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According to relativity, the reading of an
ideal clock is interpreted as the elapsed
proper time along its classical trajectory
through spacetime. In contrast, quantum
theory allows the association of many si-
multaneous trajectories with a single quan-
tum clock, each weighted appropriately.
Here, we investigate how the superposi-
tion principle affects the gravitational time
dilation observed by a simple clock — a
decaying two-level atom. Placing such
an atom in a superposition of positions
enables us to analyze a quantum contri-
bution to a classical time dilation mani-
fest in spontaneous emission. In partic-
ular, we show that the emission rate of
an atom prepared in a coherent superpo-
sition of separated wave packets in a grav-
itational field is different from the emis-
sion rate of an atom in a classical mix-
ture of these packets, which gives rise to
a quantum gravitational time dilation ef-
fect. We demonstrate that this nonclas-
sical effect also manifests in a fractional
frequency shift of the internal energy of
the atom that is within the resolution of
current atomic clocks. In addition, we
show the effect of spatial coherence on the
atom’s emission spectrum.
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1 Introduction

The key insight of relativity is that time is mea-
sured by physical systems serving as clocks, and
the relative flow of time between clocks depends
on their velocity and distance from massive bod-
ies. When combined with quantum theory, it is
natural to ask: What time does a clock measure
if it moves in a superposition of velocities or is
placed in a superposition of locations experienc-
ing two different gravitational fields? Heuristi-
cally, such a clock would be expected to experi-
ence a superposition of proper times.

It is important to investigate the empirical
consequences of such proper time superpositions
because any associated phenomena are a con-
sequence of both quantum theory and relativ-
ity, and thus, there is hope for a new test of
physics at their intersection. While attempts to
detect phenomena originating from the combi-
nation of quantum mechanics and gravity have
been made for many years (e.g., [1–3]), examin-
ing interference phenomena for observing an ef-
fect of proper time superposition was developed
only recently [4–8]. A common approach is based
on an atomic interferometer in which the elapsed
proper time along each arm of the interferometer
is different due to gravitational time dilation. If
the atoms in the interferometer carry an internal
clock degree of freedom, which-path information
will be encoded in the clock degree of freedom,
resulting in a decrease in interference visibility
as a consequence of each arm experiencing dif-
ferent proper times. A related special relativis-
tic time dilation interferometer experiment has
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also been proposed [6]. In addition, quantum ver-
sions of the twin paradox [4, 9, 10] and sequen-
tial boosts of quantum clocks [11] have also been
shown to lead to nonclassical effects. However,
the experimentally realized atom interferometers
have not operated with precise enough transitions
to function as internal clocks capable of measur-
ing proper time. In contrast, we propose an ex-
perimentally viable setup in which the notion of
proper time superposition is made operationally
precise and is within current state-of-the-art ex-
perimental capabilities in atomic and ionic clocks.

A probabilistic notion of time dilation between
quantum clocks was developed, which was used to
examine relativistic time dilation between clocks
moving in superpositions of momenta [12]. By
modeling clocks as massive particles with inter-
nal clock degrees of freedom on which covariant
time observables could be defined [13, 14], it was
shown that a clock moving in a superposition of
two momentum wave packets relative to a labora-
tory frame that measures the time t will measure
an average proper time of

⟨Tclock⟩ =
(
γ−1

C + γ−1
Q

)
t, (1)

where γ−1
C corresponds to a statistical mixture

of the classical time dilation expected by a clas-
sical clock moving with the average momentum
of each wave packet, and γ−1

Q is a consequence
of the quantum coherence among the superposed
wave packets. Equation (1) represents the quan-
tum analog of the special relativistic time dila-
tion formula relating the time read by two clocks
in relative motion. It can be seen that the term
γ−1

Q represents a quantum correction to the av-
erage time dilation that depends on the relative
phase of the wave packets, leading to so-called
quantum time dilation. Such superpositions of
clocks have been interpreted within the context
of quantum reference frame transformations and
examined within a scalar field model [15].

It was later shown that the same quantum time
dilation effect was present in a more realistic clock
model based on the spontaneous emission rate of
an excited atom coupled to the electromagnetic
field [16], leading to a frequency shift on the or-
der of up to δν/ν0 ∼ 10−15. Modifications to
the atomic spectrum were also shown to manifest
due to quantum coherence among the momen-
tum wave packets. It is natural to expect analo-
gous spectroscopic signatures when an atom is in

+

z

|ψclock〉 ∝ cos θ|ψ1〉+ e
iϕ sin θ|ψ2〉

Figure 1: A pictorial representation of the considered
setup in which a clock is placed in a superposition of
different heights in a gravitational field as in Eq. (3).

a spatial superposition in a gravitational field, as
depicted in Fig. 1, given that it would experience
a superposition of gravitational time dilation.

Indeed, an analogous nonclassical gravitational
time dilation effect was shown to manifest for a
quantum clock in a spatial superposition at dif-
ferent heights in a gravitational field [17], and
interpreted within the formalism of quantum ref-
erence frames [18]. In particular, the average time
read by such a clock is analogous to Eq. (1), but
with γ−1

Q corresponding to quantum corrections
due to gravity. As in Eq. (1) there are two terms
contributing to the average time observed by the
quantum clock: the first term is a classical con-
tribution corresponding to a statistical mixture of
the time dilation observed by clocks located at the
mean position of each wave packet comprising the
superposition. The second term is a correction
due to the quantum nature of the clock’s spatial
degrees of freedom. Such quantum corrections
have been investigated in various models (scalar
field theory [19, 20] and full quantum electro-
magnetism [16, 21]) taking into account a variety
of contributions to the clock’s Hamiltonian (i.e.,
nonrelativistic kinetic energy [12, 16, 17, 19–21],
special relativistic corrections [12, 16, 17, 19, 20],
and general relativistic corrections [17]), and have
been shown to manifest in physically relevant ob-
servables (total transition rates [16, 19–21], emis-
sion line shapes [16, 21], well-defined time observ-
ables [12, 17]).

Depending on the situation considered, differ-
ent phenomena may follow, such as homogeneous
broadening of emission lines if only kinetic en-
ergy is involved or (special relativistic) quantum
time dilation when only special relativistic correc-
tions are considered. An analogous gravitational
quantum time dilation should manifest for the
spatial superposition of wave packets in a grav-
itational field. Reference [17] considers such a
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superposition, however, with additional contribu-
tions to the clock’s Hamiltonian — nonrelativistic
kinetic energy and a special relativistic correc-
tion —therefore providing quantum corrections
in addition to the expected gravitational quan-
tum time dilation effect. However, one can still
extract such a contribution (see Appendix C),
yielding

γ−1
Q = g

4c2
(z2 − z1) cosφ sin 4θ

cosφ sin 2θ + e
(z2−z1)2

4∆2

. (2)

Here g is the local magnitude of the gravitational
field at the height z = 0, and the clock’s external
degrees of freedom are prepared in the state

|ψclock⟩ ∝ cos θ |ψ1⟩ + eiφ sin θ |ψ2⟩ , (3)

where |ψi⟩ denotes a Gaussian wave packet of
width ∆ localized around zi.

The purpose of this article is to demonstrate
that the same correction to the time observed
by a clock in a spatial superposition in a grav-
itational field γ−1

Q manifests in the spontaneous
emission rate of an excited atom, and that spa-
tial coherence in the presence of a gravitational
field affects the atom’s emission spectrum.

We focus on the problem of spontaneous emis-
sion as a platform for the proof-of-principle expla-
nation of the quantum gravitational time dilation
effect. It serves as a paradigmatic example of a
quantum clock and provides a clear setup to an-
alyze. However, the quantum gravitational time
dilation would also manifest universally in differ-
ent setups, involving, e.g., ions in Paul traps or
many-particle systems in optical lattices. Indeed,
it will be shown that γ−1

Q results in a fractional
frequency shift, which is the measurable quantity
of interest for ion clocks.

We begin by analyzing the spontaneous emis-
sion rate of a two-level atom whose center-of-mass
degrees of freedom are quantized and placed into
a spatial superposition in a gravitational field.
We show that the spontaneous emission rate ex-
periences the nonclassical gravitational effect de-
scribed in Ref. [17]. To do so, we quantize the
electromagnetic field in an accelerated frame and
make use of the equivalence of uniformly acceler-
ating observers and observers at rest in a gravi-
tational field. The use of an accelerated reference
frame serves for computational convenience [22].
Obtaining results consistent with [17], we show
that the nonclassical effect characterized by γ−1

Q

is consistent with the equivalence between clocks
in a constant gravitational field and those in uni-
form acceleration. Finally, we estimate the mag-
nitude of γ−1

Q , concluding that this quantum time
dilation effect may be observable with present-
day technology and illustrate how spatial coher-
ence in a gravitational field leads to nonclassical
signatures in the atom’s emission spectrum.

2 Model

Analysis of composite quantum systems in grav-
itational fields is of fundamental theoretical in-
terest as experiments are beginning to probe
regimes in which a description based on adding
a background Newtonian gravitational potential
to the Schrödinger equation is not enough [1,
23]. Specifically, coupling between internal and
center-of-mass degrees of freedom has no classi-
cal analogue and implies, e.g., gravitationally in-
duced quantum dephasing [5, 24, 25], interfero-
metric gravitational wave detection [26], quan-
tum tests of the classical equivalence princi-
ple [27], and proposals for quantum versions of
the equivalence principle [28–30].

Usually, accounting for relativistic corrections
in light-matter interactions is achieved through
the addition of effects known from classical
physics, such as second-order Doppler shifts,
velocity-dependent masses, and time dilation due
to relative motion or gravitational effects. Such
approaches are dangerous on their own because
they do not guarantee self-consistency and usu-
ally rely on classical concepts such as worldlines
or redshifts. One example of problems arising
in such a context includes spurious ‘friction’ ex-
perienced by a moving and decaying atom [31],
which was later resolved by a proper relativis-
tic treatment [32]. For the gravity-free case,
atom-field interactions have been rigorously de-
rived to leading relativistic order [32], while the
extension to gravity was initially done by Mar-
zlin in 1995 [33]; however, the full first-order
post-Newtonian expansion has only recently been
presented by Schwartz and Giulini [34]. This
derivation was further extended to the systems of
nonzero total charge and used to obtain relativis-
tic frequency shifts of ionic clocks in a rigorous
way [35].

Such approaches assume that the atom is
treated as a composite system and that the en-
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ergy scales involved are below the threshold for
pair production for any of the massive particles
involved. As such, this allows for a simplified rela-
tivistic analysis by performing quantization after
putting the classical system in a fixed particle sec-
tor. In the case of a simple atomic model involv-
ing two charged, massive, and moving particles
interacting with themselves via Coulomb forces
and embedded in electromagnetic and weak grav-
itational fields, the effective atomic Hamiltonian
was derived in [34, 36]. Under the assumption
that the atom is heavy (or equivalently that ef-
fects due to the gravitational field dominate over
the velocity spread of the atom), the Hamiltonian
simplifies to the expected form:

Ĥ = Mc2
(

1 + ϕ(R̂)
c2

)
+ ℏΩ

(
1 + ϕ(R̂)

c2

)
|e⟩⟨e|

+ ĤL − d̂ · Ê, (4)

where M is the mass of the atom, ϕ(R̂) is the
scalar gravitational potential in a post-Newtonian
expansion, R̂ is the center-of-mass position of
the atom, ℏΩ is the energy gap of the relevant
transition in the atom, |e⟩ corresponds to the
excited state of the atom, ĤL is the Hamilto-
nian of the electromagnetic light in the presence
of the gravitational field, and the last term de-
scribes the dipole coupling between the atom and
electric field Ê. The dipole interaction term re-
tains its standard form if all the quantities in-
volved (dipole moment d̂ and electric field Ê)
are expressed as measured quantities and with
respect to the proper time of an observer at
R [33, 34, 37]. The second term in Eq. (4) can be
interpreted as the Hamiltonian of the mass de-
fect, which describes the relativistic coupling of
the center of mass and the internal degrees of free-
dom [5, 24, 30, 35, 36]. Therefore, it can be ab-
sorbed into the Hamiltonian of the center of mass
(the first term in Eq. (4)), with the mass effec-
tively corrected by the mass defect. In the follow-
ing analysis, we will ignore the binding potentials
necessary to localize the wave packets; however,
such potentials can be consistently taken into ac-
count within this model [35] and will not affect
the signature of quantum time dilation, γ−1

Q .
In the case of a homogeneous gravitational

field, the system can be described in a uniformly
accelerated (Rindler) frame. Such a geometry al-
lows us to describe a spectroscopic measurement
that is performed close to the Earth’s surface with

the atomic cloud coherently delocalized in a grav-
itational field. We will re-express the total Hamil-
tonian in these coordinates to simplify the calcu-
lations and interpretation of the results. We start
our analysis with a brief review of Rindler coor-
dinates and provide a heuristic derivation of the
total Hamiltonian in this frame.

2.1 Rindler coordinates
An accelerating frame of reference can be ex-
pressed via the following coordinate transforma-
tion [38]

ct = χ sinh
(
gτ

c

)
, z = χ cosh

(
gτ

c

)
, (5)

where (ct, z) are Minkowski coordinates, τ is the
Rindler time, χ is the Rindler distance, and g is a
reference proper acceleration corresponding to an
observer measuring proper time τ . For simplic-
ity, we restrict our considerations to only posi-
tive Rindler distance. Then, observers charac-
terized by fixed Rindler coordinates χ have con-
stant proper acceleration c2/χ, and their proper
times can be related to the parameter g through
gχ
c2 τ . They all share the common causally inacces-
sible region lying beyond the hypersurface z = ct,
known as the Rindler horizon. The inverse trans-
formation reads

cτ = c2

g
artanh

(
ct

z

)
, χ =

√
z2 − c2t2. (6)

It is also customary to use the so-called radar
coordinates (cτ, ξ) with ξ defined by χ = c2

g e gξ/c.
In particular, these were used in [22] to perform
the quantization of the electromagnetic field in a
uniformly accelerated reference frame.

2.2 The Hamiltonian
We now proceed to construct the Hamiltonian
describing a two-level atom interacting with the
electromagnetic field in Rindler coordinates that
mimics the effect of a homogeneous gravitational
field. First, in the absence of gravity, the Hamil-
tonian of an atom of mass M , with ground state
|g⟩ and excited state |e⟩ separated by an energy
difference ℏΩ, is given by

Ĥ(0) = Ĥ
(0)
atom + Ĥ

(0)
field + Ĥ

(0)
af , (7)

with the terms correspond to the atomic Hamil-
tonian, electromagnetic field Hamiltonian, and
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atom-field coupling, respectively, all specified in
the Jaynes-Cummings model [21, 39–41]

Ĥ
(0)
atom = Mc2 + ℏΩ |e⟩⟨e| ,

Ĥ
(0)
field =

∑
k,λ

ℏωkâ
†
k,λâk,λ,

Ĥ
(0)
af = −d̂ · Ê.

(8)

Here â†
k,λ and âk,λ are the creation and annihi-

lation operators, respectively, of a photon with
wave vector k (eigenfrequency ωk) and polariza-
tion λ, d̂ = d(|e⟩⟨g|+|g⟩⟨e|) is the dipole operator
of the atom, Ê is the electric field operator, and
the atomic Hamiltonian has been shifted by the
atom’s rest mass energy.

We now find the corresponding terms expressed
in Rindler coordinates. At first, we consider the
rest energy of the atom (the Ĥ(0)

atom term). Be-
cause we are employing Rindler coordinates, the
metric tensor gµν is diagonal and only the g00
component is nontrivial. Let us consider coordi-
nates

(
x0, xi

)
and take the metric tensor to be

gµν = g00δµ0δν0 − δµiδνjδ
ij . Classically, the La-

grangian of a free particle can then be written
as

L = −H(0)
atom

√
gµν ẋµẋν = −H(0)

atom

√
g00 − ˙̄x2,

(9)
where H(0)

atom is the classical counterpart of Ĥ(0)
atom,

ẋµ = dxµ

dx0 , and ˙̄x2 = δij
dxi

dx0
dxj

dx0 . Here, we should
stress that ˙̄x is not the velocity of the particle but
the velocity divided by c because the coordinate
x0 has a unit of length. For a static metric, i.e.,
if g00 does not depend on x0 (e.g., the Rindler
metric), the following quantity (Hamiltonian) is
conserved [36]

Hatom = ∂L
∂ẋi

ẋi − L = H
(0)
atomg00√
g00 − ˙̄x2

. (10)

Here we treat ẋi’s as functions of the canonical
momenta pi = ∂L

∂ẋi . Finally, if the particle is at
rest, its energy is given by Hatom = H

(0)
atom

√
g00.

We obtain a quantum version of this equality by
simply replacing the classical Hamiltonians on
both sides with their corresponding operators,
i.e., Ĥatom = Ĥ

(0)
atom

√
g00. In further considera-

tions, we restrict our calculations to the station-
ary case.

We now return to the analysis of the Rindler
metric for which g00 =

(
gχ
c2

)2
. We introduce the

parameter z as a distance between the particle
and the reference hyperbola given by χ = c2

g + z.
One can rewrite the Hamiltonian as

Ĥatom = Ĥ
(0)
atom

gχ

c2 = Ĥ
(0)
atom

(
1 + ϕ(z)

c2

)
, (11)

where ϕ(z) = gz is the linear gravitational po-
tential. Therefore, the atomic energy scales by
a factor 1 + ϕ(z)/c2. In addition, it is worth
noting that this result agrees with [35], which
strongly justifies our simplified method based on
treating gravity in a fully kinematic way by us-
ing a Rindler frame of reference. We empha-
size that this scaling factor appears in our cal-
culations naturally without any additional rea-
soning. One sees that the inclusion of this fac-
tor couples the internal clock degrees of freedom
with the motional degrees of the atom through
the term, Ĥ

(0)
atomϕ(z)/c2, which is responsible

for the gravitational time dilation felt by the
clock [5, 24, 30, 36].

It should be emphasized that the atomic
Hamiltonian should, in general, contain a kinetic
term P 2/2M , where P is the total momentum of
the atom [12, 24]. However, we assume that the
atom is very heavy, so the kinetic energy related
to both the total momentum of the system and its
dispersion is negligible compared to other kinds of
energy described by the Hamiltonian. This means
we will not consider any motion of the center of
mass. Therefore, we will discard all the terms
depending on either the velocity or its dispersion
derived in [17]. We can additionally justify this
omission by estimating the magnitude of individ-
ual time dilation effects from [17]. We perform
such estimation in Appendix C and show that,
for the considered range of parameters, the cor-
rections due to motion are indeed much smaller
than the purely gravitational correction, thus jus-
tifying our simplifying assumptions.

The electromagnetic field Hamiltonian in
curved spacetime was derived in [22]. Here we
consider only one (right) Rindler wedge; hence,
we neglect all terms containing ladder operators
from the left Rindler wedge, and we use the fol-
lowing Hamiltonian

Ĥfield =
∑
λ=1,2

∫ ∞

−∞
dk ℏωk b̂†R

k,λb̂
R
k,λ, (12)

where b̂†R
k,λ and b̂Rk,λ are, respectively, the rais-

ing and lowering operators in the right Rindler
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wedge, and k = |k| is the wavenumber. We will
assume that the atom is placed in an optical cav-
ity, which allows photons to propagate only in the
direction of the gravitational field. Therefore, we
reduce our problem to a single spatial dimension,
making the quantization scheme easier [22].

To express the atom-field interaction term in
Rindler coordinates we only need to express the
electric field in Rindler coordinates. The absence
of the √

g00 term in this interaction Hamilto-
nian is a consequence of the fact that we will
use so-called coordinate components of the elec-
tric field [34]. For this purpose, we express the
electric field as [22]

Ê = i
∑
λ=1,2

∫ ∞

−∞
dk
√

ℏωk
4πε0

[
eikξ b̂Rk,λ + H.c.

]
êλ.

(13)
Again, we have ignored the terms containing lad-
der operators from the left Rindler wedge. No-
tice that in contrast to [22], we work in the
Schrödinger picture, so the electric field opera-
tor has no explicit time dependence. Employing
the rotating wave approximation, the interaction
term simplifies to

Ĥaf = −d̂ · Ê

= −iℏ
∑
λ=1,2

gk,λ

∫ ∞

−∞
dk
(
eikξ b̂Rk,λ|e⟩⟨g|+H.c.

)
,

(14)

where
gk,λ =

√
ωk

4πℏε0
d · êλ (15)

is the coupling constant governing the strength of
the atom-light interaction.

Comparing the final Hamiltonian in Rindler co-
ordinates

Ĥ = Ĥatom + Ĥfield + Ĥaf, (16)

with the simplified version of the Hamiltonian in
Eq. (4), one concludes that they are the same.
Therefore, we investigate spontaneous emission
in a uniformly accelerating reference frame and
expect that the associated results will agree with
a post-Newtonian gravitational analysis.

3 Spontaneous emission in the gravi-
tational field
We consider a setting in which a two-level atom
is at rest at some height above ground level z = 0

(χ = c2

g ) in a gravitational field. Using Rindler
coordinates, we choose the reference hyperbola
to be located at ground level, which means that
the time coordinate τ is the proper time of an
observer at z = 0. We assume that the action
takes place in only one (right) Rindler wedge, far
from the Rindler horizon.

We will describe the state of the system by
a state vector providing information about the
atom’s position z, the internal state of the atom
(ground |g⟩ or excited |e⟩), and the number of
photons nk,λ in mode k with polarization λ in the
considered Rindler wedge. Initially, the atom is
excited and placed in an electromagnetic vacuum

|Ψ(0)⟩ =
∫

dz ψ(z) |z, e, 0⟩ . (17)

Because deexcitation of the atom can produce
only one photon, the general state of the system
at the Rindler time τ reads

|Ψ(τ)⟩ =
∫

dz α(z, τ) |z, e, 0⟩

+
∑
λ=1,2

∫ ∫
dk dz βk,λ(z, τ) |z, g, 1k,λ⟩ ,

(18)
which has been expanded in the energy eigen-
states |z, e, 0⟩ and |z, g, 1k,λ⟩, associated respec-
tively with energies

ℏωg(z) = Mc2
(

1 + gz

c2

)
,

ℏωe(z) =
(
Mc2 + ℏΩ

)(
1 + gz

c2

)
.

(19)

The integrals over z in Eqs. (17) and (18) should
go from z = −c2/g (position χ = 0 corresponds
to the event horizon) to z = ∞, but because
of the assumption that the atom is far from the
Rindler horizon, we can extend these integrals to
z = −∞. Notice that because we omitted the ki-
netic term P 2/2M in Eq. (16), it does not contain
any momentum-dependent terms, and we can re-
strict our considerations to the position represen-
tation, which greatly simplifies the analysis.

We expect that, due to gravitational time dila-
tion, the atom’s lifetime will depend on the initial
distribution of the state in the z direction. This
should be reflected in the dependence of the tran-
sition rate

Γ = − d
dτ

∫
dz |α(z, τ)|2, (20)
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Figure 2: The difference in total emission rate between a superposition and a classical mixture of two Gaussian wave
packets localized around z1 and z2 as a function of the difference z2 − z1, the relative phase φ, and weight θ: (a)
the wave packets have unequal weights (θ = π/8), (b) relative phase is fixed at φ = 0, (c) relative phase is fixed at
φ = π. In each plot, the position spread along the z axis is fixed ∆ = 0.01c2/g.

on the initial wave function ψ(z).
The coefficients α(z, τ), and βk,λ(z, τ) appear-

ing in Eq. (18) are derived in Appendix A, with
the result being:

α(z, τ) = ψ(z) exp
[(

−iωe(z) − Γ(z)
2

)
τ

]
,

(21)

βk,λ(z, τ) = gk,λψ(z)e−i(ωg(z)+kξ)

1
2Γ(z) + i

(
Ω
(
1 + gz

c2

)
− ωk

)
×
[
e−
(
iΩ
(

1+ gz

c2
)

+ 1
2 Γ(z)

)
τ − eiωkτ

]
,

(22)

where Γ(z) =
(
1 + gz

c2

)
Ωd2

2ℏcε0
≡
(
1 + gz

c2

)
Γ0 is the

transition rate of the atom localized at height z.
Then, the total transition rate for Γ0τ ≪ 1 reads
(see Appendix B)

Γ =
∫

dz |ψ(z)|2Γ(z), (23)

which is a weighted mean of transition rates at
different heights. Moreover, as shown in Ap-
pendix B, the normalized standard deviation of
the transition rate associated with the spatial ex-
tent is

σΓ
Γ = gσz

c2 , (24)

where σz is the standard deviation of the position
space wave function ψ(z).

Comparing the value of Γ for specific initial
states allows us to check whether there is any
difference between the time dilation observed by
atoms in coherent superpositions and in classical

mixtures of position wave packets. In the first
case, the initial wave function is given by

ψsup(z) = N
[
cos θe− (z−z1)2

2∆2 + eiφ sin θe− (z−z2)2

2∆2

]
,

(25)
where

N =
[√
π∆

(
1 + cosφ sin 2θe−(z1−z2)2/4∆2)]− 1

2 ,

(26)
whereas in the second case, the probability dis-
tribution reads

Pcl(z) = 1√
π∆

[
cos2 θe− (z−z1)2

∆2 + sin2 θe− (z−z2)2

∆2

]
.

(27)
We evaluate Eq. (23) and obtain the difference in
the total emission rate between these two cases

Γsup − Γcl

Γ0
=
∫

dz
(

1 + gz

c2

)[
|ψsup(z)|2 − Pcl(z)

]
= g

4c2
cosφ sin 4θ(z2 − z1)

cosφ sin 2θ + e
(z2−z1)2

4∆2

= γ−1
Q . (28)

Let us now argue that this result is universal.
As an example, Ref. [35] analyzed an ion clock
setup from the perspective of fractional frequency
shifts of internal energy levels, including relativis-
tic and gravitational ones. Following their rea-
soning (see Eq. (37) in [35]), the fractional fre-
quency shift operator δν̂

ν0
for a two-level system

in a gravitational field consists of two terms: the
center-of-mass kinetic energy and a contribution
due to gravity. With the approximation consid-
ered in our work — the rest mass energy of the
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Figure 3: Comparison of the emission line shape P(ω) of an atom that is initially in a coherent superposition
(Psup) and in a classical mixture (Pcl) of wave packets peaked at different heights z1 and z2. The transition is
assumed to be extremely narrow Ω/Γ0 ≈ 1.5 × 1017 (e.g. aluminium 1S0 − 1P0 transition). (a) is calculated
for z1 = −z2 = −2 × 10−18c2/g, (b) is associated with z1 = −z2 = −6 × 10−18c2/g, while (c) corresponds to
z1 = −z2 = −10−17c2/g. In these three cases, the spread of the wave packets equals ∆ = (z2 −z1)/2. On the other
hand, in case (d), which is also plotted for z1 = −z2 = −10−17c2/g, the dispersion is equal to ∆ = (z2 − z1)/4.

atom much larger than its center-of-mass kinetic
energy —this operator reads

δν̂

ν0
= gẑ

c2 . (29)

Then, the difference between expected fractional
frequency shifts in the coherent and incoherent
cases is given by〈

δν̂

ν0

〉
sup

−
〈
δν̂

ν0

〉
cl

= γ−1
Q , (30)

which is exactly the contribution to the quantum
gravitational time dilation effect. One needs to
note, however, that any specific system will in-
volve a different analysis involving all the experi-
mental frequency shifts, dynamics leading to dif-
ferent effective conditional states, etc. Such anal-
ysis goes beyond the scope of this work, whose
main aim is to show the proof-of-principle de-
scription of the quantum gravitational time di-
lation effect.

Let us discuss some basic properties of this re-
sult. First, γ−1

Q vanishes when θ = 0, π
4 , or π

2 .
If θ = 0 or θ = π

2 , there is no difference between

the coherent superposition and the classical mix-
ture; therefore, vanishing Eq. (28) is something
we should expect. Second, the quantity Eq. (28)
also vanishes for φ = π

2 . This is the case when the
probability distribution corresponding to the co-
herent superposition is the same as the probabil-
ity distribution of the classical mixture. Finally,
Eq. (28) vanishes for |z2 − z1| ≫ ∆, which corre-
sponds to localized states whose separation from
each other is large compared to their spread, so
the interference effects are negligible. The correc-
tion Eq. (28) is plotted in Fig. 2 for fixed values of
θ and φ. Note that γ−1

Q can be either positive or
negative, depending on the relative phase φ and
relative weight θ.

The quantity Eq. (28) seems to be extremely
small because of the factor g

c2 (z2 − z1), which for
the height difference of the wave packets z2−z1 ∼
1cm is of the order of ∼ 10−18. However, the
same factor appears in classical gravitational time
dilation— the difference of the time read by two
clocks placed, respectively, at heights z2 and z1
is also proportional to g

c2 (z2 − z1). Therefore,
provided that the spread of the wave packets is
comparable to the distance between them, the
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effect of the quantum time dilation can be of the
same order of magnitude as classical gravitational
time dilation.

The spatial extent of a non-Gaussian wave
function necessarily implies an additional source
of uncertainty in the estimation of the transi-
tion rate (or fractional frequency shift) with re-
spect to the normal scenario of a well-localized
atom. This correction to the total uncertainty
can be approximated to leading order through
Eq. (24) and, in common experimental scenar-
ios, is reduced through many experimental in-
terrogations N , so that its contribution scales
like ∼ σΓ/

√
N . In general, the total uncertainty

depends on the specific experimental realization
and involves many contributions, e.g., projection
noise. For example, a detailed analysis in [35] for
trapped-ion optical clocks revealed that the spa-
tial extent of the Gaussian wave packet is shown
to have a subleading effect on the total precision.
In the case we consider here, the variance in the
spatial probability distribution of a superposition
of two Gaussian wave packets is

σ2
z = 1

4(z2 − z1)2 + 1
2∆2 + σ2

Q, (31)

where

σ2
Q = −(z2 − z1)2

4
cosφ sin 2θ

e
(z2−z1)2

4∆2 + cosφ sin 2θ
(32)

is an additional quantum correction due to the
coherent superposition. As argued above, the
regime |z2 − z1| ∼ ∆ provides a favorable set-
ting for observing the effect, so in total σz ∼ ∆,
and, more generally,

σΓ/Γ ∼ γ−1
Q . (33)

This implies that if experimental accuracy allows
for resolving γ−1

Q , then the effect of the spatial
spread of the wave function will have the sub-
leading effect on the total uncertainty.

Finally, from Eq. (22) we can extract the shape
of the emission line. The probability that the
atom emits a photon with energy ωk equals

P(ωk) = lim
τ→∞

∑
λ=1,2

∫
dz|βk,λ(z, τ)|2. (34)

Assuming that Ω/Γ0 ≪ 1, we arrive at the fol-
lowing formula for the transition line (see Ap-

pendix B):

P(ωk) =∫
dz 1

2π

(
1 + gz

c2

)
|ψ(z)|2Γ0

1
4Γ2

0

(
1 + gz

c2

)2
+
(
Ω
(
1 + gz

c2

)
− ωk

)2 .

(35)

Thus, P(ωk) is proportional to the height distri-
bution |ψ(z)|2 integrated against a Lorentz dis-
tribution. The transition line is gravitationally
blue- or red-shifted, depending on the position of
the atom, as the Lorentz distribution is shifted
by Ω → Ω

(
1 + gz

c2

)
. The transition line splits in

two for double-peaked wave functions, with peaks
at a considerable distance from each other. The
difference between the shape of the emission line
of a coherent superposition Eq. (57) and classi-
cal mixture Eq. (59) of wave packets has been
plotted for specific configurations of ψsup(z) and
Pcl(z) in Fig. 3. Note that the difference in the
shape of the spectrum gradually disappears when
both the difference in heights z2 − z1 decreases
for given Ω/Γ0, and when the ratio |z2 − z1|/∆
increases. This is in line with the previously de-
scribed behavior of γ−1

Q — the quantum time dila-
tion effect disappears when the spatial separation
of the wave packets becomes significantly larger
than their spatial extent.

4 Conclusions

We have provided an example of a realistic situ-
ation where quantum time dilation in a gravita-
tional field should occur. We have analyzed the
spontaneous emission process of a two-level atom
resting in an external gravitational field that was
modeled in accordance with the equivalence prin-
ciple as an accelerated frame of reference. We
have shown that the spontaneous emission rate
of the atom depends on its wave function in po-
sition space. In particular, this rate is influenced
nontrivially by the presence of spatial coherence
present in the center of the mass state of the
atom. We have confirmed the result of [17] for a
realistic clock model, providing further evidence
that quantum time dilation is a universal phe-
nomenon. Moreover, we made use of the equiv-
alence principle to describe the effect of gravity
on the clock, but the final result of our consider-
ations is the same as would be expected from a
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post-Newtonian analysis. This suggests that this
conclusion can be interpreted as confirmation of
the equivalence principle applied to quantum sys-
tems.

Our analysis leads to a method for detecting
the effect of quantum time dilation—one needs
to set a decaying particle in a superposition of
heights and track the dependence of the decay
rate on the initial state of the particle. Our anal-
ysis leads to a spectroscopic method for detecting
the effect of quantum time dilation—one needs to
set a clock (either ionic or atomic) in a superposi-
tion of heights and perform measurement either of
a spontaneous decay or, more commonly, a frac-
tional frequency shift. In accordance with our
results, the effect of coherence should be notice-
able when the spread of two position wave pack-
ets becomes comparable to the distance between
them. The quantum correction to classical time
dilation can be (for appropriately chosen param-
eters of the state) of the same order of magnitude
as the classical gravitational time dilation factor.
Therefore, if one can detect gravitational time di-
lation for such distances, one should also be able
to detect the quantum time dilation effect.

Usually, experimental measurements of grav-
itational time dilation involve comparing two
clocks at different heights as achieved in tabletop
experiments [42], using flight-based clocks [43],
or clocks separated by hundreds of meters [44].
For such approaches, the next advances are al-
ready planned: satellite-based experiments that
will allow researchers to improve the accuracy
by orders of magnitude [45, 46]. Recent devel-
opments with optical lattice clocks also showed
that resolving the gravitational redshift within a
single sample on a sub-millimeter scale is possi-
ble [47, 48]. Specifically, a change of frequency
consistent with the linear gravitational field was
measured along the system consisting of 100,000
strontium atoms [47]. The atoms were uncorre-
lated to suppress corrections due to quantum co-
herence across the sample.

We have shown that for an optimally prepared
state in the simplest spectroscopic system, the
gravitational quantum time dilation effect is com-
parable to the gravitational redshift induced by
a millimeter-sized height difference close to the
Earth’s surface. In the most favorable setup with
two overlapping wave packets of opposite relative
phase, the change in the total emission rate scales

like g∆
4c2 Γ0, where ∆ is the spatial spread of wave

packets. In the case of micrometer-scale super-
positions [49–52], this amounts to a 10−23 change
in total emission rate, or, equivalently, the same
change in the fractional frequency shift. While
the atomic lifetimes, and thus emission rates, are
currently measured with insufficient precision to
detect such a correction — they are typically de-
termined up to tenths of a percent [53–55] — the
correction to the fractional frequency shift is just
below the precision of state-of-the-art measure-
ments, which sensitive to gravitational time di-
lation millimeter scales [47, 48, 56, 57]. Increas-
ing the scale of the spatial superposition of the
atomic species from micrometers to millimeters
would result in a correction of the order of 10−20,
which is within the reach of current technology.
Given the recent experimental progress on optical
clocks, the natural next step is to devise a scheme
to prepare the optimal superposition state in this
setting and examine how to unambiguously ob-
serve the quantum time dilation with present-day
technology as the magnitude of the effect is within
current experimental precision.
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A Evolution of the system
In this Appendix, we analyze the evolution of the atomic system in Rindler coordinates making use of
the Hamiltonian

Ĥ = Ĥatom + Ĥfield + Ĥaf. (36)

We need to solve the Schrödinger equation with the above Hamiltonian and the ansatz in Eq. (18)

iℏ

∫ dz α̇(z, τ) |z, e, 0⟩ +
∑
λ=1,2

∫ ∫
dk dz β̇k,λ(z, τ) |z, g, 1k,λ⟩


=
∫

dz

(Mc2 + ℏΩ
)(

1 + gz

c2

)
α(z, τ) − iℏ

∑
λ=1,2

∫
dk gk,λeikξβk,λ(z, τ)

 |z, e, 0⟩

+
∑
λ=1,2

∫ ∫
dk dz

((
Mc2

(
1 + gz

c2

)
+ ℏωk

)
βk,λ(z, τ) − iℏgk,λe−ikξα(z, τ)

)
|z, g, 1k,λ⟩ .

(37)

Here, the dot denotes the derivative with respect to the coordinate time τ . The infinite set of equations
implied by this Schrödinger equation reads

α̇(z, τ) = − iωe(z)α(z, τ) −
∑
λ=1,2

∫
dk gk,λeikξβk,λ(z, τ),

β̇k,λ(z, τ) = − i (ωg(z) + ωk)βk,λ(z, τ) − gk,λe−ikξα(z, τ),
(38)

with

ωg(z) = Mc2

ℏ

(
1 + gz

c2

)
and ωe(z) =

(
Mc2

ℏ
+ Ω

)(
1 + gz

c2

)
. (39)

The initial conditions are the following

α(z, 0) = ψ(z), βk,λ(z, 0) = 0. (40)

We perform the Laplace transform and find

ωα̃(z, ω) − ψ(z) = − iωe(z)α̃(z, ω) −
∑
λ=1,2

∫
dk gk,λeikξβ̃k,λ(z, ω),

ωβ̃k,λ(z, ω) = − i (ωg(z) + ωk) β̃k,λ(z, ω) − gk,λe−ikξα̃(z, ω).
(41)

These equations lead to the following formulas for α̃(z, τ) and β̃k,λ

α̃(z, ω) = ψ(z)
H(ω) , β̃k,λ(z, ω) = −gk,λe−ikξα̃(z, ω)

ω + i (ωg(z) + ωk)
, (42)

where

H(ω) = ω + iωe(z) −
∑
λ=1,2

∫
dk

g2
k,λ

ω + i (ωg(z) + ωk)
. (43)
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We return to the time domain using an inverse Laplace transform with integration contour Υ going
from negative imaginary infinity to positive imaginary infinity, closed by a large semicircle to the left
of the imaginary axis

α(z, τ) = 1
2πi

∫
Υ

dω eωτψ(z)
H(ω) , (44)

and use the single pole approximation H(ω) = ω − ω0 with

ω0 = −iωe(z) + δ, δ =
∑
λ=1,2

∫
dk

ig2
k,λ(

ωk − Ω
(
1 + gz

c2

))
− iε

. (45)

Using the Sochocki-Plemelj formula

lim
ϵ→0+

1
x− iε

= iπδ(x) + P
(1
x

)
, (46)

we transform it to

ω0 = −iωe(z) − Γ(z)
2 , Γ(z) = 2π

∑
λ=1,2

∫
dk g2

k,λδ

(
Ω
(

1 + gz

c2

)
− ωk

)
. (47)

We note that ∑
λ=1,2

êλ,iêλ,j = δi,j − kikj
k2 , (48)

and assume that the dipole moment of the atom is perpendicular to the direction of light propagation
(direction of the gravitational field), to finally compute Γ(z):

Γ(z) =
∫

dωk
ωkd

2

2ℏcε0
δ

(
Ω
(

1 + gz

c2

)
− ωk

)
=
(

1 + gz

c2

) Ωd2

2ℏcε0
=
(

1 + gz

c2

)
Γ0. (49)

Here Γ0 = Ωd2

2ℏcε0
is the transition rate of the atom in the absence of gravity, whereas Γ(z) is the

transition rate of a particle localized at height z in a gravitational field.
With Eq. (49) in hand, we can calculate the amplitude α(z, τ) in the single pole approximation

α(z, τ) = ψ(z) exp(ω0τ) = ψ(z) exp
[(

−iωe(z) − Γ(z)
2

)
τ

]
. (50)

Now we substitute ψ(z)
ω−ω0

for α̃(z, ω) in Eq. (42) for β̃k,λ(z), and perform the inverse Laplace transform
to obtain

βk,λ(z, τ) = gk,λψ(z)e−i(ωg(z)+kξ)

1
2Γ(z) + i

(
Ω
(
1 + gz

c2

)
− ωk

) [e−
(
iΩ
(

1+ gz

c2
)

+ 1
2 Γ(z)

)
τ − eiωkτ

]
. (51)

B Derivation of the emission rate and spectrum shape
Using the results from Appendix A, one can compute the probability that the atom stays in the excited
state until coordinate time τ ∫

dz|α(z, τ)|2 =
∫

dz|ψ(z)|2 exp (−Γ(z)τ) . (52)

The transition rate is defined as the time derivative of this probability

Γ = − d
dτ

∫
dz|ψ(z)|2 exp [−Γ(z)τ ] =

∫
dz|ψ(z)|2Γ(z) exp [−Γ(z)τ ] ≈

∫
dz|ψ(z)|2Γ(z). (53)

Here in the last line, we made an assumption that the time τ is much shorter than the lifetime of the
excited state in the absence of gravity τ ≪ (Γ0)−1, and we consider only the cases with gz/c2 ≪ 1
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in the range of non-vanishing ψ(z). From Eq. (53), we conclude that the total transition rate for a
particle described by the wave function ψ(z) is given by a weighted mean of transition rates at different
heights. Making use of Eq. (49) we can rewrite Eq. (53) in a form

Γ ≈
∫

dz|ψ(z)|2
(

1 + gz

c2

)
Γ0 = Γ0

(
1 + g⟨z⟩

c2

)
, (54)

where we used the normalization condition
∫

dz|ψ(z)|2 = 1, and defined ⟨z⟩ ≡
∫

dz|ψ(z)|2z.
The variance in the transition rate is

σ2
Γ ≡

∫
dz|ψ(z)|2Γ(z)2 −

(∫
dz|ψ(z)|2Γ(z)

)2
= Γ2

0
g2

c4

(
⟨z2⟩ − ⟨z⟩2

)
≡ Γ2

0

(
gσz
c2

)2
. (55)

The normalized standard deviation of the transition rate reads
σΓ
Γ ≈ gσz

c2 . (56)

We are interested in computing the transition rate of an atom in a coherent superposition of two
wave packets, Γsup, and comparing it with the transition rate of an atom in a probabilistic mixture of
these wave packets, Γcl. We assume that in the first case, the initial wave function is given by

ψsup(z) = N
[
cos θe− (z−z1)2

2∆2 + eiφ sin θe− (z−z2)2

2∆2

]
, (57)

with
N =

[√
π∆

(
1 + cosφ sin 2θe−(z1−z2)2/4∆2)]−1/2

, (58)

whereas in the second case, the probability density reads

Pcl(z) = 1√
π∆

[
cos2 θe− (z−z1)2

∆2 + sin2 θe− (z−z2)2

∆2

]
. (59)

In order to compare these two transition rates we compute the ratio

Γsup − Γcl

Γ0
=
∫

dz
(

1 + gz

c2

)(
|ψsup(z)|2 − Pcl(z)

)
= g

c2

(
⟨z⟩sup − ⟨z⟩cl

)
= g cosφ sin 4θ(z2 − z1)

4c2
[
cosφ sin 2θ + e

(z2−z1)2
4∆2

] .
(60)

The quantum superposition, Eq. (57), and classical mixture, Eq. (59), differ not only in the total
transition rate but also in the shape of the associated emission spectrum. In order to check this we
must compute the probability that the atom ultimately emits a photon with energy ℏωk

P(ωk) = lim
τ→∞

∑
λ=1,2

∫
dz|βk,λ(z, τ)|2 =

∑
λ=1,2

∫
dz

g2
k,λ|ψ(z)|2

1
4Γ(z)2 +

(
Ω
(
1 + gz

c2

)
− ωk

)2 . (61)

Substituting g2
k,λ = ωk

4πℏε0
(d · êλ)2, and performing the sum over the polarizations, we obtain

P(ωk) =
∫

dz ωk
2πΩ

|ψ(z)|2Γ0

1
4Γ2

0

(
1 + gz

c2

)2
+
(
Ω
(
1 + gz

c2

)
− ωk

)2 . (62)

Usually, the transition rate Γ0 is several orders of magnitude smaller than the resonant light frequency
Ω. Therefore, the integrand vanishes when the value of ωk differs significantly from Ω

(
1 + gz

c2

)
, and
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we can replace ωk in the numerator of the integrand by Ω
(
1 + gz

c2

)
. The expression we are left with

reads

P(ωk) =
∫

dz 1
2π

(
1 + gz

c2

)
|ψ(z)|2Γ0

1
4Γ2

0

(
1 + gz

c2

)2
+
(
Ω
(
1 + gz

c2

)
− ωk

)2 , (63)

which, plotted for the quantum superposition and mixed state (see Fig. 3), reveals the difference
between these two cases.

C Approximated results from [Khandelwal et al., Quantum 4, 309 (2020)]
In Ref. [17] it was shown that a quantum clock moving with mean velocity v0 and described by a
superposition of two Gaussian wave packets with different mean heights, i.e.,

|ψ⟩ = 1√
N

(√
α |ψ1⟩ + eiφ

√
1 − α |ψ2⟩

)
, (64)

where |ψ1⟩ and |ψ2⟩ are Gaussian states differing only in the value of mean height ⟨ẑ⟩ (the first one is
localized around z1, and the second one around z2), reads the average time

⟨T̂ ⟩sup(t) = ⟨T̂ ⟩mix(t) + Tcoh(t), (65)

where t is the proper time of an observer at rest at the ground level z = 0, ⟨T̂ ⟩mix is the average time
read by the clock described by the classical mixture of the same two Gaussian states |ψ1⟩ and |ψ2⟩,
and T̂coh is the contribution due to coherence between these two states. According to [17], this second
contribution is equal to

Tcoh(t) = N − 1
2N

[(
z2 − z1

2σz

)2 σ2
v

c2 − g(z2 − z1)
c2 (1 − 2α) − 2

ℏ
σ2
v

c2 (z2 − z1)(p̄ −mgt) tanφ
]
t. (66)

Here σz and σv are the standard deviations in position and velocity of |ψ1⟩ and |ψ2⟩, respectively, p̄ is
the mean momentum, and the normalization factor N is equal to

N = 1 + 2 cosφ
√
α(1 − α)e−

(
z2−z1

2σz

)2

, (67)

(notice that with such a normalization factor, the state is normalized to ⟨ψ|ψ⟩ =
√
πσz). Let us estimate

the order of magnitude of individual terms from Eq. (66) for parameters used to plot Fig. 3. For
instance, if we take the difference of heights z2 −z1 ∼ 10−18c2/g, the height dispersion σz ∼ 10−18c2/g,
the mass of the atom m ∼ 1u ∼ 10−27kg, use the fact that σzσp ∼ ℏ, and recall that σp = mσv, we get

σ2
v

c2 ∼ ℏ2

m2c2σ2
z

∼ 10−26. (68)

The first term in the bracket in Eq. (66) is then of the order ∼ 10−26, whereas the second one is
∼ 10−18. To estimate the third term we recall that we consider a resting atom, i.e., p̄ = 0, and we
compute the transition rate at times much smaller than a spontaneous emission lifetime of the excited
state in the absence of gravitational field t ≪ Γ−1

0 . Typically we have Γ−1
0 ∼ 10−8s, which means that

the factor multiplying tanφ in the third term cannot be greater than ∼ 10−26. We should stress that
the tangent function appearing in the last term does not lead to any infinities for φ → π/2, because for
such φ the factor multiplying the whole bracket vanishes, and the overall result is finite and relatively
small (compared to the value at φ = 0 or φ = π). Therefore we can neglect both the first and the
third term to obtain

Tcoh(t) = N − 1
2N

g(z2 − z1)
c2 (2α− 1)t = g cosφ

√
α(1 − α)(2α− 1)(z2 − z1)

c2
(

2 cosφ
√
α(1 − α) + e

(
z2−z1

2σz

)2) t ≡ γ−1
Q t. (69)
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The omission of the terms proportional to σ2
v/c

2 in this paper can be traced back to the fact that we
omitted all the kinetic terms in the atomic Hamiltonian in Eq. (11), so that we completely neglect
any motion of the atom, and concentrate on the purely gravitational effect. The estimation presented
above can be treated as a justification for this omission of the considered range of parameters.

Let us rewrite Eq. (69) in a slightly different notation, as used in the present paper. We substitute
α → cos2 θ, and σz → ∆, to get

γ−1
Q = g

√
cos2 θ(1 − cos2 θ)(2 cos2 θ − 1)(z2 − z1)

c2
(

e
(

z2−z1
2∆

)2

+ 2 cosφ
√

cos2 θ(1 − cos2 θ)
) = g

4c2
cosφ sin 4θ(z2 − z1)

cosφ sin 2θ + e
(z2−z1)2

4∆2

. (70)

This is the same expression that appears in Eq. (28).
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