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A bstract

Som e of the possible consequences ofa generalized uncertainty principle

(which em erges in the context ofstring theory and quantum gravity m odels

asa consequenceof
uctuationsofthebackground m etric)areanalyzed consi-

deringthecaseofaquantum particleim m ersed in ahom ogeneousgravitational

�eld. Itwillbe shown thatthe expectation value ofthe m om entum operator

depends in a novelway on the m ass of the involved particle. This kind of

physicalcharacteristics could be,in principle,detected. In other words,one

way ofconfronting againsttheexperim entsom eofthem odelsaround quantum

gravity isgiven by the detection ofthe dependence upon the m assparam eter

ofthe expectation valueofthe m om entum operator.

1 Introduction

Oneofthem ostdi�culttasksofm odern physicscom prisesthereconciliation ofquan-

tum theory (QT)with generalrelativity (GR).Though thisisstillan open problem ,

there are already som e m odelsthatappearasfeasible candidates. Am ong them we

m ay m ention string theory and quantum gravity,m odelsthatentaila m odi�cation

ofthe wellknown uncertainty principle [1,2]. The new form ofthis principle is
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closely related tothefactthattheconventionalnotion ofdistancebreaksdown som e-

wherearound thePlanck distance,Lp =
q

�hG

c3
.Thisgeneralized uncertainty principle

(GUP)im pliesalso the correction ofthe com m utation relation in the corresponding

Heisenberg algebra [3].

The aforem entioned change has also been derived not only in connection with

quantum geom etry [4],butalso in association with theway in which quantum m ea-

surem ents alterthe localspacetim e m etric [5]. The em ergence ofa GUP in several

m odelshassuggested thatitcould bea very generalcharacteristicshared by several

theories[6].Thislaststatem entm eansthattheanalysisoftheconsequencesofthis

kind ofGUPscould renderim portantconclusionsaboutthephysicalim plicationsof

theattem ptsto quantize thegravitational�eld.

In thepresentwork therelation between one ofthepossible GUPsand the tim e

evolution ofa quantum particle im m ersed in a hom ogeneousgravitational�eld will

be analyzed. The m otion equations forthe m om entum and position operatorswill

besolved,and itwillbeshown thatthem om entum operatordoesdepend in a novel

way upon the m ass ofthe involved particle. This kind ofphysicalcharacteristics

could be,in principle,detected. In otherwords,one way ofconfronting againstthe

experim entsom eofthem odelsaround quantum gravity isgiven by thedetection of

thedependenceupon them assparam eteroftheexpectation valueofthem om entum

operator.

2 G U P and the m otion equations in a hom oge-

neous gravitational�eld

Letusnow assum ethattheHeisenberg algebra takestheform [3,4,5]

[̂x;p̂]= i�h
h

�+ �(
Lp

�h
)2p̂2

i

: (1)

Concerning thislastexpression itm ustbe m entioned that�denotesa constant,

additionally we have considered a one{dim ensionalsystem ,ofcourse,� denotesthe

unit operator. The reason for this last restriction stem s from that fact that up to

now thereisno higher{dim ensionalgeneralization of(1)[3].

Considernow avery sim plesituation,nam ely aquantum particleofm assm obeys

thefollowing Ham iltonian

H =
p2

2m
� m gx: (2)
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Clearly the involved gravitationalpotentialis related to a hom ogeneous �eld.

Thisisa very sim ple situation and itm ay be argued thatitprovidesa very rough

approxim ation to any realisticphysicalscenario.Nonetheless,wem ay justify theuse

ofsuch a sim plegravitational�eld asfollows:theem ergenceofGUPsisa dynam ical

phenom enon,nam ely,itisrelated to theexistence of
uctuationsofthebackground

m etric [4]. Hence,we m ay assum e that in our context the background m etric has

been approxim ated by aweak �eld and slow m otion lim it,such thatwem ay consider

a Newtonian situation,and introduce the e�ects ofthe 
uctuations ofthe m etric,

upon the dynam ics ofa nonrelativistic particle,taking into account a GUP in the

m otion equation forthecorresponding operators.

Clearly,the assum ption ofa Newtonian lim itisa very stringentrestriction. No-

netheless,we m ay introduce it as the roughest approxim ation for the background

geom etry (buttheoneallowsusto deducean analyticalsolution to them otion equa-

tions),and considerthepresenceofGUP asquantum gravity corrections,associated

with 
uctuationsofthespacetim egeom etry,thatin ourcasehasan averagegeom etry

provided by ahom ogeneousNewtonian gravitational�eld.In otherwords,the
uctu-

ationsin thegeom etry areintroduced only in them odi�cationsthatthey provokein

theHeisenberg algebra.Ofcourse,a m orerealistic scenario hasto considera better

approxim ation forthebackground geom etry,butthepresentapproach willgiveusa

taste ofthe conceptualproblem s thatm ightem erge ifwe consider,sim ultaneously,

a gravitational�eld and a GUP,asfundam entalelem entsin thetim e evolution ofa

quantum particle.

Hence,in theHeisenberg picture[7]them otion equationsforthem om entum and

position operatorsread

dp̂

dt
= m g

h

�+ �(
Lp

�h
)2p̂2

i

; (3)

dx̂

dt
=

1

m

h

p̂+ �(
Lp

�h
)2p̂3

i

: (4)

Thesolutionsto theseequationsare,to �rstorderin �(
Lp

�h

�
2

,

p̂(t)= m gt�+ p̂(0)+ m g�
�Lp

�h

�
2
h(m g)2

3
t
3�+ m gt

2
p̂(0)+ t̂p(0)2

i

; (5)

x̂(t)=
gt2

2
�+

t

m
p̂(0)+ x̂(0)+ g�

�Lp

�h

�
2
h(m g)2

3
t
4�+

4

3
m gt

3
p̂(0)+ 2t2p̂(0)2

i

: (6)
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Here p̂(0)and x̂(0)aretheinitialm om entum and position operators,respectively,

which satisfy thecom m utation relation

[̂x(0);p̂(0)]= i�h
h

�+ �(
Lp

�h
)2p̂(0)2

i

: (7)

Resorting to theaforem entioned solutions,and to thelastcom m utation relation,

itisreadily seen that

[̂x(t);p̂(t)]= i�h
h

�+ �(
Lp

�h
)2p̂(t)2

i

: (8)

From thelastexpression wehavethatourGUP isalwaysful�lled.Atthispointit

isnoteworthy to com m entthatoneoftheconsequencesofa GUP like(1)isthefact

thatnophysicalstateisaposition eigenstate[3].Noticethatin ourapproach wehave

not considered position eigenstates,instead,we dealwith position and m om entum

operators,i.e.,weuseHeisenberg picture.

Considernow a quantum system whosevectorstatej�> isan eigenvectorofthe

m om entum operator,forourGUP thiscondition is,m athem atically,consistent[3].

< �ĵp(t)j�>

m
=
P(0)

m
+ gt

n

1+ �
�Lp

�h

�
2
h(m gt)2

3
�+ m gtP(0)+ P(0)2

io

: (9)

HereP(0)=< �ĵp(0)j�>.Atthispointitisnoteworthytocom m entthatwehave

im posed no restriction upon j�>,thereforewem ay considerthatitisrelated to the

centerofm assofa m acroscopicbody.Clearly (9)containsa novelm assdependence

ofthe expection value. Indeed,< �jp(t)j� > =m is not m ass independent. In the

lim it�! 0,thelasttwo expressions,show thattheNewtonian situation isrecovered.

Herewem ustadd thattherearefurthergeneralizationsof(1)[3]which includea

term with theform �(x=L p)
2,and wecould wonderaboutthepossiblee�ectsofthis

kind ofterm sonthedynam icsofourparticle.Takingalookat(3)wem ayunderstand

(on classicalgrounds)thelastterm on theright{hand sideasan additionalforce,and

theintroduction of�6= 0willnotcancel,in thegeneralcase,thee�ectsof�(L p=�h)
2p2.

In otherwords,a deeperm odi�cation ofthe Heisenberg algebra would have sim ilar

consequencesupon thedynam icsofourquantum system .

3 C onclusions

W e have considered a quantum particle m oving in a region where a hom ogeneous

gravitational�eld ispresent,this�eld isintroduced asan averagegeom etry,and the
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uctuationsofthegeom etryhavebeen introduced onlyin contextofthem odi�cations

thatthey provokein thecom m utation relations.Assum ingaGUP,itwasproved that

< �jp(t)j�> =m is,in the generalcase,notm assindependent,the consequencesof

thislastfactcould be far{reaching. Clearly,expression (9)showsthatW EP isnot

ful�lled. Here,following [8],W EP reads: ifan uncharged testbody is placed atan

initialeventin spacetim e and given an initialvelocity then its subsequenttrajectory

willbe independentofits internalstructure and com position. In other words,the

presence ofa GUP m ay be understood as an additionalforce in the dynam ics of

ourparticle.Thislastrem ark m ay berephrased stating thatoneway ofconfronting

againstthe experim entsom e ofthe m odelsaround quantum gravity isgiven by the

detection ofthedependenceupon them assparam eteroftheexpectation valueofthe

m om entum operator.

Ofcourse,wem ustalsoaddresstheissueconcerningthefeasibilityofthedetection

ofthistypeofe�ects.From (9)itisreadilyseen thatthedetection depends,critically,

upon the m agnitude ofthe term �
�
Lp

�h

�
2

. Here we face,from the very outsetsevere

problem s:

Firstly,them agnitude of�,which here isa free param eter,can notbe predicted

from m odel{independentargum ents.In otherwords,in orderto havea valueforthis

param aterwem ustconsideraparticularm odel[3],eitherstringtheory [9](wherethe

aforem entioned param eterisrelated totheReggeslope),quantum geom etry [4](here

theparam eterisa function ofan upperbound associated to theproperacceleration

experienced by m assive particlesalong theirworldlines),etc.,etc.

Secondly,the current experim ents in the realm ofW EP are alm ost always per-

form ed resorting to classicalsystem s[10],and thepresentapproach requiresthetest

ofW EP em ploying a quantum particle.

Sum m ing up,the connection with the experim entrequiresa m ore carefulanaly-

sis,and thefeasibility ofthepossibleexperim entalproofsneedsa deeperstudy.The

possible violation ofW EP,asa consequence ofthe presence ofa GUP,could seem

a very strong drawback ofthe m odel. Nevertheless,quantum gravity e�ects im ply

theviolation ofsom every wellaccepted sym m etries,forinstance,thepossibleem er-

gence ofa deform ed dispersion relation in the study ofphoton propagation [11](as

a consequence,forexam ple,ofthe polym er{like structure ofspacetim e)rendersthe

breakdown ofLorentzsym m etry [12].Thislastrem ark allowsusto contem platethe

violation ofW EP,stem m ing from quantum gravity e�ects,withoutany surprise.

Finally,at this point it is noteworthy to com m ent that the concept ofm etric

theory ofgravity (seepage22 of[8])reliesupon thevalidity oftheW eak Equivalence

Principle (W EP),and therefore the possible consequencesofthe presentanalysisin

thecontextofm etrictheoriescould bealso interesting .
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