@sthe D ¢ of gure 2 of EI]) . It has two Independent local constants of themotion: H and Py (or H
and P, orPyand Py sinceH = ﬁ ( P§+ Pyz)): Then we w ill add three extra dom ains, each one for each potential
wall, D 1;D ;D 4: In the case of the trianglk w ith straight sides the local constants of the m otion In the boundaries
can be deduced by their sym m etries. T hey are:

In the horizontalboundary U &;y)= Y (y);domain D) H and Py:
In the verticalboundary U (x;y) = Y x);domainD,) H and P,

In the third boundary U (x;y) = Y @x+ yb) domain D 4) H and a linear com bination ofP, and Py :

T his is not the case if the triangle has a circular boundary W ih radius r = a and angular coordinate ;where the
constants of the m otion in the third boundary U, x;y) = U (r); dom ajr_1 D4) areH and P
c—D eooherence tines tp w illbe calculated using references E] and [_11:] From reference _E] we know that

where is the distance to the real axis of the polk of the resolvent closer to this axis. These pols for a circular
sym m etric potential can be com puted from reference {_l]_;] From egs. (5.14) and (5.524) of this reference we know
that the energy is
h*k?
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whereM isthem ass, being, from egq. 56529),the forthe pol closer to the realaxis
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whereU ®) (@ ) isthe st non vanishing derivative of the potential at the boundary (corresponding to the side of
the potential) and coe cientsU  and A are given by egs. (5524) and (5.526) of [LL].
Then

h’R I, oM a2
= jand p = (4)
2M a? hRoI

Below we w ill use this equation.

Iv.THE TRIANGLE W ITH STRAIGHT SIDES.

Let us rst consider the case of the straight triangle and let us take as initial condition in the trianglk a pure state
wave packet § i J &;0)1 Which of course i is not an eigenstate of the m om entum operator P ). W ith this mnitial
condition we obtain the solution ¥ i 7 (x;£)1 in the triangle; that can be w ritten as a m atrix

© =7 kDY ®B)J ©)

W e can m ake som e rem arks:

i1~ If the billiard is considered classical, two iniial parallel tra fctories rem ain parallel while they bounce in the
triangle. T herefore there are neither positive Lyapunov exponent nor chaos.

ii~Even if according to egs. ('_2) or (-'_3:) there w ill be decoherence in an in nite tin e, In this case the characteristic
deocoherence tim e is, In fact, in nite since allthe potentialwalls in this case are straight lines and therefore the radius
a! 1 ,then from eg. (4) th ! 1 .Therefore () ram ainsbouncing forever in the triangl and does not decohere.

Letusnow consider the low erpart under the slit screen.. T he direct in pact ofthe packet 65) produces tw o boundary
conditions in the two slits:: T hese two boundary conditions produce two circularsym m etric solutions, ¥ 1 (x;t)i and
7, x;0)1i, with centers of symm etry in the two slits: T herefore the state in the owerpart is ¥ &X;t)i= 1 ;)i +
7 2 ;)1 and the probability at x is:

p= hgixyi, i way= Pt P2+ Pint

w here

pr=J1&0F 0ip=7F.&0F 0; pae= 2Re(&®D,®1) 6)

O f course pit 0 and Jththe interference tem . Let us observe that as 7 ;t)F is tim e invariant p is also time
Invariant as it is veri ed in EI.] gure 4a.

M oreover if we consider m any bounces of the packet instead of just the direct im pact, instead of 6) we wﬂlhave
a sum wih di erent m om enta P . But if the systam is integrable this sum willhave a nite number oftem s (see D4]
and tLZ]) and the Interference fringes w ill rem ain.

V.THE TRIANGLE W ITH A CURVED SIDE.

Let usnow consider the case of the curved triangle. Now

i~ Iniial parallel tra fctories w i1l lose their parallelisn when they collide w ith the curved side and there will be
positive Lyapunov exponent and chaos. In fact, Shaibilliards are K —system s.

i~ The potential walls are not trivial (ie. a € 1 ) and therefore the analytic continuation of the resolvent has
com plex poles and the nite decoherence tin e is given by eg. (ZJ:):]_: .

' ssentially, as explained, the system has a centraldom ain D ¢ and three potential boundariesdom ainsD ;;D 2;and D 4. But
each scattering in the potentialofD 4 can be considered asbeginning in thedomain D, = D and ending in the out dom ain

1
D 3 = D ,.In each scattering the values of the constants of the m otion change. A s this scattering is repeated again and again
really D o m ust be considered as an In nite sequence of D

i



Then in this case, taking Into account the caveat of section IT.l, we can consider that since the system isa K-
system , it has a continuous spectrum , so using the results review ed in sections ITIwe can say that the state (t) Inside
the billiard reaches an equilbrium lim i given by eqg. {_2) . Now, (!;p;p%] , Is a functional (ie. a distrbution or
kemel) in the continuous variabl ! but it is a trivialm atrix In the discrete variables p; pO. N evertheless, based on
the observation of section IT.l, we can consider ! as a discrete variable that has been approxim ated by a continuous
one so we can substitute (! ;p;p%3, by 3 ;jpi ,h! ;p%3, then the eq. (@) reads

X
W t]|jni t) = = (!) pdipi h!;pd, (7)
ip!

T his is the equilbriim state of the upper part that substitutes the &) = § &;)ih &;t)jofeq. z_';jv) . Now wemust
obtain the corresponding solution in the lower part, solving the von N eum ann equation. But this equation is linear,

and now the initial conditions are provided not by @) but by 1), and sihce n (1)  is a linear combination of
3 ;pi [ h! %] .7 to cbtain the new pih,+ wemust only repeat the sam e linear com bination, eg.
X
Pint = 2 (1) pRe(11p ®) 5, &)
ip!
w here

"1p®) = k3Pl ;0 T21p &) = XD Pl

are the solutions in the lowerbox, centered in the slits 1 and 2 respectively. Now we m ake the inverse transform ation
the one that allow s to go from eqg. @) to eq. @), ie. Jpi, = U;“ JJimi whereU;” . Isthe unitary transfom ation
that diagonalizes (! ;m ;m %j, so
X 0
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Now ' 11 (x;8) and ' ,, o X;t) are eigenvalues of H and Py ; and therefore also ony;then:f:
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But in the slits one of this fiinctions is obtained from the other by a displacem ent s= (s;0) where s is the distance
between the slits. Then calling x’= x s and x®= x + Zswe have
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Now we can rephrase what we have said in section IT. but now related to the discrete variablem instead of :Now
the num ber of temm s in the summ ation is extrem ely big. In fact, while in the Integrable case there will be jist a

’R eally these solutions m ust be added in order to satisfy the boundary condition of the lower part of the system , but this is
Jast another sum m ation that does not m odify the nalresul.



few tem s (see end of section IV ), now the system jsnotjntegra.g]eand the tem s m ay be in nite, since they arrive
from every djrectjonﬁ, so thesem are very close. Thus the last ipptm m 0 CAN be considered as two Integrals in the
m and in them ° that can be changed in two Integrals in them + m °and them  m9% T particular the integrals

m  m 9:x L om0

ocontain the factors et~ = et Zh : So as there is a m acroscopic distance from the two slits screen to the
photographic plate x ism acroscopic w ith respect to h In such a way that we can consider that % ! 1 and we can
use the R iem ann-Lebesgue theoram concluding that

0

X n m O ;i m O +m O):s m O n jm m % JRLER)
Pint = () ppe Uy, Uy ) Pooe m + Uy Uy )e e = ),=0
ipp® m m ©

So the Interference fringes vanish and there is decoherence in the nalequilbriim state. g. e. d.

VI.CONCLUSION

1~W e have shown that the C asatiP rosen m odel reaches an equilbriim state n a nite decoherence tin e. In this
nal state the interference fringes vanish and we have decoherence. From eq. (:EJ:), taking forM the electron m ass and
= lan we have ty 1s:
2 ~ There is no environm ent, decoherence is produced by com plexity. So the com putational result of C asati and
P rosen cannot be explained by E D .But, we have dem onstrated in f§] that a new com bined form alisn can encom pass,
In a consistent way, EID and SID . In this case SID solves a problem that cannot be solved by E DD . T he conclusions
are that EID is a correct theory but it is lncom plete and that it can be com pleted wih SID .
3 ~A Il the reasoning hasbeing done at the quantum level W ith som e side rem arks at the classical level) so wem ay
say that the decoherence is produced by quantum chaos. W e w ill try to precise this notion based in SID form alisn in
the near future.
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