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A bstract

In the present work the detection,by m eans ofa nondem olition m easure-

m ent,ofa Yukawa term ,coexisting sim ultaneously with gravity,hasbeen con-

sidered. In other words,a nondem olition variable for the case ofa particle

im m ersed in a gravitational�eld containing a Yukawa term isobtained.After-

wardsthecontinuousm onitoring ofthisnondem olition param eterisanalyzed,

thecorrespondingpropagatorisevaluated,and theprobabilitiesassociated with

the possible m easurem ent outputs are found. The relevance ofthese kind of

proposalsin connection with som e uni�ed theoriesofelem entary particleshas

also been underlined.

1 Introduction

The equivalence principle (EP) is one ofthe fundam entalcornerstones in m odern

physics,and com prises the underlying sym m etry ofgeneralrelativity (GR)[1]. At

thispointwem ustbem orepreciseand statethatEP hasthreedi�erentform ulations,

nam ely theweak,them edium strong,and �nally,thevery strong equivalenceprinci-

ple.In ordertoavoid m isunderstandings,herewefollow [1],nam ely weak equivalence

principle(W EP)m eansthem otion ofany freely fallingtestparticleisindependentof

itscom position and structure,m edium strongform (M SEP)m eansforevery pointlike
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eventofspacetim e,there exists a su� ciently sm allneighborhood such thatin every

local,freelyfallingfram ein thatneighborhood,allthenongravitationallawsofphysics

obey the lawsofspecialrelativity. Replacing allthe nongravitationallawsofphysics

with allthe lawsofphysicswehavethevery strong form oftheequivalenceprinciple

(VSEP).

The proposals that confront the predictions ofGR with m easurem ent outputs

include already a large am ount ofexperim ents,forinstance,the gravitationaltim e

dilation m easurem ent [2],the gravitationalde
ection ofelectrom agnetic waves [3],

the tim e delay ofelectrom agnetic waves in the �eld ofthe sun [4],orthe geodetic

e�ect[5].Thediscovery ofthe�rstbinarypulsarPSR1913+16[6]allowed notonly to

probethepropagation propertiesofthegravitational�eld [7],butitalso o�ered the

possibility oftestingthecaseofstrong�eld gravity [8].Ofcourse,alltheseim pressive

experim entsarean indirectcon�rm ation ofthedi�erentEP.

Anotherim portantexperim entaldirection com prisestheattem ptstotest,directly,

W EP.Though these e�ortsare already m ore than a century old [9],the interestin

thisareahasnotdisappeared.Recently [10],W EP hasbeen tested usingarotating3

ton 238U attractoraround a com pactbalancecontaining Cu and Pb testbodies.The

di�erentialacceleration ofthesetestbodiestoward theattractorwasm easured,and

com pared with the corresponding gravitationalacceleration. Clearly,this proposal

isdesigned to testW EP atclassicallevel,i.e.,gravity actsupon a classicalsystem .

Atquantum realm thegravitationalacceleration hasbeen m easured using lightpulse

interferom eters [11],and also by atom interferom etry based on a fountain oflaser{

cooled atom s[12]. Ofcourse,the classicalexperim ent by Colella,Overhauser,and

W erner(COW )[13],isalso an experim entthatexploresthee�ectsatquantum level

ofgravity,and showsthatatthislevelthee�ectsofgravity arenotpurely geom etric

[14].

Theinterestbehind theseexperim entsstem sfrom thefactthatvarioustheoretical

attem ptsto constructa uni�ed theory ofelem entary particlespredictthe existence

ofnew forces,and they are usually notdescribed by an inverse{square law,and of

course,they violate one ofthe form ulationsofEP.By studying these violationsone

could determ inewhatinteraction wasproducing thesee�ects[15].

Am ongthem odelsthatin thedirection ofnoninverse{squareforcescurrentlyexist

wehaveFujii’sproposal[16],in which a \�fth force",coexisting sim ultaneously with

gravity,com prisesa Yukawa term ,V (r)= �G 1

m M

r

�

1+ �e�
r

�

�

,here G 1 describes

theinteraction between m and M in thelim itcaser! 1 ,i.e.,G = G 1 (1+ �),where

G isthe Newtonian gravitationalconstant. Thiskind ofdeviation term sarise from

the exchange ofa single new quantum ofm assm 5,where the Com pton wavelength

oftheexchanged �eld is�= �h

m 5c
[15],this�eld isusually denoted dilaton.
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The experim ents,already carried out,thatintend to detecta Yukawa term have

already im posed som e lim itson the param eters� and �. Forinstance,if10 � 4m �

� � 10� 3m ,then � � 1022 [17],if� = 200�M ,then � � 8� 10 7 [18](fora m ore

com pletereportsee[15]).

To date,after m ore than a decade ofexperim ents [19],there is no com pelling

evidence forany kind ofdeviationsfrom the predictionsofNewtonian gravity. But

GibbonsandW hiting(GW )phenom enologicalanalysisofgravitydata[20]hasproved

thatthevery preciseagreem entbetween thepredictionsofNewtonian gravity and ob-

servationforplanetarym otiondoesnotprecludetheexistenceoflargenon{Newtonian

e�ectsoversm allerdistancescales,i.e.,preciseexperim entsoveronescaledo notne-

cessarily constrain gravity overanotherscale.GW resultsconclude thatthe current

experim entalconstraintsoverpossibledeviationsdid notseverly testNewtonian gra-

vity overthe10{1000m distancescale,usually denoted asthe\geophysicalwindow".

The idea in this work is two{fold: �rstly,the e�ects ofa Yukawa term upon a

quantum system (theoneiscontinuously m onitored)willbecalculated;secondly,new

theoreticalpredictionsforoneofthem odelsin thecontextofquantum m easurem ent

theory willbefound.In orderto achievethesetwo goalswewillobtain a nondem oli-

tion variableforthecaseofaparticlesubjecttoagravitational�eld which containsa

Yukawa term such that�hasthesam eorderofm agnitudeoftheradiusoftheearth.

Atthispointitisnoteworthy tom ention thatthecurrentexperim entssetconstraints

for� forrangesbetween 10km and 1000km [10],butthe case in which �� Earth’s

radiusrem ainsratherunexplored.Afterwards,wewillconsider,alongtheideasofthe

so{called restricted path integralform alism (RPIF)[21],the continuousm onitoring

ofthisnondem olition param eter,and calculate,notonly,the corresponding propa-

gators,butalso theprobabilitiesassociated with thedi�erentm easurem entoutputs.

2 Yukaw a term

Suppose that we have a sphericalbody with m ass M and radius R. Let us now

considerthecaseofa Yukawa form ofgravitationalinteraction [16],hencethegravi-

tationalpotentialofthisbody reads

V (r)= �G 1

M

r

�

1+ �e
�

r

�

�

: (1)

Letusnow writer= R + z,whereR isthebody’sradius,and z theheightover

its surface. IfR=� � 1 (which m eans thatthe range ofthis Yukawa term has the
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sam eorderofm agnitudeastheradiusofoursphericalbody),and ifz <<< R,then

wem ay approxim atetheLagrangian ofa particleofm assm asfollows

L =
~p 2

2m
+ G 1

m M

R

�

[1+ �]� [
1+ �

R
+

�

2�
]z+ [

1+ �

2R 2
+

�

2R�
+

�

2�2
]z2

�

: (2)

3 Q uantum M easurem ents

Nowadays one ofthe fundam entalproblem s in m odern physics com prises the so{

called quantum m easurem ent problem [22]. Though there are severalattem pts to

solve thisold conundrum (som e ofthem are equivalent [23]),here we willresortto

RPIF [21],becauseitallowsustocalculate,in an easierm anner,propagatorsand pro-

babilities.RPIF explainsa continuousquantum m easurem entwith theintroduction

ofa restriction on the integration dom ain ofthe corresponding path integral. This

lastcondition can also be reform ulated in term sofa weight functionalthathasto

be considered in the path integral. Clearly,this weight functionalcontains allthe

inform ation aboutthe interaction between m easuring device and m easured system .

This m odelhas been em ployed in the analysis ofthe response ofa gravitational

antenna notonly ofW ebertype[21],butalso when them easuring processinvolvesa

laser{interferom eter[24].W e m ay also �nd itin the questforan explanation ofthe

em ergenceofsom eclassicalproperties,astim e,in quantum cosm ology [25].

Supposenow thatourparticlewith m assm goesfrom pointN topointW .Hence

itspropagatorreads

U(W ;�00;N ;�0)=

�
m

2�i�hT

�

exp

�
im

2�hT

h

(xW � xN )
2 + (yW � yN )

2
i�

�

Z
zW

zN

d[p]d[z(t)]exp

(
i

�h

Z
�
00

�0

"
p2

2m
+ (1+ �)

G 1 m M

R
+ Fz+

m

2

2
z
2

#

dt

)

: (3)

Herewehaveintroduced thefollowing de�nitions

F = �G 1

m M

R

�
1+ �

R
+

�

2�

�

; (4)
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!
2 = �2

G 1 M

R

�
1+ �

2R 2
+

�

2�R
+

�

2�2

�

: (5)

T = �00� �0,and
q

(xW � xN )
2 + (yW � yN )

2 denotestheprojection on thebody’s

surfaceofthedistancebetween pointsW and N .W ealso havethatG = G 1 [1+ �],

and G istheNewtonian gravitationalconstant[15].In ourcase,[1+ �
2R 2 +

�

2�R
+ �

2�2
]> 0,

hence,! = i
,where
 2 <.

Suppose now that the variable A(t) is continuously m onitored. Then we m ust

consider,along the ideasofRPIF,a particularexpression forourweightfunctional,

i.e., for w[a(t)][A(t)]. As was m entioned before, the weight functionalw[a(t)][A(t)]

containstheinform ation concerning them easuring process.

Atthispointwe face a problem ,nam ely,the choice ofourweightfunctional. In

orderto solvethisdi�culty,letusm ention thattheresultscom ing from a Heaveside

weight functional[26]and those com ing from a gaussian one [27]coincide up to

the orderofm agnitude. These lastrem arksallow usto considera gaussian weight

functionalasan approxim ation ofthecorrectexpression.Buta sounderjusti�cation

ofthis choice stem s from the fact that there are m easuring processes in which the

weightfunctionalpossessesagaussian form [28].In consequencewecould thinkabout

a m easuring devicewhoseweightfunctionalisvery closeto a gaussian behaviour.

Thereforewem ay now chooseasourweightfunctionalthefollowing expression

![a(t)][A(t)]= exp

(

�
2

T�a 2

Z
�
00

�0

[A(t)� a(t)]
2
dt

)

; (6)

here �a represents the error in our m easurem ent, i.e.,it is the resolution ofthe

m easuring apparatus.

4 Q uantum nondem olition m easurem ents

Thebasicidea around theconceptofquantum nondem olition (QND)m easurem ents

isto carry outa sequence ofm easurem entsofan observable in such a way thatthe

m easuring process doesnotdim inish the predictability ofthe results ofsubsequent
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m easurem ents ofthe sam e observable [29]. This concept stem s from the work in

the contextofgravitationalwave antennae. Indeed,the search forgravitationalra-

diation dem ands m easurem ents ofvery sm alldisplacem ents ofm acroscopic bodies

[30].Braginsky etal[31]showed thatthere isa quantum lim it,the so called \stan-

dard quantum lim it",which isaconsequenceofHeisenberg uncertainty principle,the

one lim its the sensitivity ofthe corresponding m easurem ent (the originalwork [31]

involvesthesensitivity ofa gravitationalantenna).Thiswork allowed also theintro-

duction oftheidea ofa QND m easurem ent,in which a variableism easured in such

a way thattheunavoidabledisturbanceoftheconjugateobservabledoesnotdisturb

theevolution ofthechosen variable[32].

Letusnow supposethatin ourcaseA(t)= �p+ �z,where�and �arefunctions

oftim e. In thisparticularcase,the condition thatdeterm ineswhen A(t)isa QND

variablem ay bewritten asa di�erentialequation [21]

df

dt
=
f2

m
� m 
2

; (7)

wheref(t)= �=�.

Itisreadily seen thata solution to (7)is

f(t)= �m 
tanh(
t): (8)

Choosing �(t)= 1,we�nd thatin ourcasea possibleQND variableis

A(t)= p� m 
ztanh(
t): (9)

5 Q N D and non{N ew tonian gravity: Propagators

and probabilities

W ith ourweightfunctionalchoice (expression (6))the new propagatorinvolvestwo

gaussian integrals,and can beeasily calculated [33]
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U[a(t)](W ;�
00;N ;�0)=

�
m

2�i�hT

�

exp

�
im

2�hT

h

(xW � xN )
2 + (yW � yN )

2
i�

exp

�
i

�h
(1+ �)

G 1 m M

R
T

�

exp

(
�T�a 2 + i2m �h

4m 2�h
2
+ T2�a 4

Z
�
00

�0

a
2(t)dt

)

� expf
�i�h

2m 
2

Z
�
00

�0

"
F

�h
+

4m 2�h
a

4m 2�h
2
+ T2�a 4

tanh(
t)+ i
2m a
T�a 2

4m 2�h
2
+ T2�a 4

#2

�

"
4m 2�h

2
[1+ tanh

2
(
t)]+ T 2�a 4 � i2m �hT�a 2tanh

2
(
t)

4m 2�h
2
[1+ tanh

2
(
t)]2 + T2�a 4

#

dtg: (10)

The probability,P[a(t)],ofobtaining asm easurem ent outputa(t)isgiven by ex-

pression P[a(t)]= jU[a(t)]j
2 [21].Hence,in thiscase

P[a(t)]= exp

(
�2T�a 2

4m 2�h
2
+ T2�a 4

Z
�
00

�0

a
2(t)dt

)

� exp

(
�h

m 
2

Z
�
00

�0

h

2I1I2I3 + I4(I
2

2 � I
2

1)
i

dt

)

: (11)

Herethefollowing de�nitionshavebeen introduced

I1 =
F

�h
+

4m 2�h
a

4m 2�h
2
+ T2�a 4

tanh(
t); (12)

I2 =
2m a
T�a 2

4m 2�h
2
+ T2�a 4

tanh(
t); (13)

I3 =
4m 2�h

2
[1+ tanh

2
(
t)]+ T 2�a 4

4m 2�h
2
[1+ tanh

2
(
t)]2 + T2�a 4

; (14)

I4 =
2m �hT�a 2tanh

2
(
t)

4m 2�h
2
[1+ tanh

2
(
t)]2 + T2�a 4

: (15)
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6 C onclusions

In this work we have considered a Yukawa term coexisting with the usualNewto-

nian gravitationalpotential(expression (1)). Assum ing that the range ofthis new

interaction has the sam e order ofm agnitude than the Earth’s radius a QND vari-

ablewasobtained fora particlewith m assm (expression (9)),and itscorresponding

propagatorwasevaluated. Afterwards,itwasassum ed thatthisQND variable was

continuously m onitored,and,alongtheideasofRPIF,thepropagatorand probability

associated with the possible m easurem ent outputswere also calculated,expressions

(14)and (15),respectively.

Another interesting point around expressions (10) and (11) com prises the role

that the m ass param eter plays in them . It is readily seen that ifwe consider two

particleswith di�erentm ass,saym and ~m ,then theyrenderdi�erentpropagatorsand

probabilities.Thislastfactm eansthat\gravity" is,in thissituation,notpurely geo-

m etric.Thisisnosurprise,thepresenceofanew interaction,coexistingwith theusual

Newtonian gravitationalpotential,could m ean thebreakdown ofthegeom etrization

ofthe jointinteraction (Newtonian contribution plusYukawa term ). The detection

ofthis interaction would m ean the violation ofW EP,but notnecessarily ofVSEP

[15].Nevertheless,thepossibilitiesofusing quantum m easurem enttheory to analyze

thepossiblelim itsofVSEP atquantum leveldo not�nish here,indeed,thepossible

incom patibilitybetween thedi�erentform ulationsofEP and m easurem enttheorycan

also be studied along the ideasofthistheory [42]. Ofcourse,m ore work isneeded

around the validity atquantum levelofthe di�erentform ulationsofEP.Indeed,as

hasalreadybeen proved [43],in thepresenceofagravitational�eld,thegeneralization

to thequantum levelofeven thesim plestkinem aticalconcepts,forinstancethetim e

of
ight,hassevere conceptualdi�culties.

This proposalwould also render new theoreticalpredictions that could be con-

fronted (in thefuture)againsttheexperim ent,and thereforewewould obtain alarger

fram ework thatcould allow usto testthe validity ofRPIF [44]. Aswasm entioned

before,thiscom prisesoursecond goalin thepresentwork.
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