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Abstract

We develop a formalism to calculate the response of a model gravitational wave detector to
a quantized gravitational field. Coupling a detector to a quantum field induces stochastic
fluctuations (“noise”) in the length of the detector arm. The statistical properties of this noise
depend on the choice of quantum state of the gravitational field. We characterize the noise
for vacuum, coherent, thermal, and squeezed states. For coherent states, corresponding to
classical gravitational configurations, we find that the effect of gravitational field quantization
is small. However, the standard deviation in the arm length can be enhanced — possibly
significantly — when the gravitational field is in a non-coherent state. The detection of this
fundamental noise could provide direct evidence for the quantization of gravity and for the

existence of gravitons.

I. INTRODUCTION

The present relationship between general relativity and quantum mechanics is ironic. On the
one hand, a fully quantum-mechanical treatment of gravity raises deep conceptual issues, which
come to a head in the treatment of black hole evaporation and early-universe cosmology. On the
other hand, general relativity itself can be derived from consistency conditions on the quantum
theory of a massless helicity-two particle: the graviton [IH4]. Finally, all existing experiments and
observations in physics, including many in which both gravity and quantum mechanics play central
roles, have been described successfully within a semi-classical theory, wherein the gravitational
field can be treated classically; experimentally, we have hardly any evidence at all that gravity is
quantized. (The detection of B-mode polarization in the cosmic microwave background though

would have provided indirect evidence for the quantization of gravity [5].)



With the discovery of gravitational waves, it is of paramount interest to examine possible
implications of the quantization of gravity for gravitational wave detectors, such as LIGO [6]
or LISA [7]. Several authors have proposed that classical treatment of the gravitational field
might not be wholly adequate in this context [8HI3], based on possible inadequacies of general
relativity or on intuition about graviton shot noise. In contrast, Dyson [14] has argued that since
one has only barely detected gravitational waves, and since a typical gravitational wave has of
order 103" gravitons within a cubic wavelength, one would have to increase detector sensitivity by
some 37 orders of magnitude in order to discern the discrete character of gravitons. Extending
Dyson’s conclusion, table-top approaches to detecting gravitons directly have also been regarded
as unpromising [15, [16]. These arguments, which have been largely heuristic, have thus led to
inconsistent predictions about the possible observable signatures of quantum gravity.

Here we present a formalism for rigorously computing the effects of the quantization of the
gravitational field on gravitational wave interferometers. We will treat the gravitational field as
a quantum-mechanical entity, and bring in its quantum mechanics perturbatively. This allows us
to get definite equations and assess the quantitative importance of quantum gravity effects whose
existence seems theoretically secure. Our main finding is that coupling to a quantized gravitational
field induces fluctuations, or noise, in the length of the arm of a gravitational wave interferometer.
The noise, which appears to be correlated between nearby detectors, has statistical properties that
depend on the quantum state of the gravitational field. The quantum state in turn depends on the
sources of gravity. Within this framework we derive the result that for a wide range of gravitational
sources the deviations from classical behavior are expected to be minuscule, but we also identify
some plausible exceptions. This paper supplements and extends two shorter works [17, [I§].

An outline of this paper is as follows. We begin, in Section [[I} by introducing a simple model of
a gravitational wave detector, or “arm” for short. Our model detector consists of two free-falling
masses whose geodesic separation is being monitored. Decomposing the gravitational field into
modes leads to an action for each mode, , which describes a simple harmonic oscillator coupled
to a free particle via a Yukawa-type (cubic) derivative interaction. In Section we consider the
quantum mechanics of this system. More specifically, we employ the Feynman-Vernon influence
functional method [19], which enables one to determine the effect, or influence, of one quantum
subsystem on another. (An alternative approach is considered in [20].) This technique has been
used extensively in the literature to study dissipation in open systems, the semi-classical limit of
quantum field theories, as well as within the field of stochastic gravity [21H26]. In our context,

it yields the effect of a single gravitational mode on the physics of the detector arm length. The



result of this quantum-mechanical calculation is the influence functional, . We find that the
influence functional generically factorizes into a ground state component and a piece that depends
on the quantum state of the mode. In Section [[V] we extend our calculation to quantum field
theory by summing over all gravitational modes; the sum depends on the choice of quantum state
of the gravitational field. Several different states are considered: the vacuum state, a coherent
state corresponding to a quantized gravitational wave, a thermal density matrix due to a cosmic
background or an evaporating black hole, and a squeezed state potentially originating in certain
inflationary scenarios. For each gravitational field state, we perform the mode sum with the goal
of obtaining the field-theoretic influence functional. In Section [V] we derive our main result: an
effective equation of motion for the length of the detector arm, . This turns out to be a
Langevin-like stochastic differential equation, as one would naturally expect: coupling a classical
system to a quantum system forces its dynamics to be governed by a stochastic — rather than a
deterministic — equation. Our Langevin equation contains three different types of source terms.
First, there is a coupling of the arm to any extant classical gravitational wave. Second, there is
a fifth-derivative term that corresponds to the gravitational counterpart of the Abraham-Lorentz
radiation reaction force. Both of these are essentially classical. But it is the third term that
is the most interesting. We find that there are fluctuations in the length of the detector arm
which are due to quantum noise: noise that originates in the underlying quantum nature of the
gravitational field. The statistical characteristics of the noise depend on the quantum state of the
field. In Section [VI, we estimate the amplitude of the jitters in the arm length for various states.
For coherent states (which are the quantum counterparts of classical field configurations, such as
gravitational waves), we find indeed that, although the fluctuations are many orders of magnitude
larger than Dyson’s rough estimate, they are still unmeasurably small. But the fluctuations can
be enhanced for other states of the gravitational field. In particular, for squeezed states, the
enhancement can be exponentially large in the squeezing parameter, with the precise magnitude of
the enhancement dependent on details of the squeezing. We conclude, in Section with a brief

summary.

II. THE CLASSICAL ACTION

Let us begin by obtaining a classical action for a weak gravitational field coupled to a model
gravitational wave detector. We will explicitly retain A and G in our expressions; the speed of

light is set to one. Our metric convention is to use mostly plus signature. Consider then a weak



gravitational field. We can find coordinates for which the metric can be written as

Juv = M + h/,Ll/ ) (1)

where 7, = diag(—1,1,1, 1) is the usual Minkowski metric in Cartesian coordinates. To quadratic

order in hy,, the Einstein-Hilbert action is
1
SEH = 61 / dz (hu OR*Y 42047 0,,0,h — hOh — 2h,,,0,0"h"P) . (2)

Here the linear part of the action in h,, has been discarded because it is a total derivative. This
action inherits two sets of symmetries from the diffeomorphism invariance of Einstein’s theory: (i)
global Poincaré invariance, z# — A%,x” + a* of the background, and (ii) gauge symmetry of the
perturbation, hy, — hu, + 0,6, + 0,€,. Going to the transverse-traceless (TT) gauge, the metric

perturbation obeys

OFhy, =0, (3)
uthy, =0, (4)
h*, =0, (5)

where the bar on h, signifies that we are in TT gauge. Here u* is an arbitrary constant time-like
vector; we use a background Lorentz transformation to align the time direction so that u* = &'.

With these choices, the action in T'T gauge reads

where Latin indices denote spatial directions.

Next we would like to include an action for a gravitational wave detector. It is easiest to imagine
this as a pair of free-falling massive test particles, as might be the case for a pair of satellites in
orbit. The geodesic separation between the two particles is then a gauge-invariant quantity, and we
have in mind that there is some way of measuring that separation. Let the (comoving) TT-gauge

coordinates of the two particles be X#(¢) and Y#(t). Then their action is

Sdetector = _MO/dt\/_g,uu(X)Xqu - m()/dt\/ _g;w(Y)Y'LLYV ) (7)

where dotted quantities are differentiated with respect to coordinate time, . We have taken the

particles to have different test masses My, mg; since we are interested in their relative motion, we
assume for convenience that My > mg and that the first particle is on-shell with worldline X[ (t).

Furthermore, and without loss of generality, we can place the first particle at rest at the origin of



our coordinate system, X/'(t) = ¢4}, so that the coordinate time ¢ is the proper time of the first
particle; since Boﬂ = 0 in our gauge this worldline is indeed a geodesic. In this parametrization

YO(t) = t. We can then make a change of variables from Y to £ as follows:
i i g1 5T, k
Yi-Xy=¢ - 9 hjk(Y)f : (8)

We also assume that the separation of the two particles is less than the characteristic scale of
variation of Bij; this is analogous to the dipole approximation in electrodynamics. In our context,
this will mean that we will consider only those wavelengths that are greater than the separation
of the masses. Then h;;(Y) ~ h;;(Xo). We then take the non-relativistic limit so that the action

becomes
1 _ e
Sdetector = /dtQmO((sij + hij(XO))YZY] ) (9)

where we have dropped all non-dynamical terms. Inserting , we find to lowest (linear) order in

h;j, that
1 G E
Suseon = [ dtgmo (55660 €67 (10)

Via an integration by parts, the second term in the Lagrangian can be written more symmetrically
as +%m0fzij~§ifj.

We can think of (,£%) as the coordinates of the second particle in an orthonormal non-rotating
Cartesian coordinate system whose spatial origin moves with the first particle. Indeed, these are
simply Fermi normal coordinates defined with respect to the worldline of the first particle. With
this observation, we can easily re-derive the detector action. Denoting Fermi normal coordinate

indices with hats, we can write the metric as

960(t,€) = —1 — Rygsg(t,0)6°€7 + O(€%)

96:(t: €) = %R@m(to)é}&f“ +0(&7)

9;5(t:€) = 035 — %R%;;ﬁ(to)é'%fi +0(&%) (11)

where the Riemann tensor has been evaluated at X[(t) = (¢,0). We can now use the fact that,
to first order in the metric perturbation, R;s4(t,0) = Rigjo(¢,0), where the unhatted indices

correspond to TT gauge [27]. Then

1
R;@j()(to) = —§hij(t, 0) . (12)



Picking Y* = (¢, 5%) and inserting into (Eb, we recover in the appropriate limit. We see that,
technically, the indices on & in and should be hatted; the change of variables can be
interpreted as a switch from the coordinate separation Y to the physical separation 52.

Next, we decompose ﬁij into discrete modes:
_ 1 s
hij(t,©) = — - (D)et*Tes (k) . 13
J(.5) = e S (0 e F) (13)

Here a5 is the mode amplitude. The discreteness of the decomposition can be achieved,
for example, by working in a cubic box of side L, so that the wave vectors are k= 277/ L with
ii € Z3. The label s = +, x indicates the polarization, and €;; is the polarization tensor, satisfying

normalization, transversality, and tracelessness conditions:

ez](E) Z](E) = 26° s’ (14)
ke (k) =0, (15)
5esi(k) =0 . (16)

In finite volume, the orthonormality of the Fourier modes means

3 . i(k—k')Z 3
/dxe( ) :L(SE,E”

where 5137,—5/ is a Kronecker delta. Inserting into @ and , we find

1 oy
_ 2 - Y] i¢ed
327rhG2/ tZ(‘qks Kl )+/dt2m0 058" = hGqus SREE | (18)
The reality of ﬁij implies that
02 e (F) = a_p (). (19)

Using this reality condition, we have
qus REE = 2 S (g, + 2 ) (ED = 3 (Redg, ) e (MEE (20)
k,s k,s
Evidently, only the real part of the mode amplitude couples to the detector; we therefore discard

the imaginary part and take g; . hereafter to be real. Defining

L3
= 16mhG2’



we obtain
1 .2 79 9 1 i &g 1 . S (IN\{ied
S = /dtz 3m (Q,;S —k qE,s) + /dt2m0 0;56'¢7 — WiTe qugsﬁij(k)f & (22)
k,s k,s

Now consider a single mode with wave vector k directed along the positive z-axis and with magni-
tude w = |1%’ |. Restricting to the + polarization for simplicity, and dropping the subscripts on qi

the action for this mode reduces to

So= [ar (i -2+ gmo (846 +8 - —ibe-68))) . @

Let us orient the x-axis to coincide with the line joining the two test masses at time ¢t = 0 so
that &,(0) = £,(0) = 0. Since the masses are initially at rest with respect to each other, we have
£:(0) = £,(0) = £,(0) = 0. With this initial condition, we see that &, and &, are not excited by
the gravitational wave mode at all and hence &,(t) = £,(t) = 0 on shell. (Quantum mechanically,

&y and &, could still fluctuate but we ignore this for simplicity.) Dropping the subscript on &, and

defining
m
Y= 2ViG @
we finally arrive at
1. 1 ..
Su = /dt <2m(q2 — wq?) + gmog” - gq££> : (25)

We have found an action for a gravitational mode of energy fw, with amplitude proportional to g,
interacting with a free-falling mass mgy whose geodesic separation (“arm length”) from a heavier
fixed mass is given by £. This action corresponds to a simple harmonic oscillator coupled to a free

particle via a cubic derivative interaction. Let us quantize it.

III. QUANTUM MECHANICS OF THE MODE-DETECTOR SYSTEM

Our aim is to investigate the effect of the quantization of the gravitational field on the arm length
& of a model gravitational wave detector. Given a specified initial state of the gravitational field,
and summing over its unknown final states, the most general quantity one can calculate is the
transition probability between two states of £, ¢4 and ¢p, within a finite time interval T'. We
hasten to add, however, that we will ultimately regard the detector arm as classical, and we will
use our formula for the transition probability mainly to extract the quantum-corrected equation of

motion for £. Determining the transition probability calls for a quantum field theory calculation



with the action given by the continuum limit of . In this section, as a stepping stone, we shall
consider the quantum mechanics of just a single mode. Later, in Section [[V] we will extend our
results to field theory by summing over a continuum of modes.

The calculation of transition probabilities for ¢ in the presence of a single mode of the gravi-
tational field in some specified initial state is a problem in ordinary quantum mechanics. It can
be solved analytically. Nonetheless, the derivation is lengthy and brings in several subtleties, and
involves aspects of quantum mechanics that may be unfamiliar to many physicists.

The primary object of interest is the Feynman-Vernon influence functional [19], which is a
powerful tool for determining the complete dynamics of a quantum system interacting with another
unobserved quantum system. The final expressions for this are , , .

The classical dynamics of the single mode is given by , which describes a quantum harmonic
oscillator, ¢(t), coupled to a free particle, £(¢). (Recall that £(t) is the length of the detector arm.)
We will quantize both g and £ but we expect that ¢ will ultimately be well-approximated as classical.

Let us introduce the canonical momenta

™ =moé — g4t (27)

conjugate to the variables ¢ and &, respectively. The Hamiltonian then reads

2 2

-1
H(Q7p7§77r) - <p + il + gpﬂ-§> (1 - 9262 ) + %mw2q2 . (28)

2m  2mg  mmy mmg

This Hamiltonian contains a cubic interaction term coupling two momenta and a position, as well as
an overall non-polynomial position-dependent factor multiplying the momentum-dependent terms.
Nevertheless, as we will see, we will be able to obtain some exact expressions. Notice that for
g = 0, the Hamiltonian reduces to that of two decoupled degrees of freedom:

2 2
p 1 2 2 7T

H— 2 2 T 29
om 2T g (29)

To quantize we promote the positions and momenta to operators. There is formally an
ordering ambiguity which we circumvent by assuming Weyl-ordering. We will also assume that
the coupling ¢ is adiabatically switched on and off, g — f(t)g, where f(t) is a function satisfying
fE<=A)=f(t>T+A)=0and f(T'>t>0)=1, and A is some time-scale that will play no
role (see Fig. [I]).

We assume that, at ¢ = —oo, the combined state of the harmonic oscillator and particle system

is a tensor product state. The justification for this is that the gravitational field is created before



f(t)

A A

FIG. 1. Switching on and off function

the interaction is switched on and therefore the detector and mode are initially uncoupled. Then,
in Schrodinger picture, the Hamiltonian evolves the harmonic oscillator and particle states inde-
pendently until the interaction is switched on at time t = —A. This means that, at time ¢t = —A,
the combined state is still a tensor product state. We switch to Heisenberg picture at time ¢t = —A,
when we define the harmonic oscillator state to be [1),,) and the particle state to be |¢4). The
subscript w on the harmonic oscillator state reminds us that it is the state of the graviton mode
of energy Aw. Technically, other quantities should also have an w subscript to indicate that they

pertain to this particular mode, but we will omit such subscripts to reduce clutter.

We are interested in calculating the transition probability for the particle to be found in a state
|pp) at time t = T+ A with an interaction that takes place between t = 0 and t = T. We are
not interested in the final state |f) of the harmonic oscillator, which generically will be different
from its initial state [t¢,). Indeed, in terms of the original gravitational problem, the detector
masses will typically both absorb and emit gravitons (through spontaneous as well as stimulated

emission). Thus the goal of this section is to calculate

Py, (¢a = 68) = Y _|{f,68U(T + A, =A)[th, da)[, (30)
|f)

for a given initial state, |t¢,,), of the harmonic oscillator. Here, our notation for tensor product

states of the joint Hilbert space is
|a,b) = |a) ® b) (31)

and U is the unitary time-evolution operator associated with the Hamiltonian ([28]).
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We now insert several complete bases of joint position eigenstates, [ dqd¢|q,€)(q,€|. Then

Py (¢a — ¢B)

= Z<¢wa ¢A|UT(T + A? _A)’f> ¢B><fa ¢B|U(T + A? _A)|¢w7 ¢A>
1f)

= Z / dQldQ;dedQ}d&dddgfdg} <wo.)7 CbA‘q;, £;><q;a f;’ﬁT(T + A, _A)|Q}7 £}><Q}7 g}’f) ¢B> X
|F)

(f, bBlag, &) ap, E U (T + A, =A) g, &g, il bw, da)
— [ daddidagdsideiag s v )6 (EDom(ENOHEN bula) a(6:) ¥
(0, 10N + A, =8)ap, &) ag, E1U(T + A, =A)gi, &) - (32)
Here 4, (2), ¢a(x), dp(z) are the wave functions for the harmonic oscillator and the free particle

in position representation in the states |¥y), |¢4), |¢B), respectively. Next we can express each of

the amplitudes in canonical path-integral form:

) i [T+A .
(a7, & |U(T + A, —A)|g;, &) = | DrDEDpDg exp <h /_A dt <W€+pd—H(q,p,§m)>> - (33)

Performing the path integral over m (which has the same effect as the partial Legendre transform

used to obtain the Routhian), we find

A -~ 1, ¢2 ; (T+A
(a7, lU(T+ A, —A)|g;, &) z/Déehfdtzmof /Dquexp (;/A dt (pc}Hg(q,p))> , (34)
where
_ (p+ g8)? 1 95
He(q,p) =~ ==+ gmwq. (35)

In , D¢ is a measure in which a g- and &-dependent piece has been absorbed; since ultimately
we will only be interested in a saddle point of the £ path integral, we can safely disregard the
details of this modified measure.

Now, the path integrals over p and ¢ can themselves be thought of as giving an amplitude for
the harmonic oscillator coupled to an external field, (¢), and evolved via the Hamiltonian .
Thus

i [TH+A X
DpDgesp ([ v Hela. o)) = (0T + A -Blai (36)

where UE is the unitary time-evolution operator associated with the Hamiltonian . Then, after
integration over gy in , we find

Py (b4 — bp) = / d&;dglde ;dgh 671 () bB(Eh) D5 (Er)al(&) / DeDeet 1135 dmo @€ g (e ey

§(-A)=¢; , &'(-A)=¢]
§T+A)=¢5 , £ (T+A)=¢

(37)
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where
Fy 16,6 = u|UL(T + A, =A)Ue(T + A, —A)|i,) (38)

is the Feynman-Vernon influence functional [19]. The influence functional encodes the entirety
of the effect of coupling to the harmonic oscillator g on the particle £; indeed, in , the only
dependence on the harmonic oscillator state |1),,) occurs through the influence functional. In our
context, the influence functional tells us about the effect of the quantized gravitational field mode on
the arm length of the detector. Significantly, as we shall see later, the coupling to quantum degrees
of freedom induces stochastic fluctuations in the length of the arm, whose statistical properties can

be extracted from the influence functional.

It will often be useful to work directly with the influence phase, @y [¢,¢’], defined by
Fy [€,€] = ePvaled] (39)

To gain some appreciation of the influence phase, suppose ®y, [€,&’] were to decompose additively
into parts that depended separately on & and &', say @y, [€,&] = (Sy, [€] — Sy, [€'])/h. Then, from
, we see that the sole effect of the quantized gravitational field mode would be to add a piece
Sy, [€] to the action for £. Moreover, the path integrals for £ and & would then decouple. However,

as we shall see, the influence phase does not decompose in this way in general.

Evaluating the Influence Functional

Now we would like to obtain a more explicit expression for the influence functional . To do so,
we split the time-evolution operator, Ug(T + A -A) = Ug(T + A,T)Ug(T, O)ﬁg(O, —A). During
the switching on and off of the interaction, we invoke the adiabatic theorem to compute the effect
of Ue(0,—A) and Ug(T + A,T) on state vectors; this means that, as the interaction is switched
on, eigenstates of the Hamiltonian remain instantaneous eigenstates. But notice from the form
of that the instantaneous eigenstates are merely those of a simple harmonic oscillator shifted
in momentum space: p — p + gfé . Since shifts in momentum space are generated by the position

operator, we infer that

Ue(T + A, T) = e~ nHod 5098 (TET) (41)
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Note that there is no geometric phase here. Futher, for the sake of clarity, we redefine our Heisen-
berg state via e_%ﬁOA]ww) — [1,). We therefore have

Fy [6,€] = <ww|€%tig€’(0)€’(0)(7£ (T,0)67%495’(T)S’(T)e%dgé(T)é(T)fde’O)ef%dgﬁ(o)é(o)wd L (42)

In this expression Fy [, ¢'] does not depend on £(t), £'(t) for t < 0 and ¢t > T. Thus the path
integrals over £ and &' in can be reduced to path integrals from 0 to T by introducing the

freely-evolved wave functions

da (é) = /d& ba(&i) / Déeh s dizmoe? (43)
§(=A)=¢;
£(0)=¢;
on () = [daeronte) [ Deerii T aim, (14)
(T+A)=¢;
E(T)=¢5

as well as their £ counterparts. Dropping the tildes we can therefore write
Po(oa = 0n) = [ dsideldedey 63(€)on(€)0b(€1)0a(8)

x / DeDEer Iy s @€, (e ¢f] )

£(0)=¢; , €'(0)=¢!
e()=¢s , €(T)=¢}

and we see that the arbitrary time scale A has disappeared from the expression; this is now a
path integral from 0 to T'. At the expense of introducing additional ordinary integrals, we can also
assume that the values of { , { and f" , é’ are fixed at t = 0 and ¢t = T, but to reduce clutter we
do not make this explicit in our formulas. Putting everything together, we see that the influence

functional now depends explicitly on the boundary conditions in the path integral:
F, [6,€'] = (ule R 19SS UL (T, 0)e 199555 eh 9855 U (T, 0)e~ 11965 g . (46)

Our goal is to evaluate this for different harmonic oscillator states, but before we do that we can
manipulate this expression further.
Let us split the Hamiltonian, , into a time-independent free piece and an interaction piece,

He = Hy + Hin[€], where

; ﬁ2 1 2.2
Iy 24242
] = gp&é L9 §¢ _ (48)
m 2m

Then the influence functional becomes

Fy, RIS W,w|6%495§5§UéigltT(T)e—%til(T)gi}é'f6%@1(T)9€f5f Ugint(T)e—%ég&éiww> ’ (49)
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where quantities with a label I are understood to be in the interaction picture (e.g. ¢r(t) =

eiﬁot/hqe*iﬁot/h) and

Ui (1) = (e i) AL dt), (50)

is the interaction-picture time-evolution operator, expressed as a time-ordered exponential. Since

in the interaction picture, p;y = mgqy, we can write the interaction Hamiltonian as

A . . 2 2 ‘2
Akyle] = gireé + S5 (51)

Then the commutator [f[lgt [£(t)], Hilt[f(t’)]} = g2 (DEM)ERNED) [QI(t),(f](t')] is seen to be a c-
number (as are any commutators involving only the operators §; and p;y = m(jl) Consequently we

can eliminate the time-ordering symbol at the expense of an additional term in the exponent [28]:

o) =e (—5 [ i g [ [ [ geon, ] )
— o (<12 [ dnewéc)

cow (—os [ ewewa - L [ [ aar coioerid i) ) o2

After repeated use of integration by parts to remove the time derivatives from the §; operators

this expression becomes
. T ) . )
o) = exp (g [ deanx (0 - Laune + Lasé)
2 Tt 2 T )
x exp( &5 | [ lao.aw) xoxw) - I [ awe.aséxa

92 T . gg . .
+2= [ dt [qr(T), 4r(t)] &6 X () + o2 [41(T), 4] §i§i§f§f> , (53)

~

where ¢ = G7(0). Here, to avoid writing cumbersome second derivatives of ¢2, we have introduced
X(t 2 4

(t) = dt2§ (t), (54)

X/ 12 55

0 =L em). (55)

the latter definition being included for later convenience.

Next we invoke the relation

€A€B — €A+Be%[A,B] 7 (56)
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a variant of the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula valid when [A, B] is a ¢-number. This formula

allows us to reduce (H3):
o= a1 (1) s 40 T dar(OX (1), 2060 g S Iy dedt! [ar (941 ()X (DX (1) (57)

Ulnt( ) —
With this expression and its £ counterpart at hand, we can dramatically simplify the form of the

influence functional (&9). We find
Fy [6,€) = 5 (et Jo drOX ezt fo diarOX Oy, (58)
where
Q@) (X'(OX'(¢) - X(OX (1) - (59)

S = 8h2/ /dtdt

Further simplification can be achieved by defining the ladder operators @ and a' in the usual

way:
mw {

a=+/— |G+ —p 60

a oF (q+ mwp) : (60)

At T L 5 61

“ =\ 2 <q mw > (61)

Then
gr(t) = R (&(f‘*”e + &Tem> (62)
2mw
and we can repeatedly invoke . to bring the matrix element in into normal order. We
arrive, finally, at a suitable form of the influence functional
—_Ww*at a
Fy 16 €71 = Fo, [6 €N wule™ " ™ ) . (63)
Here
W= / " (X () — X'(t)) et (64)
8mhw Jo ’
and
g2 T ot 4 ) '
Fo 6,8 = exp | - / / ad (X (1) = X'(0) (X()e ™ = X' (¢)e =) | (65)
8mhw 0 0
where X (t) = $z€%(t) and X'(t) = dt2 {’2( ). Evidently Fy_[£,¢'] is the influence functional of
the ground state, as can be seen from when |¢,,) = |0y). For future reference, we note the
influence phase of the ground state:
( )) (X(t/)e—iw(t—t') _ X/(t/)eiw(t t )) ) (66)

i®g,[€,€] = Smhw / / dtdt’ (X
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We can now in principle compute the influence functional for arbitrary states |1),,) of the incoming
gravitational field mode. However, we cannot yet evaluate the ground state contribution Fy[€, £']
itself because it depends on the unphysical mass m, which in turn depends on the infrared regulator
L that we used in our finite-volume discretization of the modes. (Actually, m also appears in W,
but this dependence sometimes drops out.) We will sort this out in Section when we sum over

modes.

Example: Coherent States

As an illustrative example, consider a graviton mode of energy fiw in a coherent state: [1,) = |ay).

Here «, is the eigenvalue of the annihilation operator, a:
aloy) = aglay) - (67)

Since @ is not hermitian, a,, can be a complex number. Physically, coherent states are the quantum
states that most closely resemble solutions of the classical equations of motion. Consider a classical

gravitational wave mode:

qel(t) = Qu cos(wt + py,) - (68)

We can find the corresponding value of «, by noting that

<aw\cj|aw> = qcl(t = 0) = Qu cos Puw (69)

<aw ’ﬁ|aw> = mQCl(t = 0) = _mwa sing,, . (70)
Hence

Ay = 4/ %Qwe Pw . (71)

Let us now calculate the influence functional in the state |ay,). From and @, we see imme-

diately that
Fo [6,€] = Fo, [¢,&le” "V owtWeaw (72)
Substituting , we find

. T
Fole €)= Fulelew |1 [ atQucostur +) (X(0 - X'0)] (73)
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We have thus calculated the influence functional for a mode in a coherent state, up to evaluation

of the ground state influence functional, Fy,[£,&’]. Inserting this expression into the transition

probability, , we find
P (64— 63) = / AEELdE 0 &4 ()b (E4) 5 (E7)ba() x

[ Deng e[t [ ar{ o (& - %) + JoQueostir + ) (X0 - X'0) }] Rl 70

£0)=¢:, &(0)=¢!
e(T)=¢; , €(T)=¢;

Let us interpret this result. We see that when the detector encounters a quantized gravitational
wave mode — a coherent state — its transition probability is affected in two ways. There is, as
always, the ground state influence functional Fy [£,&']. In addition, the Lagrangian picks up a
piece % 9Q., cos(wt + qﬁw)%{Q (t). But observe that, after an integration by parts, this is precisely
the interaction Lagrangian in with ¢ = g.1. In other words, the dynamics of the detector arm
is merely modified to incorporate the background classical gravitational wave; the only effect with
a purely quantum origin is the ground state fluctuation encoded in Fy_[€,¢], which would have
been present even in the absence of the coherent state. Put another way, there is no way to discern
the gravitons that specifically comprise a classical gravitational wave.

More generally, one can “add” a classical configuration to any other state vector |y,,) through
the action of the unitary displacement operator

N

D(a,) = eowil—ala (75)

Suppose then that [t,,) = D(a)|xw). This generalizes our earlier coherent state |ay,) which could

~

have been written as D(«y,)|0,). The displacement operator has the properties

D(ay)taD(oy) = a+ a, (76)
D(ay)a'D(ay) = al + o . (77)
Then the corresponding influence functional is
Fy 6, = Fo, 6,6 (el Dlow)Te™™ ¥ e Diay) [x.)
= Fo, [6,€] (xule Pl 8D WDl aDle) )
= P [6, €V ontWou
=F[¢ ¢ exp [;‘% /OT dt Qu cos(wt + p,,) (X (1) — X'(1))] - (78)

As before, the overall effect of a displacement operator is simply to modify the classical action; any

intrinsically quantum contributions to the influence functional must originate from the state |x.).
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IV. QUANTIZED GRAVITATIONAL FIELD COUPLED TO THE DETECTOR

Having computed the influence functional for a single gravitational field mode, we are now ready
to tackle the general problem of a continuum of modes — a quantum field — interacting with the
detector. The quantum state of the gravitational field |¥) can be written as a tensor product of

the Hilbert states of the individual graviton modes:
) = ® |¢w(1§)> : (79)
k

Since the action for the field, (22)), involves a sum over modes, the field influence functional is a

product of the mode influence functionals:
Fyl, &) =[] P, 6.6 - (80)
E
Correspondingly, the field influence phase is a sum over the influence phases for each mode:
Pule, &= Dy €] (81)
k

Note that when summing over modes our choice of the mode action (motivated by simplicity)
breaks down in a number of ways. For a given arm orientation, the cross (x) polarization cannot
be neglected for all k. Moreover, a mode with a generic wave vector k will excite all three degrees
of freedom of the detector arm . Lastly, a more careful treatment of the spatial integration
over modes with wave vectors non-parallel to the z-axis will yield additional trigonometric factors
of order one. We leave all such refinements to future work. In the rest of this section, we evaluate
this mode sum for different field states. This will allow us in Section [V]to determine the quantum-

influenced dynamics of the arm length.

A. Vacuum state

When the gravitational field is in its vacuum state, |¥) = |0), all the modes are in their corre-

sponding ground states. The vacuum influence function

Folg, &) = el (82)
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can therefore be written as a product of the ground state influence functionals. Correspondingly,

the vacuum influence phase is a mode sum over the ground state influence phases :

iq)(] [57 gl]

I
PT‘IM
E

N—iw(t—t") ol piw(t—t)
47m wdw/ /dtdt X)) (x()e X/ (1)elt1))

47Th dwwcos t—t)) (X)) - X'() (X(t) - X'(t))

zmo

47rh/ /dtdt’/ dwwsin(w(t —t')) (X(t) — X'(t)) (X({¥)+ X'(t')) . (83)

Here we have taken the continuum limit of the mode sum and replaced m and g by their values
in terms of physical constants via and ; the unphysical volume of space L3 has thereby
dropped out.

Notice, however, that the w integrals are divergent. Nevertheless, as we shall see in Section [V]
this expression enables us to calculate physically meaningful (and finite) effects on the dynamics
of the arm length. In particular, the real and imaginary parts of the last line of will have
an interpretation, in the context of the fluctuation-dissipation theorem, as Gaussian noise and

radiation loss.

B. Coherent states

In quantum field theory, coherent states are the quantum states that most closely resemble classical
solutions of the field equations. Specifically, the expectation value of a field operator in a coherent
state is precisely the classical value of the field; indeed, we used just this property when we con-
sidered coherent states in a quantum-mechanical context, . These states arise naturally when
dealing with classical gravitational waves: since signal templates are obtained by solving Einstein’s
equations, they all correspond quantum-mechanically to coherent states of the gravitational field.

Consider, then, a gravitational plane wave propagating along the z axis with + polarization.

Its wave profile, also known as the strain, can be written as

h(t) = \/;l'ziG Z Qu cos(wt + ¢y,) - (84)



19

Of course gravitational waves emitted by a localized source situated at a finite distance r are more
appropriately described by spherical waves. For sufficiently distant sources, however, the plane
wave approximation is excellent and the appropriate 1/r decay factor is built into the amplitude

Q.. As seen in Section each of the modes in is described by a quantum-mechanical

coherent state |,) with
ay = % Que ¥ . (85)
Thus the field-theoretic coherent state corresponding to h is given by
7= Qo) (86)
When the gravitational field is in this state, |¥) = |h), the influence functional
FRl¢,€) = Rolg, el (87)

is a product of the quantum-mechanical coherent state influence functionals, , for wave vectors
parallel to the z-axis, and a product of ground state influence functionals for all other wave vectors.

For the coherent part of the influence phase we then have

i [T -
31661 = 1 [ digmoh(t) (X(0 - X'(0) . (55)

and the total influence phase is ®g + ®;. The transition probability between states A and B of

the detector is therefore

Pi(éa — ) = / AE,dENE e 674 (ED) b5 (€N G (E7)Da(Er) X

| Deveexy [; / i {;mo (€ - €2) + Lmohte) (x(0) - x1) }] Rol€] . (89)
£(0)=¢: , £'(0)=¢;
§(T)=¢5 , §(T)=¢
As we saw with individual graviton modes in coherent states, , the only effect on a detector
interacting with a quantized gravitational wave — besides the omnipresent vacuum fluctuations
encoded in Fy — is to contribute to the action a piece that corresponds to an interaction with a
classical gravitational wave, h(t). Although one might perhaps have expected quantum effects akin
to graviton shot noise, we see that (other than vacuum fluctuations) there is no specific signature

of the quantization of gravitational waves emitted by a classical source.
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C. Thermal states

Now let us consider a slightly different example for which the gravitational field is in a thermal state.
In practice this could describe a cosmic gravitational wave background: although each gravitational
wave is described by a coherent state, their incoherent superposition is not. Alternatively, a thermal
gravitational field state can also be sourced by an evaporating black hole.

Thermal states are mixed states and as such are described by density matrices; the extension
of the influence functional formalism to this setting is straightforward. For a single-mode density

matrix p,, the generalization of is
Fpul6,€) = Fo 6, €]Tx p e 0 ea] (90)

where W is given by . For a thermal state at temperature T', the density matrix for a mode of

energy hw is
1 & hw(nt1/2)
=23 e T )l (91)
n=0

where Z =Y  exp (—%) is the partition function, kp is Boltzmann’s constant, and |n)

is an energy eigenstate. Then the quantum-mechanical single-mode influence functional reads

chh[§>€/] = <1 — 6’%) Fy,[6,¢] Ze*%<n|€—w*ﬁ€wa|n>
n=0

_ b S (—1)PWHPWY _ hwn
— <1 . kBT> Fow[g’gl]zzz()ﬂe IcBT<n|dTde|n>
n=0 p=0 ¢q=0 pa
_ hw > (=1)P|W|2P _hwp _ hw(n=p)
= <1 —e ’“BT> Fow[ﬁ,él]z()pltle kBT Zn(n— 1)...(n—p+1)e *sT
p=0 n=p
(1 o (CDPIWP e [ 1
<1_€ kBT)FOw[éﬂg]Zp!QG kBTﬁ 1—=x xze*kthT

= Fp,[¢, & exp [—|W|2 (m,l)] : (92)

erBT — 1

We see that the thermal influence functional features an exponential factor multiplying the ground
state influence functional.
Now let us extend this result to a thermal gravitational field state. The thermal field density

matrix is a tensor product of the mode density matrices:

Pth = ®Plh(,;) . (93)
k
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We can sum over all modes to obtain

Fy[€, €] = Fol¢, &) losT (94)
where, using , we have
2 0o T T . ,
vale €] = =00 [T [ [Carar (x(0) - x10) (X(0) - X/(0)) 00

- 0 /0 h | ' / Cdrar (X() - X)) (X () — X)) cos(ea(t — £))95)
ekBT — 170 JO
Symmetry under t <> ¢’ ensures that the sine part of the complex exponential does not contribute;
that the result is real can also be seen from . Note that in performing the mode sum we have
integrated over all wave vectors /2; this would be appropriate for an isotropic cosmic background.
However, for a localized, evaporating black hole, the state is thermal only for those wave vectors
k that point within the solid angle subtended by the black hole. This would result in the thermal
part of the influence phase being multiplied by a minuscule factor of %(1 —cosfp) ~ % (%5)2 where
fo is the half-angle subtended by the black hole, rg is its Schwarzschild radius, and r > rg its

distance from the detector.

D. Squeezed Vacua

So far we have considered quantum states of the gravitational field that have a straightforward clas-
sical interpretation. We will now examine squeezed states which exhibit more distinctly quantum-
mechanical features. Physically, such states are conjectured to arise in post-inflationary scenar-
ios [29, B0]. In quantum mechanics, squeezed states have the characteristic property that uncer-
tainties in certain operators, say ¢ or p, are smaller than /2. They are constructed with the help

of the unitary squeezing operator
S(z) = ezl=rat+=al?) (96)

where z is a complex number known as the squeezing parameter. A squeezed ground state for
instance is S(z)|0) and one can also define squeezed coherent states, S(z)D(a)|0), which combine
the squeezing operator with the displacement operator .

Let us consider the gravitational field to be in a squeezed vacuum, for which each mode of



22

energy hw is in a squeezed ground state S (20)]|04). Then the single-mode influence functional is

F[6,€) = Fo, [€,€1(0,[8(z0) e W0 Va3 (2, 0,,)

= Fy ¢, €] <Ow|€—W*§(zu)T&T§(zu)eWS’(zu)T[zS’(zw) 10,,)
=Fy [, ¢ exp [—i (W*2e_i¢“’ + W2ei¢“) sinh 27, — %|W!2(cosh 2r, — 1) . (97)
Here we have defined z, = r,e'® and we have invoked as well as
S(2,) a8 (2,) = coshr,, é — e sinhry al | (98)
S(z,)TaT8(z,) = coshry, al — e ™ sinhry a . (99)

We can rewrite as F, [£,&] = o€, €641 where

®.,[¢,¢ = 16mm/ / dtdt’ X'(t)) (X(t") = X'(t')) cos(w(t — t'))(cosh 2r,, — 1)

+ / / dtdt’ (X(t) — X'(t)) (X(t") = X' (")) cos(w(t +t') — ¢y, sinh 1100)

16mh¢t) 0 0
Before we can sum over all modes we need to specify the amount of squeezing per mode z,. An
analysis of realistic squeezing parameters is beyond the scope of the current work; for the sake of

simplicity, we will choose r, to be independent of w and ¢, to be zero. Summing over all modes

then yields the field-theoretic influence functional

F.[6,€] = Fplg, =47 (101)
where
m2G T rT 0o
i®,[¢,¢] = — 87‘371 (cosh 2r — 1)/0 /0 dt dt’/o dwwcos(w(t —t')) (X () — X'(t)) (X (') — X'(t))
m(2)G : r r / > / / / ey
+ 8l smh2r/0 /0 dt dt /0 dww cos(w(t + 1)) (X (t) — X' () (X (') — X'(t)) . (102)

Notice that the first term in this expression is proportional to the real part of i®g[, '], as seen
from . The second term breaks the time-translation symmetry t — ¢ + 48, t' — t' + . We will

analyze the effects of these properties in the following section.

V. EFFECTIVE EQUATION OF MOTION OF THE DETECTOR

Let us now use our results to derive an effective, quantum-corrected equation of motion for the arm
length £. The equation of motion in the presence of a purely classical gravitational perturbation

is the Euler-Lagrange equation, which follows from the classical action:

£ %Zg =0. (103)
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The source term here is the usual tidal acceleration in the presence of a gravitational perturbation.
The question we are now finally in a position to address is: how does this equation change when
the gravitational field is quantized?

We know that the effect on £ is encoded in the Feynman-Vernon influence functional, which in
the previous sections we have painstakingly evaluated for several classes of quantum states of the
gravitational field. The transition probability for the detector in the presence of a gravitational

field state [¥) = @ |¢w®> is the natural extension of ([45):

Py(¢da — ¢p) = /dfidﬁédéfdﬁ} ¢4(&)0B(EF)d5(Er)Pa(&)

X / DeDE et Jo HamoE ) e ¢ | (104)

£(0)=¢,, €/(0)=¢,
e(1)=¢; , &(T)=¢}

This equation is readily understood. The four ordinary integrals encode the initial and final states
of &; however, as we are interested in the effective equation of motion for £ — which will arise from
taking a saddle point of the path integrals — they will play no role. The double path integrals reflect
the fact that we are calculating probabilities rather than probability amplitudes. The exponent
is seen to be of the form %(Sp[¢] — So[¢']) where Sy is the free particle action. Crucially, the
gravitational field has been integrated out and its effect is now fully captured by the influence
functional Fy ¢, €] = e'®wl&£],

To see how the equation of motion becomes modified, let us start by considering a gravi-

tational field in a coherent state, |U) = |h). Then the transition probability is given by (89):
Py(pa — ¢B) = /dfidféd&dﬁ} ¢u(&)oB(E) B (Er)Pa(&i) X

/ ﬁgﬁf'exp[; /0 dt{ mo (€ - €2) + Smoh(t) (X(t)—X’(t))}

dt dt’ dwwcos t—t)) (X)) - X'() (X)) - X'(t))

47rh
Zm%G / !/ !/ !/ ey

+ / / dt dt / dwwsin(w(t —t')) (X(t) — X'(t)) (X({¥') + X'(¢')) | (105)
T

Here we have inserted the vacuum influence phase . Recall that X (t) = dt2 52( ) and X'(t) =
dt2 §’ 2(t). We again observe that, in a coherent state, the action for & acquires a piece corresponding
to the interaction with a classical gravitational wave h. The last two terms arise from F and encode
the vacuum fluctuations of the gravitational field. We now analyze these two terms in further detail;

we shall see that they are related to fluctuation and dissipation.
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Dissipation

Consider the last term in the exponent in (105). The integral over w can be evaluated by using

the distributional identity

1 [ . Ny slip 4l
7T/0 dwwsin(w(t —t)) = —=0'(t—1t"), (106)
where ¢’ is the derivative of the Dirac delta function with respect to its argument. Then
Z-m2 T t [e’e)
4737? | [ awewsint - o) (x0) - x'0) (x0) + X(0)
_ ””’0 / / dedt' &'(t—t') (X (t) — X'(1)) (X(t') + X' ("))
- Z";%G [ () - X)) (X0 + X))
im im2
oG / a5(0) (X (02 = X'(0) = "0 (X(0)* = X'(0)%) 1)

The last term vanishes as a consequence of the boundary conditions in the path integral, as men-
tioned after . The penultimate term, while divergent, takes the form of a difference of actions
and can therefore be cancelled through the addition of an appropriate counterterm to the free
particle action. This leaves us with the first term, which contains third-order derivatives of £ and
&’. This remaining term cannot be expressed as a difference of actions and, consistent with this,

we will see shortly that it leads to dissipative dynamics for &.

Fluctuation

Let us turn now to the second-last term in the exponent in (105)). Using its symmetry to change

the limits on the integrals, we can write it as

3%2/ / dtdt’ Ao(t,t') (X () — X'(t)) (X (') — X'(¢)) , (108)

where we have defined

Ag(t,t') = 4G [ dw w cos(w(t —t')). (109)

™ Jo
Although Ay is formally divergent, we can imagine that it is regulated in some manner; for example
one could impose a hard cutoff because our formalism surely does not hold for frequencies higher

than the Planck scale. Alternatively we can also view Ag as a distribution

Aot —t") = —ZLZG’H(t _1t,) (110)
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where the Hadamard finite-part distribution ’H is defined when integrated against a test function

¢(z) by

/oo dz <Z>(x)7-[% = /Oo dz o) = ¢(02) —2¢'(0) . (111)

oo oo x
To proceed, we employ a clever trick due to Feynman and Vernon. We note that the exponential

term involving Ag can be expressed as a Gaussian path integral over an auxiliary function Ny(t):

exp [ 3%2/ / dtdt’ Ao(t,t") (X(t) — X'(t)) (X(t') —X’(t’))]
/DNO exp [_/ / de dt’ A (1, NG (DN (1) + ;/ At NG (1) (X(0) ~ X'(1) | - (12)
0
Here AO is the operator inverse of Ay, formally obeying fo dsAp(t, S)A (s,t') = fo dsAy L(t, ) Ag(s,t") =
§(t—1t'). Equation (112) has an elegant interpretation. The function N(¢) is evidently a stochastic
(random) function with a Gaussian probability density. (An overall normalization factor has been

absorbed in the measure.) Moreover the stochastic average of Ny(t) clearly vanishes:

(No(t)) = / DN exp {—; /0 ! /0 Tdtdt’Agl(t,t’)/\/'o(t)No(t’)} No(t) = 0. (113)

Thus Ny(t) is naturally interpreted as noise. We can also then see that Ay is the auto-correlation

function of Np(t) since

No(ONo(t)) = [ DNy ex [— / / dtdt’ A5 (t, ¥ INo ()N ¢ >] No(t)No() = Aolt, )
(114)
The auto-correlation Ag fully describes the properties of the noise Ny(t) as, by Wick’s theorem,
any higher moment is expressible in terms of sums of products of Ayp.

The upshot of the Feynman-Vernon trick is that we are able to transform a term that coupled
¢ and ¢’ into one that can be written as a difference of two actions. Furthermore, the new actions
now contain an external function Ny (¢) which, as we have seen, has the interpretation of noise. We
can analyze this noise further by examining the auto-correlation function. First note from
that, because Ag(t,t") depends only on 7 =t — t, the noise must be stationary. Observe also that
Ap is symmetric under 7 — —7. Then taking the Fourier transform of the auto-correlation function
yields the power spectrum of the noise:

© .
S(w) = / dre” T Ao(1) = 4Ghw . (115)
—0
As is manifest from the presence of A, this is a fundamental noise of quantum origin. Moreover, the
w-dependence indicates that it is not white noise, but rather correlated noise with a characteristic

spectrum.
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Effective dynamics of the arm length
Putting all this together, we find that the transition probability can be written as
Paloa— o) = [ deidslderde) 04(€)on(€))6h(€E)0a(6) x
N Ty ! 1 ot 1 A—1 / /
DEDE DNy exp —5 dtdt’ Ay~ (t — t)No(t)No(t') | x
o Jo
i T 1 L2 “12 1 7 /
exp h/ dt § 5mo (5 —¢ >+ 770 (h(t) + No(®)) (X (1) — X'(1))
0

.
_szG

T
0 /Odt (X(t) — X' (1)) (X(t)+X'(t))]. (116)

We now have a triple path integral as the noise function Njy(t) comes with its own Gaussian
probability measure; indeed we can view the path integral over Ny(t) as a stochastic average of
the last exponent. Notice also that the noise Ny(t) adds to the classical gravitational wave h(t).
Finally the term in the last line precludes us from regarding the quantum effects of the vacuum
fluctuations as arising from an effective action; as mentioned earlier that term does not separate
into the form £(S[¢] — S[¢]).

We have calculated the exact transition probability for the arm length to go from an initial
quantum state |¢4) to a final one |¢p). But we expect that the arm length £ — which can also be
regarded as the position of a macroscopic mass mg — is essentially a classical degree of freedom.
Consequently, the £ and ¢ path integrals in should be dominated by the contribution of their

saddle points. These are determined by paths £(t), £'(¢) obeying two coupled differential equations:

moG <X+X/—X+X/>]§:O’ (117)

o 1T .
&E— = [h + Ny —
2
as well as its counterpart obtained by interchanging ¢ and &’. Generically there are solutions of this
system of coupled differential equations for which £(¢) and &'(t) are different. We will discuss this
interesting phenomenon of asymmetric semi-classical paths, which is not specific to gravitational

radiation, in a separate publication. Here we make the simplifying Ansatz that £(t) = £'(¢). Then
X(t) = X'(t) and (117)) reduces to the Langevin-like equation

1 moG d°

£(1) = 5 [h(D) + No(t) = =5~ Z=€2(0)| &(1) = 0. (118)

We have restored factors of ¢ and substituted X for its expression in terms of &, (55)). This is
our main result; let us discuss it in some detail. The equation describes the quantum-corrected

dynamics of the arm length £ or, equivalently, of the position of the second free-falling mass
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relative to the first; it is the quantum geodesic deviation equation [I8, 31]. It contains, within the
brackets, three terms that source the relative acceleration § . The first of these terms is present also
in the classical equation ; as before it determines the tidal acceleration due to a background
gravitational wave. The remaining two terms correspond to fluctuation and dissipation respectively.
The last, non-linear, fifth derivative term is a gravitational radiation reaction term. It is analogous
to the Abraham-Lorentz acceleration in electromagnetism. But whereas in the electromagnetic
case the radiation reaction term has three derivatives, here there are five derivatives [32H34]; this
is to be expected from the presence of the extra derivative in the gravitational field interaction. In
contrast to the electromagnetic case, the gravitational radiation reaction term is non-linear in &;
this non-linearity can be traced to the non-linear interaction term in . The pathologies that
ensue when the Abraham-Lorentz equation of classical electromagnetism is taken literally have been
the subject of much confusion. It has long been anticipated that quantum effects will somehow
remedy the situation. Here we see that such equations are approximations to path integrals, ,
that are free of pathologies. Most importantly, contains a quantum noise Ny(t) as a source;
the presence of this term means that the equation is in fact a stochastic differential equation. This
is intuitively appealing: it conforms to the expectation that a quantum field will induce random
fluctuations in any classical degree of freedom it interacts with. This randomness has the effect
of altering the dynamics of the classical degree of freedom so that it is necessarily described by a
stochastic — rather than a deterministic — equation of motion. Notice that this noise is present even
in the absence of an accompanying classical gravitational wave. We will discuss the phenomenology

of this equation in Section [V1]

Extension to thermal and squeezed vacua

In we specialized to the important case of a coherent gravitational field state, |¥) = |h). Let us
now extend the effective dynamics of £ to other classes of gravitational field states, namely thermal
and squeezed states. This is readily done: we have already done the hard work of computing the
influence functional for these cases. It is now simply a matter of inserting the influence functional
into , performing the Feynman-Vernon trick, and taking a saddle point.

Consider first a gravitational field in a thermal state. We have already computed the additional
influence phase in this state, ; this phase is in addition to the influence phase of the vacuum
which is always present. Comparing the additional thermal influence phase with that of the vacuum,

(83)), we see that it contains only a real (fluctuation) part and no imaginary (dissipation) part. We
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can again rewrite the real part using the Feynman-Vernon trick:

2 T T
- My / . / oy N 2 _
ep[ /O/Odtthh(t,t)(X(t) X'(0)) (X(?) X(t))]

T T . T
/ DNy exp [—; /O /0 dt i’ A (0, VN (DN () + 1 / at™0 N (1) (X(t)—X’(t))} (119)

0

Here, from , we read off

Ap(t,t) = cos(w(t —t')) =

- . (120
BT 1 T\ =) hzsmhz(w) (120)

™

8hG /OO wdw ARG 1 WQk%T2
Unlike the vacuum auto-correlation function, the thermal auto-correlation function is finite. We

see from ((119) that in the thermal state the arm length is subject to an additional Gaussian noise

source. The power spectrum of this noise is given by

8hGw
ekBT —1

After performing the saddle point over the £, £ path integrals, setting £ = £/, and remembering to

include the vacuum contributions, we finally have

. . .. m 5
E(t) — 5 [No(t) + Nn(t) — 27 L -e2(0)| &) = 0. (122)

This is the Langevin equation for the arm length in the presence of a thermal gravitational field.
It contains an additional correlated noise term with power spectrum .

Next consider a gravitational field in a squeezed vacuum. The additional influence phase in this
state was computed in . We again see that there is only a real (fluctuation) part which will

contribute to the noise. Performing the Feynman-Vernon trick, we find

4 &° 4
At t) = h—G(cosh 2r — 1)/ dw w cos(w(t —t')) — na
0

- - simh27"/0C>O dwwcos(w(t +1')) . (123)
Unlike our previous examples, the noise in the squeezed state is not stationary because A, (¢,t") does
not depend only on ¢ — ¢'; indeed, the time-modulation of the noise in squeezed states is a familiar
phenomenon in quantum optics [35]. We can decompose A, (t,t') = Agat(t—t')+ Anon—stat (t-+t') and

perform the Feynman-Vernon trick for these two parts separately. This introduces corresponding

stationary and non-stationary noises, Ngat and Nyon—stat, and, mutatis mutandi, we find

£(t)—% No(#) + Nstat (t) + Noon—stac(t) — =5 — &)@t =0. (124)

Notice from ([123)) that, for the idealized uniform squeezing that we have been considering, Agtat is

proportional to the auto-correlation of the vacuum Ag(t,t"), which we had previously calculated in
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(109). With suitable redefinitions, we can therefore combine Ny and Ntat into a single stationary

noise term v/cosh 2rAjy. Remarkably, the amplitude of the vacuum noise is enhanced by a factor

of v/cosh 2r:

.. . .. 5
E(t) — 5 | Veosh Zro(t) + Nron-soa(1) “f%g?(t) ()= 0. (125)

This means that if » > 1, the squeezed vacuum fluctuations lead to an exponential enhancement
of the quantum noise in the equation of motion of the arm length; the same result has also been
obtained without using influence functionals [20]. The possible effect of squeezed gravitational

states on the propagation of photons within LIGO has been discussed recently [13].

VI. PHENOMENOLOGY

Our main result is that the classical geodesic deviation equation is replaced by the Langevin
equation ([118) which is a non-linear stochastic differential equation. We therefore predict the
existence of a fundamental noise originating in the quantization of the gravitational field. In order
for this noise to be detectable at gravitational wave interferometers, two requirements must be met.
First, the amplitude of the noise should not be too small. Second, the noise must be distinguishable
from the many other sources of noise at the detector.

Let us begin by estimating the noise amplitude. We will need to make some approximations.
The first step is to discard the fifth-derivative radiation reaction term in the Langevin equation.
We do this mainly for simplicity, but it seems plausible that if the arm length £ is measured in
some manner that is coarse-grained in time, then its higher derivatives could be negligible. With

this approximation, the equation of motion becomes a stochastic Hill equation:

&) -5 [ht) + N1 e =0 (126)

Here N stands for any of the noise terms we have considered, and we have also allowed for the
possible presence of a classical gravitational background, h. Next, the linearity of this equation

allows us to write the approximate solution as

1 -
{0~ (145 (1) + N 0)) (127
because the resting arm length & is many orders of magnitude larger than its fluctuations. This
equation shows that the fundamental noise N induces random fluctuations in the arm length &.

The technology we have developed allows us to calculate the statistical properties of these jitters,
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such as their mean, standard deviation, auto-correlation function, power spectrum, etc., with the
help of the auto-correlation function of N, viz. A(¢,t’). Since N averages to 0, we see from ((126)

that the average value of £ is, as expected, its classical value:

(&(t)) = & (1 + ;ﬁ(t)> : (128)

Then the standard deviation is

o(t) = () — (D)) ~ 2NN = 2 VA - (129)

Let us make some estimates.

In the case of vacuum fluctuations, A = Ay, this quantity is formally divergent; see .
However, the detector is not sensitive to arbitrarily high frequencies. We can crudely approximate
the w integral appearing in Ay by introducing a cut-off at the highest frequency wmax to which the
detector could be sensitive. Now, our derivation (see comments before ({9)) relied on a dipole-like
approximation; hence wmax can be estimated by 2mc/&y, although in practice wmax is typically

lower. Then

hG
oo & %Ox/Ao(t,t) = Sowmax\/ 55 ~ 107 m. (130)

This is roughly the scale of the Planck length and about 17 orders of magnitude beyond the
technological limits of an experiment such as LIGO. Evidently, detecting vacuum fluctuations in
the gravitational field with a gravitational interferometer appears impossible. Nor does including
a background gravitational wave help: a more careful estimate (assuming that the stochastic noise
can be approximated as an Ito process) shows that in the presence of a gravitational wave, the
quantum noise is enhanced only by a tiny factor of 1+h. This contradicts claims in the literature [12]
according to which graviton shot noise should already have been detected at LIGO.
Next let us consider fluctuations in a thermal state. Then A = Ay, , and we find a finite
expression for the standard deviation of the arm length:
oun(t) ~ LA (e.1) = gy ELE (131)
This is a theoretical limit; in practice limits on the detector sensitivity again require that the
integral over w appearing in Ay, should be cut off at the highest frequency to which the detector
is sensitive (which is typically well below the frequency of the peak of the Planck distribution,

hwmax < kgT'). The relevant expression should instead read

2G kBT wmax
med '

oth = & (132)
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For LIGO (& ~ 1km, wpax ~ 10%rad s_l), the noise due to the isotropic cosmic gravitational
wave background (T ~ 1K) yields a oy}, of order 10~3'm or about 13 orders of magnitude beyond
its current technological limits. For LISA (£ ~ 10%km, wpay ~ 1rad s_l), the situation would
be slightly improved with a noise level of order 10~2®m, “only” 10 orders of magnitude beyond
its projected sensitivity. Notice that using ([131f) instead of would overestimate the noise
amplitude by about 3 orders of magnitude for LIGO and 5 for LISA; most of the power in the
thermal noise is concentrated at high frequencies that are inaccessible to LIGO (and even more
so to LISA). We can also consider gravitational fields due to localized thermal sources, such as
evaporating black holes. Here in principle, the temperature can be much higher, as could be
expected for exploding primordial black holes. However, as discussed earlier, the quantum noise
contribution would be suppressed by a tiny geometric factor of i (%)2 where rg is the black hole’s
Schwarzschild radius and r > rg its distance from the detector. It might be worthwhile to check
whether there are regions of the parameter space of primordial black hole density distributions for

which the collective background of evaporating black holes might allow for a detectable signal.

Perhaps the most intriguing prospect is the quantum noise from a squeezed vacuum. In this case,
as discussed in the previous section, the noise has both stationary and time-dependent components.

Focusing on the stationary piece, we find that
Osqueezed = Uo\/m . (133)

For large values of r, the squeezing results in exponential enhancement of the fluctuation of the
detector arm length, as also found in [20]. It would be very interesting to see whether there are
realistic physical sources of the gravitational field that could yield squeezed states with values of r

for which the noise might be detectable.

Finally, it is worth emphasizing that the fundamental noise arising from the quantization of the
gravitational field has some particular properties that could potentially help to distinguish it from
other, more mundane, sources of noise. Indeed, it is non-transient (even stationary in some cases)
and, for many classes of quantum states, its precise power spectrum is analytically calculable.
Furthermore, the noise is likely to be correlated between nearby detectors. To see this, consider an
additional detector degree of freedom ((t). Schematically, this adds a term of the form —%mgﬁé ¢ to
the interaction Lagrangian which effectively replaces X by X 4+ Y in the influence functional ,
where Y (t) = g—;g 2(t). Then the identity results in a single stochastic function N/ multiplying

both X and Y, leading to correlated noise between the two detectors.
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VII. SUMMARY

In this paper we have considered Einstein gravity coupled to a model gravitational wave detector.
We quantized the resultant theory and integrated out the gravitational field to obtain the Feynman-
Vernon influence functional. This encompassed the effect on the detector of its coupling to a
quantized gravitational field; we calculated the influence functional for a variety of quantum states
of the gravitational field. We then arrived at a stochastic equation of motion for the length of the
detector arm which generically contains a quantum noise term. We identified the power spectrum
of the noise and estimated its amplitude for various states. For vacuum, or for sources for which it
is valid to employ deterministic equations and treat the gravitational field linearly, we found only
minuscule corrections to the classical treatment. But other sources can produce gravitational field
states, including quasi-thermal and squeezed states, that are more promising in this regard.
Unlike in electrodynamics, where the linearity of the theory prevents sources governed by deter-
ministic dynamics from producing non-coherent states [36], the non-linearity of general relativity
naturally gives rise to non-coherent states when strong-field effects become significant, as during
the end stages of binary black hole mergers. The calculation of these states and their properties is
worthy of further attention. Finally, we also identified interesting issues relating to the generally
asymmetric nature of semi-classical paths in influence functionals and the formal origin of radiation

reaction. These topics are under active investigation.
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