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Abstract: We study the decoherence effect of quantum superposition in de Sitter (dS) spacetime

due to the presence of the cosmological horizon. Using the algebraic approach of quantum field

theory on curved spacetime, we derive the precise expression for the expected number of entangling

particles in the scalar field case. This expression establishes the relation between the decoherence

and the local two-point correlation function. Specifically, we analyze the quantum superposition

Gendankenexperiment performed by a local observer at the center of dS spacetime. We compute the

entangling particle numbers in scalar field, electromagnetic field, and gravitational field scenarios.

It is demonstrated that the quantum spatial superposition state can be decohered by emitting entan-

gling particles into the cosmological horizon. Our setup is equivalent to an accelerating observer

in 5-dimensional Minkowski spacetime. The results for the scalar and electromagnetic cases are

consistent with those obtained in [1], which investigated the decoherence effect from the perspec-

tive of an accelerating observer in Minkovski spacetime. However, our result fixes the numerical

prefactor of the gravitational decoherence.
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1 Introduction

The unification of quantum mechanics and gravitation is one of the most challenging and ambitious

open problems in modern fundamental physics. String theory and loop quantum gravity are two

prominent, mathematically sophisticated frameworks that aim to quantize gravity. However, an

alternative approach takes the opposite perspective: to “gravitize” quantum mechanics [2]. In this

approach, it is assumed that the quantum system interacts with classical or quantum gravitational

backgrounds, offering a different route to understanding the interplay between these foundational

theories [3]. Although a complete theory of quantum gravity has yet to be established, there is

a general consensus that spacetime undergoes fluctuations [4]. In addition, unlike the electro-

magnetic interaction, the gravitational interaction cannot be shielded. As a result, spacetime, as a

dynamical variable, fluctuates, and these fluctuations must lead to decoherence in quantum systems

[5].

Decoherence is a fundamental concept in quantum mechanics that describes how a quantum

system initially in a superposition state loses its coherence due to interactions with the environment

[6–8]. It provides an essential mechanism by which classical behavior emerges at macroscopic

scales from quantum systems when measurement is imposed [6]. In general, When a quantum

system interacts with its environment, the reduced density matrix of the system from tracing out

the environment appears to be mixed and classical, while decoherence manifests at the loss of

off-diagonal terms in the reduced density matrix. However, it should be noted that decoherence

does not violate entanglement. When decoherence occurs, the entanglement in the initial quantum

system is transferred to the system-environment entanglement.

Gravitational decoherence, referring to the loss of coherence in quantum superpositions, is

related to gravitational effects arising from a classical or quantum gravitational background [3].

Classical gravitational backgrounds include primordial gravitational waves, the cosmic microwave
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background radiation, stochastic gravitational waves, and others. Recently, Danielson, Satishchan-

dran, and Wald (DSW) investigated a Gedankenexperiment [9], where the spatial superposition is

treated quantum mechanically while the background gravitational field is a classical black hole.

They demonstrated that the presence of black hole killing horizon can inevitably decohere the

quantum superposition of a charged or massive particle [9, 10].

The setup of the DSW Gedankenexperiment is described as follows [9]. Suppose that in a

static black hole spacetime, a charged or massive particle is initially prepared in the positive x-spin

state. A local observer sends the particle through a Stern-Gerlach apparatus oriented in the z−
direction. After that, the particle is in a superposition state of the following form

|Ψ〉 = 1
√

2
(|ψL, ↑〉 + |ψR, ↓〉) , (1.1)

where |ψL〉 and |ψR〉 are the spatially separated, normalized states of the particle after passing

through the apparatus and | ↑〉 and | ↓〉 are the spin-up and spin-down states along the z−axis direc-

tion. The local observer maintains the stationary superposition state of the particle for a duration of

T , and then recombines the particle using a reverse Stern-Gerlach apparatus. After recombination,

the particle can, in principle, be measured to verify whether the initial state has been restored. If the

coherence of the superposition state (1.1) is preserved over a long period of time T , the particle’s

spin will consistently be found in the initial positive x-direction.

Assuming that the separation and recombination processes occur adiabatically, and that no ex-

ternal influences affect the particle that could induce potential decoherence, analyses have shown

that coherence can be maintained in Minkowski spacetime [11, 12]. However, an analysis of the

Gedankenexperiment in black hole spacetime leads to a dramatically different conclusion [9, 10].

It has been shown that the low-frequency electromagnetic or gravitational radiation emitted by

the charged or massive particle inevitably interacts with the black hole horizon, effectively disap-

pearing from the outside spacetime due to the causal structure of the horizon. This radiation may

provide “which-way” information about the particle, analogous to an observer behind the horizon

performing a “which-way” experiment. Consequently, the coherence of the superposition state of

the charged or massive particle is inevitably violated. The decoherence of a quantum superposition

induced by a black hole is referred to as DSW decoherence.

The effect of DSW decoherence has attracted significant attention. In [13], the decoherence of

quantum superposition in the rotating Kerr black hole was studied, with decoherence rates calcu-

lated for the scalar and electromagnetic cases. However, the gravitational case was not addressed.

Along similar lines, we also examine the decoherence of quantum superposition in the charged

Reissner-Nordström black hole [14]. In these studies, the expected number of entangling photons

or gravitons emitted by the experimental particle—related to the decoherence rate—was evaluated

at the past or future horizon. This framework is referred to as the global description.

More recently, it has been recognized that DSW decoherence should be interpreted from the

perspective of the local observer conducting the superposition experiment [1, 15, 16]. In other

words, the experimenter must also have a local description for the cause of decoherence. In [1],

a local description was proposed by mapping the DSW setup onto a worldline-localized model

resembling an accelerating Unruh-DeWitt particle detector in Minkowski spacetime. It was shown

that the thermal environment experienced by the accelerating observer due to the Unruh effect [17]
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induces Ohmic friction on the experimental system, which is the key mechanism behind steady

decoherence as implied by the fluctuation-dissipation theorem. In [15], by modeling black hole

as a quantum system at finite temperature, it was also shown that the decoherence phenomenon

could also be interpreted in this context. Furthermore, it was analyzed that the decoherence effect

caused by the black hole horizon is comparable to the analogous effect induced by the ordinary

matter system. The two previous papers indicated that decoherence is related to the local two-point

function of the quantum field within the local observer’s lab. This idea was further developed in

[16], where the number of entangling particles was explicitly expressed in terms of the local two-

point function. Therefore, DSW decoherence is a fascinating effect, and understanding its nature

could provide valuable insights into both the quantum properties of black holes and the black hole

information paradox.

In this work, we study the DSW decoherence effect for the quantum superposition in dS space-

time due to the presence of the cosmological horizon. Although this effect was previously discussed

by DSW in [10] from the global description perspective, the precise numerical coefficients in the

expressions for the decoherence rates of quantum fields with different spins remain undetermined.

We will use the algebraic approach of quantum field theory on curved spacetime [18, 19] to derive

the exact expression for the expected number of entangling particles in the scalar field case. Note

that the electromagnetic and gravitational cases were addressed in [16]. The expressions for the

entangling particles establish a direct relation between the decoherence rate and the local two-point

correlation function.

Specifically, we analyze the quantum superposition Gendankenexperiment performed by a lo-

cal observer at the center of dS spacetime. For the local description of DSW decoherence in dS

spacetime, we work in the dS conformal invariant vacuum. The two-point correlation functions

for the conformally coupled scalar field, the electromagnetic field, and the linearized gravitational

field are extensively investigated. By using the two-point functions for the scalar [20, 21], elec-

tromagnetic [22, 23], and linearized gravitational fields [24, 25] in dS spacetime, we compute the

corresponding entangling particle numbers. It is shown that these particle numbers are propor-

tional to the duration for which the local observer holds the superposition state. This demonstrates

that the quantum spatial superposition is decohered by the emission of entangling particles into

the cosmological horizon. Note that our setup is equivalent to that of an accelerating observer in

5-dimensional Minkowski spacetime. The results for the scalar and electromagnetic cases are con-

sistent with those obtained in [1], which studied the decoherence effect from the perspective of an

accelerating observer in Minkowski spacetime. However, our result fixes the numerical coefficient

of the gravitational decoherence rate for the first time.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec.2, we derive an explicit expression for the entan-

gling particle number in the scalar field case using the algebraic approach of quantum field theory

on curved spacetime. This expression establishes the relationship between the entangling particle

number and the local two-point correlation function of the scalar field. In Sec.3, we calculate the

entangling particle number for the scalar field in dS spacetime, employing the correlation func-

tion for the scalar field in the dS-invariant vacuum. In Sec.4, we extend the calculation to the

electromagnetic field case and determine the expected number of entangling photons. In Sec.5,

we investigate the decoherence effect for the linearized gravitational field in dS spacetime. The

conclusion and discussion are presented in the final section.
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2 Local expression of decoherence from scalar field radiation

In this section, we derive an explicit expression for the entangling particle number in the scalar

field case using the algebraic approach of quantum field theory on curved spacetime.

For the massless minimally coupled scalar field in dS spacetime, there exists no conformally

invariant vacuum state [26]. For the massive scalar fields, such a vacuum state does exist. For this

reason, we consider a massive conformally coupled scalar field φ in a curved spacetime M. The

following derivation also applies to general spacetimeM with a static Killing vector, with the static

patch of dS spacetime as a special example.

The dynamics of the conformally coupled scalar field is governed by the following Klein-

Gordon equation

(

� − m2 − ξR
)

φ(x) = 0 , (2.1)

where � denotes the d’Alembert operator in curved spacetime, m is the mass of the scalar field, ξ

is the coupling constant, and R is the scalar curvature ofM. For conformal coupling, ξ = 1
6
.

In the algebraic approach of quantum field theory (see [18] and [19] for the nice intoduction

and review), the quantized scalar field operator φ̂ is typically defined as the ”smeared” field to re-

solve the singularity in the correlation function when two spacetime points coincide. For a classical

solution φ(x) to the equation of motion, the ”smeared” field operator is defined as

φ̂( f ) =

∫ √−gd4x f (x)φ(x) , (2.2)

where f is a smooth test function with compact support on M. In this sense, the field equation

(2.1) is equivalent to

φ̂
((

� − m2 − ξR
)

f
)

=

∫ √−gd4x
(

� − m2 − ξR
)

f (x)φ(x)

=

∫ √−gd4x f (x)
(

� − m2 − ξR
)

φ(x)

= 0 , (2.3)

where the integration by parts is performed twice.

In the following, we will consider the scalar radiations emitted by the particle holding by the

local observer. Therefore, the particle holding by the observer should be treated as the source of

the scalar field. We will mainly focus on the Klein-Gordon equation with a source ρ as follows

(

� − m2 − ξR
)

φ(x) = ρ(x) . (2.4)

The solution to the sourced Klein-Gordon equation (2.4) can be obtained by adding a particular

solution to the solution of the sourceless Klein-Gordon equation (2.1). As claimed in [13], the

choice of the particular solution determines the state of the scalar field radiation, which is essential

to derive the expression of the entangling particle number.

Prior to the experimental particle going through the Stern-Gerlach apparatus, we may consider

the observable of the scalar field radiation

φ̂in = φ̂ −Gret Î , (2.5)
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where Gret is the classical retarded solution to the sourced Klein-Gordon equation (2.4) and Î

denotes the identity operator. This is analogous to the electromagnetic case considered in [10],

where the observable of the electromagnetic radiation is defined by subtracting the “Coulomb” part

from the electromagnetic field. It is obvious that the radiation observable φ̂in satisfies the sourceless

Klein-Gordon equation (2.1).

The initial state of the scalar radiation is assumed to be in the vacuum state |Ω〉, which in the

present case is the de Sitter-invariant vacuum state for the conformally coupled scalar field. For

the general case of black hole spacetime formed by gravitational collapse, the Unruh vacuum is a

natural selection of the vacuum state |Ω〉.
From the vacuum state |Ω〉, one can construct a one-particle Hilbert space Hin and the corre-

sponding Fock space F (Hin)[27]. The field operator φ̂in is represented on F (Hin) as

φ̂in( f ) = iâ
(

K∆ f
)

− ia†(K∆ f ) . (2.6)

Here f is an arbitrary test function with compact support, ∆ f is the advanced minus retarded

solution to the Klein-Gordon equation with the source f , and K denotes the map from the classical

solution space to the one particle Hilbert spaceHin. The creation and annihilation operators satisfy

the commutation relation

[

â
(

K∆ f
)

, â† (K∆g)
]

= 〈K∆ f |K∆g〉Î , (2.7)

where the overline denotes the complex conjugate, and 〈K∆ f |K∆g〉 is the inner product onHin. For

the scalar field case, the inner product on Hin is just a natural generalization of the Klein-Gordon

inner product.

After the particle passing through the Stern-Gerlach apparatus, the particle is in a spatially

separated quantum superposition state, which effectively results in two possible evolutions of the

radiation field. The state of the total particle-radiation system is then given by the following form

|Ψ〉 = 1
√

2
(|ψL, ↑〉 ⊗ |ΨL〉 + |ψR, ↓〉 ⊗ |ΨR〉) , (2.8)

where |ΨL〉 and |ΨR〉 are the “out” states of the scalar radiation corresponding to the particle states

|ψL〉 and |ψR〉, respectively. The decoherence due to the scalar radiation is then given by [9]

D = 1 − |〈ΨL|ΨR〉| . (2.9)

If the “out” states of the scalar radiation are clearly distinguishable, i.e. 〈ΨL|ΨR〉 = 0, the quantum

superposition is decohered finally. Therefore, to determine whether the quantum state (2.8) has

decohered, one must calculate the overlap between |ΨL〉 and |ΨR〉 after the observer has held the

experimental system for a long time T .

To calculate the overlap of |ΨL〉 and |ΨR〉 for the scalar radiation, it is convenient to work in

the Heisenberg representation. It is assumed that the charge densities ρi(i = L,R) corresponding

to the particle state |ψi〉 can be treated as c-number source in Klein-Gordon equation (2.4). After

the particle going through the Stern-Gerlach apparatus, the scalar field operator φ̂i corresponding

to the state |ψi〉 can be expressed as

φ̂i = φ̂
in +Gret(ρi)Î , (2.10)

– 5 –



where Gret(ρi) is the classical retarded solution to Klein-Gordon equation with the source ρi.

After the time at which the particle is recombined, we have ρ = ρL = ρR. In order to describe

the observable of the “out” radiation field, the scalar field operator should be expressed as [13]

φ̂i = φ̂
out
i +Gadv(ρi)Î , (2.11)

where Gadv(ρi) is the classical retarded solution to Klein-Gordon equation with the source ρi.

It is easy to obtain the relations between the “in” and “out” radiation fields as

φ̂out
L = φ̂

in +
[

Gret(ρL) −Gadv(ρL)
]

Î ,

φ̂out
R = φ̂

in +
[

Gret(ρR) −Gadv(ρR)
]

Î . (2.12)

From the general theory of coherent state [28–30], these two equations imply that the “out” states

of the radiation fields corresponding to the “in” vacuum state |Ω〉 are given by the coherent states

with the following relation

|Ψi〉 = e
− 1

2

∥

∥

∥KG(ρi)

∥

∥

∥

2

exp
[

â† (KG(ρi))
]

|Ω〉 , (2.13)

where G(ρi) = Gret(ρi) −Gadv(ρi) is the difference of the retarded and the advanced solution asso-

ciated with the source ρi. The “out” states of the radiation fields are related with the “in” vacuum

state by a displacement operator.

Because the difference between the two components of the particle in the superposition, the

left and the right evolutions of the radiation fields are different. In general, the overlap of the

radiation states |ΨL〉 and |ΨR〉 is not unity. By using the general formula to calculate the overlap of

the coherent state, one can get

|〈ΨL|ΨR〉| = exp

[

−1

2
〈N〉

]

, (2.14)

where

〈N〉 =
∥

∥

∥K∆(ρR − ρL)
∥

∥

∥

2
, (2.15)

with

∆(ρR − ρL) = G(ρR) −G(ρL)

=
[

Gret(ρR) −Gadv(ρR)
]

−
[

Gret(ρL) −Gadv(ρL)
]

=
[

Gret(ρR − ρL) −Gadv(ρR − ρL)
]

. (2.16)

It is clear that ∆(ρR−ρL) is the advanced minus retarded solution to the Klein-Gordon equation

with the source ρR − ρL and K∆(ρR − ρL) represents the one-particle state in Hilebert space Hin.

Following DSW, 〈N〉 is referred to as the expected number of entangling particles. It is related to

the decoherence of the particle state by the following relation

D = 1 − exp

[

−1

2
〈N〉

]

. (2.17)
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If 〈N〉 is significantly larger than 1, the superposition state (2.8) will be completely decohered. For

the black hole case, the decoherence arises from the entangling particles emitted by a charged or

massive experimental particle. The entangling particles effectively transfer quantum information

of the experimental particle into the black hole horizon, which is causally disconnected from the

outside spacetime. This, in turn, creates entanglement between the black hole and the experimental

particle, leading to the decoherence of the quantum spatial superposition. This physical mechanism

is also applied to cosmological horizon in dS spacetime.

The main task left is to calculate the entangling particle number 〈N〉. By using the commuta-

tion relation (2.7), one can get the following useful identity about the norm of the quantum state

corresponding to the classical solution ∆(ρR − ρL)

∥

∥

∥K∆(ρR − ρL)
∥

∥

∥

2
= 〈Ω|â

(

K∆(ρR − ρL)
)

â† (K∆(ρR − ρL)) |Ω〉 , (2.18)

where we have applied the fact that |Ω〉 is the vacuum state and is annihilated by the operator

â
(

K∆(ρR − ρL)
)

.

On the other hand, using the Fock space representation (2.6) of the operator φ̂in, one can get

〈Ω|
[

φ̂in (ρR − ρL)
]2 |Ω〉 = 〈Ω|â

(

K∆(ρR − ρL)
)

â† (K∆(ρR − ρL)) |Ω〉 , (2.19)

where φ̂in (ρR − ρL) denotes the field operator φ̂in smearing with the function ρR − ρL. Therefore,

the entangling particle number can also be expressed as

〈N〉 =
∥

∥

∥K∆(ρR − ρL)
∥

∥

∥

2
= 〈Ω|

[

φ̂in (ρR − ρL)
]2 |Ω〉 . (2.20)

This equation gives the local reformulation of the decoherence of quantum superposition due to

the scalar radiation. Note that the electromagnetic and gravitational cases were addressed in [16].

Now we want to address the relation between the entangling particle number 〈N〉 and the two-point

correlation function of the scalar field.

To proceed, we neglect the spatial extent of the experimental particle and approximate the

source as the point-like. For a point source described by a charge q(τ) on a worldline xµ(τ), with τ

being the proper time parameter, the charge density can be given by

ρ =

∫

q(τ)
√−g

δ(4) (x − x(τ)) dτ , (2.21)

where δ(4) (x − x(τ)) is the “coordinate delta function. For the static patch of dS spacetime, there

is a static killing vector ta =
(

∂
∂t

)a
. One can perform the integration with respect to the killing

coordinate time t, which gives us the following expression for the charge density

ρ(t, xi) =
q
√−g

δ(3)
(

xi − xi(t)
) dτ

dt
, (2.22)

where xi is the spatial coordinates on the hypersurfaces Σt orthogonal to the timelike Killing vector

ta. For simplicity, we set the scalar charge q(τ) to be a constant q. Since the static patch of dS

spacetime is similar to the static black hole spacetime, the following discussion can also be applied

to the later case.
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We denote the displacement between the two components of the experimental particle at time

t by the tangent vector S a(t) to the geodesic segment in Σt of unit affine parameter that connect

the centers of the two components. By introducing the unit vector sa that is Lie transported along

ta, S a(t) can be rewritten as S a = d(t)sa, with d(t) is the proper distance between the two compo-

nents. With this geometric picture, the difference of the scalar charge densities between the two

components is given by

ρR − ρL ≈
q
√−g

[

−∂aδ
(3)

(

xi − xi(t)
) dτ

dt
+ δ(3)

(

xi − xi(t)
)

∂a

(

dτ

dt

)]

sad(t)

= q

{

−∇a

[

1
√−g

δ(3)
(

xi − xi(t)
) dτ

dt

]

+ ∂a

(

1
√−g

)

δ(3)
(

xi − xi(t)
) dτ

dt

+
2
√−g

∂a

(

dτ

dt

)

δ(3)
(

xi − xi(t)
)

}

sad(t) , (2.23)

where xi(t) can be treated as the coordinates of the local observer’s lab. We have used the fact that
1√−g
δ(3)

(

xi − xi(t)
)

dτ
dt

is scalar function and thus

∂a

[

1
√−g

δ(3)
(

xi − xi(t)
) dτ

dt

]

= ∇a

[

1
√−g

δ(3)
(

xi − xi(t)
) dτ

dt

]

. (2.24)

The field operator φ̂in smeared in ρR − ρL can be given by

φ̂in (ρR − ρL) =

∫

d4x
√−g (ρR − ρL) φ̂in(t, xi)

≈ q

∫

d4x
√−g

{

−∇a

[

1
√−g

δ(3)
(

xi − xi(t)
) dτ

dt
sad(t)φ̂in(t, xi)

]

+
1
√−g

δ(3)
(

xi − xi(t)
) dτ

dt
∇a

(

sad(t)φ̂in(t, xi)
)

+ ∂a

(

1
√−g

)

δ(3)
(

xi − xi(t)
) dτ

dt
sad(t)φ̂in(t, xi)

+
2
√−g

∂a

(

dτ

dt

)

δ(3)
(

xi − xi(t)
)

sad(t)φ̂in(t, xi) . (2.25)

By using Gauss’ theorem, the first term in the integral can be converted into a boundary integral,

which can be safely dropped due to the presence of the delta function and the fact that d(t) tends to

zero as t → ±∞. In addition, since ta is orthogonal to the hypersurface Σt, we have sa∇ad(t) = 0.

By performing the integral with respect to the delta function, we can obtain the compact expression

as

φ̂in (ρR − ρL) ≈ q

∫

dτd(τ)















sa∇aφ̂
in(τ, xi) +

(

dt

dτ

)2

∂a















sa

(

dτ

dt

)2














φ̂in(τ, xi)















. (2.26)

In the static black hole spacetime, if the motion of the lab is non-relativistic relative to the rest frame

of ta and the two components of the experimental particle are separated along the radial direction,

a simple estimation shows that the second term can be neglected as long as the observer’s lab is far

from the horizon. In our case, we assume the lab is located at the center of the dS spacetime. In the

next section, we will demonstrate that the second term does not contribute to the final result.
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Therefore, the entangling particle number is then given by

〈N〉 = q2

∫

dτdτ′d(τ)d(τ′)sasb〈∇aφ̂
in(τ, xi)∇bφ̂

in(τ′, x′i)〉 . (2.27)

This equation reproduces the relation between the entangling particle number and the local two-

point correlation function of the scalar field as derived in [1], where the formula for the decoherence

functional is obtained from the influence functional description of an open quantum system. The

explicit form of the decoherence functional depends on the interaction Hamiltonian, making their

formula model-dependent. In contrast, our result is clearly model-independent.

Note that the electromagnetic and gravitational cases were addressed in [16]. The expressions

for the entangling particles establish a direct relation between the decoherence rate and the local

two-point correlation function.

3 Decoherence rate from scalar field in de Sitter spacetime

In this section, we will examine the quantum spatial superposition held by the local observer at the

center of dS spacetime and calculate the corresponding decoherence rate due to the emission of

scalar particles.

It is well known that dS spacetime can be viewed as a four dimensional hyperboloid

−
(

x0
)2
+

(

x1
)2
+

(

x2
)2
+

(

x3
)2
+

(

x4
)2
= L2 , (3.1)

embedded in the five dimensional Minkovski spacetime. By introducing the following coordinate

transformation

x0 =
√

L2 − r2 sinh
t

L
,

x1 =
√

L2 − r2 cosh
t

L
,

x2 = r cos θ , (3.2)

x3 = r sin θ cos ϕ ,

x4 = r sin θ sin ϕ ,

the static dS metric can be expressed as

ds2 = −
(

1 − r2

L2

)

dt2 +
dr2

(

1 − r2

L2

) + r2dΩ2 , (3.3)

where dΩ2 is the line element on S 2.

For the static patch of dS spacetime, there is a Killing horizon r = L of the static Killing

field
(

∂
∂t

)a
, which is also called cosmological horizon. The cosmological horizon shares similar

properties with the event horizon of black hole [31]. The Hawking radiation effect for a mass-

less conformally coupled scalar field in static dS spacetime was studied in [21]. As a result, the

cosmological horizon has a Hawking temperature given by TH =
1

2πL
.

With the geometry of static dS spacetime given by (3.3), we now explain why the second term

in Eq.(2.26) can be neglected for a non-relativistic observer at the center r = 0 of dS spacetime.
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For such a observer, we have dτ
dt
≈ √−gtt =

√

1 − r2

L2 . If the two components of the experimental

particle are separated along the r direction, the non-vanishing component of the unit vector sa is

sr =

√

1 − r2

L2 . Thus we have

(

dt

dτ

)2

∂a















sa

(

dτ

dt

)2














= − 3r/L2

√

1 − r2

L2

, (3.4)

which clearly vanishes at r = 0. Therefore, in our setup, the second term in Eq.(2.26) can be

appropriately neglected.

For our purpose, we consider the massless conformally coupled scalar field. As claimed in the

previous section, we choose the de Sitter-invariant vacuum state as vacuum state of the “in” scalar

field radiation φin. Then the two point correlation function can be written as [20, 21]

〈φin(x)φin(x′)〉 = 1

4π2

1

∆2(x − x′)
, (3.5)

where ∆2(x−x′) = −
(

x0 − x′0
)2
+
(

x1 − x′1
)2
+
(

x2 − x′2
)2
+
(

x3 − x′3
)2
+
(

x4 − x′4
)2

is the spacetime

interval between the two points x and x′. Here, x and x′ are the coordinates of two points embedded

in the 5-dimensional Minkowski spacetime.

We consider the case that the locations of the two point-like sources are separated along the r

direction, i.e. the coordinates of the sources are given by (t, r, θ, ϕ) and (t′, r′, θ, ϕ). By using the

coordinate transformation (3.2), We can obtain the correlation function as

〈φin(t, r, θ, ϕ)φin(t′, r′, θ, ϕ)〉 = − 1

8π2

[

rr′ − L2 +
√

L2 − r2
√

L2 − r′2 cosh
(

t − t′
)

/L

]−1

. (3.6)

Furthermore, we consider the case that when the pointlike source pass through the Stern-

Gerlach apparatus, the two components of the pointlike source are separated from the point r = 0

with r + r′ = 0 and ∆r = r′ − r ≈ d ≪ 1 for a very long proper time T . In the reference of the

local observer’s lab, i.e. r = 0, T is the proper time of the local observer and the d(t) is maintained

constant d for a long time. In this case, one can get

〈∂rφ̂
in∂r′ φ̂

in〉 ≈ 1

32π2L4

1

sinh4 (τ − τ′) /2L
, (3.7)

where we have used the approximation condition r = r′ ≈ 0. Note that in this case t − t′ = τ − τ′
when r = r′ ≈ 0. Therefore, the correlation function (3.7) is just a function of ∆τ = τ − τ′ finally.

For the components of the particle separated along the r-direction, we have

sa∇aφ̂
in = sr∂rφ̂

in ≈ ∂rφ̂
in , (3.8)

where sr =

√

1 − r2

L2 is the unit displacement vector along the r direction. We also used the

approximation condition that near r = 0, sr ≈ 1. The entangling particle number can be given by

〈N〉 ≈ q2

∫

dτdτ′d(τ)d(τ′)〈∂rφ̂
in∂r′ φ̂

in〉 . (3.9)
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We assume that d(τ) is a function as

d(τ) =



















d, |τ| < T/2 ,

0, τ < −T/2 − T1 or τ > T/2 + T2 ,
(3.10)

where T is the proper time that the experimenter holds the superposition state and T1 and T2 are

the time that the times that used to separate and recombine the superposition. One can roughly

approximate the function d(t) as a rectangular wave function to estimate the entangling particle

number. By using

d(τ) =

∫

dω

2π
d̃(ω)e−iωτ , (3.11)

one can get

〈N〉 ≈ q2

∫

dω

2π
d̃(ω)d̃∗(ω)F (ω) , (3.12)

where d̃(ω) is the Fourier transform of d(t) and F (ω) is the Fourier transform of the correlation

function 〈∂rφ̂
in∂r′φ̂

in〉. Since d(t) can be approximated as a rectangular wave function, for large T ,

d̃(ω) is highly bandlimited near ω ∼ 0.

The Fourier transform of the correlation function (3.7) can be caluclated as

F (ω) =

∫ +∞

−∞
〈∂rφ̂

in∂r′φ̂
in〉eiω∆τd∆τ

=
1

32π2L4

∫ +∞

−∞

1

sinh4 ∆τ/2L
eiω∆τd∆τ

=
1

16π2L3
× 2πi ×

+∞
∑

n=0

[

(2iLω)3 − 4 (2iLω)
]

e−2nπLω

=
1

6πL2
·
ω

(

L2ω2 + 1
)

1 − e−2πLω
. (3.13)

Therefore, we have

〈N〉 ≈ q2F (ω = 0)

∫

dω

2π
d̃(ω)d̃∗(ω)

≈ q2F (ω = 0)

∫

dτd2(τ)

≈ q2d2T

12π2L3
. (3.14)

Note that, in the second line, we have used the Parseval theorem to convert the integral in the

frequency domain to the time domain.

This result shows that the number of entangled particles emitted by the scalar source increases

constantly with respect to the lab’s proper time. This implies that the quantum spatial superposition

decoheres at a constant rate

Γs =
q2d2

12π2L3
. (3.15)
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With the coordinate transformation given in Eq.(3.2), we observe that a local observer at the

center of a 4-dimensional dS spacetime is equivalent to an accelerating observer in 5-dimensional

Minkowski spacetime. The result for the decoherence rate, given in Eq. (3.15), is consistent

with the findings in [1], where a scalar dipole model is employed to study the decoherence of the

quantum superposition. As claimed in the previous section, the result obtained in [1] is model-

dependent, whereas our result is model-independent.

4 Decoherence rate from electromagnetic field in de Sitter spacetime

In this section, we will examine the quantum spatial superposition held by the local observer at the

center of dS spacetime and calculate the corresponding decoherence rate due to the emission of

entangling photons.

Suppose now that the experimental particle is charged, and the decoherence of quantum spatial

superposition is caused by emitting entangling photons. From the local description of the decoher-

ence [16], the expected number of the entangling photons are given by the two-point correlation

function of the electric field as

〈N〉 ≈
∫

dτdτ′d(τ)d(τ′)〈saEin
a (τ, xi)sa′Ein

a′(τ
′, x′i)〉

=

∫

dτdτ′d(τ)d(τ′)〈FtrFtr′〉 , (4.1)

where the electric field Ea on a static hypersurface Σt is defined as Ea = Fabtb with Fab being the

electromagnetic field tensor. For the case that the two components of the experimental particle are

separated along the radial direction, we just need to calculate the two-point correlation function of

the radial component of Ein
a .

The massive and massless vector two-point functions in maximally symmetric spaces of any

number of dimensions have been calculated in [22]. The electromagnetic field correlation function

in dS spacetime for the conformally invariant vacuum is given by [22] (see also [23])

〈FabFa′b′〉 =
1

8π2L4

1

(1 − z)2

[

g∗[a[a′gb]b′]∗ + 4n[agb][b′na′
]

, (4.2)

where ∗[, ]∗ are used to denote the open-bracket and close-bracket respectively of the second anti-

symmetrisation. Here z = cos2
(

µ

2L

)

with µ(x, x′) denotes the geodesic distance between the points

x and x′ in dS space. Therefore, µ2 > 0 for spacelike separation and µ2 < 0 for timelike separation.

Especially, for the timelike separation, z = cos
(

i(τ−τ′ )
2L

)

= cosh2 (τ−τ′)
2L

, where (τ−τ′) is the geodesic

proper time difference.

Note that gaa′ (x, x′) is defined as the parallel propagator via the following relations

gab(x) = g c′
a (x, x′)gc′b(x, x′) ,

ga′b′(x′) = g c
a′ (x, x′)gcb′ (x, x′) . (4.3)

By introducing na = ∇aµ and na′ = ∇a′µ, which are the unit tangents at points x and x′, respectively,

it can be proved that the parallel propagator is explicitly given by [22]

gaa′ = C(µ)−1∇anb′ − nanb′ , (4.4)
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where C(µ) = − 1
L

csc
µ

L
.

As discussed in the previous section, we consider the two pointlike sources with the coordi-

nates (t, r, θ, ϕ) and (t′, r′, θ, ϕ). The geodesic distance between two pointlike source can be calcu-

lated by embedding dS spacetime into Minkovski spacetime using the coordinate transformation

(3.2). It is well known that there is a simple relation between the spacetime interval ∆2(x − x′) in

the embedded Minkovski spacetime and the geodesic distance µ(x, x′) in dS spacetime [32]

∆2(x − x′) = 2L2

(

1 − cos

(

µ(x, x′)

L

))

. (4.5)

Furthermore, we consider the case that when the pointlike source pass through the Stern-

Gerlach apparatus, the two components of the pointlike source are separated from r = 0 point with

r + r′ = 0 and ∆r = r′ − r ≈ d ≪ 1 for a very long time T . In the experimenter’s lab reference,

i.e. r = 0, T is is the proper time and the d(t) is maintained constant d for a long time. This is

to say that we are considering the two sources are timelike separated. In this case, one can get the

novanishing components of na, na′ , and gab′ as

nt = −nt′ = i , gtt′ = −grr′ = −1 . (4.6)

It can be proved that z − 1 ≈ sinh2 τ−τ′
2L

for the two components separated near r = 0.

For our case, we also consider the case that the two components are separated along the r

direction. We just need to evaluate the correlation function 〈FtrFt′r′〉. By employing the above

relations, from Eq.(4.2), one can get

〈FtrFt′r′〉 ≈
1

8π2L4

1

(1 − z)2

[

−1

2
+ ∂tµ∂t′µ

]

. (4.7)

Using the fact that ntnt′ = ∂tµ∂t′µ = 1, one can finally get

〈FtrFt′r′〉 ≈
1

16π2L4

1

sinh4(τ − τ′)/2L
. (4.8)

This result can also be derived from considering the electromagnetic two-point functions obtained

in [33].

By using the expression (4.1) for the entangling photon number, and repeating the procedure

in the scalar field case, one can get

〈N〉 = q2d2T

6π2L3
, (4.9)

which is twice as large as the scalar case. This result shows that the number of entangled photons

emitted by the charged source increases constantly with respect to the lab’s proper time. Therefore,

quantum spatial superposition decoheres at a constant rate

Γe =
q2d2

6π2L3
. (4.10)

Once again, since our setup is equivalent to that in [1], the result is also consistent with the

findings in [1], where the electric dipole model is employed. However, our result is independent

of the interaction Hamiltonian. In fact, the decoherence due to the entangling photons was also

discussed in [10] from the global description. Our result fix the numerical coefficient for the deco-

herence rate.
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5 Decoherence rate from linearized gravitational field in de Sitter spacetime

In this section, we consider the case that the decoherence of quantum superposition for the experi-

mental particle is violated by emitting entangling gravitons.

The corresponding expression for the entangling graviton number is given by [16]

〈N〉 =
〈

Ω

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

[

hin
ab

(

T ab
1 − T ab

2

)]2
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ω

〉

≈ m2

∫

dtdt′d2(t)d2(t′)sasbscsd
〈

Ein
ab(t, xi)Ein

cd(t′, x′i)
〉

, (5.1)

where hab is the linearized gravitational perturbation, T ab
1
− T ab

2
is the difference in the energy-

momentum tensor of the two components of the experimental particle, and Eab = Cacbdtctd is the

quantum field observable corresponding to the electric part of the Weyl tensor.

For the experimenter at the center of dS spacetime r = 0, the time t can also be changed into

the proper time τ. Thus the calculation of the expected number of the entangling gravitons reduces

to the computation of the two-point correlation function of the Weyl tensor Cabcd.

In [34], the covariant graviton propagator in de Sitter spacetime with one gauge parameter was

calculated. Based on the result, an explicit form for the two-point function of the Weyl tensor in de

Sitter spacetime was also obtained in [24]. The result is presented in Appendix A. For our case, we

need to calculate the two-point function 〈Crtrt(t, xi)Cr′t′r′t′(t
′, x′i)〉. After some algebra, one can get

〈Crtrt(t, xi)Cr′t′r′t′(t
′, x′i)〉 = − 1

16π2L6

1

sinh6(t − t′)/2L
. (5.2)

To get the final result, we then need to calculate the Fourier transform of the function sinh−6(∆τ)/2L

with ∆τ = τ − τ′ ≈ t − t′. It is shown that its Fourier transform is given by

F (sinh−6 ∆τ/2L) =

∫ +∞

−∞

1

sinh6 ∆τ/2L
eiω∆τd∆τ

=
4πiL

5!

[

(2iLω)5 − 20(2iLω)3 + 64(2iLω)
] 1

1 − e−2πLω
, (5.3)

where only the residues at the origin and in the upper half complex plane contribute the contour

integral. According to the arguments in the previous sections, what we need is just the value of the

Fourier transform at ω = 0. By taking the limit ω → 0, we get the limit value is − 32
15

L. Therefore,

repeating the procedure in the scalar case, we find that the entangling graviton number is given by

〈N〉 = 2m2d4T

15π2L5
. (5.4)

Our result is consistent with the previous result obtain by DSW in [10]. However, our result fixes

the numerical coefficient as 2
15π2 .

This result also shows that the number of entangled gravitons emitted by the massive source

increases constantly with respect to the lab’s proper time. Therefore, quantum spatial superposition

decoheres at a constant rate

Γg =
2m2d4

15π2L5
. (5.5)
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6 Conclusion and discussion

In summary, we have studied the DSW decoherence effect for the quantum superposition in dS

spacetime due to the presence of the cosmological horizon. By employing the algebraic approach

of quantum field theory on curved spacetime, we derive the exact expression for the expected

number of entangling particles in the scalar field case. This result together with the results for the

electromagnetic and gravitational cases establish a direct relation between the decoherence and the

local two-point correlation function.

The quantum superposition Gendankenexperiment performed by a local observer at the center

of dS spacetime was analyzed in detail. Specifically, we compute the decoherence rate caused

by emission of entangling scalar particles, photons, and gravitons, respectively. It is shown that

quantum spatial superposition decoheres at a constant rate with respect to the local observer’s

proper time. Our setup is equivalent to that of an accelerating observer in 5-dimensional Minkowski

spacetime. The results for the scalar and electromagnetic cases are consistent with those obtained in

[1]. The discussions in [1] is model-dependent, whereas our result is independent of the interaction

Hamiltonian. Although the gravitational case was discussed By DSW in [10], our result fixes the

numerical coefficient of the decoherence rate for the first time.

In the present work, our calculations are limited to the spacetime with a static Killing vector.

For future direction on this topic, it will be interesting to extend the local description of decoherence

to rotating black holes, where the decoherence from the global perspective was studied in [13].

A The Weyl tensor two-point function in de Sitter spacetime

In this appendix, we present the detailed expression for the Weyl tensor two-point function in de

Sitter spacetime obtained in [24]. However, as pointed in [25], the original expression presented in

[24] is not the correct one. The error was later fixed by Kouris. One can refer to the corrigendum

on the paper by Kouris.

For the de Sitter invariant vacuum, the Weyl tensor two-point function is given by

Wabcda′b′c′d′ =

7
∑

i=1

D(i)Ω
(i)

abcda′b′c′d′ , (A.1)
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where

D(1) =
1

4π2L6

12

(z − 1)3
, (A.2)

D(2) =
1

4π2L6

(

18

(z − 1)3
− 6

(z − 1)2

)

, (A.3)

D(3) =
1

4π2L6

(

− 6

(z − 1)3
+

6

(z − 1)2

)

, (A.4)

D(4) =
1

4π2L6

(

3

(z − 1)3
+

3

(z − 1)2

)

, (A.5)

D(5) =
1

4π2L6

(

− 3

2(z − 1)3
+

3

2(z − 1)2

)

, (A.6)

D(6) =
1

4π2L6

3

(z − 1)2
, (A.7)

D(7) =
1

4π2L6

(

1

4(z − 1)3
+

3

4(z − 1)2

)

, (A.8)

and

Ω
(i)

abcda′b′c′d′ =
1

2

(

S
(i)

[ab][cd][a′b′][c′d′] + S
(i)

[cd][ab][a′b′][c′d′]

+S
(i)

[ab][cd][c′d′][a′b′] + S
(i)

[cd][ab][c′d′][a′b′]

)

, (A.9)

with

S
(1)

abcda′b′c′d′ = nancna′nc′gbdgb′d′ − 2nancna′nc′gbb′gdd′ , (A.10)

S
(2)

abcda′b′c′d′ =
1

3
nanc′ (gbb′gcd′ + gbd′gcb′ ) gda′ , (A.11)

S
(3)

abcda′b′c′d′ = ncnc′gab′gbdga′d′ , (A.12)

S
(4)

abcda′b′c′d′ = (nancgbb′gdd′ga′c′ + na′nc′gacgbd′gdb′)

−1

2
(nancgbdga′c′gb′d′ + na′nc′gacgbdgb′d′) , (A.13)

S
(5)

abcda′b′c′d′ =
1

3
(gab′gbc′gcd′gda′ + gaa′gbb′gcc′gdd′ ) , (A.14)

S
(6)

abcda′b′c′d′ = −gacgbc′ga′dgb′d′ , (A.15)

S
(7)

abcda′b′c′d′ = gacgbdga′c′gb′d′ , (A.16)

where we have fixed an error in the prefactor of D(i).

After some tedious calculations, one can finally get the following simple results for the Ω(i)

Ω(1) = −1

8
, Ω(2) =

1

8
, Ω(3) =

1

8
, Ω(4) = 0 , Ω(5) =

1

4
, Ω(6) = −1

4
, Ω(7) =

1

2
, (A.17)

where we have omitted the index of Ω
(i)
rtrtr′t′r′t′ for simplicity. With these expressions, one can get

the Weyl two-point function given in Eq.(5.2).
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