arXiv:2301.07661v2 [quant-ph] 6 Jul 2023

Linear friction many-body equation for dissipative spontaneous wavefunction collapse

Giovanni Di Bartolomeo,^{1, 2} Matteo Carlesso,^{3, ∗} Kristian Piscicchia,^{4, 5} Catalina Curceanu,^5 Maaneli Derakhshani,^6 and Lajos Diósi^{7, 8} 1Department of Physics, University of Trieste, Strada Costiera 11, 34151 Trieste, Italy 2Istituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare, Trieste Section, Via Valerio 2, 34127 Trieste, Italy 3Centre for Quantum Materials and Technologies, School of Mathematics and Physics, Queen’s University Belfast, BT7 1NN Belfast, UK 4Centro Ricerche Enrico Fermi – Museo Storico della Fisica e Centro Studi e Ricerche “Enrico Fermi”, Piazza del Viminale 1, 00184 Rome, Italy 5INFN, Laboratori Nazionali di Frascati, Via Enrico Fermi 54, 00044 Frascati, Italy 6Department of Mathematics, Rutgers University, 110 Frelinghuysen Road Piscataway, NJ 08854-8019, USA 7Wigner Research Center for Physics, H-1525 Budapest 114 , P.O.Box 49, Hungary 8Eötvös Loránd University, H-1117 Budapest, Pázmány Péter stny. 1/A (Dated: July 7, 2023)

We construct and study the simplest universal dissipative Lindblad master equation for manybody systems with the purpose of a new dissipative extension of existing non-relativistic theories of fundamental spontaneous decoherence and spontaneous wave function collapse in Nature. It is universal as it is written in terms of second-quantized mass density ϱ̂ and current Ĵ, thus making it independent of the material structure and its parameters. Assuming a linear friction in the current, we find that the dissipative structure is strictly constrained. Following the general structure of our dissipative Lindblad equation, we derive and analyze the dissipative extensions of the two most known spontaneous wave function collapse models, the Diósi-Penrose and the Continuous Spontaneous Localization models.

I. INTRODUCTION

Testable predictions of quantum theory assume the presence of measuring devices providing data on the quantum system in question. This process, called quantum measurement, yields the collapse of superpositions in accordance with random measurement outcomes. The concept of spontaneous collapse can be interpreted as the hypothesis that measurements are occurring spontaneously at each point of space and time according to some universal protocol, but without the presence of actual measuring devices [1]. For a comprehensive review of the theory of spontaneous collapse models and their experimental testing, see reviews [2–5]. Through a suitable choice of its structure and parameters, the protocol ensures that such spontaneous collapses of the wavefunctions ϕ become significant for macroscopic (e.g., massive) systems but remains negligible for microscopic ones. Currently, two non-relativistic models, the Diósi- Penrose (DP) and the Continuous Spontaneous Localization (CSL), have been crystallized [6–9], and they correspond to the spontaneous measurement of the mass spatial density operator ϱ̂(r, t) at all r and t. Correspondingly, the persistence of (macroscopic) superpositions is lost and the unitary dynamics is modified. Once the statistical average is considered, the corresponding dynamical equation for the statistical operator ρ̂ describing such models is a Lindblad master equation borrowed from

∗Electronic address: m.carlesso@qub.ac.uk

open quantum systems theory. The noise generated by such a dynamics leads to a low-rate spontaneous heating. Nonetheless, the accumulation of such a heat is problematic, even for a phenomenological model. The basic form of the DP and the CSL models’ master equations lead to decoherence without dissipation. To dissipate the spontaneously generated heat, a dissipative mechanism needs to be included to the basic master equations. Attempts in such a direction were made [10–12] and some experiments were used to test the theory [13–16].

Here, we consider the simplest many-body dissipative Lindblad master equation where the friction term is linear in the second-quantized current Ĵ(r, t). We show that our choice of the Lindblad collapse operator, which is independent from the details of the considered system, leads to the dissipation of the current and of the mean energy. We construct and analyze the corresponding dissipative extensions of the DP and CSL models.

II. SPONTANEOUS DECOHERENCE MODELS

We start from a modified von-Neumann–Schrödinger (master) equation ^̇ρ = − i h̄ [Ĥ, ρ̂] + Dρ̂, (1) where Ĥ is the many-body Hamiltonian describing the Schrödinger dynamics, and D is a new term introducing the action of spontaneous decoherence. For the latter, we consider a simple Lindblad form corresponding to the spontaneous measurement of the second-quantised mass density ϱ̂(r) = mψ̂^†(r)ψ̂(r) with ψ̂(r) being the (fermionic) annihilation field-operator. Explicitly, it reads Dρ̂ = − 1 2h̄^2 ∫ ∫ dr dsD(r − s)[ϱ̂(r), [ϱ̂(s), ρ̂]], = 1 h̄^2 ∫ dk (2π)^3

D_k ( ϱ̂_kρ̂ϱ̂^†_k −^1_2 {ϱ̂^†_kϱ̂_k, ρ̂} ) , (2)

where we introduced the Fourier transform of the mass density ϱ̂_k and the kernel D. Depending on the explicit space (or momentum) dependence of the kernel, one might want to introduce a short-length regularization, typically in the form of a Gaussian smearing of the field ϱ̂(r). In the Fourier representation, a Gaussian smearing of scale σ takes a simple form for both the models (DP and CSL) we will consider:

D_k = exp ( −σ^2k^2 ) × { 4πh̄G/k^2 (DP) h̄^2γ (CSL) (3) In the DP model, the decoherence rate is set by the Newton constant G and the kernel contains a 1/k^2 factor in addition to the smearing prefactor. Using an alternative notation, R_0 = σ is the spatial cutoff in the DP model and it is the only free parameter of the model. Current experimental bounds set the typical smearing at subatomic length-scales σ ≥ 5 × 10^{−11} m [17], although larger values can be also considered [18, 19]. On the other hand, the CSL model can be described in terms of two free parameters being λ = γm^2_0/( √ 4πr_C )^3 and r_C = σ, which are respectively the collapse rate and localization length of the model (m_0 is a reference mass chosen as that of a nucleon). Conversely to the DP model, the typically considered values of the spatial smearing are around σ ≃ 10^{−7} m, well in the mesoscopic regime. A new mapping between the two models can be introduced, and it is based on the simple relationship D_{CSL} = −const × ∂D_{DP}/∂(σ^2) between the two kernels. Consequently, the decoherence term of the CSL model can be obtained from the DP one through

D_{CSL} = − h̄γ 4πG ∂D_{DP} ∂(σ^2)

. (4)

The inverse integral relation can be also simply derived. We anticipate that these relations will survive in the forthcoming dissipative generalization of the dissipator D.

III. SPONTANEOUS HEATING

The smaller the cutoff σ, the larger the strength of the collapse effect and the spontaneous heating as well [20]. The latter implies a continuous increase of the kinetic energy for each particle. We elucidate this mechanism on a single point-like, free particle of mass m and canonical variables x̂ and p̂. The corresponding heating power P , i.e. the time-derivative of the kinetic energy Ĥ = (p̂2/2m), is obtained from the master equation (1): P = d⟨Ĥ⟩ dt = ⟨D^†Ĥ⟩ = 1 2m ⟨D^†p̂^2⟩ , (5)

where D^† is given by

D^†Ô = 1 h̄^2 ∫ dk (2π)^3

D_k ( ϱ̂^†_kÔϱ̂_k −^1_2 {ϱ̂^†_kϱ̂_k, Ô} ) . (6)

For the case under study, the mass density and its Fourier transform read

ϱ̂(r) = mδ(r − x̂), ϱ̂_k = me^{ikx̂}. (7)

We insert ϱ̂_k in Eq. (6) and obtain the expression of the heating power P = m 2 ∫ dk (2π)^3

D_kk^2. (8)

where we used the identity

e^{−ikx̂}f(p̂)e^{ikx̂} = f(p̂ + h̄k), (9)

and the spherical symmetry of D_k. The integral is characteristic for the regularized behaviour of the kernel and we calculate it from the Eq. (3) for both models: P = − m 2 D^{′′}(r)|_{r=0} = 1 √ (2π)^3 { 4πh̄G/σ^3 (DP) 3h̄^2γ/σ^5 (CSL)

(10)

Hence, we get the following heating powers:

P^{DP} = h̄Gm 4 √ πσ^3 , (11a)

P^{CSL} =

3mh̄^2γ 32π^{3/2}σ^5

, (11b)

which are related to each other in conformity with the mapping of Eq. (4).

To get an insight into the underlying effective mechanism, we consider the dynamics of the momentum p̂ in details, i.e. the dynamics of arbitrary functions f(p̂) of momentum. It could be shown that the Heisenberg equation of motion of f(p̂) is closed, this important feature has its parallel in the equivalent von-Neumann– Schrödinger dynamics (1) of the state ρ̂. Insofar, since we are not interested in the dynamics of the coordinate x̂ but of p̂, we can start with the specific form ρ̂ = ρ(p̂) of the state, then consider its evolution under the Fourier representation of the dissipator in Eq. (2). The specific form ρ(p̂), diagonal in momentum basis, is preserved:

dρ(p̂) dt = m^2 h̄^2 ∫ dk (2π)^3

D_k ( ρ(p̂ − h̄k) − ρ(p̂) ) . (12)

The result is a semi-classical single particle kinetic equation. The effect of dissipator D is equivalent to the random jumps p → p + h̄k in momentum at the isotropic probability rate

m^2 h̄^2 dk (2π)^3

D_k. (13)

Since the kernel D_k contains the regularizing factor exp(−σ^2k^2), the elementary momentum and energy transfers are in a bounded range. We introduce the characteristic bound of the elementary energy transfer, which reads

E_σ = h̄^2 4mσ^2 . (14)

The quantity E_σ is important when, in the rest of our work, we balance the spontaneous heating by a new dissipative mechanism to reach a balance equation: d⟨Ĥ⟩ dt = P − Γ ⟨Ĥ⟩ , (15)

with a dissipation rate Γ > 0. In such a way, a finite asymptotic (equilibrium) energy ⟨Ĥ⟩_∞ = P/Γ is reached for d⟨Ĥ⟩/dt = 0, and the corresponding effective temperature T is defined by the equipartition theorem ⟨Ĥ⟩_∞ =^3_2 k_BT . We underline that the single free particle case is sufficient to show if the spontaneous heating effects lead to a divergence of the energy, or if they can be counterbalanced with a damping effect thus leading to a finite asymptotic energy. This is the same approach that was considered in [10] for the CSL model and in [11] for the DP model.

IV. DISSIPATIVE EXTENSION - AN EXERCISE

Before introducing our dissipative extension of the DP and the CSL models, it is instructive to understand the elementary Lindblad form of friction. We start by considering the master equation for a single free particle of Hamiltonian Ĥ = p̂^2/2m with a decoherence term of the form Dρ̂ = − D h̄^2

[x̂, [x̂, ρ̂]]. (16)

This can be considered as a minimal model for the spontaneous measurement of x̂(t). It yields a spatial decoherence at rate D/h̄^2. Equivalently, it implies a momentum diffusion with diffusion constant D/2, yielding a constant heating at power P = 3D/m. A way to include dissipation is to replace the Hermitian Lindblad generator x̂ with the non-Hermitian operator [21, 22]:

L̂ = x̂ + i h̄β 4m p̂, (17)

where β will turn out to be the inverse equilibrium temperature. Correspondingly, the Lindbladian term of the master equation takes the form Dρ̂ = 2D h̄^2 ( L̂ρ̂L̂^† −^1_2 {L̂^†L̂, ρ̂} ) . (18)

By expanding L̂, we find Dρ̂ = i h̄ [ D β 4m {x̂, p̂}, ρ̂ ] − (19) − D h̄^2 ( [x̂, [x̂, ρ̂]] + i h̄β 2m [x̂, {p̂, ρ̂}] + h̄^2β^2 16m^2

[p̂, [p̂, ρ̂]] ) , where we can cancel the first Hamiltonian term with a counterterm in Ĥ. The first term of the second line generates the heating power P as before. The second term yields to the standard mechanical friction: via the Heisenberg equation D^†p̂ = −ηp̂ with friction coefficient η = 2βD/m. The second term imposes a relaxation mechanism also for p̂^2. For the mean kinetic energy we get d⟨Ĥ⟩ dt = 3D m − 2βD m ⟨Ĥ⟩ . (20) This is the balance expressed in Eq. (15) with power P = 3D/m and positive dissipation rate Γ = 2βD/m. We get a finite equilibrium energy ⟨Ĥ⟩_∞ =^3_2 β^{−1}. We conclude that the effective temperature is T = 1/(k_Bβ). Fortunately, it is known that the equilibrium state of the master equation with the dissipator in Eq. (19) is the exact Gibbs state [21, 22]:

ρ̂_β = N e^{−βp̂2/2m}, (21)

hence 1/(k_Bβ) is not only an effective temperature but the true one.

V. THE MANY-BODY MASTER EQUATION OF LINEAR FRICTION

Now we introduce our model. In analogy with the single particle linear friction in the previous section, we replace the Hermitian Lindblad generators ϱ̂(r) in the dissipator of Eq. (2) with a non-Hermitian operator of the form

L̂(r) = ϱ̂(r) − i h̄β 4 ∇_rĴ(r), (22)

whose Fourier representation is

L̂_k = ϱ̂_k + h̄β 4 kĴ_k, (23)

and where we introduced the current

Ĵ(r) = −i h̄ 2 ( ψ̂^†(r)∇_rψ̂(r) − ∇_rψ̂^†(r)ψ̂(r) ) . (24)

We note that the anti-Hermitian part of L̂(r) needs to be a scalar, like the Hermitian part ϱ̂(r). Indeed, one cannot just take the current Ĵ(r), but needs to take its divergence. With this choice for the Lindblad generator, the master equation becomes Dρ̂ = 1 h̄^2 ∫∫ dr ds D(r − s) ( L̂(r)ρ̂L̂^†(s)−^1_2 {L̂^†(s)L̂(r), ρ̂} ) , = 1 h̄^2 ∫ dk (2π)^3

D_k ( L̂_kρ̂L̂^†_k −^1_2 {L̂^†_kL̂_k, ρ̂} ) . (25)

A possible unravelling of Eq. (25), which provides the stochastic and non-linear dynamical equation for the wavefunction and describes its collapse, can be derived by following the prescription highlighted in Eq. (5) of [14]. Alternatively, one can construct such an unravelling starting from the structure in Eq. (4) of [10]. Merging the expression in Eq. (25) with the definition of L̂(r), we get a Hamiltonian term, which is suitably reabsorbed, and the following equivalent structures are obtained:

Dϱ̂ = − 1 2h̄^2 ∫ ∫ dr ds D(r − s) ( [ϱ̂(r), [ϱ̂(s), ρ̂]] − ih̄β 2 [ϱ̂(r), {∇_sĴ(s), ρ̂}] + h̄^2β^2 16 [∇_rĴ(r), [∇_sĴ(s), ρ̂]] ) , = − 1 2h̄^2 ∫ dk (2π)^3

D_k ( [ϱ̂_{−k}, [ϱ̂_k, ρ̂]] − h̄β 2 [ϱ̂_{−k}, {kĴ_k, ρ̂}] + h̄^2β^2 16 [kĴ_{−k}, [kĴ_k, ρ̂]] ) , (26)

where the three terms of D are respectively responsible for the decoherence in mass density ϱ̂, the damping of the current Ĵ (dissipation), and the decoherence in the (divergence) of the current Ĵ, respectively. The corresponding Heisenberg equation of motion for an arbitrary observable Ô can be obtained from the adjoint of the master equation ^̇O =^i_{h̄} [Ĥ, Ô] + D^†Ô, where

D^†Ô = − 1 2h̄^2 ∫ ∫ dr dsD(r − s) ( [ϱ̂(r), [ϱ̂(s), Ô]] + ih̄β 2 {∇_sĴ(s), [ϱ̂(r), Ô]} + h̄^2β^2 16 [∇_rĴ(r), [∇_sĴ(s), Ô]] ) , = − 1 2h̄^2 ∫ dk (2π)^3

D_k ( [ϱ̂_{−k}, [ϱ̂_k, Ô]] + h̄β 2 {kĴ_k, [ϱ̂_{−k}, Ô]} + h̄^2β^2 16 [kĴ_{−k}, [kĴ_k, Ô]] ) , (27)

It is central to this work to confirm that the second term in Eq. (27) is indeed a damping of the current. The corresponding contribution to the evolution of Ĵ(r) is given by

^̇J(r)|_2 = − iβ 4h̄ ∫ ∫ ds ds^′ D(s − s^′){∇_sĴ(s), [ϱ̂(s^′), Ĵ(r)]}. (28) We can calculate the commutator of the second quantized (fermionic) density and current:

[ϱ̂(s^′), Ĵ(r)] = −ih̄∇_s′ [δ(s^′ − r)ϱ̂(r)] . (29)

Inserting it in Eq. (28) and integrating the latter by parts, we get

^̇J(r)|_2 = − β 4 ∫ ds∇_r ∘ ∇_sD(s − r){Ĵ(s), ϱ̂(r)}, (30)

where ∘ indicates the tensor product. We expand the anti-commutator of the fermionic density and current: 1 2 {ϱ̂(r), Ĵ(s)} = mδ(r − s)Ĵ(r) (31) − ih̄ 2 m ( ψ̂^†(r)∇_sψ̂^†(s)ψ̂(r)ψ̂(s) − H.C. ) . Using this, we find that

^̇J(r)|_2 = −ηĴ(r) + i (Ŷ(r) − H.C.) (32)

where

Ŷ(r) = βh̄m 4 ∫ ds∇_r ∘∇_sD(s−r)ψ̂^†(r)∇_sψ̂^†(s)ψ̂(r)ψ̂(s). (33) The latter contributes only when multiple fermions are present, while it vanishes when applied to a single fermion state. As a first order approximation, we neglect Ŷ(r) contributions. Then, the current effectively decays with a friction rate η = − βm 2 D^{′′}(r)|_{r=0}, (34) which depends crucially on the parameter σ that regularizes D(r) at r = 0, see expressions in Eq. (10). In Appendix A, we show that, in the case of a single particle, Eq. (32) holds with no approximations.

Since the methods to infer exact analytic features of the dissipative master equation are limited, we turn to the special single particle case. In such a case the mechanism of dissipation is transparent, and exact analytic calculations are possible. Moreover, in the case of both the standard CSL and DP models, i.e. with no dissipation included, the heating rate is independent from the presence of interactions or external potentials. This has been well addressed in [23]. The inclusion of dissipative effects however raptures this simple feature in dense interactive fermionic matter. To include interaction and fermionic exchange one should employ perturbative methods such those used in [24], which can be applied independently of the Hamiltonian structure. However, this goes beyond the scope of the manuscript. Nonetheless, as long as our single fermion approximation is valid the thermodynamics remains trivial as in the non-dissipative case, while the rates and the equilibrium temperature are calculable exactly as for single fermions.

VI. SINGLE PARTICLE DISSIPATIVE MECHANISM

In case of the single particle, it is most convenient to work in the Fourier representation of the mass density and the current:

ϱ̂_k = me^{ikx̂}, Ĵ_k =^1_2 {p̂, e^{ikx̂}}. (35)

Then, the Lindblad generator, leading to the many-body dissipator D shown in Eq. (26), reduces to simple alternative forms:

L̂_k = ( m − h̄^2k^2β 8 + h̄kβ 4 p̂ ) e^{ikx̂},

= e^{ikx̂} ( m + h̄^2k^2β 8 + h̄kβ 4 p̂ ) . (36)

Let us see how the kinetic equation of the momenta differs from that of the standard DP and CSL in Sec. III. We use both forms in Eq. (36) of the Lindblad generator in the dissipator in Eq. (25), to yield

dρ(p̂) dt = 1 h̄^2 ∫ dk (2π)^3

D_k (( m − βh̄^2k^2 8 + βh̄k 4 p̂ )2 ρ(p̂ − h̄k) − ( m + βh̄^2k^2 8 + βh̄k 4 p̂ )2 ρ(p̂) ) . (37)

This is equivalent with a classical kinetic equation, therefore p instead of p̂ can be written. According to this kinetic equation, the momentum jumps like p → p + h̄k at probability rate

m^2 h̄^2 dk (2π)^3

D_k ( 1 + β 8m [p^2 − (p − h̄k)^2]

)_2

. (38)

This jump rate, unlike in standard DP and CSL, is not isotropic, and the anisotropy can generate the desired friction. Nevertheless, the above rate is subtle. Consider for simplicity a momentum transfer of h̄k = ∓κp where 0 ≤ κ ≤ 1, where upper and lower signs correspond to damping and heating respectively. The difference between damping and heating rates is proportional to the following expression: ( 1 −^{βh̄2k2}_{8m} + κ^{βp2}_{4m}

)_2 − ( 1 −^{βh̄2k2}_{8m} − κ^{βp2}_{4m}

)_2

= κ^{βp2}_m ( 1 −^{βh̄2k2}_{8m} ) . (39)

Damping dominates as long as β(h̄^2k^2/8m) < 1 and heating takes over otherwise. Earlier, when we defined E_σ in Eq. (14), we noticed that the range of k is 1/σ, hence (h̄^2k^2/4m) ∼ E_σ . Accordingly for damping, the largest value of 1/β is about 2E_σ . The forthcoming analytic calculation shows that, indeed, there is an exact critical value of 1/β above which dissipation gives way to heating.

In order to prove that the model exhibits the expected dissipative mechanism described in Eq. (15) for ⟨Ĥ⟩ = ⟨p̂^2/2m⟩, we derive the time-derivative of ⟨p̂^2⟩. Since the dynamics of p̂ is semi-classical, we can derive the time-derivative of the equivalent semi-classical mean ⟨p^2⟩. According to the above discussion, the expression in Eq. (38) is the rate of random jumps p → p+h̄k, each of which leads to a change of h̄^2k^2 + 2h̄kp for p^2. Hence, we can write d dt ⟨p^2⟩ = m^2 h̄^2 ∫ dk (2π)^3 ∫ dpD_kρ(p) × (40)

(h̄^2k^2 + 2h̄pk) ( 1 + β 8m [p^2 − (p − h̄k)^2]

)_2 . We temporarily set h̄ = 1 and introduce a^2 = (β/4m). We then rewrite the following expression

(k^2 + 2pk) ( 1 −^1_2 a^2k^2 − a^2kp

)_2 (41)

= k^2(1 − a^2k^2 +^1_4 a^4k^4) + a^2(3a^2k^2 − 4)(kp)^2 + ...

⇒ k^2(1 − a^2k^2 +^1_4 a^4k^4) + a^2k^2(a^2k^2 −^4_3 )p^2, (42)

where the ellipsis stands for odd powers of k to be cancelled when intergrating, and we replaced (kp)^2 by^1_3 k^2p^2 also because of the isotropy of D_k in the integral. We insert in Eq. (40) the bottom line of the above expansion and perform the integral in p. We get the balance equation (15), where the power P and the dissipation Γ rates are respectively P = m 2 ∫ dk (2π)^3

D_kk^2 ( 1 − βh̄^2 4m k^2 + β^2h̄^4 64m^2 k^4 ) , Γ = βm 3 ∫ dk (2π)^3

D_kk^2 ( 1 − 3βh̄^2 16m k^2 ) , (43)

where we have restored h̄ and a^2 = β/4m. The obtained result shows that the energy of the system is dissipated, as expected, through the anisotropic process described by Eq. (38). Moreover, we show in Appendix A, that such a result is independent of the specific form of the state ρ̂ and is valid beyond the assumption of having ρ̂ = ρ(p̂).

The integrals in Eq. (43) can be calculated analytically for the two models. They respectively read

P^{DP} = h̄mG 4 √ πσ^3 ( 1 − 3 4 x^2_β + 15 64 x^4_β ) , Γ^{DP} = β h̄mG 6 √ πσ^3 ( 1 − 9 16 x^2_β ) . (44)

and P^{CSL} = 3mγh̄^2 32π^{3/2}σ^5 ( 1 − 5 4 x^2_β + 35 64 x^4_β ) , Γ^{CSL} = β mγh̄^2 16π^{3/2}σ^5 ( 1 − 15 16 x^2_β ) , (45)

where we defined the dimensionless parameter

x^2_β = 2βE_σ = h̄^2β 2mσ^2 , (46)

which is the ratio of the elementary energy transfer E_σ defined in Eq. (14) to 1/(2β), the latter being the equilibrium thermal kinetic energy at high temperatures. Note that, according to the mapping in Eq. (4), the relation P^{CSL} = −(h̄γ/4πG)∂P^{DP}/∂(σ^2) holds, and similarly between Γ^{CSL} and Γ^{DP}. The dissipative rates Γ become negative if x^2_β , which is proportional to the parameter β, is larger than a critical value, which is different for the two models.

It is in order now to interpret our results, shown in Eqs. (43)–(45), that exhibit the dissipation mechanism postulated by the balance Eq. (15). The equilibrium energy is obtained as ⟨Ĥ⟩_∞ = P/Γ. Following the equipartition theorem, we define the effective temperature as T =^2_3 ⟨Ĥ⟩_∞ /k_B and we introduce the parameter T_β = 1/β in place of β. Then, we have x^2_β = 2E_σ/T_β, and we can express the effective temperatures of the two models as

T^{DP} = T_β

1 −^3_2 (E_σ /k_BT_β ) +^{15}_{16} (E_σ /k_BT_β)^2 1 −^9_8 (E_σ /k_BT_β)

, (47) and T^{CSL} = T_β

1 −^5_2 (E_σ /k_BT_β ) +^{35}_{16} (E_σ /k_BT_β)^2 1 −^{15}_8 E_σ /T_β

. (48)

In the regime k_BT_β ≫ E_σ , the effective temperature T asymptotically coincides with the parameter T_β , which justifies our choice of parametrizing the dissipator in Eq. (26) by β = 1/T_β. When lowering the parameter temperature T_β, the effective temperature T is also lowering. But the dissipation rate Γ is also decreasing and at a point the effective T is no longer lowering together with T_β, but it is growing again and becomes infinite when the dissipation rate reduces to zero, i.e. at k_B T_β = (9/8)E_σ in the DP model and at k_BT_β = (15/8)E_σ in the CSL model. Below these critical temperatures, the negative dissipative rate Γ is contributing to a higher heating power P rather than balancing it. This effect follows from what we noticed about the subtlety of momentum jump rate in Eq. (38).

The standard DP and CSL models correspond to T = T_β = ∞, where dissipative rates Γ vanish, the powers P reduce to the expressions in Eq. (11a) and Eq. (11b), respectively. The kinetic energy ⟨Ĥ⟩_t goes to infinity and, from a theoretical viewpont, this looks unphysical. In practice, however, we face a different situation. The predicted powers in Eq. (11a) and Eq. (11b) are extremely small and are typically masked by the environmental effects (see experimental investigations summarised in [5]). Clearly, studying experimentally a system under the action of a collapse mechanism, but otherwise isolated, is impossible. Indeed, there will be always a coupling of the system with its surrounding environment. This might be the residual gas in the vacuum chamber, the blackbody radiation or the noises (e.g., seismic or electronic) that shake, and thus heat, the experiment (see for instance [25, 26]). As a matter of fact, current laboratory efforts of isolation are not yet able to exclude the values T = T_β = ∞ neither for the DP or the CSL model, however unphysical they would theoretically be.

For this reason, we now consider the case of a system undergoing simultaneously to the dissipative collapse mechanism and the interaction of an external thermal environment. Let T_E be the temperature of the environment, and let us define the power P_E and the dissipative rate Γ_E model the environmental effect on our particle, where^3_2 k_BT_E = P_E /Γ_E is satisfied. One can straightforwardly derive the evolution of the mean energy of the system, which reads: d dt ⟨H⟩_t = P + P_E − (Γ + Γ_E ) ⟨H⟩_t , (49)

where P and Γ are those defined in Eq. (43). Consequently, the asymptotic mean energy is ⟨Ĥ⟩_∞ = P + P_E Γ + Γ_E

. (50)

According to the equipartition theorem, the asymptotic (equilibrium) temperature of our particle is T_{eff} =

2 3 k^{−1}_B ⟨Ĥ⟩_∞, i.e.:

T_{eff} =

ΓT + Γ_ET_E Γ + Γ_E

, (51)

where T =^2_3 k^{−1}_B P/Γ is the effective temperature obtained in Eqs. (47)–(48) of the collapse noise and T_E = 2 3 k^{−1}_B P_E /Γ_E is that of the thermal environment. The relation in Eq. (51) is fundamental when it comes to experiments. Indeed, it provides the experimental requirement to be reached in terms of Γ_E and T_E to be able to measure the temperature T of the collapse noise.

VII. CONCLUSION

We introduced a simple and universal dissipative extension of the DP and the CSL models. Contrary to previous attempts [10, 11], our model modifies the collapse operator by adding (instead of a multiplying) a new term leading to dissipative effects. A similar method has been considered for a different gravity-related model in [27]. Such a term is proportional to the divergence of the current and is parametrized by the constant β [cf. Eq. (22)]. We demonstrate that the model dissipates the current and leads to the thermalisation of the system’s energy to the asymptotic value of ⟨Ĥ⟩_∞ =^3_2 k_BT , where the expression for T is given in Eq. (47) for the DP model and in Eq. (48) for the CSL model.

We find a threshold temperature T_0, which is defined as T_0 = h̄^2 mk_Bσ^2

, (52)

and is determined by the cutoff-length σ of the DP and the CSL models. For k_B/β much higher than T_0, the system’s mean energy asymptotically converges to 1/(2β), which suggests that β can be interpreted as the inverse temperature of the collapse noise. Nevertheless, for generic values of β, the latter enters non-trivially in ⟨Ĥ⟩_∞. The noise temperature T becomes different from k_B/β when the latter approaches T_0 from above. At a certain point, the noise temperature T inverts its trend with respect to k_B/β and increases to infinity at T_0. It is thus impossible to draw a clear one to one connection between the temperature T of the collapse noise and the parameter β. In general, the temperature of the collapse noise does not coincide with β^{−1}/k_B, and the latter plays the role of a parameter in the master equation that is detached from its familiar statistical mechanical interpretation.

Acknowledgments

GDB acknowledges the financial support from University of Trieste and INFN. MC is supported by UK EPSRC (Grant No. EP/T028106/1), the EU EIC Pathfinder project QuCoM (10032223) and PNRR PE National Quantum Science and Technology Institute (PE0000023). KP acknowledges support from the Centro Ricerche Enrico Fermi - Museo Storico della Fisica e Centro Studi e Ricerche “Enrico Fermi” (Open Problems in Quantum Mechanics project). CC thanks to the INFN for supporting the research presented in this article. LD was supported by the National Research, Development and Innovation Office, Hungary, “Frontline” Research Excellence Programme grant No. KKP133827 and research grant No. K12435. KP, CC and LD acknowledge the support of Grant 62099 (QUBO Project) from the John Templeton Foundation. The opinions expressed in this publication are those of the authors and do not necessarily reflect the views of the John Templeton Foundation. CC, MD and LD acknowledge support from the Foundational Questions Institute and Fetzer Franklin Fund, a donor advised fund of Silicon Valley Community Foundation, in particular the ICON project, (Grants No. FQXi-RFP-CPW-2008 and FQXi-MGA-2102).

[1] L. Diósi: How to teach and think about spontaneous wave function collapse theories: not like before p3-11 in: Collapse of the Wave Function, ed.: S. Gao (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2018) [2] A. Bassi, G.C. Ghirardi, Phys. Rep. 379, 257 (2003) [3] A. Bassi, K. Lochan, S. Satin, T.P. Singh, H. Ulbricht, Rev. Mod. Phys. 85 , 471 (2013) [4] M. Arndt, K. Hornberger, Nat. Phys. 10, 271–277 (2014) [5] M. Carlesso, S. Donadi, L. Ferialdi, M. Paternostro, H.

Ulbricht, A. Bassi, Nat. Phys. 18, 243–250 (2022) [6] L. Diósi, Phys. Lett. A 120, 377–381 (1987) [7] R. Penrose, Gen. Rel. Grav. 28, 581–600 (1996) [8] P. Pearle, Phys. Rev. A 39, 2277–2289 (1989) [9] G.C. Ghirardi, P. Pearle, A. Rimini, Phys. Rev. A 42, 78 (1990) [10] A. Smirne, A. Bassi, Sci. Rep. 5, 1–9 (2015)

[11] M. Bahrami, A. Smirne, A. Bassi Phys. Rev. A 90, 062105 (2014) [12] M. Gaida, S. Nimmrichter arXiv preprint, arXiv:2304.05940 (2023) [13] M. Toroš, G. Gasbarri, A. Bassi, Phys. Lett. A 381, 3921- 3927 (2017) [14] J. Nobakht, M. Carlesso, S. Donadi, M. Paternostro, A.

Bassi, Phys. Rev. A 98, 042109 (2018) [15] A. Pontin, N.P. Bullier, M. Toroš, P.F. Barker, Phys.

Rev. Res. 2, 023349 (2020) [16] A. Vinante, G. Gasbarri, C. Timberlake, M. Toroš, H.

Ulbricht, Phys. Rev. Res. 2, 043229 (2020) [17] S. Donadi, K. Piscicchia, Catalina Curceanu, L. Diósi, M. Laubenstein, A. Bassi, Nat. Phys. 17, 74 (2021) [18] D. Salart, A. Baas, J.A. van Houwelingen, N. Gisin, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 100, 220404 (2008)

[19] G. Gasbarri, A. Belenchia, M. Carlesso, S. Donadi,

A. Bassi, R. Kaltenbaek, M. Paternostro, H. Ulbricht, Comm. Phys. 4, 1-13 (2021) [20] S.L. Adler, A. Bassi, M. Carlesso, J. Phys. A 54, 085303

(2021) [21] L. Diósi, Europhys. Lett. 30, 63 (1995) [22] H.P. Breuer and F. Petruccione, The theory of open quantum systems (Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2002) [23] A. Tilloy, T.M. Stace, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 080402

(2019)

[24] S. L. Adler, A. Bassi, M. Carlesso, A. Vinante, Phys.

Rev. D 99, 103001 (2019) [25] A. Vinante, R. Mezzena, P. Falferi, M. Carlesso, A. Bassi, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 110401 (2017) [26] A. Vinante, M. Carlesso, A. Bassi, A. Chiasera, S. Varas, P. Falferi, B. Margesin, R. Mezzena, H. Ulbricht, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 100404 (2020) [27] G. Di Bartolomeo, M. Carlesso, A. Bassi, Phys. Rev. D 104, 104027 (2021)

Appendix A: Single particle dissipative mechanism in the Heisenberg picture

We re-derive here the results appearing in Sections V and VI in Heisenberg picture for a generic state ρ̂. In particular, we show that the second term of D in Eq. (26) leads to the dissipation of the current, and that the energy follows the balance equation displayed in Eq. (15). For the sake of simplicity, we focus on the case of a single particle. In such a case, the explicit forms of the Fourier transform of the mass density ϱ̂_k and the current Ĵ_k, are

ϱ̂_k = me^{ikx̂}, Ĵ_k = 1 2 {p̂, e^{ikx̂}}. (A1)

From these and from Eq. (9), one can compute their commutator and anticommutator, which respectively read

[ϱ̂_q, Ĵ_k] = −mh̄qe^{i(k+q)x̂} = −h̄qϱ̂_{k+q} and {ϱ̂_q, Ĵ_k} = me^{i(k+q)x̂}(2p̂ + h̄(k + q)) = 2mĴ_{k+q}. (A2)

The dynamics of the current due to the second term in Eq. (26) is given, equivalentely, by the following two expressions

^̇J(r)|_2 = − iβ 4h̄ ∫ ∫ ds ds^′ D(s − s^′){∇_sĴ(s), [ϱ̂(s^′), Ĵ(r)]}, (A3a) = − β 4h̄ ∫ dk^′ (2π)^3 e^{−ik′r} ∫ dk (2π)^3

D_k{kĴ_k, [ϱ̂_{−k}, Ĵ_k′ ]}. (A3b)

By employing the second of these expressions, and merging it with Eq. (A2), one straightforwardly finds

^̇J(r)|_2 = −ηĴ(r), (A4)

where η = βm 2 ∫ dk (2π)^3

D_kk^2, (A5)

and shows explicitly that the contributions due Ŷ(r) in Eq. (32) vanishes exactly in the single fermion case. Similarly, one computes the following commutators of ϱ̂_k and Ĵ_k with Ĥ =^{p̂2}_{2m} :

[ϱ̂_k, Ĥ] = − e^{ikx̂} 2 (h̄^2k^2 + 2h̄kp̂) and [ kĴ_k, Ĥ ] = − h̄e^{ikx̂} 4m (h̄k^2 + 2kp̂)^2, (A6)

from which one obtains

[ϱ̂_{−k}, [ϱ̂_k, Ĥ]] = −mh̄^2k^2, (A7)

{kĴ_k, [ϱ̂_{−k}, Ĥ]} = 2h̄(kp̂)^2 + h̄^3k^4 2 , (A8) [ kĴ_{−k}, [ kĴ_k, Ĥ ]] = − 3h̄^2k^2(kp̂)^2 m − h̄^4k^6 4m . (A9)

Owning that, for any spherically symmetric kernel D_k = D_k, the following holds ∫ dkD_k(kp̂)^2 = ∫ dkD_k(kp̂ cos θ)^2 = p̂^2 4π 3 ∫ dkD_kk^4 = ∫ dkD_k ( k^2p̂^2 3 ) , (A10) we can substitute (kp̂)^2 with (k^2p̂^2)/3 [this has been used also in Eq. (42)]. Then, from Eq. (27) we obtain the dynamics for the Hamiltonian:

D^†Ĥ = P − ΓĤ, (A11)

where the explicit form of P and Γ is given in Eq. (43). We underline that such an equation is state independent, thus it can be straightforwardly used to evaluate the expectation value of the energy for any state, also beyond the assumption of ρ̂ = ρ(p̂), which has been considered in the main text.