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A bstract

In the present work the detection, by m eans of a nondem olition m easure—
m ent, ofa Yukawa temm , coexisting sim ultaneously w ith gravity, hasbeen con—
sidered. In other words, a nondem olition variable for the case of a particle
Inm ersed In a gravitational eld containing a Yukawa term is obtained. A fter—
wards the continuous m onioring of this nondem olition param eter is analyzed,
the corresponding propagator isevaluated, and the probabilities associated w ith
the possbl m easurem ent outputs are ound. The rlvance of these kind of
proposals In connection w ih som e uni ed theories of elem entary particles has
also been underlined.

1 Introduction

The equivalence principle EP) is one of the findam ental comerstones in m odem
physics, and com prises the underlying symm etry of general relativity (GR) [L]. At
thispoint wem ust bem ore precise and state that EP hasthree di erent form ulations,
nam ely the weak, them edium strong, and nally, the very strong equivalence princi-
pl. In order to avoid m isunderstandings, here we follow [L], nam ely weak equivalence
principle W EP ) m eans the m otion ofany freely falling test partick is independent of
its com position and structure, m edium strong form M SEP ) m eans for every pointlike
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event of spacetim e, there exists a su ciently am all neighborhood such that in every
Ioa], freely 2lling fram e in that neighborhood, all the nongravitational law s of physics
okey the law s of special relativity. R eplacing all the nongravitational Jaw s of physics
w ith all the law s of physics we have the very strong form ofthe equivalence principle
VSEP).

T he proposals that confront the predictions of GR wih m easurem ent outputs
Include already a large am ount of experin ents, for instance, the gravitational tin e
dilation m easurem ent R], the gravitational de ection of electrom agnetic waves [3],
the tin e delay of electrom agnetic waves In the eld of the sun [E], or the geodetic
e ect Bb]. Thediscovery ofthe rstbinary pulsarP SR1913+ 16 [6] allowed not only to
probe the propagation properties of the gravitational eld [7], but it also o ered the
possbility oftesting the case of strong eld graviy B]. O foourse, allthese In pressive
experin ents are an indirect con m ation of the di erent EP.

A nother Im portant experin entaldirection com prises the attem ptsto test, directly,
W EP. Though these e orts are already m ore than a century old ], the interest in
this area hasnot disappeared. Recently [L0], W EP hasbeen tested using a rotating 3
ton 238U attractor around a com pact balance containing Cu and Pb test bodies. T he
di erential acoeleration of these test bodies tow ard the attractor was m easured, and
com pared w ith the corresponding gravitational acceleration. C learly, this proposal
is designed to test W EP at classical level, ie., graviy acts upon a classical system .
At quantum realm the gravitationalacceleration hasbeen m easured using light pulse
Interferom eters [11], and also by atom interferom etry based on a fountain of lJaser{
cooled atom s [12]. O f ocourse, the classical experin ent by Colklh, O verhauser, and
W emer (COW ) [L3], is also an experinm ent that explores the e ects at quantum level
ofgraviy, and show s that at this level the e ects of graviy are not purely geom etric

[L41.

T he Interest behind these experim ents stem s from the fact that various theoretical
attem pts to construct a uni ed theory of elam entary particles predict the existence
of new forces, and they are usually not describbed by an inverse{square law, and of
course, they violate one of the form ulations of EP . By studying these violations one
could determ ine what Interaction was producing these e ects [15].

Am ong them odels that in the direction ofnoninverse{square forces currently exist
we have Fujii’s proposal [16], n which a \ fth foroe", coexisting sin ultaneously w ith
gravity, com prises a Yukawa tem , V (r) = G, %X 1+ e * ,here G, descrbes
the Interaction between m andM Inthelimitcaser! 1 ,ie,G = G; 1+ ),where
G is the Newtonian gravitational constant. This kind of deviation tem s arise from
the exchange of a single new quantum ofm assm 5, where the C om pton wavelength
ofthe exchanged ed is = -2 [15], this el isusually denoted dilaton.
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T he experin ents, already carried out, that intend to detect a Yukawa tem have

already in posed som e lim its on the param eters and . For instance, if 10 “m
10 °m, then 10%* [17], if = 200 M , then 8 10 7" 18] (br a more
com plete report see [15]).

To date, after m ore than a decade of experin ents [19], there is no com pelling
evidence for any kind of deviations from the predictions of New tonian gravity. But
G bbonsand W hiting (GW ) phenom enologicalanalysis ofgraviy data R0]hasproved
that the very precise agreem ent betw een the predictions ofN ew tonian gravity and ob—
servation forplanetary m otion doesnot preclude the existence of large non {N ew tonian
e ects over an aller distance scales, ie., precise experin ents over one scale do not ne-
cessarily constrain gravity over another scale. GW results conclude that the current
experin ental constraints over possible deviations did not severly test N ew tonian gra—
vity over the 10{1000m distance scale, usually denoted as the \geophysical w indow ".

The idea In thiswork is two{fold: rstly, the e ects of a Yukawa tem upon a
quantum system (the one is continuously m onitored) w illbe calculated; secondly, new
theoretical predictions for one of the m odels in the context of quantum m easurem ent
theory w illbe found. In order to achieve these two goalswe w ill obtain a nondem oli-
tion variable for the case of a particle sub gct to a gravitational eld which containsa
Yukawa tem such that hasthe sam e order ofm agnitude of the radius of the earth.
At thispoint it is notew orthy to m ention that the current experin ents sst constraints
for for rangesbetween 10km and 1000km [10], but the case In which Earth’s
radiis rem ains rather unexplored. A fferw ards, we w ill consider, along the ideas ofthe
so{called restricted path Integral form alism RPIF) R1], the continuous m onitoring
of this nondem olition param eter, and calculate, not only, the corresponding propa-—
gators, but also the probabilities associated w ith the di erent m easurem ent outputs.

2 Yukawa tem

Suppose that we have a spherical body wih massM and radiis R. Let us now
consider the case of a Yukawa form of gravitational interaction [16], hence the gravi-
tationalpotential of thisbody reads

M r
V= G, — 1+ e : @)
r
Letusnow write r= R + z, where R is the body’s radius, and z the height over
its surface. IfR= 1 (Which m eans that the range of this Yukawa tem has the
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sam e order of m agnitude as the radius of our sphericalbody), and ifz < << R, then
wem ay approxin ate the Lagrangian of a particle ofm assm as follow s

1+ 5
+ G + —z+ ——+ —+ —1z° : (@)

p2
L=-— +
2m R R 2 2RZ 2R 22

3 Quantum M easurem ents

N owadays one of the fiindam ental problem s In m odem physics com prises the sof
called quantum m easurem ent problem [R2]. Though there are ssveral attem pts to
solve this old conundrum (som e of them are equivalent R3]), here we w ill resort to
RPIF R1], because it allow susto calculate, in an easierm anner, propagators and pro—
babilities. RP IF' explains a continuous quantum m easurem ent w ith the introduction
of a restriction on the integration dom ain of the corresponding path integral. This
last condition can also be reform ulated in tem s of a weight functional that has to
be considered in the path Integral. C learly, this weight functional contains all the
Inform ation about the interaction between m easuring device and m easured system .
This m odel has been employed in the analysis of the response of a gravitational
antenna not only of W eber type R1], but also when the m easuring process involves a
laser{Interferom eter R4]. W em ay also nd it in the quest for an explanation of the
em ergence of som e classical properties, as tin e, in quantum coan ology R5].

Suppose now that ourparticlke w ith m assm goes from point N topoIntW . Hence
its propagator reads

. h i
m i
uw; %N; 9= &
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Here we have Introduced the follow Ing de niions
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T= 2 9%and &y 2v)2+ w  vx)? denotesthe profction on the body’s

surface of the distance between pointsW and N . W ealso havethatG = G; [L+ |,

+

and G isthe N ew tonian gravitationalconstant [L5]. In our cass, [é?+ st 2—2]> 0,

hence, ! = i ,where 2 <.

Suppose now that the varabl A () is continuously m onitored. Then we must
consider, along the ideas of RP IF', a particular expression for our weight finctional,
ie, Prwyey R ©]. As was mentioned befre, the welght functional w )R (©)]
contains the Infom ation conceming the m easuring process.

At this point we face a problem , nam ely, the choice of our weight functional. In
order to solve this di culty, et usm ention that the results com .ng from a H eaveside
weight functional R6] and those com ing from a gaussian one R7] coincide up to
the order of m agnitude. These last ram arks allow us to consider a gaussian weight
functional as an approxin ation of the correct expression. But a sounder justi cation
of this choice stem s from the fact that there are m easuring processes in which the
welght functionalpossesses a gaussian form R8]. In consequence we could think about
a m easuring device whose weight finctional is very close to a gaussian behaviour.

T herefore wem ay now choose as our weight functional the follow ing expression

( 7w )
2
RO a®lde ; (6)

! =
"B (O]= exp —

here a represents the error In our m easuram ent, ie., it is the resolution of the
m easuring apparatus.

4 Quantum nondem olition m easurem ents

T he basic idea around the concept of quantum nondem olition (QND ) m easuram ents
is to carry out a sequence ofm easurem ents of an ocbservable in such a way that the
m easuring process does not din inish the predictability of the resuls of subsequent



m easuram ents of the sam e cbservable R9]. This conocspt stem s from the work In
the context of gravitational wave antennae. Indeed, the search for gravitational ra—
diation dem ands m easurem ents of very an all displacem ents of m acroscopic bodies
B0]. Braginsky et al B1] showed that there is a quantum lim it, the so called \stan—
dard quantum lim it", which is a consequence of H eisenberg uncertainty principle, the
one lim its the sensitivity of the corresponding m easuram ent (the original work [B1]
Involves the sensitivity of a gravitational antenna). This work allowed also the Intro—
duction of the idea ofa QND m easurem ent, n which a varabl ism easured In such
a way that the unavoidable disturbance of the con jugate cbservable does not disturb
the evolution of the chosen variable [B32].

Let usnow suppose that n ourcase A (t) = p+ z,where and are functions
of tim e. In this particular case, the condition that determ meswhen A (t) isa QND
variable m ay be written as a di erential equation 1]

a  f? , -
dc m ’
wheref )= = .
Tt is readily seen that a solution to (7) is
ftt)= m tanh(t): @®)
Choosing () = 1,we nd that In our case a possible QND varable is
A{=pr m ztanh(t): %)

5 QND and non{N ew tonian gravity: P ropagators
and probabilities

W ih our weight functional choice (expression (6)) the new propagator nvolves two
gaussian integrals, and can be easily calculated [33]
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T he probability, P ), of obtaining as m easurem ent output a (t) is given by ex—
pression P ;= VaeF R1l]. Hence, In this case

2T a2 2 %, !
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Here the llow ng de nitions have been introduced
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6 Conclusions

In this work we have considered a Yukawa tem coexisting w ith the usual Newto—
nian gravitational potential (expression (1)). A ssum ing that the range of this new
Interaction has the sam e order of m agnitude than the Earth’s radius a QND vari-
ablk was obtained ora partice with massm (expression (9)), and its corresponding
propagator was evaluated. A fferwards, i was assum ed that this QND variabl was
continuously m oniored, and, along the ideas of RP IF', the propagator and probability
associated w ith the possible m easurem ent outputs were also calculated, expressions
(14) and (15), respectively.

Another interesting point around expressions (10) and (11) com prises the rolk
that the m ass param eter plays in them . It is readily seen that if we consider two
particlesw ith di erentm ass, say m andm , then they renderdi erent propagatorsand
probabilities. T his Jast fact m eans that \graviy" is, in this situation, not purely geo—
m etric. T his isno surprise, the presence ofa new interaction, coexisting w ith theusual
N ew tonian gravitational potential, could m ean the breakdown of the geom etrization
of the pint nteraction N ewtonian contribution plus Yukawa temm ). T he detection
of this Interaction would m ean the violation of W EP, but not necessarily of VSEP
[L5]. N everthelss, the possbilities of using quantum m easurem ent theory to analyze
the possible lim ts of VSEP at quantum lveldo not nish here, indeed, the possbl
ncom patibility between the di erent form ulations of EP and m easurem ent theory can
also be studied along the ideas of this theory [#2]. O f course, m ore work is needed
around the validiy at quantum Jlevel of the di erent form ulations of EP . Indeed, as
hasalready been proved B3], in the presence ofa gravitational eld, the generalization
to the quantum Jvel ofeven the sim plest kinem atical conospts, for instance the tim e
of ight, has severe conogptual di culties.

This proposal would also render new theoretical predictions that could be con-
fronted (In the future) against the experim ent, and therefore we would obtain a larger
fram ew ork that could allow us to test the validity of RPIF [44]. A s was m entioned
before, this com prises our second goal In the present work.
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