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Experimental proposals for testing quantum gravity-induced entanglement of masses (QGEM)
typically involve two interacting masses which are each in a spatial superposition state. Here, we
propose a QGEM experiment with two particles which are each in a superposition of rotational
states, this amounts to a superposition of mass through mass–energy equivalence. Our proposal
relies on the fact that rotational energy gravitates. This approach would test a feature unique to
gravity since it amounts to sourcing a spacetime in superposition due to a superposition of ‘charge’.
We propose and analyse a concrete experimental protocol and discuss challenges.

Accessing empirically the regime in which quantum
gravitational effects could take place is notoriously diffi-
cult. The graviton has famously been claimed by Dyson
to be impossible to directly detect [1–3]. A possibility
studied extensively the past years is ‘witnessing’ quan-
tum gravity by probing the gravitational field sourced by
a quantum mass. The idea seems to originate from Feyn-
man [4]. It has received much renewed attention with
the progress in quantum control over increasingly large
masses [5–7], and well studied specific proposals for de-
tecting QGEM that leverage quantum information con-
cepts and trends in quantum technologies [8–10]. Simple
calculations using a direct Newtonian interaction show
that two masses, each prepared in a position-delocalised
state, will become entangled via the gravitational inter-
action. Linearised gravity predicts this effect [11–13],
while theories in which the gravitational interaction is
mediated by a classical local field do not predict the gen-
eration of entanglement. Thus, gravity mediated entan-
glement would be a signature of the non–classical nature
of gravity. This is also supported by quantum informa-
tion theoretic arguments that classical systems cannot
mediate the creation of entanglement [14–16].

Here we study an alternative QGEM scheme, where in-
stead of considering spatial superposition states, we take
two particles that are each in a superposition of states
of different mass, by preparing each particle in a super-
position of rotational energy states and relying on mass-
energy equivalence. In this case, not only G and ℏ are
relevant but also c: the effect disappears in the c → ∞
limit. Note that the way c enters here is not related to
relativistic causality. This idea is conceptually similar to
the Gedankenexperimente discussed in Ref. [17], where it
is shown that two clocks will get entangled due to the
fact that a clock generally involves transitions between
different energy states, and in Ref. [18], where neutrino-
like oscillations are considered. QGEM protocols using
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FIG. 1. QGEM protocols aim to witness whether the gravi-
tational interaction between two masses can be in a superposi-
tion state. The typical approach considers (a) preparing each
mass in a superposition of locations. Another possibility is
to (b) prepare each particle in a superposition of mass-states.
Concretely, this can be achieved by (c) preparing each par-
ticle in a superposition of rotational energies and exploiting
the equivalence between mass and (rotational) energy.

particles in spatial superposition states and in superpo-
sitions of mass states are schematically represented in
Fig. 1.

Performing such an experiment may be deemed to be
a more important test than the usual QGEM protocols
since a genuine relativistic gravitational effect would be
present: the sourcing of gravity by rotational energy.
This does not take place in Newtonian gravity, and an
analogue does not exist in electromagnetism as it would
amount to a superposition of charge. Naively, this test
would be expected to be a more difficult experiment than
detecting QGEM with spatial superposition states be-
cause the use of the mass–energy results in a 1/c4 sup-
pressing factor in the entangling phase.

Coming up with a realistic protocol to detect QGEM in
mass superposition states is therefore not a trivial mat-
ter. The protocol we discuss below goes some way in
bringing this possibility to the realm of the feasible. In-
deed, while we identify an operational ‘table top’ param-
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eter regime, a sober headed conclusion would be that the
parameters we use are extremely ambitious and are not
feasible for the foreseeable future [19].

We start with some general considerations of the diffi-
culties in performing such an experiment. Then we con-
sider a specific protocol for achieving a macroscopic su-
perposition of rotational energies. We close with a dis-
cussion of our findings.

The Hamiltonian describing two particles interact-
ing via gravity is Ĥ = −GM̂1M̂2/r where G is New-

ton’s constant, M̂i is the mass operator acting on par-
ticle i [20], and r is the separation. We take each
particle being initialised in an equal superposition of
mass M and mass M + ∆M , denoted as |0⟩ and
|1⟩, |Ψ(0)⟩ = 1

2 (|0⟩+ |1⟩) (|0⟩+ |1⟩). After time T
the state of the system can be written as |Ψ(T )⟩ =
1
2

(
|00⟩+ |01⟩+ |10⟩+ eiϕ |11⟩

)
, where ϕ = G

ℏ
∆M2T

r (the
calculation is described step by step in [21]). This two-
qubit state is entangled if ϕ ̸= 0. The evolution of the
two masses interacting via gravity can be interpreted as
an entangling two-qubit controlled-phase gate, with ϕ the
controlled phase shift [22]. The degree of entanglement
of the state |Ψ(T )⟩ can be quantified by the concurrence
| sin 2ϕ |.

If the mass superposition ∆M is achieved by preparing
each particle in a superposition of energy states, with
energy difference E, the entangling phase is

ϕ =
G

ℏc4
E2T

r
(1)

Note the suppressing factor 1/c4 in the entangling phase
which is due to the use of the mass–energy equivalence
when considering a gravitating energy as we do here. If
ϕ is small, then with N experimental repetitions, the
statistical uncertainty in an estimate of ϕ is ∼ 1/

√
N . To

show that ϕ is non-zero, and that there is entanglement in
the system, N ∼ 1/ϕ2 experiment repetitions are needed.

A back of the envelope estimate gives an initial idea
of the challenging requirements: With evolution time
T = 1 s, N = 108 repetitions (requiring a minimum
total experiment time of ∼ 3 years), and separation
r = 1 µm, entanglement would become measurable if
∆M = 4 × 10−18 kg = 2 × 109 u and E = 0.4 J: a truly
macroscopic energy superposition would be needed!

For example, it is unrealistic to consider the use of indi-
vidual atoms or molecules in superpositions of electronic
states. Electronic states are separated by E ∼ 1 eV ≈
10−19 J. Similarly, if we assume that a large number of
atoms or molecules are probed in parallel and long coher-
ence times (record coherence times exceed 1 hour [23]),
the phase remains unresolvable. The same applies for su-
perpositions of nuclear states, since the fusion and fission
processes typically involve energies ∼ 108 eV ∼ 10−11 J.

A more realistic approach to creating superposition of
energy–mass with a view to testing QGEM is to consider
two macroscopic solid massive rotors, each of which is set
in a superposition of rotational energy states—and thus
a superposition of masses—interacting via gravity.

A rotor with moment of inertia I in a superposition of
rotating with angular velocity ω and angular velocity 0
is in a superposition of rotational energies with energy
difference E = 1

2Iω
2. Substituting this energy differ-

ence into Eq. (1), the entangling phase which develops
is ϕ = GI2ω4T/(4ℏc4r). The general idea studied here
can be thought of as investigating whether the quartic
dependence of ϕ on the angular velocity ω can be used to
offset the suppressing factor 1/c4. As we will see, there
are several other trade–offs that need to be considered in
a realistic analysis.
For example, optically-levitated nanoparticles [24]

have indeed been spun-up to very high GHz rotational
frequencies using circularly-polarized light [25, 26]. How-
ever, this approach is not suitable due to the unwanted
absorption of photons.
Instead, we consider two rotors, each with an embed-

ded electric dipole moment and an embedded magnetic
dipole moment, which can be controlled using electric
fields and magnetic fields. For an introduction to the
topic of spin-controlled rotors, see for instance the pro-
posals in Refs. [27, 28] and the experiments described in
Refs. [29–31]. For a review of quantum phenomena that
appear with rotating nanoparticles see Ref. [32].
We consider two solid particles, each has an embedded

spin-1/2 particle corresponding to an electric dipole mo-
ment, and a large embedded magnetic dipole moment.
The idea is to use electric control of the relatively weak
spin-1/2 electric dipole moment to prepare a superpo-
sition of orientations, then to use magnetic control of
the relatively large magnetic dipole moment to spin-up
each particle. We describe the overall state of each par-
ticle in terms of the orientation of the spin-1/2 electric
dipole moment {|0⟩, |1⟩} and the orientation of the rest
of the particle (which includes the embedded magnetic
dipole moment) in terms of an angle θ and angular ve-
locity ω, |θ, ω⟩. We consider initiating each particle in
state |0⟩⊗ |θ = 0, ω = 0⟩ and then applying the following
steps:

(1) Prepare each spin-1/2 electric dipole moment in a
superposition of orientations. After this step, each
particle is in state 1√

2
(|0⟩+ |1⟩)⊗ |θ = 0, ω = 0⟩.

(2) Apply an electric field, to cause each parti-
cle to rotate to a superposition of orienta-
tions. This step lasts for time T2. This re-
sults in the large embedded magnetic dipole
moment having a superposition of orientations.
After this step, each particle is in state
1√
2
(|0⟩ ⊗ |θ = −θ0, ω ≈ 0⟩+ |1⟩ ⊗ |θ = θ0, ω ≈ 0⟩).

(3) Apply an alternating magnetic field, to spin up
each particle. The field is orientated along
−θ0, so it effects a torque on only the |1⟩
component of the superposition, and not on
the |0⟩ component. This step lasts for time
T3. After this step, each particle is in state
1√
2
(|0⟩ ⊗ |θ = θ0, ω ≈ 0⟩+ |1⟩ ⊗ |θ(t), ω = ωmax⟩)



3

(4) Allow the two particles to interact via gravity for
time T4.

(5) Reverse step (3).

(6) Reverse step (2).

(7) Measure.

Next we describe some of the steps in more detail:
Step (2): If the electric dipole moment states are ini-

tiated along the ±x̂ directions, application of an electric
field along the ŷ direction will cause a torque about the
±ẑ direction. This torque will have magnitude pE , where
E is the magnitude of the electric field. By the end of
step (2) each component will be reorientated by an angle
θ0 ≈ pET 2

2 /(2I), where T2 is the duration of this step
and I is the particle’s moment of inertia.

Step (3): A magnetic field then applies a torque on
the |1⟩ component and not on the |0⟩ component. This
is achieved by applying the field paralllel with the orien-
tation of the magnetic dipole moment of the |0⟩ compo-
nent. Fig. 2 illustrates how the field can be alternated as
the particle rotates to ensure that the torque is always
about ẑ, and that the |1⟩ component is spun up.

With a magnetic field with strength B acting on
the magnetic dipole moment m the maximum torque
is τmax = mB (note that m refers to a magnetic mo-
ment not a mass). The average torque during step (3)
is approximately 2

π τmax [c.f. Fig. 2(e)]. The angular mo-
mentum of the |1⟩ component will evolve to Iωmax =
2
π τmaxT3 = 2

πmBT3. To a good approximation, the an-
gular velocity of the |1⟩ component will increase linearly
up to ωmax during step (3), remain constant during step
(4), then decrease linearly during step (5), as shown in
Fig. 2(d).

The evolution of the angular velocity during step (3)
depends on the separation between the orientations 2θ0
at the end of step (2). The evolution will proceed fastest
if 2θ0 = π/2, this case is represented in Fig. 2. The more
general cause, for lower values of θ0, is described in [21].

Next we consider different effects which place limits on
the protocol. Parameter regimes allowed by these effects
are indicated in Fig. 3(a). We consider using two solid
spheres. The main parameters are the sphere radii R,
maximum angular velocity ωmax and the duration of each
step (we optimistically consider 103 s). We also consider
particles of density 2.3×104 kgm−3, which is the highest
density of any element (osmium).

Entangling phase: The entangling phase ϕ that will

develop over steps (2)-(4) is ϕ = G
4ℏc4

I2

r

∫
ω(t)4dt ≈

G
4ℏc4

I2ω4
max

r

(
2T3

5 + T4

)
. We aim for phase ϕ > 10−3, to

avoid requiring too many experimental repetitions for the
phase to be resolved. Furthermore, very small values of
ϕ would be difficult to measure reliably due to system-
atic uncertainties. This criterion is satisfied in the upper
right region of Fig. 3(a) (orange dotted area), for higher
values of ωmax and higher particle radii R.

Dipole
field

Dipole

θ

Torque

x

y

ω

(a)

FIG. 2. A dipole field can be used to spin-up a dipole moment.
The dipole moment in the x−y plane has polar angle θ. When
π/2 < θ < 3π/2 a field along −ŷ is applied, otherwise a field
along ŷ is applied. This ensures the torque is always about ẑ.
The process can be reversed.

Centrifugal deformation: Fast spinning objects can ir-
reversibly deform, due to centrifugal forces. This hap-
pens when the tangential speed becomes comparable with
the speed of sound in the material. If this happens dur-
ing the experiment, it would introduce distinguishability
between the spinning and non-spinning branches (com-
ponents |1⟩ and |0⟩ respectively), causing decoherence.
This is avoided in the lower left region of Fig. 3(a) (red
region with open circles), for lower values of ωmax and
lower particle radii R. For the speed of sound in the
particles, we use the highest physically-allowed value of
3.7× 104 ms−1 [33].
Possible to spin-up: The third limitation we consider

is somewhat more involved than the two introduced so
far. It deals with whether it is possible to spin-up the
particle to ωmax while avoiding decoherence caused by
radiation.
With this in mind, first we need to consider the size of

the superposition of orientations θ0 achieved after step
(2). The electric field strength we can consider applying
during step (2) is E ≈ 1010 Vm−1, since matter is ionised
in higher electric field strengths. We consider having
control over electric dipole moments p = 103 D, dipole
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FIG. 3. (a) The shaded regions represent parameter regimes
which satisfy the different requirements we consider. The
shaded regions overlap for particles with radii around 0.1m
radius and angular velocities around 2π×1Hz, indicating the
scheme may be viable for these parameters. (b) It becomes
more difficult to prepare superpositions of orientations (sep-
arated by angle θ0) during step (2) as the particle size and
the moment of inertia is increased. (c) The magnetic dipole
moment m is limited by the particle volume and remanence
magnetisation for small particles, and by the requirement that
photons are not emitted for fast-spinning particles. These fig-
ures consider using two solid spheres.

moments of this magnitude were prepared in superposi-
tion states using laser light and microwave radiation in
Ref. [34]. This gives a maximum torque pE ≈ 10−17 Nm
during step (2). Fig. 3(b) shows how the angle θ0 that
can be achieved decreases as the particle’s moment of
inertia is increased.

Then, whether or not the particle of radius R can be
spun-up to ωmax depends on the magnitude of the em-
bedded magnetic moment m, the strength of the applied
magnetic field B, as well as on the size of the angular
superposition θ0 prepared during step (2).
Limits on the magnetic moment m are represented in

Fig. 3(b). If the particles are small, m will be restricted
by the particle volume V and the remanence magnetisa-
tion Mr to m = MrV . We consider the high magnetisa-
tion of neodymium Mr = 1.4T. If the particles spin with
high angular velocities, m will be limited by the need to
avoid emission of radiation, which we explain next.

Rotating magnetic dipole moments emit electromag-

netic radiation. If the rotating component of the super-
position (state |1⟩) emits a photon, then states |0⟩ and |1⟩
will be distinguishable, and the coherence between them
will be lost. And so, the scheme requires there to be a
low probability of photon emission.
A magnetic dipole moment rotating with angular ve-

locity ω radiates photons of energy ℏω. The power emit-
ted is given by P = ω4m2/(6πϵ0c

5) and so the rate
of photon emission is ṅ = ω3m2/(6πϵ0ℏc5). During
steps (3-5) the expectation number of emitted photons is
⟨n⟩ = ω3

maxm
2/(6πϵ0ℏc5)

(
T3

3 + T4

)
. The amount of de-

coherence due to emission of photons is controlled by the
overlap between the vacuum coherent state of the elec-
tromagnetic field sourced by the spinning branch, which
is e−⟨n⟩. We limit m by requiring ⟨n⟩ < 10. This limit
impacts m in Fig. 3(c) if ωmax is relatively high.
Then, the parameter regime which allows the particles

with radii R and magnetic moment m to be spun up to
ωmax is indicated by the parameter regime with the blue
striped lines in Fig. 3(a). This region is in the lower left
part of the figure, since it is easier to spin-up smaller par-
ticles with smaller moments of inertia to smaller angular
velocities. Here we considered using a magnetic field with
strength B = 100T.
Combining these limitations: It appears to be possible

to satisfy these three requirements for particles around
R ∼ 0.1m and angular velocities ωmax ∼ 2π×1Hz, since
the three shaded regions in Fig. 3(a) overlap around these
parameters.
The overlap of the shaded regions improves if longer

durations are allowed, however, the timescales we con-
sider (103 s) are already extremely ambitious, since the
experiment will be affected by other sources of decoher-
ence [35, 36]. These include blackbody radiation [37], col-
lisions with background gas particles [37, 38] and surface
interactions between the rotors [39]. Achieving quantum
coherence times around 103 s for solid particles with radii
around 0.1m is far, far beyond the current state of the
art. Low temperatures and low background gas pressures
many orders of magnitude beyond the current state of
the art would be needed to mitigate these decoherence
mechanisms.
As well as the parameters described so far, we consid-

ered a separation r = 2R + rmin between the spheres,
where the minimum separation rmin = 10 µm. While
lower separations allow for stronger gravitational inter-
actions, electric and magnetic interactions between the
particles will need to be shielded. The value of rmin is
chosen to allow for the possibility of a an electromagnetic
shield between the rotors.
Additional effects that arise due to trapping the rotors

[40] are outside the scope of this work. A space-based
experiment [41] could avoid the need for trapping, but
this would raise other technical challenges.
One can consider different avenues for relaxing the

experimental requirements: By reducing the separation
between the masses, stronger gravitational interactions
can be achieved. And so using two disc-shaped parti-
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cles should enable larger operational parameter regimes
than using two spheres, as we show in [21]. Also, by sur-
rounding the spinning particles by cavities, it might be
possible to suppress emission of radiation via the Purcell
effect. However, the presence of such cavities might make
it difficult to drive the particles into rotational states.

Conclusion: We have studied the possibility of us-
ing superposition of masses to detect entanglement me-
diation through gravity. The superposition of mass is
achieved through the use of superposition of rotational
states and making use of the equivalence of rotational
energy with mass. This setup for detecting mediated en-
tanglement is unique to gravity as the electromagnetic
analogue would involve a superposition of charge. En-
tanglement in this setup would arise because rotational
energy gravitates in general relativity, an effect that does
not take place in Newtonian gravity (the effect dissap-
pears if we take c → ∞).

The relativistic nature of the effect is manifested in the
strong suppressing factor 1/c4 in the entangling phase
[Eq. (1)]. Therefore, a scheme that substantially ampli-
fies the effect is needed: a macroscopic superposition of
rotational energies is required. Here, we have devised
and studied such a scheme. While we conclude that this
task is difficult and lies beyond current capabilities, it is
perhaps not as infeasible as it would be naively expected
given the relativistic nature of the effect. We have judged
the feasibility of the scheme we devised by making edu-
cated guesses of parameters we consider optimistic but
in the realm of plausible to achieve in the future.

Our scheme involves achieving superpositions of ro-
tations using control over electric dipole moments and
magnetic dipole moments. The scheme gives a small op-

erational region in the parameter space, see Fig. 3. The
difficulty in conducting this protocol mainly lies in the
following trade off: creating a superposition of macro-
scopically distinct rotational energies requires accelerat-
ing a massive object to high angular velocity, and this
needs to be done as fast as possible in order to avoid
decoherence. On the other hand, accelerating too fast
will also lead to decoherence because of the emission of
braking radiation.
In order to achieve a workable regime, we had to make

quite ambitious choices of parameters. While further im-
provements to our scheme are conceivable that may relax
these parameters, we expect them to remain ambitious
with respect to the current state of the art. We conclude
that while it is conceivable to realise the task at hand
in a ‘table top’ setup, it would present a formidable ex-
perimental challenge and require significant technological
improvements.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

I. ENTANGLING PHASE CALCULATION

The Hamiltonian describing two particles interacting
via gravity is

Ĥ = −GM̂1M̂2

r
. (S2)

where G is Newton’s constant, M̂i is the mass operator
acting on particle i, and r is the separation. We take
each particle being initialised in an equal superposition
of mass M and mass M +∆M , denoted as |0⟩ and |1⟩

|Ψ(0)⟩ = 1

2
(|0⟩+ |1⟩) (|0⟩+ |1⟩) . (S3)

After time T the system evolves to the state

|Ψ(T )⟩ = 1

2
(eiϕ00 |00⟩+ eiϕ01 |01⟩

+ eiϕ10 |10⟩+ eiϕ11 |11⟩) (S4)

where

ϕ00 =
GM2T

ℏr

ϕ01 = ϕ10 =
GM(M +∆M)T

ℏr

ϕ11 =
G(M +∆M)2T

ℏr
.

(S5)

and if any evolution of the particle positions is negligible.
Changing basis, the state of the system at time T can be
written as

|Ψ(T )⟩ = 1

2

(
|00⟩+ |01⟩+ |10⟩+ eiϕ |11⟩

)
(S6)

with the phase

ϕ = ϕ00 + ϕ11 − ϕ01 − ϕ10 =
G

ℏ
∆M2T

r
(S7)

This two-qubit state is entangled if ϕ ̸= 0. The evo-
lution of the two masses interacting via gravity can be
interpreted as an entangling two-qubit controlled-phase
gate, with ϕ the controlled phase shift. The degree of en-
tanglement of the state |Ψ(T )⟩ can be quantified by the
concurrence | sin 2ϕ |.

II. DYNAMICS DURING STEP (3)

If, at the end of step 2, the angular separation θ0 be-
tween the magnetic dipole moments in the two branches
(|0⟩ and |1⟩) is π/2, then during step 3 the angular veloc-
ity will grow (approximately) linearly in time, just as in
Fig. 2(e). On the other hand, if θ0 < π/2, the evolution

0 10 20 30
time t

/2

0

/2

(a)

10 5 10 3 10 1

0

0

5

10

15

tim
e 

(
I/

m
ax

)

(c)

t0
t0 formula
t ′0 numerical
t ′0 analytic

0 10 20 30
time t

0

5

10

15

20

  (
m

ax
/I)

(b) 0
100

10 2

10 4

10 6

10 5 10 3 10 1

0

0

0.5

1

/2

(t
=

t′ 0)
  (

m
ax

/I )

(d)

numerical
analytic

FIG. S4. Dynamics during ramp-up (step 3) are slower than
described in the main text. (a) Ramp-up (showing θ) for

initial angle θ0 = 10−6. (b) Ramp-up (showing ω = θ̇) for
different initial angles. The curves are flattish until time t0.
Smaller θ0 values give longer t0 values. (c) The inverse rela-
tion between t0 and θ0 is shown more clearly. The time t′0 at
which θ reaches π/2 behaves similarly to t0. (d) The angular
velocity at time t′0 is insensitive to θ0.

during step 3 will be slowed, since the torque that is ap-
plied on the |1⟩ branch will be initially only τmax sin θ0.
This is illustrated in Fig. S4(a), for θ0 = 10−6.
We investigate the dynamics using numerical integra-

tion, and find the evolution during step 3 can be well-
described by

ω =

{
0 t < t0
2
π

τmax

I (t− t0) t ≥ t0
(S8)

where

t0 =

√
I

τmax
ln

1

θ0
(S9)

This is shown in Fig. S4. The blue line representing the
dynamics of the angular velocity ω in Fig. S4(b) is the
gradient of the curve showing the dynamics of the angle
θ in Fig. S4(a). The different lines in Fig. S4(b) consider
different starting θ0 values. The t0 value is extracted by
fitting each of these curves by Eq. (S8), then the depen-
dence of t0 on θ0 is plotted in Fig. S4(c). As shown in
the figure, this dependence is well described by Eq. (S9).
We used Eqs. (S8) and (S9) to produce Figs. 3 and S5.
In the rest of this appendix we use analytics to under-

stand how the dynamics described by Eqs. (S8) and (S9)
arise. Readers who are content with an empirical formula
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based on numerical calculations do not need to read this
appendix further.

The torque depends on the rotor orientation

τ = Iθ̈ = τmax| sin θ| (S10)

≈ τmaxθ (S11)

where the approximation is valid for small angles.
The differential equation in Eq. (S10) does not have

an analytical solution, whereas the differential equation
in Eq. (S11) has an analytical solution. For much of
the dynamics θ is small, which allows us to focus on the
solution of Eq. (S11), which is

θ(t) = θ0 cosh

√
τmax

I
t (S12)

for θ(t = 0) = θ0 and ω(t = 0) = 0.
We define the time t′0 as the time it takes for the rotor

to rotate by π/2

t′0 =

√
I

τmax
arccosh

π

2θ0
(S13)

≈
√

I

τmax
ln

π

θ0
(S14)

where the approximation is valid for θ0 ≪ π. This be-
haviour is similar to that of Eq. (S9). t′0 is a good proxy
for t0, as shown in Fig. S4(c). This is unsurprising, since
when θ = π/2, the rotor experiences the maximal torque

and it accelerates relatively quickly, and then ω should be
described by the linearly-increasing regime of Fig. S4(b).
Fig. S4(c) displays both the analytical values of t′0 [from
Eq. (S14)] and the values of t′0 found by numerically solv-
ing Eq. (S10).

Lastly, as a final check, in Fig. S4(d) we see ω(t = T )
is largely independent of θ0. This follows from Eqs. (S12)
and (S13)

ω(t = t′0) =

√
τmax

I
θ0 sinh arccosh

π

2θ0
(S15)

≈
√

τmax

I

π

2
(S16)

where the approximation is valid for small θ0.

III. DISC-SHAPED PARTICLES

The simplest case is to consider disc-shaped particles
rather than spheres. We repeat the above analysis for
two discs orientated face-to-face, each with radius R and
height H = R/10, separated by r = H + rmin. The other
parameters are kept the same as for the two spheres con-
sidered above. Fig. S5 shows the results. Note that we
now have a larger operational parameter regime com-
pared to Fig. 3(c). The situation will improve further if
the ratio H/R is further reduced.
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FIG. S5. Conducting the protocol using disc-shaped parti-
cles enlarges the overlap between the regimes satisfying the
requirements we studied.


	 Gravitationally Mediated Entanglement with Superpositions of Rotational Energies 
	Abstract
	Acknowledgments
	References
	Supplemental material
	Entangling phase calculation
	Dynamics during step (3)
	Disc-shaped particles


