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The quantum nature of gravity remains an open question in fundamental physics, lacking experi-
mental verification. Gravitational waves (GWs) provide a potential avenue for detecting gravitons,
the hypothetical quantum carriers of gravity. However, by analogy with quantum optics, distinguish-
ing gravitons from classical GWs requires the preservation of quantum coherence, which may be
lost due to interactions with the cosmic environment causing decoherence. We investigate whether
GWs retain their quantum state by deriving the reduced density matrix and evaluating decoher-
ence, using an environmental model where a scalar field is conformally coupled to gravity. Our
results show that quantum decoherence of GWs is stronger at lower frequencies and higher reheat-
ing temperatures. We identify a model-independent amplitude threshold below which decoherence is
negligible, providing a fundamental limit for directly probing the quantum nature of gravity. In the
standard cosmological scenario, the low energy density of the universe at the end of inflation leads
to complete decoherence at the classical amplitude level of inflationary GWs. However, for higher
energy densities, decoherence is negligible within a frequency window in the range 100 Hz–108 Hz,
which depends on the reheating temperature. In a kinetic-dominated scenario, the dependence on
reheating temperature weakens, allowing GWs to maintain quantum coherence above 107 Hz.

I. INTRODUCTION

Gravity, while the weakest of the fundamental forces, continues to pose profound mysteries in fundamental physics.
Despite its subtlety, gravity has revealed to humanity that celestial and terrestrial phenomena are governed by the
same laws, driving countless advances from the development and testing of general relativity to the observation of
gravitational waves (GWs) [1–3]. The unification of gravity and quantum theory remains one of the grand ambitions
in physics, as it is expected to shed light on fundamental questions such as the evolution of spacetime and matter at
the Planck scale, while perturbatively quantized general relativity can be regarded as a low-energy effective quantum
field theory without any inconsistencies [4–7]. However, its inherent weakness makes uncovering the nature of gravity
challenging, and there is still no experimental evidence that gravity is quantized. As a counterargument, theories
treating gravity as a semi-classical or classical phenomenon have also been considered [8–13].

There are two main approaches to experimentally probing the quantumness of gravity. The first involves exploring
scenarios in which spacetime itself can exist in a superposition of macroscopically distinct states [14–18]. Quantum
gravitational interactions can mediate entanglement between macroscopic quantum systems, whereas classical gravi-
tational fields cannot induce such entanglement between quantum systems. Therefore, if coherent superpositions of
macroscopic objects can be created, resulting in an observable entangled state through their gravitational interaction,
it would provide experimental evidence for the quantum nature of gravity. Several experimental setups have been
considered that use massive particles [15, 16, 19], optomechanical systems [20–23], and atoms [24–26]. However, the
gravitational interaction responsible for generating entanglement is extremely weak, and confirming the quantum be-
havior of macroscopic objects is inherently challenging [18, 27, 28]. Realizing coherent quantum states of sufficiently
massive objects, generating detectable entanglement through weak gravitational interactions, and measuring this en-
tanglement while eliminating classical noise and avoiding decoherence due to disturbances are significant practical
challenges. Moreover, even if gravitationally induced entanglement were observed, it would not directly confirm the
quantization of gravity, as even Newtonian gravity, which lacks independent gravitational degrees of freedom, can
introduce quantum entanglement between matter systems.

Another approach is a more direct method of probing gravitons, the hypothetical quantum carriers of gravity. The
possibility of directly detecting gravitons has been explored since the early works of [29–31]. Since the efficiency
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of gravitational detectors is extremely low compared to modern photo-counting devices, recent proposals focus on
developing more effective methods to establish the existence of gravitons by utilizing quantum noise induced by
gravitons [32–36] or quantum sensing techniques [37]. However, as suggested by analogies with quantum optics, clearly
distinguishing between classical and quantum behavior requires GWs to exist in non-trivial quantum states, such as
squeezed states [38]. Consequently, how detectors respond to quantum states of GWs has been investigated [38–40].
Unlike photons, generating non-trivial quantum states of gravitons is considered extremely challenging. Therefore,
the only plausible context where such quantum states might naturally emerge would be during inflation. In fact,
some models predict that GWs may exist in quantum states that are distinguishable from classical signals [41–44].
However, GWs originating from inflation may lose their quantum coherence due to interactions with environmental
matter before reaching the detectors. In this paper, we evaluate the quantum decoherence of GWs to address the
question: Can gravitons retain their quantum nature? This is crucial for definitively establishing the existence of
gravitons as quantum entities, completely distinguishing them from classical signals, even if humanity were to devise
a highly efficient detection method.

In Sec. II, we provide the reduced density matrix using the influence functional for a model in which GWs, serving as
the system, are conformally coupled to a scalar matter field as the environment on the FLRW background. In Sec. III,
we introduce the noise and dissipation kernels through a perturbative expansion. In Sec. IV, we derive a decoherence
functional characterizing the quantum decoherence of GWs. In Sec. V, we discuss the quantum decoherence of the
primordial GWs by evaluating the decoherence function for cosmic expansion histories. Finally, we conclude the
paper in Sec. VI. Throughout this paper, we adopt natural units where c = ℏ = kB = 1 unless explicit dependence is
specified, and define the reduced Planck mass as Mpl := (8πG)−1/2 where G denotes the gravitational constant. We
also adopt the metric signature (+,−,−,−).

II. FORMULATION

We consider an action of the form S[gµν , ϕ] =
∫
d4xL(gµν , ϕ,∇αϕ) where the Lagrangian density L includes the

Einstein-Hilbert term and the scalar field contribution L = LEH + Lϕ. The Einstein-Hilbert action is given by

SEH =

∫
d4xLEH =

∫
d4x

√−g 1

2κ
R , (2.1)

where κ := 8πG and R is the Ricci scalar. The scalar field action is given by

Sϕ =

∫
d4xLϕ =

∫
d4x

√−g
(
−1

2
gµν∇µϕ∇νϕ− 1

2
m2ϕ2 − 1

2
ξRϕ2

)
, (2.2)

where m is the mass of a conformally coupled scalar field ϕ with ξ = 1/6.
Let us consider a linear metric perturbation around the FLRW metric

ds2 = a2(η)
[
dη2 − (δij + hij)dx

idxj
]
, (2.3)

where a is the scale factor, η is the conformal time defined by dt = a(t)dη, and we use x := (x0,x) = (η,x) for the
4-dimensional coordinates. Here, hij is the transverse-traceless tensor satisfying ∂jhij = 0 and hi

i = 0. Since we
consider a linear perturbation of the scalar field around a zero background, we redefine the linear perturbation as ϕ.
By perturbing Eq. (2.1) and Eq. (2.2), we find the action up to the third order perturbation,

S[hij , χ] = S0[hij ] + S0[χ] + Sint[hij , χ] , (2.4)

where

S0[hij ] =
1

2κ

∫
d4x

1

4
a2
(
∂ηhij∂ηh

ij − ∂khij∂
khij

)
, (2.5)

(2.6)

is the free part of the GWs,

S0[χ] =

∫
d4x

[
1

2
(∂ηχ)

2 − 1

2
(∂iχ)

2 − 1

2
m2

effχ
2

]
, (2.7)
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is the free part of the scalar field χ := aϕ where m2
eff := a2(η)m2 is the effective mass of the scalar field χ, and

Sint[hij , χ] =

∫
d4x

[
1

2
hij∂iχ∂jχ

]
, (2.8)

is the interaction action.
We define the Fourier transform as

ϕ(x) =
1

(2π)4

∫
d4k ϕ̃(k)eikµx

µ

, hij(x) =
1

(2π)4

∫
d4k h̃ij(k)e

ikµx
µ

, (2.9)

where k = (k0,k) is the four momentum conjugate to x. Since ϕ and hij are real valued, we have conditions on the

Fourier modes ϕ̃∗(k) = ϕ̃(−k) and h̃∗ij(k) = h̃ij(−k). We also decompose ϕ and hij into the spatial Fourier modes

ϕ(η,x) =
1

(2π)3

∫
d3k ϕk(η)e

ik·x , hij(η,x) =
1

(2π)3

∫
d3k hij,k(η)e

ik·x . (2.10)

For the reality of ϕ and hij , we have ϕ∗k(η) = ϕ−k(η) and h
∗
ij,k(η) = hij,−k(η). By introducing the polarization basis

eAij(k̂), we further decompose the spatial Fourier components into the mode functions,

hij,k(η) =
∑

A=+,×
eAij(k̂)h

A
k (η) , (2.11)

where A is the polarization label running over plus and cross polarization modes. Since we have eij(−k̂) = e∗ij(k̂) =

eij(k̂) if we set the conventional orthonormal GW basis, the condition for the reality of hij reduces to h
A∗
k (η) = hA−k(η).

In a similar manner, we also write the Fourier modes in the polarization basis as

h̃ij(k) =
∑

A=+,×
eAij(k̂)h̃

A(k) , (2.12)

where h̃A(k) is related to the mode function hAk (η) by Fourier transform

hAk (η) =
1

2π

∫
dk0 h̃

A(k)e−ik0η . (2.13)

We quantize the scalar field χ by promoting it to an operator,

χ̂(x) =
1

(2π)3

∫
d3k

[
âkχk(η)e

ik·x + â†kχ
∗
k(η)e

−ik·x
]
, (2.14)

where âk and â†k are the annihilation and creation operators for the mode with momentum k satisfying the commu-
tation relation

[âk, â
†
k′ ] = (2π)3δ(3)(k − k′) , (2.15)

and χk(η) is the mode function determined by solving the equation of motion. In Heisenberg representation, we define
the eigenstate |χ, η⟩H of the field operator χ̂(x) as

χ̂(x) |χ, η⟩H = χ(x) |χ, η⟩H . (2.16)

We also quantize hij(x) by promoting it to an operator ĥij(x),

ĥij(x) =
1

(2π)3

∫
d3k

∑
A=+,×

eAij(k̂)
[
b̂Akh

A
k (η)e

ik·x + b̂A†
k hA∗

k (η)e−ik·x
]
, (2.17)

where b̂Ak and b̂A†
k are the annihilation and creation operators for the mode with A and k, which satisfies the commu-

tation relation

[b̂Ak , b̂
B
k′ ] = (2π)3δ(3)(k − k′)δAB . (2.18)



4

In Heisenberg representation, the eigenstate |hij⟩ of the field operator ĥij(x) is defined by

ĥij(x) |hij , η⟩H = hij(x) |hij , η⟩H . (2.19)

For simplicity, when no confusion arises, we will denote the eigenstate |hij , η⟩H of the gravitational field operator

ĥij(x) as |h, η⟩H.
The components of the total density matrix is defined by

ρ[h+, χ+, h−, χ−, ηf ] := H ⟨h+, χ+, ηf |ρ̂H |h−, χ−, ηf ⟩H , (2.20)

where ρ̂H is the total density matrix operator and the subscript +,− denotes the closed time path branches. By
tracing out the environment χ, we obtain the reduced density matrix

ρr[h
+, h−, ηf ] :=

∫
dχ+ρ[h+, χ+, h−, χ+, ηf ] . (2.21)

If we assume that the total density matrix is initially uncorrelated

ρ̂H = ρ̂Hh ⊗ ρ̂Hχ , (2.22)

the reduced density matrix of the system field h evolves in time as [45]

ρr[h
+
f , h

−
f , ηf ] =

∫
dh+i

∫
dh−i Jr[h

+
f , h

−
f , ηf ;h

+
i , h

−
i , ηi]ρh[h

+
i , h

−
i , ηi] . (2.23)

where the propagator Jr[h
+
f , h

−
f , ηf ;h

+
i , h

−
i , ηi] is given by a closed time path integral

Jr[h
+
f , h

−
f , ηf ;h

+
i , h

−
i , ηi] =

∫ h+
f (x)

h+
i (x)

Dh+
∫ h−

f (x)

h−
i (x)

Dh− exp

[
i

ℏ
Seff [h

+, h−]

]
. (2.24)

Here, the full influence functional effective action is given by

Seff [h
+, h−] = S0[h

+]− S0[h
−] + SIF[h

+, h−] , (2.25)

where the influence action SIF is given by the Feynman-Vernon influence functional F [h+, h−] as

F [h+, h−] = exp

[
i

ℏ
SIF[h

+, h−]

]
(2.26)

=

∫
dχ+

f (x)

∫
dχ+

i (x)

∫
dχ−

i (x)ρχ[χ
+
i , χ

−
i , ηi]

∫ χ+(ηf ,x)=χ+
f (x)

χ+(ηi,x)=χ+
i (x)

Dχ+

∫ χ−(ηf ,x)=χ+
f (x)

χ−(ηi,x)=χ−
i (x)

Dχ−

× exp

[
i

ℏ
{
S0[χ

+]− S0[χ
−] + Sint[h

+, χ+]− Sint[h
−, χ−]

}]
. (2.27)

We expand the influence action up to second order in the coupling constant 1/κ and first order in ℏ, we find

SIF[h
+, h−] = ⟨Sint[h

+, χ+]⟩ − ⟨Sint[h
−, χ−]⟩

+
i

2ℏ

[
⟨Sint[h

+, χ+]2⟩ − ⟨Sint[h
+, χ+]⟩2

]
+
i

ℏ
[
⟨Sint[h

+, χ+]⟩ ⟨Sint[h
−, χ−]⟩ − ⟨Sint[h

+, χ+]Sint[h
−, χ−]⟩

]
+

i

2ℏ

[
⟨Sint[h

−, χ−]2⟩ − ⟨Sint[h
−, χ−]⟩2

]
, (2.28)

Here, the quantum average of a physical quantity Q[h+, χ+, h−, χ−] over the unperturbed action S0[χ] is defined by

⟨Q[h+, χ+, h−, χ−]⟩ =
∫
dχ+

f (x)

∫
dχ+

i (x)

∫
dχ−

i (x)ρχ[χ
+
i , χ

−
i , ηi]

∫ χ+(ηf ,x)=χ+
f (x)

χ+(ηi,x)=χ+
i (x)

Dχ+

∫ χ−(ηf ,x)=χ+
f (x)

χ−(ηi,x)=χ−
i (x)

Dχ−

× exp

[
i

ℏ
{
S0[χ

+]− S0[χ
−]
}]
Q[h+, χ+, h−, χ−] . (2.29)
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III. MASTER EQUATION

We change the field variables to the Keldysh variables defined by

hc :=
1

2

(
h+ + h−

)
, h∆ := h+ − h− , (3.1)

χc :=
1

2

(
χ+ + χ−) , χ∆ := χ+ − χ− , (3.2)

under which the interaction action transform as

Sint[h
c, h∆, χc, χ∆] = − 1

2κ

∫
d4k1

∫
d4k2

∫
d4k3

∑
A

[{
h̃A∆(k1)χ̃c(k2)χ̃c(k3) + h̃Ac (k1)χ̃∆(k2)χ̃c(k3)

+ h̃Ac (k1)χ̃c(k2)χ̃∆(k3) +
1

4
h̃A∆(k1)χ̃∆(k2)χ̃∆(k3)

}
eAij(k̂1)k

i
2k

j
3δ(k1 + k2 + k3)

]
. (3.3)

The influence action up to second order in the coupling constant 1/κ can be rewritten in terms of the Keldysh
variables,

SIF[h
+, h−] = ⟨Sint[h

c, h∆, χc, χ∆]⟩0 +
i

2ℏ

[
⟨Sint[h

c, h∆χc, χ∆]2⟩0 − ⟨Sint[h
c, h∆, χc, χ∆]⟩20

]
. (3.4)

We decompose the higher point correlations according to Wick’s theorem. The contribution at the tree level disappears
because of

∫
d3k kikjF (k) ∝ δij for an isotropic function F (k). Thus, the leading contribution at one-loop order is

expressed by

⟨Sint[h
c, h∆, χc, χ∆]2⟩ − ⟨Sint[h

c, h∆, χc, χ∆]⟩2

=

∫
d4p

∑
A

[
h̃A∆(p)h̃

A
∆(−p)N (p) + i

∫
dωh̃Ac (p

0,p)h̃A∆(ω,−p)D̃(p, ω)

]
, (3.5)

where the noise kernel is given by

N (p) = 2

∫
d4k

[
k2 − 1

p2
(p · k)2

]2
Re[GF (k)GF (−p− k)] , (3.6)

and the dissipation kernel takes the form

D̃(p, ω) = 2

∫
d4k

∫
dηdη′dω′

[
k2 − 1

p2
(p · k)2

]2
Θ(η, η′, p0, ω, k0, ω′)Im[GF (k

0,k)GF (ω
′,−p− k)] , (3.7)

with the function Θ(η, η′, p0, ω, k0, ω′) defined by

Θ(η, η′, p0, ω, k0, ω′) := θ(η − η′)e−i(p0+k0+ω′)ηe−i(ω−k0−ω′)η′
. (3.8)

where Θ(η − η′) is the step function. Here, the Feynman propagator GF (k) = G0
F (k) +Gβ

F (k) is separated into two
parts, each obtained by substituting the effective mass meff evaluated at a reference time into the propagators in a
Minkowski background: the free part

G0
F (k) = −iℏ 1

−(k0)2 + k2 +m2
eff − iϵ

, (3.9)

and the thermal part

Gβ
F (k) = 2πnB(k

0)δ(−(k0)2 + k2 +m2
eff) , (3.10)

where the scalar matter field is bosonic and follows the Bose-Einstein distribution

nB(k
0) =

1

eβ(k0−µ) − 1
. (3.11)
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Here, β = 1/T is the inverse temperature, and the chemical potential µ is assumed to be zero. This expression is
valid in the short-wavelength limit (k ≫ aH), where the physical wavelength of the mode is much smaller than the
Hubble radius. Additionally, we assume the quasi-constant approximation for meff , meaning that meff varies slowly
compared to the time scale of the mode and can be treated as constant over short intervals.

According to the detailed calculation provided in Appendix A, we find the noise kernel in the form of

N (p) = N 00(p) +N 0β(p) +N ββ(p) . (3.12)

Here, the free-free non-vanishing contribution is given by

N 00(p) =
2ℏ2

5π
p4
[
1

4

(
1− 4m2

eff

p2

)]5/2
(4m2

eff < p2) . (3.13)

The free-thermal contribution identically vanishes,

N 0β(p) = 0 , (3.14)

irrespective of the value of p2.
Finally, we obtain the thermal-thermal contribution at high-temperature limit,

Ñ(p) =



− π2

6p2(p2−p2
0)

2β2

√
1− 4m2

eff

p2

(
11p8 − 46p6p20 + 82p4p40 − 44p2p60 + 4m2

eff(−5p6 + p4p20 + 2p2p40 + 2p60)
)

+ π2

2p0(−p2+p2
0)

5/2β2Arctanh

[
|p|
|p0|

√
1− 4m2

eff

p2

](
p8 + 4p6p20 − 20p4p40 + 32p2p60 − 16p80

+16m4
eff(p

2 − p20)
2 − 16m2

eff(p
2 − p20)

2(p4 − p2p20 + p40)
)
, (4m2

eff < p2) ,

0 , (0 < p2 < 4m2
eff) ,

4π2p4

3(−p2+p2
0)

5/2β5 , (p2 < 0) ,

(3.15)

at high temperature.
Hence, the reduced density matrix becomes

ρr[h
+
f , h

−
f , ηf ] =

∫
dhci

∫
dh∆i

∫ hc
p(ηf )=hc

f (p)

hc
p(ηi)=hc

i (p)

Dhc
∫ h∆

p (ηf )=h∆
f (p)

h∆
p (ηi)=h∆

i (p)

Dh∆ρs[h
c
i , h

∆
i , ηi] (3.16)

× exp

[
i

ℏ
(S0[h

+]− S0[h
−]) +

∫
d3p

(
− 1

2ℏ2

∫ ηf

ηi

dη1

∫ ηf

ηi

dη2 h
∆
p (η1)h

∆
−p(η2)N (η2 − η1,p) (3.17)

− i

2ℏ2

∫ ηf

ηi

dη1

∫ ηf

ηi

dη2 θ(η2 − η1)h
c
p(η1)h

∆
−p(η2)D(η2 − η1,p)

)]
, (3.18)

in spatial momentum space. Here, the dissipative kernel is given by

D(η2 − η1,p) = 2

∫
d3k

[
k2 − 1

p2
(p · k)2

]2
Im[GF (η2 − η1,k)GF (η2 − η1,−p− k)] . (3.19)

The time derivative of the reduced density matrix gives a master equation in the matrix element form

∂

∂ηf
ρr[h

+
f , h

−
f , ηf ] = − i

ℏ

[
H0

(
h+f (p),−iℏ

δ

δh+f (p)

)
−H0

(
h−f (p),−iℏ

δ

δh−f (p)

)]
ρr[h

+
f , h

−
f , ηf ] (3.20)

− 1

ℏ2

∫
d3p h∆f (−p)

∫ ηf

ηi

dη′
[
N (ηf − η′,p)h̄∆f (η

′,p) +
i

2
D(ηf − η′,p)h̄cf (η

′,p)

]
, (3.21)

where H0 is the free Hamiltonian for h and we have defined 1

h̄c,∆f (η′,p) :=

∫
dh+i

∫
dh−i

∫ h+
p (ηf )=h+

f (p)

h+
p (ηi)=h+

i (p)

Dh+
∫ h−

p (ηf )=h−
f (p)

h−
p (ηi)=h−

i (p)

Dh− exp

[
i

ℏ
Seff [h

+, h−]

]
ρh[h

+
i , h

−
i , ηi]h

c,∆
p (η′) .

(3.23)

1 In the operator form, the master equation can be expressed as

∂

∂ηf
ρ̂r(ηf ) = −

i

ℏ
[Ĥ0, ρ̂r(ηf )]−

1

ℏ2

∫
d3p

∫ ηf−ηi

0
dτ

{
N (τ,p)[ĥ†

p(ηf ), [ĥp(ηf − τ), ρ̂r(ηf )]] +
i

2
D(τ,p)[ĥ†

p(ηf ), {ĥp(ηf − τ), ρ̂r(ηf )}]
}

.

(3.22)

However, we need to neglect the contribution of the influence functional to the full effective action in Eq. (3.23) to obtain this expression.
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IV. DECOHERENCE FUNCTIONAL

Now that we have

S0[h
+]− S0[h

−] = − 1

2κ

∫
dη

∫
d3p a(η)2

[
−ḣcp(η)ḣ∆−p(η) + |k|2hcp(η)h∆−p(η)

]
, (4.1)

variation of the effective action with respect to hc−p(η) and h
∆
−p(η) gives the classical equations of motion for h∆p (η)

and hcp(η),

ḧcl∆,p(η) + 2H(η)ḣcl∆,p(η) + |p|2hcl∆,p(η) +
κ

ℏ
1

a(η)2

∫ ηf

η

dη′hcl∆,p(η
′)D(η′ − η,p) = 0 , (4.2)

and

ḧclc,p(η) + 2H(η)ḣclc,p(η) + |p|2hclc,p(η) +
κ

ℏ
1

a(η)2

∫ η

ηi

dη′ hclc,p(η
′)D(η − η′,p) = i

κ

ℏ
1

a(η)2

∫ ηf

ηi

dη′ hcl∆,p(η
′)N (η − η′,p) ,

(4.3)

respectively. Here, we have defined H := (a′/a)(η). The homogeneous part of Eq. (4.3) corresponds to the Abraham-
Lorentz-like equation for the graviton.

Since the effective action is quadratic, the path integral in the reduced density matrix can be performed exactly
if we replace the histories in the effective action with the classical solution and by taking into account fluctuations
around the classical paths,

Seff [h
+
cl, h

−
cl] =− 1

2κ

∫
d3p a(η′)2

[
−ḣclc,p(η′)hcl∆,−p(η

′)
] ∣∣∣ηf

ηi

− 1

2κ

∫ ηf

ηi

dη′
∫
d3p a(η′)2

(
ḧclc,p(η

′) + 2H(η′)ḣclc,p(η
′) + |k|2hclc,p(η′)

)
hcl∆,−p(η

′)

+

∫ ηf

ηi

dη1

∫ ηf

ηi

dη2

∫
d3p

{
i

2ℏ
hcl∆,p(η1)h

cl
∆,−p(η2)N (η2 − η1,p)

− 1

2ℏ
hclc,p(η1)h

cl
∆,−p(η2)D(η2 − η1,p)

}
, (4.4)

where hclc and hcl∆ are the classical solutions. It is difficult to find the solution for Eq. (4.3) due to the presence of
the coupling between h∆. However, if we approximate the classical solution hclc by the homogeneous solution hHc
satisfying

ḧHc,p(η) + 2H(η)ḣHc,p(η) + |p|2hHc,p(η) +
κ

ℏ
1

a(η)2

∫ ηf

ηi

dη1h
H
c,p(η1)D(η − η1,p) = 0 , (4.5)

we find

ρr[h
c
f , h

∆
f , ηf ] = N

∫
dhci

∫
dh∆i exp

[
1

2κ

i

ℏ

∫
d3p

{
a(ηf )

2ḣcfh
∆
f − a(ηi)

2ḣcih
∆
i

}
− Γ[h∆i , h

∆
f , ηf ]

]
ρr[h

c
i , h

∆
i , ηi] , (4.6)

where N is the normalization constant given by the result of the path integral with respect to the fluctuations around
the classical path, and Γ is the decoherence functional,

Γ[h∆i , h
∆
f , ηf ] =

1

2ℏ2

∫ ηf

ηi

dη1

∫ ηf

ηi

dη2

∫
d3p hcl∆,p(η1)h

cl
∆,−p(η2)N (η2 − η1,p) , (4.7)

which governs the degree of decoherence between two classical gravitational-wave components in a given initial con-
dition.

V. DECOHERENCE FUNCTION

By explicitly specifying the classical solutions in the decoherence functional, we evaluate the decoherence function.
Since the contribution from the radiation-dominated era where a(η) ∝ η is expected to dominate, we approximate
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the classical solutions by the mode functions in the radiation-dominated era,

hcl±(η,p) =
1

|p|η
(
C±

p e
−i|p|η + C±∗

−pe
i|p|η

)
. (5.1)

Here, we require C±∗
−p = −C±

p to avoid divergence in the limit η → 0.
Since we assume the observation of GWs localized in a finite region, we consider Gaussian wave packets

C±
p = A±

1

(2πσ2
±)

3/2
exp

(
−|p− p±|2

2σ2
±

)
, (5.2)

for pz > 0 and determine C±
p for pz < 0 through the condition C±∗

−p = −C±
p . Hereafter, we set p± = pGW and

σ± = σGW for simplicity.
Substituting the classical solution into Eq (4.7) and performing integration in terms of η1 and η2 under ηf → ∞ ,

we find

Γ[h∆i , h
∆
f , ηf ] =

1

2

(A∆)2

(2πσ2
GW)3

∫ ∞

−∞
dp0

∫
d3pF (p0,p)

1

|p|2 exp

(
−2

|p− pGW|2
2σ2

GW

)
Ñ(p) , (5.3)

where we define a function by

F (p0,p) = lim
ηf→∞

∣∣∣∣∫ ηf

ηi

dη

η

(
ei(p0−|p|)η − ei(p0+|p|)η

)∣∣∣∣2 (5.4)

= |Ei (i(p0 + |p|)ηi)− Ei (i(p0 − |p|)ηi)|2 . (5.5)

with the exponential integral function Ei(z) := −
∫∞
−z
dte−t/t. The function F is step-like with respect to p0, main-

taining a value ∼ 1/(1 + (|p|ηi)2) below |p| and rapidly approaching zero above |p|. The function F determines how
different energy-momentum components contribute to decoherence. In Minkowski spacetime, energy conservation
constrains interactions to on-shell processes, keeping F peaked at p2 = 0. In an expanding universe, time dependence
alters the mode functions, redistributing spectral weight in p0. For p0 > |p|, rapid phase oscillations cause cancella-
tion, suppressing F . For p0 < |p|, this cancellation is weaker, allowing contributions to accumulate coherently. This
broadens the energy spectrum, making p2 < 0 dominant in the decoherence process 2. We choose the scale factor
to be unity at the reheating time, η = ηr, where the universe transitions to the radiation dominated phase. We set
ηi = ηr and evaluate the quantities meff , β, pGW and σGW at ηi = ηr denoting them as meff, r, βr, pGW,r, and σGW,r,
respectively. The initial amplitude A∆ is determined by assuming instantaneous reheating after inflation. Here, we
consider that meff is approximated by the value at the reheating time because the dominant contribution comes from
an earlier stage of the radiation dominated era. Since at that time most of particles can be thought to be relativistic,
we set meff,r = 0.
Performing p integration by approximating

1

(πσ2
GW,r)

3/2
exp

[
−|p− pGW,r|2

σ2
GW,r

]
≃ δ(3)(p− pGW,r) , (5.6)

we find

Γ[h∆i , h
∆
f , ηf ] ≈

(A∆)2

16(πσ2
GW,r)

3/2

∫ ∞

−∞
dp0

1

|pGW,r|2
F (p0,pGW,r)N (p0,pGW,r) . (5.7)

Hereafter, we set σGW,r = pGW,r as the decoherence function is simply scaled with σ−3
GW,r. Since probably the number

of oscillations should be at least O(1) for the detection of GWs, this choice of σGW,r would give the minimum value
of Γ. The dominance of p2 < 0 in F implies that the noise kernel N(p) is evaluated primarily in the spacelike region.
This contribution arises from thermal scatterings, where energy conservation is not exact due to the expansion of the
universe. While such processes are forbidden in Minkowski spacetime, the time-dependent background allows energy

2 If we assume a Minkowski background, the mode functions reduce to standard sinusoidal waves, and the function F becomes a delta
function centered around pGW. The noise kernel vanishes when the on-shell condition for the graviton, p2 = 0, is satisfied, reflecting the
fact that the decay of a graviton into two massive scalar particles is kinematically forbidden. The bubble diagram under consideration
cannot be cut into a pair of physical processes, and thus via the optical theorem its amplitude does not have a real part. Consequently,
in the Minkowski background, there is no contribution to quantum decoherence at the one-loop level. Instead, the leading contribution
is expected to arise from two-loop processes, which are suppressed by a factor inversely proportional to the Planck mass.
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shifts, effectively opening new scattering channels. Since these involve frequent interactions with thermal particles,
the decoherence effect is significantly enhanced. In this regime where p2 < 0, the noise kernel can be estimated as

N ∼ 1

pGW,rβ5
r

. (5.8)

The appearance of β−5
r can be understood by counting the dependences of each factor which appears in the loop

integral: two number densities in Fourier space n2B , the loop integral d3k, the two propagators and the contracted
derivative indices give the factors 1/β2, 1/β3, β2 and 1/β2, respectively, after the integral over the 0th component of
the loop momentum. One may think that the last one may give a factor 1/β4, but we should recall that the contracted
internal momentum is not ∝ β−2 but ∝ β0 3. Using this estimate of N and F ∼ θ(pGW − |p0|)/(1 + (pGW,r/Hr)

2),
the order of magnitude of the decoherence functional can be estimated as

Γ ∼ (A∆)2
(

Hr

pGW,r

)2(
Tr

pGW,r

)5

. (5.9)

By considering the time evolution of GWs during reheating, we examine the models and parameter regions in which
GWs can retain their quantum states. We focus on the GWs with pGW/H ≃ 1 at the end of inflation because we
expect the smaller decoherence effect for such modes.

A. Model independent constraints

We start with the analysis that can be done without specifying the details of the cosmic expansion model after
inflation. Here, we compute the amplitude threshold below which Γ < 1 is achieved for a given present-day GW
frequency fGW,obs and a reheating temperature Tr. We present the threshold GW amplitude in terms of ΩGW, which
represents the energy density of stochastic GWs ρGW per frequency bin,

ΩGW :=
1

ρc

dρGW

d log f
, (5.10)

normalized by the critical density ρc = 3M2
plH

2
0 . ΩGW can be expressed using the present-day characteristic Fourier

amplitude of GW signal h̃0(f) as

ΩGW(f) =
2π2

3H2
0

f2|h̃0(f)|2 . (5.11)

Using aeq/a0 ∼ 3 × 10−4, we find pGW,0/H0 ∼ 0.02(a0/a∗). Here, the label ∗ represents the value at the horizon-
crossing time assuming that the radiation-dominated phase lasts from a sufficiently early time, and the label eq refers
to the value at the time of transition from radiation-dominated phase to the matter-dominated phase. The relation
A∆

0 /A
∆ ∼ a∗/a0 connects the present-day critical amplitude A∆

0,crit, at which Γ = 1 is achieved, to A∆
crit as

(A∆
0,crit)

2 = 3× 10−4

(
pGW,0

H0

)−2

(A∆
crit)

2 . (5.12)

Eq. (5.7) determines the critical amplitude A∆
crit that gives Γ = 1. By substituting the above expression for A∆

0,crit

into |h̃0(f)| in Eq. (5.11), we find an amplitude threshold ΩGW,max, below which quantum decoherence of GWs is
inefficient. By estimating A∆

crit through Eq. (5.9), we can roughly evaluate ΩGW,max as

ΩGW,max ∼ 10−3

(
fGW,obs

5.6× 1011 Hz

)7(
Tr
Mpl

)−2

. (5.13)

Figure 1 shows ΩGW,max as a function of the reheating temperature Tr and the observed GW frequency fGW,obs,
obtained by substituting A∆

crit derived from the numerical integration of Eq. (5.7). The quantum decoherence effect

3 For p2 > 4m2, N(p) receives contributions from on-shell thermal scatterings. These are standard kinematically allowed processes
enhanced by the Bose-Einstein factor (1 + nB), leading to N(p) ∼ n2

B ∝ T 2. However, at high temperatures, the number density of
high-energy thermal particles is exponentially suppressed, making this contribution subdominant. In contrast, the p2 < 0 contribution,
arising from a broader phase space integral, scales as N(p) ∝ T 5 and dominates the decoherence process.
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FIG. 1. The maximum ΩGW, below which quantum coherence can retain, is shown as a density plot. The horizontal axis repre-
sents the reheating temperature log10(Tr/GeV) and the vertical axis represents the observed GW frequency log10(fGW,obs/Hz).
We set A∆ such that Γ = 1 for the given Tr and fGW,obs. The other parameters are set by σGW,r = pGW,r and meff = 0 GeV.

can be negligible when we discuss the quantum coherence with an amplitude less than ΩGW,max. We should note that,
the fact that the observed ΩGW of the stochastic GW background exceeds ΩGW,max does not mean that quantum
coherence cannot be observed. Even if the total ΩGW is larger than the detection threshold, quantum coherence may
still be detectable if the detector is sensitive enough to probe fine structures associated with quantum properties. The
higher the reheating temperature and the lower the GW frequency, the stronger the effect of quantum decoherence,
allowing only quantum coherence to be preserved within fine quantum fluctuations.

B. Model dependent constraints

Here, we discuss in which case the squeezed state generated during inflation can remain effectively unaffected by
the later propagation through the reheated universe. First, we consider the cosmological scenario in which the matter
dominant phase follows after inflation, preceding the radiation dominant phase. We focus on the modes that are
outside the horizon at the end of inflation and re-enter the horizon during the matter dominant phase. During the
matter dominant phase, the amplitude of GWs decays by a factor of (pGW,r/Hr)

−2. On the other hand, if we assume
that the instantaneous reheating after inflation, the amplitude decay would be (pGW,r/Hr)

−1. Therefore, for the
modes that cross the horizon during the matter dominant phase, the GW amplitude should be reduced by the factor
(pGW,r/Hr)

−1 relative to the instantaneous reheating case. Namely, we should set the amplitude of GWs to

A∆ = A∆
e

(
pGW,r

Hr

)−1

, (5.14)

where A∆
e is the primordial amplitude when the mode is on superhorizon scales. Here, the label e represents the time

when inflation ends. As the minimum value of Γ is achieved for the highest frequency mode, we first consider the
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FIG. 2. For the scenario in which the matter-dominant phase precedes the radiation dominant phase, the minimum value of
the decoherence function Γmin for the GWs with pGW/H ≃ 1 at the end of inflation is shown as a density plot. The horizontal
axis represents the reheating temperature log10(Tr/GeV), and the vertical axis represents log10(He/GeV). The color scale
indicates log10(Γmin). Parameters are set as σGW,r = pGW,r, A

∆
e = He/Mpl, and meff,r = 0 GeV. A lower temperature at the

end of reheating and a larger Hubble parameter at the end of inflation suppress the effect of quantum decoherence of the GWs.

mode that is just at the horizon scale at the end of inflation, i.e., the mode with pGW,e ≈ He. For this mode, since

the GW momentum decays in proportion to the inverse of scale factor, we have pGW,r ≈ T
4/3
r H

1/3
e M

−2/3
pl written in

terms of Tr and He. Hence, the GW excitation generated during inflation can remain undecohered only when

Γmin ∼ (A∆
e )

2

(
Tr
Mpl

)(
Mpl

He

)3

∼
(
Tr
Mpl

)(
Mpl

He

)
, (5.15)

is smaller than unity. Figure 2 shows this minimum value of the decoherence function Γmin calculated by numerical
integration of Eq. (5.7) as a function of Tr and He for the GWs with pGW/H ≃ 1 at the end of inflation. Here,
we set A∆

e to the amplitude of the inflationary GWs, He/Mpl, to discuss decoherence at the level of original GW
amplitudes. In this case, a lower reheating temperature and a larger energy density at the end of inflation suppress
the decoherence effect. Therefore, considering the standard history of the universe, in which the matter-dominated
phase follows inflation before reheating, GWs are strongly decohered in parameter regions with a high reheating
temperature, leading to the loss of quantum information when we discuss the quantum coherence at the level of the
original amplitude generated by inflation.

We now consider the case in which the kinetic term dominance phase follows after inflation. In this case the
amplitude of GWs decays by (pGW,r/Hr)

−1/2. Therefore, as in the preceding case, the amplitude of GWs is calculated

to be enhanced by the factor (pGW,r/Hr)
1/2 in this case. Namely, we have

A∆ = A∆
e

(
pGW,r

Hr

)1/2

. (5.16)



12

0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0
log(Tr/GeV)

12.0

12.5

13.0

13.5

14.0

14.5

15.0

lo
g(
H
e/

G
eV

)

-5
5

-5
0

-4
5

-4
0

-3
5

-3
0

-2
5

-2
0

-1
5

-1
0

-5

0
5 −60

−50

−40

−30

−20

−10

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

lo
g(

Γ
m

in
)

FIG. 3. For the model with the kinetic-dominated phase, the minimum value of the decoherence function Γmin for the GWs
with pGW/H ≃ 1 at the end of inflation is shown as a density plot. The horizontal axis represents the reheating temperature
log10(Tr/GeV), and the vertical axis represents log10(He/GeV). The color scale indicates log10(Γmin). Parameters are set to
σGW = prGW, A∆

e = He/Mpl, and meff,r = 0 GeV. A lower reheating temperature and a larger energy density at the end of
inflation more prominently suppress the decoherence effect compared with the model with the matter dominant phase.

As is known well, the amplitude of GWs in this scenario becomes larger at high frequencies compared with the
standard scenario, which enhances the possibility of detecting primordial GWs. For the mode just at the horizon

scale at the end of inflation, we have pGW,r = T
2/3
r H

2/3
e M

−1/3
pl . Hence, we obtain

Γmin ∼ (A∆
e )

2

(
Tr
Mpl

)3(
Mpl

He

)4

∼
(
Tr
Mpl

)3(
Mpl

He

)2

. (5.17)

Figure 3 shows the minimum value of the decoherence function calculated by numerical integration of Eq. (5.7) as
a function of Tr and He for the GWs with pGW/H ≈ 1 at the end of inflation. Here, we set A∆

e to the amplitude
of the inflationary GWs, He/Mpl, to discuss decoherence at the level of original GW amplitudes. As the power-law
dependence on Tr and He changes, a lower temperature at the end of reheating and a larger Hubble parameter at
the end of inflation more prominently suppress the decoherence effect. Consequently, the parameter region where the
decoherence effect is negligible Γ < 1 for the squeezed state generated during inflation at the original amplitude level
becomes wider.

Next, we investigate the dependence of the decoherence function on the observed GW frequency, assuming the
GW amplitude generated during inflation. By substituting Eqs. (5.14) and (5.16) into Eq. (5.9), we estimate the
decoherence function as the observed GW frequencies fGW,obs as

Γ ∼ (A∆
e )

2

(
Tr
Mpl

)4(
fGW,obs

5.6× 1011 Hz

)−9

, (5.18)
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for the model with the matter dominant phase and

Γ ∼ (A∆
e )

2

(
Tr
Mpl

)(
fGW,obs

5.6× 1011 Hz

)−6

, (5.19)

for the model with the kinetic dominant phase. Here, we have used the relation pGW,obs = (T0/Tr)pGW,r. Figure 4
and Figure 5 show the decoherence function calculated by numerical integration of Eq. (5.7) as a function of the
temperature Tr and the observed GW frequency fGW,obs for the respective models. For several values of He, we also
plot the lines corresponding to the frequencies of the observed GWs that enter the horizon scale exactly at the end
of inflation. Both figures illustrate, as a general tendency, a lower GW frequency further makes the system decohere
more easily for a fixed reheating temperature. Additionally, in both scenarios, the system becomes less prone to
decohere for a fixed GW frequency as the reheating temperature increases. This tendency is more pronounced in
the model with the matter dominant phase. The difference in the dependence on the temperature arises from the
different evolution of A∆ during reheating. As shown in the figures, in the standard cosmological scenario, GWs
generated by the inflation can remain effectively unaffected only in a limited parameter region. The observational
frequency at which GWs can exhibit quantum nature strongly depends on the reheating temperature. Specifically, for
He ∼ 1012 GeV, quantum state of GWs are modified by the effects of decoherence across all frequency bands when
the reheating temperature is high. Only when the reheating temperature is sufficiently low, the effects of decoherence
can be neglected in the ∼ 100 Hz band. In contrast, for He ∼ 1015 GeV, even at high reheating temperatures, the
quantum state of GWs is not affected in the high-frequency band around ∼ 108 Hz. In the model with the kinetic
dominant phase, the dependence on Tr weakens, because of the enhanced amplitude of GWs at the present day.
As a result, the observational frequency at which GWs can retain the original quantum state becomes higher than
∼ 107 Hz.

VI. CONCLUSION

We discussed quantum decoherence of gravitational waves (GWs) to assess whether GWs retain their quantum
nature, using a simplified environmental model comprising a scalar field conformally coupled to gravity. Tracing out
the environmental degrees of freedom represented by the scalar field, we derived the reduced density matrix for the
system field variable of a GW mode, which incorporated the effects of both dissipation and fluctuation, along with the
master equation governing its time evolution. A decoherence functional that quantifies the decay of the off-diagonal
elements of the reduced density matrix was constructed using the noise kernel. Assuming Gaussian wave packets of
GWs, we evaluated the decoherence function for two representative cosmological histories.

Our results indicate that quantum decoherence affects GWs more strongly at lower frequencies and a higher re-
heating temperature as a general trend. As a model-independent result, we identified the amplitude threshold, below
which GWs can retain their quantum coherence, in terms of the energy density of the observed GWs, ΩGW,max. We
then investigated whether the initial quantum state generated during inflation can remain effectively unaffected by
decoherence, assuming two representative models of cosmic expansion history. In the standard scenario, in which
inflation is followed by the matter dominant phase before the radiation dominant phase begins, decoherence becomes
stronger for a higher reheating temperature, at a fixed GW frequency (or momentum). When the energy density of
the universe at the end of inflation is relatively low, the quantum state of GWs generated during inflation is modified
by decoherence across all frequency bands for high reheating temperatures. In contrast, if the energy density at the
end of inflation is relatively high, there exist regions of parameter space where the quantum state of GWs can retain
their original quantum coherence, with a lower frequency bound ranging from ∼ 100 Hz to ∼ 108 Hz depending on
the reheating temperature. In a model where the kinetic dominant phase precedes the radiation dominant phase, the
dependence on the reheating temperature weakens, because the amplification of GWs during the kinetic dominant
phase is larger for a lower reheating temperature. As a result, GWs can maintain the original quantum coherence set
during inflation only for frequencies above ∼ 107 Hz.

Drawing an analogy with quantum optics, detecting the quantum nature of GWs that cannot be explained by
classical GWs would be essential to unambiguously claim the existence of gravitons as an experimentally proven
fact. Whether GWs can maintain their quantum nature depends both on the cosmological expansion history and the
properties of the generated GWs. If a mechanism exists that generates GWs in a non-trivial quantum state within
the parameter region where quantum decoherence of GWs is negligible, and if humanity acquires a detector capable
of probing the quantum nature of such GWs, it would, in principle, be possible to cleanly prove the quantumness of
gravity.
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FIG. 4. For model with the matter dominant phase, the scaled decoherence function Γ/(106A∆
e )2 is shown as a density plot.

The horizontal axis represents the temperature log10(Tr/GeV) and the vertical axis represents the observed GW frequency
log10(fGW,obs/Hz). The color scale indicates log10(Γ/(10

6A∆
e )2). The dashed contours represent the frequencies of the observed

GWs that are at the horizon scale at the end of inflation for several values of He. Parameters are set to σGW,r = pGW,r and
meff = 0 GeV.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We would like to thank Danilo Artigas, Yanbei Chen, Akira Matsumura, Amaury Micheli, Yuta Michimura, Kimihiro
Nomura, Hidetoshi Omiya, Jiro Soda, and Kazuhiro Yamamoto for useful comments. H.T. is supported by the
Hakubi project at Kyoto University and by Japan Society for the Promotion of Science (JSPS) KAKENHI Grant No.
JP22K14037. T.T. is supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Nos. JP23H00110 24H00963, 24H01809 and JP20K03928.

Appendix A: Calculation of noise kernel

We summarize the specific calculation of the noise kernel (3.6),

N (p) = 2

∫
d4k

[
k2 − 1

p2
(p · k)2

]2
Re[GF (k)GF (−p− k)] , (A1)

for the propagators (3.9) and (3.10),

G0
F (k) = −iℏ 1

−(k0)2 + k2 +m2 − iϵ
, (A2)

and

Gβ
F (k) = 2πnB(k

0)δ(−(k0)2 + k2 +m2) . (A3)
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FIG. 5. Same figure as Fig. 4 but for the model with the kinetic dominant phase.

Note that we denote the effective mass meff as m throughout the calculations below for notational convenience.

The noise kernel can be decomposed,

N (p) = N 00(p) +N 0β(p) +N ββ(p) , (A4)

where the free-free part N 00(p) is given by

N 00(p) = 2

∫
d4k

[
k2 − 1

p2
(p · k)2

]2
Re[G0

F (k)G
0
F (−p− k)] , (A5)

the free-thermal part N 0β(p) is given by

N 0β(p) = 2

∫
d4k

[
k2 − 1

p2
(p · k)2

]2
Re[G0

F (k)G
β
F (−p− k)] , (A6)

and the thermal-thermal part N ββ(p) is given by

N 0β(p) = 2

∫
d4k

[
k2 − 1

p2
(p · k)2

]2
Re[Gβ

F (k)G
β
F (−p− k)] . (A7)

In the following, we derive the free-free part, free-thermal part, and thermal-thermal part by performing 1-loop
integrals.
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1. Free-free part

We evaluate the free-free part as

N 00(p) = 2Re

[
I001 (p)− 2

|p|2 I
00
2 (p) +

1

|p|4 I
00
3 (p)

]
, (A8)

where we have decomposed the contribution into three pieces

I001 (p) =

∫
d4k

(2π)4
k4G0

F (k)G
0
F (−p− k) , (A9)

I002 (p) =

∫
d4k

(2π)4
k2(p · k)2G0

F (k)G
0
F (−p− k) , (A10)

I003 (p) =

∫
d4k

(2π)4
(p · k)4G0

F (k)G
0
F (−p− k) . (A11)

According to dimensional regularization technique with the spacetime dimension expressed as d = 4−2η, Feynman
parameter integral formula, and Wick’s rotation, we find

I001 (p) =

∫
dDk

(2π)D
|k|4 −iℏ

(k + p)2 −m2 + iϵ

−iℏ
k2 −m2 + iϵ

=
Γ(2)

Γ(1)2

∫ 1

0

dx

∫
dDk′

(2π)D
|k′ − xp|4 (−iℏ)2

[k′2 −∆2 + iϵ]2

=
Γ(2)

Γ(1)2

∫ 1

0

dx i(−1)2
∫

dDkE
(2π)D

|kE − xp|4 (−iℏ)2
[|kE |2 +∆2 − iϵ]2

=
Γ(2)

Γ(1)2
i(−1)2(−iℏ)2

∫ 1

0

dx
[
J1 + 4x2pipjJ

ij
7 + x4|p4|J9 − 4xpiJ

i
3 + 2x2|p2|J2 − 4x3|p|2piJ i

8

]
, (A12)

I002 (p) =

∫
dDk

(2π)D
|k|2(p · k)2 −iℏ

(k + p)2 −m2 + iϵ

−iℏ
k2 −m2 + iϵ

=
Γ(2)

Γ(1)2

∫ 1

0

dx i(−1)2
∫

dDkE
(2π)D

|kE − xp|2 {(kE − xp) · p}2 (−iℏ)2
[|kE |2 +∆2 − iϵ]2

=
Γ(2)

Γ(1)2
i(−1)2(−iℏ)2

∫ 1

0

dx
[
pipjJ

ij
4 − 2x|p|2piJ i

3 + x2|p4|J2 − 2xpipjplJ
ijl
6

+5x2|p2|pipjJ ij
7 − 4x3|p4|piJ i

8 + x4|p|6J9
]
, (A13)

I003 (p) =

∫
dDk

(2π)D
(k · p)4 −iℏ

(k + p)2 −m2 + iϵ

−iℏ
k2 −m2 + iϵ

=
Γ(2)

Γ(1)2

∫ 1

0

dx i(−1)2
∫

dDkE
(2π)D

{(kE − xp) · p}4 (−iℏ)2
[|kE |2 +∆2 − iϵ]2

=
Γ(2)

Γ(1)2
i(−1)2(−iℏ)2

∫ 1

0

dx
[
pipjplpmJ

ijlm
5 + 6x2|p|4pipjJ ij

7 + x4|p|8J9 − 4x|p|2pipjplJ ijl
6 − 4x3|p|6piJ i

8

]
,

(A14)

where we have defiend k′ := k + xp, the Euclid momentum kE = (k0E ,kE), and ∆2 := m2 − x(1 − x)p2. Here, the
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quantities J1-J9 are defined as follows:

J1 =

∫
dDkE
(2π)D

|kE |4
[|kE |2 +∆2 − iϵ]2

=
Γ(D2 )Γ(

3+D
2 )

Γ(2 + D
2 )Γ(

−1+D
2 )

∫
dDkE
(2π)D

|kE |4
[|kE |2 +∆2 − iϵ]2

=
Γ(D2 )Γ(

3+D
2 )

Γ(2 + D
2 )Γ(

−1+D
2 )

D(D + 2)

2

1

(4π)D/2

Γ(2−D/2− 1)

Γ(2)
(∆2 − iϵ)−2+D/2+2

= −15

2

[
m2 + (p20 − |p|2)x(x− 1)

]2(
J9 −

1

15

)
= −15

[
m2 + (p20 − |p|2)x(x− 1)

]2
32π2

[
1

η
− γ + log(4π) + 1 + ψ(0)

(
3

2

)
− ψ(0)

(
7

2

)
− log

[
m2 + (p20 − |p|2)x(x− 1)

]]
,

(A15)

J2 =

∫
dDkE
(2π)D

|kE |2
[|kE |2 +∆2 − iϵ]2

=
Γ(D2 )Γ(

1+D
2 )

Γ(1 + D
2 )Γ(

−1+D
2 )

∫
dDkE
(2π)D

|kE |2
[|kE |2 +∆2 − iϵ]2

=
Γ(D2 )Γ(

1+D
2 )

Γ(1 + D
2 )Γ(

−1+D
2 )

D

2

1

(4π)D/2

Γ(2−D/2− 1)

Γ(2)
(∆2 − iϵ)−2+D/2+1

= −3

2

[
m2 + (p20 − |p|2)x(x− 1)

](
J9 +

1

3

)
= −3

[
m2 + (p20 − |p|2)x(x− 1)

]
32π2

[
1

η
− γ + log(4π) + 1 + ψ(0)

(
3

2

)
− ψ(0)

(
5

2

)
− log

[
m2 + (p20 − |p|2)x(x− 1)

]]
,

(A16)

J i
3 =

∫
dDkE
(2π)D

|kE |2kiE
[|kE |2 +∆2 − iϵ]2

= 0 , (A17)

J ij
4 =

∫
dDkE
(2π)D

|kE |2kiEkjE
[|kE |2 +∆2 − iϵ]2

=
1

D − 1
δijJ1 , (A18)

J ijlm
5 =

∫
dDkE
(2π)D

kiEk
j
Ek

l
Ek

m
E

[|kE |2 +∆2 − iϵ]2

=
1

(D − 1)2 + 2(D − 1)
(δijδlm + δilδjm + δimδjl)J1 , (A19)

J ijl
6 =

∫
dDkE
(2π)D

kiEk
j
Ek

l
E

[|kE |2 +∆2 − iϵ]2

= 0 , (A20)

J ij
7 =

∫
dDkE
(2π)D

kiEk
j
E

[|kE |2 +∆2 − iϵ]2

=
1

D − 1
δijJ2 , (A21)
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J i
8 =

∫
dDkE
(2π)D

kiE
[|kE |2 +∆2 − iϵ]2

= 0 , (A22)

J9 =

∫
dDkE
(2π)D

1

[|kE |2 +∆2 − iϵ]2

=
Γ(2−D/2)

(4π)D/2Γ(2)
(∆2 − iϵ)−2+D/2

=
1

16π2

[
1

η
− γ + log(4π)− log

[
m2 + (p20 − |p|2)x(x− 1)

]]
, (A23)

where γ is the Euler’s constant and ψ(n)(z) := (dn/dzn)(Γ′(z)/Γ(z)) with the Gamma function Γ(z).
Hence, we find

I001 (p) =
Γ(2)

Γ(1)2
i(−1)2(−iℏ)2

∫ 1

0

dx

[
J1 +

4

D − 1
x2|p|2J2 + x4|p|4J9 + 2x2|p|2J2

]
= −iℏ2

∫ 1

0

dx

[
−5

3
|p|2x2∆2 +

1

2
∆4 + J9

(
|p|4x4 − 5|p|2x2∆2 − 15

2
∆4

)]
, (A24)

I002 (p) =
Γ(2)

Γ(1)2
i(−1)2(−iℏ)2

∫ 1

0

dx

[
1

D − 1
|p|2J1 + x2|p|4J2 +

5

D − 1
x2|p|4J2 + x4|p|6J9

]
= −iℏ2

∫ 1

0

dx

[
−4

3
|p|4x2∆2 +

1

6
|p|2∆4 + J9

(
|p|6x4 − 4|p|4x2∆2 − 5

2
|p|2∆4

)]
, (A25)

I003 (p) =
Γ(2)

Γ(1)2
i(−1)2(−iℏ)2

∫ 1

0

dx

[
1

(D − 1)2 + 2(D − 1)
|p|4J1 +

6

D − 1
x2|p|6J2 + x4|p|8J9

]
= −iℏ2

∫ 1

0

dx

[
−|p|6x2∆2 +

1

30
|p|4∆4 + J9

(
|p|8x4 − 3|p|6x2∆2 − 1

2
|p|4∆4

)]
. (A26)

Finally, the free-free part becomes

N 00(p) = 2Re

[
I001 (p)− 2

|p|2 I
00
2 (p) +

1

|p|4 I
00
3 (p)

]
= Re

[
−2

5
iℏ2
∫ 1

0

dx
[
∆4(1− 15J9)

]]
= Re

[
−2

5
iℏ2
∫ 1

0

dx

[
∆4

{
1− 15

16π2

(
1

η
− γ + log(4π)− 1

2
log∆2

)}]]
= Re

[
− 1

2400π2
iℏ2
[
900γm4 + 960m4(π2 − 1) + (p20 − |p|2)2(−47 + 30γ + 32π2)

− 10m2(p20 − |p|2)(−41 + 30γ + 32π2)

− 1

η
30
(
30m4 − 10m2(p20 − |p|2) + (p20 − |p|2)2

)
+ I

+30
(
30m4 − 10m2(p20 − |p|2) + (p20 − |p|2)2

)
log

m2

4π

]]
=

2ℏ2

5π
p4C5/2 (4m2 < p2) , (A27)

where

I =


60 · 16C2p42i

√
C 1

4

(
−2π + i log

[√
C− 1

2√
C+ 1

2

])
(4m2 < p2)

60 · 16C2p42
√
−C arctan

[
1

2
√
−C

]
(0 < p2 < 4m2)

60 · 16C2p42i
√
C 1

42i log
[√

C− 1
2√

C+ 1
2

]
(p2 < 0) ,

(A28)
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with

C :=
1

4

[
1− 4m2

p2

]
. (A29)

2. Free-thermal part

We evaluate the free-thermal part as

N 0β(p) = 4Re

[
I0β1 (p)− 2

|p|2 I
0β
2 (p) +

1

|p|4 I
0β
3 (p)

]
, (A30)

where we have decomposed the contribution into three pieces

I0β1 (p) =

∫
d4k

(2π)4
k4G0

F (k)G
β
F (−p− k) , (A31)

I0β2 (p) =

∫
d4k

(2π)4
k2(p · k)2G0

F (k)G
β
F (−p− k) , (A32)

I0β3 (p) =

∫
d4k

(2π)4
(p · k)4G0

F (k)G
β
F (−p− k) . (A33)

On substituting the propagators, we can rewrite the pieces as

I0β1 (p) =

∫
d4k

(2π)4
|k|4 −iℏ

(p+ k)2 −m2 + iϵ
× 2πnB(k

0)δ(k2 −m2)

= (−iℏ)2π
∫

d4k2
(2π)4

k4
2δ((p+ k)2 −m2)nB(k

0)δ(k2 −m2)

= (−iℏ)2π 1

(2π)4

∫ ∞

−∞
dk0

∫ ∞

0

d|k||k|2|k|4nB(k0)δ(k2 −m2)

∫ 1

−1

d cos θδ(p2 + 2p0k0 − 2|p||k| cos θ + k2 −m2) ,

(A34)

I0β2 (p) =

∫
d4k

(2π)4
|k|2(p · k)2 −iℏ

(p+ k)2 −m2 + iϵ
× 2πnB(k

0)δ(k2 −m2)

= (−iℏ)2π 1

(2π)4

∫ ∞

−∞
dk0

∫ ∞

0

d|k||k|2|k|2(p · k)2nB(k0)δ(k2 −m2)

×
∫ 1

−1

d cos θδ(p2 + 2p0k0 − 2|p||k| cos θ + k2 −m2) , (A35)

I0β3 (p) =

∫
d4k

(2π)4
(p · k)4 −iℏ

(p+ k)2 −m2 + iϵ
× 2πnB(k

0)δ(k2 −m2)

= (−iℏ)2π 1

(2π)4

∫ ∞

−∞
dk0

∫ ∞

0

d|k||k|2(p · k)4nB(k0)δ(k2 −m2)

×
∫ 1

−1

d cos θδ(p2 + 2p0k0 − 2|p||k| cos θ + k2 −m2) . (A36)

By the existence of the delta functions, only k satisfying the following condition can contribute the integral,

|p2 + 2p0k0|
2|p||k| < 1, and k20 = |k|2 +m2 . (A37)

This condition reduce to the conditions on k [46],

A. p2 < 0, p0k0p
2 > 0, and |k|2 > |k|2+ , (A38)
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B. p2 > 4m2, p0k0p
2 < 0, and |k|2− < |k|2 < |k|2+ , (A39)

or p2 < 0, p0k0p
2 < 0, and |k|2− < |k|2 < |k|20 , (A40)

C. p2 < 0, p0k0p
2 < 0, and |k|2 > |k|20 , (A41)

where

|k|2± =
1

4

{
|p| ±

√
1− 4m2

p2
|p0|
}2

, (A42)

giving

ω± =
1

2

∣∣∣∣∣|p0| ±
√
1− 4m2

p2
|p|
∣∣∣∣∣ . (A43)

Note that the second condition corresponding to case B and the condition for case C can be combined taking into
account |k|2− < |k|2. Thus, the noise kernel is divided into three regions depending on the value of p2 as

I0β1 =



(−iℏ) π
|p|
∫ ω+

ω−
dωknB(ωk)(ω

2
k −m2)2 (4m2 < p2)

0 (0 < p2 < 4m)

(−iℏ) π
|p|

(∫∞
ω−

+
∫∞
ω+

)
dωknB(ωk)(ω

2
k −m2)2 (p2 < 0) ,

(A44)

I0β2 =



(−iℏ) π
2|p|

∫ ω+

ω−
dωk(ω

2
k −m2)(p2 − 2|p0|ωk)

2nB(ωk) (4m2 < p2)

0 (0 < p2 < 4m2)

(−iℏ) π
4|p|

(∫∞
ω−

dωk(ω
2
k −m2)(p2 + |p0|ωk)

2nB(ωk) +
∫∞
ω+
dωk(ω

2
k −m2)(p2 − |p0|ωk)

2nB(ωk)
)

(p2 < 0) ,

(A45)

I0β3 =



(−iℏ) π
2|p|

∫ ω+

ω−
dωk(p

2 − 2|p0|ωk)
4nB(ωk) (4m2 < p2)

0 (0 < p2 < 4m2)

(−iℏ) π
4|p|

(∫∞
ω−

dωk(p
2 + |p0|ωk)

4nB(ωk) +
∫∞
ω+
dωk(p

2 − |p0|ωk)
4nB(ωk)

)
(p2 < 0) .

(A46)

Finally, we find that the free-thermal part vanishes

N 0β(p) = 0 , (A47)

and does not contribute to the decoherence.

3. Thermal-thermal part

In the same way as in the free-thermal part, we can evaluate the thermal-thermal part to obtain

N ββ(p) = 2Re

[
Iββ1 (p)− 2

|p|2 I
ββ
2 (p) +

1

|p|4 I
ββ
3 (p)

]
, (A48)



21

where

Iββ1 =



2π2

|p|
∫ ω+

ω−
dωknB(|p0| − ωk)nB(ωk)(ω

2
k −m2)2 (4m2 < p2)

0 (0 < p2 < 4m2)

2π2

|p|

(∫∞
ω−

dωknB(|p0|+ ωk)nB(ωk)(ω
2
k −m2)2 +

∫∞
ω+
dωknB(|p0| − ωk)nB(ωk)(ω

2
k −m2)2

)
(p2 < 0) ,

(A49)

Iββ2 =



π2

|p|
∫ ω+

ω−
dωk(ω

2
k −m2)(p2 − 2|p0|ωk)

2nB(|p0| − ωk)nB(ωk) (4m2 < p2)

0 (0 < p2 < 4m2)

π2

2|p|

(∫∞
ω−

dωk(ω
2
k −m2)nB(ωk + |p0|)nB(ωk)(p

2 − 2|p0|ωk)
2

+
∫∞
ω+
dωk(ω

2
k −m2)nB(|p0| − ωk)nB(ωk)(p

2 + 2|p0|ωk)
2

)
(p2 < 0) ,

(A50)

and

Iββ3 =



(2π)2

32|p|
∫ ω+

ω−
dωk(p

2 − 2|p0|ωk)
4nB(|p0| − ωk)nB(ωk) (4m2 < p2)

0 (0 < p2 < 4m2)

(2π)2

32|p|

(∫∞
ω−

dωknB(ωk + |p0|)nB(ωk)(p
2 − 2|p0|ωk)

4

+
∫∞
ω+
dωknB(|p0| − ωk)nB(ωk)(p

2 + 2|p0|ωk)
4

)
(p2 < 0) .

(A51)

Finally, we obtain the thermal-thermal contribution,

N ββ(p) =



− π2

60p4 e
−β|p0|

√
1− 4m2

p2

(
17p8 − 366p6p20 + 366p4p40 − 16m4(23p4 + 56p2p20 − 96p40)

+8m2(18p6 + 181p4p20 − 216p2p40)
)

(4m2 < p2) ,

0 (0 < p2 < 4m2) ,

−π2

β5
p2

|p|5 e
−
√(

1− 4m2

p2

)
|p|2β(

4m2p20β
2(1 + 2p20β

2) + β2p4(1 + 2p20β
2)

−p2
(
3 + 7p20β

2 + 4p40β
4 + 4m2β2(1 + 2p20β

2) + 3

√(
1− 4m2

p2

)
|p|2β(1 + 2p20β

2)
))

(p2 < 0) ,

(A52)
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at low temperature limit. At high temperature limit, we find

N ββ(p) =



− π2

6p2(p2−p2
0)

2β2

√
1− 4m2

p2

(
11p8 − 46p6p20 + 82p4p40 − 44p2p60 + 4m2(−5p6 + p4p20 + 2p2p40 + 2p60)

)
+ π2

2p0(−p2+p2
0)

5/2β2Arctanh
[

|p|
|p0|

√
1− 4m2

p2

] (
p8 + 4p6p20 − 20p4p40 + 32p2p60 − 16p80

+16m4(p2 − p20)
2 − 16m2(p2 − p20)

2(p4 − p2p20 + p40)
)

(4m2 < p2) ,

0 (0 < p2 < 4m2) ,

4π2p4

3(−p2+p2
0)

5/2β5 − π2 192m2p4−48p6−192m2p2p2
0−384p4p3

0

24(−p2p2
0)

5/2β3

−π2

β2

−96m2p4+24p6+96m2p2p2
0+276p4p2

0+4p4
√

1− 4m2

p2
(−p2+p2

0)

24(−p2+p2
0)

2

+π2

β2

96m4p4−48m2p6+6p8−192m4p2p2
0+48m2p4p2

0+96m4p4
0

24|p0|(−p2+p2
0)

5/2 log

[
−p0+

√
1− 4m2

p2
(−p2+p2

0)
1/2

p0+
√

1− 4m2

p2
(−p2+p2

0)
1/2

]
+π2

β2

48m4p4−24m2p6+3p8−96m4p2p2
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