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A bstract

Theavailabletestsoftheequivalenceprincipleconstrain them assoftheHiggs-

like boson appearing in extended supergravity theories. W e determ ine the con-

straintsim posed by high precision experim entson theantigravity �elds(gravivec-

torand graviscalar)arising from N = 2;8 supergravity.
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The discovery that N > 1 supergravity theories lead to antigravity is due to the

work ofthe late J.Scherk [1,2]. In a recent paper we have revived the interest for

the im plications ofextended supergravity theories for antigravity [3]. This interest is

connected to thehigh precision experim entatLEAR (CERN)m easuring thedi�erence

in the gravitationalacceleration ofthe proton and the antiproton [4]. Fora review of

earlier ideas about antigravity the reader is referred to the extensive article by Nieto

and Goldm an [5]and thereferencestherein.

Thesupergravity m ultipletin theN = 2;8casescontains,in addition tothegraviton

(J = 2),a vector�eld A l
� (J = 1). There are also two M ajorana gravitini(J = 3

2
)for

N = 2 [8]and a scalar �eld � forN = 8 [1,2]. The form er �elds are im m aterialfor

our purposes and willbe ignored in the following. It is also to be noted that there

areim portantdi�erencesbetween extended supergravity and theStandard M odel,and

therefore the particles m entioned in this work should not be intended as the objects

fam iliarfrom theStandard M odel.

The �eld � (called graviscalarin whatfollows)introducesa violation oftheequiva-

lenceprinciple in theform ofa universal(i.e.independentfrom thecom position ofthe

m aterial)spatialdependence in Newton’sconstant,G = G(r). However,thisviolation

doesnota�ectany E�otvos{like experim entm easuring di�erencesin theacceleration of

bodiesofdi�erentcom position.Hence,theonly way to constrain thee�ective rangeof

the interaction m ediated by the �{�eld isby m eans ofexperim ents testing deviations

from Newton’s law such as those searching fora �fth force. In contrast,the e�ect of

the gravivector A l
� depends on the com position oftest bodies,and is m oste�ectively

constrained by E�otvos{like experim ents.

The E�otv�os experim ent forces upon us the assum ption that the �eld A l
� have a

nonvanishing m ass,which m ay have a dynam icalorigin [1,2]. In any case,the vector

receivesa m assthrough theHiggsm echanism

m l=
1

R l

= km �h�i; (1)

wherek = (4�G)1=2 andthem assoftheHiggs{like�eldequalsits(nonvanishing)vacuum

expectation value(v.e.v.)

m � = h�i: (2)

Thus,Scherk’sm odelofantigravity leadsto thepossibility ofviolating theequivalence

principle on a rangeofdistancesoforderR l,where R l istheA
l
� Com pton wavelength.

The available lim itssetby the experim entaltestsofthe equivalence principle allow us

to constrain thev.e.v.oftheHiggs-like�eld �,and thereforeitsm ass.Itm ustbenoted
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that the possibility ofa m assless �eld A l
� was already ruled out by Scherk using the

E�otv�osexperim entsavailableatthattim e[1].

In the presentpaperwe build upon [3]: taking into accountthe experim ents up to

date,weareableto im provethelim itson thegravivectorA l
�.M oreover,weextend our

treatm entby considering the e�ectsofthe graviscalarforthe case N = 8,and provide

the constraintssetby �fth force experim ents(non E�otvos{like testsofthe equivalence

principle)and by thebinary pulsarPSR 1913+16.

TheCom pton wavelength ofthegravivectoralready obtained in [3]isoforder10 m ,

orless. Incidentally,the sm allnessofthisupperbound justi�esthe use ofE�otvos{like

experim entalresults,which lose theirvalidity atm uch largerdistances. Therefore,the

concept ofantigravity in the context ofN = 2 supergravity cannot play any role in

astrophysics,exceptpossibly forprocessesinvolving thestrong gravity regim e,i.e.near

black holes orin the early universe. The sam e conclusion applies to the case N = 8,

owingtotheresultswepresenthere,sincetheN = 8graviscalarand gravivectore�ective

rangesofinteraction areconstrained,respectively,to belessthan 100 m and 1 m .

A caveatconcerning ourresultsforthegraviscalarisworth m entioning:ouranalysis

and conclusions forthe interaction ofthis�eld with m atterand antim atterare by no

m eans exhaustive,and our experim entallim its hold only for the �eld � entering the

N = 8 supergravity m ultiplet.Fora treatm entofthecouplingsofa Brans{Dickescalar

in various other m odels,we refer the reader to [5]. Alternatively,ultra{light pseudo

Nam bu{Goldstonebosonshavebeen considered in extensionsofthestandard m odel[6]

and observationalconstraintsbased on astrophysicalconsiderationshavebeen obtained

[7].

In N = 2,8 supergravity theories,the gravivector �eld A l
� couples to the �eldsof

them atterscalarm ultipletwith strengths

gi= �km i (3)

[8]forN = 2 and

gi= �2km i (4)

[9,10]forN = 8.Here m i are the quark and lepton m asses,the positive and negative

signs hold for particles and antiparticles,respectively,and g = 0 for self{conjugated

particles. Asa consequence,in the interaction ofan atom with the gravitational�eld,

thevector�eld A l
� \sees" only theparticlesconstituting thenucleon which arenotself{

conjugated,while the graviton and thegraviscalar(forN = 8)couple to therealm ass

ofthenucleon.
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Fortwo com positeparticles,e.g.two atom swith m assesM 1,M 2 atseparation r,the

potentialenergy reads

V (r)= �
GM 1M 2

r
[1+ �lexp(�r=R l)+ �� exp(�r=R �)]; (5)

where

�l= �
M 0

1
M 0

2

M 1M 2

� ; �� = � � 1; � =

(

1 ; N = 2

4 ; N = 8
(6)

and R l(R �)istheCom pton wavelength ofthegravivector(graviscalar).Them assesin

(5),(6)aregiven by

M = Z(M p + m e)+ (A � Z)M n ; (7)

M
0 = Z(2m u + m d + m e)+ (A � Z)(m u + 2m d); (8)

whereZ and A aretheatom icand m assnum bersand M p,M n,m e,m u and m d arethe

proton,neutron,electron,up quark and down quark m asses,respectively. W e use the

values m u = 5:6 M eV,m d = 9:9 M eV,consistently with [3]. Notice that in the case

N = 8,�� isthree ordersofm agnitude largerthan �l.In fact,substituting the values

ofthem assesin eqs.(7),(8)oneobtains

M 0

M
=

�3:8Z + 25:4A

�0:8Z + 939:6A
� � ; (9)

where� = 2:7� 10� 2,and theinequality A � Z hasbeen used.Hence,wehavej�lj� ��2

which,forN = 8,yieldsthelim itj�lj� 2:9� 10� 3.

W econsiderhigh{precision testsoftheequivalenceprincipleanditsviolationinduced

by antigravity in N = 2;8 supergravity,in order to get observationalbounds on the

e�ective range ofthe vectorgravity interaction and the Higgs{like boson appearing in

thetheory [3].Thesign and thestrength ofthecoupling ofthegraviscalar� isthesam e

for allparticles and antiparticles. Since the coupling ofthe graviscalar is universal,

the contribution ofspin 0 gravity to the acceleration ofa test body does not depend

on its com position. Therefore,this contribution does not a�ect the di�erence � of

the gravitationalaccelerations oftwo test bodies with di�erent com positions. W hen

considering E�otvos{like experim ents,itis safe to om itthe scalar�,and the potential

foran atom in thestatic�eld oftheEarth is[1]

V = �
G

r

�

M M � � �M
0
M

0

�
f

�
R �

R l

�

exp(�r=R l)

�

; (10)
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where R � = 6:38 � 106 m and M � = 5:98 � 1024 kg are the earth radius and m ass,

respectively.Thepresence ofthefunction

f(x)= 3
xcoshx� sinhx

x3
(11)

expresses the fact that a sphericalm ass distribution cannot be described by a point

m ass located atthe center ofthe sphere,asin the case ofa coulom bic potential. W e

describe theEarth by m eansoftheaverageatom iccom position (Z� ;2Z� )which gives,

from (7),(8)

M
0

�
’
3m u + 3m d + m e

M p + M n

M � : (12)

In N = 2;8 supergravities,one ofthe scalar �elds (other than �) has a nonzero

v.e.v. and,asa consequence,the vector�eld A l
� acquiresa m ass,asdescribed by (2)

(theim possibility ofa m asslessA l
� being proved in ref.[1]).Thisleadsto a violation of

the equivalence principle,expressed by the di�erence between the accelerationsoftwo

atom swith num bers(Z;A)and (Z 0;A 0)in the�eld oftheEarth

�


= �

(3m u + 3m d + m e)(m e + m u � m d)

M n (M p + M n)

 

Z 0

A 0
�
Z

A

!

f

�
R �

R l

��

1+
R �

R l

�

exp(�R � =R l):

(13)

In theE�otv�os{likeexperim entperform ed attheUniversity ofW ashington [11](hereafter

\E�ot{W ash")the equivalence principle wastested using berillium and copperand alu-

m inum and copper.Thistestwasused in ref.[3]to seta lowerlim iton them assofthe

Higgs{likeparticle

m � > 5�1=2 GeV : (14)

TheE�ot-W ash experim enthasrecently been im proved [12],yielding thehigherpre-

cision lim it �
�
�
�
�

�



�
�
�
�
�
� 3:0� 10� 12 (15)

for berillium and alum inum , which translates into the im proved upper lim it for the

gravivector

R l� 3:4�� 1 m (16)

orequivalently,

m � � 15:8�1=2 GeV : (17)

Itisalso to benoted thatby increasing thefactor
�
Z 0

A 0
� Z

A

�

in (13),theupperlim iton

R lcan beim proved.Thiswasachieved in thelastversion oftheE�ot{W ash experim ent,
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wherethebestlim itcom esfrom theuseofberillium {alum inum (Z
0

A 0�
Z

A
= 0:038)instead

ofberillium {copper(Z
0

A 0�
Z

A
= 0:012)oralum inum {copper(Z

0

A 0�
Z

A
= 0:025),which were

used in thelatestand in previousversionsoftheexperim ent.

W ealso considertheexperim entsaim ed to detectdeviationsfrom Newton’sinverse

squarelaw.In theseexperim entsitiscustom ary to param etrizethedeviationsfrom the

Newtonian form with a Yukawa{like correction to theNewtonian potential

V (r)= �
GM

r

�

1+ �e� r=R l

�

: (18)

In thefollowing,weassum ethat,in thecontextofantigravity,theparam eter� isgiven

by thevaluecom puted fortheE�ot{W ash experim entperform ed using copper(Z = 29,

A = 63:5)and berillium (Z 0= 4,A 0= 9:0),i.e.

� =

(

6:36� 10� 4 (N = 2)

2:54� 10� 3 (N = 8):
(19)

Forthe m aterialsthatarelikely to beused in these experim ents,the valuesof� di�er

from those of(19) only for a factor oforder unity. M oreover,our �nallim its on m �

depend on thesquarerootof�.Forthesereasons,itissafeto usethevalues(19)of�

in thefollowing com putations(itisto berem arked thatalltheexperim entsconsidered

in whatfollowsm easurethegravitationalattraction between bodiesin a laboratory).

Equations(1)and (2)provideuswith therelation

m �(new)

m �
�

=

 

R l
�

R l(new)

!
1=2

; (20)

where m �
� = 5�1=2 GeV and R l

� = 34�� 1 m are,respectively,the lower lim it on the

scalar �eld m ass and the upper lim it on the Com pton wavelength ofthe vector A l
�

derived in ref.[3],and m �(new),R l(new) are the new lim its on the sam e quantities

com ing from thereferencesconsidered in thefollowing.

The2� lim itsofref.[13](seetheir�g.3)allow therangeofvaluesofR l:

R l� 1cm ; R l� 5cm (21)

forN = 2 and

R l� 0:5cm ; R l� 16cm (22)

forN = 8.Thiscorrespondsto the allowed range forthe m assoftheHiggs{like scalar

�eld:

m � � 130GeV ; m � � 292GeV (N = 2) (23)
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m � � 73GeV ; m � � 412GeV (N = 8): (24)

ThecurveA of�g.13 in ref.[14]gives

R l� 0:6cm ; R l� 10cm (25)

forN = 2 and

R l� 0:4cm ; R l� 32cm (26)

forN = 8.Equivalently,

m � � 92GeV ; m � � 376GeV (N = 2) (27)

m � � 52GeV ; m � � 461GeV (N = 8): (28)

ThenullresultoftheShternberg [15]experim entreviewed by M ilyukov [16]in thelight

ofScherk’swork providesuswith thelim its:

R l� 4cm ; R l� 13cm (29)

forN = 2 and

R l� 2:2cm ; R l� 40cm (30)

forN = 8.Theseareequivalentto:

m � � 82GeV ; m � � 146GeV (N = 2) (31)

m � � 46GeV ; m � � 197GeV (N = 8): (32)

Therefore,thebestavailablelim itson them assofthescalar�eld aregiven by

m � � 82GeV ; m � � 376GeV (N = 2) (33)

m � � 46GeV ; m � � 461GeV (N = 8): (34)

Theexperim entsanalyzed abovealso constrain therangeofthegraviscalarinterac-

tion forN = 8.Thedeviation from purespin 2gravityintroduced bythegravivectorand

thegraviscalarcan bedescribed by introducingthee�ectivegravitational\constant" [2]

G eff(r)= G

�

1+ �l

�

1+
r

R l

�

exp(�
r

R l

)+ ��

�

1+
r

R �

�

exp(�
r

R �

)

�

; (35)

where �l and �� are given by (6). Notice that �� is a universalcoupling constant,

while �l depends on the com position oftestbodies. The binary pulsarPSR 1913+16
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[17]can be used to constrain the rangeofthe graviscalar.The upperlim it(16)on the

range ofthe gravivector prevents it from a�ecting the dynam ics ofthe binary pulsar.

Theem ission ofgravitationalwavesfrom thebinary occursdueto thecoherentm otion

ofm ass distributions (the two neutron stars orbiting around each other) on the scale

a = 1:4� 109 m (them ajoraxisofthebinary [17]),wherea >> R l.In thecaseN = 8,

ifthe range ofthe graviscalar is R � >> a,one has for the binary pulsar r � a and

exp(�r=R �) � 1 in (35). Under these assum ptions,the analysis ofref.[18]can be

applied (see also [5]). In order for the observed orbitaldecay ofthe binary pulsar to

agreewith thetheory,itm ustbe�� < 3� 10� 3 [18].Thisisclearly incom patiblewith the

prescription �� = 3 ofN = 8 supergravity and therefore,the range R � >> 1:4� 109 m

forthe graviscalarinteraction isforbidden by thebinary pulsarobservations.The case

R � � a is excluded as wellusing the data from the Earth{Lageos{lunar experim ents

sum m arized in �g.1aofref.[19].Theexperim entalconstraintin thisrangeis�� < 10� 6,

which isagain incom patiblewith theprediction ofN = 8 supergravity.

The Shternberg experim ent [15]provides us with the lim its on the range of the

graviscalar:

R � � 0:8cm ; R � � 14m : (36)

By com bining thedataoftheShternberg and theotherexperim entsreviewed in [16]one

im provesthelim its(36)as

R � � 0:15cm ; R � � 70m : (37)

However,partofthisrange isalready forbidden by the PSR 1913+16 data. The �fth

forceexperim entsreviewed in [19]allow only theregions

R � � 1cm ; 60m � R � � 100m ;R � � 1014 m : (38)

The �rstofthese lim itsiscom patible with,butlessstringentthan the constraintsset

by the experim entsin [16]. The third region isforbidden by the observationaldata on

thebinary pulsar.

Asaconclusion,thebestavailablelim itson therangeofthegraviscalarderived from

thevariousexperim entsquoted aboveare

R � � 0:15cm ; 70m � R � � 100m : (39)

Thegraviscalar�,likethegravivector,cannotplay any signi�cantrolein astrophysics,

exceptpossibly nearblack holesorin the early universe,when the size ofthe universe

(orofprim ordialstructures)iscom parableto,orlessthan R �.
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