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A bstract

T he available tests of the equivalence principle constrain them ass ofthe H iggs—
like boson appearing In extended supergraviy theories. W e determ ine the con—
straints In posed by high precision experin ents on the antigravity elds (Qravivec—
tor and graviscalar) arising from N = 2;8 supergraviy.
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The discovery that N > 1 supergravity theories lead to antigravity is due to the
work of the late J. Scherk fI, 2]. Tn a recent paper we have revived the interest for
the in plications of extended supergravity theories for antigravity []. This Interest is
connected to the high precision experim ent at LEAR (CERN) m easuring the di erence
in the gravitational acceleration of the proton and the antiproton J]. For a review of
earlier ideas about antigravity the reader is referred to the extensive articke by N ieto
and G oldm an [-5] and the references therein.

T he supergraviy muliplet n theN = 2;8 cases contains, In addition to the graviton
(0= 2),avector edA' (J = 1). There are also two M aPprana gravitini (J = 3) for
N = 2 Bland a scalar ed forN = 8 [[,2]. The ormer elds are inmaterial for
our purposes and will be ignored In the llow ng. It is also to be noted that there
are in portant di erences between extended supergravity and the Standard M odel, and
therefore the particles m entioned In this work should not be intended as the ob gcts
fam iliar from the Standard M odel

The ed (called graviscalar in what follow s) introduces a violation of the equiva—
lence principke In the form of a universal (ie. ndependent from the com position of the
m aterial) spatial dependence in Newton’s constant, G = G (r). However, this violation
does not a ect any E otvos{lke experim ent m easuring di erences in the acoeleration of
bodies of di erent com position. Hence, the only way to constrain the e ective range of
the interaction m ediated by the { eld is by m eans of experim ents testing deviations
from Newton’s law such as those ssarching fora fth force. In contrast, the e ect of
the gravivector A' depends on the com position of test bodies, and is m ost e ectively
constrained by E otvos{lke experin ents.

The Eotvos experin ent roes upon us the assum ption that the eld A! have a
nonvanishing m ass, which m ay have a dynam ical origin [, 2]. Tn any case, the vector
receives a m ass through the H iggsm echanisn

1 .
ml=R—l=km hi; @)

wherek = (4 G )™ and them assoftheH iggs{lke eld equalsits (honvanishing) vacuum

expectation value (vewxv.)
m =hi: @)

T hus, Scherk’s m odel of antigravity leads to the possbility of violating the equivalence
principle on a range of distances of orderR 1, where R, is the A’ Com pton wavelength.
T he available lim its set by the experim ental tests of the equivalence principle allow us
to constrain the vew. ofthe H iggslike eld , and therefore itsm ass. It m ust be noted



that the possibility of a massless eld A! was already ruled out by Scherk using the
E otvos experin ents available at that time [Ii].

In the present paper we buid upon [J]: taking Into acoount the experin ents up to
date, we are able to in prove the lim its on the gravivector A' . M oreover, we extend our
treatm ent by considering the e ects of the graviscalar for the case N = 8, and provide
the constraints set by fth foroe experin ents (hon E otvos{lke tests of the equivalence
principle) and by the binary pulsar PSR 1913+ 16.

T he C om pton wavelength of the gravivector already obtained in §] isoforder 10 m ,
or kss. Incidentally, the an allness of this upper bound justi es the use of E otvos{lke
experin ental resuls, which lose their validity at m uch larger distances. T herefore, the
concspt of antigravity In the context of N = 2 supergravity cannot play any roke in
astrophysics, except possbly for processes involving the strong gravity regin e, ie. near
black holes or in the early universe. The sam e conclusion applies to the case N = 8§,
ow Ing to the resultswe present here, since theN = 8 graviscalar and gravivectore ective
ranges of Interaction are constrained, respectively, to be lessthan 100m and 1 m .

A caveat conceming our resuls for the graviscalar is worth m entioning: our analysis
and conclusions for the interaction of this eld with m atter and antin atter are by no
m eans exhaustive, and our experim ental lin its hold only for the eld entering the
N = 8 supergraviy m ultiplet. For a treatm ent of the couplings ofa B rans{D icke scalar
in various other m odels, we refer the reader to 1. A kematively, ultra{light pssudo
N am bu {G oldstone bosons have been considered in extensions of the standard m odel [6]
and observational constraints based on astrophysical considerations have been obtained

[1.
In N = 2, 8 supergravity theories, the gravivector eld A' couples to the elds of
the m atter scalar m ultiplet w ith strengths

gi= km; 3)
Bl orN = 2 and
gi= 2km; @)

[, 0] orN = 8. Herem ; are the quark and kpton m asses, the positive and negative
signs hold for particles and antiparticles, respectively, and g = 0 for selff conjugated
particles. A s a consequence, in the interaction of an atom w ith the gravitational ed,
the vector eld A! \sees" only the particles constituting the nuclkon which are not self{
conjuigated, whilk the graviton and the graviscalar (forN = 8) couplk to the realm ass
ofthe nuclkon.



Fortwo com posite partickes, eg. two atom sw ith m assesM ;,M , at ssparation r, the
potential energy reads

GM M,

V ()= f[l"‘ 1exp ( r=R;) + exp( r=R )] ; ©®)
where
(
MM J 1 ; N=2
= M = l' =
1 Mle ’ I 4 ; N = 8 (6)

and R; R ) isthe Com pton wavelength ofthe gravivector (graviscalar). Them asses in
), @) are given by

M:Z(Mp-l-me)-l'(A Z)Mn; (7)
M%°=ZQ@n,+mag+mo)+ @ Z)m,+ 2my); ®)

where Z and A are the atom icand massnumbersand M ,,M ,, m¢, m, and m 4 are the
proton, neutron, electron, up quark and down quark m asses, regoectively. W e use the
valuesm, = 566 M&V, myq = 99 M &V, consistently w ih [3]. N otice that in the case
N = 8§, is three orders of m agnitude larger than ;. In fact, substituting the values
ofthem asses In egs. (1), ) one obtains

M°% 38z + 254A

_ ; )
M 087 + 939:0A

where = 27 1(%,and the nequality A Z hasbeen used. Hence, we have j 1j
which, orN = 8,yieldsthelinit j . 2:9 10°.

W e consider high {precision tests ofthe equivalence principle and its violation induced
by antigravity In N = 2;8 supergravity, In order to get observational bounds on the
e ective range of the vector graviy interaction and the H iggs{lke boson appearing in
the theory [3]. The sign and the strength ofthe coupling of the graviscalar isthe same
for all particles and antiparticles. Since the coupling of the graviscalar is universal,
the contrlbution of spin 0 gravity to the acceleration of a test body does not depend
on is com position. Therefore, this contribution does not a ect the di erence of
the gravitational accelerations of two test bodies with di erent com positions. W hen
considering E otvos{lke experin ents, it is safe to om it the scalar , and the potential
foran atom in the static eld ofthe Earth is []

G 0 0 R
V= — MM MM °f — exp( r=R) ; (10)
r R;



whereR = 638 10m and M = 598 1# kg are the earth radius and m ass,
resoectively. T he presence of the function
xooshx sihhx
fx)=3 3 11)
X

expresses the fact that a soherical m ass distribution cannot be described by a point
m ass located at the center of the sohere, as In the case of a coulombic potential. W e
describe the E arth by m eans of the average atom ic com position (Z ;2Z ) which gives,
from 1), &)

3m,+ 3mg+ m
MO d' M (12)
Mo+ M,

In N = 2;8 supermgravities, one of the scalar elds (other than ) has a nonzero
vey. and, as a consequence, the vector eld A' acquires a m ass, as descrbed by @)
(the in possibility of a m assless A* being proved in ref. ] . This leads to a violation of
the equivalence principle, expressed by the di erence between the accelerations of two
atom swith numbers Z;A) and @ %A% i the eld ofthe Earth

3m,+ 3mg+m +m, m AN R R
( d e)(me d) 2 F 14+ — exp( R :R]_):
Mn([\/lp+Mn) A0 A R, R,

13)

In the E otvos{ Ike experin ent perform ed at the U niversity of W ashington 1] hereafter

\Eot{W ash") the equivalence principle was tested using berillim and copper and alu-

m inum and copper. This test wasused In ref. 3] to set a Jower Iin it on the m ass of the
H iggs{ like particlke

m >5 ¥ Ggev : 14)

The EotW ash experim ent has recently been inproved [12], yielding the higher pre-
cision lim it

— 30 10% (15)

for berilliim and alum num , which translates into the im proved upper lm it for the
gravivector
R, 34 ''m (16)

or equivalently,
m 158 ¥ Gev : 17)

Tt is also to be noted that by increasing the factor 2—2 i— in @3), the upper lim it on

R; can be Im proved. Thiswas achieved In the last version ofthe Eot{W ash experin ent,



w here the best lim it com es from the use ofberillium {alim inum (i—z % = 0:038) instead
ofberilliim {copper (%j 2 = 02012) oralum inum {copper (%j 2 = 0:025), which were
used in the Jatest and in previous versions of the experin ent.

W e also consider the experin ents ain ed to detect deviations from New ton’s Inverse
square law . In these experin ents it is custom ary to param etrize the deviations from the
Newtonian form with a Yukawa{lke correction to the N ew tonian potential

GM

V)= — 1+ e TR1 (18)
r

In the follow ing, we assum e that, in the context of antigravity, the param eter  is given
by the value com puted for the Eot{W ash experin ent perform ed using copper Z = 29,
A = 635) and berillim (%= 4,A°%= 99), ie.

636 10° N =2)

254 103 N = 8): 19

For the m aterials that are lkely to be used in these experin ents, the valuesof dier

from those of (19) only for a factor of order unity. M oreover, our nal lin its on m

depend on the square root of . For these reasons, i is safe to use the values {19) of

In the follow Ing com putations (it is to be ram arked that all the experin ents considered

In what follow sm easure the gravitational attraction between bodies in a laboratory) .
Equations () and @) provide usw ith the relation

1=2

m ew R
(new ) _ 1 . 20)
m R;Mmew)
wherem = 5 GeV andR; = 34 ! m are, respectively, the Iower lin it on the

scalar eld mass and the upper lin it on the Com pton wavelength of the vector A
derived in ref. [3], and m @mew), Rinhew) are the new Il its on the sam e quantities
com Ing from the references considered in the follow ing.

The 2 Initsofref. {13] (seetheir g.3) allow the range of values ofR;:

forN = 2 and
forN = 8. This corresponds to the allowed range for the m ass of the H iggs{lke scalar
eld:

m 130GeV ; m 292Gev N = 2) 23)



m 73GeV ; m 412G &V N = 8)
The curve A of g.13 in ref. 4] gives
R; O0O6an ; R; 10an (25)
forN = 2 and
Ry 04dan ; R; 32an (26)
@7)

forN = 8. Equivalently,
92GevV ; m 376Gev N = 2)
@8)

m
m 52GeV ; m 461 G &V N = 8):
The null result of the Shtembery [15] experin ent reviewed by M ilyukov {{6] in the light
of Scherk’s work provides us w ith the lin its:
forN = 2 and
Ry 22an ; R; 40an (30)
31)

forN = 8. Thes are equivalent to:
82GeV ; m 146 G &V N = 2)
32)

m
m 46GeV ; m 197Gev N = 8):
T herefore, the best available lim its on the m ass of the scalar eld are given by
m 82GeV ; m 376GeV N = 2) (33)
461 Gev N = 38): (34)

m 46GeV ; m
T he experin ents analyzed above also constrain the range of the graviscalar Interac-
tion forN = 8. Thedeviation from pure soin 2 gravity introduced by the gravivector and

the graviscalar can be described by Introducing the e ective gravitational \constant" ]
Gers @ =G 1+ * 1+ ( r ) (35)

r) = — —)

ef f R, &=p R 7

are given by (§). Notice that

is a universal coupling constant,
1 depends on the com position of test bodies. The binary pulsar PSR 1913+ 16

where ; and
while



f17] can be used to constrain the range of the graviscalar. The upper lin it (1§) on the
range of the gravivector prevents it from a ecting the dynam ics of the binary pulsar.
T he en ission of gravitationalwaves from the binary occurs due to the coherent m otion
ofm ass distrbutions (the two neutron stars oroiting around each other) on the scalke
a= 14 10m (them apraxisofthe binary {I1]), wherea>> R;. In thecaseN = 8§,
if the range of the graviscalar isR > > a, one has for the binary pulsar r a and
exp( r=R ) 1o (-_3:5) . Under these assum ptions, the analysis of ref. [18] can be
applied (see also B]). In order for the cbserved orbital decay of the binary pulsar to
agree w ith the theory, tmustbe < 3 10° {1§]. This is clearly incom patible w ith the
prescription = 3 of N = 8 supergravity and therefore, the rangeR >> 14 10m
for the graviscalar Interaction is forbidden by the binary pulsar cbservations. T he case
R a is excluded as well using the data from the Earth{Lageos{linar experin ents
summ arized in g.la ofref. [[9]. The experin ental constraint in thisrangeis < 10 °,
which is again incom patiole w ith the prediction of N = 8 supergravity.
The Shtembery experin ent [I5] provides us with the lin its on the range of the
graviscalar:
R 08an ; R 14m : (36)

By com bining the data of the Shtemberg and the other experin ents reviewed in {[6] one
in proves the lin its (36) as
R 0d5an ; R 70m : (37)

However, part of this range is already forbidden by the PSR 1913+ 16 data. The fth
force experin ents reviewed in [19] allow only the regions

R lan ; 60m R 100m ;R 10%m : (38)

The 1rst of these Iim its is com patible w ith, but less stringent than the constraints sst
by the experin ents in [1§]. The third region is forbidden by the observationaldata on
the binary pulsar.

A sa conclusion, the best available lin its on the range of the graviscalar derived from
the various experin ents quoted above are

R 0d5an ; 70m R 100m : (39)

The graviscalar , lke the gravivector, cannot play any signi cant role In astrophysics,
except possibly near black holes or In the early universe, when the size of the universe
(or of prim ordial structures) is com parable to, or kss than R
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