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W e exam Ine an exactly solvablem odelofdecoherence { a spin-system interacting w ith a collection
of environm ent spins. W e show that in this sin ple m odel (Introduced som e tin e ago to illustrate
environm ent{induced superselection) generic assum ptions about the coupling strengths typically
Jlead to a non-M arkovian (G aussian) suppression of coherence between pointer states. W e explore
the regin e of validiy of this result and discuss its relation to spectral features of the environm ent.
W e also consider its relevance to Loschm idt echo experim ents (which m easure, in e ect, the delity
between the initial state and the state rst evolved forward with a H am iltonian H , and then \un-—
evolved" with (approxim ately) H ). In particular, we show that for partial reversals (eg. when
only a part of the total H am iltonian changes sign) delity m ay exhibit a G aussian dependence on
the tin e of reversal that is Independent of the details of the reversal procedure: It just depends on
what part of the Ham iltonian gets \ ipped" by the reversal. T his puzzling behavior was observed
In severalNM R experim ents. N atural candidates for such two environm ents (one of which is easily
reversed, w hile the other is \irreversible") are suggested for the experim ent involving ferrocene.

PACS numbers: 03.65Y z; 03.67.a

INTRODUCTION

\It seem s very in portant to us... that the idea and
genesis of random ness can be m ade rigorously precise
also if one rigorously follow s the determ inign ; the law
of lJarge num bers com es then not as a m ystical princi-
plk and not as a purely em pirical fact, but as a sinple
m athem atical resuk..." wrote M ardan Sm oluchow ski in
his posthum ously published paper [I]. At that tin e de—
term inism m eant clhssical determm inism { the underlying
equations of m otion that detem ined a trafctory of a
classical particle. One could, however, develop sinple
stochastic m odels that encapsulated e ects of that exact
dynam ics. T hat was the essence ofthe approach that led
to the Sm oluchow skiequation @Which is still w idely used
today, a century after it was derived using this strategy) .

Quantum theory forces one to reassess the relation be—
tween determm Inisn and random ness: C hance plays a dif-
ferent role in the quantum dom ain. A ccording to Bohr
and Bom, quantum random ness is findam ental: A m ea—
surem ent on a quantum system { according to the C open—
hagen interpretation { necessarily involves a classicalap—
paratus. The outcom e of the m easurem ent is random ly
selected w ith probability given by the fam ous rule that
connects probability to am plitude @ = J «F) conc
tured by M ax Bom. T he C openhagen view ofthe quan—
tum Universe was challenged by E verett, who halfa cen—
tury ago noted that it is possble to in agine that our
Universe is all quantum , and that is global evolution is
determm nistic. Random ness w ill appear only as a result
of the Iocal nature of subsystem s (such as an apparatus
or an observer) [4,13].

Tt isnot our ain here to recapiulate this well known
story, except to point out that it sheds a rather di er-
ent light on the relation between determm nisn and ran-—
dom ness than did classical physics. The key insight of

Sm oluchow skicontained in the quote above is, how ever,
still correct { perhaps even m ore deeply correct { in the
quantum setting. Entanglem ent, the quintessentialquan—
tum phenom enon, which plays such an im portant role in
the approach of Everett is central for its valdiy. W e
llustrate here only one aspect of these connections { de—
coherence which is caused by entangling interactions be-
tween the system and the environm ent.

T he story that w illunfold m akes one m ore connection
w ith Sm oluchow ski: Tt touches on the debate about the
origins and nature of irreversbility between his two for-
m er professors { Bolzm ann and Loschm idt { as the evo-
lution responsible for the buildup of correlations which
Jead to deooherence can be (approxin ately) reversed In
suitable settings, allow Ing for the study of \Loschm idt
echo" H4,15,1€,17].

SPIN DECOHERENCE M ODEL

A single spin{system S (wih states £i;jlig) inter-
acting w ith an environm ent E ofm any independent spins
("« 1i; H#cig, k = 1:N ) through the H am iltonian

T @ity Feibh)

1)
m ay be the sin plest solvable m odel of decoherence. It
was Introduced some tine ago (] to show that rela-
tively straightforward assum ptions about the dynam ics
can lad to the em ergence of a preferred set of pointer
states due to einselection (environm ent{induced supers-
election) [4,18]. Such m odels have gained additional in -
portance in the past decade because of their relevance to
quantum inform ation processing [B].
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T he purpose of our paper is to show that { wih a
few additionalnaturaland sin ple assum ptions { one can
evaluate the exact tin e dependence of the reduced den—
sity m atrix, and dem onstrate that the o {diagonalcom —
ponentsdisplay a G aussian (rather than exponential) de—
cay [LO]. In e ect, we exhbi a sin ple soluble exam ple of
a situation where the usualM arkovian [L1] assum ptions
about the evolution of a quantum open system are not
satis ed. Apart from their I plications for decoherence,
our resuls are also relevant to quantum error correction
[12] where precise precise know ledge of the dynam ics is
essential to select an e cient strategy. M oreover, while
them odelH am ilttonian of Eq. [Il) is very speci ¢, i sug-
gestsgeneralizationsthat lead one to concluide that G aus—
sian decay of polarization m ay be com m on, and specify
when a reversalofthe H am iltonian evolution in a part of
the spin environm ent naturally leads to a G aussian de—
pendence of the retum signalon the tim e of reversal, a
feature of Loschm idt echo observed In NM R experin ents.

To dem onstrate the G aussian tin e dependence of de—
coherence we rst write down a general solution for the
m odelgiven by Eq. [I). Starting w ith:
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the state of SE at an arbitrary tim e is given by:
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T he reduced density m atrix of the system is then:
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w here the dexcherence factor r(t) = HE; (€) £y (€)1 can be
readily obtained:
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Tt is straightforward to see that r (0) = 1, and that for
t> 0 it willdecay to zero, so that the typical uctuations
of the o diagonaltemm s of 5 will be small for large
environm ents, since:

1+ G 3?5 O

Here h:id denotes a long tine average P]. Clearly,
j:(t)j2 !1 0, lraving s approxim ately diagonal in
N !

a m ixture of the pointer states £{i;jig which retain
preexisting classical correlations.

Thismuch wasknown since [2]. The ain ofthis paper
is to show that, Por a fairly generic set of assum ptions,
the form ofr (t) can be furtherevaluated and that { quie
universally { it tums out to be approxim ately G aussian
In tin e. Thus, the sin plem odelofR ef. |2 predicts a uni-
versal (G aussian) form ofthe loss of quantum coherence,
w henever the couplings g, ofEq. [I) are su ciently con—
centrated near their average value so that their standard
deviation (g¢ hori)? exists and is nite. W hen this
condition is not fi1l lled other sorts of tin e dependence
becom e possible. In particular, r(t) m ay be exponential
when the distrbution of couplings is a Lorentzian.

W e shall also consider im plications of the predicted
tin e dependence of r (t) for echo experim ents. In par-
ticular, the group of Levstein and P astaw ski [4,15,16,17],
have carried out experin entsthat ain to mplementtime
reversal of dynam ics, as was suggested long tine ago
by Loschm idt [L3], who used tine reversal as a coun—
terargum ent to Boltzm ann’s ideas about H -theorem and
the origins of irreversibility. Boltzm ann’s reported (pos—
sbly apocryphal) reply \Go ahead and do it!, which
may re ect his belief In the m olecular disorder hypoth—
esis [L4], points to the origin of the di culty In Inple-
m enting such reversal in practice for all of the relevant
degrees of freedom . Tt is nevertheless possible in som e
settings to carry out \Loschm idt echo experin ents" that
approxin ate Loschm idt’s original idea [L3].

W hen the reversal is successfiil for only som e of the
relevant degrees of freedom E®) but does not encom pass
all of the environment E (kaving behind \unreversed"
EY% the resul is a partial Loschm idt echo (also dubbed
\Boltzm ann echo" [L5]). As in Ref. [l6], we interpret
the decay in the Loschm idt echo as the e ect of cou—
pling to a second environm ent. W e shall study the par—
tialLoschm idt echo in the context ofthe sin plem odelof
Eq. [) and Ref. ], and conclude that its basic in plica—
tionsm ay generalize to a m uch broader range ofdynam ics
relevant to NM R experin ents.

In our case the state of all the degrees of freedom after
a partial reversal (that happens at t= tg ) is given by:
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The echo signalm easured in the experim ents concems
only a part ofthe whol { the system S. It isgiven by:

Rr)=Trsk=0) s t= 2&) :

Thisisin e ect the delity ofthe stateofS . W e shallex—
press (t) in tem s of decoherence factors corresponding
to E® and E®: This fllow s from a straightforward gener—
alization of Egs. [3,[d) to the case of partial Loschm idt
echo w ith two environm ents, only one of which gets re—
versed.



GAUSSIAN DECOHERENCE

E valuating tim e dependence ofthe decoherence factors
HrE® and E® is therefore our rst goal. To this end we
carry out m ultiplication oqu.), re{expressing r(t) as
a sum :
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D eccherence factor is then a sum of 2¥ com plex contri-
butions with xed absolute values and w ith phases that
rotate at the rate given by the eigenvalues of the total
Ham iltonian.

D ecay ofr (t) can be understood (see £]) as a progres—
sive random ization ofawalk n a com plexplane: Att= 0
all of the phases are the sam e so all of the steps { allof
the contrbutions to the decoherence factor { add up in
phase yielding (= 0)j= 1. However, as tin e goes on,
these phases rotate at various rates so r(t) is a tem
nalpoint of what becom es In tin e a random wak (©on a
com plex plane) where the directions of various steps are
uncoordinated (see Fig.[).

Thisview ofthedecay ofr (t) isthe rst instancewhere
the random walk analogy is useful in our paper. The
termm inalpoint of this random walk determ ines decoher—
ence factor. Another random walk { this tim e in energy
{ can be invoked In com puting eigenvalues of the total
Ham iltonian. These eigenvalues are responsble for the
rotation rates of the individual steps that contrbute to
r(). W e shallnow see that this random walk in energies
is responsible for the (typically G aussian) decay of the
decoherence factor.

To exhibit the G aussian nature ofr (t) we start by not—
ing that there are |, , Nl , NZ , ... etc. term s In the
consecutive sum s above. T he binom ial pattem is clear,
and can be m ade even m ore apparent by assum ing that

x = andggx = g forallk. Then,
AN ‘
r() = L 3TN T3 e a0
=0
ie, r@{) is the binomial expansion of r{) =

j felrt+ j fe it "

W e now note that, as Pllows from the Laplacede
M oivre theorem [1L7], for su ciently lJarge N the coef-

cients of the binom ial expansion of Eq. {I0) can be ap-
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FIG. 1l: Decoherence factor r(t) decom posed as a sum of
complex tems as in Eq. 9), or jf = 3F = 1=2 and
N = 8 spins in the environm ent with random couplings gk
from a uniform distrdbution. The tin es plotted are t = 0,
(at \noon"), and t = 025, 0:5, 075, 1, 125, and 15 i a
\clockw ise direction": The coordinate of the com plex plane
is rotated clockw ise by an angle 2 =7 for each r(t) (dashed
lines), starting w ith a vertical axis for t= 0. N otice the ran—
dom walk-lke behavior of r(t). T he dotted curve line is the
envelope of the random walks { the net decoherence factor
decaying w ith a G aussian form In accord w ith our discussion.

proxin ated by a G aussian:
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T his lim iting form ofthe distribution ofthe eigenenergies
ofthe com posite SE system inm ediately yieldsourm ain
resul:

M= exp( 283 F @’ 12)

So, r(t) is approxin ately G aussian since it is a Fourier
transform of an approxin ately G aussian distribution of
the eigenenergies of the totalH am ilttonian resulting from
all the possble com binations of the couplings w ith the
environm ent.

A few quick comm ents on the above form of the de-
coherence factor m ay be In order: W e note that in the
lin it of Jarge N ¢ it predicts \nstantaneous" decay of



quantum ooherence. W e also note that when = 0 the
environm ent is incapable of decohering the system (as it
isthen In an eigenstate ofthe globalH am ittonian, so the
\m easurem ent-like evolution" that is at the heart of de—
coherence is In possble) . Last but not least, we note that
w hen the environm ent ism ixed, decoherence w illproceed
unin peded, and that i willbe m ost e cient when the
m ixture isperfect { when j f = 3 §= 1.

LAW OF LARGE NUMBERSAND ENERGIES

To yild a G aussian decay of T (t) j the set ofallthe re—
suling eigenenergies of the totalH am iltonian m ust have
an (@pproxin ately) G aussian distribution. T hisbehavior
is generic, a result ofthe law of large num bers [L7]: these
energies can be thought of as the termm inal points of an
N {step random walk. T he contribution of the k{th spin
of the environm ent to the random energy is+g or g
w ith probability § ¥ or j § respectively € ig.[2a).

The sam e argum ent can be carried out in the m ore
generalcase ofEq. [9). The \random wak" picture that
yielded the distribution of the couplings rem ains valid
(see Fig.[2Ho) . However, now the individual steps in the
random walk are not all equal. Rather, they are given
by the set fgig (see Eq.[Il) with each step g taken Just
once in a given walk. There are 2V such distinct random
walks. T his exponential proliferation of the contrbuting
coupling energies allow s one to anticipate rapid conver-
gence to the universalG aussian form oftheirdistribution,
and, therefore, of the decoherence factor r(t).

Indeed, we can regard eigenenergies resulting from the
sum sofgy 'sasa random variables. Itsprobability distri-
bution is given by products ofthe corresponding w eights.

T hat is, the typicalterm in Eq. [9) is of the form :
| |

py " ° ! 3 Felot Jfe 9t
k2w * K2 W
13)
T he resulting term nalenergy is
X X
Ey = Ik Ok 7 (14)
k2W * k2w

and the cum ulative weilght py  is given by the correspond-
ingproduct ofj ¥ and j x ¥ . Each such speci ¢ random

walk W corresoonding to a given com bination of right
k2W?')and keft k 2 W ) \steps" (see Figs. [0 and
[2) contrbutes to the distribution of energies only once.
The tem inal points Ey may or m ay not be degener-
ate: As seen in Fig.[d, in the degenerate case, the whole
collection of 2¥ random waks \collapses" into N + 1
term inalenergies. M ore typically, In the non-degenerate
case (also displayed in Fig. [2), there are 2V di erent
term inal energies Ey . In both cases, the \envelope" of
the distrdbution P Ey ) should be G aussian, as we shall
show below .
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FIG .2: Thedistrbution ofthe energies ocbtains from the ran-
dom walks wih the steps given by the coupling size and in
the direction (+ gx or gx) biased by the probabilities j ka
and j«f as in Eq. 1) (@lthough i these exam ples we set
j ka = 1=2). (@) W hen all the couplings have the sam e size
g« = g Eq. [I0)), a sin ple N ew ton’s triangle leads to an ap—
proxin ate G aussian for the distrdbution ofenergies. (o) W hen
the couplings random 1y di er from step to step Eqg. (), the
resuting distribbution stillapproaches an approxin ately G aus—
sian envelope for large N .

In contrast to the usualclassicalrandom walk scenario
(W here each event corresponds to speci ¢ random wal)
In this quantum setting all of the random walks in the
ensam ble contrbute sim ultaneously { evolution happens
because the system is In a superposition of its energy
elgenstates. T he resulting decoherence factor r (t) can be
view ed asthe characteristic function [L7] (ie., the Fourier
transform ) ofthe distribution ofeigenenergieskEy . T hus,

€ )dE ; @5)

w here the strength function € ), alsoknown asthe local
density of states (LD O S) [L€] isde ned in generalas

X
€)= Jhse@j if € E): 1e)

Above j 1 are the eigenstates of the fiilll Ham iltonian
and E iseigenenergies. In ourparticularm odel € q.[I)
the eigenstates are associated w ith all possible random
walks in the set W , and therefore

X

€)= Pu E Ew ): a7)

W

D ecoherence in our m odel is thus directly related to the
characteristic function ofthe distribution ofeigenenergies
E ). M oreover, since the Eyy ‘s are sum sofgy’s, r(t) is
itself a product of characteristic fiinctions of the distri-
butions of the couplings fgy g, as we have already seen in
the example of Eq. [6). Thus, the distrdoution of Ey
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FIG . 3: (Left panels) A ssum ed distribution of the couplings
gk, from top to bottom : uniform , G aussian, and exponen-
tial. (Center panels) Resulting distribution of the eigenener—
gies Ey  (center panels) or N = 6 Exy < 0) and N = 24
Ew > 0). In the case of j x § = 1=2 this distrbution is in
e ect the \strength function" (localdensity of states). R ight
panels) D ecoherence factor r (t) for di erent iniial conditions
wih N = 6 (dashed lines), N = 24 (thin solid lines) and the
average (old line) rapidly approaches a G aussian whenever
couplings have a nite variance.

belongs to the class of the so{called in nitely divisible
distributions [17,119].

T he behavior of the decoherence factor r (t) { charac—
teristic fiinction of an In nitely divisible distrbution {
depends only on the average and variance of the distri-
butions of couplings weighted by the initial state of the
environm ent [L7%,119]. The ram aining task is to calculate

E ), which can be obtained through the statisticalanal-
ysis of the random wak picture described above. Ifwe
denote xy the random variable that takes the value + gy
or gy with probability j v ¥ or j x F respectively, then
itsm ean value ay and its variance b, are

Gx¥ FxHos

9% ar=43FicTot: 18)

adx =

B

T he behavior ofthe sum s of N random variablesxy (and
thus, oftheir characteristic fiinction) depends on w hether
the so{called Lindeberg condiion holds [L7]. It ]Jz,s ex—
pressed in tem s ofthe cum ulative variancesBZ = 1f,
and it is satis ed when the probability of the large indi-
vidualsteps isam all; eg.:

By) ! 0; 19)
N!1

P(max B axJ

1 k N
forany positive constant . In e ect, L indeberg condition
dem ands that the variance of couplings exist and be nite
{ ie.,, that By be nie: when it ismet, the resulting

P
distrbbution of energiesE = X, 1s G aussian
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an expression In excellent agreem ent w ith num erical re—
sults already form odest values ofN . T hisdistrdbution of
energies yields a corresponding approxin ately G aussian
tin e{dependence of r(t), as seen in Fig. [3. M oreover,
at least for short tim es of interest for, say, quantum er—
ror correction, r(t) is approxin ately G aussian already
for relatively sm all values of N . This conclussion holds
w henever the iniial distrbution of the couplings has a

nie variance. The general orm of r (t) after applying
the Fourder transform ofEq. [13) is

r@) ’ &frvte Bat=2, (22)

Tt is also interesting to investigate cases when Linde—
berg condition is not m et. Here, the possble lin it dis-
tributions are given by the stable (or Levy) laws [L9].
O ne Interesting case that yields an exponential decay of
the decoherence factor is the Lorentzian distrbution of
couplings (see Fig. [4). It can be expected eg. in the
e ective djpolar couplings to a central spin in a crystal
25]. Further intriguing questions concem the robust—
ness of our conclision under the changes of the m odel
W e have begun to address this issue elsew here [20] but,
for the tim e being, we only note that the addition of a
strong self{H am iltonian proportionalto , changes the
nature of the tim e decay RJ, 21]. On the other hand,
an all changes of the environm ent H am ittonians, lke for
Instance truncated dipolar interactions,

X
HE:

X X Yy
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seam to preserve the G aussian nature of r(t) RC0]. This
universality ofG aussian decoherence extends beyond the
short-tin e regin e w here i wasem phasized in Ref. |126. Tt
arises as a consequence of the central lim it theorem that
Jeadsto G aussian distribbution ofthe eigenenergies, a lin —
iting behavior that can be expected for reasons pointed
out above (see also [LU]) under generic conditions in m any
body system s R7].

PARTIAL REVERSAL AND GAUSSIAN ECHO

Let usnow consider a Loschm idt echo { reversalofthe
sign ofthe H am iltonian { carried outata timnetg . In our
m odel it can be in plem ented by appropriate \ jpping"
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FIG.4: Same as Fig. 3 but for a Lorentzian distrbution of
the couplings gx . In this case r (t) decays exponentially. T he
histogram and the dashed line in r(t) correspond to N = 20,
the straight thin line is a particular case or N = 100 and
the thick line is the average. W e note that the convergence
is slower than in the G aussian case of Fig. 2, because real-
izations of gx are m ore lkely to have one or two dom inant
couplings. T herefore, although the average show s a clear ex—
ponentialdecay, uctuations are noticeable even for large N .
N otice also that the logarithm ic scale con m s the long tim e
saturation ofr(t) at 2 Y%, Eq [0).

of the spins in the environm ent. W e rst note that the
m easured ocbservable (t) signalcan be readily related to
the decoherence factor:

) Trs@® s Q)
@ W3+ b Y s ) @Pi+ bii)
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Fora com plete Loschm idt echo, the sign ofthe the whole
Ham iltonian would be reversed at t= tg , so ort> ty;

© = 2fi+ pf+ 2pbfFRerx € w)) : @5

Hence, the decoherence factor isnow r(2tg  t), and the
system will retum to its initial state at t= 2tz .

W enow suppose w ith Petitipan and Jacquod [L5] that
only a part oftheH am ittonian isreversed (eg., only som e
of the spins { spins n E® { get ipped). T ourm odel,
environm ents E® and E® do not interact. Thus, the net
decoherence factor is a product ofthe decoherence factors
com ing from each environm ent,

r) = O 0); 26)
w ih
° @) e texp B2 =2
= X %teyp @) =2 e7)
and
L) ey 0% O oy B>§ o Rtz B)2=2

. 00
= &2 @ B eygp @)’ @t D=2 (28)
Since the tin e reversalonly applies to E®,

© = afi+ pf+ 2@pFfRe PRk © :  (29)

At the instant t = 2ty when the echo signal is usually
acquired r°@tz ) = 1 and:

rRt) = e28n % exp

X
= eiZngftR exp 2 (gg)zé . (30)
Thus, reversal is ncom plkte. The de cit in the signal
exhibitsa G aussian dependence on the nstant of reversal
tR . This is the e ect of the on-going decoherence due
to E° { these spins in the environm ent that did not get
reversed.

T hese equationsexhibit the G aussian tin e dependence
eg. of the echo signal on the time of reversal ty)
for large values of tx  (ie., beyond the initial quadratic
regin e) as was found in som e of the Loschm idt echo ex—
perin ents carried out by Levstein and P astaw ski [4] (see
Fig.[H). M ost in portantly, the partial reversal provides
an explanation of the surprising experin entally ocbserved
insensitivity of the G aussian decay of polarization to the
details of the pulse that Iniiates reversal: A s noted in
Ref. [€], onem ight have expected that reversalpulsew ih
larger am plitude w ill \tum back" evolution in a larger
fraction of the environm ent, but this does not seem to
happen. R ather, ndependence of the \backw ards evolu—
tion" ofthe pulse inducing reversal indicates that always
the sam e subset of the environm ent is tumed back. It is
therefore tem pting to interpret their experin ental resuls
using the \two environm ent" theory we have outlined
above. W e believe that such Interpretation is basically
correct, but that a m ore carefiil discussion should take
Into account di erences between the system investigated
In Ref. 4] and our sin ple m odel.

Thisview ofthe above data seem s especially appropri-
ate since In ferrocene Fe(CsH s),, the m olecule used in
Ref. [@]) there are (@t least) two environm ents that are
likely to respond di erently to the attem pted \Loschm idt
reversal" of the dynam ics. To point them out we need
a bi m ore detailed description of the experin ent. The
ferrocene m okcule (Fig. [@) consists of two rings, each
w ith 5 hydrogen atom s attached to 5 carbon atom s. The
Loschm idt echo experin ent startswhen a rare 13C atom
(that appears In a an all fraction of all the m olecules)
is polarized by the extemal eld that starts the experi-
ment. This polarization is then transferred to its adp-—
cent hydrogen. O nce it is there, it can easily \di use" to
the other hydrogens w ithin the ring (or possbly within
the m olecul). This process is rapid; a brief ( 100 s)
approxin ately G aussian decay lads to an ondulating
plateau. T he hydrogen adpoent to the 13C atom isabout
20% polarized at this nstant (see Fig.[).

Up to that point, the agreem ent between the num eri-
calsim ulation of quantum evolution in a single ferrocene
m olcule and the experin ent is rem arkable, suggesting
that the only environm ent explored by the Incted po—
larization is the \in m ediate neighborhood": hydrogens
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FIG . 5: Attenuation of the polarization echoes In a single
crystalof ferrocene as a function of reversaltim etz : Thedata
correspond to an ordentation where the twom olecules perunit
cellarem agnetically equivalent. T he solid line corresponds to
a Gaussian tting yielding a characteristic tine T = (400
10)m s as the single free param eter. The inset shows in e ect
n( 2t) (1)) vsty n a logdog plot. The slope of the
resulting line is 2:1 008, and is consistent with Eq. [30)
(This illustration, Fig. 11 of Ref. (], is reproduced here by
pem ission of the authors.)

FIG . 6: Schem atic representation ofa ferrocene F e(CsH s)2)
m olecule. T he hydrogens (white, on the outside) are coupled
to the carbon atom s (light grey) which form a pentagon ring.
The two rings are pined in them iddle by an iron atom (dark
grey). They can rotate w ith respect to each other and w ith
respect to the solid m atrix in which ferrocene is inbedded,
which suggests natural division into the inm ediate environ—
m ent that can be e ectively reversed and the m ore distant
environm ent w here the reversal is likely to fail.

w ithin the origihalF e(CsH 5), . Indeed, the value of the
1

num ericalplateau (¢ ofthe origihalpolarization) sug-
gests that only the 5 hydrogens from the CsH s \ring"
that includes the rare 13C atom participate early on.
By contrast w ith this lniial interval, there isa m arked
discrepancy between the experimm ent and the singk
m olcule sin ulations afterw ards: E xperin ental data In—
dicate leakage ofthe polarization from them olecule, w ith

the signal decaying w ith tim e below the single m olcule

num erical prediction (see F ig. [M).Astmme goes on, both
the m easured and the sin ulated polarizations ondulate
(ndicating partial \revivals", presum ably because ofthe
nie size of the ferrocene m olecule 23]) but the exper-
In ental data also Indicates persistent polarization leak-
age. O ver the sam e tin e interval the sim ulation contin—
ues to hover jist above 20% of the origihal signal, and
exhibits at best only much slower system atic decay.

G iven the previousdiscussion, we havenow reached the
\eureka m om ent" : T he in m ediate environm ent { hydro-
gens in the ferrocene (and, possbly, n only one of the
CsH 5 rings) are responsible for short term approxin ately
G aussian decay, and for the partial revivals, consistent
w ith the behavior of such amall quantum system s (@s
seen in Fig.[d). This is clearly a good candidate for our
E® { the \reversbl" part of the whol environm ent.

By contrast, once the signal leaks out to m ore distant
E® which is responsble Hr the discrepancy between the
single m olecule sin ulations and the experim ental data),
\the cat is out of the bag", and it (eg., the polarization
which has leaked out of the m olecule) m ight be very dif-

cul to recapture. This view is supported by what is
know n about the structure of solid ferrocene: Individual
m olcules (@and, ndeed, the two rings of the indiridual
m olcul) rotate on tim escales short com pared to these
probed in the echo experin ents. This dynam ics willbe
much m ore di culk to reverse In the echo experim ent.

T he reversalw illthen resul in the desired echo only on
subsystem s In which the atom has xed neighbors (like
the CsH 5 ring), but is unlkely to succeed elsew here. So,
the environm ent of the ferrocene m olecule (heighboring
ferrocenem olecules, and possbly even itsother ring) con—
stitute E°.

In closing this section we note that the tim escale on
w hich the echo decays is consistent w ith a G aussian tto
the experin ental data of the decay of the localpolariza—
tion divided by the num erical sin ulation of the isolated
molecule, see Fig. [[. The t is consistent with an echo
decay tin escale of4 tin esthe niialscale for decay ofthe
local polarization, ie. 400 s (see Fig. [H for com par-
ison). This is an ecouraging observation. Further, this
scale would not be a ected by a better reversalw ith the
inm ediate environm ent E®, consistent w ith the observed
Insensitivity of the echo to radiofrequency power [@].

D ISCUSSION

The m odel we have proposed is suggestive, but it is
not yet conclusive: It o ersonly a rather sim pli ed rep—
resentation of the experin ent. For Instance, i is much
m ore reasonable to say that the polarization rstdi uses
to the inm ediate \reversbl" environm ent, and that the
m ore ram ote environm ent decoheres all of this reversble
E® (and not jist the original system ). N evertheless, the
split into two environm ents { our key assum ption { ex—
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FIG . 7: Evolution of the local spin polarization in a single
crystalof ferrocene. T he dots are the experin entaldata fora
0 degree orientation ofthe crystalw ith respect to the extemal
m agnetic eld. The thin solid line is the calculated evolution
of the local polarization in a com plete m olecule where the
rings rotate Independently in a staggered con guration. T he
dashed line is the ratio between the sin ulation to the experi-
m entaldata. The thick solid line isa G aussian ttothe Initial
experin entaldata (up to 100 s), and the thick dotted line is
a t to the ratio between experim ent and sinulation. The
characteristic decay tim es of the tted G aussians are 90 s
and 340 s regpectively. T his data is reproduced from Fig. 8
ofRef. B]w ih pem ission from the authors.

plainsthe key featuresofthe data n a way that naturally

ts the physics of the system . H owever, it isusefiilto list
at least som e of the approxin ations we have m ade, and
to consider their in plications.

To begin wih, Interactions between the soins In Ref.
[4] are dipolar, so the interaction Ham iltonian does not
have the simple structure of the Ising Ham ittonian of
Eq. [). M oreover, spins of the real environm ent inter—
act w ith each other. Furthem ore, interaction and self-
Ham ilttonians of the spins do not comm ute in general.

C onsequently, the straightforward m anipulations that
allow ed us to derive G aussian tin e dependence of the de—
coherence factor from  rst principles within a few lines
cannot be directly carried out for m ore realistic m od—
els of the experin ent. N evertheless, the central ingre—
dient needed to establish the G aussian character of the
echo does not seem to depend on these detailed assum p—
tions. Rather, it is { in essence { the (@pproxin ately)
G aussian nature of the distrdbution of the eigenenergies
of the total H am iltonian, which then leads to the G aus—
sian tin e dependence of the decoherence factor. O ne can
certainly believe that this very generic requirem ent is sat—
is ed under conditions that are far m ore comm on than

the speci ¢ assum ptions ofthe sin ple decoherence m odel
we have analyzed. Indeed, this broad applicability is the
very essence of the central Iim it theorem we (and others
27]) have invoked.

Even m ore convincing is the direct experin ental evi-
dence: Short tin e G aussian dependence of the signalbe—
fore reversal in the experin ents involving ferrocene has
been established [1] (see Fjg.ISI). This isn e ect the de—
coherence factor { the characteristic finction of the dis—
tribution of the relevant eigenenergies of the underlying
H am iltonian responsible for the evolution. A nd approxi-
m ately G aussian r (t) In plies by the argum ents involving
Fourder transform ) G aussian eigenenergies.

T in e evolution of the NM R polarization signal is in
such settings often interpreted as di usion [25,/28]. This
m akes ntuitive sense in the experin ents that lad to
Fig. [§, as only rare nuclki of C'3 1 a snall fraction
of ferrocene m olecules are niially polarized, so the de-
cay of the polarization signal is caused by the spreading
of that polarization over an increasingly larger environ—
ment. However, this e ective di usion must obviously
re ect a reversble dynam ical process generated by an
underlying H am iltonian, as fuindam entally di usive evo—
Jution could never be reversed. This is re ected in the
short tin e m esoscopic echoes observed In this \di usive"
process R3] due to the am allsize ofthe rst environm ent.
To acocount for the di usive character ofthe evolution the
distrbbution of eigenenergies, (E ) must be Gaussian in
character. So, while speci ¢ assum ptions we used in our
sin ple m odel are not satis ed In the experim ental set—
ting, G aussianity of the energy spectrum we were led to
as a result of these assum ptionsm ay well tum out to be
a fairly generic feature.

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION S

W e have seen how { In the quantum setting ofdecoher-
ence and Loschm idt echo { detem Inistic dynam ics can
Jead to evolutions that have a distinctly stochastic G aus-
sian character. W hile our m odel is rather simpl and
clearly too idealized to directly address experin ental sit—
uation ofRefs. H,15,1€,[7], i also suggests that ourm ain
results { G aussian decay of the decoherence factor and
G aussian echo { will appear whenever the energy soec—
trum of the excitation corresponding to the initial state
of the system is approxin ately G aussian. A s we have
noted earlier, there is am ple evidence of this In the exist—
Ing experin ents involving ferrocene. Even m ore, we can
reproduce the observed Insensitivity to perturbations of
the G aussian echo decay. Q ualitative { and even quan-—
titative { com parisons between predictions of ourm odel
and the experim ental data are prom ising.
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