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ABSTRACT

Applying the Milburn equation to describe intrinsic decoherence, we study the interaction of three-
coupled quantum harmonic oscillators or quantized fields. We give an explicit solution for the
complete equation, i.e., beyond the usual second order approximation used to arrive to the Lindblad
form. Then we calculate the expectation value of the number operator of each oscillator or mode for
one of the modes given in an initial coherent state.

1 Introduction

Decoherence is a topic of great interest in quantum mechanics as it avoids that non-classical states of a given quantum
system from maintaining their significant properties, particularly the system’s purity, producing rapidly a mixture of
states i.e., in a fast fashion, erasing its non-classicality. In 1991, Milburn [[7] proposed a model for intrinsic decoherence
in quantum mechanics based on a simple modification of the Schrodinger equation. He assumed that the system evolves
by a random sequence of unitary phase changes on sufficiently small time scales and managed to produce a Lindblad
equation where the Hamiltonian is the operator involved in the Master Equation. The usual evolution is recovered to
first order in an expansion parameter related to the speed at which the coherences are lost. Moya-Cessa et al. [10]
showed that in the atom-field interaction the loss of coherences prevents the revivals to occur for the atomic population
inversion. Mohamed et al. [9]] analyzed the robustness of quantum correlations of the nearest neighbour and the
next-to-neighbour qubits in an intrinsic noise model describing the dynamics of the decoherence for a system formed
by three-qubit Heisenberg XY chain; Yang et al. [14] determined the performance of quantum Fisher information
of the two-qutrit isotropic Heisenberg XY chain subject to decoherence. Muthuganesand and Chandrasekar [11]]
applied intrinsic decoherence when studying an exactly solvable model of two interacting spin—% qubits described by
the Heisenberg anisotropic interaction. Zheng and Zhang [15]] applied Milburn’s scheme to study the entanglement in
the Jaynes-Cummings model, where a pair of atoms undergo Heisenberg type interactions; He and Chao [5] studied
the coherence dynamics of two atoms in a Kerr-like medium. Chlih ef al. [1] used the intrinsic decoherence to
study a variety of initial states, where they obtain the temporal evolution of quantum correlations in a two-qubit XXZ
Heisenberg spin chain model subject to a Dzyaloshinskii—-Moriya (DM) interaction and to an external uniform magnetic
field. Guo-Hui and Bing Bing [4]] estimated the quantum discord of two qubits that loose coherence through intrinsic
mechanisms. Leon-Montiel ez. al [|6] used the concept that off-diagonal terms induce decoherence when a disorder is
established. Furthermore, Mohamed ez. al [8] have used the intrinsic decoherence effect for two qubits interacting with
a coherent field, with the purpose to protect the entropy and entanglement from the dipole-dipole interaction. Also, the
intrinsic decoherence scheme offers and alternative to the study of coherence phenomena under symmetry-breaking, just
as Gong et. al [3|] showed that in a ring arrangement of coupled harmonic oscillators. Decoherence without dissipation
of a charged magneto-oscillator by using quantum non-demolition interactions in non-commutative phase-space has
also been recently studied [2].
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In this work we propose to analyze the dynamics of photon population in a three-coupled harmonic oscillators when
intrinsic decoherence takes place. Our aim is to estimate the decoherence of one of the oscillators, and the redistribution
of the photon average number over the others.

The paper is organized as follows: in Sec. [2] we solve analytically Milburn’s intrinsic decoherence equation. How-
ever, we do not solve the approximated (Lindblad) equation but instead the complete Miburn equation, without any
approximations, showing how averages may be performed for arbitrary operators; in Sec. [3] given the three-coupled
harmonic oscillator Hamiltonian (under rotating wave approximation), which is nothing but the Hamiltonian of three
interactin quantized fields, we show how diagonalization may be performed to, finally, obtain full analytical solutions
for the photon number evolution when a selected initial condition is considered. In Sec. 4] we give some remarks and
conclusions.

2 Intrinsic decoherence equation and solution

In 1993 Milburn [7] introduced a modified Scrhodinger equation to describe (intrinsic) decoherence in the form
. i H
p=7<e wew—p)7 (1)

where H is the system’s Hamiltonian, and + is the intrinsic decoherence constant, that in the original proposed model is
regarded as a decreasing parameter of the decoherence, giving the attributes to determine the time scale of the coherence
suppression. By expanding the exponentials above in Taylor series, and keeping terms up to second order, we obtain

. H  H? H H?
pry| |-t =—|p|lti=—]| 1], (2)
Y Y Y Y
that can be written in the Lindblad form, namely,
R 1 Tra [x
p=—i|l,p| — i, |H,p)|.
Y

where the Schrodinger equation is recovered when v — oo.

However, it is worth to notice that equation (T)) has the simple solution
p(t) = e 75 p(0), 3)
where we have defined the superoperator
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such that

with the k-th element of the density matrix p defined by
el
Pe = [¥r) (Y|, k) = €75 [1(0)) 4)

where |1(0)) is the system’s wavefunction at ¢ = 0.

Once the solution for p(t) is obtained, we may find the expectation values for the observables A as
(4) = tr{p(1) A} = tr{Ae e p(0)},

that finally renders the complete time evolution of the observable quantities

0 k
(A)=e"> % (] Alipy) (5)
k=0

3 Three interacting fields

For three-coupled time-independent quantum harmonic oscillators, we may write the Hamiltonian

H=w (a{al +alas + agag) A (a{az + a;al)

T T T ©)

+gas (al +af) +a(ar +az)]

where w is the individual angular frequency of each oscillator, A and g are the strength coupling constants between the
oscillators.
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Next, we can start diagonalizing (6), by applying a rotation with the help of the transformation operator Ryy =

atar—ala . . [ N N
ef(abar—afas) [13]], whose action on the oscillator annihilation operators G, and Gz are

Risdy ]:2]{2 = a7 cosf + assin b,

Rigis Rl = g cosf — a sin .

Applying this pair of transformations to the Hamiltonian (6)), and simplifying terms, we arrive to the new Hamiltonian,
H,, that has explicit dependence on 6

Hy = Ryy HRI,

walas + w (a{ cos 0 + a} sin 9) (G1 cos B + ag sin @)
w (d; cos B — al sin 0) (a2 cos @ — ay sin )
A {(AI cos 6 + EL; sinﬁ) (a2 cos @ — Gy sin §)
(d; cosf — al sin 9) (G1 cos B + ag sin 9)}
g |as (&J{ cos 0 + d; sin @ + &L cosf — &I sinﬂ)

(a1 cos O + aosin @ + dg cos — ag sin@)} ,

where we can get rid of the terms that vanishes at § = 7 /4, giving us the simpler Hamiltonian

that may be rewritten as

A IR w IR IR IR IR
H, = wa};ag + 3 (alal + a%ag + aJ{QQ + a£a1>

W At e A
+ = (cﬁal + a£a2 - aJ{ag - agal)

where we have defined the coefficients w4 = w £+ .

)

. - ala.—ala e .
A second transformation, Ry = eo(azd “3“2), can be performed on the Hamiltonian given in equation (7), who may
eliminate the remaining interaction terms if we choose adequately ¢, so we arrive to

that simplifies to

. —ala

+

Hy, = Ry Hy R}
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where we can dismiss the last interacting term, by setting adequately the angle ¢, for this we have to solve the equation

(w — wy ) sin 2 + 2v/2g cos 2¢ = 0,
such that (twice) the angle is given by

2¢ = arctan ( 2v2g ) .

Wy — W
Then, the Hamiltonian in equation (8) may be simplified as

H, = d;dg (wcos? ¢ + w sin’ ¢ — V/2g sin 2¢)

9)
+ &5&2 (wsin® ¢ + w, cos? ¢ 4+ V2gsin 2¢) + w,dldl
where we terms inside the parenthesis can be reduced to the compact form
wcos? ¢ + w, sin? ¢ — V2g sin 2¢
= % (1 + cos2¢) + % (1 — cos 2¢) — V/2gsin 2¢
1 1
=3 (w—wq)cos2¢ + 3 (wy +w) — V2gsin2¢
1 1 wi — w)? 44°
_ 5 (er + UJ) _ 5 ( + ) _ g
VB4 (s —w)® (/807 + (wr —w)?
1 1 82 —w)?

892 + (wy — w)?

=5 (s +el = Vot + @ —0?) =0

and samewise, for the other term, we obtain

wsin? ¢ + w, cos? ¢ 4+ V/2gsin 2¢ = % ([w+ +w] 4+ 1/8¢% + (wy — w)2>
= Q5.
Finally, we arrive to the diagonal Hamiltonian for the uncoupled harmonic oscillators
Hy = Qpabas +w_ala, + Qalas, (10)

where the effective frequencies €2, 25, and w_, are the eigenvalues that diagonalize the original Hamiltonian (6).

3.2 Full solution

Transformed initial condition

With the diagonal Hamiltonian (T0), we can now easily factorize the exponential @) as
—ikf2 ko alar - E0palas — EQalas an

€ =€ 7

that may be easily applied to an initial wavefunction |1(0)). For the k-th element we have

i) = RI,RE e %5 RyRaa [16(0)) . (12)

Next we show how to apply the set of operators in the above equation to a particular initial wave function. We choose
one of the oscillators to be given in a coherent state while the other two are given in their vacuum states, namely

[£(0)) = |y [0)5[0)5 = €470}, |0), [0},
yielding the k-th element of |1y)

A pt —ikZ2 5 A aal—ata
) = R,RY e 5 Ry Rype®® 72731 |0, [0), ]0),,
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that, by properly applying a unit operator may be rewritten as
_ PRt 2 B p cadl-ata ptptpf
[vk) = RisRye™ "7 RoRyse RiyRyRaR12|0),]0), [0)5,
and because the initial condition is invariant under the action of RQ ng, we arrive to

A pt —ikE2 5 A aaloarar pt A
) = RI,RY e 5 RoRyp e @ R, RY10), 10D, |0), - (13)

Explicit expressions for the action of the transformations on the displacement operator are not difficult to achieve, in
fact we may obtain

Rg([ad{—oc*&l] c0s9+[(xd£—a*d2] sin H)Rg (14)
ad;—a*&l) cos 9+(a[[z; cos qb—ﬁ; sin d)]—a* [az cos p—ag sin d)]) sin 6
At

el
_ e(adifa*dl)COSG « e(aaz a*dg)cosd)sin@ « ef(oaigfoz"dg)sind)sin@7

such that factorization of the initial displacement operator may be obtained via the transformed displacement operators
that now depend on the angles § = 7 /4, and ¢ previously obtained.

The task now is to determine the explicit action of the displacement-like operators (I4) on the initial condition kets.
Because they are now factorized, their action affect only the kets with the same subscripts (or lack of it) to give us

+

elaal—a”ar)cost o o(ad)—a"as)cosgsind , ,—(ad]-a"as)sin¢sin0 10)110)5 10)5 =
11¥72M/3 =

15
| cos 0), [arcos psinb), |—asingsinb), . ()

Finally, we can observe the action of the Hamiltonian exponential operator, and the dagger operators of (I3) over (T3),
such that we may obtain the k-the element as

iy s o H
i) = RI,RY e~ hS |acos 6), |acos gsin ), |—asin psinb),
= RI,R} |67%Q2a cos 0), |67%“’* acos ¢sinf), |—€7%Q04 sin ¢sinf), .
Oscillator modes expectation values

To calculate the average number of photons for each mode, <d;f a;), we use equation (3). For that we need to evaluate
the expression

(xlaas ),
for each oscillator. Starting with the oscillator related to the number operator dgdg we have
(| adas|vr) = (—e%ﬂa sin ¢ sin 6, <e%92a cos ¢sinf, (e%“‘ acos b,
X RoRisa’aRl, RS |e_%“’*acos 0), (16)
X |ef%92a cos ¢sinf), |—67%Qa sin ¢ sin6),
and the similarity transformation carried by the operators RoRis gives
RyRysalasRi,RY = alas cos® ¢ + alag sin® ¢ + (akag + adas) cos gsin ¢. (17)
After this, the calculation of equation (I6) may be easily carried out by applying the annihilation operators to the

coherent states to the right and the creation operators to the coherent states to the left. The sum given in (3)) may be
added to obtain explicit expressions. For instance, we explicitly obtain the expectation value

k
<wk\&£€z3|wk> = |a|? cos? ¢sin? ¢ (1 — cos [(Q — Qg)]) , (18)
v
that can be inserted in equation (3)), and yields the average number of photons for the mode 3

vt 2=y _,0-90,
(alas) = |a|? cos? ¢sin® ¢ (1 - 67 {e”ta 7ot 7 }) . (19)
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Analogously for the other modes, expressions for their average number of excitations, (dJ{&l) and (d; az), may be

obtained explicitly. We follow the same procedure as above and calculate the action of the R’s operators, for mode 1
RoRisalay R R = % [a{al + abag cos® ¢ + akas sin® ¢
— (fl;dg + &;dg) sin ¢ cos ¢ + (d;dl + &;dl) cos ¢
- (a§&3 n agal) sin ¢} ,
and mode 2
a1 + abag cos® ¢ + akazsin® ¢

.i.

R2R12 a;ag RI2R£ = 5 {CL
bas + &;a@) sin ¢ cos ¢ — (a;al + aZal) cos ¢

_ (&
+(6ﬁa +ala ) i }
103 + asa1 ) sing|
for which we calculate the expectation values for the k-th element, for modes 1 and 2, respectively as

(W] alay 1)

= i|a\2 {1 + (cos? ¢ + sin” ¢) + 2sin® ¢ cos® ¢ cos (k Q- Qg))
Y

+ 2cos® ¢ cos <: (w_ — Qg)) + 2sin? ¢ cos (i (w_ — Q))}

and

(| adas vy
1

= Z|a\2 {1 + (cos® ¢ + sin” ¢) + 2sin® ¢ cos® ¢ cos (f] Q- Qg))

— 2cos? ¢ cos <k (w_ — Qg)) — 2sin? ¢ cos (k (w_ — Q))} .
Y Y

With this last couple of equations, we can finally produce the photon number evolution for oscillator 1 and 2, that are
explicitly given by

(ajan) = flof*x
1 ;-0 -9

(1 +7 (3 + cos (4¢)) + e He“’te Tt 7 } cos? psin® ¢ + (20)
w_ -0y e =9 jo_—0 w9

{e"/te il + e'yte Y }C082 ¢ + {e’vte kd + e’yte Y } sin2 ¢‘|> ,

T a 1

(ahas) = 7lal*x
1 ;-0 _,2-9

(1 +7 (3 + cos (4¢)) + e He“’te ot 7 } cos? psin® ¢ — @n

w_—9Qy w_—Qy w_-Q w_—Q
: i ; i
erte T perte 7 coslp—<ete T perte 7 sin ¢ | .
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Figure 1: Plot showing the photon number oscillations given by equations (T9), (20), and (ZT)). We have the parameters:
w =4, =0.5,v =10, « = 4. We decide to variate the parameter g, who gives the coupling strength between the
three oscillator, then we have in descending order (a) g = 0.1, (b) g = 0.5, where oscillators 2 and 3 overlaps, and (c)

g=1
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Figure 2: Plot showing the photon number oscillations given by equations (T9), (20), and (ZT)). We have the parameters:
w =4, A= 0.5,v =100, « = 4. We decide to variate the parameter g, who gives the coupling strength between the
three oscillator, then we have in descending order (a) g = 0.1, (b) g = 0.5, where oscillators 2 and 3 overlaps, and (c)
g=1
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3.3 Results

In Figuresand we plot equations @]) @]) and @) for a set of parameters {w = 4, A = 0.5, v = 10, & = 4}, and
{w =4, X\ = 0.5,y =100, o = 4}. In both cases, the increasing parameter is the coupling strength g = {0.1,0.5,1},
such that we can see how the energy is exchanged between the modes and intrinsic decoherence produces a damping of
the oscillations which is slower as we increase parameter ~y. Fig. [1|shows that as g increases the oscillations for the
mode a damp faster as its interaction to the other two modes increase. Oscillations in the red curve may be seen to
stop faster although the same intrinsic decoherence rate is set for that figure. In Fig. [2 as we decrease the intrinsic
decoherence rate, i.e., increase the value of ~y the oscillations are maintained for greater interaction times.

A reproducible software code has been developed to support the numerical findings presented here [[12].

4 Conclusions

We have given a complete solution to the Milburn equation and shown that the average of arbitrary operators may be
easily calculated. We have applied the solution to study intrinsic decoherence in the interaction of three quantized fields
under the rotating wave approximation.

References

[1] Anas Ait Chlih, Nabil Habiballah, and Mostafa Nassik. “Dynamics of quantum correlations under intrinsic deco-
herence in a Heisenberg spin chain model with Dzyaloshinskii—-Moriya interaction”. In: Quantum Information
Processing 2021 20:3 20 (3 Mar. 2021), pp. 1-14. 1SSN: 1573-1332. DOI1:/10.1007/511128-021-03030- 2.
URL: https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11128-021-03030-2.

[2] Yiande Deuto Germain et al. Decoherence dynamics of a charged particle within a non-demolition type interaction
in non-commutative phase-space. July 2021. DOI:|10.1088/1402-4896/ac0273. URL: https://doi.org/
10.1088/1402-4896/ac0273,

[3] ZhiRui Gong et al. “Spontaneous decoherence of coupled harmonic oscillators confined in a ring”. In: Science
China Physics, Mechanics & Astronomy 2018 61:4 61 (4 Jan. 2018), pp. 1-13. 1SSN: 1869-1927. DOTI:(10. 1007/
S11433-017-9101-4. URL: https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11433-017-9101-4,

[4] Yang Guo-Hui and Zhang Bing-Bing. “Quantum Discord Behaviors in Two Qubits Spin Squeezing Model with
Intrinsic Decoherence”. In: International Journal of Theoretical Physics 55.5 (Dec. 2015), pp. 2588-2597. DOI:
10.1007/s10773-015-2893-7. URL: https://doi.org/10.1007/s10773-015-2893-7,

[5] Qi-Liang He et al. “Quantum Coherence and Transfer of Quantum Information with a Kerr Medium Under
Decoherence”. In: International Journal of Theoretical Physics 60.1 (Jan. 2021), pp. 304-313. DOI:|10.1007/
s$10773-020-04693-w. URL: https://doi.org/10.1007/s10773-020-04693-w.

[6] Roberto de J. Le6n-Montiel et al. “Noise-assisted energy transport in electrical oscillator networks with off-
diagonal dynamical disorder”. In: Scientific Reports 5.1 (Nov. 2015). DOI:|10.1038/srep17339. URL: https:
//doi .org/10.1038/srep17339.

[7] G.J. Milburn. “Intrinsic decoherence in quantum mechanics”. In: Physical Review A 44.9 (Nov. 1991), pp. 5401-
5406. DOI:[10.1103/physreva.44.5401, URL: https://doi.org/10.1103/physreva.44.5401,

[8] A-B A Mohamed, H A Hessian, and H Eleuch. “Generation of quantum coherence in two-qubit cavity system:
qubit-dipole coupling and decoherence effects”. In: Physica Scripta 95.7 (May 2020), p. 075104. DO1:|{10. 1088/
1402-4896/ab8f41, URL: https://doi.org/10.1088/1402-4896/ab8f41,

[9] A.-B.A.Mohamed, Abdel-Haleem Abdel-Aty, and H. Eleuch. “Dynamics of trace distance and Bures correlations
in a three-qubit XY chain: Intrinsic noise model”. In: Physica E: Low-dimensional Systems and Nanostructures
128 (Apr. 2021), p. 114529. DOI1:10.1016/j . physe.2020.114529, URL: https://doi.org/10.1016/j .
physe.2020.114529]

[10] H. Moya-Cessa et al. “Intrinsic decoherence in the atom-field interaction”. In: Physical Review A 48.5 (Nov.
1993), pp. 3900-3905. DO1:[10.1103/physreva.48.3900. URL: https://doi.org/10.1103/physreval
48.3900.

[11] R.Muthuganesan and V. K. Chandrasekar. “Intrinsic decoherence effects on measurement-induced nonlocality”.
In: Quantum Information Processing 20.1 (Jan. 2021). DOI: 10.1007/s11128-020-02985-y. URL: https:
//doi.org/10.1007/s11128-020-02985-y.

[12] Alejandro R. Urzia. rurz/IntrinsicDecoherence: Alpha release. Version v0.1.0-alpha. July 2021. DOI1:|10.5281/
zenodo.5131447, URL: https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.5131447.


https://doi.org/10.1007/S11128-021-03030-2
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11128-021-03030-2
https://doi.org/10.1088/1402-4896/ac0273
https://doi.org/10.1088/1402-4896/ac0273
https://doi.org/10.1088/1402-4896/ac0273
https://doi.org/10.1007/S11433-017-9101-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/S11433-017-9101-4
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11433-017-9101-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10773-015-2893-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10773-015-2893-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10773-020-04693-w
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10773-020-04693-w
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10773-020-04693-w
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep17339
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep17339
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep17339
https://doi.org/10.1103/physreva.44.5401
https://doi.org/10.1103/physreva.44.5401
https://doi.org/10.1088/1402-4896/ab8f41
https://doi.org/10.1088/1402-4896/ab8f41
https://doi.org/10.1088/1402-4896/ab8f41
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physe.2020.114529
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physe.2020.114529
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physe.2020.114529
https://doi.org/10.1103/physreva.48.3900
https://doi.org/10.1103/physreva.48.3900
https://doi.org/10.1103/physreva.48.3900
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11128-020-02985-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11128-020-02985-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11128-020-02985-y
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.5131447
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.5131447
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.5131447

[13]

[14]

[15]

A PREPRINT - AUGUST 3, 2021

Alejandro R. Urzda et al. “Solution to the Time-Dependent Coupled Harmonic Oscillators Hamiltonian with
Arbitrary Interactions”. In: Quantum Reports 2019, Vol. 1, Pages 82-90 1 (1 July 2019), pp. 8§2-90. DOTI:
10 . 3390 / QUANTUM1010009. URL: https : //www . mdpi . com/2624-960X/1/1/9/htm’ 20https :
//www.mdpi.com/2624-960X/1/1/9.

Hong-ying Yang, Qiang Zheng, and Qi-jun Zhi. “Optimal quantum parameter estimation of two-qutrit Heisenberg
XY chain under decoherence”. In: Chinese Physics B 26.1 (Jan. 2017), p. 010601. DOT: 10 . 1088/ 1674 -
1056/26/1/010601. URL: https://doi.org/10.1088/1674-1056/26/1/010601.

Li Zheng and Guo-Feng Zhang. “Intrinsic decoherence in Jaynes-Cummings model with Heisenberg exchange
interaction”. In: The European Physical Journal D 71.11 (Nov. 2017). DOI:|10.1140/epjd/e2017-80408-y.
URL: https://doi.org/10.1140/epjd/e2017-80408-y.

10


https://doi.org/10.3390/QUANTUM1010009
https://www.mdpi.com/2624-960X/1/1/9/htm%20https://www.mdpi.com/2624-960X/1/1/9
https://www.mdpi.com/2624-960X/1/1/9/htm%20https://www.mdpi.com/2624-960X/1/1/9
https://doi.org/10.1088/1674-1056/26/1/010601
https://doi.org/10.1088/1674-1056/26/1/010601
https://doi.org/10.1088/1674-1056/26/1/010601
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjd/e2017-80408-y
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjd/e2017-80408-y

	1 Introduction
	2 Intrinsic decoherence equation and solution
	3 Three interacting fields
	3.1 Diagonalization
	3.2 Full solution
	3.3 Results

	4 Conclusions

