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ABSTRACT:W e analyse the quantum evolution ofa particle m oving in a potential
in interaction with an environm ent ofharm onic oscillators in a therm alstate,using the
quantum statedi�usion (QSD)pictureofG isin and Percival.TheQSD pictureexploitsa
m athem aticalconnection between the usualM arkovian m asterequation forthe evolution
ofthe density operator and a class ofstochastic non-linear Schr�odinger equations (Ito
equations) for a pure state j i,and appears to supply a good description ofindividual
system sand processes.W e�nd approxim atestationarysolutionstotheItoequation(exact,
forthecaseofquadraticpotentials).ThesolutionsareG aussians,localized around apoint
in phase space undergoing classicalBrownian m otion.W e show,forquadratic potentials,
that every initialstate approaches these stationary solutions in the long tim e lim it. W e
recover the density operator corresponding to these solutions, and thus show, for this
particularm odel,thattheQSD picturee�ectivelysuppliesaprescription forapproxim ately
diagonalizing thedensity operatorin a basisofphasespacelocalized states.W eshow that
therateoflocalizationisrelated tothedecoherencetim e,and alsotothetim escaleon which
therm aland quantum 
uctuationsbecom ecom parable.W eusetheseresultsto exem plify
thegeneralconnection between theQSD pictureand thedecoherenthistoriesapproach to
quantum m echanics,discussed previously by Di�osi,G isin,Halliwelland Percival.
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1. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Oneofthebasicprem isesofquantum theory isthatthequantum stateofa genuinely

closed and isolated system evolvesaccording to the Sch�odingerequation.Although som e

system sofinterestareapproxim atelyclosed and isolated,m ostofthesystem sweencounter

arenot,asa resultofeitherpurposefulintervention by m easuring devices,orunavoidable

interaction with the im m ediate environm ent. Such system sare said to be open,and are

often studied in quantum optics[1],quantum m easurem enttheory [2,3],and in connection

with decoherence and em ergentclassicality [4,5,6].

An open quantum system is in essence a distinguished subsystem ofa large,closed

and isolated system in which there isa naturaldivision into subsystem and environm ent.

Although such divisions ofthe world cannot be explicitly identi�ed in general,they do

exist in a wide variety ofsituations ofboth experim entaland theoreticalinterest. For

exam ple,in quantum optics,thedistinguished subsystem isan atom orsm allcollection of

atom s,and the environm ent is the electrom agnetic �elds in interaction with it. W e will

in this paper be prim arily concerned with that paradigm ofopen quantum system s,the

quantum Brownian m otion m odel,which consistsofa large particle coupled to a bath of

harm onic oscillatorsin a therm alstate[7,8].

Ifthestateofthetotalquantum system isdescribed by a density operator�totalthen

thestate� ofthesubsystem isobtained by tracing itovertheenvironm ent.An evolution

equation for � (a m aster equation) m ay then be derived. This is in principle obtained

quitesim ply by tracing theunitary evolution equation for�totalovertheenvironm ent.In

practice,thisishard to carry outwith any degree ofgenerality,and hasbeen carried out

in detailonly in speci�cexam ples(seeRef.[9]forexam ple).Asan alternative,onecan ask

forthe m ostgeneralevolution equation for � thatpreserves density operatorproperties:

herm iticity,unittrace,and positivity.Theseconditionsalonedo notallow oneto say very

m uch abouttheform oftheequation,butifonem akestheadditionalassum ption thatthe

evolution isM arkovian,then the m asterequation m usttaketheLindblad form [10],

d�

dt
= �

i

�h
[H ;�]�

1

2

nX

j= 1

�

fL
y
j
Lj;�g� 2Lj�L

y
j

�

(1:1)

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

tim esm odi�ed by term sdepending on theLj)and then operatorsLj m odelthee�ectsof
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the environm ent.Forexam ple,in the quantum Brownian m otion m odel,there isa single

non-herm itian L which isa linearcom bination ofposition and m om entum operators.The

M arkovian assum ption isnotalwaysvalid,butisknown to be a good approxim ation for

a wide variety ofinteresting physicalsituations,e.g.,for the quantum Brownian m otion

m odelin a high tem perature environm ent.

Density operatorsevolving according to a m asterequation (notalwaysofprecisely the

aboveform )havebeen thesubjectofa num berofstudiesconcerned with decoherenceand

the em ergence ofclassicalbehaviour [6,9,11,12,13,14,15,16]. In particular m odels,it has

been shown thatthe density operatorcan becom e approxim ately diagonalin som e basis

(som etim esm orethan one),indicating thatinterferencebetween thestatesin thatbasisis

destroyed.Thissuggeststhatonehassom erightto regard thedynam icalvariablescorre-

sponding to the diagonalizing basisas\de�nite". One m ay then ask forthe probabilities

ofsuccessive values ofthese variables,and whether those probabilitiesare peaked about

approxim ately classicalevolution.

Thisapproach to em ergentclassicality hasconsiderable intuitive appeal,butthere at

leasttwo waysin which itcould be m adem ore precise.

First ofall,the notion ofdiagonality ofthe density operator is too vague. In the

quantum Brownian m otion m odel,forexam ple,oneexpectsboth position and m om entum

to becom e reasonably de�nite. The argum ent as to how this com es about often goes

as follows [13]: The coupling to the environm ent is typically through position,and the

density operator tends to becom e approxim ately diagonalin position very quickly. On

longer tim escales,the Ham iltonian part ofthe evolution begins to contribute,and the

basis ofdiagonalization is rotated in phase space. As a result ofthis interplay between

theHam iltonian and theinteraction with theenvironm ent,thedensity operatortherefore

becom esapproxim ately diagonalin a basisofstatesthatarelocalized in phasespace,such

as coherent states. It is,however,di�cult to see this precisely and with any degree of

generality.W hatisrequired isan explicitway ofexhibiting thediagonality in phasespace

localized states.

Second,the way in which one attem pts to see the em ergence ofclassicalbehaviour

forthevariableswhich havebecom ede�nite isto considertheevolution ofstatesinitially

localized in phasespace.Such stateswilltend tofollow approxim atelyclassicaltrajectories

in phasespace,with spreading dueto quantum and environm entally-induced 
uctuations.
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The em ergence ofapproxim ately classicaltrajectoriesis,however,m uch harderto see for

arbitraryinitialstates,e.g.,forsuperpositionsofphasespacelocalized states.Theproblem ,

in essence,isthatthedensity operatordoesnotin generalcorrespond to thebehaviourof

an individualtrajectory,butto an ensem ble.Thedensity operatorforan arbitrary initial

state willbe very spread outin phase space,and itisnotatallclearthatitcorresponds

to the intuitive expectation ofa statisticalm ixture ofclassicaltrajectories. Clearly what

would be very usefulin this context is an alternative description ofopen system s that

could givea clearerphysicalpictureofthebehaviourofan individualsystem ,ratherthan

ensem bles.

A recently developed picture ofopen system sthatm ay be the required precision tool

isthequantum statedi�usion picture,introduced by G isin and Percival[17,18,19].In this

picture,the density operator� satisfying (1.1)isregarded asa m ean overa distribution

ofpure statedensity operators,

� = M j ih j (1:2)

whereM denotesthem ean (de�ned below),with thepurestatesevolving according to the

non-linearstochasticLangevin-Ito equation,

jd i= �
i

�h
H j idt+

1

2

X

j

�

2hL
y
j
iLj� L

y
j
Lj� hL

y
j
ihLji

�

j idt

+
X

j

�

Lj� hLji
�

j id�j(t) (1:3)

for the norm alized state vector j i. Here,the d�j are independent com plex di�erential

random variables representing a com plex W iener process. Their linear and quadratic

m eansare,

M [d�jd�
�
k]= �jk dt; M [d�jd�k]= 0; M [d�j]= 0 (1:4)

The m asterequation (1.1)isinvariantunderunitary transform ationsofthe Lindblad

operator,Lj !
P

kUjkLk,whereUjk arethecom ponentsofaunitarym atrix[17].Physics

therefore correspondsto the equivalence classofm asterequationsequivalentunderthese

transform ations.Correspondingly,the Ito equation (1.3)isinvariantunderthe sam e uni-

tary transform ations on the Lj’s,supplem ented by sim ilar transform ations on the noise

term s,and thusthere isan equivalenceclassofIto equationsalso.

The precise m athem aticalrelation between (1.3) and (1.1) is that the class of Ito

equations(1.3)isequivalentto theclassofm asterequations(1.1).Indeed,thisconnection
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suppliesan alternativealgorithm fornum ericalsolution [19].However,thestrength ofthis

picture is that solutions to (1.3)supply an intuitively appealing picture ofthe expected

behaviorofindividualsystem s,and havebeen seen tocorrespond very closely toindividual

runsofactuallaboratory experim entsin quantum optics[20].

The connection between (1.1) and (1.3) is closely analagous to the connection be-

tween the Fokker-Planck equation and the Langevin equation in the classicaldescription

ofBrownian m otion.There,onehastwo com pletely equivalentm athem aticaldescriptions

with very di�erentpictures.TheFokker-Planck equation describesan ensem bleofsystem s

evolving determ inistically,whilst the Langevin equation describes an individualsystem

evolving stochastically.

Thequantum statedi�usion picturehasm uch in com m on m athem atically with a vari-

ety ofrecentattem ptsto m odify quantum m echanicsata fundam entallevel[21,22,23,24].

In such attem pts,equationsoftheform (1.3),orsim ilar,areproposed.Thedi�erencebe-

tween QSD and such alternativeform ulations,isthatQSD isregarded asaphenom enologi-

calpicture,appropriateonly undercertain conditions,whereasthealternativeform ulation

are taken to be fundam ental. Eq.(1.1)and (1.3) also arise in descriptions ofcontinuous

m easurem entin standard quantum m echanics[25,26]. Thispaperisprim arily concerned

with them athem aticalpropertiesofEq.(1.3),hencetheresultswillbeapplicableto allof

these situations.

Solutionsto theIto equation often havethefeaturethatthey settledown to solutions

ofrather sim ple behaviour after a period oftim e. This generalpattern ofbehaviour is

indicated by num ericalsolutions[19],along with a num beroflocalization theorem s,which

show that,unlike evolution according to the m aster equation,the dispersion ofcertain

operators decreases as tim e evolves [18,27]. That is,certain types ofvariables becom e

m ore\de�nite" astim eevolves.

A particularly usefulexam pleforourpurposeswasgiven by Di�osi[28],who considered

the Ito equation (1.3) with L = ax and H = p2=2m . (This is the quantum Brownian

m otion m odelfor the free particle neglecting dissipation). He showed that there exist

stationary solutionsj	 pqitotheItoequation thatconsistofG aussian wavepacketstightly

concentrated abouta pointin phase space evolving according to the stochastic equations

ofclassicalBrownian m otion.Thisisa particularly appealing result.Thesolutionsto the

Ito equation correspond very closely to m acroscopicobservationsofan individualparticle

5



interacting with an environm ent.

G iven a set oflocalized phase space solutions j	 pqi,such as the Di�osisolution,the

density operatorm ay be reconstructed via (1.2). This,itm ay be shown,m ay be written

explicitly as

� =

Z

dpdq f(p;q;t)j	 pqih	 pqj (1:5)

where f(p;q;t)isa non-negative,norm alized solution to the Fokker-Planck equation cor-

responding to theLangevin equation describing the Brownian m otion ofthecentre ofthe

stationary solutions.

Thecrucialpoint,now,isthattherepresentation (1.5)ofthedensity operatorprovides

thedesired im provem entsofthedensity operatorprogram m edescribed above.Firstly,the

stationarystatesj	 pqiareapproxim atelyorthogonal(forsu�cientlydistinctvaluesoftheir

centres,p;q).Eq.(1.5)therefore showsexplicitly how the density operatorm ay achieve a

form in which itisapproxim atelydiagonalin asetofphasespacelocalized states.Secondly,

each diagonalelem entcorrespondsto an individualclassicaltrajectory (with noise).This

m eans that the density operator m ight reasonably be interpreted as corresponding to a

statisticalm ixtureofclassicaltrajectories.

The object ofthis paper is dem onstrate the above statem ents in detail,for system s

m oregeneralthan thecaseconsidered by Di�osi.W ewillconsideran open system consisting

ofa particlem oving in a potentialV (x),coupled to an environm entdescribed by Lindblad

operators in (1.1)which are a linear com bination ofposition and m om entum operators.

The detailed description ofthem odelisgiven in Section II.

W eshallshow,in Section III,thattheIto equation (1.3)hasstationary solutionscon-

sisting ofG aussian wavepacketsconcentrated aboutpointsin phase space which undergo

classicalBrownian m otion. These solutions are exact for quadratic V (x). The solutions

forgeneralpotentialsV (x)areapproxim ate,and arevalid aslongasthelocalization width

ism uch sm allerthan the length scale on which the potentialvaries.

W e shallthen show,in Section IV,that every initialstate tends towards one ofthe

stationary solutions,forlinearsystem s.In Section V,weconsidertherateoflocalization,

and show that it is related to the decoherence tim e,and also to the tim escale on which

therm aland quantum 
uctuationsbecom e com parable.

In Section VI,weconstructthedensity operatoroftheform (1.5)explicitly,and discuss

itsproperties.
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Arguably them ostcom prehensive and fundam entalapproach to theproblem ofem er-

gent classicality in quantum theory is the decoherent histories approach [4,29,30,31]. In

fact,in Ref.[32],itwasargued thatthereisa closeconnection between thequantum state

di�usion picture and the decoherenthistoriesapproach.In Section VII,we use the above

resultsto elaborateon thisconnection.

W e sum m arize and conclude in Section VIII.

2. T H E M O D EL

In this paper,we are concerned with system s described by a m aster equation ofthe

form (1.1)with a single non-herm itian Lindblad operatorlinearin x̂ and p̂

L = ax̂ + ibp̂ (2:1)

where a and b are realconstants. The unitary transform ations under which the m aster

equation isinvariantreduceto a sim plephaseinvariance,L! ei�L.W hatfollowstherefore

appliesalso to L’softhe form (2.1)m ultiplied by a phase.Thisform ofL issu�cientto

describe the quantum Brownian m otion m odel(see below),butalso includesthe casesin

which L istaken to be a creation orannihilation operator.

The operatorH in (1.1)istaken to be

H =
p̂2

2m
+ V (̂x)+ cfx̂;p̂g = H 0+ cfx̂;p̂g (2:2)

where cisa realconstant.The m asterequation m ay then be written,

_� = �
i

�h
[H 0+ (c�

1

2
�hab)fx̂;p̂g;�]� iab[̂x;f�;p̂g]�

1

2
a
2[̂x;[̂x;�]]�

1

2
b
2[̂p;[̂p;�]] (2:3a)

oralternatively,

_� = �
i

�h
[H 0+ (c+

1

2
�hab)fx̂;p̂g;�]+ iab[̂p;f�;̂xg]�

1

2
a
2[̂x;[̂x;�]]�

1

2
b
2[̂p;[̂p;�]] (2:3b)

Hereafter, we take c = 1
2ab�h. This ensures that the Ehrenfest type result, Tr(̂p�) =

d
dt
Tr(̂x�),holds.
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The corresponding Ito equation is

jd i= �
i

�h

�

H 0+
1

2
�habfx̂;p̂g

�

j idt

�
1

2

�

a
2(̂x � hxi)2+ b

2(̂p� hpi)2+ 2iab(̂x � hxîp)� �hab

�

j idt

+ (a(̂x � hxi)+ ib(̂p� hpi))j id� (2:4)

W e areparticularly interested in the quantum Brownian m otion m odel,forwhich the

Lindblad operatorisasabove,butwith

a = (2D )�
1

2; b= (2D )
1

2




�h
; c=

1

2

 (2:5)

Here,D = �h2=(8m 
kT),where 
 isthe dissipation ofthe environm entand T isitstem -

perature.Them asterequation in thisparticularcase m ay then bewritten,

_� = �
i

�h
[H 0;�]�

i

�h

[̂x;f�;p̂g]�

2M 
kT

�h2
[̂x;[̂x;�]]�




8M kT
[̂p;[̂p;�]] (2:6)

This does not,in fact,com pletely agree with the m aster equation given in a num ber of

previouspaperson quantum Brownian m otion.In particular,them asterequation given by

Caldeira and Leggett[7]doesnotinvolve the term [̂p;[̂p;�]].Thisdi�erence isdue to the

facttheabovem asterequation,by design,respectsthepositivity ofthedensity operator,

whilsttheCaldeira-Leggettequation isknown to violateiton shorttim escales[33].This

di�erence is not im portant,since we expect the M arkovian approxim ation to hold only

forhigh tem peratures,and in thiscase the extra term isnegligible since itscoe�cientis

proportionaltoT�1 .(SeeRef.[34]forfurtherdiscussion,and alsoRef.[9]forthederivation

ofexactm asterequations).

Som einform ation on thebehaviourofthesolutionstotheItoequation m aybeobtained

by com puting thetim eevolution ofthem om entsofx̂ and p̂,and thiswillbeusefulin the

following sections. Forany operatorG ,the tim e evolution ofitsexpectation value in the

statej iisgiven by

dhG i= h jG jd i+ hd jG j i+ hd jG jd i

=
i

�h
h[H ;G ]idt�

1

2
hL
y[L;G ]+ [G ;Ly]Lidt

+ �(Gy;L)d� + �(L;G )d�� (2:7)
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Here,following Percival[27],wehave introduced the notation

�(B ;C )= h(By� hB i
�
)(C � hC i)i= hB

y
C i� hB i

�
hC i (2:8)

forthe correlation between two operatorsB ;C in the statej i.

Setting G equalto p̂ and x̂ in thisequation we obtain theLangevin equations

dhxi=
hpi

m
dt+ �(x;L)d� + �(L;x)d�� (2:9)

dhpi= �hV
0(̂x)idt� 2�habhpidt+ �(p;L)d� + �(L;p)d�� (2:10)

W ith thechoiceofparam eters(2.5),and forquadraticpotentials,theseequationsdescribe

classicalBrownian m otion. For m ore generalpotentials,this is true only ifthe state is

su�ciently well-localized in x for the approxim ation hV 0(̂x)i � V 0(ĥxi) to be valid (see

below).

It is also ofinterest to com pute the m ean oftim e evolution ofhigher m om ents of x̂

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

M
d(�x)2

dt
=
2R

m
+ 2�hab(�x)2+ 2b2

 

�h2

4
� R

2

!

� 2a2(�x)4 (2:11)

M
d(�p)2

dt
= �2

�
1

2
ĥpV

0(̂x)+ V
0(̂x)̂pi� hpihV

0(̂x)i

�

� 2�hab(�p)2+ 2a2

 

�h2

4
� R

2

!

� 2b2(�p)4 (2:12)

M
dR

dt
= �

�

ĥxV
0(̂x)i� hxihV

0(̂x)i
�

+
(�p)2

m

� 2a2R(�x)2� 2b2R(�p)2 (2:13)

Here,R isthe sym m etrized correlation between p̂ and x̂,

R =
1

2
(�(x;p)+ �(p;x))= �(p;x)+

i�h

2
= �(x;p)�

i�h

2
(2:14)

Also,(�x)4 denotesh(x � hxi)2i
2
,and sim ilary for(�p)4.

To handle generalpotentialsistoo di�cultexceptin specialcases,so approxim ations

arerequired.UnderSchr�odingerevolution in ordinary quantum m echanicsin a widevari-

ety ofpotentials,there existapproxim ate solutionsconsisting oflocalized G aussian wave
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packets concentrated about a classicalpath [35]. These solutions are possible because a

su�ciently localized packetwillonly\notice" thequadraticapproxim ation to thepotential

in theneighbourhood ofthewavepacket’scentre.Thesolution breaksdown aftera period

oftim e,however,asa resultofspreading ofthewavepacket.

Sim ilartypesofsolution to the Ito equation (2.4)are possible,aswe shallsee in the

nextsection.Thesehavetheadvantagethatwavepacketstend tolocalizewith tim e,rather

than spread. W e m ay therefore justi�ably approxim ate the potential-dependentterm sin

(2.12)and (2.13)by theirexpansionsaboutthe m ean valuesofx and p.

To see thism oreexplicitly,and to assisttheestim ation ofthevalidity ofthe approxi-

m ation,introduce the notation,�x = hxi,�p = hpi,and then writethe potentialas,

V (x)= V (�x)+ (x � �x)V 0(�x)+
1

2
(x � �x)2V 00(�x)+ W (x;�x) (2:15)

where

W (x;�x)=
1

6
(x � �x)3V 000(�x)+

1

24
(x � �x)4V (4)+ � � � (2:16)

Then the potential-dependentterm sin (2.10),(2.12)and (2.13)becom e,

hV
0(̂x)i= V

0(�x)+ hW
0(̂x)i (2:17)

ĥxV
0(̂x)i� hxihV

0(̂x)i= (�x)2V 00(�x)+ h(x � �x)W 0(̂x)i (2:18)

and

1

2
ĥpV

0(̂x)+ V
0(̂x)̂pi� ĥpihV

0(̂x)i= RV
00(�x)+

1

2
ĥpW

0(̂x)+ W
0(̂x)̂pi� ĥpihW

0(̂x)i (2:19)

The quadratic appproxim ation to the potentialwilltherefore be valid when the term s

involving W m ay beneglected in theaboveexpressions.Thiswillgenerally depend on the

particularstate.

Takingthe�rstfew term sin theTaylorexpansion ofW ,Eq.(2.17)forexam ple,im plies

thatthehigherorderterm sm ay be neglected if

�
�
�V

0(�x)

�
�
� >>

1

2
(�x)2

�
�
�V

000(�x)

�
�
� (2:20)

Thisisclearly thecondition thatthewidth ofthestateism uch lessthan thelength scale

on which the potentialvaries,asone would intuitively expect.The higherorderterm sin

(2.18)and (2.19)also m ay be neglected ifessentially the sam etype ofcondition holds.
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3. STAT IO N A RY SO LU T IO N S T O

T H E LA N G EV IN -IT O EQ U AT IO N

W e now show how to �nd stationary solutionsto the Langevin-Ito equation,(2.4).It

m ay bewritten

jd i= ûj idt+ v̂j id� (3:1)

where

û = �
i

�h
H +

1

2
�hab+ iab(hxîp� hpîx)

�
1

2
a
2(̂x � hxi)2 �

1

2
b
2(̂p� hpi)2 (3:2)

v̂ = L � hLi (3:3)

Itisthen convenientto rewrite theIto equation in the exponentialform

j i+ jd i= exp(̂udt+ v̂d�)j i (3:4)

The Diosistationary solution hasthe feature thatunder tim e evolution,itsshape is

preserved and theonly thingsthatchangeare ĥpiand ĥxi(and possibly a phase)[28].Our

approach to the search forstationary solutionsto ourm ore generalequation isto require

thatthesolution havethisproperty.W ethereforelook forsolutionsto (3.1)satisfying the

condition,

j i+ jd i= exp

�
i

�h
x̂dhpi�

i

�h
p̂dhxi+

i

�h
d�

�

j i (3:5)

Thisisthestatem entthatthestateattim et+ dtdi�ersfrom thestateattim etby nothing

m orethan a phase,and a shiftofhpiand hxialong theclassicalBrownian path described

by (2.9),(2.10).Clearly (3.5)willbe satis�ed forany statesofthe form

j i= exp

�
i

�h
x̂hpi�

i

�h
p̂hxi

�

j�i (3:6)

where j�iisan arbitrary �ducialstate.These aregeneralized coherentstates[36].

W e willsolve(3.4)and (3.5)by �rstcom bining them to yield

exp(̂udt+ v̂d�)j i= exp

�
i

�h
x̂dhpi�

i

�h
p̂dhxi+

i

�h
d�

�

j i (3:7)
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and latercon�rm thatthe 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 theexponentialsusing the Baker-Cam pbell-Hausdor� form ula,oneobtains,

exp

�

�
i

�h
x̂dhpi+

i

�h
p̂dhxi�

i

�h
d� + ûdt+ v̂d�

�
i

2�h
[̂x;̂v]dhpid� +

i

2�h
[̂p;̂v]dhxid�

�

j i= j i (3:8)

Inserting theexplicitexpressionsfordhpi,dhxi,û and v̂,and writing d� = �0dt+ �1d� +

��1d�
� (where �0 isreal),thisequation becom es

exp

�

Â dt+ B̂ d� + Ĉ d��
�

j i= j i (3:9)

where

Â = û +
i

�h

�

hV
0(̂x)i+ 2�habhpi

�

x̂ +
i

�h

hpi

m
p̂+

1

2
�(L;L)�

i

�h
�0 (3:10)

B̂ =
i

�h
(��(p;L)̂x + �(x;L)̂p� �1)+ L � hLi (3:11)

Ĉ =
i

�h
(��(L;p)̂x + �(L;x)̂p� �

�
1) (3:12)

Expandingtheexponentialin (3.9),itfollowsthatthestatem ustobey thethreeequations,

Âj i= 0 (3:13)

B̂ j i= 0 (3:14)

Ĉ j i= 0 (3:15)

Eqs.(3.14)and (3.15)willbe satis�ed if

�1 = �(x;L)hpi� �(p;L)hxi (3:16)

and ifthe wavefunction is

hxj i= N exp

�

��(x � hxi)2 +
i

�h
hpix

�

(3:17)

forsom e constant�,to be determ ined.The solution satis�es,

hxj i+ hxjd i= N exp

�

��(x � hxi� dhxi)2 +
i

�h
(hpi+ dhpi)x

�

(3:18)
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Thisisclearly a generalized coherentstate,and thussatis�esEq.(3.5).

An equation for � m ay be obtained by inserting (3.17) in (3.13). One obtains the

purely algebraicequation

4

�

b
2 +

i

m �h

�

�h2�2 + 4�hab� �

�

a
2 +

i

�h
V
00(hxi)

�

= 0 (3:19)

wherewehaveneglected term shigherthan quadraticin thepotential,asdescribed in the

previoussection.

Itisofcourse possible to write down the explicitsolution for�,butitwillgenerally

be m oreusefulin whatfollowsto proceed di�erently.W e havethe uncertainty relation,

(�x)2(�p)2� R
2
�
�h2

4
(3:20)

with equality ifand only ifthestateisoftheform (3.17)[37].Letusdenotethevaluesof

the variancesand correlation ofthe stationary state(3.17)by �2x,�
2
p and R 0.Then

�
2
x�

2
p � R

2
0 =

�h2

4
(3:21)

and

� =
(1� 2iR 0=�h)

4�2x
(3:22)

Since,from (3.19),� isa constant(to theextentthattheapproxim ation (2.20)holds)the

stationary valuesofthe variancesand correlation m ustbe those forwhich the right-hand

sidesof(2.11){(2.13)vanish.Thatis,

R 0

m
+ �hab�2x + b

2

 

�h2

4
� R

2
0

!

� a
2
�
4
x = 0 (3:23)

�V
00(�x)R 0� �hab�2p + a

2

 

�h2

4
� R

2
0

!

� b
2
�
4
p = 0 (3:24)

��
2
xV

00(�x)+
�2p

m
� 2a2R 0�

2
x � 2b2R 0�

2
p = 0 (3:25)

These willbethe m ostusefulequationsto work with in the following section.

To seethecom pletesolution in a particularcase,letV (x)= 0 and b= 0.Thesolution

for� isthen,

� = (1� i)

�
m a2

8�h

� 1

2

(3:26)
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wherewehavechosen thesquarerootso thatRe� > 0,fornorm alizability ofthestate.It

followsthat

�
2
x =

�
�h

2m a2

� 1

2

; �
2
p =

 

�h2m a2

2

! 1

2

; R 0 =
�h

2
: (3:27)

Thisa closeto m inim aluncertainty state,since itsatis�es,

�p�x =
�h
p
2

(3:28)

The solution (3.26){(3.28)is very sim ilarto the solution obtained by Di�osi[28],but

di�ersby som e sim plenum ericalfactors,e.g.,he obtained

(�2x)diosi=

�
�h

4m a2

� 1

2

; (3:29)

Thisdi�erenceisdueto thefactthatDi�osiused an Ito equation with a singlerealW iener

process,whereasthe W ienerprocessused here iscom plex.

The Di�osisolution isalso discussed in Ref.[38].Som e stationary solutionsto (1.3)for

theharm onicoscillatorhavealsobeen found forby Salam aand G isin [39],buttheirchoice

ofLindblad operatorsdi�ersfrom thatused here.

Approxim atestationary solutionsto the Ito equation (2.4),forgeneralpotentials,are

currently being studied by Brun etal.[40].

4. A LO C A LIZAT IO N T H EO R EM

W enow show thatallsolutionstotheItoequation tend towardsthestationarysolution

in the long-tim elim it.The dem onstration appliesprim arily to the case oflinearsystem s,

butwewillwork with a generalpotentialin whatfollows,saving untiltheend theissueof

the extentto which thatcase isproperly covered here.

W ehaveshown thatthereisatwo-param eterfam ilyofstationarysolutions,param etrized

by theircentreshxi,hpi.To prove thatallsolutionstend to a stationary solution,wewill

exploitthe factthatthe stationary solutionsare uniquely characterized by the statem ent

thatthey arethe eigenfunctionsofthe operator

A = p̂� 2i�h�x̂ (4:1)
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where� isthesolution toEq.(3.19).Thism eansthatthestationary solutionsareuniquely

de�ned by the statem ent that(�A) 2 = 0. W e shallprove the desired resultby showing

that(�A)2 tendsto zero,in the m ean.

A num berof\localization theorem s",showing thatthedispersion ofcertain operators

decreaseswith tim e,in them ean,havebeen proved by G isin and Percival[18]and by Per-

cival[27].Noneoftheseresultsisapplicableto thepresentcasebecausetheirassum ptions

aretoo restrictive.They assum e,forexam ple,thattheHam iltonian iszero (ornegligible),

orthattheLindblad operatorscom m utewith theHam iltonian.In brief,they assum ethat

the Ham iltonian playsno signi�cantrole.An im portantfeature ofthe case considered in

thispaperisthatthestationary solutionsarepossibleasa resultofa balancebetween the

wavepacketspreading induced by theHam iltonian and thelocalizinge�ectoftheLindblad

operators,and hencetheroleoftheHam iltonian cannotbeignored.An argum entforthe

localstability ofthe stationary solution in the free particle case with b= 0 wasgiven by

Di�osi[28],butthisprovesnothing aboutarbitrary initialstates.

Returning to the caseathand,we have

(�A)2 = �(A;A)

= (�p)2 + 4�h2j�j2(�x)2� 2i�h(� + �
�)R � �h2(� + �

�) (4:2)

The rate of change of (�A)2 in the m ean, M d(�A)2, is then easily com puted from

Eqs.(2.11){(2.13).Itisconvenientto write

(�x)2 = �
2
x(1+ X ) (4:3)

(�p)2 = �
2
p(1+ Y ) (4:4)

R = R 0(1+ Z) (4:5)

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

M
d(�A)2

dt
= c1X + c2Y + c3Z

� 2a2

 

R
2
0 +

�h2

4

!

X
2
� 2b2�4p Y

2
� 2R 20

 

a
2+ b

2
�2p

�2x

!

Z
2

+ 4a2R 20 X Z + 4b2
�2p

�2x
R
2
0 Y Z (4:6)
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where

c1 = ��h2a2+ 2�hab�2p + 2R 0V
00(�x) (4:7)

c2 = �2�hab�2p �
2R 0

m

�2p

�2x
� �h2b2

�2p

�2x
(4:8)

c3 =
2R 0

m

�2p

�2x
� 2R 0V

00(�x) (4:9)

and wehave used (3.21)to sim plify som e ofthese expressions.

The coe�cientc 1,c2,c3 have a num berofusefulproperties.First,from Eq.(3.24),it

iseasily seen that

c1 = �
�h2a2

2
� 2a2R 20 � 2b2�4p (4:10)

and thusc1 < 0.Second,using Eq.(3.23),

c2 = �2
�2p

�2x

 

a
2
�
4
x + b

2
R
2
0 �

�h2b2

4

!

� �h2b2
�2p

�2x
(4:11)

Using (3.21),twice,itthen followsthat

c2 = �2a2�2x�
2
p � 2b2�4p = c1 (4:12)

Third,c1 and c3 arerelated asfollows.From Eq.(3.25),c3 m ay be written,

c3 = 4R 20

 

a
2+

�2p

�2x
b
2

!

= �2
R 20

�2x�
2
p

c1(4:13)

using (3.21)and (4.10).Itfollowsthatthelinearterm sin (4.6)m ay now be written,

c1X + c2Y + c3Z = c1

 

X + Y �
2R 20

�2x�
2
p

Z

!

(4:14)

Clearly (4.6)iszero atthestationary solution,butitcannotbenegativeforarbitrary

X ,Y and Z,because ofthe presence ofthe linearterm s. However,X ,Y and Z are not

arbitrary butm ustrespectthe uncertainty principle (an expression ofwhich isEq.(3.19),

forexam ple).A convenientway to im plem entthisrestriction isto notethat

0� (�A)2 = �
2
p(X + Y )�

2R 20

�2x
Z (4:15)
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with equality ifand only ifthestateisa generalG aussian,such asthestationary solution.

From (4.14),itisclearthat

c1X + c2Y + c3Z =
c1

�2p
(�A)2 (4:16)

Sincec1 < 0,thelinearterm sarenegativede�niteand zeroonly atthestationary solution.

W ith som e rearrangem entofthequadraticterm s,and using (3.21),

M
d(�A)2

dt
=
c1

�2p
(�A)2�

�h2a2

2
X
2
� 2a2R 20(X � Z)2

� 2b2�4p

 

Y �
R 20

�2p�
2
x

Z

! 2

�
�h2b2R 20

2�4x
Z
2 (4:17)

W e therefore deduce that

M
d(�A)2

dt
� 0 (4:18)

with equality ifand only ifthesolution isthestationary solution.Thiscom pletestheproof

oflocalization.

As stated earlier,the stationary solutions to the Ito equation are valid for general

potentials as long as the localization width is m uch less than the lengthscale on which

the potentialvaries,i.e.,aslong asthe approxim ation (2.20)holds. Thisapproxim ation

becom esexactforlinearsystem s.

W ehaveessentially assum ed theapproxim ation (2.20)in provingtheabovelocalization

theorem . This m eans that the proof is strictly valid only for system s with quadratic

potentials.Itcannotbevalid forgeneralpotentialsbecauseeven ifthereexistapproxim ate

stationary solutionsforwhich theneglectofthehigherderivativeterm softhepotentialis

valid,there willalwaysbe initialstatesforwhich (2.20)isnota valid approxim ation and

localization istherefore notguaranteed forthese states.Forgeneralpotentials,therefore,

theaboveproofim plieslocalization only fora ratherlim ited classofinitialstates,e.g.,for

statesthatare already close to thestationary states.

Still,oneintuitively expectsthatwhen approxim atestationary solutionsexistforgen-

eralpotentials,there willbe situationsin which m ostinitialstateswilltend towardsone

ofthosesolutions.Consider,forexam ple,thecaseofa doublewellpotentialwith m inim a

a distanceL apart,and supposethattheinitialstatehasa width greaterthan L,whereL
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ischosen so thatthe approxim ation (2.20)isnotvalid. Then one can see from Eq.(2.11)

thata very large initialwidth willbe reduced very rapidly,in the m ean,bringing itinto

the regim e in which the approxim ation (2.20) is valid. Our localization theorem would

then apply.W e hope to investigatethispointfurtherin a future publication.

Notethatthestationary solutionsand the localization theorem do notdepend on the

sign ofV 00(�x),and therefore willbe valid forthe upside-down harm onic oscillator(which

issom etim esused asa prototypeforchaoticsystem s[41]).

5. LO C A LIZAT IO N R AT E

Itisalso possible to estim atethe rateoflocalization.Clearly,

M
d(�A)2

dt
�

c1

�2p
(�A)2 (5:1)

and thus localization proceeds on a tim escale oforder � = �2p=jc1j. Using (4.12),this

becom es

� =

�

2a2�2x + 2b2�2p

��1
(5:2)

In the quantum Brownian m otion m odelforthe free particlewith b= 0,Eqs.(2.5),(3.27)

im ply that

� �

�
�h


kT

� 1

2

(5:3)

This,asnoted previously,isthe tim escale on which therm al
uctuationsbecom e com pa-

rableto the quantum ones[42,43,44].

The above representsthe m inim um rate oflocalization.The actualrate can be m uch

higher,e.g.,ifX is very large. Consider again the free particle with b = 0. Suppose,

the initialstate consistsofa superposition ofwavepacketsa large distance ‘apart.Then

(�x)2 � ‘2,

(�A)2 � 4�h2j�j2(�x)2 �
�h2‘2

�4x
(5:4)

and thedom inantcontribution to the localization rateistheX 2 term ,

M
d(�A)2

dt
� �2a2

 

R
2
0 +

�h2

4

!

X
2
� �

�h2a2‘4

�4x
(5:5)
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Itfollowsthatin thiscase,

� �
1

‘2a2
(5:6)

Forthequantum Brownian m otion m odel,Eq.(2.5)then im pliesthat

� �
�h2

‘2m 
kT
(5:7)

Both ofthetim escales(5.3)and (5.7)aretypically exceedingly sm allform acrosopicvalues

ofm ,
 and T.

Aswe shallshow in detailin the nextsection,once the solutionsto the Ito equation

have becom e localized,the corresponding density operatorhasthe form (1.5).The local-

ization tim escale istherefore the tim escale on which the density operatorapproachesthe

form (1.5).Since the processofdecoherence ofdensity operatorsiscom m only associated

with theapproach to approxim ately diagonalform ,itisnaturalto regard thelocalization

tim escaleasessentially thesam e thing asthe decoherence tim escale.

Note,however,that the so-called \decoherence tim escale" is som etim es taken to be

(5.7)[14,45,15].W hatisclearfrom theaboveisthattherateofapproach to diagonalform

dependson initialstate,and that(5.7)isappropriateonly forinitialstateswith very large

(�x)2.

The connections between the tim escalesofdecoherence and therm al
uctuations has

certainly been noted before [43,42],butwhatisnew here isthe observation thatboth of

thesethingsarein turn related to thetim escaleoflocalization in quantum statedi�usion.

6. R EC O V ERY O F T H E D EN SIT Y O P ER AT O R

W enow show how a density operatorsatisfying them asterequation m ay berecovered

from thestationary solutionsto the Ito equation.

Each solution to theIto equation isin generala functionalofthenoise term �(t)over

the entire history ofthe solution’sevolution.Eq.(1.2)indicatesthatthe density operator

isform ally recovered from thesesolutionsby averaging j ih joverallpossiblehistoriesof

the noise�(t),and we write

� = M j �ih �j (6:1)
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A com pletely explicitform ofthisexpression m ay be found in Ref.[32]butitwillnotbe

needed here.

W hen thesolutionsj �iarethestationary solutions,(3.17),they depend on thenoise

�(t)only through theircentres,hxi,hpi,which obey the Langevin equations(2.9),(2.10).

W e m ay therefore rewrite(6.1)as

� = M

Z

dpdq �(p� �p)�(q� �x)j pqih pqj (6:2)

where we have again introduced the notation �x = hxi, �p = hpi,and j pqi denotes the

stationary solution (3.17) with centres p and q. The �(t) dependence is now contained

entirely in �p and �x,and Eq.(6.2)m ay betrivially rewritten,

� =

Z

dpdq f(p;q;t)j pqih pqj (6:3)

where

f(p;q;t)= M �(p� �p)�(q� �x) (6:4)

The weightf(p;q;t)isnon-negative and satis�es
Z

dpdq f(p;q;t)= 1 (6:5)

It is in fact the solution to the Fokker-Planck equation corresponding to the Langevin

equations.ThisFokker-Planck equation isreadily derived asfollows.Firstnote that

f + df = M �(p� �p� d�p)�(q� �x � d�x) (6:6)

Now expanding thedelta functionsto second order,wehave

f + df =M
�

�(p� �p)�(q� �x)� d�x �(p� �p)�0(q� �x)� d�p �0(p� �p)�(q� �x)

+
1

2
d�x2 �(p� �p)�00(q� �x)+ d�pd�x �

0(p� �p)�0(q� �x)

+
1

2
d�p2�00(p� �p)�(q� �x)

�

(6:7)

W em ay now usetheLangevin equationsfor�x and �p,and also pullthederivativesoutside

the m ean,M ,forexam ple,

M
�

d�x �(p� �p)�0(q� �x)
�

= M

�
�p

m
�(p� �p)

@

@q
�(q� �x)

�

dt

=
p

m

@f

@q
dt (6:8)
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W e thusobtain theFokker-Planck equation,

@f

@t
= �

p

m

@f

@q
+ V

0(q)
@f

@p
+ 2�hab

@f

@p

+ j�(p;L)j2
@2f

@p2
+ j�(x;L)j2

@2f

@q2
+ 2Re(�(x;L)�(L;p))

@2f

@p@q
(6:9)

The coe�cientsofthe second derivativeterm sare

j�(p;L)j2 = a
2
R
2
0 + b

2
�
4
p � �hab�2p +

�h2a2

4
(6:10)

j�(x;L)j2 = b
2
R
2
0 + a

2
�
4
x � �hab�2x +

�h2b2

4
(6:11)

2Re(�(x;L)�(L;p))= 2a2R 0�
2
x + 2b2�2p � 2�habR 0 (6:12)

W ehave2�hab= 2
,and forhigh tem perature,thedom inantterm ofthethreesecond

derivativeterm sisthe�rstone,which hascoe�cient,

j�(p;L)j2 � 2m 
kT (6:13)

The resulting Fokker-Planck equation iswell-known [46]. Allsolutions(forpotentialsfor

which e�V=kT isnorm alizable)tend towardsthestationary solution,

f(p;q)= N exp

�

�
p2

2m kT
�
V (q)

kT

�

(6:14)

like e�
t,where N is a norm alization factor. For sim plicity consider now the harm onic

oscillatorcase V (q)= 1
2m !

2q2. Then the integralsoverp and q m ay be done explicitly,

with the result,

�(x;y)= exp

�

�
j�j2

�
(x � y)2�

m !2(� + ��)

2kT�
(x2+ y

2)

�

(6:15)

up to a norm alization factor,where

�=
m !2

2kT
+ � + �

� (6:16)

Forlargetem perature,thisisreadily shown to bea therm alstate[47].Sim ilarresultsare

expected to hold forthecase ofm oregeneralpotentials.

Tosum m arize,an initialdensity operatorapproachestheform (6.3)on thelocalization

tim escale,i.e.,typically very quickly.On m uch longertim escales,itwillthen relax to an
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equilibrium density operator, when one exists for the system (it does not for the free

particle,forexam ple).

Notethatalthough theabovederivation oftheasym ptoticform (6.3)strictlyconcerned

pureinitialstates,itisreadily extended to m ixed initialstatesby writing theinitialstate

in a diagonalbasis,

�0 =
X

n

cn jnihnj (6:17)

and then applying the above to each initialstate jnihnj. One thus�ndsthatthe density

operatortendsto theform (6.3),with f(p;q;t)oftheform

f(p;q;t)=
X

n

cn fn(p;q;t) (6:18)

wherefn(p;q;t)isthesolution to theFokker-Planck equation corresponding to theinitial

statejnihnj.

Asa �nalcom m ent,notethatany density operatorm ay be written in theform (6.3),

forsom e function f(p;q){ thisisa property ofthe coherentstates[36]. W hatisspecial

aboutthe particularfunction f(p;q;t)derived here isthatitisnon-negative,and thatit

obeysthe Fokker-Planck equation (6.9). Itm ay therefore reasonably be interpreted asa

phase space probability distribution.(See Ref.[48]forrelated work on thispoint.)

7. C O N N EC T IO N W IT H T H E

D EC O H ER EN T H IST O R IES A P P R O A C H

Asshown in Ref.[32],there isa close connection between the quantum state di�usion

approach to open system sand the decoherent historiesapproach. In thissection,we use

the resultsoftheprevioussectionsto exem plify and am plify thisconnection.

Theprim ary m athem aticalaim ofthedecoherenthistoriesapproach isto assign prob-

abilities to the possible histories of a closed system [4,29,30,31,49]. The approach is,

however,applicable to open system ssince they m ay be regarded assubsystem sofa large

closed system . A quantum -m echanicalhistory is de�ned by an initialstate �0 at tim e

t= t0 togetherwith a string ofprojection operatorsP�1 � � � P�n acting attim est1:::tn,

characterizing the possible alternativesofthe system atthose tim es.The projectionsare
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exhaustive,
P

� P� = 1,and exclusive,P�P� = ��� P�. Due to interference,m ostsetsof

histories for a closed system cannot be assigned probabilities. The interference between

pairsofhistoriesin a setism easured by the so-called decoherence functional,

D (�;�0)= Tr

�

P�n(tn)� � � P�1(t1)�P�0
1

(t1)� � � P�0
n
(tn)

�

(7:1)

whereP�k(tk)= e�
i

�h
H tkP�e

i

�h
H tk,H istheHam iltonian oftheclosed system and � denotes

the string �1� � � �n.W hen

D (�;�0)� 0 (7:2)

forallpairs� 6= �0,inteference m ay be neglected,and the setofhistoriesisthen said to

be decoherent.One m ay then assign the probability p(�)= D (�;�)to the history,which

m ay beshown to obey the sum rulesofprobability theory.

For a given Ham iltonian and initialstate,one’s initialaim is to �nd those histories

for which the decoherence condition is satis�ed. In general,it is satis�ed only by histo-

rieswhich are coarse-grained,which loosely speaking,m eansthatthe projectionsateach

m om entoftim e give a lessthan com plete description ofthe system .Foropen system s,a

naturalcoarse-graining isto focusonly on thepropertiesofthedistinguished system itself,

whilst ignoring the environm ent. This involves using projections ofthe form ,P� 
 IE

ateach m om entoftim e,where P� isa projection onto the distinguished subsystem and

IE denotes the identity on the environm ent. Assum ing that the initialdensity operator

factorizes,thetraceovertheenvironm entm ay becarried outexplicitly in thedecoherence

functional(7.1),and,in theregim ein which a M arkovian approxim ation holds,itthen has

the form

D (�;�0)= Tr

�

P�nK
tn
tn� 1

[P�n� 1 � � � K
t2
t1
[P�1K

t1
t0
[�0]P�0

1

]� � � P�0
n� 1

]P�n

�

(7:3)

where the trace is now over the distinguished subsystem only. The quantity K
tk+ 1
tk

is

the reduced density operatorpropagatorassociated with the m asterequation (1.1),�t=

K t
0[�0].

Theresultsoftheprevioussectionshaveprovided uswith som einform ation aboutthe

density operatorpropagator,and wecan usethisinform ation to establish som eproperties

ofthe decoherence functional(7.3).

W ehave seen thatany density operatorwilltend,on a typically very shorttim escale,

to the form (6.3),in which itisapproxim ately diagonalin a setofphase space localized
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states. Once in that form ,under further evolution its form willbe preserved and the

only change willbe thatthe function f(p;q;t)willevolve according to the Fokker-Planck

equation (6.9).

Takethe projection operatorsin thedecoherence functionalto bephase space projec-

tors,ofthe form

P� =

Z

��

dqdq j pqih pqj (7:4)

wherej pqiarethegeneralized coherentstates(3.17),and areeigenstatesoftheoperator

(4.1). These quantitiesare notexactprojection operators,butwillbe approxim ate pro-

jectorsifthe phase space region �� issu�ciently large,and ifitsboundary issu�ciently

sm ooth [30]. They have the property that P�j pqi� j pqi ifp;q lie in the phase space

cell��,and P�j pqi � 0 otherwise. Again this approxim ation should be valid if�� is

su�ciently large com pared to the phase space area occupied by the generalized coherent

states(which isoforder�h).

Considerthetim eevolution from t0 to t1 in thedecoherencefunctional.Clearly ifthis

tim e intervalisgreaterthan the localization tim e itfollowsfrom the resultsofSection 6

thatthedensity operatorwillevolveinto the form

K
t1
t0
[�0]=

Z

dpdq f(p;q;t1)j pqih pqj (7:5)

Because itisapproxim ately diagonalin thecoherentstates,itiseasy to see that

P�1K
t1
t0
[�]P�0

1

� 0 (7:6)

if�1 6= �01. Keeping only the diagonalterm s,�1 = �01,and evolving to tim e t2,the

(unnorm alized) density operator P�1K
t1
t0
[�]P�1 should again evolve into approxim ately

diagonalform ,and again we get

P�2K
t2
t1

h

P�1K
t1
t0
[�]P�1

i

P�0
2

� 0 (7:7)

if�2 6= �02.Continuing in thisway fortheentirehistory,itiseasy to seethatwewillhave

approxim atedecoherence iftheprojectionsateach m om entoftim earetaken to bephase

spaceprojectors.W ehavenotestim ated thedegreeofapproxim atedecoherence (and this

tends to be rather involved in general),but we expect it to be good ifthe size ofthe

phasespacecellsism uch largerthan �h,and ifthetim ebetween projectionsislongerthan
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the localization tim e. W e therefore �nd thatlocalization in quantum state di�usion and

decoherence ofhistoriesin thedecoherenthistoriesapproach occurin the sam e variables.

This conclusion is in agreem ent with the generalconnection between quantum state

di�usion and decoherent histories outlined in Ref.[32],but it also extends it som ewhat.

There,itwasargued thatlocalization and decoherence tend to occurin the Lindblad op-

erators.Here,theLindblad operatorisessentially position,butwehaveactually obtained

the stronger conclusion that localization/decoherence occurs in the operator (4.1),and

hence,approxim ately,in both position and m om entum .(NotethattheLindblad operator

hasa sm allm om entum partadded,butthisisnotthe prim ary source ofm om entum lo-

calization. Rather,itisthe interplay between the position partofthe Lindblad operator

and theHam iltonian,asdiscussed earlier).

G iven approxim atedecoherence,we now considerthe probabilitiesforhistories,given

by the diagonalelem ents ofthe decoherence functional. From Eq.(7.5),and from the

propertiesofthe phase space projections,itfollowsthat

P�1K
t1
t0
[�0]P�1 �

Z

��1

dp1dq1 f(p1;q1;t1)j p1q1ih p1q1j (7:9)

Now considerthe evolution from t1 to t2.W e have,from Section 6,

K
t2
t1

�

j p1q1ih p1q1j
�

=

Z

dp2dq2 f(p2;q2;t2jp1;q1;t1)j p2q2ih p2q2j (7:10)

where f(p2;q2;t2jp1;q1;t1) is the solution to the Fokker-Planck equation satisfying the

initialcondition,

f(p2;q2;t1jp1;q1;t1)= �(p2 � p1)�(q2 � q1) (7:11)

f(p2;q2;t2jp1;q1;t1) is therefore the Fokker-Planck propagator, i.e., the probability of

�nding the particle atp2;q2 attim e t2,given thatitwasatp1;q1 attim e t1.Assem bling

(7.9)and (7.10),itfollowsthat

P�2K
t2
t1

h

P�1K
t1
t0
[�0]P�1

i

P�2 �

Z

��2

dp2dq2

Z

��1

dp1dq1 f(p2;q2;t2jp1;q1;t1)

� f(p1;q1;t1)j p1q1ih p1q1j (7:12)

Continuing in thisway fortheentire history,one �ndsthat

p(�1;� � � �n)=

Z

��n

dpndqn � � �

Z

��1

dp1dq1 f(pn;qn;tnjpn�1;qn�1 ;tn�1 )

� � � � f(p2;q2;t2jp1;q1;t1)f(p1;q1;t1) (7:13)
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Thisisthe desired result. Eq.(7.13)isthe probability thata particle evolving according

to the stochastic process described by the Fokker-Planck equation (6.9) willbe in the

sequence ofphase space cells��1 � � � ��n attim est1� � � tn.

Thisresultisin agreem entwith the probabilitiesone would assign to historiesin the

quantum state di�usion approach. Forthere,once the solutionsto the Ito equation have

becom e localized,the description ofthe m otion on scales greater than the localization

width isclassicalBrownian m otion according to theLangevin equations(2.9),(2.10).This

is equivalent to the description in term s ofthe Fokker-Planck equation (6.9). W e have

therefore exem pli�ed the second partofthe connection between quantum state di�usion

and decoherenthistoriesputforward in Ref.[32]{thattheprobabilitiesassigned tohistories

in each approach arethe sam e.

A furtherclaim in Ref.[32]isthatthedegree oflocalization isrelated to thedegree of

decoherence. Although they are clearly related,itisdi�cultto check thishere because,

as stated above,explicitcom putation ofthe degree ofapproxim ate decoherence is quite

di�cult.Thispointwillbepursued in m oredetailelsewhere.

Finally,a property oftheFokker-Planck propagatorassociated with Eq.(6.9)isthatit

ispeaked aboutclassicalevolution (with dissipation). Itfollowsthatthe probability for

histories(7.13)willbem oststrongly peaked when thephasespacecellsliealongaclassical

path.

8. SU M M A RY A N D D ISC U SSIO N

Ourm ain resultsareasfollows.

W ehavefound stationary solutionsto theLangevin-Ito equation (2.4)which areexact

forlinearsystem s,and approxim atefornon-linearsystem saslongasthelocalization width

ism uch lessthan thescaleon which thepotentialvaries.Thesolutionsconsistoflocalized

wave packets concentrated about a point in phase space undergoing classicalBrownian

m otion.

For linear system s,every initialstate tends towards one ofthe stationary solutions.

Fornon-linear system s,som e form oflocalization is plausible,and willcertainly be true
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in the neighbourhood ofthe stationary solutions,butourinvestigationson thispointare

inconclusive.

Localization proceedson a tim escale which istypically very short.Itisrelated to the

tim escaleon which therm aland quantum 
uctuationsbecom ecom parable,and also to the

decoherence tim escale.

The density operatorcorresponding to the stationary solutionsm ay be reconstructed

and has the form (1.5). Itis therefore diagonalon a set ofphase space localized states.

For linear system s (and plausibly for m any non-linear system s also) any initialdensity

operatorapproachesthisform on the localization tim e scale.On longertim escales,when

dissipation ispresent,thedensity operatorapproachesa therm alstate(when itexists)in

the long-tim e lim it,asexpected on generalgrounds. These resultsful�lthe aim ssetout

in the Introduction,concerning thedensity m atrix approach to decoherence.

Our work also has som e im plications for the question ofapproxim ate versus exact

density m atrix diagonalization.Asdiscussed in theIntroduction,itisoften held im portant

in the context ofdecoherence studies to �nd the basis in which the density m atrix is

diagonal. This can ofcourse always be done,since the density operator is a herm itian

operator,butthe basisin which � isexactly diagonalisgenerally non-trivial,i.e.,itdoes

notusually consistoftheeigenstatesofa sim pleoperator.Furtherm ore,thebasisconsists

ofeigenstatesofa di�erentoperatorateach m om entoftim e.

Here,we have shown thatthe quantum state di�usion approach naturally leadsto a

basisin which thedensity m atrix isapproxim atelydiagonal.Thebasisstatesaretheeigen-

statesofa sim ple operator,the sam e operatorateach m om entoftim e. There therefore

appears to be m uch to be gained by relaxing the condition ofexactdiagonality. Corre-

sponding totheseexactly and approxim ately diagonalizingbases,therewillbeexactly and

approxim ately decoherentsetofhistoriesin thedecoherenthistoriesapproach.In Section

7,weexhibited theapproxim ately decoherentset.

The bases ofapproxim ate and exact diagonality do not appear to be \close" in any

sense. Forexam ple,fora G aussian density operator(in the position representation),the

exactly diagonalbasis consists ofHerm ite polynom ials m ultiplied by G aussians (sim ilar

to energy eigenstatesofthe harm onic oscillator)[5],whereasthe approxim ately diagonal

one consists ofphase space localized states. (See also Ref.[50]for exam ples ofdi�erent

bases in which the density m atrix is diagonal). This suggests that the corresponding
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exactly decoherentsetofhistoriesisnotnecessarily \close" to theapproxim ately diagonal

one,som ewhat contrary to the expectation som etim es expressed [51](although it is not

clear whether there are other exactly decoherent sets ofhistories that are close to the

approxim ateone).

The basisofstatespicked outby the QSD approach appearsto be \natural",in the

sensethattheycorrespond tothetrajectoriesthatwould actuallybeobserved in an individ-

ualexperim ent,whereastheexactly diagonalbasisdoesnot,in general.Correspondingly,

the approxim ately decoherent set ofhistories m ay seem to be m ore \natural" than the

exactly decoherentset.The question ofwhetherone isany sense preferred overthe other

is,however,a subtleone.Itdependson thesortofpredictionsonewishesto m ake,and on

the extent to which the sim pli�ed situation consisting ofa distinguished system coupled

to an environm entisreally partofa m uch largeruniversein which therem ay beadaptive

system sthatcan m easure di�erentpropertiesofthe distinguished subsystem [4].

Thesum up,them odeldescribed in thispaperillustratestheconnection between the

intuitive pictures and physicalpredictions provided by the quantum state di�usion ap-

proach,density m atrix approaches,and the decoherenthistoriesapproach.In ourm odel,

localization in quantum state di�usion,diagonalization in the density m atrix approach,

and decoherenceofhistoriesin thedecoherenthistoriesapproach alloccurunderthesam e

conditions and are essentially the sam e thing,for each is concerned with the conditions

underwhich \de�niteproperties" m ay beassigned to thesystem .Furtherm ore,theprob-

abilitiesassigned to historiesin the quantum statedi�usion approach and the decoherent

historiesapproach approxim ately coincide.
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