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ABSTRACT: A particle initially in a pure state but interacting with some environment evolves
into a discrete ensemble of pure states, the eigenstates of its reduced density operator, with
ensemble probabilities given by the corresponding eigenvalues. In this work, we use numerics
to present explicit results for the time-dependence of these eigenvalues and eigenstates for
simple scattering experiments in one and two dimensions. This provides a time-resolved pic-
ture of the scattering process, showing in detail how an initial state described entirely in terms
of continuous parameters evolves into a discrete set of possible outcomes, each with an asso-
ciated probability and time-evolving wavefunction. We find that for scattering of Gaussian
wavepackets in one dimension, the late time spectrum is dominated by two large eigenvalues
nearly equal to the transmission and reflection probabilities associated with the central value
of momentum. The corresponding eigenstates appear as single-peaked reflected or transmitted
wavepackets. The remaining smaller eigenvalues, which increase to a maximum during scat-
tering and then decrease to small values, correspond to reflected or transmitted wavepackets
with multiple spatially separated parts. In this case and also for two-dimensional scatter-
ing, we find that successively smaller eigenvalues correspond to probability distributions with
successively more peaks. These multi-peaked states correspond to outcomes of the scattering
experiment where a particle initially in a single wavepacket ends up in a superposition of

separated wavepackets after scattering.
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1 Introduction

For a spin or other discrete quantum system, there is a very familiar story about what hap-
pens to such a system that is initially in a pure state but then is measured or more generally
interacts with an environment [1-4]. Taking the measuring device and/or environment as part
of the full quantum system, the state of the subsystem of interest at any time is captured
by its reduced density matrix. This is initially a projector with a single non-zero eigenvalue,
but then during the interaction with the measuring apparatus and/or environment evolves
to a more general form with multiple non-zero eigenvalues. In the measurement scenario,
these eigenvalues represent the probabilities of the various measurement outcomes and the
corresponding eigenvectors represent the pure states corresponding to these outcomes. These
are the possibilities for what the wavefunction would collapse to in the Copenhagen interpre-
tation.

For a continuous quantum system such as a free particle, we can again consider the
situation where the system is initially in a pure state and then interacts with a measurement
apparatus or environment. Again, we can describe the state of the system at any time by
a reduced density matrix, but this is now a more complicated object. For a particle, the
density matrix can be described by a function p(Z,v,t) = (Z|p(t)|y). We can still consider

the eigenvalue problem
[ dhyol@.5.000) = 2@ (1)

but the behaviour of the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of this operator as a function of time

during a measurement process or more general interaction with an environment is less familiar.



Figure 1: Probability distributions for eigenstates corresponding to the five largest eigenval-
ues of the density operator for a single particle shortly after scattering from another particle
via a repulsive short-range interaction. The particle was initially in a pure state Gaussian
wavepacket travelling to the right. These represent a discrete set of possible outcomes of the

scattering experiment.

The density operator is a self-adjoint, positive, trace-one operator. Any self-adjoint
trace-class' operator on a separable Hilbert space is compact? and any compact self-adjoint
operator has a discrete spectrum. For our density operator, this is known as the entanglement
spectrum [5].

Since all the eigenvalues must be positive and sum to one, we either have a finite number
of non-zero eigenvalues or an infinite number with an accumulation point at 0. We expect the
latter to be the generic situation, unless we have a special setup such as an environment with
a finite dimensional Hilbert space.> With an infinite number of non-zero eigenvalues, we can
either have no zero eigenvalues, a finite number of zero eigenvalues, or an infinite number.
For a generic state in a generic interacting system, we expect no zero eigenvalues.

During the evolution of the full system, the spectrum of eigenvalues {p,} and the corre-
sponding set of eigenvectors of the density operator for our subsystem will change with time.
We expect that generically without symmetries, the spectrum of non-zero eigenvalues is non-
degenerate, and further, that the eigenvalues generically do not cross during time evolution
as the set of states with degenerate eigenvalues has codimension larger than one in the full
space of states. Letting p,(t) be the nth largest eigenvalue as a function of time, we then have
an unambiguous corresponding eigenstate 1,”* () for each non-zero eigenvalue. We can write

the evolution of the state of the full system (via the Schmidt decomposition) via a discrete

!Trace-class means having finite trace norm Tr(vOOT). For a density operator Tr(+/ppt) = Tr(p) = 1.
2 An operator is compact if the image under A of any bounded set in # has compact closure in #.
3In this case, the Schmidt decomposition of the joint state shows that the number of non-zero eigenvalues of

the reduced density operator cannot exceed the dimension of the environment Hilbert space [6]. It is somewhat
remarkable that the state of a single particle carries the information about whether the environment Hilbert

space is finite dimensional or infinite dimensional.



but typically infinite sum
U() =Y VeaO52 (1) @ [ (1)) -

It is fascinating that we have the emergence of discreteness here in a physical problem whose
description involves only continuous parameters: an initially pure state of a particle evolves

)% with probabilities p,. Thus, in the measurement

into a discrete ensemble of pure states v
context, we always have a discrete set of outcomes and probabilities similar to the finite-
dimensional case.

In this note, we would like to understand explicitly the evolution of eigenvalues p,(t)
and the eigenvectors 1" (t) for the density matrix of a particle that is initially in a pure
state wavepacket but then interacts with an environment consisting of a single other particle.
We take the initial state of the system to be a product state where the two particles are
described by separated Gaussian wavepackets approaching each other. This is a textbook
scattering problem, but as far as we are aware, the evolution of the single-particle density
operator eigenvalues and eigenstates has not been previously described (see below for related
work). In the typical treatment, we calculate transmission and reflection probabilities in
1D or probabilities for scattering to various angles in higher dimensions. But as we have
described, there is a more detailed time-resolved picture where each particle’s initial pure
state evolves into a discrete ensemble {(p,(t), |10, (t)))}. Our goal is to explicitly plot the
evolution of the probabilities p,(t) and the corresponding probability densities |)(,t)|? for
the largest eigenvalues in a variety of scattering scenarios.

Even in cases where the scattering problem can be solved analytically, the problem of
finding eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the reduced density operator is one of solving the
eigenvalue problem (1.1) to find the spectrum of an operator on an infinite dimensional
Hilbert space. This cannot be treated analytically. We approach it with a numerical scheme
where we introduce periodic boundary conditions, work in a discrete momentum basis, and
truncate the Hilbert space to some finite range [—7maz, "maz) for each discrete momentum
variable. We evolve the system only for times where the wavefunctions remain well-localized
away from the artificial boundaries, and choose n,,q, large enough so that the results do not
change significantly as this is increased. Taking advantage of the block-diagonal nature of the
Hamiltonian due to overall momentum conservation, we are able to work with Hilbert space
dimensions of up to 106.

We find a variety of interesting qualitative results. In all cases, we find that starting with
the initial eigenvalue spectrum {1, 6}, the spectrum evolves to “grow” more non-zero eigen-
values that eventually approach some limiting values {p?“'}. For the 1D scattering examples,
we find that the asymptotic values of p; and ps are very close to the standard reflection and

transmission probabilities (with p; close to the larger of these) associated with the central



value of initial momentum. The remaining eigenvalues have the behaviour that they grow
to some maximum value during scattering but then decay again to some very small values
(see Figures 6 and 4). The eigenstates corresponding to p; and ps have probability distri-
butions that look like Gaussian wavepackets with a single peak, while the eigenstates for
the smaller eigenvalues each appear to be either transmitted or reflected waves (rather than
superpositions). For either the reflected set or the transmitted set, eigenstates with succes-
sively lower probabilities are found to have probability distributions with successively more
peaks (Figure 5). For the 2D scattering, we find that the eigenvalues evolve monotonically
to their asymptotic values, and that again, the eigenstates for successively lower probabilities
have successively more peaks in their probability distribution. An example of this is shown
in Figure 1. Videos of the eigenstate evolution for 1D and 2D scattering may be found here
https://youtu.be/ZNBMecZCz5A.

Our results provide a detailed picture of the basic interactions experienced by a parti-
cle in a dilute environment where the interactions are typically a sequence of two-particle
interactions. The full evolution of a particle’s density operator eigenvalues and associated
eigenstates in such an environment can be understood as a sequence of discrete branching
events where each eigenstate of the density operator after a given scattering event evolves into
a new ensemble after the next scattering event. Each of these individual branchings should
be well-modelled by the type of two-particle interactions that we study, so our results and
similar future studies should help provide a realistic and detailed picture of what happens to
a particle in an environment consisting of a dilute gas of other particles.

The details of the scattering problem and our numerical approach are described below in
section 2, and our results are described in detail in section 3. We end with a brief discussion

in section 4.

Relation to previous work

Our present investigation is related to previous works that have studied the evolution of en-
tanglement in scattering experiments [7-12]. These analyses characterize the evolution and/or
final entangled state in terms of the purity or von Neumann entropy of a single-particle re-
duced density matrix. These measures provide a coarse-grained description of the density
matrix eigenvalue evolution in terms of single numbers (Y, p? for the purity or — >, p; log p;
for the von Neumann entropy) calculated from the spectrum of the density operator. However,
to our knowledge, our more detailed combination of time-resolved entanglement spectrum and
real-space eigenfunctions for a continuous-variable scattering problem has not been presented
before. Our work is also related to many other works studying microscopic models of de-
coherence. The full set of references would be too numerous to list, but we note that [13]

considered the evolution of the spread of the wavepacket for in scattering with environmental


https://youtu.be/ZNBMecZCz5A

particles.

2 Basic setup

For our investigations, we consider a “system” particle of mass m; that interacts with an
environmental particle of mass mo via a potential that depends only on the separation between

the particles. The total Hamiltonian is given by (2.1).

Tt P
H=—4+ "= 1+V(#¥ -2 2.1
T + 21y + V(|71 — Za]) (2.1)

We will consider some initial product state
(&1, T2) = 1(T1)a(22)

where 11 and 9 are taken to be Gaussian wavepackets initially approaching each other.
Explicitly, we consider initial single-particle states |¢;) = ]E?, A;, 2Y) where

—(E=k9)?

(@R, 8,0 = 7 [ @RF T < e 8

and A" and N are the normalization constants. We can formally solve for the evolution of the
wavefunction by introducing center-of-mass and relative coordinates so that the Hamiltonian
splits as H = Hgopy + Hye;. The energy eigenstates for the center of mass Hamiltonian are
total momentum eigenstates |I_(' ), while the energy eigenstates for the relative Hamiltonian
will in general be a discrete set of bound states |n) with E,, < 0 and scattering states |E>
that we can label by the incoming momentum k. Expanding the initial state in terms of
the energy eigenstates |I€ ,n) and \K ,E), we can time evolve as usual by multiplying the

—iBt/h

eigenstate coeflicients by phases e . Finally, the time-dependent density operator for the

first particle can be computed as
p1(T1, 7, t) = /ddazg\lf(:f’l,:Eg,t)\li(fl,fz,t)*

We are interested in the time evolution of the eigenvalues and eigenvectors for this density

operator, as defined by (1.1).

2.1 Numerical setup

Even for potentials where we can obtain the bound state and scattering state wavefunctions
analytically, the problem of solving the infinite-dimensional eigenvalue problem (1.1) to find
the spectrum appears intractable analytically, so we will resort to numerical methods. In
order to facilitate these, we regulate the problem by setting it in a finite volume box with

side lengths of L and periodic boundary conditions.



In this case, we have discrete momentum eigenstates |77) for each particle with momentum
27hii/ L and position space wavefunction
g 1 orinz/L
(#]78) = —pemmeiL.

2
In the product basis |71, 7i2), the Hamiltonian becomes

222 2w
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Where the last delta function comes from momentum conservation and the remaining part of

the momentum space potential is

2TIAT-T

V(A = % / v (|17 =4 (2.2)

In the finite volume setup, we take the initial state for each particle to be a wavepacket

defined in terms of the momentum eigenstates |77) by

—Ne=®)? 5 X
|Ne, Xe, 0) :NZe (20)2 E_W |77)

nez

where N, and o determine the central value and uncertainty in momentum, X, is the initial
position, and A is the normalization.

In all of our analyses below, we consider the symmetrical situation with particles of equal
mass (my = msg) and equal o approach each other with initial positions at X = (+z.,0) and
initial central momenta N, = (Fne, 6)

The initial uncertainty in physical momentum is

2mho
A p—
P="7
while the initial uncertainty in position is
L
Ar = ——.
Ao

We will choose o > 1 so that the wavepacket widths are significantly smaller than the circle
size and choose the initial separation to be large enough so that the wavepackets do not
overlap significantly in the initial state.

The central particle velocity is

2mhn,
v = ,
LM
so the time when the wavepackets coincide when interactions are set to zero is
x. LM
to = .
2mhn,



We would like the spreading of the wavepacket during this collision time to be small compared
to the initial separation (which is of the order of the initial wavepacket size). This requires
toAv < x., which gives

oL Ne .

In the results presented below, we ensure that the states are well-localized to the interval
[—L/2,L/2] during the full evolution so that the results should be the same as for scattering
on a line. We test this by verifying that the results remain the same after adjusting L — 2L,
keeping the physical momentum parameters n./L and o/L fixed.

For our calculations, we work with a momentum cutoff, keeping only momentum compo-
nents —Npmazr < M < Npaz- We take np,q. large enough so that further increases in 7,4, do
not substantially change the results.

Since the interaction depends only on the relative coordinate, total momentum is con-
served, and the Hamiltonian decomposes into blocks corresponding to specific total momenta.
These blocks are significantly smaller than the full matrix, and can be diagonalized indepen-
dently. The initial two-particle wave packet is expanded in the eigenbasis for each block,
and evolved by multiplying the components by phases e *#n*/" The reduced density opera-
tor for one particle is obtained directly from this time-evolved state. Diagonalization of the
reduced density matrix yields the time-dependent entanglement spectrum and the correspond-
ing single-particle eigenmodes, which are transformed back to real space for visualization.

This approach is numerically efficient and gives direct access to both eigenvalues and

eigenfunctions of the reduced density operator throughout the scattering process.

3 Results

In this section, we present the results for the evolution of reduced density operator eigen-
values (the entanglement spectrum) and eigenstates for particle scattering with short-range
interactions in one and two dimensions. We always consider symmetrical scattering events
where the particles have equal mass and approach each other in equivalent initial Gaussian

wavepackets.

3.1 One dimension

First, we consider one-dimensional scattering. We choose a short-range potential

A o?

Vi(r)= e 2? (3.1)

2w

with range w, which approaches the delta function potential
Vir)=Ad(x) .

in the limit where w — 0.
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Figure 2: Evolution of the eigenvalues of the reduced density operator for a particle scattering
symmetrically off another particle via a delta function interaction, for three different values
of the interaction strength, parameterized by the transmission probability T. Here tg is the

time at which the initial wavepackets would coincide in the absence of interactions.

Delta function limit

In the limit w — 0 where we have a delta function potential, standard 1D scattering calcula-

tions show that the transmission probability is (see e.g. [14])

1
2
A
1+(*g7,)

where p is the physical momentum of each initial particle and p is the reduced mass.

T —

In Figure 2, we show the evolution of the eigenvalues of the single-particle density operator
for three choices of the interaction strength A, corresponding to transmission probabilities
T =0.71, T = 0.45, and T = 0.004 (using the central value of momentum). We have chosen
initial positions X, = £L/4, 0 /n. = 0.15, nyqe = 151, and Az = 0.05L.

We see that in each case, the eigenvalues evolve from the initial distribution p’ = (1,6)
corresponding to the pure state to a distribution that becomes constant at late times, after the
wavepackets for the two particles no longer overlap significantly. The largest two eigenvalues
at late times are almost exactly equal to the transmission and reflection probabilities that can
be calculated analytically. For T' < 0.5, we see that the largest two eigenvalues cross near the
time when the packet centers coincide. As we mentioned in the introduction, such crossing
is not expected for a generic path through the space of density operators, but in this case,
the path is non-generic since the Hamiltonian for the system includes translation symmetry,
reflection symmetry, and symmetry under particle exchange.

It is illuminating to plot the probability distributions for the eigenvectors of the density
operator. In Figure 3, we plot p;(t)|v;(z,t)|? for the eigenvectors ;(z,t) of the single-particle
density operator. The normalization by p;(t) is chosen so that the sum of all the probability

T=0.004
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Figure 3: Evolution of the p;(t)[;(z,t)|? for the eigenvectors v;(z,t) of the single parti-
cle reduced density matrix for a particle scattering symmetrically off another particle via a
repulsive delta function interaction. The interaction strength corresponds to transmission
probability T" ~ 0.45. At late times, the two largest eigenvalues are very close to the re-
flection and transmission probabilities, and the corresponding eigenvectors have probability

distributions as expected for reflected and transmitted wavepackets.

distributions integrates up to 1. We see that the initial wavepacket (the eigenfunction for the
eigenvalue p = 1) evolves continuously to become the eigenfunction for the eigenvalue that
becomes approximately equal to the transmission probability at late times. The probability

density for this eigenfunction appears as a wavepacket moving continuously to the left. The
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Figure 4: Evolution of the natural logarithm of the largest 20 eigenvalues of the reduced
density operator for a particle scattering symmetrically off another particle via a repulsive

delta function interaction. Initial wavepackets are taken to be Gaussian. A truncation to

Hilbert space dimension 363,609 (|7mqz| = 301) was used for this plot.

function p;(t)|v;(x,t)|? for the eigenvalue that ends up as the largest one, originates near the
scattering center and moves to the right to become the reflected wavepacket.

Apart from the two largest eigenvalues of the density operator, the remaining eigenvalues
achieve a maximum value near the time ¢y where the two wavepackets would coincide in the
absence of interactions and then decrease to become very small at late times. For stronger
interactions, the sum of these small eigenvalues becomes larger. We find numerically that for
the wavepacket parameters above, the sum of the smaller eigenvalues achieves a maximum of
around 0.2 in the limit of large A.

Figure 4 shows the evolution of the logarithm of the eigenvalues for the scattering param-
eters above with 7' = 0.45. The asymptotic value of the third-largest eigenvalue is p3 ~ 1075
in this case. The fact that the two largest eigenvalues dominate is related to previous ob-
servations [7, 8] that in the limit a hard-wall potential (A — oo, the final state of the two
particles is unentangled).

It is interesting to look at the eigenstates corresponding to the small eigenvalues, since
it is not clear from Figure 3 what happens to these at late times. In Figure 5, we plot the
probability distributions for the eigenstates corresponding to the six lowest eigenvalues. We

find that three of the modes correspond to transmitted wavepackets and three of the modes

— 10 —
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Figure 5: Probability distributions |1;(z,)|? for the eigenvectors 9);(z,t) of the single par-
ticle reduced density matrix at t = 3.75tg corresponding to the six lowest eigenvalues. The
eigenstates with successively lower probabilities are observed to have successively more peaks

in their probability distribution.

correspond to reflected wavepackets. In each of these groups, the k largest eigenvalue is
observed to have k peaks in its probability distribution, thus the eigenstate has the inter-
pretation of a particle being in a superposition state of k distinct locations, each with an
associated uncertainty. We will see a similar phenomenon for the 2D scattering that we study

below.

Finite width interactions

We also considered the case with finite width interactions with length scale much smaller than
the circle size. For a width w = L/(20/2) in the potential (3.1), we choose a value of the
interaction strength A for which an analysis of the scattering problem predicts a transmission
probability T = 0.5.

Again, for late times, we have only two significant eigenvalues, corresponding to trans-
mitted and reflected wavepackets. However, compared to the delta function interaction po-
tential, the other eigenvalues are much more significant at intermediate times. In the midst
of scattering, we have an ensemble of many different possible wavefunctions with significant
probabilities. This ensemble evolves to leave only two wavefunctions (a transmitted one and

a reflected one) each with probability around 0.5 at late times.

3.2 Two dimensions

We have performed a similar analysis in the case of two-dimensional scattering. This case
is particularly interesting since the possible outcomes are not at all discrete as the particle

can scatter to any angle. Yet the late-time state of the particle is a discrete ensemble of

— 11 —
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Figure 6: Evolution of the p;(t)[;(z,t)|? for the eigenvectors v;(z,t) of the single parti-
cle reduced density matrix for a particle scattering symmetrically off another particle via a
short range repulsive Gaussian interaction potential. The interaction strength corresponds to
transmission probability 7" ~ 0.5.

possibilities each with an associated probability and wavefunction. It is interesting to see
what these look like.

We have chosen to consider a short-range repulsive potential of the form (3.1). We take
initial parameters x. = +£L/4, o/n. = 0.15, Nypee = 15, and Az = 0.05L. Note that with
Nmaz = 15 we have 31 allowed values for both z and y momenta for each particle, so the
truncated two-particle Hilbert space has dimension 314 = 923521. Despite the full truncated
Hamiltonian being of size 923521 x 923521, the fact that it splits into blocks of fixed total mo-

- 12 —
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Figure 7: Evolution of the eigenvalues of the reduced density operator for a particle scattering

symmetrically off another particle via a short-range repulsive interaction in two dimensions.

menta means that we can still perform the diagonalization and produce eigenvalue/eigenvector
plots in a short time on a laptop using Matlab.

The evolution of the eigenvalues is shown in Figure 7. We see that the smaller eigenvalues
grow from zero and approach constant values at late times when the particles have separated.
Unlike the one-dimensional case, we find that this evolution is monotonic.

The evolution of the density operator eigenvectors corresponding to the smallest six
eigenvalues are shown in Figure 8. We see that the eigenvector for the kth eigenvalue is
a wavefunction with £ maxima in its probability density at late times, very similar to the
phenomenon we observed in one-dimensional scattering. For our particular example, wave-

functions for the smaller eigenvalues are more spread out in the angular direction.

4 Discussion

Studying the evolution of the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the single-particle reduced den-
sity operator provides a fascinating perspective on quantum mechanical scattering. An ini-
tially pure wavepacket evolves into a discrete ensemble of late-time pure states, each with
their own discrete probability and evolving wavefunction. This provides a detailed time-
resolved perspective on what happens to a particle during scattering that goes well beyond

the standard calculations of cross sections and angular distributions.

,13,
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Figure 8: Evolution of probability densities |1;|? for eigenvectors of the single-particle density

operator in 2D scattering with a short-range repulsive potential.



There are many possible directions for future work, including understanding quantita-
tively the effects on the eigenvalue spectrum and eigenstate evolution of varying the details of
the wavepackets, the interaction potential, the mass ratio or (in two and higher dimensions)
the impact parameter.

The scenario we have analyzed is the basic building block for many examples of deco-
herence, where the interactions of a particle with its environment consist of a sequence of
individual interactions with other particles. Each of these interactions should be similar to
what we have studied, though may involve more general initial wavepackets that could be
studied in future work. Since we have seen that an interaction between two localized particles
sometimes produces an outgoing state that is a superposition of two or more wavepackets,
it would be interesting to understand the situation where such a superposition state scatters
with another particle to see whether this interaction tends to re-localize the particle.

Through these future studies, it should be possible to understand in detail the typical
evolution of the ensemble probabilities and eigenstates for a real-world particle in a dilute

environment.
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