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Quantum properties of the state associated to the gluon Green’s function in the Balitsky-Fadin-Kuraev-
Lipatov approach are studied using a discretization in virtuality space. Considering the coupling constant as
imaginary, its density matrix corresponds to a pure state for any energy. Nonlinear corrections due to high
gluon densities are modeled through a suppression of infrared modes in the Hamiltonian making it no
longer Hermitian. This introduces quantum decoherence into the evolution equation. When the coupling is
real this leads to unbounded normalization of states which becomes bounded for sufficient saturation of
infrared modes. Physical quantum properties, such as a purity smaller than one or a positive von Neumann
entropy, hence are recovered when the infrared/ultraviolet original symmetry of the formalism is broken.
Similarly to the work of Armesto, Dominguez, Kovner, Lublinsky and Skokov in [J. High Energy Phys. 05
(2019) 025], an evolution equation of Lindblad type for the normalized density matrix describing the open

system is obtained.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Application of concepts of quantum information in the
context of hadronic reactions and the microscopic theory of
strong interactions, quantum chromodynamics (QCD), has
been a field of intense research during recent years. At the
heart of this interest lies the possible relation of the
confinement problem of strong interactions with entangle-
ment: Confinement of colored charges into colorless
hadrons is interpreted as a particularly strong form of
entanglement of microscopic degrees of freedom [1-13],
see Ref. [14] for a recent review. Several proposals [15-26]
have emerged in the literature that address different ways to
study entanglement in the context of hadronic reactions.

An interesting subset of such studies refers to the
creation of entanglement entropy in the so-called low x
limit of QCD. With Q? being the resolution scale in a deep
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inelastic scattering (DIS) event, Bjorken x is generically
defined as the ratio of this hard scale and the squared
center-of-mass energy s. The low x limit therefore refers to
the perturbative high energy limit of strong interactions.
Recent studies [26-36] explore entanglement and its
imprints in multiplicity distributions in the low x limit
using the color dipole model, where the evolution toward
large Y = In(1/x) is understood as the subsequent branch-
ing of color dipoles (see also [37,38] for studies within the
related color glass condensate framework).

In the present work we take a slightly different perspective.
Instead of making use of the color dipole picture, we study the
QCD density matrix in the low x limit within the Balitsky-
Fadin-Kuraev-Lipatov (BFKL) formalism [39-44]. This
framework identifies Reggeized gluons as the relevant
degrees of freedom in the 7-channel of high energy factorized
scattering amplitudes, which form the starting point
for a resummation of high energy logarithms (see [45-52]
for a discussion and derivation of the BFKL evolution in the
context of an effective action framework, based on Reggeized
gluon fields). For perturbative scattering amplitudes, high
energy factorization is achieved via the exchange of a single
Reggeized gluon which results at cross-section level into a
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two Reggeized gluon state in the overall color singlet state.
This constitutes the starting point for the resummation of
perturbative terms enhanced by powers of Y to all orders in the
strong coupling constant, generating a bound state of two
Reggeized gluons called the hard or BFKL Pomeron (see [53]
for a recent work on the conformal properties of this
bound state).

This procedure generates a powerlike rise of cross-
sections with s. While such a rise has been observed in
experimental data (see, e.g., [54]), it eventually leads—if
continued to arbitrarily high center-of-mass energies—to a
violation of unitary bounds. To tame this growth, it is hence
needed to extend the resummation to the exchange of
multiple Reggeized gluons allowing for vertices changing
the number of exchanged Reggeized gluons in the
t-channel. For a sufficiently inclusive cross-section, the
simplest one is the 2 to 4 Reggeized gluon transition vertex
which in the multicolor limit turns into a triple Pomeron
vertex. Apart from slowing down the growth with energy,
inclusion of such number-changing elements also has an
important consequence in the dynamics of the transverse
momentum space. While the BFKL kernel is symmetric
with respect to incoming and outgoing #-channel momenta,
this symmetry is broken once number-changing elements,
such as the triple Pomeron vertex are included [55,56]. The
combination of linear BFKL evolution with these new
vertices results in a cancellation of infrared modes and the
evolution acquires an effective scale, known as saturation
scale [57,58], which increases with Y.

In the following we explore the consequences of such
dynamics using an explicit construction of a density matrix
for the two Reggeized gluon state, employing a matrix
representation of the leading order BFKL evolution equa-
tion first proposed in [59], which stems from a discretiza-
tion of the dynamics in transverse momentum space. This
approach is useful because it allows a transparent under-
standing of quantum mechanical properties of the scattering
process.

The outline of our work is as follows: In Sec. II we
provide an introduction to the matrix representation of
BFKL evolution, while in Sec. III the corresponding
density matrix is investigated. Sec. IV introduces a modi-
fication of this framework due to infrared screening, while
in Sec. V we explore the consequences of the resulting non-
hermitian Hamiltonian and derive an evolution equation of
the Lindblad type. In Sec. VI we finally present the
conclusions and outlook for future work.

II. HAMILTONIAN IN MATRIX
REPRESENTATION

High energy scattering in QCD and supersymmetric
theories can be described by the BFKL approach when the
leading logarithms of the center-of-mass energy are

resummed [39-44]. Following the work in Ref. [59] we
consider the azimuthal-angle averaged forward BFKL
equation and discretize it in the virtuality space of ¢-channel
Reggeized gluons. After regularizing it in a finite-length
box we obtain a square-matrix representation of the
Hamiltonian. Its spectrum contains positive and negative
eigenvalues [59]. If the virtuality space for the propagators
of Reggeized gluons in the forward BFKL equation is
discretized, after azimuthal angle averaging, the following
matrix representation is obtained

0 A
S = Fp), 1)
where @ = a,N. /7, see [59] for the details of this result.
Note that each iteration of this equation corresponds to a
contribution to the total cross section, structure functions in

DIS. The Hamiltonian matrix elements take the form

(FN);; = +Z Sivn —2h(i - 1)5!

O 00
i—j j—i %

N-1 gjt -
s
T

n
n=

(2.2)

h(i) is the harmonic number. To obtain this square N x N
matrix representation an upper cut-off in the virtuality
integrations is introduced. This corresponds to a one-
dimensional box. The limit to recover the original equation
corresponds to N — oco. Equation (2.2) is built from shift
matrices,

— NZ_I (3IR)H + uS (3UV)n _|_ Q (2 3)
n=1 n n=1 n ’ .
where (), = —2h(i — )8/, (Sw);; = &/"" and

(Suv)ij = 6/,,. This is natural since the Hamiltonian
generates the symmetric diffusion toward infrared and
ultraviolet values of the virtuality starting at the initial
condition, toward the quantum state at a generic Y. These

are driven, respectively, by S’m and SUV. G accounts for
Reggeized t-channel propagators, which correspond to the
generation of multiple rapidity gaps in the final state.

In order to operate in a Hilbert space of normalized
quantum states at any value of the energy, an analytic
continuation in the coupling constant to the line (with real
A) a = il is performed. A standard Schrodinger equation
then drives the dynamics:

0 -
i) = AT ). (2.4)

The formal solution can be written in iterative form,
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. T Y . N Y . ~ )yl . 7~
|¢<N>>:e'””5|soé’v°>>={1+ A dy (i F(5) + A dy, (iAFL5) A dy, (iAL5)

Y A 1 A 2 A
+ / dy, (iAFL) / " dy (A5 / " dys (iAF) +
0 0 0

where the initial condition |g{'") = (9. g0, .... %) ex-
cites a single virtuality component: ¢? = 5?’" and corre-

sponds to the square of a single gluon propagator in the
t-channel, the tree level contribution to the scattering

amplitude in the forward limit. If ™)) = (b1, ¢, ..., py)T
then
1995 _ —/IZN: (L —3) _ 2h(j - 1)5-/')«;5 (2.6)
Y =1 |l - ]| : g '

The growth with energy in this square truncation depends on

the matrix size. The N x N matrix 7:(1%' is symmetric and real.
It can be diagonalized, it has normalized real eigenvectors

|1;/(LN)> with real eigenvalues A(LN> (L=1,...,N), and spec-
tral decomposition
=S i ) 27)

=1

As it is shown in Fig. 1, the spectrum of Y has a largest
positive eigenvalue for any N, which tends to 4 In 2 when
N — oo, with a gap with respect to the lower ones which are
mostly negative [59]. The number of positive eigenvalues
slowly grows with N (e.g., the second positive eigenvalue
appears when N = 165).

Since any initial condition vector may be expanded in the
complete basis of eigenvectors,

N
— (No)p, (N)
= 3, 28)
L=1
AL(N)
I 4 I i I Pl L
. 50 100 150 200 250 300
-5 10 50 K .,-’:: .";:.
¥ /100 Vi 4
V4 7200 /g o
v
10 /"’,/ /// /
L __/—""- /
;""/_/’/
FIG. 1. Set of eigenvalues for the N x N Hamiltonian with

= 10, 50, 100, 200, 300.

: .}|¢gNO>>, (2.5)
[

it is then possible to express the gluon Green’s function
state as

N
‘¢(N)> _ emYH,%W(NO C ,,m N)>’ (2.9)
where, for any Y, (¢M|¢p™) =1 and <¢§)No)|(péNo)> _

ZL 1 |C |2 =1L
For the sake of clarity, let us focus on the N =5 case
with Hamiltonian

o1 4y
N R

HS=11 1 -3 1 1} (2.10)
Loro -y
T T
i 3 2 6

It has the eigenvalues (Ags), e /Igs)) = (—4.9838, -4.07483,

—3.03006, —1.59174,0.847101). Since (" ') = 6, 4
then, for a particular initial condition, e.g.,

0
0 5
3 3 5
o6y = 1= Wi, 2
0 L=1
0
we have (c\,....c$) = (0.166387,0.753377,0.278794,

0.492161,—0.291187). The discretized version of the
Green’s function reads as in Eq. (2.9) (with n = iAY):

0.24 —0.28 0.031 0.014 —0.0006\ [ 851

0.13 023 —0.20 —0.15 —0.0040 | | ="

)~ | 0.08 024 008 06 0028 || 30
006 0.19 0.4 —027 —0.11 || e+

0.041 0.12 0.10 —038 0.12 ) \e 5%

(2.12)

In the following section we investigate different aspects
of this quantum system encoded in its density matrix which
is suited for the description not only of pure but mainly of
mixed states.
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III. DENSITY MATRIX IN VIRTUALITY SPACE

The vector state ")) represents a system isolated from
any external information which evolves with energy fol-
lowing (2.4). Unitary evolution is driven by the operator
U(Y) = ¢™"¥_ In the N-dimensional Hilbert space of
discretized virtualities there exists a pure-state operator

descnbmg the initial condition (2.8) at Y = 0; pl(,{Yrév 0 (0) =
26" ) (5.

Its evolution with Y is

N.N)
P (¥) = g™ (1)) (™ (v)]
N
=3 G )y )l (3.1)
L.M=1

This is a (real) hermitian matrix with elements
(péllyréVO)(Y))LM = c(LN“)(cﬁiv“))*e"”“im‘m)l For an infini-
tesimal energy interval dY,

Pouie” (Y + dY) = pit® (Y) + i2dY [Hy. e (Y)].
(3.2)
Therefore
A(N.N
d, éure Q) [,}:(D A(N,NO)]
idy LN Ppure
S (No) ¢ .(No)ys( (N) _ (N)
= Z cp ey ) (AL =)
LM=1
i (N)_,(N) N N
VO =A Dy ™) . (3.3)

a Liouville-von Neumann equation for the pure-density
state operator (3.1). Its trace is unity and time independent,

N
Tr(ppe® (V) = > (e (V) e i ™)
M=

(3.4)

(N.No)

This implies that ppy/e " allows for the proper evaluation of

expectation values of operators, (A), = Tr(Aplerév “)).
Since it is an idempotent matrix with trace one, it has a
single nonzero eigenvalue /1 wny = 1. Itis a projector onto

Ppure
a one-dimensional subspace within the Hilbert space of
possible quantum states. There exists a complete knowl-
edge of the state of the system at any Y. This density matrix
is called a pure state; its purity is one: Tr(pp]erév 0))2 =1
The fact that the rank of the density matrix associated to
the Green’s function state is one for any value of Y implies

that its von Neumann entropy,

SN (1Y) = ~Tr(ppu (Y)logapme  (Y))

= —/”«A(NANO) (Y)logzﬂA(N,No) (Y), (3.5)
Ppure Ppure

given in terms of the single nonzero eigenvalue of the

density matrix, is zero. This is natural since it is a measure

of the amount of uncertainty or lack of information

associated to a quantum state.

In order to have a mixed state multiple nonzero eigen-
values must be present in the spectrum of the density
matrix. The effective dimension of a mixed state is defined
as the inverse of its purity, @ (p(")) = (Tr(p™ (5))?)~!
and provides a measure of how many pure states contribute
significantly to the mixture.

In the next section we focus on how to modify this
picture when nonlinear higher-order corrections are intro-
duced in the formalism. This is a very complicated problem
if treated in full generality. It is nevertheless possible to
study how one of its main effects, the suppression of
infrared components, affects the Hermiticity and spectrum
of eigenvalues of the BFKL Hamiltonian in the theoretical
framework under discussion in this work.

IV. SCREENING OF INFRARED DIFFUSION

An important consequence of introducing the interaction
of the BFKL Pomeron with multiple Reggeized gluon
states, is the suppression of diffusion into low virtualities
(see, e.g., [55,56]). In order to investigate the implication of
this effect in the quantum properties of the BFKL states we
will study a modification of the original Hamiltonian in
Eq. (2.1) which has been already investigated in [59]. This
amounts to introducing an asymmetry between infrared and
ultraviolet diffusion by suppressing the former in the form

4 d N-1 5j+n N-1 5j+ )
resse: o i+n . -]
(Hr _2;1() ;T—Zh(l—l)éi
Qi — 0(j
= <1> U=J) (00 =D o1y
i i—j j—1
(4.1)

We will study in which range of the real-valued positive
parameter « it is possible to operate with a proper quantum
state in any region of the coupling constant complex plane.
The infrared-dressed Hamiltonian (4.1) is no longer
Hermitian. This has an important effect on the spectrum
of the theory. It still consists of real eigenvalues where the
largest, positive, one gets rapidly reduced as x increases [59].
This is easy to understand since as k — oo the Hamiltonian
becomes a triangular matrix whose eigenvalues correspond
to the diagonal elements —2A(i — 1), with i = 1,2, .... This
is shown for N =5, 50, 200 in Fig. 2. For example, for
k=0.5, N=35 the original spectrum is modified to
(—4.92985, —4.00719, —2.94808, —1.52508, 0.576859).
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Largest eigenvalue
2.0

e N=5
N=50
= N=200

FIG. 2. Largest eigenvalue for Hamiltonians with different N as
a function of «.

The associated Green’s function state for the initial condition
of Eq. (2.11) reads

0.28 —0.34 0.04 0.01 0.00 058
0.11 030 —0.25 —0.16 0.00 | [ =153
g~ 006 026 0.10 0.55 0.03 =295
0.04 0.18 0.15 —0.26 —0.10 | | e=*01
0.02 0.11 0.10 —0.34 0.10 ) \ e+
(4.2)

As we have already discussed, when k = 0 the norm of
the BFKL state along the line @ = i/ is one for any Y. Even
if it is non-Hermitian, the dressed Hamiltonian does not
generate complex eigenvalues although its eigenvectors do
not form an orthogonal set. This implies that the quantum
state is no longer normalized to unity. In Fig. 3 this
normalization is shown for N =5 and different values
of the screening parameter x. With oscillations in 1Y, the
scaling variable, the norm is larger than one for nonzero
values of «. It is possible to interpret this change in the
normalization of the state as a consequence of the inter-
action with diagrams containing multiple Reggeized gluon
states. Their influence in the system is parametrized by x. A
study where this idea is put forward can be found in
Ref. [56] where it is shown that in nonlinear evolution
equations in the zero conformal spin sector (as the one
considered here) the Green’s functions receives the bulk of
the contributions from anti-collinear configurations where
the infrared/ultraviolet symmetry is manifestly broken.

To study the quantum state in the physical region it is
needed to analytically continue to the real line for a. For
this the path @ = A + ie~** tanh(s1) with ¢ = 50 is chosen
(see Fig. 4). This particular choice is arbitrary but it allows
us to transit from a region of bounded normalization of the
quantum state, very close to the imaginary axis, toward the
physical region of real coupling smoothly, while keeping
the modulus of the coupling small. Our conclusions are

V <@l¢>, N=5
20
1.8 — k=0
k=1
18]
— K=2
14} k=3
1.2 — k=4
— k=5
1.0 \7 A \
: AY
2 4 6 8 10 12 14
FIG. 3. Normalization of the BFKL quantum state along the

line @ = i/ for the coupling. It scales with the product AY. The flat

line corresponds to HY while the oscillatory ones corresponds to

Fdessed with different values of the screening parameter .

Im(a)

0.3+
0.2
0.1

0.0 Re(a)
0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

-0.1L

FIG. 4. Analytic continuation path for the coupling @ = 4 +
ie~**tanh(s2) with ¢ = 50.

independent of the choice of path (as they also are of the
size of N).

As expected from the generic properties of the BFKL
Pomeron, a fast rise of the norm of the BFKL quantum state
appears when the system approaches the region of physical
coupling. This effect is larger for larger values of Y and is
plotted in Fig. 5 (top). This drastically changes when
introducing the infrared screening as can be seen in Fig. 5
(down). In this case the normalization of the state is smaller
than one for any value of the coupling near the real line and
decreases as the energy increases. In Fig. 6 (top) it is
shown, for @ ~0.2, N =5 and increasing values of «,
how the infrared dressing removes a large fraction of
the probability associated to the state as Y increases.
The infrared suppression saturates its effect at k ~ O(5).
This final state configuration at larger « is invariant with N,
see Fig. 6 (down) for N = 100.

Along the real line for the coupling, and upon evolution,
the original system (with ¥ = 0) rearranges itself from the
initial pure state at ¥ = 0 into the asymptotic configuration.
After a finite amount of evolution in energy the different
virtuality components of the quantum state converge to the
same stable configuration. This is seen in Fig. 7 where five
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\ <@|¢> , N=5, k=0

— Y =1
- Y=5
w— Y=10

—Y=1
- Y=5
— Y=10

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4

FIG.5. Normalization of the BFKL quantum state as a function
of A with coupling @ = A + ie~** tanh(c1), ¢ = 50, for different
values of Y and N = 5, in the original formulation (top) and with
infrared suppression (down).

\<@l¢> , N=5, A=0.2

k=0
- k=1
k=2
k=3
k=4

k=5

k=0
k=1
k=2
k=3
K=4

k=5

FIG. 6. Normalization of the quantum state with infrared
dressing x as a function of Y with coupling a~1=0.2.
N =5 (top) and N = 100 (down).

distinct pure state initial conditions, exciting different
virtuality modes, are plotted. It can be seen how the five
(for N = 5) component state loses “memory” of the initial
condition very rapidly. For real coupling and sufficiently
large k, the rapidity evolution of the quantum state can
become stable in a given range of Y. An example is Fig. 8
where, for N =5 and x =5, we see how all virtuality
modes reach a flat behavior at large values of Y.

Non-Hermitian Hamiltonians appear in open quantum
systems where some sort of interaction with an external
environment is present. In the BFKL system this external
actor would be the higher-order nonlinear quantum cor-
rections. In the next section we investigate the possibility of
generating decoherence effects due to the suppression of
infrared modes and how this is related to the normalization
of the quantum state. We will also show how to regain a
probabilistic picture within this setup.

V. NON-HERMITIAN HAMILTONIAN

As we have seen, the original formulation of the BFKL
Hamiltonian along the line @ = i/ transforms pure states into
pure states since the trace of the associated density matrix,
which is a projector, is one. This cannot be the case for the
infrared dressed Hamiltonian since the normalization of
the state changes with the variable 1Y, Fig. 3. This implies
that the trace and purity of the density matrix grow to values
bigger than one and hence spoil the quantum properties of the
system. It is therefore mandatory to return to the physical
region for the coupling to investigate how pure states evolve
into mixed ones generated by the decoherence process
introduced through the infrared dressing, considered as an
effective description of higher-order quantum nonlinearities.
If this is done for the original BFKL formalism, Fig. 9 (top),
instabilities in the purity of the state soon appear when Y and
the value of the coupling are large enough. The structure of the
quantum state is not properly defined especially when being
very close to physical values of the coupling.

This situation largely improves if the infrared dressing is
implemented. In Fig. 9 (down) it can be seen that for
FHAressed 3 smooth transition emerges for any nonzero value
of Y from a pure state when the coupling tends to zero
toward a highly mixed state in its physical region. This
process of decoherence takes place at a faster pace as Y
rises. If the coupling is fixed to a~0.2 and the Y
dependence of the purity is studied, Fig. 10 (top), a rapid
rise for the original Y is found. The dressed Hamiltonian,
ﬂ‘;\fessed, leads on the other hand to a rapid transition, faster
as k > 4 grows, from the initial pure state toward a highly
mixed state at large values of Y. This picture is not modified
as N grows, see Fig. 10 (down) for N = 100.

In order to deal with an open system driven by a non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian such as the dressed hamiltonian in
Eq. (4.1), it is useful to express it as a sum of symmetric and
antisymmetric parts, i.e.,
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19(Y)>, |#(0)> = (1,0,0,0,0) 19(Y)> ., 19(0)> = (0,1,0,0,0)
1000 1000
100
— ¢ o — ¢
10 — ¢, 10 — ¢,
1 — 3 1 — ¢3
0.100 — b 0.100 — ¢
— s — s
0.010 0.010
0.001 ay 0.001 ay
0.01 0.05 0.10 050 1 5 10 0.01 0.05 0.10 050 1 10
|¢(Y)> , |$(0)> = (0,0,1,0,0) 19(Y)>, |#(0)> = (0,0,0,1,0)
1000 1000
100
100 — —
10 — 10 — &
14 — gy 14 — @3
0.100 — % 0.100 — s
— s — ¢s
0.010 0.010
0.001 aY 0.001 ayY
0.01 0.05 0.10 050 1 5 10 0.01 0.05 0.10 050 1 10
|¢(Y)> . 19(0)> = (0,0,0,0,1)
1000
100 —
10 —
1 — 3
0.100 — ¢
- s
0.010
0.001 ay
0.01 0.05 0.10 050 1 5 10
FIG. 7. Original BFKL evolution for N = 5 with different initial pure states.
ﬂdressed _ I’_‘I+ +I:1_ (5 1) a - H H+ A(N)
N N N> ) O_Y =M N’p MY +if()] v PN
- AN
rr+ rr--\T 1, - dressed " dressed\ T’ + /I[HN’ ] + lf {HN”O( )} (56)
Hy = (Hy)" = 5 (N + (HNeeT), (5.2) o _ )
The derivative of its trace is
I:I— _ ﬁ]— T _ 1 ﬂdressed ﬂdressed T 513 0 ( ) £t A(N)
N =—(Hy) —5( N = (HY™OT). (5.3) a—YTf( ) = 2ATr(Hyp'™). (5.7)

The evolution with energy of the quantum state iS now
expressed in terms of these two Hamiltonians. For a
coupling of the form a = 4 + if (1), with 4, f €N, it reads

2100 = G i AHZIBN) + G if ()R |6),
(5.4)

) = (A= )OI = (A= () (5.
(5.5)

For the density matrix p™)(Y) = |p™))(¢V)] this implies
an evolution driven by commutators and anticommutators,

(2l lbuP)?

This translates into the purity Tr((pV))?) =
of the quantum state:

0

— Tr((pM)?) =

(V) T5(N)
37 A Tr(pNNTr(Hp™).

(5.8)
The corresponding von Neumann entropy of the quantum
system

Sw = =Tr(p™log,p™)

A%

(5.9)

is studied in Fig. 11. It can be seen how a very fast
decoherence process takes place at small energy. After
reaching a maximum at a small value of Y, with an entropy,

S%) ~ (.5, corresponding to a highly but not completely
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FIG. 8. Five solutions of the N = 5 system with different initial conditions as pure states when the largest eigenvalue is suppressed by

the dressing operator.

mixed state, there is a phase of monotonic decrease to a
finite constant value of entropy when N,Y — oco. The
physical origin of this asymptotic finite von Neumann
entropy is an interesting source of study for future works.

To evaluate quantum averages of operators, (O), =
Tr(OQW™), it is needed to use a normalized density matrix
with trace one see, e.g. [60]),

. 5.10
) 310
This is idempotent, since Tr((p™"))?) = (Tr(p™))2. Its
energy derivative follows

0 A NN N A
O = if WA Q) + i (2) (B, Q)
+ M AL QMY 4 Ay, QW) — 22QW (A,
(5.11)

The nonlinear last term ensures probability conservation,
%Tr(Q(N )) = 0. It is interesting to observe that (Hi),
tends to zero in the large Y limit (Fig. 12) if the values of
are sufficiently large to stabilize the entropy.

There are very interesting approaches in the literature
which have investigated the concept of a density matrix in
nonlinear evolution equations. A particular one, in the
context of the color glass condensate is that of Ref. [37].
Although it is a much more sophisticated approach than the
one presented here, they also found a decrease of purity
with energy and were able to describe the system
with a Linbland equation associated to an open system
(it is also known as Franke-Gorini-Kossakowski-Lindblad-
Sudarshan equation [61-63]).

The evolution equation in (5.11) can be written in
Lindblad form once Ay = LYLy, with Ly = DyQy,
Dy = diag(y/H1. ..., /Hy), Where y; are the eigenvalues
of HY, ie.

Tr(A5Q™) = Te(LyQMLY). (5.12)
Finally, the evolution equation reads
0 N A
EQW) = (A4 if(A)HEesdQ™) 4 Hec,
- 220MTr(LyQWLE). (5.13)
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FIG. 9. Purity of the BFKL quantum state as a function of 4
with coupling a = A + ie™ tanh(x4), x = 50, for different val-
ues of Y, in the original formulation (top) and with infrared
suppression (down).
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FIG. 10. Purity of the BFKL quantum state as a function of ¥
with coupling @ ~ 1 = 0.2 in the original formulation and with
infrared suppression (k # 0). N =5 (top), N = 100 (down).
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FIG. 11. Von Neumann entropy as a function of Y for coupling
a =~ = 0.2 with infrared suppression.

This corresponds to a driven open quantum system with no
dissipation but some external fluctuations acting to pre-
serve probability. On the real line, f = 0, it can also be
written as

0 A 4
a—yQ(N) = AHy + LLL)Q™) +Hec.

— 20 Tr(LyQWEE). (5.14)
This equation has quasi-Lindbladian structure where Ay
corresponds to coherent evolution of a system inside a
quantum environment which generates dissipation repre-
sented by L% Ly, minus quantum fluctuations responsible
for probability conservation. Instead of having N? —1
Lindblad operators as in the standard Lindblad equation
there is only one, L N-

The associated entropy, Fig. 11, reaches a plateau at a
nonzero value for large Y. This follows a fast period of
Lindblad decoherence. The roles of system and environ-
ment are somehow reversed from what one would naively
argue. It would be more natural to obtain a picture where
the Hermitian Hamiltonian A}, drives the evolution, receiv-
ing corrections encoded in Hy, but just the opposite
appears. It is also noteworthy that the corrections due to
quantum fluctuations, after the period of decoherence,
generate a small and negative contribution to the derivative

of the density matrix (Fig. 12 times —220M)). Interpreted

Tr (H* N=100 Q), A =02
2

! f — k=0
C - Y e K=1

— K=5
k=400

FIG. 12. Tr(H{Q™)) as a function of Y for coupling a ~ A =
0.2 with infrared suppression.
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as a gain and loss system we find that the environment
provides the latter while the non-Hermitian contribution
provides a source of the former where now the trace of the
density matrix is conserved.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

The resummation of high energy logarithms present in
scattering amplitudes in QCD and supersymmetric theories
leads to the BFKL equation. By discretizing the space of
virtualities in loop corrections and regularizing it inside a
box, it is possible to explore quantum properties of the state
associated to the gluon Green’s function. For imaginary
values of the coupling its normalization is bounded and
preserved under rapidity evolution. This implies that pure
states of well defined virtuality are evolved into pure states
characterized by a density matrix with purity one.

As a model of nonlinear corrections, which introduce
contributions to unitarity via suppression of the diffusion
intro infrared modes, we study the spectrum of a modified
Hamiltonian whose largest positive eigenvalue can become
arbitrarily small. This introduces quantum decoherence
which affects the normalization of the state forcing to
analytically continue the coupling to the real line. This
shows how the rapidity evolution of the state generates
unbounded normalization for usual BFKL while a bounded
one for enough saturation of infrared modes. This implies
that to obtain correct quantum properties at high energies
such as a purity smaller than one or a positive von-
Neumann entropy it is needed to break the infrared/ultra-
violet original symmetry of the BFKL equation.

Stemming from a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian, the den-
sity matrix describing the open system, when normalized,
fulfils an evolution equation of Lindblad type with dis-
sipation and quantum fluctuations, Eq. (5.14). Much work
remains to be done for the future. This includes the
introduction of higher order corrections both in QCD
and supersymmetric theories and the implementation of
a more precise model of unitarization corrections to allow
for a more complete comparison to previous works where
the Lindblad equation of an open system appears [37,64].
Although the results here presented are robust, it is
desirable to connect with other approaches in forthcoming
works.
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