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In [M. Zych et al., Nat. Commun. 2, 505 (2011)], the authors predicted that the interferometric
visibility is affected by a gravitational field in way that cannot be explained without the general
relativistic notion of proper time. In this work, we take a different route and start deriving the
same effect using the unitary representation of the local Lorentz transformation in the Newtonian
Limit. In addition, we show that the effect on the interferometric visibility due to gravity persists
in different spacetime geometries. However, the influence is not necessarily due to the notion of
proper time. For instance, by constructing a ‘astronomical’ Mach-Zehnder interferometer in the
Schwarzschild spacetime, the influence on the interferometric visibility can be due to another general
relativistic effect, the geodetic precession. Besides, by using the unitary representation of the local
Lorentz transformation, we show that this behavior of the interferometric visibility is general for
an arbitrary spacetime, provided that we restrict the motion of the quanton to a two-dimensional
spacial plane.
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I.

INTRODUCTION

Recently, there has been an increasing effort for probing the interplay between gravity and quantum mechanics or, more specifically, to witness the quantumness of
gravity [1–4], as well as to probe general relativistic effects in quantum phenomena [5–9]. For instance, in Ref.
[6] the authors predicted a quantum effect that cannot
be explained without the general relativistic notion of
proper time. They considered a Mach-Zehnder interferometer placed in a gravitational potential, with a ‘clock’
used as an interfering particle, i.e., an evolving internal
degree of freedom of a particle. Due to the difference
in proper time elapsed along the two trajectories, the
‘clock’ evolves to different quantum states for each path
of the interferometer. Because of the wave-particle duality, the interferometric visibility will decrease by an
amount given by the which-way information accessible
from the final state of the clock, which gets entangled
with the external degree of freedom of the particle.
Moreover, concern about how entanglement behaves
in relativistic scenarios has grown more and more [10].
For example, the authors of Refs. [11, 12] showed that
the entanglement of Bell states depends on the velocity
of the observer. On the other hand, the authors in Ref.
[13] argued that the overall entanglement of a Bell state
remains invariant for a Lorentz boosted observer, the entanglement is just shuffled between the different degrees
of freedom. However, it was demonstrated by Peres et
al. [14] that the entropy of a single massive spin-1/2
particle does not remain invariant under Lorentz boosts.
These apparently conflicting results involve systems con-
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taining different particle states and boost geometries [15].
Therefore, entanglement under Lorentz boosts is highly
dependent on the boost scenario in question [16]. More
generally, the entanglement for observers uniformly accelerated in a flat space-time was considered in Refs.
[17–19]. A step forward in the investigations of these
relativistic scenarios was taken by Terashima and Ueda
[20], who studied EPR correlations and the violation of
Bell’s inequalities in curved spacetimes, by considering a
succession of infinitesimal local Lorentz transformations.
In addition, the same authors, using the same method in
Ref. [21], studied the decoherence of spin states due to
the presence of a gravitational field.
In this work, based on the method developed in Ref.
[20], we start deriving the same effect of Ref. [6]. We
use the unitary representation of the local Lorentz transformation in the Newtonian Limit. In addition, as we
will show here, the effect on the interferometric visibility
due to gravity persists in different spacetime geometries.
However, the oscillation is not necessarily due to the difference of the proper time elapsed in each path. For
instance, by constructing a ‘astronomical’ Mach-Zehnder
interferometer in the Schwarzschild spacetime, the influence on the interferometric visibility is due to another
general relativistic effect, i.e., geodetic precession. Besides, we show that by using the unitary representation
of the local Lorentz transformation, this behavior of the
interferometric visibility in an arbitrary spacetime is general, provided that we restrict the motion of the quanton to a two-dimensional spacial plane. The benefit of
the approach taken here, through the representation of
the local Lorentz transformation, is that one does not
need to know the (internal) Hamiltonian of the system
and how it couples to the gravitation field, as in Refs.
[6, 9]. In contrast, given an arbitrary spacetime metric,
we only need to calculate the Wigner rotation, which is
a straightforward procedure.
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The organization of this article is as follows. In Sec. II,
we review the spin-1/2 dynamics in curved spacetimes.
In Sec. III, we study the behavior of interferometric visibility in different spacetime geometries. Thereafter, in
Sec. IV, we give our conclusions.

II.

SPIN DYNAMICS IN CURVED
SPACETIMES
A.

Spin States in Local Frames

The study of the dynamics of spin-1/2 particles in gravitational fields requires the use of local frames of reference defined at each point of spacetime. These frames
are defined through an orthonormal basis or tetrad field
(or vielbein), which is a set of four linearly independent
orthonormal 4-vector fields [22]. The differential structure of the spacetime, which is a differential manifold M
[23], provides, in each point p, a coordinate basis for the
tangent space Tp (M), as well as for the cotangent space
Tp∗ (M), given by {∂µ } and {dxν }, respectively, such that
dxν (∂µ ) := ∂µ xν = δµν . Therefore, the metric can be
expressed as g = gµν (x)dxµ ⊗ dxν , and the elements
of the metric, which encodes the gravitational field, are
given by gµν (x) = g(∂µ , ∂ν ). Since the coordinate basis
{∂µ } ⊂ Tp (M) and {dxν } ⊂ Tp∗ (M) are not necessarily
orthonormal, it is always possible set up any basis as we
like. In particular, we can form an orthonormal basis
with respect to the pseudo-Riemannian manifold (spacetime) on which we are working. Following Ref. [24], let
us consider the linear combination
ea = eaµ (x)∂µ ,
∂µ =

eaµ (x)ea ,

ea = eaµ (x)dxµ ,
µ

dx =

eaµ (x)ea .

(1)
(2)

To define a local frame at each point p ∈ M, we require
{ea } to be orthonormal in the following sense
g(ea , eb ) := ηab ,

g := ηab ea ⊗ eb ,

(3)

where ηab = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1) is the Minkowski metric.
Equivalently, we can define the tetrad field in terms of
its components
gµν (x)eaµ (x)ebν (x) = ηab ,

(4)

ηab eaµ (x)ebν (x)

(5)

= gµν (x),

with
eaµ (x)ebµ (x) = δ ab ,

eaµ (x)eaν (x) = δµν .

(6)

In what follows, Latin letters a, b, c, d, · · · refer to coordinates in the local frame; Greek indices µ, ν, · · · run
over the four general-coordinate labels; and repeated indices are to be summed over. The components of the
tetrad field and its inverse transforms a tensor in the general coordinate system into one in the local frame, and

vice versa. Therefore it can be used to shift the dependence of spacetime curvature of the tensor fields to the
tetrad fields. In addition, Eq. (5) informs us that the
tetrad field encodes all the information about the spacetime curvature hidden in the metric. Besides, the tetrad
field {eaµ (x), a = 0, 1, 2, 3} is a set of four 4-vector fields,
which transforms under local Lorentz transformations in
the local system. The choice of the local frame is not
unique, since the local frames remains local under the
local Lorentz transformations. Therefore, a tetrad representation of a particular metric is not uniquely defined,
and different tetrad fields will provide the same metric
tensor, as long as they are related by local Lorentz transformations [25].
By constructing the local Lorentz transformation, we
can define a particle with spin-1/2 in curved spacetimes as a particle whose one-particle states furnish the
spin-1/2 representation of the local Lorentz transformation [20]. Thus, let’s consider a massive spin-1/2 particle moving with four-momentum pµ (x) = muµ (x) with
pµ (x)pµ (x) = −m2 , where m is the mass of the quanton, uµ (x) is the four-velocity in the general coordinate
system, and we already put c = 1. Now, we can use the
tetrad field eaµ (x) to project the four-momentum pµ (x)
into the local frame, i.e., pa (x) = eaµ (x)pµ (x). Thus,
in the local frame at point p ∈ M with coordinates
xa = eaµ (x)xµ , a momentum eigenstate of a Dirac particle in a curved spacetime is given by [26]
|pa (x), σ; xi := pa (x), σ; xa , eaµ (x), gµν (x) ,

(7)

and represents the state with spin σ and momentum
pa (x) as observed from the position xa = eaµ (x)xµ of
the local frame defined by eaµ (x) in the spacetime M
with metric gµν (x).
The description of a Dirac particle state can only be
provided regarding the tetrad field and the local structure
that it describes, since e0µ produces a preferred global
time coordinate from the local time coordinate. By definition, the state |pa (x), σ; xi transforms as the spin-1/2
representation under the local Lorentz transformation.
In the case of special relativity, a one-particle spin-1/2
state |pa , σi transforms under a Lorentz transformation
Λab as [27]
X
U (Λ) |pa , σi =
Dλσ (W (Λ, p)) |Λpa , λi ,
(8)
λ

where Dλ,σ (W (Λ, p)) is a unitary representation of the
Wigner’s little group, whose elements are Wigner rotations Wba (Λ, p) [28]. The subscripts can be suppressed
and one can write U (Λ) |pa , σi = |Λpa i⊗D(W (Λ, p)) |σi ,
as sometimes we’ll do. In other words, under a Lorentz
transformation Λ, the momenta pa goes to Λpa , and the
spin transforms under the representation Dσ,λ (Λ, p) of
the Wigner’s little group [29]. Meanwhile, in a curved
spacetime everything above remains essentially the same,
except by the fact that single-particle states now form a
local representation of the inhomogeneous Lorentz group
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at each point p ∈ M, i.e.,
X
U (Λ(x)) |pa (x), σ; xi =
Dλσ (W (x)) |Λpa (x), λ; xi ,
λ

(9)
where W (x) := W (Λ(x), p(x)) is a local Wigner rotation.

B.

Spin Dynamics

Following Terashima and Ueda [20], let us consider how
the spin changes when the quanton moves from one point
to another in a curved spacetime. In the local frame at
point p with coordinates xa = eaµ (x)xµ , the momentum
of the particle is given by pa (x) = eaµ (x)pµ (x). After
an infinitesimal proper time dτ , the quanton moves to
a new point with general coordinates x0µ = xµ + uµ dτ .
Then, the momentum of the particle in the local frame
at the new point becomes pa (x0 ) = pa (x) + δpa (x), where
the variation of the momentum in the local frame can
be described by the combination of changes due to nongravitational external interaction δpµ (x), and spacetime
geometry effects δeaµ (x):
δpa (x) = eaµ (x)δpµ (x) + δeaµ (x)pµ (x).

(10)

The variation δpµ (x) in the first term on the right hand
side of the last equation is simply given by
δpµ (x) = uν (x)∇ν pµ (x)dτ = maµ (x)dτ,

(11)

where ∇ν is the covariant derivative and aµ (x) :=
uν (x)∇ν uµ (x) is the acceleration due to a nongravitational interaction. Once pµ (x)pµ (x) = −m2 and
pµ (x)aµ (x) = 0, Eq. (11) can be rewritten as
1
δp (x) = − (aµ (x)pν (x) − pµ (x)aν (x))pν (x)dτ. (12)
m
µ

Meanwhile, the variation of the tetrad field is given by
δeaµ (x) = uν (x)∇ν eaµ (x)dτ
= −uν (x)ωνab (x)ebµ (x)dτ,

(13)

where ωνab := eaλ ∇ν ebλ = −ebλ ∇ν eaλ is the connection
1-form (or spin connection) [30]. Collecting these results
and substituting in Eq. (11), we obtain
δpa (x) = λab (x)pb (x)dτ,

(14)

where
1 a
(a (x)pb (x) − pa (x)ab (x)) + χab
m
= −(aa (x)ub (x) − ua (x)ab (x)) + χab

λab (x) = −

(15)

an infinitesimal local Lorentz transformation pa (x) =
Λab (x)pb (x) where Λab (x) = δ ab + λab (x)dτ [26]. If the
particle moves in a geodesic in spacetime, then aµ (x) = 0
and the infinitesimal Lorentz transformation in the local
frame reduces to λab (x) = −uν (x)ωνab (x). Classicaly, we
can define the spin by a four-vector sµ which is orthogonal to the momentum [31], sµ pµ = 0. In this case, the
spin will be affected according to uν ∇ν sµ = 0, i.e., the
spin is parallel transported along the geodesic, provided
that we neglect the spin-curvature coupling. It is well
known that, due to the curvature effects, the spin will not
return to its initial state after being parallel transported
along an arbitrary closed path, even when the path of
the particle corresponds to a geodesic. Moreover, since
geodesic paths preserve the magnitude of vectors, the
spin magnitude remains constant along the path, hence
the change of the spin state is associated with the spin
precession. This phenomena is known as geodetic precession [25], and, quantum mechanically, can be associated
with the action of successive local Wigner rotations [32].
Now, given the local Lorentz transformation, we can
construct the local Wigner rotation that affects the spin
of the particle. In other words, by using a unitary representation of the local Lorentz transformation, the state
|pa (x), σ; xi is now described as U (Λ(x)) |pa (x), σ; xi in
the local frame at the point x0µ , and Eq. (9) expresses
how the spin of the quanton rotates locally as the particle moves from xµ → x0µ along its world line. Therefore,
one can see that spacetime tells quantum states how to
evolve. For the infinitesimal Lorentz transformation, the
infinitesimal Wigner rotation is given by
W ab (x) = δ ab + ϑab dτ,
where ϑ00 (x) = ϑi 0 (x) = ϑ0i (x) = 0 and
ϑi j (x) = λi j (x) +

λi 0 (x)pj (x) − λj0 (x)pi (x)
.
p0 (x) + m

ν

(x)ωνab (x).

with
:= −u
It can be shown that Eqs.
(14) and (15) constitute an infinitesimal local Lorentz
transformation since, as the particle moves in spacetime,
the momentum in the local frame will transform under

(17)

In Ref. [33], the authors provided an explicit calculation
of these elements, and the two-spinor representation of
the infinitesimal Wigner rotation is then given by
D(W (x)) = I2×2 +

3
i X
ijk ϑij (x)σk dτ
4
i,j,k=1

i
= I2×2 + ϑ · σdτ,
2

(18)

where I2×2 is the identity matrix, {σk }3k=1 are the Pauli
matrices, and ijk is the Levi-Civita symbol. Moreover,
the Wigner rotation for a quanton that moves over a
finite proper time interval can be obtained by iterating
the expression for the infinitesimal Wigner rotation [20],
and the spin-1/2 representation for a finite proper time
can be obtained by iterating the Eq. (18):
i

χab

(16)

D(W (x, τ )) = T e 2

Rτ
0

ϑ·σdτ 0

,

(19)

where T is the time-ordering operator [20], since, in general, the Wigner rotation varies at different points along
the trajectory.
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III.

INTERFEROMETRIC VISIBILITY IN
CURVED SPACETIMES

In this section, we will study the behavior of the interferometric visibility of a spin-1/2 quanton (or a qubit)
in a Mach-Zehnder interferometer in curved spacetimes.
Because we are interested in qubits, it is worth pointing
out that the motion of spinning particles, either classical
or quantum, does not follow geodesics because the spin
and curvature couple in a non-trivial manner [34]. However, since the deviation from geodetic motion is very
small, it can be safely ignored in the cases explored here.

A.

Interferometric Visibility in the Newtonian
Limit

The Newtonian limit is an approximation applicable
to physical scenarios exhibiting: weak gravitation field,
objects moving slowly compared to the speed of light,
and static gravitational fields [23]. For instance, in the
vicinity of the Earth, and in a small region such that the
gravitation field is uniform, the spacetime metric can be
approximately expressed in the coordinate basis as
ds2 = −(1 + 2gx)dt2 + dx2 + dy 2 + dz 2 ,

(20)

where g = GM/R2 denotes the value of the Earth’s gravitational acceleration in the origin of a laboratory frame (x
= 0), which is at distance R from the centre of the Earth
and the coordinate x measures the different heights in the
gravitational field, as in Fig. 1. Considering an interferometric setup where a spin-1/2 particle goes through a
Mach-Zehnder interferometer, we assume that the quanton is moving with a constant velocity uµ = dxµ /dτ . Under this assumption, the particle does not move along a
geodesic, hence it must be subject to a non-gravitational
interaction to maintain the quanton on its path. Therefore, in this case, the Wigner rotation arises from the
external interaction as well from the spacetime geometry effects. Moreover, if the spin degree of freedom can
be considered as a ‘clock’, according to general relativity, the proper time should evolve differently along the
two arms of the interferometer in the presence of gravity.
Because of Bohr’s complementarity principle, the interferometric visibility will decrease by an amount given by
the which-way information accessible from the final state
of the spin, which gets entangled with the path of the
quanton, as showed in Ref. [6]. The separation between
the horizontal arms of the paths γ, κ of the interferometer
is h.
Here, we will derive the same effect using the unitary
representation of the local Lorentz transformation, once
Eq. (9) expresses how the spin of the quanton rotates
and couples with its momentum as the particle moves
along its world line in the interferometer. However, it is
worth pointing out that the effect is beyond the linearised
regime (first order correction of the metric), as showed by

ϕ

D+
κ

BS2
h

x

D-

z

g

BS1

γ

Figure 1: Spin-1/2 particle in a Mach-Zehnder interferometer in the vicinity of the Earth. The setup consists of two
beam splitters BS1 and BS2, a phase shifter, which gives a
controllable phase φ to the path κ, and two detectors D±.
A uniform gravitational field g is oriented anti-parallel to the
x-direction.

the authors in Ref. [6]. In order to calculate the Wigner
rotation, we consider the following tetrad field
e0t = (1 + 2gx)1/2 , e1x = e2y = e3z = 1,

(21)

and all the other components are zero. Also, only nonzero
components will be shown from now on. The inverse of
these elements are given by
e0t = (1 + 2gx)−1/2 , e1x = e2y = e3z = 1,

(22)

This vierbein represents a static local frame at each point.
In addition, at each point, the 0−, 1−, 2−, and 3−axes
are parallel to the t, x, y, and z directions, respectively.
The components of velocity in the local frame are
p
u0 = −u0 = 1 + u2 ,
(23)
u1 = u1 = ux ,

u3 = u3 = uz ,

(24)

where u2 = u2x + u2z and uy = 0 since the quanton is restricted to move in the x − z plane. It is worth pointing
out that the quanton does not move in x and z directions
at the same time. Therefore, the non-zero components
of the acceleration due to non-gravitational external interaction is given by:
√
gux 1 + u2
g(1 + u2 )
a0 =
, a1 =
.
(25)
1 + 2gx
1 + 2gx
Meanwhile, the change of the local frames along the world
line is characterized by χab := −uν (x)ωνab (x), which has
only one non-zero component given by
χ01 = −

g(1 + u2 )1/2
.
1 + 2gx

(26)

Using the above equations, the non-zero infinitesimal
Lorentz transformations λab can be obtained, and a
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straightforward calculation similar to those in Ref. [35]
shows that
g(1 + u2 )1/2 u2z
,
1 + 2gx
g(1 + u2 )1/2 ux uz
=−
,
1 + 2gx
g(1 + u2 )uz
=−
,
1 + 2gx

λ01 =

(27)

λ03

(28)

λ13

(29)

which expresses that the change in the local frame consists of a boosts along the 1 and 3-axis and a rotation
about the 2-axis. It is noteworthy that δpa = λab pb dτ =
0, which is consistent with the assumption that the particle follows straight paths in the interferometer.
Therefore, the Wigner rotation corresponds to a rotation over the 2-axis and is given by:
p
λ10 p3 − λ30 p1
gpz p2 + m2
1
1
ϑ3=λ3+
=−
, (30)
p0 + m
(1 + 2gx)m2
p
where p = p2x + p2z . One can see that the Wigner rotation depends on g, if g = 0 there is no rotation. It also
depends on the height x. Besides, when the particle is
moving in the x-direction, then p = px , as well when the
particle is moving in the z-direction, then p = pz . Now,
let us suppose that the initial state of the quanton before
BS1 in Fig. 1 is given by
1
|Ψi i = |pi i ⊗ |τi i = √ |pi i ⊗ (|↑i + |↓i),
2

(31)

with the local quantization spin axis along the 1-axis.
Right after the BS1, we have a coherent superposition of
the paths γ and κ states such that
|Ψi =

1
(|pγ i + i |pκ i) ⊗ (|↑i + |↓i).
2

(32)

Therefore, the state before the BS2 is affected by the
gravitational field and is given by
1
U (Λ) |Ψi = |pγ i ⊗ D(W (γ))(|↑i + |↓i)
2
ieiφ
+
|pκ i ⊗ D(W (κ))(|↑i + |↓i),
2

i

Rτ
0

ϑ13 (η)dτ 0

, η = γ, κ.

i
1
|Ψf i = √ (|p+ i + i |p− i) ⊗ e− 2 σy Θ(γ) (|↑i + |↓i)
2 2
i
ieiφ
+ √ (i |p+ i + |p− i) ⊗ e− 2 σy Θ(κ) (|↑i + |↓i). (35)
2 2

Tracing out the spin states in equation (35) gives the
detection probabilities


Θ(κ) − Θ(γ)
1 1
P± = ∓ cos
cos φ.
(36)
2 2
2
When the controllable phase shift φ is varied, the probabilities P± oscillate with amplitude V, which defines the
visibility of the interference pattern:
V :=

maxφ P± − minφ P±
,
maxφ P± + minφ P±

(37)

where we included the absolute value because the cosine
term of the Wigner angles can be positive or negative.
Without the entanglement between the internal degree
of freedom and the momentum, the expected visibility is
always maximal, i.e., V = 1. Whereas, in the case of Eq.
(36) it reads [6]
i

(33)

where W (η) is the total Wigner rotation due to the path
η = γ, κ. Besides, we choose to maintain the notation
|pη i for the momentum states before BS2, because the
velocity of the quanton is constant along the paths. Now,
the spin-1/2 representation of the Wigner rotation for the
paths is given by
D(W (η, τ )) = T e− 2 σy

proper time is different along the two paths, and therefore the Wigner rotation for each path will be different, which implies that the spin-state will be different
and path-information can be accessed. It is worthwhile
mentioning
R τ that the part of the total Wigner rotation
Θ(η) := 0 ϑ13 (η)dτ 0 of each path η that will affect differently the spin-state is due to the horizontal arm of
each path of the interferometer. The Wigner rotation
due to the vertical route is the same for both paths τ, γ
and therefore it cancels out. Since ϑ13 (η) is constant
along both horizontal paths, the time-ordering operator is not needed, and the integration is straightforward.
After BS2, the states√of the momentum are given√by
|pγ i → (|p+ i + i |p− i)/ 2 and |pκ i → (i |p+ i + |p− i)/ 2,
and the final state of the quanton is given by

V = |hτκ |τγ i| = hτi |e 2 σy (Θ(κ)−Θ(γ)) |τi i


Θ(κ) − Θ(γ)
= cos
,
2

where |τη i is the spin-state in the path η before
BS2.
the integration variable of Θ(η) :=
R τ 1 Changing
0
ϑ
(η)dτ
to
the
time coordinate of the laboratory
3
0
frame, it follows that
Z τ
Θ(κ) − Θ(γ) =
(ϑ13 (κ) − ϑ13 (γ))dτ 0
(39)
0

(34)

Thus, one can see that D(W (η, τ )) depends of the proper
time elapsed in each path η = γ, κ.
Since parts of the paths are in different heights, general relativity predicts that the amount of the elapsed

(38)

Z
=
0

=α

∆T

(ϑ13 (κ) − ϑ13 (γ))

dτ 0
dt
dt

1
1
√
−p
1 + 2gx
1 + 2g(x + h)

(40)
!
∆T,
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p
where α = gpz p2 + m2 /m2 and ∆T is the time measured in the laboratory frame, for which the particle travels along its world line throughout the interferometer in
a superposition of two trajectories at constant heights
[6]. Using the approximation (1 + x)−1/2 ≈ 1 − x/2, the
visibility of the interference pattern is given by


α∆V ∆T
V = cos
,
(41)
2
where ∆V = gh is the difference in the gravitational potential between the paths. The introduction of the internal degree of freedom and its entanglement with the momentum due to the fact that the Wigner rotation depends
on the momentum of the particle results in the change of
the interferometric visibility. In this case, the difference
of the Wigner rotation for each path can be attributed
to the difference between the proper time elapsed in each
path, as was already shown in Ref. [6], using a different
route. It is noteworthy the similarities between Eq. (41)
and the Eq. (13) of Ref. [6]. However, it is worth pointing out that the constant α is not related to the energy
gap associated with the internal Hamiltonian. Instead,
α is related to the gravitational field g and the external
degrees of freedom of the particle. This is due to the fact
that in the approach taken here, through the representation of the local Lorentz transformation, one does not
need to know the (internal) Hamiltonian of the system
and how it couples to the gravitation field. Even though,
our result has the same functional form of the result obtained in Ref. [6], the approaches to reach the result are
conceptually different.
As well, in Ref. [6] the acceleration and deceleration undergone by the particle were assumed to be the
same for both paths, thus eliminating possible specialrelativistic effects. Here, the same thing happens since
ux and uz are constants. Now, let us focus on the horizontal paths of the Mach-Zehnder interferometer, which
are not geodesics. Therefore, it is necessary to consider
a non-gravitational interaction to maintain the particle
in such horizontal path, since, in the Newtonian limit,
defined by Eq.(20), the geodesics are parabolas. The authors in Ref. [6] did not discuss this issue, neither gave
a formula for the acceleration to maintain the particle in
such horizontal straight path.
In contrast, in our manuscript, we give the equation
of the acceleration necessary to maintain the particle in
such straight path, the Eq. (25). The acceleration is different for the horizontal part of the γ and κ paths, as
one can see this by Eq.(25), since the paths are in different heights. However, this fact does not imply that
the velocity uz will be different in each path. Actually,
it implies that, for both paths to have the same velocity
uz , it is necessary apply a different acceleration (due to a
non-gravitational interaction) in each path. For instance,
the acceleration in the path κ will be smaller than the
acceleration necessary for the path γ. It is noteworthy
that for non-geodetic motion, it is possible, in principle,
to use the acceleration due to the non-gravitational in-
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Figure 2: Interferometric visibility, V, linear momentumspin entanglement, E, and the spin von Neumann entropy,
Svn (ρs ), as a function of the time ∆T of the laboratory frame
for α∆V = 1s−1 .

teraction to choose the parameters (such as the velocity)
of the orbit. In this case, the Wigner rotation arises from
the non-gravitational interaction as well from the spacetime geometry effects, even though if g = 0 the Wigner
rotation vanishes and there are no effect in the interferometric visibility. Nevertheless, it is possible to separate
the different effects, once, from Eq. (41), α is the same
for both paths and is related to the momentum of the
particle, which in turn is related to the non-gravitational
interaction needed to maintain the momentum of the particle constant along the path, while ∆V ∆T refers to general relativistic effects. On the other hand, if the horizontal path can be approximate as a geodesic with the
same velocity in the Newtonian limit, in this case a nongravitational interaction is notnecessary, and then the
Wigner rotation will be only due to spacetime geometry
effects, since Eq. (15) reduces to λab = χab .
Besides, in this case, we can defined E = 1 − V as
a measure of entanglement between the momentum and
spin degrees of freedom such that the visibility and entanglement are complementary quantities, as we can see
in Fig. 2. Also, we plotted the von Neumann entropy of
the spin reduced state, Svn (ρs ), for comparison. In addition, as pointed out in Ref. [9], a clock (evolving internal
degree of freedom) with a finite dimensional Hilbert space
has a periodic time evolution and thus it is expected that
the visibility oscillates periodically as a function of the
difference of the proper times elapsed in the two paths.
As we will see, this behavior persists when one studies
the interferometric visibility in different spacetime geometries. However, the oscillation is not necessarily due
to the difference between the proper times elapsed in each
path.

7
B.

BS1

Interferometric Visibility in the Schwarzschild
Spacetime

In this section, we will study the behavior of the visibility of a spin-1/2 quanton which is in motion in the
Schwarzschild spacetime. In the physical scenario explored in this section, as we will see, the effect of the
gravitational field in the interferometric visibility is due
to geodetic precession, instead of time dilation.
The Schwarzschild solution describes the spacetime
outside of a static and spherically symmetric body of
mass M, which constitutes a vacuum solution. Because
of its symmetries, the Schwarzschild metric describes a
static and spherically symmetric gravitational field [36].
In the spherical coordinates system (t, r, θ, φ), the line
element of the Schwarzschild metric is given by
ds2 = gµν (x)dxµ dxν

(42)

= −f (r)dt2 + f −1 (r)dr2 + r2 (dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2 ),
where f (r) = 1 − rs /r, with rs = 2GM being the
Schwarzschild radius. It’s straightforward to observe that
the metric diverges in two distinct points, at r = rs and
at r = 0. However, it is important to distinguish the different nature of both singularities. It is well known that
the singularity at r = rs is not an intrinsic singularity,
since it can be shown that all curvature scalars are finite
at r = rs , while r = 0 is an intrinsic singularity that
cannot be removed by changing the coordinate system
[23]. To make the Schwarzschild metric reduce to the
Minkowski metric, it is possible to choose the following
tetrad field
e0t (x) =

p

f (r),

e2θ (x) = r,

e1r (x) = p

1
f (r)

,

e3φ (x) = r sin θ,

(43)

and all the other components are zero. The inverse of
these elements are given by
e0t (x) = p
e2θ (x) =

1
,
r

1
f (r)

,

e1r (x) =

e3φ (x) =

p

1
.
r sin θ

f (r),
(44)

This vierbein represents a static local frame at each point.
Therefore it can used to represent an observer in the associated local frame [20]. In addition, at each point, the
0−, 1−, 2−, and 3−axes are parallel to the t, r, θ, and φ
directions, respectively.
Now, let us consider the case of a free-falling test spin1/2 quanton moving around the source of the gravitational field in a superposition of a clockwise and counterclockwise geodetic circular orbit, which play the role
of the paths of a Mach-Zehnder interferometer. The
four-velocity of these circular geodesics in the equatorial

-φ

+φ
r

ϒ

κ

γ
BS2
D+

D-

Figure 3: Spin-1/2 particle in a ‘astronomical’ Mach-Zehnder
interferometer. The setup consists of two beam splitters BS1
and BS2, a phase shifter, which gives a controllable phase Υ
to the path κ, and two detectors D±. The paths consist of a
clockwise and counterclockwise circular geodesic centered in
a static and spherically symmetric body of mass M.

plane, θ = π/2, are given by:
ut =

K
,
f (r)

uθ = 0,

ur = 0,

(45)

J
,
r2

(46)

uφ =

where K, J are integration constants related to the energy and angular momentum of the required orbit, respectively, and are given by
1 − rs /r
,
K=q
s
1 − 3r
2r

J2 =

1 rrs
.
s
2 1 − 3r
2r

(47)

The energy of the spin-1/2 quanton of rest mass m in a
circular orbit of radius r is then given by E = Km. Furthermore, the value of J implies that the angular velocity
is given by
r
rs
uφ = ±
,
(48)
s
3
2r (1 − 3r
2r )
which means that stable circular geodesic orbits are only
possible when r > 32 rs . The non-zero infinitesimal
Lorentz transformations in the local frame defined by the
tetrad field are given by [26]
Krs
,
2r2 f (r)
p
J f (r)
=
,
r2

λ01 = λ10 = −

(49)

λ13 = −λ31

(50)

which corresponds to a boost in the direction of the 1axes and a rotation over the 2-axis, respectively. While,
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the four-velocity in the local frame is found to be
!
J
K
a
a
µ
u = e µ (x)u = p
.
, 0, 0,
r
f (r)

quanton in the local frame at the point φ = π before
BS2 is given
(51)

Therefore, the Wigner angle that corresponds to the rotation over the 2-axis is given by:
!
p
J f (r)
Krs
1
1
p
1−
. (52)
ϑ 3 (x) =
r2
2rf (r) K + f (r)
After the test particle has moved in the circular
across some proper time τ , the total angle is given
Z
Z
dτ
Θ = ϑ13 (x)dτ = ϑ13 (x) dφ
dφ
ϑ13 (x)r2
=
Φ,
J

orbit
by

The detection probabilities corresponding to Eq. (57)
after BS2 is given by

1
1 ∓ cos Ω cos Υ ,
(58)
P± =
2

(53)

V = |cos Ω|.

(54)

In addition, V = Cl1 (ρs ), where Cl1 (ρs ) is a measure of
quantum coherence [37] of the spin-state in the interferometer obtained by tracing over the momentum states. It
is noteworthy that the proper time elapsed in both paths
is the same, since dτ = r2 dφ/J. Therefore the influence
on the interferometric visibility is due to another general
relativistic effect, i.e., the geodetic precession [25]. Since
the spin is assumed to be parallel transported along the
geodesic, it is well known that, when considering an arbitrary closed path, the spin will not return to its initial
state due to the curvature effects. The change of the spin
state is associated with the spin precession, once that
magnitude of any vector is conserved in the geodesic.
Here, the spin is in a superposition of a clockwise and
a counterclockwise circular path, and therefore the spin
precession of each path is given in opposite directions.
Thus, the difference between the total Wigner rotation
of the paths ends summing up, which affects the interferometric visibility, given that the local Wigner rotation
depends on the momentum, which in turn ends up coupling with the spin.
Once again, E = 1 − V can be used to measure the
entanglement between the momentum and the spin, as
one can see in Fig. 4(a) and 4(b). Specifically, in Fig.
4(a), we plotted V, E as a function of rs /r, when the
particle reaches the detectors. Hence, for each value of
r ∈ ( 32 rs , ∞), we have a specific value for V, E. While, in
Fig. 4(b), we plotted the ‘evolution’ of the visibility (or
the l1 -norm quantum coherence) along the interferometer
for different values of r, since τ ∝ Φ. For instance, when
V, Υ = 0, the global state is maximally entangled and is
given by

1 
|Ψi = √ |pγ , ↑i + i |pκ , ↓i ,
(60)
2

where φ = 0 is the coordinate of the point where
the quanton was putted in a coherent superposition in
opposite directions with constant four-velocity ua± =
p
(K/ f (r), 0, 0, ±J/r). After some proper time τ =
r2 Φ/J, the particle travelled along its circular paths and
the spinor representation of the finite Wigner rotation
due only to gravitation effects is given by
i

(57)

such that the interferometric visibility is given by

since, for a circular orbit, r is fixed and ϑ13 (x), K, and J
are constants. The angle Φ is the angle traversed by the
particle during the proper time τ . It is noteworthy that
the angle Θ reflects all the rotations suffered by the spin
of the qubit as it moves in the circular orbit, which means
that there are two contributions: The “trivial rotation”
Φ and the rotation due to gravity [20]. Therefore, to obtain the Wigner rotation angle that is produced solely
by spacetime effects, it’ is necessary to compensate the
trivial rotation angle Φ, i.e., Ω := Θ − Φ is the total
Wigner rotation of the spin exclusively due to the spacetime curvature, which only depends on the radius of the
circular geodesic r and on the mass of the source of the
gravitational field expressed by rs .
In Fig. 3, we represent a spin-1/2 quanton in a ‘astronomical’ Mach-Zehnder interferometer. The physical
scenario consists of two beam splitters BS1 and BS2, a
phase shifter, which gives a controllable phase Υ to the
path κ, and two detectors D±. The paths consist of a
clockwise and a counterclockwise circular geodesic centered in a static and spherically symmetric body of mass
M. The initial state of the quanton, before BS1, is given
by |Ψi i = |pi i ⊗ |τi i = √12 |pi i ⊗ (|↑i + |↓i), with the local
quantization of the spin axis along the 1-axis. Right after
BS1, the state is
1
|pγ ; 0i + i |pκ ; 0i) ⊗ (|↑i + |↓i),
(55)
|Ψi =
2

D(W (±Φ)) = e∓ 2 σ2 Ω .

i
1
|pγ ; πi ⊗ e− 2 σy Ω (|↑i + |↓i)
2
i
ieiΥ
+
|pκ ; −πi ⊗ e 2 σy Ω (|↑i + |↓i).
2

U (Λ) |Ψi =

(56)

Since ϑ13 (x) is constant along the path, the time-ordering
operator is not necessary. Therefore, the state of the

(59)

which implies that the path information is accessible in
the internal degree of freedom. Besides, it is possible to
extend the orbits closer to rs by considering non-geodetic
circular orbits. In order for the particle to maintain such
non-geodetic circular orbit, it is necessary to apply an external radial interaction against gravity and the centrifugal force, allowing the quanton to travel in the circular
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Figure 5: An arbitrary curved spacetime M with metric
gµν (x) where a spin-1/2 particle in a superposition of paths
γ and κ is located.
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(b) The evolution of the visibility along the
‘astronomical’ Mach-Zehnder interferometer for
different values of r, since τ ∝ Φ.

Figure 4: Interferometric visibility and linear momentum-spin
entanglement for the Schwarzschild spacetime.

orbit with the specific angular velocity at a given distance r from the source. In this case, as r → rs , Ω varies
very rapidly such that, at the event horizon, in the strong
field limit limr→rs Ω = −∞ [20, 26]. This fact will cause
the visibility of the quanton to oscillate very rapidly near
the Schwarzschild radius. This fact is due to the choice of
the tetrad field, and thus the particular static observer,
as well as the four-velocity which becomes singular at
the horizon. This was noticed also by Terashima and
Ueda in Ref. [20]. Therefore, we can conclude that the
local static observers, which are not necessarily inertial,
attribute a very rapid precession near the horizon.

C.

Interferometric Visibility in an Arbitrary
Curved Spacetime

As noticed in Ref. [9], a ‘clock’ (in our case the quanton’s spin) with a finite dimensional Hilbert space has a
periodic time evolution which causes periodic losses and
rebirths of the visibility with increasing time dilation between the two arms of the interferometer. For a clock implemented in a two-level system (which evolves between
two mutually orthogonal states), the visibility will be a
cosine function. However, as we showed in Sec. III B, the

effect on the interferometric visibility is due to another
general relativistic effect, i.e., the geodetic precession. In
this section, we show that by using the unitary representation of the local Lorentz transformation, this effect on
the interferometric visibility due to spacetime effects is
general and have the same form, i.e., it is a cosine function, provided that we restrict the motion of the quanton
to a spacial plane.
As depicted in Fig. 5, let us consider an arbitrary
curved spacetime M with metric gµν (x), where a spin1/2 particle in a superposition of paths γ and κ is located.
Given that the motion of the quanton is restricted to a
two-dimensional spacial plane, it is possible to choose local frames (a tetrad field) such that the Wigner rotation
takes place along a single direction. For instance, let us
consider the 2-axis, perpendicular to the plane. In addition, the quantization axis is along the 1- or 3-axis located
at the plane of motion. Therefore, the corresponding 2level unitary representation of the Wigner rotation in the
path η = γ, κ is given by
i

D(W (η)) = e− 2 σy

Rτ
0

ϑ13 (η)dτ 0

i

= e− 2 σy Θ(η) ,

(61)

for paths in which the time ordering operator is not necessary. Therefore, if the initial state of the system before
the superposed paths is |Ψi i = √12 |pi i ⊗ (|↑i + |↓i), the
state of the quanton before the end of the superposed
path is given by
i
1
|pγ i ⊗ e− 2 σy Θ(γ) (|↑i + |↓i)
2
i
1
+ |pκ i ⊗ e− 2 σy Θ(κ) (|↑i + |↓i)
2

|Ψi =

(62)

and the interferometric visibility related to state (62),
seen by a hovering observer located at point where the
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overlapping paths meet, is given by
i

V = hτini |e 2 σy (Θ(κ)−Θ(γ) |τini i


(Θ(κ) − Θ(γ)
= cos
2
!
Rτ 1
(ϑ 3 (κ) − ϑ13 (γ))dτ 0
0
,
= cos
2

(63)

√
where |τini i = (|↑i+|↓i)/ 2. One can see again the form
of a cosine function for the visibility, as suggested in Ref.
[9]. However, the effect on the visibility is not necessarily
given by the time dilation between the two superposed
paths, since it also depends on the Wigner rotation of
each path. As we showed before, it can be due to another general relativistic effect, for instance, the geodetic
precession. It is noteworthy that the effect on the visibility can be solely due to general relativistic effects if the
superposed paths γ and κ are geodesics. In this case, the
Wigner rotation will be only due to spacetime geometry
effects, since Eq. (15) reduces to λab = χab . On the other
hand, if the paths are not geodesics, it is not guaranteed
that the effect on the visibility will be only due to spacetime geometry, but as well due to a non-gravitational interaction. Besides, it is always possible to reparametrize
the integral in Eq.(63) in terms of another convenient coordinate variable. These results can be easily generalized
to states with spread momentum (i.e., a wave packet).
Therefore, the gravitational field (the spacetime geometry) entangles the momentum and spin of the quanton,
such that the momentum state can be, in principle, accessed via the internal degree of freedom, thus affecting
the interferometric visibility. Depending on the physical
scenario, the effect of the spacetime geometry can manifest in different ways. For instance, in the form of time
dilation as in Sec. III A; as well in the form of geodetic
precession as in Sec. III B. On the other hand, if we consider an stationary and axisymmetric spacetime, as the
Kerr spacetime, such effect on the interferometric visibility can be due to the well known gravitomagnetic clock
effect [38, 39].
At last, if the superposed path is not restricted to a
plane, but the Wigner angle does not depend on the
paths, we can see that
i

R

V = hτini |e 2 ϑ·σ(
= hτini |e
=

κ

i
2 ϑ·σ∆τ

−

R
γ

)dτ

|τini i

|τini i

∞
X
i∆τ n
(
) h(ϑ · σ)n i ,
2
n=0

Eq. (64) up to second order in ∆τ , it follows that
r
 ∆τ ∆(ϑ · σ) 2
V = 1−
2
1  ∆τ ∆(ϑ · σ) 2
,
(65)
≈1−
2
2
which is similar to an expression already obtained in Ref.
2
[9], where, in this case, ∆(ϑ · σ) = (ϑ · σ)2 − hϑ · σi
is variance of ϑ · σ, and not the variance of the internal
Hamiltonian of the system. From Eq. (65), we can see
that the initial decrease (or decoherence) of the visibility
due do spacetime effects is a general phenomena. Finally,
for the most general case, i.e., in situations wherein one
cannot disregard the time ordering operator, it is possible to construct a Dyson series for D(W (η)) from Eq.
(19). The benefit of the approach taken here, through
the representation of the local Lorentz transformation, is
that we do not need to know the (internal) Hamiltonian
of the system and how it couples to the gravitation field,
as was the case in Refs. [6, 9]. In contrast, in our approach what is needed is the calculation of the Wigner
rotation.
IV.

CONCLUSIONS

In this article, we extended the work of Ref. [6] for different spacetime geometries. First, we derived the same
effect reported in Ref. [6] using the unitary representation of the local Lorentz transformation in the Newtonian
Limit. In addition, we showed that the effect in the interferometric visibility due to gravity persists in different
spacetime geometries. However, the oscillation is not necessarily due to the difference between the proper times
elapsed in each path. For instance, in the setup constructed in Sec. III B, the influence on the interferometric
visibility is due to another general relativistic effect, i.e.,
geodetic precession. Besides, we showed that by using
the unitary representation of the local Lorentz transformation, this behavior of the interferometric visibility in
an arbitrary spacetime is general, provided that we restrict the motion of the quanton to a two-dimensional
spacial plane. However, we did not took into account
the spin-curvature coupling, which is relevant in the case
of supermassive compact objects and/or ultra-relativistic
test particles. Finally, we believe that our work helps in
the understanding of how the interferometric visibility of
a quantum system is affected due to general relativistic
effects as well it opens the possibility for different studies.
For instance, it would be interesting to study the behavior of the interferometric visibility in the Kerr geometry,
where one takes into account the frame dragging.

(64)

i.e., the influence in the visibility is fully described by the
moments h(ϑ · σ)n i := hτini |(ϑ · σ)n |τini i. Expanding
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