arXiv:2106.10984v1 [cond-mat.quant-gas] 21 Jun 2021

Universal many-body diffusion from momentum dephasing

Maurício Hippert,^{1, ∗} Gabriel T. Landi,^{2, †} and Jorge Noronha^{1, ‡} 1Illinois Center for Advanced Studies of the Universe Department of Physics, University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, Urbana, IL 61801, USA 2Instituto de Física da Universidade de São Paulo, 05314-970 São Paulo, Brazil (Dated: June 23, 2021)

The open dynamics of quantum many-body systems involve not only the exchange of energy, but also of other conserved quantities, such as momentum. This leads to additional decoherence, which may have a profound impact in the dynamics. Motivated by this, we consider a many-body system subject to total momentum dephasing and show that under very general conditions this leads to a diffusive component in the dynamics of any local density, even far from equilibrium. Such component will usually have an intricate interplay with the unitary dynamics. To illustrate this, we consider the case of a superfluid and show that momentum dephasing introduces a damping in the sound-wave dispersion relation, similar to that predicted by the Navier-Stokes equation for ordinary fluids. Finally, we also study the effects of dephasing in linear response, and show that it leads to a universal additive contribution to the diffusion constant, which can be obtained from a Kubo formula.

Introduction – Deriving emergent collective behavior from the underlying microscopic motion is a century-old problem in physics that continues to be actively pursued. A scenario of particular importance is the emergence of diffusive behavior in quantum many-body systems. Examples include superfluids or ultracold gases in optical lattices [1–7], where nonintegrability is often credited with inducing diffusive transport [8]. Another example stems from the quark-gluon plasma formed in relativistic heavy-ion collisions [9], where the shear viscosity to entropy density ratio is found [10] to nearly saturate estimates based on the uncertainty principle [11, 12].

Diffusive behavior describes how gradients drive the universal late time evolution of perturbations in a conserved density at long wavelengths [13]. In fact, the evolution of conserved quantities becomes arbitrarily slow at sufficient long wavelengths and, as a consequence, the corresponding hydrodynamic modes control the late-time relaxation of perturbations. Explicit expressions to describe the approach to equilibrium follow from a gradient expansion of the non-equilibrium currents which, for diffusion, leads to Fick’s law and higherorder gradient corrections [14]. In the case of unitary microscopic dynamics, quantities such as the diffusion coefficient that defines Fick’s law can be computed from suitably defined Kubo formulas [15] involving the long time, long wavelength limit of two-point functions. In certain models, such coefficients can also be analytically derived from nonlinear interactions, e.g., in some classical anharmonic lattices [16, 17].

Recent foundational results [18–21] and experiments [3–7] show that many-body systems in non-thermal quantum states can still exhibit thermal properties. This raises the question of whether hydrodynamic or diffusive behavior can also emerge in such states. An alternative route to quantum diffusion is through decoherence, for instance, via bulk noises such as dephasing [22, 23]. Generally speaking, these represent reservoirs which do not exchange excitations with the system, but notwithstanding still inject noise and hence interfere with the transport properties. In fact, in integrable systems arbitrarily small dephasing strengths are known to turn the transport diffusive [24–27]. Remarkably, this is also the case in the presence of disorder [28, 29]. Furthermore, the analog of dephasing can also be implemented in classical systems, as a form of energy-conserving noise [30–34], which leads to diffusion in both integrable and non-integrable models.

A crucial feature concerning open many-body quantum systems is the decoherence process induced by charge conservation. The interaction between the system and its surroundings can cause not only the exchange of energy, but also of other conserved quantities [6, 35–37]. If a system exchanges a conserved quantity Q with the environment, this leads to quantum correlations (entanglement or discord) between them, as the system gains exactly the same amount of Q that the environment has lost [36, 38–40]. As a consequence, coherences on the basis of conserved quantities are attenuated [41, 42]. Since decoherence is already known to play an important role in diffusion, decoherence driven by charge conservation should thus affect transport phenomena in a very large class of quantum many-body systems. In particular, it should also alter transport coefficients.

In this Letter we consider generic open quantum manybody systems subject to a quantum master equation describing dephasing of the total momentum, which is one of the conserved charges a system may naturally exchange with the environment. Under very general conditions, we show that this type of dephasing leads to diffusive behavior, evidenced by the emergence of a diffusion equation for the local density, which can occur even in states that are arbitrarily far from thermodynamic equilibrium. We also analyze the case of a superfluid and show that momentum dephasing leads to dissipative effects that damp sound waves in a way that is similar to what happens in ordinary fluids described by the Navier- Stokes equations. Finally, we address the effect of decoherence in the context of linear response, close to equilibrium. We show that the contribution of the momentum dephasing to the diffusion coefficient is both additive and universal. We argue that similar contributions should also arise in other transport coefficients.

Momentum dephasing dynamics – Consider a quantum many-body system which evolves in contact with an environment. We assume the effects of the environment are Markovian, so that the reduced density matrix ρ of the system may be described by a Lindblad master equation [43, 44]:

dρ(t) dt = L(ρ) = − i ℏ [H, ρ(t)] + D(ρ(t)) , (1)

where H is the system Hamiltonian and D is the dissipator, which encodes the non-unitary, but probability-conserving, part of the evolution. The dissipator can be written as

D (ρ) = � k γ_k � L_kρL^†_k − 1 2 {L^†_k L_k, ρ} � , (2)

with coefficients γ_k ≥ 0 and an arbitrary set of operators L_k.

For concreteness, one may consider a system of N interacting particles with positions x_a and momenta p_a [13], though our considerations also apply to second quantized systems (as will be discussed below). The jump operators L_k depend on the coupling to the environment, and will generally be given by combinations of x_a and p_a of all the particles. Specifics of this coupling lead to very rich physics, and even novel phase transitions [45], but here we take a different route. Universal hydrodynamic behavior stems from the long wavelength dynamics of conserved quantities, which is expected to be largely insensitive to details of the microscopic physics. Hence, we concentrate on the case of total momentum dephasing, as this is a global conserved quantity ([H, P ] = 0), for any interaction potential that depends only on interparticle distances, V(x_a − x_b). We thus assume that L_k = L^†_k = P_k, k = 1, 2, 3, where P =

�_a

p_a is the total momentum of the system (or, equivalently, the momentum of the center of mass). This corresponds to a dephasing-type of dynamics. For simplicity, we also assume that the coupling to the environment is isotropic, γ_k = σ^2. Thus, we analyze Eq. (1) with

D(ρ) = − σ^2 2 � k [P_k, [P_k, ρ]]. (3)

This simple choice is a minimal ingredient for the emergence of diffusive behavior, as shown below. While other jump operators, such as P^2 could be considered, they correspond to higher orders in derivatives and should be subleading in the long-wavelength limit. This is also the case for jump operators constructed from the total momenta of smaller subsystems.

Such a dissipator leads to the exponential damping of nondiagonal elements, or coherences, of the density matrix in the momentum representation. For instance, if the unitary contribution in (1) can be neglected (e.g. H ≃ 0), one obtains ⟨p|ρ|p^′⟩ ∝ exp(−σ^2(p − p^′)^2t/(2ℏ)), where |p⟩ is the eigenbasis of P . Because P is the generator of spatial translations, Eq. (3) can be interpreted as the action of random, uncorrelated jumps in position of variance ℏ^2σ^2dt [46]. The same dephasing also appears when the total momentum is continuously measured, as will be discussed below.

Emergence of diffusive behavior – From Eqs. (1) and (3), it follows that the average of any operator A evolves according to ∂_t⟨A⟩(t) = tr {A ∂_tρ(t)} = i ℏ ⟨[H, A]⟩(t) + ⟨D(A)⟩(t) , (4)

where ⟨A⟩(t) := tr{ρ(t) A}. In particular, we consider any local density operator, which depends on position x, and position operators x_a, only through the difference x − x_a; this could be, e.g. the particle density N(x) =

�_a δ(x − x_a) [13] (or the field operator Ψ(x) in second quantization). Since P is the generator of spatial translations, it follows that D(N(x)) = ℏ^2σ^2∇^2N(x)/2. Moreover, if the density is a conserved quantity, it follows that (i/ℏ)[H, N(x)] = −∇ · J (x), where J is the associated current operator. Thus, Eq. (4) reduces to

∂_tn(t, x) = −∇ · j(t, x) + ℏ^2σ^2 2 ∇^2n(t, x) , (5)

where n(t, x) := ⟨N(x)⟩(t), j(t, x) := ⟨J (x)⟩(t). The momentum dephasing thus leads to an exact diffusion-type term, in addition to the unitary contribution to the rhs of Eq. (5). In general, both terms act together, mixing diffusive and coherent dynamics. In the particular case of very strong dephasing, the second term dominates and one finds a standard diffusion equation ∂_tn(t, x) = D_{deph} ∇^2n(t, x), where

D_{deph} = ℏ^2σ^2 2 (6) is the effective diffusion constant created by momentum dephasing. Therefore, one can see that diffusive behavior can generally emerge in this scenario even in states arbitrarily far from equilibrium, given that no assumptions of near equilibrium behavior were made. This should be contrasted with textbook derivations of the diffusion equation in unitary manybody systems, which assume a Fick’s law behavior j ∼ −∇n in the long wavelength regime [14].

Interpretation – Since the total momentum is conserved, quantum superpositions of momentum eigenstates are bound to loose coherence when the system exchanges momentum with the environment. Thus, the phenomena of diffusion from decoherence should be a ubiquitous feature of open quantum many-body systems.

A possible interpretation of Eq. (5) is in terms of Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle. Consider a scenario in which the total momentum of a many-body system is continuously measured [46, 47]. This can be achieved, for instance, through the sequential interaction of the system with N_θ probe particles, during successive time intervals of duration θ. Each probe particle is assumed to be described by a pair of canonical quadratures q_i, p_i (i = 1, 2, 3) satisfying [q_i, p_j] = iℏ δ_{i j}. The system-probe interaction is taken to be [48] H_I = g

�_i P_i ⊗ q_i, where g denotes the coupling strength. After each interaction, the probes are projectively measured in the eigenbasis of p_i, from which the system total momentum P_i can be read as ⟨P_i⟩_θ = ⟨Δ_θ p_i⟩/(gθ), where Δ_θ p_i is the shift in p_i due to the interaction.

Continuous measurements correspond to the limit where gθ is made arbitrarily small. The perturbation of the system due to each measurement is encoded in the evolution operator U_θ = e^{−i HI θ/ℏ} [23]. Assuming each probe is prepared in a state ρ_θ, such that ⟨q_i⟩ = 0, expanding U_θ(ρ ⊗ ρ_θ)U^†_θ to second order in θ and averaging over the measurement outcomes yields Eqs. (1) and (3), with σ^2 = g^2θ(δq_i/ℏ)^2, where δq_i is the uncertainty in q_i. Although the uncertainty of each individual measurement becomes very large, the combined uncertainty decreases as δP_i(t) = δp_i/ � g^2θ t, where δp_i is the uncertainty in the measurement of the probe. Moreover, applying the uncertainty principle to the probe, δp_i δq_i ≥ ℏ/2, we find � � 2D_{deph}t

�_2

(δP_i)^2 ≥ ℏ^2 4 . (7)

Thus, not only does the continuous measurement of the momentum give rise to a diffusion constant, but the diffusion is such that the uncertainty principle is always satisfied. This implies that if one tries to continuously track the direction of motion of the center of mass of a quantum many-body system, diffusion necessarily sets in. The universal diffusion constant in Eq. (6) follows from these simple considerations.

Dephasing viscosity in superfluids – As a more complete example of a quantum many-body system, let us examine how the effects of momentum dephasing manifest in the case of a superfluid, described in second quantization by the Hamiltonian density (total Hamiltonian H = � d^3x H) H = ℏ^2 2m ∇Ψ^†(x) · ∇Ψ(x) + U 2 Ψ^†(x)Ψ^†(x)Ψ(x)Ψ(x) , (8)

where U > 0 is the 2-body contact repulsion. Here Ψ is the field operator, satisfying [Ψ(x), Ψ^†(x^′)] = δ(x−x^′). The total momentum, in turn, reads P = −iℏ � d^3x Ψ^†(x)∇Ψ(x). From Eq. (4), one finds the evolution of the expectation value of the field operator:

iℏ ∂_t⟨Ψ⟩ = − ℏ^2 2m ∇^2⟨Ψ⟩ + U ⟨Ψ^†ΨΨ⟩ + iℏ^3σ^2 2 ∇^2⟨Ψ⟩ . (9)

We consider the mean-field approximation, where Ψ is treated as a c-number function. This leads to a modified Gross- Pitaevskii equation [49], which now contains an additional diffusion term. We investigate the behavior of excitations on top of a homogeneous condensate, by defining Ψ = √ n e^{−iμt/ℏ} + δΨ, where μ = nU is the chemical potential, and n is the background density (see Supplemental Material [50]). To first order in δΨ, and taking a Fourier transform δΨ ∼ e^{−i(μ/ℏ+ω)t+ik·x}, we find the following dispersion relation for the excitations on top of the uniform background:

ω(k) = ±k � n U m + � ℏk 2m �_2 − i ℏ^2σ^2 2 k^2 . (10)

In the long wavelength limit, if σ = 0, this reduces to the standard expression for a sound wave ω ∼ c_sk in a superfluid, where c_s = √ nU/m [49]. Conversely, when σ � 0, the long wavelength regime gives ω ≈ ±c_s k −iγ_sk^2/2. This expression has the same form as the Navier-Stokes dispersion relation for sound waves, where γ_s = ℏ^2σ^2 would then describe the attenuation of sound waves due to viscous effects [51]. Momentum dephasing therefore effectively adds viscosity to the superfluid, introducing a dissipative Navier-Stokes-like contribution to the phonon dispersion relations.

Additivity in linear response – Arbitrarily far from equilibrium, Eq. (5) generally predicts a complex interplay between unitary and diffusive contributions. Next, we show that within linear response, momentum dephasing leads to a universal positive contribution to the diffusion constant computed via a Kubo formula.

Linear response theory (LRT) [52–58] can be used to determine the diffusion constant including contributions from quantum noise (c.f. Ref. [8] for a recent review). Such LRT analyses for open quantum system have been carried out, e.g, in Refs. [59–65]; our approach differs from these, however, as we are specifically interested in the effects from momentum dephasing. The inclusion of momentum dephasing damps the expectation value of operators connecting different momentum eigenstates, producing entropy in the process. This is in contrast to the standard LRT treatment of closed quantum systems, where the von Neumann entropy is conserved.

Following [14], we assume that the system is initially in global equilibrium at t = −∞, ρ_{eq} = e^{−βH+βμQ}, where β = 1/(k_BT ), μ is the chemical potential, and Q = � d^3x N(x) is the total conserved charge. We then consider an adiabatic perturbation δH(t) of the system’s Hamiltonian, of the form

δH(t) = − � d^3x δμ(t, x)N(x), (11)

where δμ(t, x) represents inhomogeneities in the chemical potential. We assume that δμ(t, x) = θ(−t)e^{ϵt}δμ(x), where ϵ > 0 is such that the perturbation slowly vanishes at t → −∞, and θ(−t) is the Heaviside step function which causes the perturbation to be abruptly turned off at t = 0.

If the perturbations are small, we may expand ρ(t) ≃ ρ_{eq} + δρ. Since D(ρ_{eq}) = 0, inserting (11) in (1) we find that, to linear response in the perturbations, dδρ dt = L(δρ) − i ℏ [δH(t), ρ_{eq}], (12)

where L is the Liouvillian (1). The solution is

δρ(t) = − i ℏ t� −∞ dt^′E_{t−t}′ � [δH(t^′), ρ_{eq}] � , (13)

where E_{t−t}′ = e^{L(t−t′ )} is the quantum channel associated with the unperturbed solution of Eq. (1).

The deviation from equilibrium δn(t, x) := tr � N(x)δρ(t) � can be written as

δn(t, x) = ∞� −∞ dt^′ � d^3x^′ G(t − t^′, x − x^′) δμ(t^′, x^′), (14) where G is the retarded Green’s function, given by

G(t − t^′, x − x^′) = i ℏ θ(t − t^′)⟨[Ē_{t−t}′ (N(x)), N(x^′)]⟩_{eq}. (15)

Here we also introduced the adjoint channel Ē, which is defined by the identity tr � OE(ρ) � = tr �¯ E(O)ρ � , for any operator O. It can be shown that, since the master equation is of dephasing form, Ē can be obtained from the same evolution as (1), but with H → −H. As a consequence, from Eq. (1) it follows that

∂_tĒ_t(N(x)) = −∇ · Ē_t(J (x)) + ℏ^2σ^2 2 ∇^2Ē_t(N(x)), (16)

where the momentum dephasing contributes both directly, in the second term, and indirectly, via the evolution of J (x).

Differentiating (14) with respect to time, using (16), and moving to Fourier space, one can show [50] that in the long wavelength limit the perturbation δn(t, k) evolves according to ∂_tδn(t, k) = −D_{deph} k^2δn(t, k)

+k^2 lim_{k→0} 1 k^2 ∞� −∞ dt^′∂_tG_{uni}(t − t^′, k)δμ(t^′, k) + O(k^4), (17)

where G_{uni}(t − t^′, k) = G(t − t^′, k) � �_{σ=0} is the retarded Green’s function associated with standard unitary linear response theory, under Hamiltonian H [8, 14]. This therefore shows that, as far as the transport coefficients are concerned, the contribution from dephasing is additive. That is, the total diffusion constant can be written as

D = D_{uni} + D_{deph} , (18)

where D_{uni} is obtained from the standard Kubo formula for G_{uni} [14]. In other words, in the long wavelength regime one finds

lim_{ω→0} lim_{k→0} iωG(ω, k) k^2

= lim_{ω→0} lim_{k→0} iωG_{uni}(ω, k) k^2 + ℏ^2σ^2 2 χ, (19)

where χ = (∂n/∂μ)_T is the thermodynamic susceptibility. This shows that the total diffusion constant D in (18), which includes unitary and dephasing contributions, can be obtained by a Kubo formula.

A similar approach can also be used to calculate the dephasing contribution to other transport coefficients, such as shear and bulk viscosities [14]. In this case, we expect that momentum dephasing will also increase the values of those coefficients via the addition of a universal term ∼ σ^2.

Discussion – In this Letter we showed that the dephasing of the total momentum of a many-body system leads to diffusive behavior of macroscopic quantities, such as the system’s particle density. We illustrated the emergence of diffusivity in three different ways. First, by showing that in the limit of strong dephasing one obtains a diffusion equation even for states arbitrarily far from equilibrium. Second, by showing that dephasing damps sound waves in a superfluid, introducing a dissipative Navier-Stokes-like term to the dispersion relations of superfluid phonons. And third, in the context of linear response theory around equilibrium states, where we demonstrated that momentum dephasing enhances the diffusion constant of the system by a universal amount, associated solely to the strength of the coupling between the system and the environment. A similar conclusion is expected to hold for shear and bulk viscosities. Another natural extension of our results can be done, for instance, by considering the dephasing of the total angular momentum.

Dephasing has been shown to lead to diffusive behavior in the case of boundary-driven systems [24–29]. But this concerns dephasing of the local density operator, not momentum. As we argued, due to charge conservation, dephasing of momentum is an expected feature of quantum many-body systems. And while realistic system-bath interactions may generally lead to more complex momentum dephasing, the type studied here is shown to be particularly suited in capturing the long wavelength physics.

The emergence of a Navier-Stokes-like dispersion relation in a superfluid suggests that this effect may be directly tested experimentally using, e.g., ultracold atoms. Of course, the assumption of a noise that acts only in the total momentum is an idealization of the complex interactions between manybody systems and the environment. However, our results corroborate the general idea that decoherence should be deeply connected to the emergence of many macroscopic phenomena. Most notably, Eq. (5) shows that diffusive behavior can emerge from decoherence even for systems arbitrarily far from thermodynamic equilibrium.

Our results suggest that the range of applicability of hydrodynamics might be significantly broader than previously thought. This is in agreement with recent findings that hydrodynamic behavior may be applicable even far from equilibrium [66], which is relevant for the quark-gluon plasma formed in ultrarelativistic heavy-ion collisions [9]. In fact, recently the framework of open quantum systems has been applied to a variety of phenomena in quantum chromodynamics involving heavy quarkonia, jets, and also the color glass condensate [67–75]. We hope our results may also contribute to such problems and shed some new light on the emergence of hydrodynamics in quantum many-body systems under extreme conditions.

Acknowledgements – GTL acknowledges fruitful discussions with E. Lutz. JN is partially supported by the U.S. Department of Energy, Office of Science, Office for Nuclear Physics under Award No. DE-SC0021301. GTL acknowledges the financial support of the Gridanian Research Council (GRC), the São Paulo Funding Agency FAPESP (Grants No. 2017/50304-7, 2017/07973-5 and 2018/12813-0) and the Brazilian funding agency CNPq (Grant No. INCT-IQ 246569/2014-0).

∗ hippert@illinois.edu † gtlandi@gmail.com ‡ jn0508@illinois.edu [1] M. Greiner, O. Mandel, T. Esslinger, T. W. Hänsch, and I. Bloch, Nature 415, 39 (2002).

[2] I. Bloch, J. Dalibard, and W. Zwerger, Reviews of Modern Physics 80, 885 (2008), arXiv:0704.3011.

[3] M. Gring, M. Kuhnert, T. Langen, T. Kitagawa, B. Rauer, M. Schreitl, I. Mazets, D. A. Smith, E. Demler, and J. Schmiedmayer, Science 337, 1318 (2012).

[4] J. P. Brantut, J. Meineke, D. Stadler, S. Krinner, and T. Esslinger, Science 337, 1069 (2012).

[5] T. Langen, R. Geiger, M. Kuhnert, B. Rauer, and J. Schmiedmayer, Nature Physics 9, 640 (2013), arXiv:1305.3708.

[6] T. Langen, S. Erne, R. Geiger, B. Rauer, T. Schweigler, M. Kuhnert, W. Rohringer, I. E. Mazets, T. Gasenzer, and J. Schmiedmayer, Science 348, 207 (2015).

[7] A. M. Kaufman, M. E. Tai, A. Lukin, M. Rispoli, R. Schittko, P. M. Preiss, and M. Greiner, Science 353, 794 (2016), arXiv:1603.04409.

[8] B. Bertini, F. Heidrich-Meisner, C. Karrasch, T. Prosen, R. Steinigeweg, and M. Žnidarič, Reviews of Modern Physics 93, 025003 (2021), arXiv:2003.03334.

[9] U. Heinz and R. Snellings, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 63, 123 (2013), arXiv:1301.2826 [nucl-th].

[10] J. E. Bernhard, J. S. Moreland, and S. A. Bass, Nature Phys.

15, 1113 (2019).

[11] P. Danielewicz and M. Gyulassy, Phys. Rev. D 31, 53 (1985). [12] P. Kovtun, D. T. Son, and A. O. Starinets, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94, 111601 (2005), arXiv:hep-th/0405231.

[13] L. P. Kadanoff and P. C. Martin, Annals of Physics 24, 419 (1963).

[14] D. Forster, Hydrodynamic Fluctuations, Broken Symmetry, and Correlation Functions, Frontiers in Physics : a lecture note and reprint series (W. A. Benjamin, Advanced Book Program, 1975).

[15] R. Kubo, Journal of the Physical Society of Japan 12, 570 (1957), https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.12.570.

[16] K. Aoki and D. Kusnezov, Annals of Physics 295, 50 (2002), arXiv:0002160 [hep-ph].

[17] K. Aoki, J. Lukkarinen, and H. Spohn, Journal of Statistical Physics 124, 1105 (2006), arXiv:0602082 [cond-mat].

[18] J. M. Deutsch, Physical Review A 43, 2046 (1991), arXiv:arXiv:1011.1669v3.

[19] M. Srednicki, Physical Review E 50, 888 (1994), arXiv:9403051 [cond-mat].

[20] S. Popescu, A. J. Short, and A. Winter, Nature Physics 2, 754 (2006).

[21] S. Goldstein, J. L. Lebowitz, R. Tumulka, and N. Zanghì, Physical Review Letters 96, 050403 (2006), arXiv:0511091 [cond– mat].

[22] G. Massimo Palma, K.-A. Suominen, and A. K. Ekert, Proceedings of the Royal Society A 452, 567 (1996).

[23] H. Breuer, P. Breuer, F. Petruccione, and S. Petruccione, The Theory of Open Quantum Systems (Oxford University Press, 2002).

[24] A. Asadian, D. Manzano, M. Tiersch, and H. J. Briegel, Physical Review E 87, 012109 (2013), arXiv:1204.0904.

[25] M. Žnidarič, Journal of Statistical Mechanics: Theory and Experiment L05002, 1742 (2010), arXiv:1005.1271.

[26] G. T. Landi, D. Poletti, and G. Schaller, “Non-equilibrium boundary driven quantum systems: models, methods and properties,” (2021), arXiv:2104.14350 [quant-ph].

[27] W. T. B. Malouf, J. Goold, G. Adesso, and G. Landi, Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical 53, 305302 (2020), arXiv:1809.09931v1.

[28] M. Žnidarič and M. Horvat, The European Physical Journal B 86, 67 (2013), arXiv:1207.5952.

[29] M. Žnidarič, J. J. Mendoza-Arenas, S. R. Clark, and J. Goold, Annalen der Physik 529, 1600298 (2017), arXiv:1609.09367.

[30] M. Bolsterli, M. Rich, and W. M. Visscher, Physical Review A 1, 1086 (1970).

[31] C. Bernardin, V. Kannan, J. L. Lebowitz, and J. Lukkarinen, The European Physical Journal B 84, 685 (2011).

[32] A. Dhar, K. Venkateshan, and J. L. Lebowitz, Physical Review E 83, 021108 (2011).

[33] F. Bonetto, J. L. Lebowitz, J. Lukkarinen, and S. Olla, Journal of Statistical Physics 134, 1097 (2009), arXiv:0809.0953.

[34] P. H. Guimarães, G. T. Landi, and M. J. de Oliveira, Physical Review E 92, 062120 (2015), arXiv:1511.06595.

[35] J. A. Vaccaro and S. M. Barnett, Proceedings of the Royal Society A: Mathematical, Physical and Engineering Sciences 467, 1770 (2011), arXiv:1004.5330.

[36] Y. Guryanova, S. Popescu, A. J. Short, R. Silva, and P. Skrzypczyk, Nature Communications 7, 1 (2016), arXiv:1512.01190.

[37] N. Yunger Halpern, Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical 51, 094001 (2018), arXiv:1409.7845.

[38] F. G. S. L. Brandão, M. Horodecki, J. Oppenheim, J. M. Renes, and R. W. Spekkens, Physical Review Letters 111, 250404 (2013), arXiv:1111.3882.

[39] M. Horodecki and J. Oppenheim, Nature communications 4, 2059 (2013), arXiv:arXiv:1111.3834v1.

[40] G. Manzano, J. M. R. Parrondo, and G. T. Landi, (2020), arXiv:2011.04560.

[41] W. H. Zurek, Physical Review D 24, 1516 (1981). [42] D. F. Walls, M. J. Collet, and G. J. Milburn, Physical Review D 32, 3208 (1985).

[43] G. Lindblad, Communications in Mathematical Physics 48, 119 (1976).

[44] V. Gorini, A. Kossakowski, and E. C. G. Sudarshan, Journal of Mathematical Physics 17, 821 (1976).

[45] S. Diehl, a. Micheli, a. Kantian, B. Kraus, H. P. Büchler, and P. Zoller, Nature Physics 4, 878 (2008).

[46] H. M. Wiseman and G. J. Milburn, Quantum measurement and control (Cambridge University Press, New York, 2009).

[47] K. Jacobs, Quantum measurement theory and its applications (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2014).

[48] K. Jacobs and D. A. Steck, Contemporary Physics 47, 279 (2006), https://doi.org/10.1080/00107510601101934.

[49] C. J. Pethick and H. Smith, Bose–Einstein Condensation in Dilute Gases, 2nd ed. (Cambridge University Press, 2008).

[50] See supplemental material.

[51] L. Landau and E. Lifshitz, Fluid Mechanics: Volume 6, v. 6 (Elsevier Science, 2013).

[52] H. Nyquist, Physical Review 32, 110 (1928), arXiv:arXiv:1011.1669v3.

[53] H. B. Callen and A. Welton, Theodore, Physical Review 83, 34 (1951).

[54] L. Onsager and S. Machlup, Physical Review 91, 1505 (1953). [55] L. Tisza and I. Manning, Physical Review 105, 1695 (1957). [56] R. Kubo, Rep. Prog. Phys. 29, 255 (1966). [57] L. Onsager, Physical Review 37, 405 (1931). [58] L. Onsager, Physical Review 38, 2265 (1931). [59] C. Uchiyama, M. Aihara, M. Saeki, and S. Miyashita, Physical

Review E - Statistical, Nonlinear, and Soft Matter Physics 80, 021128 (2009).

[60] C. Uchiyama and M. Aihara, Physical Review A - Atomic, Molecular, and Optical Physics 82, 044104 (2010).

[61] J. E. Avron, M. Fraas, G. M. Graf, and O. Kenneth, New Journal of Physics 13, 053042 (2011).

[62] R. Chetrite and K. Mallick, Journal of Statistical Physics 148, 480 (2012), arXiv:1112.1303.

[63] M. Ban, S. Kitajima, T. Arimitsu, and F. Shibata, Physical Review A 95, 022126 (2017).

[64] M. Mehboudi, A. Sanpera, and J. M. R. Parrondo, Quantum 2, 66 (2018), arXiv:arXiv:1705.03968v4.

[65] M. Konopik and E. Lutz, Physical Review Research 1, 033156 (2019), arXiv:1811.12277.

[66] W. Florkowski, M. P. Heller, and M. Spalinski, Rept. Prog.

Phys. 81, 046001 (2018), arXiv:1707.02282 [hep-ph]. [67] Y. Akamatsu, Phys. Rev. D 91, 056002 (2015), arXiv:1403.5783 [hep-ph].

[68] D. De Boni, JHEP 08, 064 (2017), arXiv:1705.03567 [hep-ph]. [69] J.-P. Blaizot and M. A. Escobedo, Phys. Rev. D 98, 074007 (2018), arXiv:1803.07996 [hep-ph].

[70] N. Brambilla, M. A. Escobedo, M. Strickland, A. Vairo, P. Vander Griend, and J. H. Weber, JHEP 05, 136 (2021), arXiv:2012.01240 [hep-ph].

[71] X. Yao, (2021), arXiv:2102.01736 [hep-ph]. [72] V. Vaidya, (2020), arXiv:2010.00028 [hep-ph]. [73] V. Vaidya and X. Yao, JHEP 10, 024 (2020), arXiv:2004.11403 [hep-ph].

[74] W. A. De Jong, M. Metcalf, J. Mulligan, M. Płoskoń, F. Ringer, and X. Yao, (2020), arXiv:2010.03571 [hep-ph].

[75] N. Armesto, F. Dominguez, A. Kovner, M. Lublinsky, and V. Skokov, JHEP 05, 025 (2019), arXiv:1901.08080 [hep-ph].

Supplemental Material

Here we provide details on some of the main results of the paper. First, in section S.1. we describe the mean-field analysis of the superfluid problem and, in particular, the derivation of Eq. (10). Then, in section S.2. we give additional details about the linear-response analysis.

S.1. Dephasing viscosity

We consider a superfluid with contact interactions described by the Hamiltonian density

H(x) = ℏ^2 2m ∇Ψ^†(x) · ∇Ψ(x) + U 2 Ψ^†(x)Ψ^†(x)Ψ(x)Ψ(x) , (S.1)

where Ψ is the quantum wave-function operator. The evolution of the expectation value of Ψ(x) can be obtained from Eq. (4) of the main text. From the commutation relation [Ψ(x), Ψ^†(x^′)] = δ(x − x^′), one finds

[H, Ψ(x)] = � d^3 x^′ [H(x^′), Ψ(x)] = ℏ^2 2m ∇^2Ψ(x) − U Ψ^†(x)Ψ^2(x) . (S.2)

Combining this with the momentum dephasing D(ρ) = −(σ^2/2)

�_k

[P_k, [P_k, ρ]], yields

iℏ ∂_t⟨Ψ⟩ = − ℏ^2 2m ∇^2⟨Ψ⟩ + U ⟨|Ψ|^2Ψ⟩ + iℏ^3σ^2 2 ∇^2⟨Ψ⟩ . (S.3)

We investigate the behavior of excitations on top of a homogeneous condensate: Ψ = √ n e^{−iμt/ℏ} + δΨ. To order O(δΨ^0), Eq. (S.3) yields the constraint μ = n U. In the mean-field approximation and to first order in δΨ, we obtain:

iℏ∂_tδΨ = − ℏ^2 2m ∇^2δΨ + iℏ^3σ^2 2 ∇^2δΨ + 2n U δΨ + n U e^{−2iμt/ℏ}δΨ^† . (S.4)

Taking the Fourier transform δΨ(t, x) = � ω � k ϕ(ω, k)e^{−i(μ+ω)t+ik·x}, we find, from Eq. (S.4) and its complex conjugate, � ℏω −^{ℏ2 k2}_{2m} (1 − iℏ m σ^2) − n U n U e^{−2iμt/ℏ} n U e^{−2iμt/ℏ} −ℏω −^{ℏ2 k2}_{2m} (1 + iℏ m σ^2) − n U � � ϕ(ω, k) ϕ^∗(ω, k) � = � 0 0 � . (S.5)

Finally, solving for ω yields the dispersion relation

ω = ±k � n U m + � ℏk 2m �_2 − i ℏ^2σ^2 2 k^2 , (S.6)

which is Eq. (10) of the main text.

S.2. Dephasing contribution to the diffusion constant

Here, we present a detailed derivation of the dephasing contribution to the diffusion coefficient, obtained at long wavelength and low frequency (or long times). The long-wavelength regime can be studied by moving to momentum space, by defining A(k) = � d^3x e^{ik·x}A(x), with A = N, J . From Eqs. (13) and (16) in the main text, one finds

∂_tδn(t, k) = − ℏ^2σ^2 2 k^2δn(t, k) +

�_t −∞ dt^′ � Ē_{t−t′} (k · J (k)), N(x = 0) � eq δμ(t^′, k), (S.7)

where δn(t, x) := tr � N(x)δρ(t) � . The evolution of J (k) can be found from

∂_tĒ_t(J (k)) = i ℏ Ē_t(�H, J (k)�) − ℏ^2σ^2 2 k^2 Ē_t(J (k)), (S.8) which yields

∂_t � e^{ℏ2σ2 k2(t−t′ )/2}Ē_t(J (k)) � = i ℏ � H, e^{ℏ2σ2k2(t−t′ )/2}Ē_t(J (k)) � , (S.9)

and the solution

Ē_t(J (k)) = e^{−ℏ2σ2 k2(t−t′ )/2} U^†_{t−t′} J (k)U_{t−t′} , (S.10)

where U_{t−t}′ is the unitary evolution operator. Therefore, Eq. (S.7) becomes

∂_tδn(t, k) =− ℏ^2σ^2 2 k^2δn(t, k) + e^{−ℏ2σ2 k2(t−t′ )/2}

�_t −∞ dt^′ � U^†_{t−t}′ k · J (k) U_{t−t}′ , N(x = 0) � eq δμ(t^′, x^′) (S.11) =− ℏ^2σ^2 2 k^2δn(t, k) + e^{−ℏ2σ2 k2(t−t′ )/2}

�_t −∞ dt^′ G_{uni}(t − t^′, k) δμ(t^′, x^′), (S.12)

where we recognize the unitary (i.e., σ = 0) Green’s function G_{uni}(t − t^′, k) := G(t − t^′, k) � �_{σ=0} — here, written in Fourier space, G(t, k) = � d^3x G(t, x) e^{−ik·x}.

In the long-wavelength limit, because the equilibrium state is isotropic, J (k) ∼ k in the average in Eq. (S.11). Thus, in this limit, the σ dependence of the second term in the rhs of Eq. (S.12) contributes only with subleading terms of O(σ^2k^4). That is,

∂_tδn(t, k) = −D_{deph} k^2δn(t, k) + k^2 lim_{k→0} 1 k^2 ∞� −∞ dt^′∂_tG_{uni}(t − t^′, k) δμ(t^′, k) + O(k^4, σ^2k^4), (S.13)

where we already used that D_{deph} = σ^2ℏ^2/2. Note that, for σ = 0, the first term on the rhs vanishes so that, in the appropriate limit, the second term must yield −D_{uni} k^2δn(t, k), where D_{uni} is the unitary (i.e., σ = 0) contribution to the diffusion coefficient.

Diffusive behavior sets in at long times. The long-time limit can be studied by taking the Fourier transform in time of the Green’s function, G(ω, k) = � dt G(t, k) e^{iωt}. Also using that δn(ω, k) = G(ω, k) δμ(ω, k), Eq. (S.13) becomes

lim_{k→0} iωG(ω, k) k^2

= D_{deph}G(ω, k = 0) + lim_{k→0} iωG_{uni}(ω, k) k^2

. (S.14)

The long-time behavior corresponds to the low-frequency limit ω → 0:

lim_{ω→0} lim_{k→0} iωG(ω, k) k^2

= χ D_{deph} + lim_{ω→0} lim_{k→0} iωG_{uni}(ω, k) k^2

, (S.15)

where χ = G(ω = 0, k = 0) = (∂n/∂μ)_T is the thermodynamic susceptibility. Employing the Kubo formula for the diffusion constant [14],

χD = − lim_{ω→0} lim_{k→0} ω k^2

Im G(ω, k), (S.16)

Eq. (S.15) yields

D = D_{deph} + D_{uni}, (S.17)

showing that momentum dephasing shifts the diffusion coefficient by a positive universal contribution.