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Abstract
We show that the Schrodinger-Newton equation, which dessrthe nonlinear time evolution of self-
gravitating quantum matter, can be made compatible witmthsignaling requirement by elevating it to a
stochastic dterential equation. In the deterministic form of the equatas studied so far, the nonlinearity
would lead to diverging energy corrections for localizedvev@ackets and would create observable cor-
relations admitting faster-than-light communication. gularizing the divergencies and adding specific
random jumps or a specific Brownian noise process, fifeeteof the nonlinearity vanishes in the stochastic

average and gives rise to a linear and Galilean invariaitigen of the density operator.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1410.4702v2

I. INTRODUCTION

The Schrodinger-Newton (SN) equation has gained growitemaon as a possibility both to
explain the absence of quantum superpositions at the nsa@ale-and to reconcile nonrelativis-
tic quantum mechanics with classical Newtonian gra\m)Bﬂl—According to this equation, the
wave functiony(r) of a test massn creates its own potential energy through gravitationadrint
action with its “mass densitythiy(r)[?, thereby contributing a nonlinear term to the Schrodinger

equation. The validity of this approach is, however, stiltlar debate.

For example, the SN equation is often assumed to be the lenggmanifestation of relativistic
gravity in the dynamics of nonrelativistic quantum mattedeed, the SN equation can be obtained
from a semiclassical mean-field approximation of graviigtelativistic field dynamic&& 7]. But
this only holds in the many-particle limit, where each paetinteracts with the gravitational field
of its own and all the other masses in the system. Hence ittislaar whether this description
makes sense in the case of a single particle. In additiorsategravitational potential diverges
as the particle’s wave function covers an increasingly thramge of momenta, approaching, say,
a position eigenstate. As a nonrelativistic low-energyrapimation, the SN equation should

certainly not be applied to such limiting cases.

Another conceptual issue is related to the nonlinear detéstic nature of the SN equation.
It is well known g ] that such nonlinearities may facitgasuperluminal communication via

entangled states.

Moreover, a thorough analysis of whether the SN equatiorhedm explaining the quantum-
classical transition and turn delocalized into localizeal/@/packets has barely begUw u 10].
Gravitationally-induced or spontaneous collapse mo@ ] are well-studied alternatives to
the SN equation when it comes to the objective reduction aintium superposition states. It
was pointed out within this context that any nonlinear addito the Schrodinger equation, such
as the SN potential, must be coﬂemented by an approptiathastic term in order to meet

the no-signalling conditior[H:Jl

statistically averaged density operator describﬁ ylﬁgﬂa\decay of quantum coherence similar
8

7]. This should resulta linear master equation for the

to the predictions of standard decoherence th ,@A]the level of the wave function the
previously deterministic time evolution is thefiected by discrete jumps or continuous noise.
Here, we present two simple stochastic extensions of thegsistion; one with discrete jumps

determined by a Poissonian random process, and one witinaons white noise following a
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Wiener process. Both comply with the no-signalling constrand result in a linear, Markovian,
and Galilean-covariant master equation—thus providingidge between the SN equation and
objective collapse models. For this, it will be necessarggerate with a regularized version of
the SN equation, where a high-energy c¢tito the gravitational potential implements the above
mentioned limitation of the SN equation to low-energy wawedtions. Divergent energies, which
would lead to conceptual problems in the statistically aged time evolution, are thus avoided
from the start. We first restrict to the simple and instruegingle-particle case, and postpone the

treatment of the gener&l-body problem to Sedi. V.

ll. REGULARIZED SCHR ODINGER-NEWTON EQUATION

The SN equation,
h2
indu(r) = [—%A + V('r)] (r) + V() (r), 1)
was proposed as a nonlinear modification of the standardd8iclyer equation to describe the
influence of classical gravity on the quantum motion of nr IIjﬁB] Given the wave
functiony(r) for a single particle of mags, the nonlinear modification describes the gravitational
self-interaction potential of the particle with its own mgsobability densityz, (ro) = my(ro)l?,
VN(r) = -Gm f d%%. (2)
The SN potential is unbounded in the sense that it diverggggafied to eigenstates of the position
operator. Its contribution to the potential energy excedidsounds as the particle’s wave function
gets increasingly localized in space, i.e. delocalized am@ntum. For a Gaussian wave packet
of spatial widtho, the expectation value of the SN term scales (& /o, whereas the average
kinetic energy scales in proportionté/mo?. Clearly, the SN equatiofil(1) ceases to be applicable
as soon as relativistic energy scales are reached, e.guéteans at- ~ 1fm. Yet, at this point
the average kinetic energy of the point particle exceedsStheenergy correction by orders of
magnitude.
A standard practice to avoid divergence beyond the nonveiat low-energy domain is to in-
troduce an ffective high-energy cutbby replacing thé-peaked mass density in the gravitational

potential with a regular function,

p(ro) = MGo(r — ro)ly) — MK(A(Ir — rol)l), 3)
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wherefd3r d(r) = 1 andr the position operator. The necessity of this regulariratall be
discussed below, after introducing stochastic extensifrtie SN equation; the unregularized
case is restored by settiggk) = 1.

With the help of the Fourier transformsd® e*"/r = 4r/k? andg(k) = [ d*r g(r)e*", the

regularized SN modification can be expressed in terms ofdhé&mear operator

Gn?

22K2 gkl ye ™ . 4)

M= Vs = - [

It complements a given system Hamiltonidnr= p?/2m+ V(r). In terms of the defined operators,
the nonlinear SN equatiohl(1) readsi&é|y) = (H + HiN) ).

Numerical studies indicate that the (unregularized) Skhtprevents the dispersion of wave
packets for sfiiciently macroscopic masses [4]. However, it is not yet cledether this term
will generally turn delocalized wave functions intofsciently localized classical states, a feature
required to explain the quantum-classical transition atnttacroscale [10].

Moreover, such a nonlinear equation would in principlewalfor superluminal information
transferBBHa]: One could construct an entangled bipastié¢ée, where the time evolution of the
reduced state on one side would depend on the choice of ne@asaot basis on the other, arbitrarily
distant, side. This problem can be alleviated by adding @maggiate stochastic term to the SN

equation which restores the linear time evolution of théistteally averaged density operator

9. 10,

. STOCHASTIC EXTENSIONS

Let us now present two stochastic extensions of partigu@mnpact form, which will give rise

to the same master equatignl(10). They are determined bythe sonlinear operator
Ay(k) = €™ +iqyle ™ ). (5)

The first is a piecewise deterministic extension,

Ay (k)

i
|y = —= (H + H3N |w>dt+fd3k —
(1) ]

1] l)dN, (6)
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with dN;, a family of Poissonian stochastic increments charactgizeEq. [8) below. Alterna-

tively, one can consider aftlisive extension (using Itd calculus),

Iy = —'% (H + HZN) )yt + f d*k A, () ) dW,

1 Gn?
-5 | o aIOA (A (Bt )

with dW, a family of Wiener stochastic increments, see EQ. (9) below.

A. Piecewise deterministic extension

The first stochastic extensiop (6) of the regularized SN eoualescribes discrete quantum
jumps interrupting the unitary time evolution of the statxtor ), as governed by a given
system HamiltoniarH plus the nonlinear SN ternil(4). A multivariate Poisson pssdeéy(t)
E/],E] shall decide which jump event (labeled by occurs at what time; a jump associated
with the momentuniik corresponds to the nonlinear, norm-preserving statefoamation|y) —
AR |[As ()|

The Poissonian incrementblg determine whether or not a jump occurs within the time irdgerv
[t,t + dt). They are statistically independe&t[dN,dN,| = E[dN] 6(k — g). In order for the SN
nonlinearity to vanish in the statistical average, theenuents must have the state-dependent
expectation values

Gn?
e
= Zfz—;‘;g(k) (1 + |<w|e-”“'f|w>|2)dt. (8)

E[dN,] = () ||A, )| ot

This can be easily confirmed by computing the expectatione@ld (j4)¥|)] and dropping all
terms of higher order thart.dNote that positivity requireg(k) > 0, and a finite overall jump rate

is guaranteed whefi ™ dk g(k) < oo.

B. Diffusive extension

The second stochastic SN equatibh (7) describes a Brovimneitusion of the state vec-
tor in Hilbert space, formulated in Itd caIcuILEk 221.id governed by a (state-independent)

multivariate complex white noise procesk(t), with centered Wiener incrementgy describing
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independent random variabl&s[dW,] = 0 and

LW, W, | = 5(k - g) o g(K)c ©)

The noise &ect on the state vector is again described by the opefatdBifx)e this transformation
does not preserve the norm, the second line is required isttlohastic SN equatiohl(7). It does
not contribute to the coherent part of the time evolutioniclvhs again determined biyl + Hj“.
As before, the regularizing functiag(k) must be positive and integrable.

Although the difusive extensior[ {7) leads to venfigirent individual quantum trajectories of
the state vector, it is straightforward to show, using thé-Ww@own rules of Itd calculu 2],
that the statistical average assumes the same linear tohéiew as in the piecewise deterministic

case.

C. Effective classicalization in the ensemble average

Both presented stochastic extensions of the regularizeddsidtion give rise to the same time
evolution of the statistically averaged state operator & [|)(y|] for the motion of a single
particle. It is described by the Lindblad-type master eiguat
Gnrg(k)

2n2nk?

This result connects the SN equation with standard collapsgels, such as the Didsi-Penrose

0p = 5 1H.0l + f Pk e pe™" = p]. (10)

(DP) model of gravitational coIIapsQ]Jg 23] or the ttyeof continuous spontaneous local-
ization (CSL) Ba], since these can all be brought to thenf@Q) by an appropriate choice of
the positive functiorg(k) of finite width.

The DP model, for instance, always assumes a finite exteositire particle’s mas&&q
from the start to avoid divergencies. Dibsi’s original neagequation reads as

O = —% [H.p] - % % [o(s1—1).lo(s2—1).pll, (11)

with o(r) the (supposedly isotropic) mass density of the particlg. ildroducing the Fourier
transformo(k) of the latter, one arrives at the form {10) widtk) = |5(k)|* /.

In the CSL model the functiog(k)/k? is assumed to be a Gaussian whose inverse width is set
to about 100 nm 8]. Extensive studies on whether sotlapse models can be probed
in mechanical superposition experime ,[24-32] map akrve, via the common master

equation[(1D), as a test criterion for stochastic SN eqosatio
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In generalg(k) can be any positive and integrable function. The above {@fihthen falls into
a generic class of Galileian-covariant master equati}‘, iBhich gradually “classicalize” the
state of motiorp, rendering it indistinguishable from a classical mixturgophase spac&EBES].
In fact, Eq. [10) resembles collisional decoherence-typstar equationj% which describe the
decay of spatial coherence in combination with momentufiusion, and whose stable pointer-

state solutions are solitonic wave packets moving on Neiwtntmajectoriele 7].

D. Discussion

Equations[(6) and{7) demonstrate that there exist matheatigtsimple stochastic extensions
of the SN equation, which cancel the nonlineariily (4) in ttaistically averaged time evolution
(@J). For this, the originally unbounded SN potentidl (2)dse regularized; and assuming the
associated functiog(k) vanishes beyond a characteristic width the jumps (or the noise ampli-
tude) can be neglected in the stochastic SN equatiofkfas o.

It must be stressed that the regularizing functil) may not be easily dispensed with. Omit-
ting it in (4) and [(10) would, for instance, result in a diveng average momentumftlision rate
d¢p?). One may even argue that a 'high-energy €iiio the form of g(k) should anyhow appear
in the SN potential{4), if the latter is supposed to be tiieative low-energy remnant of quantized
gravity.

Other, more complicated stochastic extensions can be iv@acas well, e.g. via unitary mixing
of the jump operator$ [5). A straightforward example candmestructed by Fourier transforming

the jump operators,

By (s) = f d3k(2ﬂ)3/2ké’”A¢(k) f d3k(2ﬂ)3/2k e wied | (12)

The associated piecewise deterministic extension,
(s)
dy) = - (H +HY) )ydt + f d3s(” Xs)mll ]udes, (13)
leads again to the same statistically averaged masteriequdll) as before, i€ [dN,] /dt =
Gn? ||B¢(s)|¢//>||2 /2r%h; the difusive form follows by analogy.
The physical meaning of the presented stochastic Schyédiequations remains to be clar-
ified, not least the peculiar form of the jump operatgis (5{Id). They are given in terms of

momentum kick operators to which an expectation value idddth a phase. This construction,
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in combination with the regularizing functiay(k), is the price to pay for reconciling the nonlin-
ear SN equation for the state veclgy with the linear decoherence-type master equafioh (10) for
the ensemble staje It is a price hard to bargain if nonlinear time evolutionsoadnd possible

violations of no-signalling are to be avoided.

IV. MANY-PARTICLE GENERALIZATION

As already mentioned, the single-particle SN equation capudt into question because of
the mean-field origin of the SN potentiQ [6]. However, maayticle formulations of the SN
equation exist both for the center-of-mass motion of haigadly bound compound&l%S], and for
the general case of a dynamiddélbody system with total madd = my + mp + ... + my [2, [7].

There, anN-particle wave functioW’ (r4, ..., ry) IS subject to the total gravitational potential

2

"P(r’l,...,r’N)

’
|r“ -7

N
VaN(ry, ..., mn) = -G Z rrhmgfd3r’l...d3r’N

n(=1

: (14)

consisting of both mutual interactions and self-intei@tsi

The stochastic extensions given in S&ci. Il are readilyegaized toN-particle systems of
distinguishable or indistinguishable species: We coesi$t replace all unitary single-particle
momentum shift operators exg - r) by non-unitary, mass-weighted sums of single-particle
shifts,

N
M ik
M= » —e'™m, 15
$= 2T (15)
The N-particle SN Hamiltonian can now be expressed in terms cddlogperators, after applying
the same Fourier transformation and regularization pnaeeds for the single-particle cagé (4),

MZ
H\%N = V@N(rl, .. .,rN) = —fd3k G

57z CEIML )M, (16)

The same replacement rule applies to the nonlinear jumpmtgsi(b) as well,
Ag(k) = My, + i1(P|M|P). (17)

The piecewise deterministic extensi@h (6) then geneatize

_ _i_ SN 3 A‘P(k) _
[d¥) = —— (H + HEY) [¥)dt + f d k[—llAw B 1] [¥)dN,
+3 f M o1 [ I — A ekt (18)
2 2r21ik2 v S ’
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with E[dN,] = (GM?/272kA)g(K) [|Ay(k)IP)|1% dt. Note that the last term is required here for norm
conservation in the statistical average, because thetopefd5) are non-unitary. This additional
term vanishes only in the single-particle case.

The difusive extensiori {6) generalizes to

|d¥) = —% (H + HZY) w)dt + f APk Ay (K)[¥)dW,

1 f Pk Zﬂzhkzg(k)AT{,(k)A\p(k)l‘IOdt, (19)

with the Wiener increments fulfilling [dW;;qu] = 6(k — q)(GM?/2x%1k?)g(K)dt in 1td calculus.

Both cases yield the same master equation for the statigtaoeeraged time evolution of the
density operator,

o = —= [H,p0] de Gztrﬂzzf?éi() (MkPML - % {MLMk,P})- (20)

This is once again confirmed by computing the expectatiome&(d (l¢){¥|)] /dt and noting that
MT = M_;. It is important to notice that thill-particle master equation still falls under the class
of generic “classicalizing” modifications of the von Neumaaguation, which are invariant under
Galileian symmetry transformatlorg%] Moreover, itlsgsembles the CSL modelgf(k)/k? is
chosen to be a Gaussian [9]. It may also serve aN-&ody version of Didsi’'s master equation
(@I), which assumes that the mass of every particle is diged according to the same (real and
isotropic) distribution functionf (r), fd3r f(r) = 1. The mass density of each particle is then
given byon(r) = m,f(r). Settingg(k) = |f(k)[%, the above master equatidn]20) can be rewritten
as [39]

3 3
0=~ [H.p] ——Zfdsld lon(s1 o). lox (s2 = 12) 1. 1)
n(=1

|81 —
This is a generalization of the single-particle DP mode) ddscribing mutual gravity and self-
gravity in an equal manner. The fact that the unitary partqs.20) and[(21) does not involve
the standard gravitational pair interaction, raises thestjaon whether this equal treatment of self

and mutual gravity in the many-body description is meanihgf

V. CONCLUSION

We presented two stochastic versions of the SN equatiorefbggavitating quantum particles,

which circumvent the violation of no-signalling by regufang the SN potential and compensating
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it with a random jump or dfusion process. This renders the ensemble-averaged tinhgieno

(IJ) linear. Both single-particle equations (6) ahH (7) bangeneralized consistently to many-

particle systems, Eqd. (18) arid{19), which results in theai master equatioﬂﬁo . The latter
0

[ EL%S] and

serves as a link between the many-particle formulatione@btiginal SN equati
the many-body versions of the CSL mocﬂl [9], of the DP mod€],[and of Galileian-covariant

“classicalizing” modifications of the von Neumann equaiiogeneral([35].

A common feature of the presented stochastic equationipebuliar form of the jump or
noise operator§5) and (17). They split a wave functionameomentum-shifted and an unshifted
part, where the relative weight depends on the initial dadleation in momentum space. An
interesting direction for further study would be to analytze quantum trajectories in the presence
of such randomybmps (or Brownian noise). Might these jungsignatures of a deeper theory of

guantum gravity [40]?
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