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A bstract

O ne of the biggest unsoled problem s In physics is the uni cation of quantum m echan-
ics and general relativity. T he lack of experin ental guidance has m ade the issue extrem ely
evasive, though various attem pts have been m ade to relate the loss of m atter wave coher-
ence to quantum spacetin e uctuations. W e present a new approach to the gravitational
decoherence near the P lanck scale, m ade possble by recently discovered conform alstructure
of canonical gravity. This leads to a gravitational analogue of the B rownian m otion whose
correlation length is given by the P lanck length up to a scaling factor. W ih input from
recent m atter wave experim ents, we show that the m ninum value of this factor to be well
w ithin the expected range for quantum gravity theordes. T his suggests that the sensitivities
of advanced m atter w ave interferom etersm ay be approaching the findam ental level due to
quantum spacetin e uctuations and that investigating P lanck scale physics using m atter
wave interferom etry m ay becom e a reality in the near future.

Physics on the large scale is based on E instein’s theory of general relativity (GR), which
Interprets gravity as the curvature of spacetin e. D espite its trem endous sucoess as an isolated
theory ofgravity, GR hasproved problem atic In Integration w ith physicsasa whole, in particular
the physics of the very am all govemed by quantum m echanics. T here can be no uni cation of
physics, which does not include them both. Superstring theory ] and is recent extension to
the m ore general theory ofbranes is a popular candidate, but the linksw ith experin ent are very
tenuous. Loop quantum graviy [, ] attem pts to quantize GR w thout uni cation, and has so
far received no obvious experim ental veri cation.

O ne hundred years ago, when P lanck introduced the constant nam ed after hin , he also
Introduced the P lanck scales, which combined this constant w ith the velocity of light c and
N ew ton’s gravitational constant G to give the fiindam entalP lanck tin € Tp apa = (~ G =c )72
10 3 5, Planck ngth Lp anek = CTpanak 10 >°m and Planckm assM p una = ~=(Tp 1anck )
10 ® kg. Experin ents on quantum gravity require access to these scales. To acoess these scales
directly usihg accelerators would require 10'° G eV accelerators, well beyond any conceivable
experin ents.
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N onetheless, there have been signi cant developm ents in exam ining possible signatures of
quantum gravity. A number of phenom ena have been proposed to be potentially cbservable,
Including Yeform ations’ of special relativity and “m prints’ in the cosn icm icrow ave background.
For recent review s, see eg. ] and 1] and references therein.

O ne possible way of accessing the P lJanck scale is to use the conoept developed by E instein
In his study ofthem al uctuations of an all particles through the B row nian m otion 1]. M odem
experin entalm ethods are so much in advance of those of E instein’s tin e, that we are now in
a position to consider accessing the P lanck scales by a m ethod analogous to B row nian m otion,
a conoept wst pointed out by E 1lis et al [l]. T he curvature of spacetin e produces changes in
proper tin e, the tin e m easured by m oving clocks. For su ciently short tin e intervals, near
the P Janck tim e, the proper tim e uctuates strongly due to quantum uctuations. For longer
tin e Intervals, proper tim e is dom inated by a steady drift due to an ooth spacetin e. P roper
tim e is therefore m ade up of the quantum uctuations plus the steady drift. The boundary
separating the shorter tin e scale uctuations from the longer tin e scale drifts, ism arked by a
tine 9= Tpuanxk that de nesthe borderline between sam iclassical and fully quantum regin es
of graviy, In term s of a din ensionless cuto param eter

Since the quantum to classical transition ofgraviy isexpected to occurata length scale ¢ =

L p1anak largerthan Lip anak by @ few orders ofm agnitude, the param eter should approxin ately
satisfy > 102. Tts actualvalie ism odel dependent. E g. the extra-din ensional gravity m odel
as per A rkaniH am ed et al has the fundam ental scale of gravity in the TeV range [1], which
would place to be as large as around 10'°. Below, the motion of a quantum wave packet
w illbe exam ined on a length scale larger than ( where the tim evarying badckground m etric is
assum ed to be welldescrlbbed as a classical eld. M arkopoulou et al have recently developed a
theoretical fram ew ork where particles are described as hoiseless subsystam s’ In a badkground
Independent m anner ]. H owever, we assum e that at an appropriate low -energy lim it of such a
theory, the classical picture of geom etry w ill em erge.

M atter wave interferom eters are ideal in m easuring deccherence e ects and w illbe ablk to
put upper lim is on quantum uctuations which willhelp guide the theoreticalwork. An atom
isa quantum clock with a very high frequency proportionalto itsm ass. In contrast, the proper
tin e intervals ofm assless particles like photonsare una ected asthey travelalong nullgeodesics.
In an atom Interferom eter, an atom ic wavepadket is solit into two ocoherent wavepackets that
follow di erent paths before recom bining. T he phase change of each wavepadcket is proportional
to the proper tin e along its path, resulting in constructive or destructive interference when
the wavepackets recombine. The detection of the decoherence due to spacetin e uctuations
on the P lanck scale would provide experin ental access to quantum gravity e ects analogous to
acoessing to atom ic scales provided by Brownian m otion. A num ber of authors [, 1, ] have
suggested investigating decoherence In the twopath atom interferom eter where the separation
of the wavepadkets is large com pared to the width of the wavepacket. There have also been
studies of decoherence m odels using non-propagating conform al uctuations of spacetin e by
Sanchez-G om ez [[], and using N ew tonian gravity by Kay [].



R ecent work by Powerand Percival []] considered am odelofthe tonform al eld’A that con-—
form ally deform s the M inkow ski spacetin e m etric = diag( 1;1;1;1) @wsing ; = 0;1;2;3
as spacetin e coordinate indices) into the curved spacetinemetricg via

g = @a+2n)y? 1)

They assum ed that the Incoherent tonform al waves” of A are produced by their own quan-
tum m echanical zero point uctuations. T hese waves then Interact w ith wavepackets ofm assive
particles through the e ective N ew tonian potentialusing theweak eld and slow m otion approx—
In ation. T he nonlinear contribution from conform al eld causes a decoherence of the quantum

wavepackets. The random walk of the conform al eld is m odelled by a G aussian correlation
function with ( asthe correlation tim e. In temm s of the density m atrix of the wavepacket at
tine t= 0 and is change due to spacetin e uctuations attine t= T, the decoherence is

represented by the loss of contrast of the form [1]:
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where M is the m ass of the atom and A is the am plitude of the uctuating A, assum ed to
bemudh lss than uniy. The conform al eld is assum ed to have frequency contributions from
0O up to a cuto frequency !¢ = 2 = . Based on atom Interferom eter experin ents using
caesiim atomswith M = 133 amu separated for T = 032 s resulting in a loss of contrast of

= (0)= 3% [], Power and Percival estin ate the lower bound on to be oforder 10, outside
the expected range.

Previousmodels ||, ,[ ] su er from a num ber of serious drawbacks and are too crude

to m ake predictions [[]. They suspend allbut the confom al degrees of freedom of graviy at

the cost of violating E instein’s equations. Consequently, m ost recent investigations of gravita-
tional decoherence have focused on gravitationalwaves (GW s) of astrophysicaland cosm ological
origins [, I]. T he an allness of these waves have, how ever, rendered the chance of detecting
their decoherence e ects very slim . Here we Introduce for the rst tin e new com ponents of the
gravitational eld describing shearing actions on spacetin e geom etry, com m only referred to as
the soin2 GW s ], ]. These com ponents de ne the conform al geom etry of spacetin e that
yields the full geom etry when combined w ith the conform al eld. Carefil niial data analysis
reveals that the spin2 GW s carry the true dynam ical degrees of freedom of GR [[11], jast like
the soin-1 EM waves carrying the true dynam ical degrees of freedom of M axwell’s theory of
electrom agnetism . GW s are believed to be quantized into spin-2 gravitons and hence have zero
point energy.

T he essential requiram ent forthe theoretical fram ew ork In w hich the conform al ld interacts
wih GW s at zero point energy is a conform ally decom posed H am iltonian form ulation of GR .
Such a theoretical fram ew ork has been established In recent papers [, 1. Tt allow s us to
consider a general spacetin e m etric of the form

g = @+1a)> @)



In tem s of the conform al eld A and the rescaled m etric . We shallwork in a standard

laboratory fram e where the direction of tim e is perpendicular to space. A coordingly, we set
00= land ;= 0 (using a;b= 1;2;3 as spatial coordinate ndices.) T he spatial part of the

m etric isdenoted by .1, and isnom alized using det( 5,) = 1. Hence, 5 willbe referred to

as the vonform alm etric’ as it speci es the conform al geom etry of space. It's inverse is denoted

by b The Spacetin e m etric W) therefore accom m odates both the confom al eld, as does the

metric in M), and in addition the spin2 GW s encoded in the deviation of the conform alm etric
ap from the Euclidean m etric .

Adopt, Pramoment, unitswhere 16 G = c¢c= 1. In Refs [, []], the canonical theory of
general relativity has been constructed In tem s of the confom al classes of spatial m etrics by
extending the A mow ittD eserM isner A DM ) phase space consisting of the spatial m etric gy,
and itsmom entum p®, @;b= 1;2;3). The canonical transform ation @up; ™) ! (ani 55 ;)
is perform ed using a conform ally transform ed spatialm etric L, tsmomentum  #°, the scake
factor = Kgab and York’sm ean extrinsic curvature variable [ ,0]. The new canonical
fram ew ork has the H am iltonian constraint H , di eom orphism m om entum ) constraint: D 5 and
conform al constraint C [1]. In tem s of these constraints, the H am ittonian for gravity is given
by o, e 7

H= NH+X%,+ 2ZCldx @)

using the lapse function N , chift vector X ¢ and Lagrange multiplier Z to e ect the vanishing
of the conformm al constraint C. W e choose coordinate and scaling gauge conditions to facilitate
the study of the coupling between the conform al and gravitational wave parts of graviy. In
addiion, these gauge xings should allow our spacetin e m etric to be expressed In termm s of
a deviation from the M inkow skim etric for ease of com parison w ith earlier approaches to the
conform al eld. W e x the confom al gauge by nom alizing the conform al 3-m etric according
todet( up) = 1. Themomentum 2 is then required to be traceless w ith respect to .. It is
possible to nd param eterizations to satisfy the above properties of ., and 2°. H owever, their
explicit construction is not required for our present analysis.

T henom alized conform al3-m etric 5, can be extended into a nom alized conform al4-m etric

by adopting the G aussian coordinate conditions for the tin e-tin e and tin e-space m etric
components o9 = 1 and oy = 0. Using the vonform al eld’ A, we can relate the physical
and conform alm etrics sinply by Eq. ). This xes the lJapse fiinction and shift vector to be
N = 1+ A and X ? = 0 regpectively, so that the direction of tin e is chosen as perpendicular to

space. W e then perform the canonicaltransform ation ( ap; %5 ; ) ! ( ap; °;A;P) where P

isthem omentum ofA . In tem s of these variables, the gravitational H am ittonian M) becom es
Z n i

H = HCF) g€ g3« ®)



where

1
g CF) = ﬂpﬂ 6 “°A A4 6)

is the H am iltonian density for the conform al eld and
HCE") = a+a) % 4, *® @a+a)yr )

isthe H am iltonian density orthe GW s,whereR istheR icciscalar curvature of .. A though
we have adopted a canonical description, the covariance of our approach can be rea m ed by
m eans of a Legendre transform ation on the Ham itonian M), yielding the action for gravity of
the covariant form :
Z n i
S = 6 A,A, + 1+2)R dx

where R is the Ricci scalar curvature of the 4-m etric . In arriving at this action, we have
used the m om entum ~velocity relations = 2 1+ A) 2 o, and A= P =12, where the overdot
denotes a tin e derivative. By using the latter relation, we can elin inate them om enta in H ©¥)
and w rite i, after restoring the ullunits, as

3
8 G

This Ham iltonian density has a ram arkable feature ofbeing sin ilar to that of a m asskess scalar
eld but with a Wrong sign’, ie. negative energy density, which has in portant physical conse—
quences to be explored below .

Tt is worth stressing that only physical degrees of freedom have zero point energies. In
principle, 3 conditions can be used to elin nate the coordinate redundancy in the conform al
metric . containing 5 com ponents. A ssum Ing sn all deviation from the M inkow ski spacetin g,
the vacuum energy due to H €% ) in the sem iclassical dom ain can be estin ated by considering
the quantization ofweak GW s in a box of uni volum e. In this case, the num ber ofm odes per

frequency is given by

HCF) = c A+ A Ay @)
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T heenergy density H éGW ! dueto zero point energy gravitonsw ith 2 polarizationsand frequencies
up tothecuto value !g= 2 = g is
Z
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since each frequency m ode has energy %~! . For > 1072, the above H éGW ) valie am ounts

to a vacuum m ass density of 10°8 {10%* m etric tons per lire! However, we must also take



Into acoount the contrbution from the conform al eld, which can be determ ined using the
H am iltonian constraint to be:

GW ),

HC) = mg (11)

The relation M) adm its a very sim ple picture: Every pair of gravitons having the sam e zero
point energy %~! but two di erent helicities is accom panied by a Yuantum ’ of the confom al
eld w ith a com pensating energy of ~! . However, a further in plication is that the resulting
conform al eld m ay be dbservable through an atom wave decoherence experim ent. Since all
com ponents of the m etric deviating from the M inkow ski values are assum ed to be an all, the
N ew tonian approxin ation for the slow m otion of a m atter wave packet applies. However, In
this Iim it, only the conform al eld contrdbutes to the e ective N ew tonian gravitational potential
oo + 1)=2 but not the GW elds. The am plitude ofthe uctuating conformal eld A can be
derived from the energy density condition M) togetherw ith Egs ) and ) .n am odedby-m ode

fashion as follow s: 38 D E

c 2,2, 2
c “AS+ A da! = ~!I'n (!)d!
5 G FAjJ (M)

where h 1 denotes averaging over space and the vector m odulus j jis approxin ated using the
Euclidean nom . Let A (! ) be the amplitude of A at frequency ! . Ushg relation W), the
above relation yields A (! 2 = 2TP2]and§ =3 which shows a clkar spectral distrbution of the
conform al eld towards higher frequencies. From this, the overall am plitude squared for A due
to quantum vacuum uctuations is

2 - 2 4
AO= A(') dl:ﬁ: (12)
0
W ihin the New tonian approxim ation for the atom wavem otion, we nally obtain an expression
for the cut-o param eter by substituting Eq. (lll) into Eq. W) to be
p— 1=3
8 2 °M %A Tpana T

= 5 (= 0) : @)

For the m entioned atom interferom eter experin ental data using caesiim atomswith M = 133
am u separated for 0:32 s resulting in a loss of contrast of about 3% M), ®mula M) yilds a
lower bound on to be:

7600: (14)

T he Inequality counts for any other causes of decoherence. T his Iower bound is wellw ithin the
expected range > 102 for low energy quantum gravity.

For aln ost a century it hasbeen w idely perceived that the lack of experim ental evidence for
quantum gravity haspresented, and w ill continue to present, am a prbarrier to itsbreakthrough.
H owever, am ed w ith the sensitivity ofm odem m atterw ave Interferom eters at the quantum level,
the possibility ofusing a h acroscopic” instrum ent to investigate P Jank scale physics isnow a real



possbility. Follow Ing recently form ulated conform al decom position in fiill canonical gravity, we
have developed a new approach to gravitational decoherence due to ground state gravitons and
have dem onstrated that the resulting conform al eld can lad to ocbservabl e ects by causing
quantum m atter waves to loss coherence.

Further in proved m easurem ent m ay decrease the upper bound of decoherence resulting in
an Increased .A spacem ission sin ilar to the proposed HYPER atom wave interferom eter can
provide such im proveam ents [1]. A dvanced m atter interferom eters using m olecules under active
developm ent [0, I, ] are designed to enhance decoherence e ects using particles of larger
m ass. However, the additional decoherence e ects due to the structure of a m olecule m ust be
controlled. R ecent experim ents using C 7o fullerenem oleculeswith M = 70 12 amu, ssparated
r0004 s resul in a loss of contrast of 4% [M]. A ccording to formula M), thisyields 5500,
close to the Iowerbound given in Eq. [ll) . For every 3 orders of m agniude in provem ent in the
loss of contrast, there isonly 1 order ofm agnitude change In the Iower bound of . T herefore, its
possble rise w ith any decrease of decoherence m easurem ent is rather slow . T his, com bined w ith
the fact that the owerbound of in the range 5500{7600 calculated using current experin ental
data is already w ithin the expected range > 107, is a very good sign. It strongly suggests
that the m easured decoherence e ects are converging tow ards the fundam ental decoherence due
to quantum gravity. T he experin ental determ ination of w ill be com pelling evidence for the
quantum behaviour of spacetin e and set a stringent benchm ark in our search for the ultin ate
theory of quantum gravity.
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