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D ecoherence ofQ uantum Fields: Pointer States and Predictability
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W estudy environm entally induced decoherenceofan electrom agnetic�eld in a hom ogeneous,lin-
ear,dielectricm edium .W ederivean independentoscillatorm odelforsuch an environm ent,which is
su�ciently realistic to encom passessentially alloflinearphysicaloptics.Applying the\predictabil-
ity sieve" to the quantum �eld,and introducing the conceptofa \quantum halo",we recover the
fam iliar dichotom y between background �eld con�gurations and photon excitations around them .
W earethen ableto explain why a typicallinearenvironm entfortheelectrom agnetic�eld wille�ec-
tively rendertheform erclassically distinct,butleave thelatterfully quantum m echanical.Finally,
we suggesthow and why quantum m atter�eldsshould su�era very di�erentform ofdecoherence.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

D ecoherence and environm entally induced superselection have been studied extensively in the
system com posed ofa single harm onic oscillator linearly coupled to a bath ofindependent oscil-
lators [1{3]. This system has generally been presented as a conveniently solvable m odelofvalue
in investigating fundam entalproblem s ofprinciple,such as the issues ofdissipation in quantum
m echanics[4,5],orofem ergence ofclassicalbehaviourin open system s[6,7].In thispaperwepoint
outthatthissim plesystem actually constitutesa realisticdescription ofa quantum electrom agnetic
�eld propagating in a lineardielectric m edium .The m echanism sofdecoherence identi�ed in single
oscillatorm odelscan therefore be applied straightforwardly to electrodynam ics.
Theparticularaspectofdecoherencethatweconsideristheselection,by theenvironm entand its

coupling tothesystem ,ofa preferred basisofpointerstates[8].W e�nd thatthelinearinteraction of
the electrom agnetic �eld with the environm entim pliesthatthe pointerstatesofthe quantum �eld
arecoherentstates.W hilesingleoscillatorm odelsoften tend tosuggesttheinterpretation ofcoherent
statesaslocalized particles,in thecase ofthe�eld they are notlocalized photon packetsatall:the
pointerstatesofthe quantum electrom agnetic �eld are in factbackground �eld con�gurations.
There are also, however,m any experim ents which revealthe existence ofphotons; and so we

exam inedecoherencein ourm odelm orecarefully,to determ inehow itisthatphotonscan berobust
despite propagating through an environm ent. W e are led to associate with every pointer state a
quantum halo ofstates that are not e�ectively distinguished from it by the environm ent,and we
show thatexcitations ofa few photonsabove a background �eld are typically stateswithin such a
quantum halo.
Thepaperisorganized asfollows.Thefollowing section presentsourm odelsystem ,and derivesa

description ofa typicaldielectricm edium asa bath ofindependentoscillators,from theassum ption
that such a m edium willcontain a large num berofm olecules within a volum e on the scale ofthe
sm allest electrom agnetic wavelength under study. W e then specialize considerably to the case of
ultraweak O hm ic dissipation at ultrahigh tem peratures. In Section II,we take advantage ofthis
sim pli�cation to derive severalexactresultsconcerning the pointerstatesofoursystem .O urthird
section then discussesquantum halos.Section IV then sum m arizesourresults,and brie
y suggests
why decoherence m ay be expected to a�ect m atter �elds m uch di�erently from linearly coupled
system ssuch asthe electrom agnetic �eld.

II.T H E M O D EL

The system we willstudy willbe an electrom agnetic �eld in 3+ 1 dim ensions. W e quantize the
�eld in Coulom b gauge,in a box oflinear dim ension 2L,and couple it to m olecules com posing a
dielectric m edium inside the box:

LS =
1
2

2X

s= 1

~KX

~k= � ~K

h
_A 2

~k;s
� !(k2)A 2

~k;s
+ g

X

n

_A ~k;se
�i �

L
~k�~xn jn;s

i

: (1)
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W e let ~k labelthe Fourier m odes and s the polarization states; ~K � (L�;L�;L�), where � is
an ultraviolet cut-o� wave num ber,above which we consider the gauge �eld to decouple from the
m edium (oratleastto interactwith itin such a way thattherewillbenegligible e�ecton the�eld
m odesbelow thecut-o�).Thequantitiesjn;s representtheelectricdipoleinteraction with m olecules
located at positions ~xn;g is the coupling strength ofthis interaction,which is assum ed to be the
sam e foralln and to be sm all.
Turning now to theenvironm ent,wewillinitially assum em erely thatitconsistsofa largenum ber

ofm olecules,which interactwith each otheronly via thegauge �eld coupling presented above,and
which arelocated atthepoints~xn.W ewillneglectthem otionsofthem olecules(with consequences
thatm ay be easily rem edied,asdiscussed below),and consideronly theirinternalenergies:

Ĥ E =
X

n

Ĥ n ; (2)

where Ĥ n have som e arbitrary discrete spectra.W e willnotassum e thatthe environm entactually
consists of independent harm onic oscillators, but instead we will derive the fact that a generic
environm entm ay be treated assuch,in the lim itoflarge N [11]. The N thatm ustbe large isthe
num berofm oleculeswithin a volum eon thecut-o� scale;wewillthereforerequirethatthenum ber
density ofthe m edium satisfy d > > �3. For an idealgas at room tem perature and atm ospheric
pressure,d ’ 103�3 correspondsto a cut-o� ofelectrom agnetic m odesin the high ultravioletrange
(� � 10 nm ). In solids or liquids we m ight perhaps handle som ewhat shorter wavelengths,but
our derivation ofthe independent oscillator m odelas a large N approxim ation to a generalnon-
conducting environm entm ustbe expected to break down in the X-ray band (� � 1 nm ).
W e willtreat the m edium as an unobserved environm ent, and describe only the state of the

electrom agnetic �eld,using the reduced density m atrix form ed by tracing over the states ofthe
environm entalm olecules.Ifweassum ethattheinitialstateisa directproductof�eld and m edium
states, then we can obtain the evolution of the reduced density m atrix from the path integral
propagator

�[A;A0;t]=

Z

D AD A 0�[A;A0;0]e
i
�h

�

S [A ]�S [A 0
]

�

F [A;A 0;t]; (3)

whereF [A;A 0]isthein
uencefunctional[11]describing thee�ectofenvironm entalm oleculeson the
electrom agnetic �eld. W ith the Ham iltonian (2),and a therm alinitialstate for allthe m olecules,
the in
uence functionalisgiven by

F [A;A 0;t]= TrE
�

T exp
�
�
i
�h

X

n;~k;s

Z t

0

dt0 _A ~k;s(t
0)e�i

�
L
~k�~xn |̂n;s(t

0)
�

� exp
�
�

X

n

�n Ĥ n
�Te

i
�h

P

n ;~k;s

R
t

0
dt0 _A 0

~k;s
(t0)e

�i
�
L
~k�~xn |̂n ;s(t

0
)

��

;
(4)

where A ~k;s(t)and A 0

~k;s
(t)are c-num bersin the path integralfor the �eld,but |̂n;s(t)is the dipole

m om entoperatorofthenth m olecule,in theinteraction picture.T and �T denotetim e-ordering and
anti-tim e-ordering,respectively,while �n is the usualinverse tem perature,which we allow to vary
from place to place in theenvironm ent.The traceisto betaken overthestatesoftheenvironm ent
only.
W e can now reduce thisvery generalin
uence functionalto the specialform ofan independent

oscillatorm odel,by im plem entingourlargeN approxim ation.W edividethebox ofvolum e8L3 into
cellsofvolum e�3��3 ,where� isa num berm uch sm allerthan one.W ithin thecellC centred atthe
point~xc therewillbea large num berN (~xc)= d(~xc)�3��3 ofm olecules.1 By using tim e-dependent
perturbation theory in the interaction picture,keeping explicitly only term sup to second orderin
g,and zeroth orderin �,we can obtain a sim pleform forthein
uencefunctionalfora single cellof
dielectric m edium :

1 The appearance of� here would seem to lower,perhapsby an orderofm agnitude,the m axim um frequenciesup to which
ouranalysiswillbe accurate.Aswe willdiscussbelow,however,itiseasy to dispense with �,which isonly presentto ensure

thatei
~k�~x variesnegligibly within a cell.
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F [A;A 0;t]=
Y

~xn 2 C

�

1�
g2

�h2
�X

j

e��E j
��1 X

l;l0

jJll0j
2

�

X

~k;s

Z t

0

dt0
Z

2

0

dt00e�� cE l[_A ~k;s(t
0)� _A ~k;s(t

0)]

� [_A �
~k;s(t

00)e�i! lm (t0�t 00
)
� _A 0�

~k;s(t
00)ei! lm (t0�t 00

)]
�

: (5)

HereJll0 areunpolarized m atrix elem entsofthedipolem om entoperator,i.e.,weassum eunpolarized
scattering from individualm olecules,so thatatthe initialtim e t= 0

hE lĵ|n;s|̂n;s0jE m i= �s;s0
X

m

Jlm Jm l0 : (6)

There are no term s linear in g,because we take our m olecules to have no preferred orientation
oftheir dipole m om ents: ĥ|n;si = 0. And we assum e that the initialstate ofthe environm ent is
a direct product ofsingle-m olecule therm alstates,with every m olecule in a cellhaving the sam e
initialtem perature (kB �c)�1 .
From the last line of(5) we discard allbut the leading term s in N (~xc),then put allthe cells

togetherand sm ooth outthecellstructureby de�ning interpolated density and inversetem perature
�eldsd(~x);�(~x).W ecan even allow them olecularcom position oftheenvironm entto vary from cell
to cell,so that the entire form ofIeff is spatially dependent as well. W e �nd that the in
uence
functionalfor the dielectric m edium is that ofa set ofindependent harm onic oscillators at every
pointin the box,(which we can now allow to becom e in�nite):

F [A;A 0;t]= exp
�

�
g2

2�h

X

s

Z

d3xd(x)

Z
1

0

d!
!

I
�
�(x);!;x

�

�

Z t

0

dt0
Z t0

0

dt00[_A � _A]t0
�
[_A � _A]t00 coth

�h�(x)!
2

cos!(t0� t00)

� i[_A + _A]t00 sin!(t
0
� t00)

��

; (7)

where thespectraldensity ofthee�ectivebath ofindependentoscillatorsisthe(generally)tem per-
ature dependentquantity

I
�
�(x);!;x

�
=

4! sinh �h�(x)!
2

P

l;m
jJlm (x)j

2 �
�
! �

E l(x)�E m (x)
�h

�

�h
P

l
e��(x)E l(x)

: (8)

This e�ective environm entalm odel describes physicaloptics in linear dielectric m edia, at all
frequencies below the cut-o�,and for all�eld strengths below thresholds for current generation.
The failure ofourm odelto describe conductorsand non-linearm edia isclearly due to ourneglect
ofcharge m otion and higher-order term s in 1

N ,and so our recovery oflinear optics is not sim ply
a co-incidence. In the im portantand prevalentcases where free charges and non-linear e�ectsare
negligible, our result is indeed physically sound,even though our derivation m ay have appeared
som ewhat naive. In particular,our assignm ent of�xed positions to the m olecules is certainly a
very crude treatm ent,especially for gases; but our results can be checked by com parison with a
m ore sophisticated analysis,in which the m olecules are treated as an idealgas whose initialstate
is described by a grand canonical ensem ble. The only additional e�ects one �nds are therm al
broadening ofthem olecularspectra,and a G aussian cut-o� on thee�ectivecoupling of�eld m odes
with energieson thescale ofthetem perature(re
ecting thesm allernum berofm oleculespossessing
kinetic energiesin thisrange).
This m ore sophisticated analysis m ustassum e thatthe gas is dilute,so thatquantum statistics

are notsigni�cant,aswellas thatd��3 > > 1. Itis worth noting thatthe fuller analysis doesnot
require d�3��3 > > 1 forsom e sm all�:the delocalization ofthem oleculeswillitselfsm earoutthe

phasesei
~k�~xn ,so thatthesm allestvolum econtaining very m any m oleculesneed only beon thecut-

o� scale,and notso m uch sm allerstillthatei
~k�~xn variesnegligibly acrossit.Thise�ectofthefuller

treatm ent can be incorporated in an approach like ours above,by m aking the xn into stochastic
variables,which 
uctuate over distances on the order of��1 . In the in
uence functional,we can
then take the ensem ble averages ofallthe locations,and obtain Eqn. (7) even when � ! 1. Itis
thusevidentthatthe delocalization ofm olecules thatobviates � need notbe coherent. For solids
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and liquidsdelocalization isnotso obviously su�cientto elim inate �,butsincethey are denser,we
can retain � and stillachieve a cut-o� in the high UV range.
Therm albroadening and cut-o�s can also be incorporated phenom enologically,and so we have

presented the cruder analysis with �xed m olecular positions, in order to m ore clearly m ake the
physicalpoint that large num bers ofm olecules within a cut-o� volum e leads to e�ectively linear
behaviour ofan environm ent. (It is also in aid ofthis dem onstration that we have been careful
to em ploy the infra-red regulator L,for ifwe had assum ed from the start a countable num ber of
m oleculesand a continuum of�eld m odesbelow any UV cut-o�,we could neverhave achieved the
correcthigh ratio ofm oleculesto m odes.In thisinstance,theIR regulatorisnotjustm athem atical
pedantry,butisactually necessary to expresssom e im portantphysics.)
Sincetherm alm otion and varioussourcesofdissipation on them olecularexcitationswillbroaden

the spectrallines,we willassum e that I(!;�;x) is a continuous function of! | though it m ay
have sharp peaks around strong absorption lines. This willhave the unphysicale�ect ofgiving
the environm ent an in�nite speci�c heat capacity, so that radiative heating and cooling willbe
neglected;but for m ost opticalphenom ena,and for the subjects discussed in this paper,this will
notbe im portant.
The m odelwe have arrived at encom passes allthe physics ofre
ection and refraction,and ab-

sorption.Itprovides

Im K (!;�;x)=
�g2

2

I(!;�;x); (9)

where n(!;�;x)�
p
K (!;�;x)isthe com plex index ofrefraction. The realpartofK isgiven,as

itshould be fora linearm edium ,by the K ram ers-K ronig relation

K (!;�;x)= 1+
2
�

Z
1

0

d!0 !0

!02 � !2
Im K (!0;�;x); (10)

takingtheCauchy principalpartoftheintegral.(Theform alderivation oftheseresultsisstraightfor-
ward;therelation between thequantum theory and classicalopticswillbeclari�ed in therem ainder
ofthis paper.) O ur m odelalso describes therm alradiation,albeit without heating or cooling of
sourcesand sinks.
Nevertheless,for sim plicity in the rem ainderofthispaperwe willassum e perfect spatialhom o-

geneity. In thislim it,the Fourier m odes ofthe �eld decouple,even though they interactwith the
environm ent. Each �eld m ode thus constitutes a harm onic oscillator linearly coupled to its own
private bath ofindependent oscillators, with a continuous spectraldensity. And so we obtain a
conclusion which willallow us to apply the results ofm any apparently idealized studies ofdeco-
herence to a realand im portant physicalphenom enon: electrodynam ics in a hom ogeneous linear
dielectric m edium is,within the physically tenable assum ptionsand approxim ationswe havem ade,
a realization ofharm onic quantum Brownian m otion in the independentoscillatorm odel.

III.P O IN T ER STA T ES

Having m apped our �eld theoretic problem onto the problem ofharm onic Brownian m otion in
an independentoscillatorenvironm ent,we arenow ableto determ inethepointerstatesofthe�eld,
in a straightforward way. W e �rst review a clear-cut procedure for identifying pointer states: the
predictability sieve [12,7]. W e extend slightly the argum ent ofRef.[7],in which certain squeezed
states are shown to m inim ize linear entropy,and also to yield the sm allest von Neum ann entropy
generation am ong allG aussian initialstates.Hereweshow thatthesesam estatesactually m inim ize
von Neum ann entropy againstunrestricted variationsofthe initialstates.
Pointer states are those states which are preferred by decoherence,in a process that m ay be

term ed \environm entally induced superselection".A generic quantum statewilltend to evolveinto
a probabilistic m ixture ofpointer states. The suppression ofquantum interference between these
statesm akestheparam eterspaceofpointerstatesthenaturalphasespaceoftheclassicallim itofthe
quantum system in question.Thepredictability sieveidenti�esthepointerstatesby dem andingthat
the environm entally induced splitting ofa quantum state into non-interfering branches be stable:
thebranchesm ustnotrapidly branch in theirturn.A pointerstatem ustrem ain aspureaspossible
despite environm entaldecoherence.
A concreteexpression ofthisrequirem entisthatpointerstatesm inim izethegrowth oftheentropy.

W e therefore wish to use our propagator (3) to com pute the reduced density operator �̂(t) that
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evolves from som e pure initial state with wave function  i. From this we will obtain the von
Neum ann entropy S(t)= � Tr̂�(t)ln �̂(t)ofthisdensity operator,asa functionalof i.Extrem izing
S(t)with respectto variationsof i then identi�esthoseinitialstatesthatacquiretheleastentropy
by tim e t.Since we m ustensure thatourvariationsm aintain the norm alization ofthe initialstate,
we m ustsolve the constrained variationalproblem

Tr
h

(ln �̂ + 1)
��̂
� i

= � �
i

i

; (11)

forsom e Lagrange m ultiplier�.
In general,entropy evolves in a com plicated way during Brownian m otion,and this procedure

becom es too di�cult;butsince we are concerned here with decoherence,and not with such other
e�ects as dissipation and therm alization, we select the sim ple m odelwhich has O hm ic spectral
density and in which the dissipation rate 
 ! 0. W e let the tem perature becom e in�nite,such
that
T rem ains�nite,and theenvironm entalnoisebecom eswhite.In thislim it,decoherencefora
single oscillatorischaracterized by the dim ensionlessquantity

D � 8

kB T
�h
 2

; (12)

where 
 is the frequency ofthe Brownian oscillator | which in ourcase is a Fourier m ode ofthe
quantum �eld,so that 
 = ck. Since allour �eld m odes decouple,we will�rst focus on a single
m ode,and writeA and A 0 withoutsubscriptsto referto itsam plitude.(To avoid com plex num bers,
wewillassum ethatwearediscussing Fouriersineand cosinem odes,and rectangularpolarizations.)
The single-m ode partofthe density m atrix propagator,in thisweak coupling,high tem perature

lim it,is

�(A;A0;t)=



2��hsin
t

Z

dA idA
0
i

�

�(Ai;A
0
i;0)

� exp
h

i

2�hsin
t

[(A 2
� A 02 + A 2

i � A 02
i )cos
t� 2(AA i� A 0A 0

i)]
i

� exp�

D

4�hsin2 
t

h�
(A � A 0)2 + (A i� A 0

i)
2
�
(
t� sin
tcos
t)

� 2(A � A 0)(A i� A 0
i)(
tcos
t� sin
t)

i

: (13)

The m ixed state density m atrix thatevolvesfrom any initialsqueezed state,according to (13),can
be diagonalized explicitly. W e presentthe resultsforan arbitrary squeezed state in the Appendix;
here we quote only a particularly relevantspecialcase,nam ely the one-param eter fam ily ofinitial
stateswith �(A;A0;0)=  (A;�) �(A 0;�)for

 (A;�)= Ze�



2�h
�(�)A 2

: (14)

Here Z isa norm alization constant,and

j�(�)j2 =
2
� + sin2
�
2
� � sin2
�

Im
�
�(�)

�
=

2sin2 
�
2
� � sin2
�

: (15)

The quantity j�(�)j�1 isthe \squeezing factor" forthese states.
Fora given �naltim et,wewillconsidertheinitialstate (A;�)j�= t.By the�naltim e,thisstate

willhave evolved into a state with the density m atrix

�(A;A0;t)=

r

Re(�)
��h�

exp�
�

Re(�)
4�h�

h

(A + A 0)2 + �2(A � A 0)2

� 2i
�
D sin2 
t+ Im (�)

�
(A 2

� A 02)
i�

=
2

�+ 1
ei


R e(� )

2�h �

�
D sin

2

t+ Im (�)

�
(A 2

�A 02
)

1X

n= 0

�
�� 1
�+ 1

�n

�n(A)�
�n(A 0); (16)

where � � 1+ D
p
(
t)2 � sin2 
t. The � n happen to be the energy eigenfunctions ofa harm onic

oscillatorwith naturalfrequency ! = 
Re(�):
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� �h2
d2

dA 2
�n(A)+ [
Re(�)]2A 2�n(A)= (2n + 1)�h
Re(�)� n(A): (17)

Thisprecise form of�(A;A0;t)hasthe convenientproperty that

hAjln �̂(t)jA0
i= exp

h

i

Re(�)
2�h�

�
D sin2 
t+ Im (�)

�
(A 2

� A 02)
i

�

�

C 1 � C 2

h

�h2
d2

dA 02
�
�

Re(�)

�2
A 02

i�

�(A � A0); (18)

where C 1 and C 2 are constantsthatm ay readily be com puted from Eqn.(16).

W e can also determ ine from Eqn. (13)the operatorvalued functional ��̂(t)
� i(A i)

,forany  i. Even

wheretheinitialstateisourspecialsqueezed state (A i;�)j�= t,carefully chosen with regard to the
�naltim et,thisoperatorvariation issom ewhatcom plicated.Itsdiagonalm atrix elem ents,though,
are quite sim ple:

hAj
��̂(t)

� i(A i)
jAi=

r



2��h�(t)
 �(A i;t)e

� 


2�h � (t)
[A �(cos
t�i� �

(t)sin 
t)A i]
2

; (19)

where �(t)� �� sin2 
t+ D
2
(
t� sin
tcos
t)� isin
tcos
t. Itiseasy to see thatthe property

(19)re
ectsconservation ofTr̂�.
The variation also hasanotherproperty,m uch lesstrivial(and with a m uch m oretediousderiva-

tion):

h�
�h2

d2

dA 2
� [
Re(�)]2A 2

�
ei


R e(� )

2�h �

�
D sin

2

t+ Im (�)

�
(A 2

�A 02
)
hAj

��̂(t)
� i(A i)

jA 0
i

i

A = A 0

=
�

C 3(t)
h

A � A i(cos
t� i� � sin
t)
i

� C 4(t)A
�

�

h

A � A i(cos
t� i� � sin
t)
i

� exp�
h



2�h�(t)

[A � (cos
t� i� �(t)sin
t)A i]
2

i

; (20)

where C 3(t)and C 4(t)are functionswhose exactform willbe irrelevantto ourdiscussion.
Com bining Eqns.(18),(19),and (20),we �nd that

Z

dAdA 0
hA 0

j[1+ ln �̂(t)]jAihAj
��̂(t)

� i(A i)
jA 0

i

= [1+ C 1(t)�
�h�(t)



C 2(t)C 3(t)] 
�(A i;t): (21)

Thisistheconstrained Euler-Lagrangeequation (11);theinitialstate (A;t)ofEqn.(14)therefore
m inim izestheentropyofthereduced density m atrix attim et.Thisisidenticaltotheresultobtained
in Ref.[7]forthe initialstate which m inim izeslinearentropy attim e t.
From Eqn.(13),itisapparentthatthe phase space translation

j ii! e
i
�h
ap̂A e�

i
�h
bÂ
j ii; (22)

where p̂A isthecanonicalm om entum operatorconjugate to Â,leadsto a unitary transform ation of
the density operatorattim e t:

�̂(t)! V̂ �̂(t)̂V y

V̂ = e
i
�h
(
p



sin 
t+ x cos
t)p̂ A e�

i
�h
(x cos
t�p
 sin 
t) Â : (23)

Theentropy ofthestateattim etisthusinvariantundersuch phasespacetranslationsoftheinitial

state. Therefore,the two-param eter set ofinitialwave functions e�
i
�h
bA  (A � a;t) also m inim ize

S(t).W e conjecture thatthese are the only such m inim izing states.
Thereisthusno initialpurestatewhich willhavem inim um entropy atalltim es.However,aftera

few dynam icaltim es,the squeezing and the im aginary partof�(t)becom e steadily lesssigni�cant.
Also,the state which instantaneously m inim izes S(t) oscillates back and forth,over tim e,around
unsqueezed coherentstates.Itistherefore clearthattheleastm ixing initialstates,on average over
a few dynam icaltim es,are the coherent states. W hile it is only our speciallim it 
 ! 0,T ! 1

thathasallowed usto im plem entthe predictability sieve analytically,calculations in otherm odels

6



[13],aswellasgeneralargum ents[7],supporttheconclusion thatcoherentstatescan beconsidered
the naturalpointer states for harm onic oscillators coupled linearly to an environm ent. From the
m ore generalanalysisofour�rstsection,itthen followsthatthey are the naturalpointerstatesof
an electrom agnetic �eld m ode in a linearm edium .
Since the �eld m odes are decoupled,an initialdirectproductstate ofallm odes willevolve into

a �naldirectproductofm ixed states,forwhich the totalentropy willbe the sum ofthe individual
entropies.Itisthereforeclearthatthegeneralization ofEquation (11)toall8(K + 1)3 decoupled �eld
m odesissolved by a directproductofsuch squeezed states,and thatcoherentstatesofall8(K + 1)3

oscillators are the optim um pointerstatesforthe �eld in a hom ogeneousm edium .Furtherm ore,it
follows trivially from Equation (23) that the c-num ber param eters x(t);p(t) labelling the pointer
statesobey the classicalequationsofm otion. Aslong asenvironm entalnoise isnotso strong that
theG aussian peak in (16)becom estoo broad too fast,itisclearthatclassicalm echanicsprovidesa
good e�ectivedescription oftheevolution ofthepointerstates.(O fcourse,theexistenceofclassical
histories follows so trivially from our instantaneous de�nition ofpointer states only because the
dynam icsofourm odelislinear.)
W hile coherent states ofsingle oscillators are typically interpreted as localized particles,a co-

herent state ofa quantum �eld is a vacuum state displaced by an ‘external’or ‘background’�eld
con�guration.The localization associated with decoherence occursnotin thepositionsofparticles,
butin theam plitudesof�eld m odes.In thisway onecan understand thattheclassicalphysicswhich
em erges from quantum electrodynam ics,in the presence ofa linearenvironm entenvironm ent,will
naturally be a �eld theory and nota m any-body particle theory.
W eem phasizethatthisresultisa signi�cantaddition to theobservation thatonecan obtain �eld

equationsasclassicallim itsofquantum dynam ics.Afterall,the equation ofm otion fora quantum
harm onic oscillator isexactly the sam e as itisin the classicalcase,butthisdoesnothing towards
providing a classicalinterpetation fora \Schr�odinger’sCat" state.O ne m ustconsiderdecoherence
in orderto establish the crucialadditionalpointthatthe pointerstatesofthe quantum system ,in
the presence ofan environm ent,behave in a su�ciently classicalm anner. In the presentproblem ,
we have done this,and observed thatthe em ergent pointerstates are classical�eld con�gurations
| a factwhich isem pirically fam iliar,butdoesnotfollow atallfrom thefreequantum �eld theory.
W e have therefore m ade contact,via the predictability sieve,between decoherence in quantum

Brownian m otion and the standard �eld theoretic notion ofa classicalbackground �eld. W e have
con�rm ed that such background �elds really do behave classically, in that quantum interference
between distinctbackground �eld con�gurationsisrapidly elim inated by a dissipativem edium ,and
thatthecoherentquantum stateslabelled by thesebackground �eldsarethem selvesthestatesleast
a�ected by decoherence.W enow turn to theothersideofthe�eld theoreticcoin,and considerhow
photonsexcited above a background �eld m ay be a�ected by the environm ent.

IV .Q U A N T U M H A LO S

The �rst point to be m ade is that our m odelfor the environm entis not intended to describe a
sensitive detector. It is a very poor m odelfor an ultra-high-gain am pli�er,such as is required to
detectsingle quanta. So while ourdiscussion concerns the em ergence ofclassicalelectrodynam ics,
we do notreally addressquantum m easurem entitself.Leaving aside the issue ofactually detecting
photons,however,we stillhave a pointto address.Before a photon reachessuch a specialenviron-
m entasa �lm plate,weknow from severalclassicexperim entsthatitm aintainsquantum coherence,
despitepropagating through airorotherm edia thataredescribed by ourm odel.A naiveapplication
ofone-particle results to the case ofa photon m ight m ake this seem problem atic,but in fact the
explanation isvery sim ple.
W ehavefound thatcoherentstatesaredecohered least,on averageoverseveraldynam icaltim es,

ofallinitialpure states.Fora single harm onic oscillator evolving under(13),itiswellknown that
a \Schr�odinger’sCatstate"

j i= c1e
� i

�h
p1 Â e

i
�h
x1 p̂A j0i+ c2e

� i
�h
p2 Â e

i
�h
x2 p̂A j0i (24)

form ed by superposing two coherentstates,wellseparated in (a;b)-space,willdecohere thoroughly
and rapidly.Ata tim e t= 2n�



,the reduced density m atrix thathasevolved from thisinitialstate

willbe

�(Q ;Q 0;
2n�



)=
h

M 

�h�(1+ 2n�D )

i 2X

i;j= 1

exp
�

�
M 


4�h(1+ 2n�D )
R ij

�
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R ij =
h

Q + Q 0
� xi� xj

i2
+ (1+ 2n�D )2

h

Q � Q 0
�

xi� xj
1+ 2n�D

i2

�
4i
M 


h

Q pi� Q 0pj + n�D (Q � Q 0)(pi+ pj)�
xipi� xjpj

2

i

+ 2n�D
h

(xi� xj)
2 +

� 1
M 


�2
(pi� pj)

2

i

: (25)

From thelastlineof(25),wecan inferthatthetim escalefordecoherenceofthetwo pointerstates
statesis

tD =
h


D (� 2
� 1)

i�1
; (26)

where

� 2
�

M 

2�h

h�
x1 � x2

�2
+
�p1 � p2

M 


�2
i

: (27)

It is obvious that equation (26) m akes sense only when � 2 > 1. (W e willconsider below what
happensto a superposition oftwo orthogonalstateswhose wave functionsare concentrated within
a phase-space distance oforder� 2 = 1.)
Itisalso obviousthatduring processesthatoccurovertim escalesshorterthan som e tm ax,quan-

tum coherence between two superposed states willnotdecay signi�cantly,ifthe W igner functions
forthetwo statesare concentrated within a phase space discofradius� 2

p
tm ax=
D .Thisrather

elem entary fact is ofconsiderable conceptualim portance,as it clearly exhibits the lim itations of
environm entaldecoherence. From it,we can deduce a succinct re�nem ent ofour form ulation of
environm ental-induced superselection,introducing a new term that com plem ents the notion ofa
‘pointer state’: Every pointer state is surrounded, in Hilbertspace, by a ‘quantum halo’ofstates

which are notsharply distinguished from itby the environm ent.

The size ofthe quantum halo ofa pointer state is in generala function both ofthe strength
ofenvironm entalnoise,and ofthe m axim um tim escale over which it is allowed to act. However,
there isan upperbound to thistim escale,pastwhich the whole notion ofenvironm entally-induced
superselection breaksdown anyway,and neitherpointerstates norquantum halos are particularly
m eaningful. W e can deduce from Eqn.(16)thatthe entropy foran initially coherentstate aftern
periodsofm otion is

S(
n�


)=

�
1+

n�D
2

�
ln
�
1+

n�D
2

�
�
n�D
2

ln
�n�D

2

�
: (28)

W hen nD = 2

� ,the entropy even fora pointerstate isequalto thatofa statisticalm ixture offour
equally probablepurestates.Itisclearthatdecoherencethisseveredoesnotproducesuperselection,
butm erely swam psthe system with environm entalnoise. Forourpointerstatesto be m eaningful,
therefore,we m usthave D 
t< < 1.
Thism eansthat,aslong asdecoherence ism ild enough to be achieving superselection instead of

m ere random ization,the quantum halo surrounding a coherentstate isbound to extend to atleast
a radius � � 1. Even this m inim alhalo supports a two dim ensionalsubspace ofstates: the �rst
excited energy eigenstate ofthe oscillatorresideswithin the quantum halo ofthe ground state (see
Figure 1),and a sim ilarhalo state m ay easily be found forany coherentstate.
G eneralizing straightforwardly from the single oscillator to the electrom agnetic �eld in a hom o-

geneous m edium ,we can conclude that every background �eld con�guration is surrounded by a
quantum halo ofphotons. Thisexplainswhy a dielectric m edium doeslittle to elim inate quantum
interference in a double slit experim ent,and why propagation through an environm ent willnot
necessarily destroy the long-range entanglem entsofan EPR pair.

V .C O N C LU SIO N

The pointer states ofthe quantum electrom agnetic �eld,propagating in a hom ogeneous linear
dielectric m edium ,are coherent states. W hen decoherence is notso strong thatit m erely swam ps
the �eld with noise,coherent states evolve alm ost freely. The pointer states therefore behave as
classical�eld con�gurations,evolving under the classicalequations ofm otion. W e have therefore
provided an insightintotheem ergenceofclassicalelectrom agnetism from quantum electrodynam ics.
Each pointer state ofa quantum �eld is surrounded,in Hilbert space,by a quantum halo | a

setofstates which are negligibly decohered from the pointerstate overwhatevertim e period isof
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interest. W hen the environm entalnoise is weak enough that it does not signi�cantly degrade the
pointer states them selves,this quantum halo is large enough to contain at least a few particles,
excited abovethebackground classical�eld con�guration represented by thepointerstate.W ehave
thus recovered the fam iliar �eld-theoretic dichotom y between background classical�elds and N -
particleexcitations.Therelativeim m unity oftheparticleexcitationsto decoherence,in com parison
with thestrong decoherenceofsuperpositionsofdistinctpointerstates,explainstheco-existenceof
e�ective classicalelectrodynam icsand coherentpropagation ofphotons.
The n-particle excitations are not localized by our hom ogeneous environm ent. Alllocalization

occursin thespace ofFourierm odeam plitudes,and notin position space.Thisresultisconsistent
with the \indications" arrived atin the studiesby K �ublerand Zeh [9],and by K iefer[10];butitis
in strong contrast with whatone m ight expectdecoherence to do,based on a naive translation of
the particles studied in quantum Brownian m otion into �eld quanta. Although a linear dielectric
m edium does not have the avalanche instability ofa cloud cham ber,one would stilllook to the
conceptofdecoherencefora generalexplanation ofwhy electrons,forexam ple,should behavein the
classicallim itaslocalized particles.Indeed,we do expectthatthisisthe case:the linearly coupled
�eld we have analyzed in thispaperdi�ersin an essentialway from the environm entalcoupling of
a typicalm atter�eld.
For m atter �elds,the interaction Ham iltonian with an environm enttendsto be bilinear,rather

than linear,in creation and annihilation operators. The crude rule ofthum b,that pointer states
should be eigenstates ofoperators thatapproxim ately com m ute with the interaction Ham iltonian,
suggeststhen thatthepointerstatesform atter�eldsshould ben-particlestatesratherthan coherent
states. And while a photon can only im part inform ation to a localized environm entaldegree of
freedom by being absorbed by it,m aterialparticlescan scatter,surviving the inform ation transfer
withouthaving to rely on a rare recurrence eventto re-em itthem .
This observation supplem entsthe usualreference to the statistics offerm ions and bosons,since

even a charged scalar �eld would be expected to have particle,rather than �eld,pointer states.
Finally,wepointoutthatthe�eld-likenatureofa Bosecondensateofatom sm ustbeexam ined with
proper consideration for the dynam icalorigin ofthe chem icalpotential,which can be considered
to m im ic a linear interaction (capable of creating or annihilating particles) with an unobserved
environm ent.

V I.A P P EN D IX

The reduced density m atrix �(Q ;Q 0;t)which evolvesunderthe propagator (13),from an initial
squeezed state

hQ j Ii=
�
M 
Re(C )

��h

� 1

4

e�
M 


2�h
C Q 2

(29)

with com plex C ,isgiven by

�(Q ;Q 0;t)=

r
M 
Re(C )

��h

p
�(t)e�

M 


4�h
�(t)[(Q + Q 0

)
2
+ �(t)(Q �Q 0

)
2
�2i�(t)(Q 2

�Q 02
)]: (30)

The dim ensionlessfunctions�,�,and � are de�ned as

[�(t)]�1 � [Re(C )]2 sin2 
t+ D Re(C )(
t� sin
tcos
t)+ [Im (C )sin
t� cos
t] 2 ;

�(t)� Re(C )[1+ D 2(
 2t2 � sin2 
t)]+ D jC j2(
t� sin
tcos
t)

+ D (
t+ sin
tcos
t)� 2D Im (C )sin 2 
t;

�(t)� [jC j2 � 1]sin
tcos
t� Im (C )cos2
t+ D Re(C )sin 2 
t: (31)

Finalstatesevolving from otherinitialsqueezed statesm ay be obtained trivially from the result
we exhibit,by applying translation operatorsasdiscussed in Section III.
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Figure C aptions.

Figure 1
Plots ofthe reduced density m atrix �(Q ;Q 0;t) at t= 0 (�gs. 1a and 1a’) and at t= 2n�
 �1 ,

with D chosen so that 2n�D = 0:05 (�gs. 1b and 1b’). The horizontalaxes m easure Q and Q 0,
in units of �h

M 

. Figures 1a and 1b show the evolution ofa superposition oftwo coherent states

p
2cos(̂p=

p
�hM 
)j0i. It is clear that decoherence is m uch advanced in Fig. 1b,but that the two

diagonalpeaksare essentially intact,asthey representpointerstates. In contrast,Figures1a’and
1b’show the evolution ofan initialsuperposition ofenergy eignenstates, 1

p
2
(j0i+ j1i). The �rst

excited statelieswithin thequantum halooftheground state,and thesuperposition hasnotsu�ered
any discernible lossofcoherence.
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