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A bstract

Som e of the possble consequences of a generalized uncertainty principle
Which em erges In the context of string theory and quantum gravity m odels
as a consequence of uctuations of the background m etric) are analyzed consi-
dering the case ofa quantum particle inm ersed in a hom ogeneous gravitational

ed. It willbe shown that the expectation value of the m om entum operator
depends In a novel way on the m ass of the involved particle. This kind of
physical characteristics could be, in principle, detected. In other words, one
way of confronting against the experin ent som e ofthe m odels around quantum
gravity is given by the detection of the dependence upon the m ass param eter
of the expectation value of the m om entum operator.

1 Introduction

O ne ofthem ost di cul tasks ofm odem physics com prises the reconciliation of quan—
tum theory @ T) with general relativity (GR).Though this is still an open problen ,
there are already som e m odels that appear as feasble candidates. Am ong them we
m ay m ention string theory and quantum gravity, m odels that entail a m odi cation
of the well known uncertainty principle [, 2]. The new form of this principk is
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closely related to the fact that the oonver&:j%alno‘don ofdistance breaks down som e—
w here around the P lanck distance, L, = hFG . This generalized uncertainty principle
(GUP) in plies also the correction of the com m utation relhtion in the corresponding
H eisenberg algebra [B1.

The aforem entioned change has also been derived not only in connection w ith
quantum geom etry [#], but also in association w ith the way in which quantum m ea—
surem ents aler the local spacetin e m etric B]. The em ergence ofa GUP iIn several
m odels has suggested that it could be a very general characteristic shared by several
theories [6]. This last statem ent m eans that the analysis of the consequences of this
kind of GUP s could render im portant conclisions about the physical in plications of
the atteam pts to quantize the gravitational eld.

In the present work the relation between one of the possible GUP s and the time
evolution of a quantum particle Inm ersed in a hom ogeneous graviational eld will
be analyzed. The m otion equations for the m om entum and position operators will
be solved, and it w illbe shown that the m om entum operator does depend In a novel
way upon the m ass of the nvolved particke. This kind of physical characteristics
could be, in principle, detected. In other words, one way of confronting against the
experin ent som e of the m odels around quantum gravity is given by the detection of
the dependence upon the m ass param eter of the expectation value of the m om entum
operator.

2 GUP and the m otion equations in a hom oge-
neous gravitational eld

Let usnow assum e that the H eisenberg algebra takes the form 3, 4, 5]

h 1 i
Ripl=dh + ()P (1)
Conceming this Jast expression it must be m entioned that denotes a constant,
additionally we have considered a one{din ensional system , of course, denotes the
unit operator. The reason for this last restriction stem s from that fact that up to
now there is no higher{din ensional generalization of (1) [3].
Consider now a very sin pl situation, nam ely a quantum particle ofm assm obeys
the follow ing H am iltonian
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C karly the Involved gravitational potential is related to a hom ogeneocus eld.
This is a very sin pl situation and it m ay be argued that it provides a very rough
approxin ation to any realistic physical scenario. N onetheless, wem ay justify the use
ofsuch a sim ple gravitational eld as follow s: the em ergence of G UP s is a dynam ical
phenom enon, nam ely, it is related to the existence of uctuations of the background
metric B]. Hence, we m ay assum e that in our context the badkground m etric has
been approxin ated by a weak eld and slow m otion lin i, such that wem ay consider
a Newtonian situation, and Introduce the e ects of the uctuations of the m etric,
upon the dynam ics of a nonrelativistic particle, taking into acocount a GUP in the
m otion equation for the corresponding operators.

C karly, the assum ption of a Newtonian lin it is a very stringent restriction. No-—
nethelss, we m ay introduce it as the roughest approxin ation for the badkground
geom etry (out the one allow s us to deduce an analytical solution to the m otion equa-
tions), and consider the presence of GUP as quantum gravity corrections, associated
wih uctuationsofthe spacetin e geom etry, that In our case has an average geom etry
provided by a hom ogeneous N ew tonian gravitational eld. In otherwords, the uctu-
ations in the geom etry are introduced only In the m odi cations that they provoke in
the H eisenberg algebra. O £ course, a m ore realistic scenario has to consider a better
approxin ation for the badckground geom etry, but the present approach w ill give us a
taste of the concsptual problam s that m ight em erge if we consider, sin ultaneously,
a gravitational eld and a GUP, as fundam ental elem ents in the tim e evolution ofa
quantum particle.

Hence, In the Heisenberg picture [7] the m otion equations for the m om entum and
position operators read

P2
T g + <h>p2 3)
& 1h L, , 5t
—_— = — — : 4
& m + <h)p 4)
T he solutions to these equations are, to rst order in (L?p 2,
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Herep(0) and R (0) are the Initialm om entum and position operators, respectively,
which satisfy the com m utation relation

h L i
R(0);p0)]= ih + (fﬁp(mzz (7)

R esorting to the aforem entioned solutions, and to the last com m utation relation,
it is readily seen that
h L ) 2i
R@©;p01= i + <f) pn)? : ®)

From the last expression we have that ourGUP isalways fiil Iled. At thispoint it
is notew orthy to com m ent that one of the consequences ofa GUP lke (1) is the fact
that no physical state is a position eigenstate [B]. N otice that In our approach we have
not considered position eigenstates, instead, we deal w ith position and m ocm entum
operators, ie., we use H eisenberg picture.

Consider now a quantum system whose vector state j > is an eigenvector of the
m om entum operator, for our GUP this condition is, m athem atically, consistent [3].
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HereP (0) =< P(0)]j > .Atthispont it isnoteworthy to com m ent that we have
In posed no restriction upon j >, therefore we m ay consider that it is related to the
center ofm ass of a m acrosoopic body. C learly (9) contains a novelm ass dependence
of the expection valie. Indeed, < P ()J > =m is not m ass Independent. In the
limi ! 0, the lJast two expressions, show that the N ew tonian situation is recovered.

Here wem ust add that there are further generalizations of (1) B]which include a
term with the form (x=L p)2, and we could wonder about the possbl e ects of this
kind oftem son the dynam ics ofourparticle. Taking a look at (3) wem ay understand
(on classical grounds) the last term on the right{hand side as an additional force, and
the introduction of € 0w illnot cancel, in the generalcase, thee ectsof (L p=h)2p .
In other words, a desper m odi cation of the H eisenberg algebra would have sin ilar
consequences upon the dynam ics of our quantum system .

3 Conclusions

W e have considered a quantum particke m oving In a region where a hom ogeneous
graviational eld ispresent, this eld is introduced as an average geom etry, and the



uctuations ofthe geom etry have been Introduced only In context ofthem odi cations
that they provoke In the com m utation relations. A ssum inga GUP, t wasproved that
< PMJ > =m is, n the general case, not m ass independent, the consequences of
this Jast fact could be far{reaching. C learly, expression (9) shows that W EP is not
ful Iled. Here, ollow ng B], W EP reads: if an uncharged test body is placed at an
initial event in spacetim e and given an initial velocity then its subsequent tragctory
will ke independent of its intermal structure and com position. In other words, the
presence of a GUP may be understood as an additional force in the dynam ics of
our particle. This Jast ram ark m ay be rephrased stating that one way of confronting
against the experin ent som e of the m odels around quantum gravity is given by the
detection ofthe dependence upon the m ass param eter of the expectation value ofthe
m om entum operator.
O foourse, wem ust also address the issue conceming the feasibility ofthe detection
ofthistype ofe ects. From (9) it is readily seen that the detection depends, critically,

upon the m agnitude of the tem LTP
problm s:

F irstly, the m agnitude of , which here is a free param eter, can not be predicted
from m odel{ independent argum ents. In other words, In order to have a value for this
param ater we m ust consider a particularm odel [B], either string theory O] Wwhere the
aforem entioned param eter is related to the R egge slope), quantum geom etry @] here
the param eter is a function of an upper bound associated to the proper acceleration
experienced by m assive particlkes along their worldlines), etc., etc.

Secondly, the current experim ents In the realn of W EP are alm ost always per—
fom ed resorting to classical system s [10], and the present approach requires the test
of W EP em ploying a quantum particle.

Sum m Ing up, the connection w ith the experin ent requires a m ore carefiil analy—
sis, and the feasibility of the possible experin ental proofs needs a desper study. The
possible violation of W EP, as a consequence of the presence of a GUP, could seam
a very strong drawback of the m odel. Nevertheless, quantum graviy e ects mply
the violation of som e very well acoepted sym m etries , for Instance, the possble em er-
gence of a deformm ed dispersion relation in the study of photon propagation [L1] (as
a consequence, for exam ple, of the polym er{lke structure of spacetin e€) renders the
breakdown of Lorentz symm etry [12]. This last ram ark allow s us to contem plate the
violation of W EP, stemm Ing from quantum gravity e ects, w ithout any surprise.

Finally, at this point it is noteworthy to comm ent that the conospt of m etric
theory of gravity (see page 22 of B]) relies upon the validity ofthe W eak Equivalence
Principle W EP), and therefore the possible consequences of the present analysis in
the context ofm etric theories could be also Interesting .
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