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T he equilibrium lim it ofthe C asati-Prosen m odel

M ario Castagnino

Institutos de Astronom �ia y F�isica delEspacio y de F�isica

Rosario.

Casilla de Correos 67 Sucursal28

1428 Buenos Aires,Argentina.

e-m ail: m ariocastagnino@ citynet.net.ar

An alternative explanation ofthe decoherence in the Casati-Prosen m odelis presented. It is

based on the SelfInduced D ecoherence form alism extended to non-integrable system s.

PACS num ber0365 Yz
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N .

TheCasati-Prosenm odel[1]com binestwoparadigm aticm odelsofclassicaland quantum m echanics:aSinaibilliard,

where the sim plestexam plesofchaotic m otion take place and a Young,two slits,experim ent,the m ain exam ple of

quantum behavior that it "...is im possible absolutely im possible to explain in any classicalway" [2]. So we really

could callthism odelthe "Sinai-Young" experim ent. W e considerthatthe com plete understanding ofthism odelis

essentialto solve problem slike quantum irreversibility,decoherence,and chaos. The m odelisshown in �gure 1 (of

paper[1]),nam ely a triangularupperbilliard with perfectly reecting layers,with twoslicesin itsbase,on thetop ofa

box,theradiating region,with a photographic�lm in itsbaseand absorbentwalls.A quantum statewith a gaussian

packetinitialcondition bouncesin the triangle,and producestwo centersofradiation in the two slicesfrom which a

sm allam ountofprobability currentleaksfrom the billiard to the radiating zone.Then when thebilliard isperfectly

triangularand therefore integrable(full-linesin �gure 1 of[1])the interference fringes(full-linesin �gure 2 )appear

in the�lm and when itisa Sinaibilliard and thereforenon-integrable(dotted lineof�g 1)the�rstpattern decoheres

to the(dotted)curveof�gure2.Thiscom puterexperim entshowshow com plexity can producedecoherence(without

an environm entoran externalnoise)and itisexplained in paper[1]using a kinem aticalaverage.Asthe subjectis

so im portantwewould liketo add anotherfeatureto theCasatiand Prosen explanation ofthephenom enon showing

thatthe m odelreachesan equilibrium state wheredecoherenceappears.In doing so we willuse ourpreviousresults

on decoherence [3],m ainly paper [4],where localconstants ofthe m otion are introduced both at the classicaland

quantum levelallowing to de�nenon-integrablequantum system sand to givea m inim alde�nition ofquantum chaos,

and paper [5],where decoherence tim es are found. Recently we have shown [6]that our form alism ,"SelfInduced

Decoherence" (SID) can be encom passed with the traditionalone "Environm ent Induced Decoherence" (EID) [7],

com bining the advantagesofboth form alism s.

II.T H E P R O B LEM S O F PA P ER [1].

To m ake clearourphysicalpointofview letusconsiderthe two m ain problem sto understand chaotic m otion in

term sofquantum m echanicslisted in the introduction ofpaper[1](see also [8]):

1.-How isitpossible to �nd chaosin bound system s,with �nite num berofparticles,which have a quasi-periodic

behaviorand thereforea discreteevolution spectrum ,ifchaotic(e.g.m ixing)m otion requiresa continuousone?

W e considerthatthe solution can be found in paper[9]where itis shown that,even ifa quantum system has a

discrete evolution spectrum ,the m otion can be m odeled with a continuous spectrum for tim es m uch sm aller than

recurrenceorPoincar�etim e.Fora discreteenergy spectrum f��g thistim e is

tP �
2��h

m in(��+ 1� ��)
(1)

so ifthedistancesam ong theeigenvaluesarevery sm alltP isextrem ely large.Then fort� tP thetypicaltheorem s,

e.g.the Riem ann-Lebesguetheorem ,can be used.

2.-In quantum m otions initialerrorspropagate linearly while in chaotic system this propagation is exponential.

Thiscontradiction m akesquantum chaosim possible.

W econsiderthat,m ostlikely,thiskind ofreasoningsisdonein quantum system swith an integrableclassicalsystem

asclassicallim it.Ifthisisnotthecase(asin thesystem sstudied in [4])itcan bedem onstrated thatthetrajectories

in the classicallim itarechaoticand m ay havepositive Lyapunov exponents.So the contradiction issolved.
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III.T H E B A SES O F O U R A LT ER N A T IV E EX P LA N A T IO N .

W e willgive ouralternative explanation based in three results. In thissection we only give a sketch ofthe m ain

ideason these subjects,the com plete treatm entand �gurescan be found in the references:

a.-In paper[4],using the W eyl-W igner-M oyalisom orphsthe de�nition ofclassicalintegrable and non-integrable

system is extended to the quantum case. Then the SID form alism is extended to the non-integrable system . For

N con�guration variablesthese system s,in the classicalcase have lessthan N globalconstantsofthe m otion. But

according to the Carath�eorory-Jacobilem m a [10]they have N constantsofthe m otion locally de�ned which,via a

W eyl-W igner-M oyalisom orphism ,allow to de�neN localCom pleteSystem ofCom m uting O bservablesthatareused

in theextension ofSID.Theresulting theory isvery sim ilarto theoriginalone.O nly an extra index icorresponding

to the dom ain D �i
(that containsthe point ofthe phase space �i and where localconstantofm otion are de�ned)

m ust be added in allsum m ations. Then the state ofthe system �(t) reachesan equilibrium state ��;given by eq.

(3.23)of[4],de�ned asa weak lim it

W lim
t! 1

�(t)= �� =
X

im m 0

Z 1

0

d!�(!)�ip(!;m ;m
0
j�i

(2)

where ! is the eigenvalue ofthe ham iltonian H (which is considered to be globally de�ned),m �i
= (m x;m y)�i

in

our case willbe the eigenvalue ofthe localm om entum P �i
= (Px;Py)�i

;and (!;m ;m 0j�i
the cobasis ofthe eigen

basisofthe CSCO fH ;P �i
g;nam ely fj!;m i�i

h!;m 0j�i
g. Then the equilibrium �nalstate �� hasdecohered in the

energy sinceonly thediagonalterm sin ! appear(ifnotthebasiswould be(!;!0;m ;m 0j�i
)butnotin therem aining

observables(Px;Py)�i
,since non-diagonalterm sm ;m 0 do appear. Then via a sim ple diagonalization in the indices

m ;m 0 wereach to eq.(3.33)

W lim
t! 1

�(t)= �� =
X

ip

Z 1

0

d!�(!)�ip(!;p;pj�i
(3)

wherep�i
= (px;py)�i

arethe eigenvaluesofan adequateCSCO fH ;O �i
g:In the correspondenteigenbasis�� isfully

decohered,sincenow only diagonalterm s(in ! and p)appear.

b.-The uppertrianglewillbe considered asthe Sinaibilliard ofappendix A ofpaper[4].Nam ely thetrianglewill

be com plem ented by threepotentialwallsin such a way thatthese potentialsU (x;y)(sim ilarly to thoseofthe Sinai

billiard ofappendix A ofpaper[4])producethebouncesagainstthesidesofthetriangle.W ewillcallD 0 theinterior

ofthe triangle (asthe D 0 of�gure 2 of[4]).Ithastwo independentlocalconstantsofthe m otion:H and Px (orH

and Py orPxand Py since H = 1

2M
(P 2

x+ P 2
y)):Then we willadd three extra dom ains,each one foreach potential

wall,D 1;D 2;D 4:In the case ofthe triangle with straightsidesthe localconstantsofthe m otion in the boundaries

can be deduced by theirsym m etries.They are:

� In the horizontalboundary (U (x;y)= U1(y);dom ain D 1)H and Px:

� In the verticalboundary (U (x;y)= U2(x);dom ain D 2)H and Py

� In the third boundary (U (x;y)= U4(ax + yb)dom ain D 4)H and a linearcom bination ofPx and Py:

Thisisnotthe caseifthe trianglehasa circularboundary (with radiusr= a and angularcoordinate�;where the

constantsofthe m otion in the third boundary (U4(x;y)= U (r);dom ain D 4)areH and P�:

c.-Decoherencetim estD willbe calculated using references[5]and [11].From reference[5]we know that

tD =
�h



where  is the distance to the realaxis ofthe pole ofthe resolvent closer to this axis. These poles for a circular

sym m etric potentialcan be com puted from reference [11]From eqs. (5.1.4)and (5.5.24)ofthis reference we know

thatthe energy is

E =
�h
2
k2

2M
;and k =

�

a

whereM isthe m ass,being,from eq.(5.5.29),the � forthe pole closerto the realaxis
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�0 = R 0 � iI0 = U0 �

�

m + 2

4U0

�

ln

�

2U
m + 2

0

A 2

�

�
i

2
ln

�

2U
m + 2

0

A 2

�

where U (m )(a� )isthe �rstnon vanishing derivative ofthe potentialatthe boundary (corresponding to the side of

the potential)and coe�cientsU 0 and A aregiven by eqs.(5.5.24)and (5.5.26)of[11].

Then

 =
�h
2
R 0I0

2M a2
; and tD =

2M a2

�hR 0I0
(4)

Below wewillusethisequation.

IV .T H E T R IA N G LE W IT H ST R A IG H T SID ES.

Letus�rstconsiderthecaseofthestraighttriangleand letustakeasinitialcondition in thetrianglea purestate

wave packetj’i� j’(x;0)i(which ofcourse itisnotan eigenstate ofthe m om entum operatorP ). W ith thisinitial

condition we obtain the solution j’i� j’(x;t)iin the triangle;thatcan be written asa m atrix

�(t)= j’(x;t)ih’(x;t)j (5)

W e can m akesom erem arks:

i.-Ifthe billiard is considered classical,two initialparalleltrajectories rem ain parallelwhile they bounce in the

triangle.Thereforethere areneitherpositiveLyapunov exponentnorchaos.

ii.-Even ifaccording to eqs.(2)or(3)there willbe decoherencein an in�nite tim e,in thiscase the characteristic

decoherencetim eis,in fact,in�nitesinceallthepotentialwallsin thiscasearestraightlinesand thereforetheradius

a ! 1 ,then from eq.(4)tD ! 1 .Therefore�(t)rem ainsbouncing foreverin the triangleand doesnotdecohere.

Letusnow considerthelowerpartundertheslitscreen..Thedirectim pactofthepacket(5)producestwoboundary

conditionsin the two slits::These two boundary conditionsproduce two circular-sym m etric solutions,j’1(x;t)iand

j’2(x;t)i,with centersofsym m etry in the two slits:Therefore the state in the lowerpartis j’(x;t)i= j’1(x;t)i +

j’2(x;t)iand the probability atx is:

p = hjxihxji
j’(x;t)ih’(x;t)j

= p1 + p2 + pint

where

p1 = j’1(x;t)j
2
� 0;p2 = j’2(x;t)j

2
� 0; pint = 2Re(’1(x;t)’

�
2(x;t)) (6)

O fcourse pint 6= 0 and it is the interference term . Let us observe that as j’(x;t)j2 is tim e invariantp is also tim e

invariantasitisveri�ed in [1]�gure4a.

M oreoverifwe considerm any bouncesofthe packetinstead ofjustthe directim pact,instead of(5)we willhave

a sum with di�erentm om enta P .Butifthe system isintegrablethissum willhavea �nite num berofterm s(see[1]

and [12])and the interferencefringeswillrem ain.

V .T H E T R IA N G LE W IT H A C U RV ED SID E.

Letusnow considerthe caseofthe curved triangle.Now

i.-Initialparalleltrajectorieswilllose their parallelism when they collide with the curved side and there willbe

positiveLyapunov exponentand chaos.In fact,SinaibilliardsareK -system s.

ii.-The potentialwalls are not trivial(i.e. a 6= 1 ) and therefore the analytic continuation ofthe resolventhas

com plex polesand the �nite decoherencetim e isgiven by eq.(4)1.

1
Essentially,asexplained,thesystem hasa centraldom ain D 0 and threepotentialboundariesdom ainsD 1;D 2;and D 4.But

each scattering in the potentialofD 4 can be considered asbeginning in the dom ain D
�
0
= D �1 and ending in the outdom ain

D
+

0
= D �2.In each scattering thevaluesoftheconstantsofthem otion change.Asthisscattering isrepeated again and again

really D 0 m ustbe considered asan in�nite sequence ofD �i
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Then in this case,taking into account the caveat ofsection II.1,we can consider that since the system is a K -

system ,ithasa continuousspectrum ,so using theresultsreviewed in sectionsIIIwecan say thatthestate�(t)inside

the billiard reachesan equilibrium lim it�� given by eq. (2). Now,(!;p;p0j�i
isa functional(i.e. a distribution or

kernel)in the continuousvariable ! butitisa trivialm atrix in the discrete variablesp;p0. Nevertheless,based on

the observation ofsection II.1,we can consider! asa discretevariable thathasbeen approxim ated by a continuous

oneso wecan substitute (!;p;p0j�i
by j!;pi�i

h!;p0j�i
then the eq.(2)reads

W lim
t! 1

�(t)= �� =
X

ip!

�(!)�ipj!;pi�i
h!;pj�i

(7)

Thisisthe equilibrium state ofthe upperpartthatsubstitutesthe �(t)= j’(x;t)ih’(x;t)jofeq. (5). Now we m ust

obtain the corresponding solution in the lowerpart,solving the von Neum ann equation.Butthisequation islinear,

and now the initialconditions are provided not by (5) but by (7),and since in (7) �� is a linear com bination of

j!;pi�i
h!;p0j�i

;to obtain the new pint wem ustonly repeatthe sam elinearcom bination,e.g.

pint = 2
X

ip!

�(!)�ip Re(’1!p(x)’
�
2!p(x))�i

where

’1!p(x)= hxj!;pi1�i
; ’2!p(x)= hxj!;pi2�i

arethesolutionsin thelowerbox,centered in theslits1 and 2 respectively.Now wem aketheinversetransform ation

theonethatallowsto go from eq.(2)to eq.(3),i.e.j!;pi�i
= U m

p�i
j!;m i�i

whereU m
p�i

istheunitary transform ation

thatdiagonalizes(!;m ;m 0j�i
so

pint = 2
X

ip!m m 0

�(!)�ip Re[U
m
p�i

’1!m (x;)(U
m

0

p�i
’2!m 0(x)

�
]�i

=

X

ip!m m 0

�(!)!p�i
[(U

m
p�i

’1!m (x)(U
m

0

p�i
’2!m 0(x))

�
+ (U

m
p�i

’1!m (x))
�
U
m

0

p�i
’2!m 0(x)]�i

Now ’1!m (x;t)and ’
�
2!m 0(x;t)areeigenvaluesofH and Px;and thereforealso ofPy;then

2

’1!m (x
0
;t)� e

�i m :x
0

�h ; ’
�
2!m 0(x

00
;t)� e

�i m
0
:x

00

�h

Butin the slitsone ofthisfunctionsisobtained from the otherby a displacem ents= (s;0)where s isthe distance

between the slits.Then calling x0= x � 1

2
s and x00= x + 1

2
s wehave

pint = 2
X

ipp0!m m 0

�(!)�ipp
0 Re[U

m
p�i

e
�i

m :(x �
1
2
s)

�h (U
m

0

p�i
)
�
e
i
m

0
:(x +

1
2
s)

�h ]�i
=

2
X

ipp0!m m 0

�(!)�ipp
0 Re[U

m
p�i

(U
m

0

p�i
)
�
e
�i

(m � m
0
):x

�h e
i
(m + m

0
):s

2�h ]�i
=

X

ipp0!m m 0

�(!)�ipp
0[U

m
p�i

(U
m

0

p�i
)
�
e
�i

(m � m
0
):x

�h e
i
(m + m

0
):s

2�h + U
m

0

p�i
(U

m
p�i

)
�
e
i
(m � m

0
):x

�h e
�i

(m + m
0
):s

2�h )�i

Now wecan rephrasewhatwehavesaid in section II.1 butnow related to thediscretevariablem instead of��:Now

the num ber ofterm s in the sum m ation is extrem ely big. In fact,while in the integrable case there willbe just a

2
Really these solutionsm ustbe added in orderto satisfy the boundary condition ofthe lowerpartofthe system ,butthisis

justanothersum m ation thatdoesnotm odify the �nalresult.
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few term s(see end ofsection IV),now the system isnotintegrable and the term sm ay be in�nite,since they arrive

from every direction3,so these m are very close. Thusthe last
P

ipp0m m 0 can be considered astwo integralsin the

m and in the m 0 that can be changed in two integrals in the m + m
0 and the m � m

0:In particular the integrals

contain the factors ei
(m � m

0
):x

2�h ;e�i
(m � m

0
):x

2�h :So as there is a m acroscopic distance from the two slits screen to the

photographic plate x ism acroscopic with respectto �h in such a way thatwe can considerthat x

�h
! 1 and we can

usethe Riem ann-Lebesguetheorem concluding that

pint =
X

ipp0! m m 0

�(!)�ipp
0[U

m
p�i

(U
m

0

p�i
)
�
e
�i

(m � m
0
):x

�h e
i
(m + m

0
):s

2�h + U
m

0

p�i
(U

m
p�i

)
�
e
i
(m � m

0
):x

�h e
�i

(m + m
0
):s

2�h )�i
= 0

So the interferencefringesvanish and thereisdecoherencein the �nalequilibrium state.q.e.d.

V I.C O N C LU SIO N

1.-W ehaveshown thattheCasati-Prosen m odelreachesan equilibrium state in a �nite decoherencetim e.In this

�nalstatetheinterferencefringesvanish and wehavedecoherence.From eq.(4),taking forM theelectron m assand

a = 1cm wehavetD � 1s:

2.-There is no environm ent,decoherence is produced by com plexity. So the com putationalresult ofCasatiand

Prosen cannotbeexplained by EID.But,wehavedem onstrated in [6]thatanew com bined form alism can encom pass,

in a consistentway,EID and SID.In thiscaseSID solvesa problem thatcannotbe solved by EID.The conclusions

arethatEID isa correcttheory butitisincom plete and thatitcan be com pleted with SID.

3.-Allthereasoning hasbeing doneatthequantum level(with som esiderem arksattheclassicallevel)so wem ay

say thatthedecoherenceisproduced by quantum chaos.W ewilltry to precisethisnotion based in SID form alism in

the nearfuture.
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