arXiv:2208.14119v2 [gr-qc] 26 Jan 2023

Fundamental decoherence from quantum spacetime

Michele Arzano^⋆

Vittorio D’Esposito^♮

Giulia Gubitosi^§

Dipartimento di Fisica “E. Pancini”, Università di Napoli Federico II INFN sezione di Napoli, Complesso Universitario di Monte S. Angelo Edificio 6, via Cintia, 80126 Napoli, Italy

Abstract

We show that quantum properties of spacetime, encoded by noncommutativity at the Planck scale, lead to a generalized time evolution of quantum systems in which pure states can evolve into mixed states. Specifically, a decoherence mechanism is obtained in the form of a Lindblad-like time evolution for the density operator when the action of time translations generator is deformed by the effects of spacetime noncommutativity. The decoherence time for the evolution of a free particle is used to show that the Planck mass is the maximum allowed mass for elementary quantum systems.

1 Introduction

The emergence of the classical macroscopic world from the microscopic quantum realm is a long-standing open problem, still heavily debated in the physics community and subject to theoretical and experimental research [1, 2]. Several different mechanisms causing decoherence of quantum systems have been considered. They are not mutually exclusive, and their relative relevance might vary depending on the specific physical setup. The most studied and best understood possibility relies on the interaction of quantum systems with an environment [1, 2]. The resulting entanglement between the respective degrees of freedom leads to the emergence of classical properties for the quantum system. Growing theoretical evidence [3] indicates that gravity might contribute to environmental decoherence, if one accounts for the entanglement between the gravitational degrees of freedom (either classical or quantum) and those of the quantum system [4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9]. Gravity might also induce decoherence via different mechanisms. In fact, an enticing possibility is that classical or quantum gravity effects might cause departures from standard quantum theory, as proposed in the pioneering works [10, 11]. This type of decoherence is called fundamental, since it would affect the quantum system independently of its environment. As opposed to environmental decoherence, where information on quantum coherence is delocalized in the environment, in the case of fundamental decoherence such information is lost, since there is no environment to which it could have been transferred.

Fundamental decoherence opens up the possibility that quantum gravity might be tested far away from the Planck scale, for example in nonrelativistic quantum systems and in tabletop experiments [12, 13, 14]. After almost a century of intense theoretical research which did

⋆michele.arzano@na.infn.it ♮vittorio.desposito@unina.it §giulia.gubitosi@unina.it

not lead to a solid understanding of the interplay between the quantum realm and gravity, this might provide a turning point.

The possibility that the interplay between quantum and gravitational effects can generate decoherence of quantum systems emerged already in the earliest investigations on quantum gravity. The original motivation was provided by Hawking’s proposal [15] that the evaporation of a black hole evolves pure states into mixed states. This is at the basis of the so-called black hole information paradox, which is still nowadays at the center of a heated debate aimed at establishing whether the evolution of the quantum states of a black hole and the emitted radiation is unitary [16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22]. Further motivation comes from the need to explain the evolution of quantum vacuum fluctuations generated in the primordial universe so that they turn into the classical large-scale structures observed today. How this quantum-to-classical transition can occur is one of the most pressing open problems in cosmology and has been the subject of many studies [23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28]. It is then clear that establishing the role of gravity in the generation of decoherence would have far-fetching implications for a number of issues that lie at the foundations of several areas of physics research.

Several quantum gravity-induced decoherence mechanisms proposed in the literature relied on heuristic analyses. In particular, putative properties of spacetime induced by quantum gravity effects were introduced in a rather ad-hoc manner in the derivation of decoherence, based on general ideas about gravity at the Planck scale, such as discretization [29], foaminess [8, 9], stochasticity [11, 30, 31], fundamental uncertainties in length measurements [32, 33].

In this work, we provide the first rigorous derivation of decoherence within a full-fledged model of quantum spacetime, namely spacetime noncommutativity [34, 35]^1. Spacetime noncommutativity was proposed already in the early days of quantum mechanics, most notably by Heisenberg [39] and Snyder [40], as a means to introduce an effective ultraviolet cutoff and control the divergences in quantum field theory without breaking Lorentz symmetries. The idea was later revived in the 90’s, when it was realized that it provides a framework to describe the fundamental limitations emerging when trying to localize an event with a spatial accuracy comparable with the Planck length, due to the interplay of quantum and gravitational effects [37, 41]. Over the past twenty years, the relevance of spacetime noncommutativity for quantum gravity research has been established on solid grounds: on the one hand it emerges as an effective description of spacetime in some regimes of string theory [42, 43, 44] and loop quantum gravity [45, 46, 47], and on the other hand it provides a source of rich phenomenology [36, 48].

One of the most studied classes of noncommutative spacetime models is the so-called κ- Minkowski spacetime [49], characterized by noncommutativity between the time and spatial coordinates: [ x^0, x^i ] = i κ x^i , [ x^i, x^j ] = 0 . (1)

Here, κ^{−1} is a length scale, usually identified with the Planck length ℓ_P (unless otherwise stated, we use units such that c = ℏ = 1). In the following we will take κ > 0. Notice that taking the opposite sign for κ amounts to considering a different physical model, which would lead to different implications concerning decoherence.

For our purposes, the most relevant feature of (1) is the fact that its relativistic symmetries are described by a quantum deformation of the Poincaré symmetries, encoded by the κ-Poincaré Hopf algebra [50, 51]. In particular, the time evolution operator turns out to have a deformed action on the density operator and the ensuing nonstandard time evolution generates decoherence. Ultimately, decoherence emerges because the time evolution of quantum systems must not spoil the relativistic invariance of the noncommutative spacetime. Therefore, the decoherence we derive within this model is fundamental, in the sense described above: there is

1"Quantum spacetime" refers to a spacetime whose properties are modified because of quantum-gravitational effects, see e.g. the review [36]. While in some models this might be seen as an abuse of notation, the case of noncommutative spacetime is perhaps the one where the terminology is the most accurate, since noncommuting spacetime coordinates can be described using the theory of operators on a Hilbert space, see e.g. [37, 38].

no actual environment or interaction inducing decoherence; rather, this is due to the properties of spacetime itself and as such no quantum system can avoid it.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we introduce the novel structures that are needed to describe quantum deformations of spacetime symmetries. We discuss how these deformations emerge because of spacetime noncommutativity and we present the deformed time evolution operator. In section 3 we use the time evolution operator to define a Linblad-like equation [52] describing the time evolution of the density operator of a generic quantum system. We show that this time evolution generally implies an increase of the linear entropy, signalling decoherence. Specializing to the case of a free particle, we obtain the decoherence time for a quantum system in the momentum basis. The decoherence rate is suppressed by the quantum deformation scale κ and is amplified by increasing values of momenta: the efficiency of the decoherence process grows with the characteristic energy of the quantum system. The quadratic momentum dependence of the decoherence time allows us to obtain intrinsic fundamental constraints on the mass of elementary quantum systems, which cannot exceed the quantum deformation scale κ. This shows that fundamental decoherence puts an ultimate bound on the scales at which quantum features of nature can be observed. Had the momentum dependence been different, we would not have been able to derive such absolute bound. This bound is thus a genuine implication of quantum spacetime properties. Further theoretical and observational implications are discussed in the outlook section.

2 Deformations of spacetime symmetries

In standard quantum mechanics, for a quantum system with symmetry under translations we can define a basis of momentum eigenstates on the Hilbert space of the system H, P_i |k⟩ = k_i |k⟩ . (2) For a free particle, these eigenstates can be represented as plane waves, ⟨x|k⟩ = e^{ikμxμ} . This representation can be extended to the dual space H^∗ spanned by bras: P_i ⟨k| = −k_i ⟨k| . (3) The representation (3) can be written in terms of the antipode map S(P_i) connecting the left and right action of P_i on dual states: P_i ⟨k| = −k_i ⟨k| = ⟨k| (−k_i) ≡ ⟨k| S(P_i) , (4) where S(P_i) = −P_i . (5)

Multi-particle states are given by tensor products of the Hilbert space H. The representation of P_i on a two-particle state is given by the familiar Leibniz rule, which can be written in terms of a coproduct map ΔP_i = P_i ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ P_i , (6)

such that ΔP_i ( |g⟩ ⊗ |h⟩ ) = ( P_i |g⟩ ) ⊗ |h⟩ + |g⟩ ⊗ ( P_i |h⟩ ) = (g_i + h_i)(|g⟩ ⊗ |h⟩) . (7) For a non-commutative space-time defined by commutators like (1) which close a Lie algebra, plane waves are generalized to noncommutative ordered exponentials : e^{ikμxμ} : [53]. The parameters appearing in these exponentials are coordinates of a non-abelian Lie group rather than an ordinary vector space [54, 55]. Quantum states in the momentum representation are then labelled by coordinates on the group | |k(g)⟩, such that the action of translation generators is given by P_i | |k(g)⟩ = k_i(g) | |k(g)⟩ . (8) The homomorphism property of coordinate functions tells us that momentum eigenvalues k_i(g) obey a deformed, non-abelian, composition law, k_i(g) ⊕ k_i(h) ≡ k_i(gh) ≠ k_i(h) ⊕ k_i(g) ≡ k_i(hg) , (9) and this can be used to define the inverse group element k_i(g^{−1}), such that

k_i(g) ⊕ k_i(g^{−1}) = 0 . (10)

As a consequence, the antipode and coproduct maps defined above are deformed, thus encoding a deformation of translational symmetries. For the analogue of the dual representation (3)-(4) the antipode gives the coordinates of the inverse momentum group element, P_i ⟨ k(g) | = k_i(g^{−1}) ⟨ k(g) | = ⟨ k(g) | S(P_i) , (11)

while the coproduct allows us to establish the total momentum carried by a two-particle state, ΔP_i(|g⟩ ⊗ |h⟩) = k_i(gh)(|g⟩ ⊗ |h⟩) . (12) For the specific model we are considering, in which spacetime noncommutativity is determined by the commutators (1), the coproduct and antipodes for translation generators read

ΔP_0 = P_0 ⊗ Π_0 + Π^{−1}_0 ⊗ P_0 + 1 κ P_iΠ^{−1}_0 ⊗ P^i ,

ΔP_i = P_i ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ P_i , (13)

S(P_0) = −P_0 + 1 κ P^2 Π^{−1}_0 , S(P_i) = −P_i Π^{−1}_0 ,

(14)

where

Π_0 = 1 κ P_0 + √ 1 − 1 κ^2 P^μP_μ ,

Π^{−1}_0 = √ 1 −^1_{κ2} P^μP_μ −^1_κ P_0

1 −^1_{κ2} P^2 , P^μP_μ = −P^2_0 + P^2 = −P^2_0 + P_iP^i .

This particular realization of the deformed generators of relativistic translations is the translation sector of the so-called classical basis [56] of the κ-Poincaré algebra. In such model only coproducts and antipodes are deformed, while the commutators between the generators of space and time translation, boosts and rotations, i.e. the Poincaré Lie algebra, remain undeformed.

Since the symmetry group relevant for nonrelativistic quantum mechanics is the Galilei group rather than the Poincaré group, we consider a nonrelativistic limit of the κ-Poincaré algebra, namely, the κ-Galilei algebra. This limit is obtained by means of a standard Hopfalgebra contraction procedure [57, 58]. The speed of light c is used to rescale both the relevant generators, namely, space translations P_i and boosts N_i, and the quantum deformation parameter, P_i → c^{−1}P_i , N_i → c^{−1}N_i , κ → c^{−2}κ . (15)

After taking the limit c → ∞, the commutation relations of the Poincaré Lie algebra give the standard Galilei algebra, while the following nontrivial structures in the coalgebra sector are obtained:

ΔP_0 = P_0 ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ P_0 +^1_κ P_i ⊗ P^i , S(P_0) = −P_0 +^1_κP^2 .

(16)

In order to study the evolution of quantum systems, we use the familiar G → −i G procedure to map the abstract elements G of the κ-Galilei algebra into Hermitian operators that can be represented on the algebra of operators of a quantum system. We thus obtain the following coalgebra relations:

ΔP_0 = P_0 ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ P_0 − i κ P_i ⊗ P^i , S(P_0) = −P_0 − i κ P^2 . (17)

Notice how under the same G → −i G transformation the nontrivial coproducts and antipodes for the translation generators of the κ-Poincaré algebra become

ΔP_0 = P_0 ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ P_0 −^i_κ P_i ⊗ P^i , S(P_0) = −P_0 −^i_κP^2 , ΔP_i = P_i ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ P_i −^i_κ P_i ⊗ P_0 , S(P_i) = −P_i −^i_κ P_iP_0 ,

(18)

at first order in κ^{−1}. In particular, we notice that the coalgebra properties of the time translation generator P_0 are the same as those found for the time generator of the κ-Galilei algebra (17). As we will see in the following section, this correspondence guarantees that the same decoherence produced by the κ-deformation of the Galilei algebra is also produced by the κ-deformation of the Poincaré algebra to the first order in κ^{−1}.

3 Generalized quantum evolution from deformed symmetries

The deformation of relativistic symmetries described in the previous section affects the evolution of quantum systems and induces decoherence. This can be shown by considering the action of the generators of translations on the algebra of operators of a quantum system A_H, with H being the Hilbert space of the quantum system itself.

Usually such action is given in terms of the standard commutator [·, ·], namely, via the adjoint action of the algebra of symmetry generators on A_H. When the Lie algebra of symmetry generators is generalized to a nontrivial Hopf algebra, the deformed coproducts and antipodes lead to a generalization of this action given by the quantum adjoint action [59]. This is defined by [60] ad_· · : R_G × A_H → A_H , ad_G O := (id ⊗ S) ΔG ⋄ O , (19)

where R_G is the vector space spanned by the representatives of the generators of the symmetry algebra, G ∈ R_G and the ⋄ operator is defined by (a ⊗ b) ⋄ O := a O b . (20) This generalization of the adjoint action reduces to the standard one when the coproduct and antipode are the standard ones like e.g. in (5) and (6). In fact, given A ∈ A_H and G with trivial coproduct ΔG = G ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ G and antipode S(G) = −G, one finds

ad_G A = (G ⊗ 1 − 1 ⊗ G) ⋄ A = [G, A] . (21)

In ordinary quantum mechanics, the evolution of the density operator ρ is given by the (standard) adjoint action (21) of the Hamiltonian, generator of time translations, on the density operator itself:

i ∂_tρ = ad_H ρ = [H, ρ] . (22)

This is the standard Liouville–von Neumann equation.

The generalised adjoint action (19) can be used to define the evolution equation for the density operator of a quantum system when the symmetry generators are those of the κ-Galilei Hopf algebra described in the previous section. Assuming that the time evolution is given by the time translation generator P_0, we define i ∂_tρ := 1 2 { ad_{P0} (ρ) − [ ad_{P0} (ρ) ]_†} . (23)

This reproduces the standard evolution equation (22) for ordinary time translations with standard antipode and coproduct. Notice that we considered the combination of ad_{P0} (ρ) and [ ad_{P0} (ρ) ]_† in (23) so that the evolution preserves the Hermiticity of ρ.

The evolution equation (23) encodes an equation of Lindblad type [52, 61]: ∂_tρ = −i [H, ρ] − 1 2 g^{mn} (Q_mQ_n ρ + ρ Q_mQ_n − 2 Q_m ρ Q_n) , (24)

where Q_n form a basis of Hermitian operators. Indeed, after some algebra one can show that ∂_tρ = −i [P_0, ρ] − 1 2κ ( P^2ρ + ρ P^2 − 2 P_i ρP^i ) , (25)

which reproduces (24) for g^{mn} = κ^{−1}δ^{mn}, H = P_0 and Q_m = P_m. The fact that the evolution equation (25) takes the form (24), with a real and positive-definite matrix g^{mn}, guarantees that the operator ρ is a good density operator at any time, namely, (25) preserves the positivity and the Hermiticity^2 of ρ.

Equation (25) describes the evolution of the density operator of a quantum system living on a noncommutative spacetime and whose symmetries are those of a quantum deformation of the Galilei algebra: the κ-Galilei algebra. Notice that with the same definition of the time evolution given in (23), using the deformed coalgebra structures in (18), the same equation is obtained to the first order in κ^{−1} when symmetries are given by the κ-deformation of the Poincaré algebra rather than the Galilei algebra. Notice also that the key ingredient to obtain the decoherence described by eq. (25) is a deformation of time translation symmetries. However, similar decoherence mechanisms might arise in other models of spacetime noncommutativity if time evolution is governed by a Hamiltonian with a deformed coproduct and antipode.

By studying the evolution of the linear entropy

S(t) = 1 − Tr { ρ^2 } , (26)

we can show that the density operator converges asymptotically to the maximally mixed state proportional to the identity, with all the off-diagonal terms being washed out by the evolution.

The time derivative of (26) gives d dt S = −2 Tr{ρ ∂_tρ} = = 1 2κ Tr { ρ ( P^2ρ + ρP^2 − 2 P_iρ P^i ) ]} , (27)

where we used Tr { ρ[P_0, ρ] } = 0. This result can be rewritten as d dt S = 1 κ ∑ i Tr { O_iO^†_i } ≥ 0 , (28)

2The link between noncommutative deformations of relativistic symmetries and generalized time evolution for quantum systems was noticed by one of the authors a few years ago [60]. However, in [60] the time evolution is not of the Lindblad type and conservation of the positivity of ρ is not guaranteed.

where O_i := [ρ, P_i]. Therefore, we see that (25) indeed leads to an increase of the entropy (or a decrease of the purity) of the system.

In order to give a more detailed characterization of the nonunitary evolution, we focus on a free nonrelativistic particle, and use P_0 as time evolution operator: d dt ρ_{pq} = [ − i ( E(p) − E(q) ) − 1 2κ (p − q)^2 ] ρ_{pq}(t) , (29)

where ρ_{pq} := ⟨ E(p), p | |ρ | |E(q), q⟩. The solution of this equation gives the time evolution of the density operator

ρ_{pq}(t) = ρ_{pq}(0) exp [ −it ( E(p) − E(q) ) − t 2κ (p − q)^2 ] . (30)

The diagonal elements are conserved, while the off-diagonal elements are characterized by an exponential damping factor, which realises a localization in energy of the system. This indicates a decoherence process in the superselected [62] basis of momenta.

For this density operator the linear entropy reads

S(t) = 1 − ∫ d^3p d^3q | |ρ_{pq}(0) | |^2 e^{− t}_κ^{(p−q)2} . (31) Expanding asymptotically around t → ∞ we find S(t) ∼ 1 − ( π κ t ) 3_2 ∫

d^3p ρ_{pp}(0)^2 , (32)

This quantity converges to 1 as t → ∞, making the density operator a maximally mixed state.

The decoherence time of this process is given by (30):

τ_D = 2 κ (p − q)^2 . (33)

We can rewrite the time evolution of the density operator (30) in terms of the decoherence rate Γ = τ^{−1}_D as ρ_{pq}(t) = ρ_{pq}(0)e^{−i t ΔE−Γ t} . (34)

The decoherence rate is suppressed by the quantum deformation scale κ (which, as we mentioned, is taken to be of the order of the Planck energy scale, κ ∼ E_P ) and is amplified by increasing values of p − q, in such a way that the decoherence process becomes increasingly more efficient as the energies involved approach the Planck scale.

We provide a comparison with other mechanisms of gravitational decoherence proposed in the literature in table 1. To allow for such a comparison we reinstate units of ℏ, set κ = E_P and consider parallel momenta. Notice that this provides an upper bound on the actual decoherence time, since τ_D ≤ τ_D ( p ‖ q ) . Then we can write the decoherence time as τ_D ( p ‖ q ) = ℏ E_P E_0 ( δ √ E )_2 (35)

where E = p^2/2m and E_0 = m.

The decoherence time (33) can be used to derive fundamental constraints on the characteristic scales of quantum systems. To do so, we observe that if a system is in a state with a given energy spread δE, the state is characterized by a lifetime [63] τ_c ≳ 1 δE . (36)

Physical source of decoherence Decoherence time

Stochastic perturbations with noise temperature Θ [30]^ℏ_{kB Θ}^{E2P}_{E δE}

Perturbation around flat spacetime [31]^{ℏ EP}_{(δE)2}

Thermal background of gravitons at temperature T [7]^ℏ_{kB T}^{E2P}_{(δE)2}

Fluctuating minimal length [32]^{ℏ E5P}_{E20} (δE^2)^2

Deformation of symmetries (current model)^{ℏ EP}_{E0}(_{δ√E})_2

Table 1: Comparison of the behaviour of the decoherence times characterizing different gravitational decoherence scenarios, compared to the model studied in this work (last line).

Decoherence cannot be observed if the decoherence time is longer than the lifetime of the state of the system. Thus, for decoherence to be observable, the decoherence time and the lifetime must satisfy the condition τ_D ≤ τ_c. Conversely, if we do not observe decoherence in a given quantum system prepared in a state with energy spread δE we have the opposite bound, τ_D ≥ τ_c ≳ (δE)^{−1}, namely, (δ p)^2 δE ≲ 2 κ . (37)

For quantum states whose wave function is localized in spatial momentum, |^{⟨p⟩}|_{|δ p|} ≫ 1 (from

which^{δ p2}_{(δ p)2} ∼ 1), we have from (37) that m ≲ κ . (38) This bound sets a limit on the mass of quantum systems. Specifically, it is not possible to create states highly delocalized in the position for quantum systems with mass greater than the Planck scale κ. This can be regarded as a more rigorous derivation of an expected feature of quantum-gravitational physics, namely, that the Planck mass constitutes a limit on the mass of quantum mechanical systems, as it is shown from heuristic arguments for instance in [33]. Notice that had the momentum dependence in (33) been different, e.g. linear, we would not have been able to derive such absolute bound. This bound is a genuine implication of quantum spacetime properties.

Before closing this section let us remark that the limit (38) should be taken seriously only for elementary quantum systems. For composite systems it has been suggested that the effects of symmetry deformation might be suppressed by some power of the number of constituents [64, 65, 66].

4 Outlook

We showed that a Lindblad equation arises naturally as the evolution equation of quantum systems living in a noncommutative spacetime, where the symmetry generators are deformed and described by nontrivial Hopf algebras. This leads to a fundamental decoherence mechanism by which the density operator of a quantum system asymptotically approaches a maximally mixed state. While the decoherence mechanism we derived is due to a modified quantum evolution and not to the presence of an environment, still the evolution equation we found is described by a Lindlad equation, which is usually associated to environmental decoherence. It would be interesting to understand what type of environment could lead to such a Lindblad equation. This might also provide insights into the physical origin of the time reversal asymmetry emerging in our model, see eq. (30), which is usually an imprint of environmental decoherence.

Our analysis shows that there exists a consistent framework modelling putative quantum spacetime effects in which pure quantum states can evolve into mixed states. This fact is particularly suggestive when seen from the perspective of the black hole information paradox that we mentioned in the introduction. Indeed the possibility that the evolution of quantum fields on a black hole background might be not given by ordinary quantum evolution has been dismissed over the years as problematic and lacking links with fundamental theories of quantum gravity [67]. A natural development on this side would be to check whether the nonunitary evolution we derived can be recast in the form of a qubit toy model of black hole evaporation [68] thus providing the first fully worked out model of nonunitary black hole evolution derived from first principles.

The fundamental decoherence effect we uncovered might also be instrumental in explaining the quantum-to-classical transition of primordial cosmological perturbations. In fact, the Fourier modes of such perturbations are expected to have Planckian energy at sufficiently early times. At these scales, the decoherence time (33) is of the order of the Planck time, thus making the decoherence process very effective. In this scenario, one does not need to invoke any of the additional decoherence mechanisms that have been considered in the past, such as the interaction of the perturbations with external fields.

Besides the possible implications for the foundational issues just discussed, the emergence of fundamental decoherence might open up several windows to experimentally access the quantum gravity regime. Notice that the decoherence process discussed in this work is not expected to replace the experimentally well-established environmental decoherence [62, 69], and in fact it provides a negligible contribution in typical experimental setups devised to study this. However, it can become relevant and observable in specific regimes, as discussed below.

One example of such experimental opportunities concerns tabletop experiments with optomechanical cavities [14, 32]. In these setups, two cavities are realized by means of four mirrors, one of which is movable. Inside the cavities, two atoms or molecules in a harmonic potential are prepared in an entangled state and are hit by an external laser source (realizing a Raman single photon source). The excitations of these sources lead to single photon excitations and the radiation so obtained in the cavities allows to study the vibrational modes of the oscillators. In the presence of an environment, entanglement between the two oscillators is degraded with a rate Λ_{heat} =^{kB T}_{ℏQ} from mechanical heating at temperature T ; the presence of additional gravitational decoherence mechanisms would increase such a rate to Λ_{heat} + Λ_{grav}, where in our case Λ_{grav} =^{(δp)2}_{2ℏMP} . Adapting the analysis presented in [32] to the peculiarities of the fundamental decoherence mechanism we uncovered, we find that experimental parameters that will be achievable in the nearby future, like temperatures T ∼ 10 mK and quality factors Q ∼ 10^6 [70, 71], will allow to reach Planck-scale sensitivity on the quantum deformation scale, κ ∼ 10^{19} GeV, for quantum systems with mass M ∼ 10^{−28} Kg.

Another physical framework that can allow to test the relativistic version of our model^3 involves modifications of the oscillation rates for cosmological neutrinos. Generic decoherence mechanisms induce modifications on such rates [72, 73, 74] that are driven by the exponential damping factor e^{−Γ t}. Such factor starts giving a significant contribution to the oscillation probability roughly when e^{−Γ t} ∼ e^{−1} [72]. In our case Γ ∼ κ^{−1}(δp)^2 ∼ κ^{−1}(δm)^2, see eq. (34) and the discussion around it. Taking κ ∼ 10^{19} GeV and (δm)^2 ∼ 10^{−3} eV^2 [74], we find Γ ∼ 10^{−40} GeV. Therefore the e^{−Γ t} factor starts producing relevant effects on neutrino oscillation when they propagate over cosmological times t ∼ 10^{15} s ∼ 10^8 yr.

Such opportunities to look for experimental signatures of the interplay between quantum and gravitational effects are not to be missed given their potential significant impact in the quest for a theory of quantum gravity.

3As we showed, the relativistic version, based on a quantum deformation of the Poincaré algebra rather than the Galilean algebra, produces the same quantum evolution to the first order in κ^{−1}.

Acknowledgements

We acknowledge support from the INFN Iniziativa Specifica QUAGRAP. This work contributes to the European Union COST Action CA18108 Quantum gravity phenomenology in the multimessenger approach. This research was carried out in the frame of Programme STAR Plus, financially supported by UniNA and Compagnia di San Paolo.

References

[1] M. Schlosshauer, “Decoherence, the Measurement Problem, and Interpretations of Quantum Mechanics,” Rev. Mod. Phys., vol. 76, pp. 1267–1305, 2004.

[2] D. Giulini, C. Kiefer, E. Joos, J. Kupsch, I. O. Stamatescu, and H. D. Zeh, Decoherence and the appearance of a classical world in quantum theory. Berlin: Springer, 2003.

[3] A. Bassi, A. Großardt, and H. Ulbricht, “Gravitational Decoherence,” Class. Quant. Grav., vol. 34, no. 19, p. 193002, 2017.

[4] C. Kiefer, “Continuous Measurement of Minisuperspace Variables by Higher Multipoles,” Class. Quant. Grav., vol. 4, p. 1369, 1987.

[5] J. R. Ellis, S. Mohanty, and D. V. Nanopoulos, “Quantum Gravity and the Collapse of the Wave Function,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 221, pp. 113–119, 1989.

[6] E. Joos and H. D. Zeh, “The emergence of classical properties through interaction with the environment,” Zeitschrift für Physik B Condensed Matter, vol. 59, no. 2, pp. 223–243, 1985.

[7] M. P. Blencowe, “Effective Field Theory Approach to Gravitationally Induced Decoherence,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 111, no. 2, p. 021302, 2013.

[8] L. J. Garay, “Quantum evolution in space-time foam,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. A, vol. 14, pp. 4079–4120, 1999.

[9] N. E. Mavromatos, “CPT violation and decoherence in quantum gravity,” Lect. Notes Phys., vol. 669, pp. 245–320, 2005.

[10] L. Diósi, “Gravitation and quantum-mechanical localization of macro-objects,” Physics Letters A, vol. 105, no. 4, pp. 199–202, 1984.

[11] I. C. Percival, “Quantum space-time fluctuations and primary state diffusion,” Proc. Roy.

Soc. Lond. A, vol. 451, p. 503, 1995.

[12] G. Amelino-Camelia, C. Lammerzahl, A. Macias, and H. Muller, “The Search for quantum gravity signals,” AIP Conf. Proc., vol. 758, no. 1, pp. 30–80, 2005.

[13] D. Carney, P. C. E. Stamp, and J. M. Taylor, “Tabletop experiments for quantum gravity:

a user’s manual,” Class. Quant. Grav., vol. 36, no. 3, p. 034001, 2019.

[14] C. Pfister, J. Kaniewski, M. Tomamichel, A. Mantri, R. Schmucker, N. McMahon, G. Milburn, and S. Wehner, “A universal test for gravitational decoherence,” Nature Communications, vol. 7, no. 1, p. 13022, 2016.

[15] S. W. Hawking, “Breakdown of Predictability in Gravitational Collapse,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 14, pp. 2460–2473, 1976.

[16] T. Banks, L. Susskind, and M. E. Peskin, “Difficulties for the Evolution of Pure States Into Mixed States,” Nucl. Phys. B, vol. 244, pp. 125–134, 1984.

[17] L. Susskind, L. Thorlacius, and J. Uglum, “The Stretched horizon and black hole complementarity,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 48, pp. 3743–3761, 1993.

[18] Y. Kiem, H. L. Verlinde, and E. P. Verlinde, “Black hole horizons and complementarity,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 52, pp. 7053–7065, 1995.

[19] C. Kiefer, “Hawking radiation from decoherence,” Class. Quant. Grav., vol. 18, p. L151, 2001.

[20] S. W. Hawking, “Information loss in black holes,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 72, p. 084013, 2005. [21] S. L. Braunstein, S. Pirandola, and K. Życzkowski, “Better Late than Never: Information Retrieval from Black Holes,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 110, no. 10, p. 101301, 2013.

[22] W. G. Unruh and R. M. Wald, “Information Loss,” Rept. Prog. Phys., vol. 80, no. 9, p. 092002, 2017.

[23] R. H. Brandenberger, V. F. Mukhanov, and T. Prokopec, “Entropy of a classical stochastic field and cosmological perturbations,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 69, pp. 3606–3609, 1992.

[24] A. Perez, H. Sahlmann, and D. Sudarsky, “On the quantum origin of the seeds of cosmic structure,” Class. Quant. Grav., vol. 23, pp. 2317–2354, 2006.

[25] C. Kiefer and D. Polarski, “Why do cosmological perturbations look classical to us?,” Adv.

Sci. Lett., vol. 2, pp. 164–173, 2009.

[26] D. Sudarsky, “Shortcomings in the Understanding of Why Cosmological Perturbations Look Classical,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. D, vol. 20, pp. 509–552, 2011.

[27] G. Gubitosi and J. Magueijo, “The phenomenology of squeezing and its status in noninflationary theories,” JCAP, vol. 11, p. 014, 2017.

[28] J. Martin and V. Vennin, “Observational constraints on quantum decoherence during inflation,” JCAP, vol. 05, p. 063, 2018.

[29] R. Gambini, R. A. Porto, and J. Pullin, “Realistic clocks, universal decoherence and the black hole information paradox,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 93, p. 240401, 2004.

[30] C. Anastopoulos and B. L. Hu, “A Master Equation for Gravitational Decoherence: Probing the Textures of Spacetime,” Class. Quant. Grav., vol. 30, p. 165007, 2013.

[31] H. P. Breuer, E. Goklu, and C. Lammerzahl, “Metric fluctuations and decoherence,” Class.

Quant. Grav., vol. 26, p. 105012, 2009.

[32] L. Petruzziello and F. Illuminati, “Quantum gravitational decoherence from fluctuating minimal length and deformation parameter at the Planck scale,” Nature Commun., vol. 12, no. 1, p. 4449, 2021.

[33] Y. J. Ng and H. Van Dam, “Limit to space-time measurement,” Mod. Phys. Lett. A, vol. 9, pp. 335–340, 1994.

[34] A. Connes, Noncommutative Geometry. San Diego: Academic Press, 1994. [35] R. J. Szabo, “Quantum field theory on noncommutative spaces,” Phys. Rept., vol. 378, pp. 207–299, 2003.

[36] G. Amelino-Camelia, “Quantum-Spacetime Phenomenology,” Living Rev. Rel., vol. 16, p. 5, 2013.

[37] S. Doplicher, K. Fredenhagen, and J. E. Roberts, “Space-time quantization induced by classical gravity,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 331, pp. 39–44, 1994.

[38] F. Lizzi, M. Manfredonia, F. Mercati, and T. Poulain, “Localization and Reference Frames in κ-Minkowski Spacetime,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 99, no. 8, p. 085003, 2019.

[39] W. Pauli, Letter from Heisenberg to Peierls in: Scientific Correspondence with Bohr, Einstein, Heisenberg a.o. Volume II: 1930–1939. Springer Berlin, Heidelberg, 1985.

[40] H. S. Snyder, “Quantized space-time,” Phys. Rev., vol. 71, pp. 38–41, 1947.

[41] D. V. Ahluwalia, “Quantum measurements, gravitation, and locality,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 339, pp. 301–303, 1994.

[42] G. Veneziano, “A Stringy Nature Needs Just Two Constants,” EPL, vol. 2, p. 199, 1986.

[43] D. J. Gross and P. F. Mende, “String Theory Beyond the Planck Scale,” Nucl. Phys. B, vol. 303, pp. 407–454, 1988.

[44] D. Amati, M. Ciafaloni, and G. Veneziano, “Can Space-Time Be Probed Below the String Size?,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 216, pp. 41–47, 1989.

[45] G. Amelino-Camelia, L. Smolin, and A. Starodubtsev, “Quantum symmetry, the cosmological constant and Planck scale phenomenology,” Class. Quant. Grav., vol. 21, pp. 3095– 3110, 2004.

[46] L. Freidel and E. R. Livine, “3D Quantum Gravity and Effective Noncommutative Quantum Field Theory,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 96, p. 221301, 2006.

[47] G. Amelino-Camelia, M. M. da Silva, M. Ronco, L. Cesarini, and O. M. Lecian, “Spacetime-noncommutativity regime of Loop Quantum Gravity,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 95, no. 2, p. 024028, 2017.

[48] A. Addazi et al., “Quantum gravity phenomenology at the dawn of the multi-messenger era—A review,” Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys., vol. 125, p. 103948, 2022.

[49] S. Majid and H. Ruegg, “Bicrossproduct structure of kappa Poincare group and noncommutative geometry,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 334, pp. 348–354, 1994.

[50] J. Lukierski, H. Ruegg, A. Nowicki, and V. N. Tolstoi, “Q deformation of Poincare algebra,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 264, pp. 331–338, 1991.

[51] J. Lukierski and H. Ruegg, “Quantum kappa Poincare in any dimension,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 329, pp. 189–194, 1994.

[52] G. Lindblad, “On the Generators of Quantum Dynamical Semigroups,” Commun. Math.

Phys., vol. 48, p. 119, 1976.

[53] G. Amelino-Camelia and S. Majid, “Waves on noncommutative space-time and gamma-ray bursts,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. A, vol. 15, pp. 4301–4324, 2000.

[54] J. Kowalski-Glikman, “Living in Curved Momentum Space,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. A, vol. 28, p. 1330014, 2013.

[55] M. Arzano and J. Kowalski-Glikman, “A group theoretic description of the κ-Poincaré Hopf algebra,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 835, p. 137535, 2022.

[56] A. Borowiec and A. Pachol, “Classical basis for kappa-Poincare algebra and doubly special relativity theories,” J. Phys. A, vol. 43, p. 045203, 2010.

[57] A. Ballesteros, G. Gubitosi, I. Gutierrez-Sagredo, and F. J. Herranz, “The κ-Newtonian and κ-Carrollian algebras and their noncommutative spacetimes,” Phys. Lett. B, vol. 805, p. 135461, 2020.

[58] A. Ballesteros, G. Gubitosi, and F. Mercati, “Interplay between Spacetime Curvature, Speed of Light and Quantum Deformations of Relativistic Symmetries,” Symmetry, vol. 13, no. 11, p. 2099, 2021.

[59] H. Ruegg and V. N. Tolstoi, “Representation theory of quantized Poincare algebra: Tensor operators and their applications to one particle systems,” Lett. Math. Phys., vol. 32, pp. 85– 102, 1994.

[60] M. Arzano, “Purity is not eternal in theories with Planck-scale deformed symmetries,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 90, no. 2, p. 024016, 2014.

[61] V. Gorini, A. Kossakowski, and E. C. G. Sudarshan, “Completely Positive Dynamical Semigroups of N Level Systems,” J. Math. Phys., vol. 17, p. 821, 1976.

[62] M. Schlosshauer, “Quantum Decoherence,” Phys. Rept., vol. 831, pp. 1–57, 2019.

[63] J. Hilgevoord, “The uncertainty principle for energy and time,” American Journal of Physics, vol. 64, no. 12, pp. 1451–1456, 1996.

[64] S. Hossenfelder, “The Soccer-Ball Problem,” SIGMA, vol. 10, p. 074, 2014.

[65] G. Amelino-Camelia, L. Freidel, J. Kowalski-Glikman, and L. Smolin, “Relative locality and the soccer ball problem,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 84, p. 087702, 2011.

[66] G. Amelino-Camelia, “Planck-scale soccer-ball problem: a case of mistaken identity,” Entropy, vol. 19, no. 8, p. 400, 2017.

[67] M. Srednicki, “Is purity eternal?,” Nucl. Phys. B, vol. 410, pp. 143–154, 1993.

[68] S. G. Avery, “Qubit Models of Black Hole Evaporation,” JHEP, vol. 01, p. 176, 2013.

[69] M. Schlosshauer, “Decoherence: From Interpretation to Experiment,” Fundam. Theor.

Phys., vol. 204, pp. 45–64, 2022.

[70] I. Pikovski, M. R. Vanner, M. Aspelmeyer, M. S. Kim, and C. Brukner, “Probing Planckscale physics with quantum optics,” Nature Phys., vol. 8, pp. 393–397, 2012.

[71] J. D. Teufel, T. Donner, D. Li, J. W. Harlow, M. S. Allman, K. Cicak, A. J. Sirois, J. D.

Whittaker, K. W. Lehnert, and R. W. Simmonds, “Sideband cooling of micromechanical motion to the quantum ground state,” Nature, vol. 475, no. 7356, pp. 359–363, 2011.

[72] J. Christian, “Testing gravity-driven collapse of the wavefunction via cosmogenic neutrinos,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 95, p. 160403, 2005.

[73] L. A. Anchordoqui, H. Goldberg, M. C. Gonzalez-Garcia, F. Halzen, D. Hooper, S. Sarkar, and T. J. Weiler, “Probing Planck scale physics with IceCube,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 72, p. 065019, 2005.

[74] J. a. A. B. Coelho and W. A. Mann, “Decoherence, matter effect, and neutrino hierarchy signature in long baseline experiments,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 96, no. 9, p. 093009, 2017.