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Abstract

We investigate quantum entanglement of a scalar field in the inflationary universe. By introduc-
ing a bipartite system using a lattice model of scalar field, we apply the separability criterion based
on the partial transpose operation and numerically calculate the bipartite entanglement between
separate spatial regions. We find that the initial entangled state becomes separable or disentangled
when the size of the spatial regions exceed the Hubble horizon. This is a necessary condition for
the appearance of classicality of the quantum fluctuation. We further investigate the condition for
the appearance of the classical distribution function and find that the condition is given by the

inequality for the symplectic eigenvalue of the covariance matrix of the scalar field.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Inflation provides a mechanism of generation of primordial inhomogeneity which is needed
for the formation of large scale structures in our present universe. During the qusi-de Sitter
expansion stage of the inflationary universe, short wavelength quantum fluctuations of the
inflaton field are generated by particle creations and then they are stretched by the cos-
mic expansion and their wavelength exceeds the Hubble horizon beyond which the physical
process proceeds independently. After the wavelength of generated quantum fluctuations
become larger than the Hubble horizon, the quantum nature of the fluctuation is expected
to be lost and the statistical property of fluctuations is replaced by the classical distribu-
tion function. This is the assumption of the quantum to classical transition of the quantum
fluctuation generated during the inflation. Once this assumption is adopted, we can use gen-
erated “classical” fluctuations as initial perturbations for the large-scale structure formation,
which obeys deterministic classical dynamics.

We must explain or justify this assumption of the quantum to classical transition of
primordial fluctuation and many investigations have been done on this subject so far[l, 2,
3, 4, 15,6, 7, 8,19, 10, 11, [12]. A rough outline of the classicalization mechanism proposed
in researches|l, 15, 16, 7, I8, 9] is as follows: In the inflationary universe, particle creations
occur due to the accelerated expansion of the Universe and the quantum field becomes a
highly squeezed state. For such a highly excited state as a squeezed state, noncommutativity
between canonically conjugate variables can be neglected and the operator nature of variables
are effectively lost when we evaluate the expectation value of quantum variables. This means
we can regard operators as c-numbers. Furthermore, it can be shown that there appears a
sharp peak around a line of the Wigner function for the state of quantum fluctuations and
this indicates establishment of classical correlation between canonically conjugate variables
on the phase space. At this stage, the Wigner function itself can be interpreted as a classical
probability distribution function and the quantum fluctuations themselves can be treated
as classical stochastic variables. Hence, after sufficient squeezing, we can represent the
nature of the quantum fluctuations by the classical stochastic variables with an appropriate
probability distribution function of which property is determined by the state of the quantum
fluctuations. For the classicality of the quantum system, we also need the mechanism of

decoherence and the studies along this line have been done with the assumption of an



appropriate coupling between the system and the environment[2, 3, |4, [10, [11, [12].

However, these analysis do not pay attention to an important aspect of quantum me-
chanics, quantum entanglement, which definitely distinguishes a quantum world from a
classical one. When we calculate a correlation function of observables between spatially
separated two regions, we have a possibility that the quantum correlation function cannot
be reproduced using a local classical probability distribution function if these two regions
are entangled|13, [14] and the classical locality is violated. In other words, we cannot regard
the quantum fluctuations as the classical stochastic fluctuations as long as the system is
entangled. Therefore, it is important to clarify the relation between the entanglement and
the appearance of the classical nature to fully understand the mechanism of the quantum
to classical transition of primordial fluctuations.

In this paper, we consider the entanglement of quantum field between two spatially sepa-
rated regions in a de Sitter universe and aim to understand the mechanism of the quantum to
classical transition of fluctuation from the viewpoint of quantum entanglement. This paper
is organized as follows: We introduce the concept of entanglement and separability in Sec. II.
In Sec. III, we calculate the bipartite entanglement of a scalar field in the de Sitter universe.
In Sec. IV, we discuss the relation between the entanglement and the quantum to classical
transition in the inflationary universe. Sec. V is devoted to summary and conclusion. We

use units in which ¢ = h = 871G = 1 throughout the paper.

II. SEPARABILITY AND ENTANGLEMENT

In this paper, we focus on a bipartite system composed of two Gaussian modes described
by canonical variables (¢i,p1) and (ga, p2). This is the simplest case deriving entanglement
for continuous variable system. Let Alice be in possession of mode 1 and let Bob be in
possession of mode 2. A quantum state p of the bipartite system is defined to be separable

if and only if p can be expressed in the form[15]
p=> pipia®pis, > pi=1 p; >0, (1)
J J

where p;4 and p;p are density operators of the modes of Alice and Bob, respectively. If
the state of the system cannot be expressed in this form, the quantum state of the system

is called entangled. When the state is entangled, the observables associated to the party



A and B are correlated and their correlations cannot be reproduced with purely classical
means. This leads to the phenomena peculiar to the quantum mechanics such as the EPR
correlation[13] and the violation of Bell’s inequality[14].

For a bipartite Gaussian two mode system, we have necessary and sufficient conditions
for separability[16, [17] and we can judge whether the system is entangled or not using these
criteria. In this paper, we adopt a criterion proposed by Simon[16] which uses the partial

transpose operation for a bipartite system. We define the phase space variables as
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Using these variables, the canonical commutation relations are expressed as
|:€on€6:| = iQaBa O‘aﬂ = 1a2>3a4>

J 0 0 1
Q= . J= : (3)
0 J 10

The Gaussian state is completely characterized by the covariance matrix
1 /s 2 22 1 NN
Vas = 5 (Gabs + €ba) = 5tr (&b + €6)p) (4)
where we assume the state with (£,) = 0. For a physical state, the density matrix must be
non-negative and the corresponding covariance matrix must satisfy the inequality[16]

V+%QZO (5)

which is the generalization of the uncertainty relation between two canonically conjugate
variables. The separability of the bipartite Gaussian state is expressed in terms of the partial

transpose operation defined by
£ =AE A =diag(1,1,1,-1). (6)

This operation reverses the sign of Bob’s momentum. With this operation, the covariance

matrix transforms as

V =AVAT (7)



The necessary and sufficient condition of the separability is given by the inequality
78 %Q >0 (8)

which represents the physical condition for the partially transposed state. For an entangled
state, this inequality is violated and the partially transposed state becomes unphysical. To
measure the degrees of entanglement, we introduce the logarithmic negativity via symplectic
eigenvalues of the covariance matrix. The covariance matrix can be diagonalized by an

appropriate symplectic transformation S € Sp(4, R), SQS” = Q as follows|[18, [19]

SV ST = diag(vy, vy, v_,v), vy>v_ >0 9)

where v4 are symplectic eigenvalues. In terms of symplectic eigenvalues, the physical con-

dition (&) can be expressed as

1
> - 10
Vo> (10)
and the separability condition () can be expressed as
1
D> —. 11
vz (1)
The logarithmic negativity is defined by
Eyn = —min [log,(20_),0]. (12)

For an entangled state, 7_ < 1/2 and we have Ey > 0. For a separable state, 7_ > 1/2 and
we have Ey = 0. Practically, the symplectic eigenvalues can be obtained as eigenvalues of

the matrix :QV[18, [19].

III. ENTANGLEMENT OF QUANTUM FIELD IN THE DE SITTER UNIVERSE

A. One-dimensional lattice model of scalar field

To comprehend the behavior of the entanglement of quantum fields in the inflationary
universe, we consider a real massless scalar field ¢ in the de Sitter universe. The metric and
the Lagrangian are

1
ds®> = a(n)*(—dn® + dz*), a= gy <n <0,

L= [ #oy=a (50" 0,000) (13)



where 7 is the conformal time and H is the Hubble parameter, which is assumed to be

constant in time. By introducing a conformally rescaled variable ¢ = ag,

p= [ [(q - —q) - <az-q>2] , (14)

and the equations of motion of the scalar field is

o
"= —a=9q4=0, (15)
where ’ denotes the derivative with respect to the conformal time 7.
To investigate the property of the quantum entanglement of the scalar field, we adopt
a discrete lattice model of the scalar field in this paper. This model introduces a cutoff
of short wavelength mode of the scalar field, which regularizes the ultraviolet divergence
of the vacuum fluctuations. The same model is used to investigate the spatial structure of
entanglement in a Minkowski spacetime[20]. To simplify the analysis, we assume that the
scalar field depends only on one spatial coordinate and the space is one-dimensional. Then
the lattice version of the scalar field Lagrangian is
N N
L= % > [(‘J; - %%‘) (Az)? = (q5 — ¢j1)° (16)
j=1
where ¢; denotes the scalar field at the j-th lattice site, Az is a lattice spacing and N is the
total number of lattice sites. The equation of motion is

al/

1 )
<ﬁ‘;%+ﬁﬁﬁp%—a@ﬂ+%4ﬂza j=12,--,N, (17)
do = 4N, 4dN+1 = 1

where we assume a periodic boundary condition for ¢;, and the parameter o # 1 is introduced
to regularize the infrared divergence which appears in the correlation function of the scalar
field. This divergence is peculiar to one-dimensional massless scalar field. The nonunity

value of the parameter « corresponds to adding a small mass to the scalar field

2(1 — «)

2

= —— 18
(Ax)? (18)
and we choose the value of « sufficiently close to unity so that the our result of calculation
does not depends on the value of this cutoff parameter. By rescaling the time variable as

1n — nAx, the equation of motion can be written as

"
i

a
¢ — G +2¢ — algjr+¢-1) =0. (19)
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The Hamiltonian is

a/
H= Z [ P+ 4 — agqqi—1 + Equ]} : (20)
To quantize this system, we mtroduce the Fourier expansion of the scalar field on the lattice
as follows Nl .
L o i L it 2rk
G=—= Y @e™, pi=—= pre™, O =" (21)
VN k=0 VN k=0 N

The equation of motion for the Fourier mode ¢, is

2
a

Introducing creation and annihilation operators, the quantized canonical variables are rep-

resented as follows

N-1
1 o
—= > (Ml + fraly_y ) €, (23)
- )
| Nl
— Z gray — gray 4, ) €74, (24)
= 75 =0 ( )
[qAJ"ﬁf] 5 [akl ) akQ] 5k1 k2 s [dkl ) de] = [dk;rv dk;r] = 07 (25>
a” .
o (wh- ;) =0 a=i(f-%8). RE-fR=i 0

As the quantum state of the scalar field, we assume the Bunch-Davis vacuum state and it

corresponds to the following form of the mode functions

— 1 Il =4[ — e "W, 27
I m( +iwk7l)6 Gk =y5 e (27)

The two point correlation functions between the canonical variables on the lattice sites are

given by
1 1 =
-0 = 5 Qe + ) = Z ?cos(0x(5 — 1)), (28)
1 1=
hj—e) = 5 (BiDe + Pebj) = N |gk|? cos(0k (i — €)), (29)

O

| | N
ke = 5(QiDe + Pedy) = Z

5 (fegr — fror) cos(Ok(j — £)). (30)

o
[\3|®.

Now, we define a bipartite system using this lattice model. As we are interested in

the correlation and the entanglement between different spatial regions, we introduce the
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following block variables by spatially averaging the variables in given regions A and B (see

Fig. [II).
Z%a pA ija QB \/72(]]’ pB fzp] (31)

JEA JEA j€B j€B

—0 0000 0 0 00

N N e~
n d n

FIG. 1: A bipartite system in our one-dimensional lattice model.

The region A and B contain n lattice sites and the coarse-grained field values are assigned
to each regions. The separation between A and B is d. The commutation relations between

these coarse-grained variables are
[qAA7ZA)A] = [CjBuﬁB] = 7;7 [qAA7ZA)B] =0 (32)

and the set of canonical variables (g4, pa, g, Pp) constitutes a bipartite system. The covari-

ance matrix of this bipartite system is given by the following symmetric 4 x 4 matrix:

AC a; as C1 C3

V= , A= , C= : (33)
C A as a C3 Co
= (@4) = Z Ihi-il»
JGA
= (p) = Z hji—j1;
,JGA
1
az = §<QAPA + pada) Z kil
JEA
1
€1 = §<QA(]B + 4Bqa) Z 9li—jls
zEA,]EB
1
¢2 = 5 (PaPp + Pppa) Z i—j,
zGA JEB
1
C3 = §<QAPB + PBda) Z Kji—j)-
zGA,jEB

As we do not observe the degrees of freedom of outside the regions A and B, the evolution

of this bipartite system is nonunitary. Thus, we take into account the effect of decoherence



through our definition of bipartite system. Using these components of the covariance matrix

V', the symplectic eigenvalues are given by

(v_)? = ajag — a3 + cicy — c3 — |aicy + agey — 2azcs), (34)
()% = ajag — a2 — c1c0 + &2 — |(a1¢o — azcr)? + 4(arcs — aser ) (ages — aser)|Y?, (35)
and we can apply the separability criterion () to judge whether the system is separable or

entangled.

B. Numerical result

We calculated the logarithmic negativity of this system numerically. The number of
lattice sites is N = 100 and the value of the infrared cutoff parameter is chosen to be

a = 0.9999.

Ey EN
0.4 0.4
0 0.3
0.2 0.2
0.1 0.1
d d
2 4 6 8 10 2 4 6 8 10

FIG. 2: The dependence of the separation d on Ey for region size n = 4. The left panel is Ey at

n = —10 and the right panel is Eny at n = —0.9.

Fig. Rlshows the logarithmic negativity Ex as a function of separation d between the regions
A and B with the region size n = 4. Initially (n = —10, the left panel), Ex # 0 for d = 0,
and Ey = 0 for d > 1. The regions A and B are entangled for d = 0 and separable for d > 1
. This implies that the system is intrinsically entangled at this time because the choice of
the separation d corresponds to the choice of measurement; how to observe the system. As
the system evolves, the logarithmic negativity becomes zero for any d (n = —0.9, the right
panel) and we can say that the system becomes separable at this time. This behavior is not

changed for the other value of the region size n. The spatial structure of entanglement for



this lattice model is simple and we only pay attention to the behavior of entanglement for
d=0.

Then, we consider the evolution of the entanglement. Fig. [3 shows the evolution of
symplectic eigenvalues v_ and v_ for d = 0 with n = 4. During the entire period of
evolution, the value of v_ is greater than 1/2 and the physical condition (I0) is always
satisfied. On the other hand, the value of _ is smaller than 1/2 initially, then increases and
exceeds the value 1/2. Thus, the initial entangled state changes into the separable state.

4
3.0¢

2.5}
2.0f
1.5}

1.0}

) S

-2.0 -1.5 -1.0 -0.5

FIG. 3: Evolution of symplectic eigenvalues for d = 0,n = 4. The upper line represents v_ and

the lower line represents 7_. The physical condition v_ > 1/2 is always satisfied.
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FIG. 4: En(d = 0) as a function of the conformal time 1 for n = 4 case. After n =n. ~ —1, Ey

becomes zero and the system is separable.

We interpret these symplectic eigenvalues behaviors using the logarithmic negativity. Fig. @l

shows the logarithmic negativity for d = 0 as a function of conformal time. At some critical
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time 7n. ~ —1, the logarithmic negativity Eny becomes zero and the initially entangled state
changes into a separable state after 7.. As the quantum state, we assume the Bunchi-Davis
vacuum which imposes the Minkowski vacuum state in the short wave length limit. Thus,
the entanglement of the scalar field before 7. implies the remnant of the entanglement of
the Minkowski vacuum. After n = 7., the regions A and B do not have quantum correlation
and we expect that the correlation between two regions can be mimicked by an appropriate
classical distribution function. To understand what time scale determines the critical time

7., we observed how the critical time 7). varies when we change the region size n.

-10

-15

=20

FIG. 5: The relation between the critical time 7). and the region size n. The deviation from a linear

relation represents the effect of boundary condition.

Fig. Bl shows the relation between the critical time 7. and the region size n. For small value
of n, the relation coincides with the line 1, = —n (dotted line). By restoring the dimension

of the variables, this relation corresponds to

1
a(ne) X nAzx = T (36)

Thus, the quantum entanglement between the regions A and B disappears when the physical
size of each region exceeds the Hubble horizon length. We must keep in mind that the
physical size of each region grows as a(n) x nAz by the cosmic expansion. For larger values
of n, the relation deviates from the line n. = —n and we suppose this is due to the effect
of the periodic boundary condition we imposed for the lattice model. The appearance of
separability or disentanglement at the Hubble horizon scale coincides with our naive classical

picture of the separate universe; the Hubble size inflationary domains evolves independently
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and they can be treated as independent Friedman-Robertson-Walker universes. As is shown
here, the quantum entanglement between the Hubble size regions is lost and these regions do
not have the quantum correlation. This is quantum version of the separate universe picture.

Hence, we can expect that the quantum fluctuations in these regions behave classical.

IV. ENTANGLEMENT AND QUANTUM TO CLASSICAL TRANSITION

To clarify the condition of quantum to classical transition of fluctuations in the inflation-
ary universe, we consider the relation between the disentanglement and the classicalization
of quantum fluctuations. We can say that the quantum fluctuations become classical if they
are mimicked by appropriate classical stochastic variables and their statistical nature cannot
be distinguished from quantum ones. More precisely, the bipartite quantum system under
the consideration is defined to be classical if there exists a positive normalizable distribu-
tion function P on the phase space and the following relation holds for any function F' of

canonical variables:

(F(Ga,pa,qB:DB)) :/dQAdpAdQdeBP(QA>pA>QBapB)F(QAapbeBapB)- (37)

The left-hand side of this relation is evaluated with respect to the considering quantum state.
If this relation holds, any correlation function of quantum variables in the bipartite system
can be imitated by the classical distribution function P on the phase space and appropriate
classical stochastic variables.

As is shown by Simon|16] and Duan et al.[17], for a bipartite two mode Gaussian system,
if the system is separable then the state of the system can be written by the following form

of P representation: [21]

5= / PadB Pla, )l B) (a, Bl (38)

where |a, 8) = |a)|B) is the product of the coherent state of A and B, and P(a,f3) is a
positive normalizable function called P function. For a Gaussian state with the covariance

matrix V', the P function is also a Gaussian function and given by

-1
P¢) = #\/detP exp <—%£TP§) , P = (V + %QSTSQT) . (39)
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where S € Sp(2, R) ® Sp(2, R) is the symplectic transformation that transforms the covari-

ance matrix V' to the following standard form[17]:

ar cr

a/r d/r — |
Vi=8vs’= / / R (el (a (40)

cr ar a— ]

d/r a/r
From the definition of P function (39), we have
I\ !

P::ST<VQI—§) S (41)

and the existence of a positive normalizable P function is guaranteed by the condition

(Vi —1I/2)>0. In terms of the components of Vi, this condition is represented as

(a—le)(a—1|d]) = (42)

B |

On the other hand, the symplectic eigenvalues of V', which is invariant under symplectic

transformations, are
(

(@ —lef)(@ =|c]), (a+[e))(a+|]), e >0

(@ —le)(a+|c]), (a+[c[)(a—=]|c]), e <0

<(a—kma+kﬂia+kma—kﬂ, o 20

| (a—le(a—|e]); (a+|ef)a+[c]), e <O

Therefore, the condition of existence of positive normalizable P function is equivalent to the
separability condition (III) provided that the physical condition (I0) is satisfied. From the
definition of P representation (38)), if the system is separable, it is possible to calculate the
quantum expectation value of the normally ordered product of any operators using the P

function as a distribution function

(: F'(qa;Da, 4B, DB) 1) = /dQAdpAdQdeBP(QAapAaQBapB)F(QAapAaQBapB)- (45)

However, the existence of P function is not sufficient for the establishment of classicality of
the system; it only guarantees the existence of the distribution function for the normally

ordered quantities.
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To derive the condition of classicality of the quantum field, we introduce a Wigner dis-
tribution function on the phase space and its form for a Gaussian state is given by

_ 1 X _l Ty;r—1
WO = o 56V 7€) (46)

The normalizable Winger function exists for V' > 0 and this condition is weaker than the
physical condition of the state (B]). Hence, there exists a normalizable Wigner function,
which does not represent the physical state. The Wigner function (@€l for V' > 0 is positive
normalizable and can be interpreted as a distribution function giving the expectation value

for the symmetrically ordered product of operators

({F(4a,Pa, B, PB) tgm) :/dQAdpAqudeW(QA,pA,qB,pB)F(qA,pA,qB,pB)- (47)

If the difference between the P function and the Wigner function is negligible, these distri-
bution functions return the same answer for the expectation value of any operator F and

we have the relation

~ ~ A

() = ({Flaym) = (F). (48)

This means that noncommutativity between operators is negligible and the P function or
the Wigner function plays a role of the classical distribution function, which reproduces the
quantum expectation value for any operators. Hence, the condition of classicality (B7) is
established.

We look for the condition for the establishment of the relation ([A8]). For this purpose,
it is sufficient to consider the condition for the standard form of the covariance matrix V iy
because this form of the covariance matrix is related to the original covariance matrix V
via a symplectic transformation. In terms of the covariance matrix, the condition for the

classicality P ~ W is given by

oA (Vi —1/2)7" (49)
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We write down the components of V' and (V;; — I/2)~! explicitly

a/r _
2 _ 2 2 _ 2
ar o
1 a2 _ 2 02 _ 2
Vir= c/r a/r ’
2 — 2 a2 — 2
cr ar
a2 — o2 a2 — o2
(Vir—1/2)7"
(a—1/2r)/r B c/r
(a—1/2r)% — 2 : ) (a—1/2r)2 — 2 /
a—r/2)r dr
_ (a—1/2)% — 2 (a—71/2)2 —¢?
| c/r (a—1/2r)/r
(a—1/2r)? — ¢? (a—1/2r)? — ¢?
dr (a—r/2)r
(a—1/2)?2—c? (a—r/2)%—?

1 1
- = — 50
a—lc| T 4 2 a—1d| 7 4 (50)

is satisfied, V7] ~ (V;;—1I/2)~" and the P function equals the Wigner function. We rewrite

the condition (50) in terms of the symplectic eigenvalues. For c¢ > 0, 12 = (a—|c|)(a—|c|)

and
212 , 212 )
= > = > o1
P ™ B e 7 o
and the condition (B0) is satisfied if v_ > 1/2. For ¢¢ < 0,
a21;2 ) a2ﬂ2 )
I N = . 52
A e A T [ A .

and the condition (B0) is satisfied if 7_ > 1/2. Combining these two cases, we have the

following result:

1 1
g, > g = Viixc(Vy—1/27"" < P=x=W. (53)

Therefore, v_, 7_ > 1/2 is the sufficient condition for the system can be treated as classical.
We can check whether this condition is satisfied in our lattice model. As is show in Fig. [3]
before the critical time 1, ~ —1, v_ > 1/2 and 7_ < 1/2 and the system is entangled. After

Ne, the value of U_ becomes greater than 1/2 and increases in time. In our lattice model,
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the relation 7_ < v_ always holds. For —1 < 1 < 0, the behavior of v_ is approximately
given by

(7_)? — 157 0.115144 + O(n?) (54)
and after n = 7., the condition 7_ > 1/2 is rapidly realized. Hence, the difference between
the P function and the Wigner function becomes negligible in one Hubble time after the
system becomes separable at the horizon crossing. As a subset of the separability condition
for V;;, the inequality

a® > (55)

>~ =

holds for the physical state and this corresponds to a standard uncertainty relation. The
condition of classicality v_,v_ > 1/2 leads to a® > 1/4 and this also implies the noncom-
mutativity between canonical variables can be neglected when we evaluating the expectation
values of operators. This is consistent with the result obtained in the paper |1, 5, 6, 7, |8]; for
superhorizon scale quantum fluctuations, the noncommutativity between canonical variables
becomes negligible because the growing mode solution is dominant. In other words, we can
neglect A in the uncertainty relation. We derived the equivalent condition for the classicality
from the condition of the existence of the classical distribution function and the symplectic

eigenvalues.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

We investigated the appearance of the classical distribution function for the quantum
fluctuation in the inflationary model using the lattice model of the scalar field. By following
the evolution of entanglement between two spatially separated regions, we found the clas-
sicality of the quantum field appears as follows: Initially, when the size of the considering
region is smaller than the Hubble horizon, the quantum field is in the entangled state. As the
Universe expands, the quantum state becomes separable when the size of the region equals
the size of the Hubble horizon. At this stage, the quantum correlation between neighboring
regions is lost. Then, within about one Hubble time after the horizon crossing, noncom-
mutativity of operators becomes negligible and the system can be treated as classical. Any
quantum expectation values can be evaluated using the P function or the Wigner function.

In other words, there appears classical stochastic nature for variables, which mimics the
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original quantum dynamics. As we have shown, disentanglement is not a sufficient condi-
tion for the establishment of classicality of fluctuations. This condition only guarantees the
loss of EPR-type nonlocal correlations, which are peculiar to quantum mechanics.

In our analysis, we defined a bipartite system as the subsystem of the entire universe
and we discard the unobserved dynamical degrees of freedom outside of the observed region.
Thus, our bipartite system evolves in a nonunitary way and this definition of our system
effectively takes into account the decoherence mechanism of the considering region.

We comment on the relation of our analysis to the stochastic approach of inflation|22]
which treats the quantum dynamics of inflaton fields as the classical stochastic process.
By coarse graining the scalar field on the large scale (eH)™!, e < 1, it can be shown that
the coarse grained field obeys the Langevin equation and the dynamics of the quantum
inflaton field is replaced by the classical stochastic process. In the stochastic approach, the
classical nature of the inflaton field is guaranteed by the appropriate small value of the coarse
graining parameter €. However, in this approach, the connection between the probability
distribution and the state of the inflaton field is not clear. The stochastic approach assumes
the existence of the classical probability distribution from the first. However, as we have
shown in this paper, it is possible to define a probability distribution function only when the
system becomes separable. We expect that the condition € < 1 corresponds to the condition
v > 1/2 which is stronger than the separability. Anyways, we must reconsider the meaning
of the probability in the stochastic approach from the view point of entanglement. We will
report on this topic in a separate publication.

In this paper, we assumed the Bunch-Davis vacuum state. Previous analysis by J. Les-
gourgues et al.[7] considered the nonvacuum initial states that are non-Gaussian and con-
cluded that the non-Gaussian nature of the state does not affect the transition to the classical
behavior. However, from the viewpoint of the entanglement, the condition of the separa-
bility for non-Gaussian states is unknown and the determination of a classicality condition
for such states is an unsolved problem. Further, we considered the quantum to classical
transition based on the bipartite entanglement only. This is because the criterion on the
separability for the general N-partite system is unknown[15]. However it is necessary to
look for the classicality condition for non-Gaussian states and the N-partite system to fully
understand the mechanism of classical to quantum transition of primordial fluctuation. This

is a future problem to be tackled.

17



Acknowledgments

The author would like to thank Yuji Ohsumi for valuable discussions on this subject. This

work was supported in part by a JSPS Grant-In-Aid for Scientific Research [C] (19540279).

1]

A. H. Guth and S.-Y. Pi, “Quantum mechanics of the scalar field in the new inflationary
universe”, Phys. Rev. D 32, (1985) 1899-1920.

M. Sakagami, “Evolution from Pure States into Mixed States in de Sitter space”, Prog. Theor.
Phys. 79, (1988) 442-453.

R. H. Brandenberger, R. Laflame, and M. Mijic, “Classical Perturbations from Decoherence of
Quantum Fluctuations in the Inflationary Universe”, Mod. Phys. Lett. A5, (1990) 2311-2318.
Y. Nambu, “Quantum to Classical Transition of Density Fluctuation in the Inflationary
model”, Phys. Lett. 276B, (1992) 11-17.

A. Albrecht, P. Ferreira, M. Joyce, and T. Prokopec, “Inflation and squeezed quantum state”,
Phys. Rev. D 50, (1994) 4807-4820.

D. Polarski and A. A. Starobinsky, “Semiclassicality and decoherence of cosmological pertur-
bations”, Class. Quantum Grav. 13, (1996) 377-391.

J. Lesgourgues, D. Polarski, and A. A. Starobinsky, “Quantum-to-classical Transition of Cos-
mological Perturbations for Non-vacuum Initial States”, Nucl. Phys. B 497, (1997) 479-508,
arXiv:gr-qc/9611019.

C. Kiefer, J. Lesgourgues, D. Polarski, and A. A. Starobinsky, “The coherence of primordial
fluctuations produced during inflation”, Class. Quantum Grav. 15, (1998) L67-L72.

C. Kiefer, I. Lohmar, D. Polarski, and A. A. Starobinsky, “Pointer States for Primordial
Fluctuations in Inflationary Cosmology”, Class. Quantum Grav. 24, (2007) 1699-1718.

J. W. Sharman and G. D. Moore, “Decoherence due to the horizon after inflation”, JCAP 11,
(2007) 020.

P. Martineau, “On the decoherence of primordial fluctuations during inflation”, Class. Quan-
tum Grav. 24, (2007) 5817-5834.

C. P. Burgess, R. Holman, and D. Hoover, “Decoherence of inflationary primordial fluctua-

tions”, Phys. Rev. D 77, (2008) 063534.

18



[13]

[14]
[15]

[16]

[17]

[21]
22]

A. Einstein, B. Podolsky, and N. Rosen, “Can Quantum-Mechanical Description of Physical
Reality Be Considered Complete?”, Phys. Rev. 47, (1935) 777-780.

J. S. Bell, “On the Einstein Podolsky Rosen paradox”, Physics 1, (1964) 195-200.

S. L. Braunstein and P. Loock, “Quantum information with continuous variables”, Rev. Mod.
Phys. 77, (2005) 513-577, quant-ph/0410100.

R. Simon, “Peres-Horodecki Separability Criterion for Continuous Variable System”, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 84, (2000) 2726-2729.

L. Duan, G. Giedke, J. I. Cirac, and P. Zoller, “Inseparability Criterion for Continuous Variable
Systems”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, (2000) 2722-2725.

G. Adesso, A. Serafini, and F. Illuminati, “Determination of Continuous Variable Entangle-
ment by Purity Measurements”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, (2004) 087901.

G. Adesso, A. Serafini, and F. [lluminati, “Extremal entanglement and mixedness in contin-
uous variable systems”, Phys. Rev. A 70, (2004) 022318.

J. Kofler, V. Vedral, M. S. Kim, and C. Brukner, “Entanglement between collective operators
in a linear harmonic chain”, Phys. Rev. A 73, (2006) 052107.

C. W. Gardiner and P. Zoller, Quantum Noise (Springer, 2004).

A. A. Starobinsky, in H. J. de Vega and N. Sanchez (eds.), “Current Topics in Field Theory,
Quantum Gravity and Strings”, vol. 206 of Lecture Notes in Physics, 107 (Springer, Heidel-
berg, 1986).

19



	Introduction
	Separability and Entanglement
	Entanglement of Quantum Field in the de Sitter universe
	One-dimensional lattice model of scalar field
	Numerical result

	Entanglement and Quantum to Classical Transition
	Summary and Conclusion
	Acknowledgments
	References

