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Abstract

We report a test of the universality of free fall (UFF) rethte spin-gravity couplingféects by comparing
the gravity acceleration of tHf€Rb atoms irmg = +1 versus that img = —1, where the corresponding spin
orientations are opposite. A Mach-Zehnder-type atom fietemeter is exploited to sequentially measure
the free fall acceleration of the atoms in these two subdevehd the resultant Edtvos ratio determined
by this work isps = (-0.2 + 1.5) x 107°. The interferometer using atomsin: = +1 ormg = -1 is
highly sensitive to magnetic field inhomogeneity, whichitsrthe current experimental precision of our
UFF test. The work here provides a stepping stone for futigieen precision UFF test related tdidirent

spin orientations on atomic basis.
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The universality of free fall (UFF) is one of the fundameritgbotheses in the foundation of
Einstein’s general relativity (GR) [1], which states thitest bodies fall with the same accelera-
tion in the gravitational field regardless of their struetand composition. Traditional verifications
of the UFF are performed with macroscopic bodies that waldterently or comprise of dierent
material by torsion balance technique![2—4], free-fall moek [5--7] or laser ranging missian [8, 9],
achieved a level of 102 [3,4,/9]. There are also lots of work investigating possibteation of
UFF that may be induced by spin-related forces (see, for plarfl0-+15]), and UFF tests of this
kind have been performed with polarized or rotating maapgxbodies|[16—24]. Here we report
a spin-orientation related UFF test with quantum objectatoyn interferometry.

UFF tests with quantum objects have earlier been perform#d avneutron interferometer
[25], and in recent years, were carried out by comparing ke fiall acceleration betweenfidir-
ent atoms or between atoms and macroscopic masses [26+481ndtivation of using quantum
objects is not only for potentially higher precision or asated well defined properties, but also
for more possibilities to break Einstein equivalence pglecon quantum basis [32]. For example,
the variation of the free fall acceleration with atoms iffelient hyperfine levels has also been
tested in Ref.|[27] at a level of 10 Recently, Tarallo et al. [33] performed an UFF test usireg th
bosonic®Sr isotope ( = 0) and the fermionié’Sr isotope ( = 9/2) at a level of 10’ by Bloch
oscillation. In their experiment, tHéSr atoms were in a mixture of fiérent magnetic sublevels,
resulting in défective sublevel ofm:) = 0. They also gave an upper limit on the spin-gravity
coupling by analyzing the broadening caused by possilfierdint free fall accelerations between
different magnetic sublevels. However, we note that possildmalous spin-spin couplings (see,
for example, [20, 34, 35]) or dipole-dipole interaction€séor example, [36]) between t#éSr
atoms with diferent magnetic sublevels may disturb, or even cover thegiaivity coupling ef-
fects in their experiment. Since most models describing-gpavity coupling imply a dependence
on the orientation of the spin, we perform a new UFF test #i®b atoms sequentially prepared
in two opposite spin orientations (Fig. 1), namely = +1 versusmg = —1. The correspond-
ing free fall accelerations are compared by atom intefeton|87-41], which determines the
spin-orientation related Eotvos ratio [42] as

0+ —0-
0+ +0-

ns =2 (1)

In Eq.(1), the gravity acceleration of atomsm = +1 (mz = —1) is denoted ag, (g_) to account

for possible diference. This provides a direct way to test spin-orientattated UFF on quantum
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FIG. 1: (color online) Schematic of the spin orientations ¥Rb atoms in magnetic sublevetg = +1
versusmg = —1 of the $S;/, hyperfine levels. The bias magnetic fiddodefines the external direction
to which the atoms spin is referenced. And the total angulamentum of each atom (denoted by Iﬁ)a

processes arourigl

basis.

Compared with UFF tests using polarized or rotating maapiscmasses, it is much simpler
to prepare cold atomic ensemble with pure polarizationgistiimulated Raman transition [43].
However, with atoms in sublevefs: = +1 orme = —1, the Zeemanfect is considerable, which
makes the interferometer highly sensitive to the magnetld fnhomogeneity. What's worse is
that the phase shift induced by the inhomogeneity is oppémitatoms in the two sublevels, which
thus can’t be directly canceled in the final comparison ofsnead free fall accelerations. For the
interferometer with atoms img, the phase shift induced by the gravitational acceleraimhthe

magnetic field gradient is expressed as
e = FherOm: T2 + 2021Meys(Vs F Vi /2)T?, (2)

where the superscript denotes the corresponding direction kf; in the interfering pro-
cess, with+kg (—ker) indicating the same (opposite) directions betwé&gnand local gravi-

tational acceleration. And is the separation time between Raman laser pulses, While=

T +/1+27/T + 47/aT + 872/nT2 is the dfective separation time accounting for tHeeet of finite
Raman pulses durationz(is the duration for ther/2 Raman pulse) [37]. In Eq.(2), the second
term corresponds to that induced by the magnetic field (dr@yfitst order of the inhomogeneity
is considered), whergg is the magnetic field gradient;;, is the strength of first-order Zeeman
shift for 8’Rb atoms in 58S, , state,V, is the recoil velocity, an/, is the average vertical velocity

of the atoms irF = 1 at the moment of the interferingpulse (in this work, the atoms are initially
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prepared i = 1 before the interfering).

In order to alleviate the influence of the magnetic field inlogeneity, according to Eq. (2),
three steps are taken in this work. Firstly, the magnetid fietfoughout the interfering space is
mapped[44, 45], and a region where the field is relative ha@anegus is selected for the interfering
to take place, namely makings as small as possible. The selected region is at about 736 mm
height above the magnetic-optical trap (MOT) center. Aret¢hthe magnetic field varies less
than 0.1 mG over several-millimeters vertical distanceljevtne magnitude of the bias magnetic
field is about 115 mG. Secondly, the direction of tiieetive Raman laser wave numbeg can
be reversed to make aftérential measurement for eaat [37]. A majority of the influence
(the part associated withh, in Eq. (2)) induced by the magnetic gradient will be cancelsithg
this differential measurement, since the influence is almost indigpeft ke (We note thav/,, is
typically much larger thaN,). However, with the Raman lasers configuredkg; versus-ke;, the
directions of the recoil velocities are opposite. This ioelua tiny diference between the atoms’
trajectories. And consequently causes a residual influenttee diferential measurement result,
which is the part associated with in Eq. (2). The third step is to correct this residuum usirgy th
vg Obtained from the common mode result for the two interfedogfigurations oke;. According
to Eq.(2), for eachmg, the diferential mode measurement resmqoﬁ]F = (A¢m. — Ay )/2) and

the common mode measurement restit{. = (Agy. + Agp, )/2) are respectively

{ A‘Pﬂqp = _keffngTezﬂ‘ — az MeyeV, T? ' 3)
Asﬁﬁqp = 20z MeyeV, T2

According to Eq.(3), the magnetic field gradigrtcan be directly estimated fromyy,_, as long
asV, is known.

In order to maximally suppress the magnetic-field-gradiefiience in the dferential mea-
surement for eachng, it is required that bothg andV, are the same between th&y; and —Ke
interfering configurations. The two requirements can bauieneously satisfied by preparing the
atomic ensembles in the same average velocity, nakiely VS (Vs denotes the average velocity
of the atomic ensemble after the state preparation, anduerscript: denotes thég; configu-
ration). In this case, the atomic ensembles are in the sagihenrevhen the interfering is taking
place, and thugg is the same, whil&/, is obviously the same since it is directly determined
by V.. Though techniques are mature for preparing the atoms Isyatelocity-sensitive Raman
transition (VSRT)|[43], it is in fact not simple to ensure thguality betweerv} andV;. Using

conventional state preparation method (see, for exanmgdg), the equality will strongly depend
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on the pre-determined Zeeman shift and AC-Stark shift. Arddorresponding variations will
cause opposite changes ¥ andV;. Here we explore an easy but reliable method to guarantee
this equality. For the two interfering configurations, weplement the state preparations using
the Raman lasers both configured+ky; with the same fective frequencyver (we = w1 — Wy,
namely the frequency fierence of the two laser beams in Raman lasers.). In this fraseach

me, the state preparations are completely the same for therteofering configurations, and
thus the average velocities of the selected atdigare naturally the same. Compared with con-
ventional operation of the interferometer, in addition smal Raman lasers frequency chirp, this
method needs an extra shift of; after the state preparation. This shift will switch the Rama
lasers configuration fromke; to —keg fOr the interfering process where the Raman lasers need to
be configured in-kg. This can be realized by using two arbitrary function geteesa(AFG) to

mix with a microwave signal source in the Raman lasers’ appbase locking loop (OPLL), with
one AFG to implement thee; shift and the other to implement the chirp.

The experiment is performed in an atom gravimeter that has pesviously reported in detail
in Ref. [40]. It takes 727 ms to load about®l¢bld ’Rb atoms from a dispenser using a typical
MOT. Then the atoms are launched upward and further cooleabtat 7uK with a moving
molasses procedure in the atomic fountain. The apex of ti@&in is at 750 mm height above the
MOT, close to the aimed interfering region at about 736 mmictvis helpful to limit the atoms’
flying distance during the interfering process. After a flijme of 324 ms from the launch, a
Ramanr pulse with a duration of 2@s is switched on to implement the state preparation. With
the Raman lasers configured#ky;, the detune (defined here as th&etience between and
the the hyperfine splitting of the two ground level$$5,) of the 8Rb atom) that selects the
maximummg = +1 atoms is found to be-1546 kHz, and that fomg = -1 is —1866 kHz.
After the unwanted atoms are removed by a blow-away beanattimic cloud arrives at 736mm
height and undergoes th¢2 — 7 — /2 Raman pulses with a pulse separation tim& of 2 ms.
With largerT, the interferometry fringe would become invisible due tGatient magnetic field
inhomogeneity experienced by respective atom in the engermbis is the reason why théefect
of the finite Raman pulses durations must be considered in(Eq. The transition probability
of the atoms after the interfering is obtained through a radimad fluorescence detection when
the clouds falls back into the detection chamber. The eptiweess of a single shot measurement
as described above takes 1.5 s. Before the formal data &mmuid/, should be measured to

deduceyg from Agr, . This velocity can be obtained from the spectroscopy of tRYV [43]
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FIG. 2: (color online) Fringes for efierent combinations afnr andkeg, Where each fringe shown is an
average of 10 fringes with one corresponding combinatinmnie cycle, the fringes are obtained in turn for
the combinations ofnr = +1 and+kes (black circle),mg = +1 and—keg (red square)mg = —1 and+Keg

(olive empty circle)mg = —1 and—ket (blue empty square).

with a Ramarr pulse applied at the right moment. Here the spectroscoptaghre Raman lasers
configured in+ker and—Kker are combined to make aftirential measurement, in which method
the knowledge of the Zeeman shift or the AC-Stark shift is me¢ded. The measured average
velocity isV, = 5090(1) mm's for the selected atoms jR = 1, mg = +1), and isV,, = 5094(1)
mmys for|[F = 1, mg = —1) at the moment of the interferingpulse.

Finally the measurement of the gravity acceleration of tbena in diferent magnetic sublevels
is performed sequentially, with flierent interfering configurations of the Raman lasers. Ohe fu
interferometry fringe is obtained by scanning the chire @ftwe; in 20 steps for eachne in each
interferingkey configuration, namely 30 s for a full fringe. Meanwhile, irder to reduce theffect
of possible drift of related quantities, for example, therRRa lasers power, four adjacent fringes
are grouped as a cycle unit, with one fringe correspondirmgnéocombination ofn: andkes. The
switches between the combinations are automatically otbetk by the computer through tuning
the Raman lasers detune, and the typical fringes for theclmmbinations are shown in Fig.2. The
measurement is repeated about 28 hours from cycle to cywtkthee phase shifts are extracted
by the cosine fitting from the fringes. Thefidirential mode result and the common mode result
are obtained from the combinations of the correspondinglshifts. The Allan deviation for
the gravity acceleration measurement is calculated frandiffierential mode result for eachg,

which is shown in Fig.3, and the statistics of the combine@sueement results for eadh is
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FIG. 3: (color online) Short-term Allan deviations for theagity acceleration measurements using atoms
in differentmg. The Allan deviations fome = +1 (black circle) andn: = -1 (blue square) are calculated
from the diferential measurement results, while thatrgr = 0 (gray empty circle) is calculated from the

phase shifts obtained consecutively with Raman lasersyala@nfigured in+Keg.

also acquired as shown in Table I. The Allan deviation forneasurement using the atoms in
me = 0 with the Raman lasers configured ke for T = 2 ms is also shown in Fig.3 as a
reference. According to the Allan deviations, the shomntesensitivity for the interferometers
using atoms imme = +1 is about 3.410-3g/ VHz, which implies a sensitivity of 2:410-3g/ VHz
if only one combination oim: andkes is consecutively repeated. This induced sensitivity isuabo
four times worse than that using atomsma = 0, which is most probably due to the fluctuation of
the location where the atoms interacts with the interfepatges (and thus the fluctuation of the
experienced magnetic field gradient by the atoms). Thisuatein is caused by the variation of
the launch velocity as well as the initial launch positiorthe atomic cloud from shot to shot.
The uncertainties in Table | are the corresponding staesis§tandard deviations. From the
common mode results, the magnetic field gradients expatkioc atoms in eacin: are deduced,
which are nearly equal as expected since the interferingmag the same. According to Eq.(3),
this gradient with a magnitude 6f37uG/mm corresponds to &8 mrad residual féect for the
differential result with atoms img = +1, and—8 mrad residual ffect formg = —1. It shows that
a majority of the phase shift due to the magnetic field inhoemegty is canceled in theftierential
measurement, and the residual is only abo2¥d And the residualféect due to the Raman pulses
durations is far less than that level, which is thus safetyerted in this work. In this diierential

measurement of the gravity acceleration with a rather sseparation time, some disturbances,



for example, that induced by nearby masses or tilt of the Rdasers, are common for the atoms
inmg = +1 andme = -1 and thus cancel in the final comparison, and other distedsrfor
example, that induced by the AC-Stark shift or the Coriofie@, can be neglected at the present
level of accuracy. The Eotvos ratio is finally given by

d d
— Zg+ - g_ _ 2‘10m,:=+1 - ‘pm,::_
- - d d ’
g+ +0- Pre=+1 + Pre=—1

U (4)

where Apd,_ is the corrected diierential results as listed in Table I. The resultant Eétudtio
determined by this work is{0.2 + 1.5) x 107>, which indicates that the violation of WEP has not
been observed at the level ablx 107° for the atoms with dferent polarization orientations.

In conclusion, we have tested UFF with atoms iffetent spin orientations based on a Mach-
Zehnder-type atom interferometer, and the violation of i observed at the level of3x10°.
This work represents the first atom interferometer whichusiameously measures the gravity ac-
celeration and magnetic-field gradient, and also presedireat test of spin-orientation related
spin-gravity couplings on quantum basis. The present giatis limited by the fluctuation of the
atomic fountain arising from the atom launch procedure. ifflaence of this fluctuation can be
alleviated with a more homogeneous magnetic field in futueasarement, and in this situation
the pulses separation time can also be enlarged, which fheittevely improve the interferome-
ter sensitivity. On the other hand, the standing opticalesavan be explored to manipulate the
interfering of the atoms (see Ref. [27], for example), inethtase the internal state of the atom
doesn’t change and thus the influence of the magnetic fieldnlgeneity is dramatically de-
creased. We anticipate a better result for the UFF test vitmsiin diferent spin orientations

using interferometers of this kind in future.

TABLE I: Statistics of the dferential mode measurement and the common mode measurefiengr
ambiguity is easily removed in this work thanks to the rattesrt separation tim&. The magnetic field
gradient is deduced fromgr,_, and the correcterzh)o‘rjnF in the last column is the result of subtracting the

residual magnetic field inhomogeneitffect from the originalﬁgoﬂqF in the second column.

Agp‘rjnF Apr vB CorrectedAgo‘ﬁnF
" rad rad uG/mm rad
+1 ~644.322(7) ~0.674(8) ~37.6(4) ~644.330(7)
-1 ~644.339(7) +0.666(8) —37.2(4) —644.331(7)
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