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Many new linearized coefficients for Lorentz violation are discovered in our

recent work on the construction of a generic Lorentz-violating effective field

theory in curved spacetime. The new coefficients can be constrained by ex-

periments in weak gravity fields. In this work, we compare experiments in dif-

ferent gravitational potentials and study three types of gravity-related exper-

iments: free-fall, gravitational interferometer, and gravitational bound-state

experiments. First constraints on the new coefficients for Lorentz violation are

extracted from those experiments.

1. Lorentz violation in gravity

In recent years, Lorentz violation has been a popular topic in the search

for physics beyond the Standard Model (SM) and General Relativity (GR).

The Standard-Model Extension (SME)1,2 has been widely used as a com-

prehensive framework to study Lorentz violation in the context of effective

field theory. The minimal terms in the Lagrange density of the SME in

curved spacetime were constructed by Kostelecký in 2004,2 and the non-

minimal terms were systematically constructed in our recent work.3,4 The

linearizations of those terms in weak gravity fields were also obtained.5

The present contribution to the proceedings of CPT’22 studies the experi-

mental implications of the linearized terms with a focus on matter–gravity

couplings in weak gravity fields. This work is based on the results in Ref. [5].

2. Potential-dependent experiments

An interesting implication of the linearized Lagrange density constructed in

our recent work5 is that the measured SME coefficients for Lorentz violation

can depend on the gravitational potential of the laboratory. Coefficients for

Lorentz violation have been measured in many experiments under the as-

sumption that spacetime is flat.6 However, these experiments are typically

performed at different elevations and hence at different gravitational po-

tentials, so the SME coefficients can depend on the potentials.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2301.12705v1
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Taking the b-type coefficients as an example, we know that the term in

the Lagrange density containing the minimal bκ coefficient is L ⊃ bκψγκψ

in flat spacetime.1 Adding couplings with the gravitational field, we can

write the generalization of the term in a weak gravity field as5

L ⊃ (bκasy + (bL)κµνhµν + · · · )ψγκψ ≡ bκexptψγκψ, (1)

where hµν ≡ gµν − ηµν is the linearized gravitational field. In a nonrela-

tivistic weak gravity field, hµν can be approximated by h00 ≈ −2φ, h0j ≈ 0,

and hjk ≈ −2φδjk, where φ is the gravitational potential. The actual bκ

coefficients measured in experiments should be the effective value

bκexpt = bκasy + (bL)κµνhµν + · · · ≈ bκasy − 2(bL)κΣΣφ, (2)

where ΣΣ in the index means a summation over space and time indices in

the Sun-centered frame,6 i.e., (bL)κΣΣ = (bL)κTT + (bL)κXX + (bL)κY Y +

(bL)κZZ . We see that this effective coefficient depends on the gravitational

potential. Moreover, the combination (bL)κΣΣ can be constrained by com-

paring experiments measuring bκ at different elevations.

As an example, an experiment in Seattle constrained the b̃Xe coefficient,

a combination of bκ and other SME coefficients in the electron sector,6

as |̃bXe | < 3.7 × 10−31 GeV.7 Another experiment in Taiwan measured

the same combination and got |̃bXe | < 3.1 × 10−29 GeV.8 The results are

obtained at different elevations with different gravitational potentials, so we

can compare them to get a constraint on the linearized coefficient b̃XΣΣ
e as

|̃bXΣΣ
e | < 3.2×10−15 GeV. Similar analyses can be done for other coefficients

using experimental data summarized in the data tables6 for the SME.5

More experiments can be done to measure SME coefficients in different

gravitational potentials, and those can be used to constrain the linearized

coefficients.

3. Free-fall experiments

Aside from comparing results in different experiments, we can also constrain

the linearized coefficients by single gravity-related experiments. To better

analyze those experiments, we derived the nonrelativistic Hamiltonian from

the linearized Lagrange density. The Hamiltonian can be written as

H = H0 +Hφ +Hσφ +Hg +Hσg + . . . , (3)

where H0 is the Hamiltonian without background fields, and other compo-

nents are the corrections from background fields. Components with sub-

script σ are spin dependent, and those without are spin independent. The

exact terms in the components can be found in Ref. [5].
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The Hamiltonian can modify the gravitational acceleration experienced

by a dynamical system on the Earth’s surface. The spin-dependent com-

ponents permits us to study spin–gravity couplings in the SME framework

for the first time. In this section, we use free-fall experiments to test the

spin–gravity couplings.

One experiment9 compares the effective gravitational accelerations of

two isotopes of strontium atoms, the spin-zero bosonic 88Sr and the spin-

9/2 fermionic 87Sr. Unpolarized 87Sr atoms were used there, so if effective

gravitational accelerations depend on spin orientations, the measured grav-

itational accelerations of 87Sr atoms should span a broader range than those

of 88Sr atoms. They found no such effect to a sensitivity of 10−7. Ana-

lyzing the result in our framework, we get bounds on nonrelativistic SME

coefficients as
∣∣∣(kNR

σφ )Zn

∣∣∣ < 1× 10−4 GeV,
∣∣∣(kNR

σφpp)
ZJJ
n − 0.4(kNR

σφpp)
ZZZ
n

∣∣∣ < 5× 10−2 GeV−1, (4)

where the subscript n means the coefficients are for neutrons, and repeated

J indices mean a summation over special coordinates J = X,Y, Z in the

Sun-centered frame.

Another experiment10 compares the gravitational acceleration experi-

enced by 87Rb atoms with different spin orientations. They found no dif-

ference to a sensitivity of 10−7. This can be translated to constraints on

nonrelativistic coefficients as
∣∣∣(kNR

σφ )Zp − 0.6(kNR
σφ )Ze

∣∣∣ < 2× 10−5 GeV,
∣∣∣(kNR

σφpp)
ZJJ
p + 0.3(kNR

σφpp)
JJZ
p

∣∣∣ < 7× 10−3 GeV−1, (5)

where the subscripts p and e mean proton and electron flavor, respectively.

Another type of interesting free-fall experiment is to compare the falls

of hydrogen H and antihydrogen H. This can provide insights on CPT

symmetry. Several groups have been designing experiments for that.11 A

detailed theoretical analysis of the falls in our framework can be found in

Ref. [5]. We expect new results from those experiments in the near future.

4. Gravitational interferometer experiments

Our nonrelativistic Hamiltonian can also modify the gravity-induced phase

shift in gravitational interferometer experiments. In this section, we analyze
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several interferometer experiments with neutrons and use them to extract

bounds on the nonrelativistic coefficients.

The first gravitational interferometer experiment was performed by

Colella, Overhauser, and Werner (COW).12 They used Bragg diffraction

to split a coherent neutron beam into two paths at different heights and

measured the relative gravity-induced phase shift between the two paths.

Unpolarized neutron beams were used in the experiment, so it is mainly

sensitive to the spin-independent terms in our Hamiltonian.

The effective gravitational acceleration measured in the original COW

experiment attains an accuracy of 10%. From this, we deduce a constraint

on a nonrelativistic coefficient as

(kNR
φ )n < 1× 10−1 GeV, (6)

where (kNR
φ )n is a spin-independent coefficient in the neutron sector. More

recent versions of the COW experiment can improve this result.5

The next type of interferometer experiments we consider is the OffSpec

experiment, which uses polarized nonrelativistic neutron beams and splits

the beams by magnetic fields.13 This is sensitive to spin–gravity couplings.

The experiment measured the effective gravitational acceleration to an ac-

curacy of 2.5%. After some analysis,5 we get the constraint
∣∣∣(kNR

φ )n + (kNR
σφ )jnŝ

j
∣∣∣ < 2.5× 10−2 GeV, (7)

where (kNR
φ )n and (kNR

σφ )jn are coefficients in the neutron sector, and ŝj

is the initial polarization direction of the neutron beams. We expect a

more precise result to be obtained from a more detailed analysis of the ex-

periment. Also, our understanding of spin–gravity couplings and Lorentz

violation can be further improved by future experiments using similar se-

tups with the OffSpec experiment. For example, the coefficients (kNR
σg )jkn in

our Hamiltonian can be constrained by comparing the phase shifts between

horizontally split neutron beams with different spin orientations.

5. Gravitational bound-state experiments

Another application of the nonrelativistic Hamiltonian concerns gravita-

tional bound-state experiments,15,16 where the bounds states of neutrons

in the Earth’s gravitational field are measured. In those experiments, our

nonrelativistic Hamiltonian can modify the energy states by changing the

potential experienced by the neutrons. Specifically, the spin-independent

terms in the Hamiltonian shift the energy levels, and the spin-dependent

terms split the energy levels.
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The first gravitation bound-state experiment15 measured the critical

heights of the bound states, which are related to the energy levels. The

precision of the measurement is around 10%. A later experiment16 im-

proved the precision to around 0.3% by measuring the transition frequen-

cies between different energy levels. From those results, constraints on

nonrelativistic SME coefficients are found to be5,17

∣∣(kNR
φ )n

∣∣ < 1× 10−3 GeV,
√[

(kNR
σφ )Jn

]2
< 8× 10−3 GeV, (8)

where (kNR
φ )n and (kNR

σφ )Jn are nonrelativistic coefficients in the neutron

sector, and the square implies a summation over J = X,Y, Z in the Sun-

centered frame. We expect these results to be improved by more precise

future measurements.
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