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Decoherence or the Loschmidt echo
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The Loschmidt echo and the purity are two quantities that mawide invaluable information about the
evolution of a quantum system. While the Loschmidt echociby characterizes instability and sensitivity to
perturbations, purity measures the loss of coherence pealdby an environment coupled to the system. For
classically chaotic systems both quantities display a rermob— supposedly universal — regimes that can lead
on to think of them as equivalent quantities. We present mizaleevidence of the fundamental differences
between them.
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Some of the latest breakthroughs in theoretical and expemerical evidence that, contrary to previous assumpﬂBB][?
imental quantum physics have permitted among other thingthere are significant differences between the behaviorseof t
to explore and manipulate new states of matter — like BosekE and the purity.Bothin the small perturbation regime as
Einstein condensates — and also manipulate small numbers wkll as for larger perturbations. While for small pertuibas
atoms or ions making it possible to test some of the assertiorthe LE shows the expected quadratic regime we show that the
of relatively new areas of research like quantum infornratio decay rate of the purity, as a function of coupling strength,
Two of the main problems that affect the achievement of sucldepends —strongly— on the type of environment affecting the
advances are uncontrolled coupling to an environment and iisystem. Furthermore, in the strong perturbation regime, th
reversibility caused by sensitivity to small perturbasafithe  LE presents an oscillatory behavior that can mask the Lya-
guantum evolution. punov decayl]djO]. A measurement of the fidelity decay in

The presence of a coupling to an external bath introduce$€s€ regimes can thus give results that are far from the ex-
decoherence [1]. By definition decoherence washes out ifkécted. Besides, the Lyapunov decay for the purity is only
terference terms due to quantum superposition. One way ¢&Pserved for special types of environment.
characterizing the decrease of the interference termsedaus__ The systems we consider are quantum maps on the torus.
by decoherence is by measuring the purity of the system as ghe quantlzed torus has assomated\bmmensmnal_ Hllbert
function of time. For classically chaotic systems it was-con SPace ‘ﬁ‘”t? Planck constaht= 1/_2”NN' alnd the position ba-
jectured [2] and numerically shown[2| 3] that for a certainSiS{di}o ~ and momentum basigpi }; ~ are related by the
range of values, the exponential decay of purity is independiscrete Fourier transform (DFT). We consider quantum maps
dent of the coupling strength and is characterized by the LyaY Whose classical counterpart are chaotic. For simplicigy, w
punov exponent of the classical counterpart. Complementak'Se maps that can be implemented as two kicks
ily, to characterize irreversibility and instability airig from U — d2mNT(p) g-i2nNV(q) 1)
the chaotic nature of systems the Loshmidt echo (LE) — also ’
known as fidelity — has been uséd [4,[5, 6]. The idea is tovhich can be efficiently implemented using the DFT (through
study the overlap as a function of time of two states evolvthe fast Fourier transform) and many of which have been im-
ing with slightly different evolution operators charaized plemented experimentally — e[g [11]- and have efficient guan
by some perturbation paramekerAs a function of time there  tum algorithms — e.g]__[_iZ]. The corresponding classical map
are three well identified regimes: parabolic or Gaussian fois
very short times; exponential for intermediate times fokal ;o dv(q)
by a saturation depending on the Hilbert space size. Here we P =P g dg, (mod 1). (2)
concentrate on th& dependence for the exponential decay qd = aq- E%f)
regime. This regimes are obtained after performing an aver- : . .

) . |n particular for numerical calculations we use the pertarb
age, that can be done either over an ensemble of perturbation
or of initial states. The averaging performed to compute theCat map
Locshmidt echo can be treated in analogy to the effects of de- p = p+aq+ 2mk(co$2mg] — cog4my))

coherence and it is claimed — or expected [7]-that atleastfo ¢ = q+bp

classically chaotic systems, since they exhibit the samaye ) ) , o

rates, they providessentialljthe same information. with a,b integers. This map is chaotic with largest Lypunov
In th ibution the af ioned .._exponen? ~In((2+ab+ /ab(4+ab))/2)/2, fork <« 1.
n the present contribution the aforementioned quantities . pure states the LE is defined as

are explored for systems with discrete Hilbert space, and

which have a classically chaotic counterpart. We present nu M(t) = |<l,U|U;Ut|l,U>|2, (4)

(mod 1, (3)
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whereZX represents a perturbation from the original map. In We now consider evolution in the presence of an environ-
Eq. B the perturbation strength is modified kis= (k+ Z). ment. Interaction between system and environment produces
Eq. @) is dubbed “echo” because it measures the overlap beglobal state which is non-separable, i.e. entangled. Orce w
tween a state evolved forwards up to tilme&ith U and then trace out the environment degrees of freedom the evolution
backwards with the slightly perturbed operdtlr It can also  of the system becomes non-unitary with a consequent loss of
be seen as a measure of the separation of two, initiallyiidentcoherence. One way to measure the effect of decoherence is
cal states, evolved forwards with two slightly differenby  through the purityLL_l|7P(t) =tr(p?) with P(t) = 1 if p is pure
tion operators. If the classical dynamics is chaotic, omaye andP(t) = 1/N for a maximally mixed state.
the LEM(t) decays exponentially with a decay rétg: [@]. Instead of studying the evolution of system plus environ-
ment and then tracing the environment out, we model directly
T ‘ TN the effect of the environment as a map of density matrices,

- or superoperator which, for Markovian environment and weak
coupling, can be written in Kraus operator sum form [18]. The
decoherence models we use can be expresed as a weighed sum
of unitary operations

N-1
P/ &ef Ds(p) = Z Cs(qa p)ququTp (5)
p,q=0

whereT,, are the translation operators on the torugg, p)
[ O T O B IR is a function ofg and p ande characterizes the strength. The
2.3 4 5 6 7 8 Kraus form implies complete positivity and the trace is pre-
¥/h servedify , ,Ce(q, p) = 1. Furthermore, a§;, are unitary, the
identity is preserved, i.e. the m&Q is unital. Although posi-
FIG. 1. Decay ratd of the LE as a function rescaled coeffi- tion and momentum operators are not well defined in discrete
cient=/R. The map is the quantum version of the perturbed catilbert space, translations can be defined as cyclic stk [
[Eq. @)] with (®) a=b=2; () a=b=4. Other parameters In Ref. [20] it is shown that a variety of noise superoperstor
are: k= 0.0002,N = 220, and 1024 randomly chosen initial states. can be implemented in the form of EB)( The interpretation
The lines are: (dashed}/)?. The horizontal dotted lines corre- is simple: with probabilityce (g, p) every possible translation
spond to the lyapunov exponents of the corresponding mags: ( phase space is applied fo(incoherently). The complete
'TO":V) A =In[3+2y2] ~ 1.76275; (above) [9+ 45| ~ 2.88727. map with decoherence takes place then in two steps, the uni-
e |r.15et.shows the same in log-log scale where the quadratd- tarv foll d by th - ; + .
> regime is best appreciated. tary followed by t e nonunitary pag’ = _Dg(UpU ). This
is an approximation that works exactly in some cases, e.g. a
billiard that has elastic collisions on the walls and diftusin
In Fig.[d we plot the decay ratE ¢ as a function of the the free evolution between collisions.
rescaled perturbatioB/R . For the averaging, we randomly ~ To model diffusive decoherence we can define
pick uniformly distributed coherent —minimal uncertaiqty 1 >
states. We can see that for small perturbation strengthethe b ce(0,p) = =exp|— q+ p2
havior is, as expected, g 00 22 (FGR regime). For larger A 2('3—751)
perturbation strengths, the decay rate is notas commoely pr ] N )
dicted in the literature 38@3] and references thereirifh- periodized to fit the torus boundary conditions. We will call
some exceptions, e. 15] perturbation independent b this model Gaussian diffusion model (GDM). The decoherent
havior. We find oscillations behavior near the valuevhere ~ effect of GDM is evident: suppose we have a Shrodinger cat
A is the Lyapunov exponent of the classical system. Theséatate that_exh|b|ts mterf_erence frmges in the Wigner fiamc
oscillations can be understood through the local density oFd- B written for the Wigner function op results
states (LDOS). For finite dimensional Hilbert space the LDOS ,
grows quadratically with the perturbation up to a point veher W(Q.P)= %cg(q, PW(Q-a.p—P). )
it starts to oscillate. If the mean value of the oscillatoaytps ’
comparable or smaller than the classical Lyapunov exponenthen this incoherent sum of slightly displaced Wigner func-
then the oscillatory behavior is reflected in the echo. If, ontions, with Gaussian weight, progresively washes out fast o
the contrary, the Lyapunov exponent is much smaller than theillatig terms leaving only the classical part. Thus acts de
mean value of the oscillations of the LDOS, then no oscilla-coherence. The GDM is approximately equivalent to a ther-
tions are appreciated in the LE[lO]. The important thing tomal bath in the weak coupling limit. For a continuous Hilbert
remark is that, after the FGR behavior, the decay of the LE ispace, in the master equation formalism, the evolution-equa
not perturbation independent. This can explain the difficultytion of the Wigner is of Fokker-Planck typ [|Z|?I| 22], with
to find the Lyapunov regime in echo experime@ [16]. diffusion coefficienD proportional to(Ne /27)2.

: (6)
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in the normalization [remember thg, ,c:(q, p) = 1], we get

8 [ -
77 T Atro? _4exp(—2n’2/(£N)2)+4ex;:(—2712/(eN)2)2tr )
= 6 ] P (1t dexg 22/ (eN2) 1.2
2 s . 9)
=gl ] [see Figl3 top panel, dashed line]. For smalwe can of
= N 1 course neglect the terms coming from periodic boundary con-
g 7 ditions.
| 2] ] In order to attain the quadratic dependencé€ ofor small
1 » ] coupling, observed in continuos Hilbert spacgg, p) should
0~ have tails that decay slower than Gaussian, i.e. long dis-

tance correlations in phase-space. We can for example take
a well known decoherence channel for quantum information
processing, the depolarizing channel (DC) [23], which s®al
FIG. 2: —In(tr(p?)) computed for the perturbed cat map of Ed. (3) a convex sum of unitaries and can be simply written in terms
with a= b= 2 andN = 2000 for GDM with diffe-rent values of. of translations in phase Spa@[zo]

From bottom to topg = 0.0001, ..., 0.01. The horizontal (dot-dash)
line is In(N) while the slope of the dashed linels= In[3+2./2].

£
DX =(1-8)p+35 > TapPTap (10)
a.p20

Following a similar reasoning as the one followed to obtain
In continuos Hilbert space and in the presence of GDM type=q. (9) we get, fore < 1, . = 2¢ [see Fid3, middle]. The
decoherence, the behavior of the purity as a function of thé&PC is an extreme case to consider as phase space decoher-
decoherence strength[for small €] is equivalent to that of —ence because it is highly non-local: with the same proligbili
the LE as a functiorx ,], i.e. the decay ratE; depends itimplements every possible translatigj), (g, p# 0). There-
quadratically for smalk. After a critical value it becomes fore, there is no reason to expect a Lyapunov regime in this
independent of the environment and reshlts= A [IZ ], case. In fact foe close to 1, the dynamics is dominated by

Looking at Fig@we could conclude this is indeed the casethe environment. The _non-locahty of DC has_ also deva_sgatm
effects on the entangling power of the algorithms that imple

for finite dimensional systems as well. The purity decays ex- t chaofi 4
ponentially with a decay rate increasing wélup to a certain ment chaotic map ]

point where it saturates at the Lyapunov exponent. However 'Ir;o reproduc(ejtrlle EGE _quadritu(:jre%rge wedthuhs_ nheEd ade-
the smalle regime is quiet different as can be observed incONerence model which I peake caf0,0) and which has

Fig.3 For the GDM [Figi3, top] if ¢ is very small, of order polynomially decaying tails. We propose to take a Loremtzia

1/N then the probability of applying any translation is negli- X eN

gibly small. Thus fore < 1/N there is no decoherence and  c.(q,p) = — 5 2

the purity remains constant and equal to unity. For larger de TA (& x ((%) +(q—=Nj)2+(p— Nk)z)
coherence strengths, the purity decays exponentiallyHmut t (11)

dependence of ¢ is not quadratic. We remark that all the with Athe proper normalization fg¥ ¢ ,Ce(q, p) = 1. We will
calculations done for the purity do not need any kind of av-call this case Lorentz decoherence model (LDM). The sum is
eraging. Figddand3were obtained using singleGaussian  done to account for the periodicity of the torus (theoréijca

initial state. X — oo, practicallyx is an integer much larger than 1). Long
We can derive an approximate analytic expression fotail decoherence was also considered in Ref. [25] wherest wa

the smalle regime. If we assumeétrp? = Atr(pn.1)? = shown that the decoherence rates can be tuned to power law

tr(p§+l) —tr(p2) = —T¢tr(p2), then from Egs.[®) and ), decay.m cold atom experiments. .

if £ < 1, we have In Fig.[B[bottom], we show ¢ for the LDM. The quadratic

dependence is clearly observed. As in the DC model the
, : : Lyapunov regime is not present. Largerimplies longer
p' ~ ¢c£(0,0)p+¢e(0,1)To1p Ty +Ce(1,0)Trop Ty o Lorentzian tales which, when periodized sum up to non neg-
_ T _ U ligible non-local effects all over phase space. This is wdry f
+Ce(—=1,0)T-100T 31 5+ Ce(0, —1)To, 10Ty _1.(8) the LDM not only is the Lyapunov regime also not present but
the decay rate of the purity continues to grow indefinitely. A
We want to take the square of the trace, so the first approxzombination of both GDM and LDM, so that the former dom-
imation we take is (rpTi,jpTiTj)i,j:O,l ~ tr(p?), and we ne- inates at larges and the latter dominates for smallewould
glect higher order terms as well as higher order translationyield both the FGR regime and the Lyapunov regime. Deco-
(evenTy(_1)1(_1))- Thus we have p'? —trp? ~ (c¢(0,0)2+  herence combining both Gaussian and Lorentzian processes

4c:(0,1)? — 1)trp?. Now, neglecting also higher order terms was studied e.g. irm6].
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the LE and the purity provide intrinsically different infoa-
tion. Our analysis is valid for discrete Hilbert space and is
thus well suited for quantum information and simulation of
chaotic systems where this two quantities are paramount.
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