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ABSTRACT : W e analyse the quantum evolution of a particle m oving in a potential
In interaction w ith an environm ent of ham onic oscillators in a them al state, using the
quantum state di usion (Q SD ) picture ofG isin and Percival. The Q SD picture exploits a
m athem atical connection between the usualM arkovian m aster equation for the evolution
of the density operator and a class of stochastic non-linear Schrodinger equations (Tto
equations) for a pure state j i, and appears to supply a good description of individual
system sand processes. W e nd approxin ate stationary solutionsto the Tto equation (exact,
for the case of quadratic potentials) . T he solutions are G aussians, localized around a point
In phase space undergoing classical B row nian m otion. W e show , for quadratic potentials,
that every initial state approaches these stationary solutions in the long tine lm it. W e
recover the density operator corresponding to these solutions, and thus show, for this
particularm odel, that the Q SD picture e ectively supplies a prescription for approxin ately
diagonalizing the density operator in a basis ofphase space localized states. W e show that
the rate of Jocalization is related to the decoherence tin €, and also to the tin escale on which
them aland quantum uctuationsbecom e com parable. W e use these results to exem plify
the general connection between the Q SD picture and the decoherent histories approach to
quantum m echanics, discussed previously by D iosi, G isin, H alliwell and P ercival.
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1. NTRODUCTION

O ne of the basic pram ises of quantum theory is that the quantum state ofa genuinely
closed and isolated system evolves according to the Schodinger equation. A Ithough som e
system s of interest are approxin ately closed and isolated, m ost ofthe system swe encounter
are not, as a resul of either purposefiil intervention by m easuring devices, or unavoidable
Interaction w ith the Inm ediate environm ent. Such system s are said to be open, and are
often studied in quantum optics [1], quantum m easurem ent theory [2,3], and in connection
w ith decoherence and em ergent classicality 4,5,6].

An open quantum system is in essence a distinguished subsystem of a large, closed
and isolated system in which there is a natural division into subsystem and environm ent.
A Though such divisions of the world cannot be explicitly identi ed in general, they do
exist n a wide variety of situations of both experim ental and theoretical interest. For
exam ple, In quantum optics, the distinguished subsystem isan atom or sm all collection of
atom s, and the environm ent is the electrom agnetic elds in Interaction wih it. W e will
in this paper be prm arily concemed w ith that paradigm of open quantum system s, the
quantum B rownian m otion m odel, which consists of a large particle coupled to a bath of
ham onic oscillators in a them al state [7,8].

If the state of the totalquantum system is described by a density operator 4,; then
the state ofthe subsystem is obtained by tracing it over the environm ent. A n evolution
equation or (@ m aster equation) m ay then be derived. This is In principle obtained
quite sin ply by tracing the unitary evolution equation for i,,; over the environm ent. In
practice, this is hard to carry out w ith any degree of generality, and has been carried out
In detailonly in speci c exam ples (see Ref.P] for exam ple) . A s an altemative, one can ask
for the m ost general evolution equation for that preserves density operator properties:
hem iticity, unit trace, and positivity. T hese conditions alone do not allow one to say very
m uch about the form ofthe equation, but if one m akes the additional assum ption that the
evolution isM arkovian, then the m aster equation m ust take the Lindblad form [10],

d i 11X y y

= pHi S fLiLy; g 255 L3 (1)
=1

Here, H isthe Ham iltonian of the open system in the absence of the environm ent (som e—

tim esm odi ed by tem s depending on the L ) and the n operators L 5 m odelthe e ects of
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the environm ent. For exam ple, in the quantum B rownian m otion m odel, there is a single
non-hem itian L which isa linear com bination ofposition and m om entum operators. T he
M arkovian assum ption is not always valid, but is known to be a good approxim ation for
a w ide variety of interesting physical situations, eg., for the quantum B rownian m otion

m odel in a high tem perature environm ent.

D ensity operators evolving according to a m aster equation (not always of precisely the
above form ) have been the sub ct of a num ber of studies concemed w ith decoherence and
the em ergence of classical behaviour [6,9,11,12,13,14,15,16]. In particular m odels, it has
been shown that the density operator can becom e approxin ately diagonal in som e basis
(som etin esm ore than one), Indicating that interference between the states in that basis is
destroyed. T his suggests that one has som e right to regard the dynam ical variables corre—
soonding to the diagonalizing basis as \de nite". O ne m ay then ask for the probabilities
of successive values of these variables, and w hether those probabilities are peaked about
approxin ately classical evolution.

T his approach to em ergent classicality has considerable intuiive appeal, but there at

least two ways in which it could be m ade m ore precise.

First of all, the notion of diagonality of the density operator is too vague. In the
quantum B rownian m otion m odel, for exam ple, one expects both position and m om entum
to becom e reasonably de nite. The argum ent as to how this com es about often goes
as follow s [13]: The coupling to the environm ent is typically through position, and the
density operator tends to becom e approxim ately diagonal in position very quickly. On
longer tin escales, the Ham iltonian part of the evolution begins to contrbute, and the
basis of diagonalization is rotated In phase space. A s a result of this interplay between
the H am iltonian and the interaction w ith the environm ent, the density operator therefore
becom es approxin ately diagonalin a basis of states that are localized in phase space, such
as coherent states. It is, however, di cul to see this precisely and with any degree of
generality. W hat is required is an explicit way ofexhibiting the diagonality In phase space
Jocalized states.

Seocond, the way in which one attem pts to see the em ergence of classical behaviour
for the variables w hich have becom e de nite is to consider the evolution of states nitially
localized In phase space. Such statesw illtend to follow approxim ately classicaltra pctories
in phase space, w ith spreading due to quantum and environm entally-induced uctuations.
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T he em ergence of approxin ately classical tra gctories is, however, m uch harder to see for
arbitrary initialstates, e.g., or superpositions ofphase space localized states. Theproblem ,
In essence, is that the density operator does not In general correspond to the behaviour of
an individual tra fctory, but to an ensam ble. T he density operator for an arbitrary initial
state w illbe very spread out in phase space, and it is not at all clear that it corresponds
to the Intuitive expectation of a statisticalm ixture of classical tra fctories. C learly what
would be very usefil in this context is an altemative description of open system s that
could give a clearer physical picture of the behaviour of an individual system , rather than

ensam bles.

A recently developed picture of open system s that m ay be the required precision tool
isthe quantum state di usion picture, introduced by G isin and Percival [L7,18,19]. In this
picture, the density operator satisfying (1.1) is regarded as a m ean over a distribbution
ofpure state density operators,

=M j ih j 12)
whereM denotesthem ean (de ned below ), w ith the pure states evolving according to the

non-linear stochastic Langevin-Tto equation,

i % y y y
o i= EH J idt+ — 2thJLj Lij thJ.thl Jjidt
+ L

J

for the nom alized state vector j i. Here, the d 5 are independent com plex di erential
random variables representing a com plex W iener process. Their linear and quadratic
m eans are,

M [disdy]l= 5dty M dydy]l=0; M HE4I=0 1:4)

The m aster equation (1.1) is invariant under uniary transform ations of the Lindblad
operator, Ly ! F k UskLk,whereU j, are the com ponentsofa unitary m atrix [17]. Physics
therefore corresponds to the equivalence class of m aster equations equivalent under these
transformm ations. C orrespondingly, the Tto equation (1.3) is invariant under the sam e uni-
tary transform ations on the L 4's, supplem ented by sin ilar transfom ations on the noise
temm s, and thus there is an equivalence class of Tto equations also.

T he precise m atheam atical relation between (1.3) and (1.1) is that the class of Tto
equations (1.3) is equivalent to the class ofm aster equations (1.1). Indeed, this connection
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supplies an altemative algorithm for num erical solution [L9]. H ow ever, the strength ofthis
picture is that solutions to (1.3) supply an intuitively appealing picture of the expected
behavior of ndividual system s, and have been seen to correspond very closely to individual
runs of actual laboratory experim ents in quantum optics R0].

The connection between (1.1) and (1.3) is closely analagous to the connection be-—
tween the FokkerP lanck equation and the Langevin equation in the classical description
of B rownian m otion. T here, one has two com pletely equivalent m athem atical descriptions
w ith very di erent pictures. T he FokkerP lanck equation describes an ensem ble of system s
evolving detem inistically, whilst the Langevin equation describes an individual system
evolving stochastically.

T he quantum state di usion picture hasm uch in com m on m athem atically w ith a vari-
ety of recent attem pts to m odify quantum m echanics at a fundam ental level 21,22,23,24].
In such attem pts, equations of the form (1.3), or sin ilar, are proposed. T he di erence be-
tween Q SD and such altemative form ulations, isthat Q SD is regarded as a phenom enologi-
calpicture, appropriate only under certain conditions, w hereas the altemative form ulation
are taken to be fundam ental. Eq.(1.1) and (1.3) also arise In descriptions of continuous
m easuram ent In standard quantum m echanics R5,26]. T his paper is prin arily concemed
w ith the m athem atical properties of Eq.(1.3), hence the results w illbe applicable to all of
these situations.

Solutions to the Tto equation often have the feature that they settle down to solutions
of rather sim ple behaviour after a period of time. This general pattem of behaviour is
Indicated by num erical solutions [19], along w ith a num ber of localization theorem s, w hich
show that, unlke evolution according to the m aster equation, the dispersion of certain
operators decreases as tin e evolves [18,27]. That is, certain types of variables becom e

m ore \de nie" as tin e evolves.

A particularly usefiilexam ple for our purposes was given by D dosi R8], who considered
the Tto equation (13) with L = ax and H = p2=2m . (This is the quantum B rownian
m otion m odel for the free particlke neglecting dissipation). He showed that there exist
stationary solutions j pqi to the Ito equation that consist of G aussian w ave packets tightly
concentrated about a point In phase space evolving according to the stochastic equations
of classical B rownian m otion. T his is a particularly appealing result. T he solutions to the
Tto equation correspond very closely to m acroscopic observations of an individual particle
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Interacting w ith an environm ent.

G iven a set of localized phase space solutions j pqi, such as the D iosi solution, the
density operator m ay be reconstructed via (12). This, it m ay be shown, m ay be w ritten
explicitly as z

= dpdg f E;G) ] pgih pgl (1:5)
where f (p;g;t) is a non-negative, nom alized solution to the FokkerP lanck equation cor-
responding to the Langevin equation describing the B rownian m otion of the centre of the
stationary solutions.

T he crucialpoint, now , is that the representation (1.5) ofthe density operator provides
the desired in provem ents of the density operator program m e described above. F irstly, the
stationary states j pqglare approxin ately orthogonal (forsu ciently distinct values oftheir
centres, p;q) . Eq.(1.5) therefore show s explicitly how the density operator m ay achieve a
form in which it isapproxin ately diagonalin a set ofphase space localized states. Secondly,
each diagonal elem ent corresponds to an individual classical tra pctory W ith noise). This
m eans that the density operator m ight reasonably be interpreted as corresponding to a
statisticalm ixture of classical tra fctordes.

T he ob ct of this paper is dem onstrate the above statem ents in detail, for system s
m ore generalthan the case considered by D iosi. W ew illconsider an open system consisting
ofa particlem oving in a potentialV (x), coupled to an environm ent described by Lindblad
operators in (1.1) which are a linear com bination of position and m om entum operators.

T he detailed description of the m odel is given in Section IT.

W e shall show, in Section ITT, that the Tto equation (1.3) has stationary solutions con—
sisting of G aussian wavepadkets concentrated about points in phase space which undergo
classical Brownian m otion. T hese solutions are exact for quadratic V (x). T he solutions
for generalpotentialsV (x) are approxin ate, and are valid as long as the localization w idth
ismuch an aller than the length scale on which the potential varies.

W e shall then show, in Section 1V, that every initial state tends towards one of the
stationary solutions, for linear system s. In Section V , we consider the rate of localization,
and show that it is related to the decoherence tin e, and also to the tim escale on which
them aland quantum uctuations becom e com parable.

In Section V I, we construct the density operatorofthe form (1.5) explicitly, and discuss
its properties.



A rguably the m ost com prehensive and findam ental approach to the problem ofem er-
gent classicality in quantum theory is the decoherent histories approach #,29,30,31]. In
fact, In Ref.[32], i was argued that there is a close connection between the quantum state
di usion picture and the decoherent histories approach. In Section V IT, we use the above
results to elaborate on this connection.

W e sum m arize and conclide in Section V III.

2. THEMODEL

In this paper, we are concemed w ith system s describbed by a m aster equation of the
form (1.1) wih a single non-hem itian Lindblad operator linear in R and Y

L=ag+ ip @)

where a and b are real constants. T he unitary transform ations under which the m aster
equation is invariant reduce to a sim ple phase Invariance, L ! el L. W hat Hlow s therefore
applies also to L’s of the form (2.1) multiplied by a phase. This form of L is su cient to
describe the quantum B rownian m otion m odel (see below ), but also includes the cases in
which L istaken to be a creation or annihilation operator.

The operatorH In (1.) is taken to be

H = 2ﬁ+V(ﬁ)+ ctR;pg= H o+ cfR;fg 22)
m

where ¢ is a real constant. T he m aster equation m ay then be w ritten,

i 1 , 15 1,
_= EH0+ (= Ehab)fﬁ;pg; ] iabR;f ;pg] Ea R;R; 1 Eb B;; 11 (23a)
or alematively,
i 1 , 1, 1,
_= EHO+ c+ Ehab)fﬁ;pg; 1+ 1ab;f ;Rg] Ea R;R; 1 Eb BB 11 @23b)

Hereafter, we take c = %abh T his ensures that the Ehrenfest type result, Tr@® ) =
ATr@ ), holds.



T he corresoonding Tto equation is
s i 1 .
1 2 (2 12 02 o : ..
2 a“R MW+ D@ M)+ 2iab® hxiP) hab j idt

+ @® hxi)+ b@E hpi))J id @:4)

W e are particularly interested in the quantum B rownian m otion m odel, for which the
Lindblad operator is as above, but w ith

@3)

N

1 1
a= (2D) 2; b= (2D )EE; c=
Here, D = h2=(8m kT ), where is the dissipation of the environm ent and T is its tem —
perature. The m aster equation in this particular case m ay then be w ritten,

— i_[_I_I . ] i_ [g.f . ] M[ﬁ'[ﬁ' ]]
- h Or h ’ rpg h2 r sy 8M kT

©; ;1] (2:6)

This does not, in fact, com pletely agree w ith the m aster equation given in a number of
previouspapers on quantum B row nian m otion. In particular, the m aster equation given by
C aldeira and Leggett [/] does not Involve the term [B; P; 1]. This di erence is due to the
fact the above m aster equation, by design, respects the positivity of the density operator,
w hilst the C aldeira-1.eggett equation is known to violate it on short tim e scales [33]. This
di erence is not in portant, since we expect the M arkovian approxin ation to hold only
for high tem peratures, and in this case the extra temm is negliglble since its coe cient is
proportionalto T L | (SeeRef.34] oor further discussion, and also R ef. 0] for the derivation
of exact m aster equations).

Som e inform ation on the behaviour ofthe solutionsto the to equation m ay be obtained
by com puting the tim e evolution of the m om ents of R and B, and thisw illbe usefl in the
follow Ing sections. For any operator G, the tim e evolution of its expectation value in the
state j i is given by

dGi=h ¢ i+ hd Hji+hd H5d 1
i , 1 ,
= hH ;G lide 5hLYm;G 1+ G;LYLidt
+ GY;L)d + @©;G)d @:7)
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Here, follow Ing Percival R7], we have introduced the notation
B;C)=hBY Wi)C KiHi=m¥ci MirCi @ 8)

for the correlation between two operators B ;C in the state j i.

Setting G equalto P and R in this equation we obtain the Langevin equations

. pi
dxi= —dt+ ;L)d + (L;x)d (2:9)

m
dhpi= hVO(fé)idt 2habhpidt+ (;L)d + (L;p)d (2:10)

W ith the choice ofparam eters (2.5), and for quadratic potentials, these equations describe
classical B rownian m otion. For m ore general potentials, this is true only if the state is
su ciently wellHocalized in x for the approxin ation v °®)i VvV Otri) to be valid (see
below).

Tt is also of Interest to com pute the m ean of tin e evolution of higher m om ents of R

and B, and these m ay again be com puted using (2.7). One nds,
|

d(x)2 2R h?
m L TR ab(x) 2+ 2 RZ O 2a%(x) ¢ (241)
dt m 4
d(p)? 1
m DT L ogy 4 vORpi  tpin O)i
dt 2 |
h2
2hab( p) %+ 2a” - R?  28(p) * (2:12)
dR 0 0 (p) 2
M—= mvog)i mxiwv R®)i +
dt m

2a°R (%)% 2R (p) 2 2:13)
Here, R is the symm etrized correlation between ¥ and X,

ih ih
R=—-( ®ip+ Eix))= (p;XH?: x;p) > (2:14)

1
2
Also, ( x) 4 denotesh(x hxi)?i%, and sin ilary Pr ( p) 4.

To handle general potentials is too di cul except in special cases, so approxin ations
are required. Under Schrodinger evolution in ordinary quantum m echanics in a w ide vari-
ety of potentials, there exist approxin ate solutions consisting of localized G aussian wave
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packets concentrated about a classical path [35]. These solutions are possible because a
su clently localized packet w illonly\notice" the quadratic approxin ation to the potential
in the neighbourhood of the wavepacket’s centre. T he solution breaks down after a period

of tim e, however, as a result of spreading of the w avepadcket.

Sin ilar types of solution to the Tto equation (2.4) are possible, as we shall see in the
next section. T hese have the advantage that w avepackets tend to localize w ith tim e, rather
than spread. W e m ay therefore justi ably approxin ate the potential-dependent termm s in
(2.12) and (2.13) by their expansions about the m ean values of x and p.

To see thism ore explicitly, and to assist the estin ation of the validity of the approxi-
m ation, introduce the notation, x = hxi, p = hpi, and then w rite the potential as,

VK=V K+ & xVo)+ }(x )V Ox)+ W &x;x) ©:15)
2 4
w here
W x;x)= %(x x)3V CCD(x) + 2—14 (x x)4V @ 4 (2:16)

T hen the potentialdependent term s in (2.10), (2.12) and (2.13) becom g,
0 v 0 0 : .
W R)i= V"x)+ HW "®R)1 2:17)

®v o)1 mxiwv °®)i= (x) 2vPx)+ hx x)W °@)i ©:18)

and
1 . 0 0 arns 0 s ® 1 0 0 1 vons o O
El’p\/ R)+ V'R)PL oV "R)i= RV " (x) + Elpw R)+ W "R)pi hoilw "R)i (2:419)

T he quadratic appproxin ation to the potential w ill therefore be valid when the tem s
Involving W m ay be neglected in the above expressions. T hisw ill generally depend on the
particular state.

Taking the rstfew temm sin the Taylorexpansion ofW ,Eq.@.17) orexam ple, m plies
that the higher order termm sm ay be neglected if

vOox) >> %<x)2 v W) 2 20)

T his is clearly the condition that the w idth of the state ismuch less than the length scale
on which the potential varies, as one would intuitively expect. T he higher order tem s in
(2.18) and (2.19) also m ay be neglected if essentially the sam e type of condition holds.
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3.STATIONARY SOLUTIONSTO
THE LANGEVIN-ITO EQUATION

W e now show how to nd stationary solutions to the Langevin-Tto equation, 2.4). It
m ay be w ritten
H i= 8j idt+ ¢3j id (3:1)

w here
i 1 , ) ,
Q= EH + 5hab+ jab (xip hpiR)
1 1
5a2 @  hxi)? 5bz © toi)? 32)
=1L hLi (3:3)
Tt is then convenient to rew rite the Tto equation in the exponential form

J i+ 9 i= exp @dt+ vd )7 i (34)

T he D josi stationary solution has the feature that under tim e evolution, its shape is
preserved and the only things that change are i and iRi (and possibly a phase) 28]. Our
approach to the search for stationary solutions to our m ore general equation is to require
that the solution have this property. W e therefore look for solutionsto (3.1) satisfying the
condition,

o i . . o
i+ d i= exp Efid}‘pl ﬁpdhx1+ Ed Ji (3:5)

T his isthe statem ent that the state at tim e t+ dt di ers from the state at tin e tby nothing
m ore than a phase, and a shift ofhpi and hxi along the classical B row nian path described
by 2.9), 2.10). Clarly (3.5) willbe satis ed for any states of the form

i i
ji=exp —Rhpi —Pxi ji (36)
h h
where j 1 isan arbitrary ducial state. T hese are generalized coherent states [36].
Wewillsolve (34) and (3.5) by st combining them to yield
i i i
exp @dt+ ¥d )j i= exp Eﬁdlrpi Epdhxj_+ Ed J1i (3:7)
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and later con m that the solution satis es (3.5).

Taking the operator on the right-hand side of (3.7) over to the left-hand side, and
com bining the exponentials using the B akerC am pbell-Hi ausdor formm ula, one obtains,

i i i
ex —R i+ —pdhxi —d + dadt+ ¥d
Poq dhpi hp i3
i . i . o o
ﬁ&;\ﬂ dhpid +£[p;<>] dhxid Ji= § i (3:8)

Inserting the explicit expressions for dhpi, dhxi, ¢ and ¥, and writingd = odt+ 1d +
1d  where is real), this equation becom es

exp Kdt+ Bd +¢8d  ji=J i (3:9)
w here
n i o , ipi 1 i
=10+ - w'R)i+ 2hadpi 2+ ——p+ = @;L) = (3:0)
h h m 2 h
1§=El( L)+ GL)P )+ L hLi (3:1)
A i
C=C( @pr+ ©xp ) (3:12)

E xpanding the exponentialin (3.9), it ©llow s that the statem ust cbey the three equations,

X5 1i=0 (3:13)
Bji=0 (3:14)
¢31i=0 (3:15)

Egs.(3.14) and (3.15) willbe satis ed if
1= &L)pi  (@E;L)hxi (3:16)
and if the wave function is
hxj i= N exp & hxi)®+ Eikpix 3:17)
for som e constant , to be detemm ined. T he solution satis es,
hxj i+ lx§{d i= N exp x Mxi dhxi)®+ %(}pi+ dhpi)x (3:18)
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This is clearly a generalized coherent state, and thus satis esEg.(3.5).

An equation for may be obtained by Inserting (3.17) In (3.13). One obtains the
purely algebraic equation

i i
4 ¥+ — h® %+ 4hab a2+ —vOxi) =0 (3:19)
mh h

w here we have neglected tem s higher than quadratic in the potential, as described in the
previous section.
Tt is of course possble to w rite down the explicit solution for , but it will generally
bem ore usefiil In what follow s to proceed di erently. W e have the uncertainty relation,
2
2 B7
4

(x)%(p? R (320)

w ith equality if and only if the state is ofthe form (3.17) [37]. Let us denote the values of
the variances and correlation of the stationary state (3.17) by 2 1:2) and Rqg. Then

X7

2 2 ,  h?
xp RO= Y (321)
and
1 2iRy=h)
= — (322)
4 X

Since, from (3.19), isa constant (to the extent that the approxin ation (2 20) holds) the
stationary values of the variances and correlation m ust be those for which the right-hand
sides of 2.11){ (2.13) vanish. T hat is,

2
Ro 2, .2 h° 2 2 4_ .
+ hab 2+ b RZ  a?l=o0 (323)
m 4
|
h? '
vP&Ro habg+a® - Ri B ;=0 (324)
2
2y Dy + f 2a°Rg 7 20°Rg 2= 0 (325)

T hese w ill be the m ost usefiil equations to work w ith in the follow ing section.

T o see the com plete solution in a particularcase, etV x) = 0 and b= 0. T he solution
for isthen,

= @1 1 — (326)



w here we have chosen the square root so that Re > 0, for nom alizability of the state. It
follow s that

: 2 2
2_ b % 2_ hma® = . _ B (327)
x 2m a2 ’ p 2 ! 0 2
This a close to m inim al uncertainty state, since it satis es,
h
P x= P—é (328)

The solution (326){ (328) is very sim ilar to the solution obtained by D iosi R8], but

di ers by som e sin ple num erical factors, e.g., he ocbtained

i
2

h

—_ 329
4m a? G=9)

2 _
( X)diosi=

This di erence is due to the fact that D iosiused an Ito equation w ith a single realW iener

process, whereas the W iener process used here is com plex.

The D iosi solution is also discussed In Ref.[38]. Som e stationary solutions to (1.3) for
the ham onic oscillator have also been found forby Salam a and G isin [39], but their choice
of Lindblad operators di ers from that used here.

A pproxin ate stationary solutions to the Ito equation (2 .4), or general potentials, are
currently being studied by Brun et al. 0].

4. A LOCALIZATION THEOREM

W enow show that all solutionsto the Tto equation tend tow ards the stationary solution
in the long-tim e 1m it. T he dem onstration applies prim arily to the case of linear system s,
but we w illwork w ith a generalpotential in what follow s, saving until the end the issue of
the extent to which that case is properly covered here.

W ehave show n that there isa tw o-param eter fam ily ofstationary solutions, param etrized
by their centres hx i, hpi. To prove that all solutions tend to a stationary solution, we w ill
exploit the fact that the stationary solutions are uniquely characterized by the statem ent
that they are the eigenfunctions of the operator

A=p 2ih 2 @)
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where isthe solution to Eq.(3.19). Thism eans that the stationary solutions are uniquely
de ned by the statem ent that ( A) 2=0.We shall prove the desired result by show ing
that (A) 2 tends to zero, in them ean.

A num ber of \localization theorem s", show ing that the dispersion of certain operators
decreases w ith tin e, in the m ean, have been proved by G isin and Percival [18] and by Per—
cival R27]. N one of these resuls is applicable to the present case because their assum ptions
are too restrictive. T hey assum e, for exam ple, that the H am iltonian is zero (or negligble),
or that the Lindblad operators com m ute w ith the H am iltonian. In brief, they assum e that
the H am ittonian plays no signi cant role. An in portant feature of the case considered in
this paper is that the stationary solutions are possible as a result ofa balance between the
w avepadket soreading induced by the H am iltonian and the localizing e ect ofthe Lindblad
operators, and hence the role of the H am iltonian cannot be ignored. An argum ent for the
local stability of the stationary solution in the free particle case with b= 0 was given by
D josi 28], but this proves nothing about arbitrary initial states.

R etuming to the case at hand, we have

(A)2= @;A)
= (p)?+4n%3 F(x)2 2sh( + IR h%( + ) @2)

The rate of change of ( A) 2 1 the mean, M d( A) 2, is then easily com puted from
Egs.2.11){213). Ik is convenient to w rite

(x)%= 2@+x) 43)
(P 2= Za+7Y) @)
R=Rol+ 2) 4:5)

hence the stationary solution isX = Y = Z = 0. One then obtains,

d(a)?
M——=¢gX + Y + 37
dt | |

2
h
2a> R+ — x? 2 JY? 2R} a*+p-L z?

2
+ 4a’REX 7 + a”LERE Y2 (4:6)

X
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where

c = h%’+ 2hab 2+ 2RV Px) @:7)
2 2
2R
&= 2hab ? To_g h?p-2 48)
X X
2Ry b ®
c3 = — 2R oV 7 (%) (4:9)
m X

and we have used (321) to sin plify som e of these expressions.

The coe cient ¢ 1, &, c3 have a num ber of usefiil properties. F irst, from Eq.(324), it
is easily seen that
h?a? 25 2 2 4
q= —— 2aRp 2 (4:10)
2
and thus ¢; < 0. Second, using Eq.(323),
|
h2K? 2
a® i+ R2 Y n’p = (411)

X

= 2

Nl\)|'UN

Using (321), twice, it then follow s that

o= 22" 2% A j=q 4:12)

Third, ¢ and c3 are related as ollow s. From Eg.(325), c3 m ay be w ritten,

2 R2
a= 4§ a®+ by = 2% ¢ @a3)
X X p

using (321) and (4.10). It follow s that the lineartem s In (4.6) m ay now be w ritten,
|
, !
2R

X +t ¥+ w2 =¢ X +Y >
x

2 (4:14)
p

C learly (4.6) is zero at the stationary solution, but it cannot be negative for arbitrary
X ,Y and Z, because of the presence of the linear term s. However, X , Y and Z are not
arbitrary but m ust respect the uncertainty principle (@n expression of which isEg.(3.19),
forexam ple). A convenient way to In plem ent this restriction is to note that

R
0 (A)?= I§(><+Y) ~ 0y 4:15)
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w ith equality ifand only ifthe state is a generalG aussian, such as the stationary solution.
From (4.14), it is clear that

L(a)? 4:16)

X + Y + 372 = -
p

Since ¢y < 0, the linear temm s are negative de nite and zero only at the stationary solution.

W ih som e rearrangem ent of the quadratic tem s, and using (321),

d( A 2 c h2a2
w LAV _a 2 x? 2a%R% 2)°
dt g
')
2 2120 2
R h?b?R
2 4 0 0.2 .
2 5 Y 57 Tz @:17)
p X X
W e therefore deduce that
d(a)?
0 (4:18)
dt

w ith equality ifand only ifthe solution isthe stationary solution. T his com pletes the proof
of Iocalization.

A s stated earlier, the stationary solutions to the to equation are valid for general
potentials as long as the localization width is much less than the lengthscale on which
the potential varies, ie., as long as the approxim ation (220) holds. This approxin ation
becom es exact for linear system s.

W e have essentially assum ed the approxin ation (2 .20) in proving the above localization
theorem . This m eans that the proof is strictly valid only for system s with quadratic
potentials. Tt cannot be valid for generalpotentialsbecause even ifthere exist approxin ate
stationary solutions for which the neglect of the higher derivative tem s of the potential is
valid, there w ill always be initial states for which (2 20) is not a valid approxin ation and
localization is therefore not quaranteed for these states. For general potentials, therefore,
the above proof mm plies localization only for a rather lim ited class of initial states, eg., for
states that are already close to the stationary states.

Still, one Intuitively expects that when approxin ate stationary solutions exist for gen—
eral potentials, there w illbe situations In which m ost iniial states w ill tend tow ards one
of those solutions. C onsider, for exam ple, the case ofa double well potentialw th m inin a
a distance L apart, and suppose that the initial state has a w idth greaterthan L, where L
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is chosen so that the approxim ation (2 20) is not valid. Then one can see from Eqg.(2.11)
that a very large initial w idth w illbe reduced very rapidly, In the m ean, bringing it into
the regin e In which the approxin ation (2 20) is valid. Our localization theorem would
then apply. W e hope to investigate this point further in a future publication.

N ote that the stationary solutions and the localization theorem do not depend on the
sign ofV CD(x), and therefore w ill be valid for the upside-down ham onic oscillator W hich
is som etim es used as a prototype for chaotic system s @1]).

5.LOCALIZATION RATE

Tt is also possible to estim ate the rate of localization. C learly,

d(a)? c
VI NS 54)
dt %
and thus localization proceeds on a tim escale of order = I%=j:1j. Using (4.12), this
becom es L
= 2a? Z+ 2 2 (52)

In the quantum B rownian m otion m odel for the free particle with b= 0, Egs.2.5), 327)
In ply that

[

h 2
kT
T his, as noted previously, is the tim escale on which them al uctuations becom e com pa-—
rable to the quantum ones [42,43,44].

(5:3)

T he above represents the m Inim um rate of localization. T he actual rate can be m uch
higher, eg., if X is very large. Consider again the fiee particlke with b= 0. Supposs,
the initial state consists of a superposition of wavepackets a Jarge distance " apart. T hen
( X) 2 \2,

h2 \2
(a)? 4?3 F(x? — (5:4)

X

and the dom ‘nant contribution to the localization rate is the X 2 tem ,
|
d(a) 2 n2 h2g2 v
w LT 52 RZ+ — x?2 (55)
dt 4 2
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It follow s that in this case,

! (5:6)
252 :
For the quantum B rownian m otion m odel, Eq.(2.5) then in plies that
h2
S (5:7)
Ym kT

Both ofthe tin escales (5.3) and (5.7) are typically exceedingly am all form acrosopic values

ofm, andT.

A swe shall show in detail in the next section, once the solutions to the to equation
have becom e localized, the corresponding density operator has the form (1.5). The local-
ization tin escale is therefore the tim escale on which the density operator approaches the
form (1.5). Since the process of decoherence of density operators is comm only associated
w ith the approach to approxin ately diagonal form , it is naturalto regard the localization

tin escale as essentially the sam e thing as the decoherence tin escale.

N ote, however, that the socalled \decoherence tin escale™ is som etin es taken to be
(5.7) L4,45,15]. W hat isclear from the above is that the rate of approach to diagonal form
depends on initial state, and that (5.7) is appropriate only for iniial statesw ith very large

(%) 2.

T he connections between the tim escales of decoherence and themn al uctuations has
certainly been noted before [43,42], but what is new here is the ocbservation that both of
these things are In tum related to the tin escale of localization In quantum state di usion.

6. RECOVERY OF THE DENSITY OPERATOR

W e now show how a density operator satisfying the m aster equation m ay be recovered
from the stationary solutions to the Ito equation.

E ach solution to the to equation is In generala functional of the noise tem  (t) over
the entire history of the solution’s evolution. Eq.(l 2) indicates that the density operator
is form ally recovered from these solutions by averaging j ih jover allpossible histories of
the noise (t), and we w rite

=M 3j ih j (6:1)
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A oom pltely explicit form of this expression m ay be found in Ref.[32] but it will not be
needed here.

W hen the solutions j i are the stationary solutions, (3.17), they depend on the noise
(t) only through their centres, hxi, hpi, which obey the Langevin equations 2.9), (2.10).

W em ay therefore rew rite (6.1) as
Z

=M dedg @ P) @ X) Jpgih pgl (62)

where we have again introduced the notation x = hxi, p = hpi, and j pgqi denotes the
stationary solution (3.17) with centres p and g. The (t) dependence is now contained

entirely in p and x, and Eq.(62) m ay be trivially rew ritten,
Z

= dpdqg f ©E;git) J pgih pql (6:3)
w here

fjs =M @ p @ x) (6:4)

The weight f (p;g;t) is non-negative and satis es
Z

dpdg £ ;i) = 1 (6:5)

It is In fact the solution to the FokkerP lanck equation corresponding to the Langevin
equations. T his FokkerP lanck equation is readily derived as follow s. F irst note that

f+df=M e p dpo) @ x dx) (6:6)

Now expanding the delta functions to second order, we have

f+df=M (@ p @ x d& @ pQ x d ‘e p @G x)

1

+5dx2 e p Y@ x+dodx %0 p) %@ x)

1

+>a % p) @ ® ©:7)

W em ay now use the Langevin equations for x and p, and also pull the derivatives outside
themean, M , for exam ple,

M dx @ p % x) =M



W e thus obtain the FokkerP lanck equation,

f f f f
@_ = B@_ + Vo(q)@_ + 2hab@_
Qt m Qg @p @p
Q%f @%f @%f
+ 3 EL)f—=+ J &;L)F—= + 2R ;L ip))—— 6:9
s >f@p2 j & >f@q2 e (L) LiP)g oo (6:9)

T he coe cients of the second derivative temm s are

h%a?
j @;L)f=a’R§+ " ; hab 2+ ; (6:10)
h?1?
J (X;L)j2= bzR%+ a? i hab }2<+ e 6:11)
2Re ( (L) @L;p))= 2a°Rg 5+ 2" 5 ZhakRg (6:12)

W e have 2hab= 2 , and for high tem perature, the dom inant term of the three second
derivative temm s is the rst one, which has coe cient,

J ;L)%  2m kT (6:13)

T he resulting FokkerP lanck equation is welkknown [46]. A 1l solutions (for potentials for
which e V¥T  is nom alizablk) tend tow ards the stationary solution,
¥ V@

fE;q) =N ex 6:14
;) P om KT T ( )

lkee b, where N isa nom alization factor. For sin plicity consider now the ham onic

oscillator case V () = im 1242, Then the Integrals over p and g m ay be done explicitly,
2

w ith the resul,

. |2
j—f(x )2 m!“( + )

2 2 .
KT =+ v7) (6:15)

x;y) = exp

up to a nom alization factor, where

m!?
= +  + (6:16)
2kT

For large tem perature, this is readily shown to be a themm alstate [47]. Sin ilar results are
expected to hold for the case of m ore general potentials.

To summ arize, an iniialdensity operator approaches the form (6.3) on the localization
tim escale, ie., typically very quickly. On much longer tin escales, it w ill then relax to an
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equilbrium density operator, when one exists for the system (it does not for the fiee
particle, or exam ple).

N ote that although the above derivation ofthe asym ptotic form (6.3) strictly concemed
pure initial states, it is readily extended to m ixed initial states by w rting the initial state
in a diagonalbasis, "
0= ¢ hinj 6:17)

n

and then applying the above to each initial state hrilnj. O ne thus nds that the density
operator tends to the form (6.3), wih f (;g;t) of the fom

X
fEigit) = ¢ fn Eigit) (6:18)

n

where f, (p;g;t) is the solution to the FokkerP lanck equation corresponding to the initial
state him3j.

A sa nalcomm ent, note that any density operator m ay be w ritten in the form (6.3),
for som e function f (;q) { this is a property of the coherent states [36]. W hat is special
about the particular function f (p;qg;t) derived here is that it is non-negative, and that it
obeys the FokkerP lanck equation (6.9). It m ay therefore reasonably be interpreted as a
phase space probability distrdbution. (See Ref.(48] for related work on this point.)

7.CONNECTION W ITH THE
DECOHERENT HISTORIESAPPROACH

A s shown in Ref.[32], there is a close connection between the quantum state di usion
approach to open system s and the decoherent histories approach. In this section, we use
the resuls of the previous sections to exem plify and am plify this connection.

T he prim ary m athem aticalaim of the decoherent histories approach is to assign prob—
abilities to the possible histordes of a closed system [4,29,30,31,49]. The approach is,
how ever, applicable to open system s since they m ay be regarded as subsystem s of a Jarge
closed system . A quantum -m echanical history is de ned by an initial state ¢ at time
t= tp together w ith a string of projction operators P | JPacting at tines tg :::ty,
characterizing the possible altematives of the system at those tin es. T he pro gctions are
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exhaustive, P = 1, and exclusive, P P = P . Due to interference, m ost sets of
histordes for a closed system cannot be assigned probabilities. T he interference between
pairs of histordes In a set ism easured by the socalled decoherence functional,

D(; 9=Tr P ()  JHu) Pom)  oBm:) (7:1)

whereP | (k) = e ElHn‘P eﬁlHn‘,H isthe H am iltonian ofthe closed system and denotes
the string 1 n- W hen
D(;. % o (72)

forallpairs 6 _O, Inteference m ay be neglected, and the set of histordes is then said to
be decoherent. O ne m ay then assign the probability p( ) = D (_; ) to the history, which
m ay be shown to obey the sum rules of probability theory.

For a given Ham iltonian and initial state, one’s nitial aim is to nd those histories
for which the decoherence condition is satis ed. In general, it is satis ed only by histo-
ries which are coarsegrained, which loosely speaking, m eans that the proctions at each
m om ent of tim e give a less than com plete description of the system . For open system s, a
natural coarsegraining is to focus only on the properties of the distinguished system itself,
whilst ignoring the environm ent. This involves using profctions of the form , P IE
at each moment oftine, where P is a profction onto the distinguished subsystem and
I denotes the identity on the environm ent. A ssum ing that the initial density operator
factorizes, the trace over the environm ent m ay be carried out explicitly in the decoherence
functional (7.1), and, in the regin e In which a M arkovian approxin ation holds, it then has
the form

D(; Y=TrP K& P,, B KJ[oPol ®P, (7:3)
where the trace is now over the distinguished subsystem only. The quantiy K E:”
the reduced density operator propagator associated w ith the m aster equation (1.1), =
K §l ol

is

T he results of the previous sections have provided us w ith som e infom ation about the
density operator propagator, and we can use this infom ation to establish som e properties
of the decoherence functional (7 .3).

W e have seen that any density operator w ill tend, on a typically very short tin escale,
to the fom (6.3), In which it is approxim ately diagonal in a set of phase space localized
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states. Once in that om , under further evolution its form will be pressrved and the
only change w illbe that the function f (p;qg;t) w ill evolve according to the FokkerP lJanck
equation (6.9).

T ake the profction operators in the decoherence finctional to be phase space pro e
tors, of the form 7
P = dadq j pgih pgJ (7:4)

where j pql are the generalized coherent states (3.17), and are eigenstates of the operator
(4.1). These quantities are not exact pro fction operators, but w ill be approxin ate pro—
“ectors if the phase space region is su ciently large, and if its boundary is su ciently
sn ooth [30]. They have the property that P j pqgi  J pql if p;iq lie iIn the phase space
cell ,and P Jpgl 0 otherwise. Again this approxin ation should be valid if is
su ciently large com pared to the phase space area occupied by the generalized coherent
states which isoforderh).

C onsider the tim e evolution from tj to ty In the deccherence functional. C learly ifthis
tin e Interval is greater than the localization tin e it ollow s from the resuls of Section 6
that the density operator w ill evolve into the fom

Z
=

Kglol= dpdqf @igits)J paih pod (7:5)

Because it is approxim ately diagonal in the coherent states, it is easy to see that

t
P KglPo O (7:6)
if 1 6 8. Keeping only the diagonaltems, 1 = (1)' and evolving to tine ty, the

(unnom alized) density operator P tht;[ P | should again evolve into approxin ately
diagonal fom , and again we get
h i

P,KZ P, KZ[P, Po O (7:7)

if , 6 8. Continuing in thisway for the entire history, it is easy to see that we w illhave
approxin ate decoherence if the pro gctions at each m om ent of tin e are taken to be phase
Soace pro ectors. W e have not estin ated the degree of approxin ate decoherence (and this
tends to be rather involved in general), but we expect it to be good if the size of the
phase space cells ism uch larger than h, and if the tim e betw een pro fctions is longer than
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the localization tin e. W e therefore nd that localization In quantum state di usion and

decocherence of histordes in the decoherent histories approach occur in the sam e variablks.

This conclusion is In agreem ent w ith the general connection between quantum state
di usion and deccherent histories outlined in Ref.[32], but i also extends it som ewhat.
T here, it was argued that localization and decoherence tend to occur in the Lindblad op—
erators. Here, the Lindblad operator is essentially position, but we have actually obtained
the stronger conclusion that localization/deccherence occurs in the operator (4.1), and
hence, approxin ately, in both position and m om entum . N ote that the Lindblad operator
has a sm allm om entum part added, but this is not the prin ary source of m om entum lo-
calization. R ather, it is the interplay between the position part of the Lindblad operator
and the H am iltonian, as discussed earlier) .

G ven approxin ate decoherence, we now oconsider the probabilities for histories, given
by the diagonal elem ents of the decoherence functional. From Eqg.(7.5), and from the

properties of the phase space pro gctions, it follow s that
Z

t . . .
P KgloP dpiday £ E1icity) J pigih prg J (7:9)

1

Now oconsider the evolution from t; to tp. W e have, from Section 6,
Z

K Jpaqih pgd = dede fEe2ieibPiiaity) I peih pel (7:10)
where f (oo; ;P st) is the solution to the FokkerP lanck equation satisfying the
initial condition,

feixitipriait)= @ p1) @ @) (7:11)
f ;i Pprraity) is therefore the FokkerP lanck propagator, ie., the probability of

nding the particke at py;p at tine tp, given that t wasatpj;q attine ty . A ssambling
(7.9) and (710), it ©llow s that

h i Z Z
P K& P Ki[oP , P, dppde  dprda £ ipitePricit)
f(pzl;qlitl) J pllqu-h pra J (7:12)
Continuing in thisway ;br the entire hjstéory, one nds that
p(1; n)= dpn dan dp1dar £ Enichita®Pn 1% 1ith 1)
n £;@2;t21'>1;q1;t1) friqits) (7413)
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This is the desired resul. Eq.(7.13) is the probability that a particle evolving according
to the stochastic process described by the FokkerP lanck equation (6.9) will be in the

sequence of phase space cells | attinesty n-t

n

This result is In agreem ent w ith the probabilities one would assign to histories in the
quantum state di usion approach. For there, once the solutions to the Tto equation have
becom e localized, the description of the m otion on scales greater than the localization
w idth is classical B row nian m otion according to the Langevin equations (2.9), 2.10). This
is equivalent to the description in tem s of the FokkerP lanck equation (6.9). W e have
therefore exem pli ed the second part of the connection between quantum state di usion
and deocoherent historiesput forw ard in R ef.[32] { that the probabilities assigned to histories

In each approach are the sam e.

A further claim in Ref.[32] is that the degree of localization is related to the degree of
decoherence. A lthough they are clearly related, it is di cult to check this here because,
as stated above, explicit com putation of the degree of approxim ate decoherence is quite
di cul. Thispoint willbe pursued in m ore detail elsew here.

F inally, a property ofthe FokkerP lanck propagator associated w ith Eq.(6.9) isthat it
is peaked about classical evolution (W ith dissipation). It follow s that the probability for
histordes (7.13) w illbem ost strongly peaked when the phase space cells lie along a classical
path.

8.SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

Ourm ain resuls are as follow s.

W e have found stationary solutions to the Langevin-Tto equation (2.4) which are exact
for linear system s, and approxin ate for non-linear system s as long as the localization w idth
ismuch lessthan the scale on which the potential varies. T he solutions consist of localized
wave packets concentrated about a point in phase space undergoing classical B row nian

m otion.

For linear system s, every initial state tends towards one of the stationary solutions.
For non-linear system s, som e form of localization is plausble, and w ill certainly be true
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in the neighbourhood of the stationary solutions, but our investigations on this point are

inconclusive.

Localization proceeds on a tim escale which is typically very short. It is related to the
tin escale on which them aland quantum uctuationsbecom e com parable, and also to the

decoherence tin escale.

T he density operator corresoonding to the stationary solutionsm ay be reconstructed
and has the form (1.5). It is therefore diagonal on a set of phase space localized states.
For linear system s (and plausbly for m any non-linear system s also) any initial density
operator approaches this form on the localization tim e scale. O n longer tim escales, when
dissjpation is present, the density operator approaches a them al state (when it exists) in
the long-tin e lim it, as expected on general grounds. T hese resuls ful 1the ain s set out
in the Introduction, conceming the density m atrix approach to decoherence.

Our work also has som e in plications for the question of approxim ate versus exact
density m atrix diagonalization. A sdiscussed in the Introduction, it is often held in portant
in the context of decoherence studies to nd the basis in which the density m atrix is
diagonal. This can of course always be done, since the density operator is a hemm itian
operator, but the basis in which  is exactly diagonal is generally non-trivial, i.e., it does
not usually consist of the eigenstates of a sim ple operator. Furthem ore, the basis consists
of eigenstates of a di erent operator at each m om ent of tim e.

Here, we have shown that the quantum state di usion approach naturally leads to a
basis in which the density m atrix is approxim ately diagonal. T he basis states are the eigen—
states of a sin ple operator, the sam e operator at each m om ent of tin e. T here therefore
appears to be much to be gained by relaxing the condition of exact diagonality. Corre—
soonding to these exactly and approxim ately diagonalizing bases, there w illbe exactly and
approxin ately decoherent set of histories in the decoherent histories approach. In Section
7, we exhbited the approxin ately decoherent set.

T he bases of approxin ate and exact diagonality do not appear to be \close" in any
sense. For exam ple, for a G aussian density operator (in the position representation), the
exactly diagonal basis consists of Hem ite polynom ials m ultiplied by G aussians (sin ilar
to energy eigenstates of the ham onic oscillator) [B], whereas the approxin ately diagonal
one consists of phase space localized states. (See also Ref.b0] for exam ples of di erent
bases in which the density m atrix is diagonal). T his suggests that the corresponding
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exactly decoherent set of histordes is not necessarily \close" to the approxim ately diagonal
one, som ew hat contrary to the expectation som etim es expressed [Bl] (although it is not
clear whether there are other exactly decoherent sets of histories that are close to the

approxin ate one).

T he basis of states picked out by the Q SD approach appears to be \natural", n the
sense that they correspond to the tra fctories that would actually be cbserved in an individ-
ual experin ent, whereas the exactly diagonalbasis does not, in general. C orrespondingly,
the approxin ately decoherent set of histories m ay seem to be m ore \natural" than the
exactly decoherent set. T he question of whether one is any sense preferred over the other
is, however, a subtle one. It depends on the sort of predictions one w ishes to m ake, and on
the extent to which the sin pli ed situation consisting of a distinguished system ocoupled
to an environm ent is really part ofa m uch larger universe in which there m ay be adaptive

system s that can m easure di erent properties of the distinguished subsystem #].

The sum up, the m odel described in this paper illistrates the connection between the
Intuitive pictures and physical predictions provided by the quantum state di usion ap-—
proach, density m atrix approaches, and the decoherent histories approach. In our m odel,
localization in quantum state di usion, diagonalization in the density m atrix approach,
and deooherence of histordies in the decoherent histories approach all occur under the sam e
conditions and are essentially the sam e thing, for each is concemed w ith the conditions
under which \de nite properties" m ay be assigned to the system . Furthem ore, the prob—
abilities assigned to histories in the quantum state di usion approach and the decoherent
histories approach approxin ately coincide.
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