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Directly computing Wigner functions for open quantum systems
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The Wigner function is a well-known phase space distribution function with many applica-
tions in quantum mechanics. In this article, we consider an open quantum system consisting
of a non-relativistic single particle interacting with a general, possibly relativistic environ-
ment. For this system, we derive an expression for directly computing the time-dependent
Wigner function from its initial values. This result renders time-dependent Wigner functions
more applicable without having to make additional approximations that would otherwise be
required in order to solve the corresponding equation of motion. As an illustration of our
findings, we discuss the example of a non-relativistic single scalar particle interacting via
a Yukawa interaction with an environment comprising another type of scalar field that is

treated relativistically.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Realistic quantum systems usually interact with one or multiple other systems, their so-called
environments. Since the dynamics of environments are often intractable and since we are often
interested only in their impact on the quantum system, it is customary to introduce the notion of an
open quantum system [1]. For this purpose, the environmental degrees of freedom are traced out,
leaving an effective description of the system of interest under the influence of the environments.
Applications of open quantum systems range from non-relativistic quantum mechanics, see, for
example, Refs. [2-16], to quantum field theory [17-39], cosmology [40-78], black hole physics [79-
85] or heavy ion physics [86-95].

While reduced density matrices are often the tools of choice to mathematically describe an open

quantum system, Wigner functions [96] are closely related alternatives that allow for discussions

of phase spaces in quantum mechanics and are, therefore, particularly useful to illustrate open
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quantum dynamical effects, for example, transitions from quantum to classical states. The time
evolution of Wigner functions can be expressed in terms of so-called Wigner flows [97, 98] that reveal
otherwise hidden features of quantum dynamics [99]; see Ref. [100] for a discussion of Wigner flows
for open systems. Wigner functions have found a variety of applications, see, e.g., Refs. [101-126],
and have been thoroughly reviewed in Refs. [127-133].

In this article, we consider an open quantum system consisting of a non-relativistic single
particle interacting with a general environment, which may be relativistic. A non-relativistic
description of the system under consideration enables a far simpler investigation of certain quantum
theoretical questions, such as, e.g., the emergence of classicality, than a relativistic one. For this
system, inspired by the methods for directly computing density matrices that were introduced in
Refs. [30, 134] and which already had phenomenological applications in Refs. [60, 68, 135], we
present a new approach for directly computing time-dependent Wigner functions from their values
at an initial time without having to solve an equation of motion. Besides the system being non-
relativistic, we merely make the usual assumption that the system and its environment(s) were
separated at the initial time and that the considered interaction is sufficiently weak to justify a
perturbative treatment. This approach circumvents having to solve analytically intricate equations
of motion for Wigner functions. As a consequence, we expect it to open up opportunities for novel
applications of Wigner functions or for improvements of existing ones.

The article is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we derive an expression for directly computing
Wigner functions for a general non-relativistic single particle in interaction with a general environ-
ment. Subsequently, in Sec. III, we discuss the concrete example of two scalar fields interacting via

a Yukawa coupling in order to illustrate our findings. Finally, we draw our conclusions in Sec. IV.

II. WIGNER FUNCTION

In this section, we derive a general expression for directly computing the time-dependent Wigner
function for a non-relativistic single particle acting as an open quantum system after tracing out the
degrees of freedom of an environment with which the particle is interacting. At first, we consider a
general quantum system S and its environment £. Before system and environment start to interact
at time ¢t = 0, the total density operator is the direct product of both subsystem density operators,

i.e., for times ¢t < 0:

p(t) = ps(t) @ pe(t) - (1)



In the interaction representation, the density operator for times ¢ > 0 is given by [136]
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where H(D is the Hamiltonian describing all interactions (including self-interactions) of the total
system combining system and environment, and T and T denote time-ordering and anti-time-
ordering, respectively. From this, we obtain the reduced density operator of the system S by

tracing out the environmental degrees of freedom:

ps(t) = Tre [p(t)]
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where the trace does not depend on the particular choice for the basis |m) as long as the envi-
ronmental Hilbert space is spanned by it. Since this basis can, in general, either be discrete or
continuous, ¥ denotes sums as well as integrations. The time-dependent Wigner function of the

system is a Fourier transform of the reduced density matrix [96] (see also Ref. [130]):
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In order to derive an expression that will allow us to directly compute the Wigner function at
time ¢ from its initial values at time 0, we will from now on only focus on the system S being
a non-relativistic particle with mass mg. In this case, the reduced single-particle density matrix

elements in position space are given by

ps(Z,5t) = (0| U(Z,t)ps(t) ¥ (7,1)|0)
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where ¥ is the second quantized field operator for a non-relativistic particle, which creates a particle

located at Z, i.e., |Z) = UT(#)|0). Since the one-particle unit operator is given by

L = / 3201 (2,0 [0) (0] (2,0) | (6)



we obtain

((0] ¥(7,1) @ <m|)T(e_if0t dﬂf](U(t')) I, ps(0)I;

s
[
—
\o&l
<y
N
I

= p4.

24
X

g(O)T(eifOt dt/ﬁ(’)(t’)> (@T(y’ ) 10) @ |m) )

({01 (F, 1) ® Gl T (1o @ 1) / 201(2,0[0) (0] (2, 0)ps (0

Il
4,

x [ d*ZWH(27,0)10) (0] ¥(2",0) @ pe(0

B2 ps (7,7 O)i (0@ ® (m|) T ( —if! dt/H(I)(t))

m

x (W1(2,0) 0) (0] B (2", )®pg(0))T(eiﬁfdt’ﬁ‘”@’)) (F @0l @m), (1)

ot BOWY (5 (5,1) |0y © |m))

I
—
a

where we have used that

/
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Next, we split the Hamiltonian:
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where H"(SI) and H g) describe the self-interactions of system and environment, respectively, and

(1)

Hge denotes the Hamiltonian that captures the interaction between system and environment.

Using this, we define the influence Hamiltonian fIIF as
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We could now simply substitute Eq. (11) into Eq. (4) in order to find the Wigner function for
the single particle. However, this would give us the Wigner function in terms of the particle’s initial

density matrix. Since we are instead interested in computing the Wigner function in terms of its



initial values, we must find the inverse of Eq. (4). Multiplying Eq. (4) by e P0-7) and integrating

over P gives!
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This expression allows us to replace the initial density matrix elements by initial values of the

Wigner function. Consequently, we arrive at
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III.  EXAMPLE: YUKAWA INTERACTION

We now illustrate the result from the previous section by discussing a concrete example. For
this, we consider a non-relativistic single scalar particle as the system and a relativistic real scalar
field ¢ with mass mg as the environment. Within an infinite spatial volume, they interact via a

Yukawa coupling described by the Hamiltonian

~

A I A~ A

Q) =~ [ d2b@)¥i@) 06, (14
where ¢ is the coupling constant. For simplicity, we assume that neither the system nor the
environment is self-interacting. In order to evaluate Eq. (13) for the chosen interaction, we must
employ perturbation theory and will restrict our discussion to terms up to second order in g.
Expanding Eq. (10) and substituting the result into Eq. (13), we obtain

1 o i 7 7+ 7
Ws(Z;p5t) = n)? /dSyd?’zdSz’/d?’qelpyelq(z W <zzz ;(T;0>

X I {(0 0 <:z=‘— g t) ® <m|] [H@Hﬁg/d%’\if(x’)@(x’) ® o(z')

A

2
—92T/d4x’d4y’\fl(:n')\iﬁ(:U')\if(y/)‘I’T(y/) ® ﬁg’(xl)ﬂg(y,)]

X (iﬂ(z, 0)]0) (0| ¥(Z",0) ®f)s(0)) []I@]I—ig

SH
N
&\
K>
&
~
S|
il
H\
~
&
-
—~
H\
~

2 R . R R R R —
S0 [ty ST ) 0 60000 |8 (74 L.t ) 108 )]
oY) (19

! Note that, when discussing systems in finite volumes, the integration has to be replaced by a sum over p.



We can evaluate the trace over the environmental degrees of freedom by using the relativistic scalar

field Feynman, Dyson and Wightman propagators:
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so that we are left with (after dropping the O(g?) for notational convenience):
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Next, we introduce non-relativistic Feynman and Dyson propagators for the system particle:
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Note that, in the non-relativistic case, the following holds:

(U(2) Wi (y)) = O —y°)G" (z;y) + ©(y° — 2°)GP (z3y) (22)



(c) (d)

FIG. 1: Diagrammatic representation of the terms contributing to Ws(Z;p't) as given in
Eq. (23); a crossed box represents the Wigner function at the initial time 0, a solid line stands for
a propagator of the non-relativistic particle, and a dashed line is a ¢-propagator. (a): free
evolution of the non-relativistic particle corresponding to the zeroth order term in Eq. (23); (b),

(c) and (d) represent the first, second and third term at order g2, respectively.

Consequently, Eq. (19) becomes
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where we have dropped all terms corresponding to disconnected diagrams. Figure 1 depicts all
diagrams that we have taken into account.

At this point, we end our discussion of the example since, in order to proceed significantly
further, we would have to choose an initial Wigner function—unfortunately, however, only a few
particular choices would render the computation analytically tractable. While we could use Eq. (4)
in order to replace the initial Wigner function by an initial density matrix, this would also thwart
our approach of employing a closed expression for Wigner functions and is therefore not pursued
here. Nevertheless, already in its current form, Eq. (23) demonstrates that the method developed in

the present article indeed provides a directly computable expression for a time-dependent Wigner



function from its initial values.

IV. CONCLUSION

Open quantum systems are effective descriptions of systems under the influence of environments
whose degrees of freedom have been traced out mathematically. Powerful tools for describing the
open dynamics of such systems are Wigner functions. In this article, we have introduced a new
method for directly computing Wigner functions from their initial values. For this purpose, we
have restricted our discussion to systems comprising a non-relativistic single particle interacting
with general, potentially relativistic environments. In addition, we have assumed that the system
and its environments are separated at the initial time and that the interaction is weak enough to
allow us to use perturbation theory. Since this novel method enables us to circumvent equations
of motion for Wigner functions that can be analytically intricate to solve, it is expected to create
avenues to additional applications of Wigner functions or to refinements of already existing ones.
In order to demonstrate the utility of the developed approach, we have discussed a simple example
of a non-relativistic single scalar particle interacting via a Yukawa coupling with an environment
comprising a relativistic scalar field of another type. Deeper analyses of more realistic quantum
systems and finite-time effects using the presented method will be the subject of future works. An
important example would be decoherence. Decoherence is, of course, also related intimately to
the emergence of classicality in quantum systems (see Refs. [137-143]); our work also offers one
further outlook on this phenomenon. Going forward, it would be a valuable exercise to compute
numerically the time evolution of an initial non-classical Wigner function for an open system, and
witness the emergence of a classical probability distribution in phase space—one would expect
the results of these computations to be in accord with the discussions of the evolution of Wigner

functions presented in e.g. Ref. [139]. We leave further exploration of this to future work.
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