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Abstract

We investigate, in the framework of linearized quantum gravity, the quantum gravitational in-

teraction between a gravitoelectrically polarizable object and a gravitomagnetically polarizable

object. This interaction originates from the coupling between the instantaneous mass quadrupole

moment and the mass-current quadrupole moment of the objects, induced by fluctuating gravi-

toelectric and gravitomagnetic fields in a vacuum. Using leading-order perturbation theory, we

derive the explicit expression of the quantum gravitoelectric-gravitomagnetic interaction energy,

which shows a distance dependence of r−8 in the near regime and r−11 in the far regime, where

r is the distance between the two objects. Remarkably, this interaction energy is positive, in-

dicating that the force is repulsive. Since interactions between objects polarizable in the same

gravitoelectric or gravitomagnetic manner are inherently attractive, for objects which are both

gravitoelectrically and gravitomagnetically polarizable, the overall quantum gravitational interac-

tion potential is reduced when the repulsive quantum gravitoelectric-gravitomagnetic interaction is

taken into account. However, for two isotropically polarizable objects with identical gravitoelectric

and gravitomagnetic polarizabilities and energy level spacing, the repulsive quantum interaction

cannot surpass the attractive interactions.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Gravitational waves, ripples in spacetime predicted by general relativity [1], were not

directly confirmed until the Laser Interferometer Gravitational-Wave Observatory (LIGO)

detected signals from black hole mergers [2]. This detection measured their tiny effects on

the length differences between the arms of the interferometer. More recently, this prediction

was further validated by the detection of nanohertz stochastic background gravitational wave

signals, observed through their influence on the arrival times of radio pulses from arrays of

pulsars [3–6]. These discoveries highlight the classical effects of gravity described by general

relativity.

Naturally, one may wonder what happens if, like electromagnetic waves, gravitational

waves can also be quantized. Unfortunately, a complete theory of quantum gravity re-

mains elusive. Nevertheless, quantum gravitational phenomena at low-energy scales can

still be explored. For example, by treating general relativity as an effective field theory,

quantum corrections to the classical Newtonian gravitational interaction between a pair of

mass monopoles have been investigated by summing one-loop Feynman diagrams involving

off-shell gravitons [7–12].

If gravity is indeed quantum, a natural consequence would be the inevitable existence of

fluctuating background gravitational fields, even in a vacuum. These gravitational quantum

vacuum fluctuations, representing typical low-energy quantum gravitational effects, can be

studied using linearized quantum gravity, where the gravitational field is treated as a linear

perturbation on flat spacetime. In weak gravity scenarios like the one considered here, the

gravitational field equations can be expressed in a form analogous to Maxwell’s equations,

known as Weyl gravitoelectromagnetism [13–19]. In this formalism, the gravitational field is

decomposed into two parts: the gravitoelectric field and the gravitomagnetic field, analogous

to the electric and magnetic fields, respectively.

Any nonpointlike object would then be polarized by these fluctuating gravitational fields,

inducing instantaneous mass quadrupole moments from the gravitoelectric field and mass-

current quadrupole moments from the gravitomagnetic field. Consequently, quantum cor-

rections to the classical Newtonian gravitational interaction arise from interactions between

these instantaneous quadrupole moments. In this context, quantum corrections due to the

gravitational interaction between instantaneous mass quadrupole moments induced by fluc-
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tuating gravitoelectric fields have been studied both between a nonpointlike object and a

boundary [20], and between two nonpointlike objects [21–23]. Subsequently, these effects

have been explored in several scenarios, including the quantum gravitational interaction

between two nonpointlike objects induced by a thermal bath of gravitons [24], and the inter-

action between two nonpointlike objects near a gravitational boundary [25]. Additionally,

studies have investigated the interaction between a pair of nonpointlike objects in symmetric

and antisymmetric entangled states [26], as well as the nonadditive interaction among three

nonpointlike objects [27].

Recently, quantum corrections due to the gravitational interaction between instantaneous

mass-current quadrupole moments induced by fluctuating gravitomagnetic fields in a vac-

uum have also been investigated [28]. Interestingly, the quantum gravitational interactions

between two gravitoelectrically polarizable objects [21–23] and between two gravitomagnet-

ically polarizable objects [28] both exhibit an r−10 dependence in the nonretarded regime

and an r−11 dependence in the retarded regime, and are both inherently attractive.

Therefore, a gap remains in our understanding of the quantum gravitational interaction

between two nonpointlike objects arising from the instantaneous quadrupole moments in-

duced by gravitational vacuum fluctuations, specifically, the quantum corrections due to the

gravitational interaction between an instantaneous mass quadrupole moment and a mass-

current quadrupole moment. Moreover, it is particularly interesting to determine whether

this interaction leads to an attractive force that enhances the classical gravitational interac-

tion, or a repulsive force that causes a suppression, given that previous quantum corrections

involving mass and mass-current quadrupole moments have resulted in attractive forces.

To complete this final piece of the puzzle, we now investigate the quantum gravitational

interaction energy between a gravitoelectrically polarizable object and a gravitomagnetically

polarizable object. Specifically, we focus on the distance dependence of this interaction

energy and whether the interaction is repulsive or attractive.

The paper is organized as follows. First, we derive the quantum gravitational energy

resulting from the crossed gravitoelectric-gravitomagnetic term using leading-order pertur-

bation theory. Then, we examine its asymptotic behavior in both the near and far regimes,

and analyze the sign of the energy to determine whether the interaction is repulsive or

attractive. Throughout the paper, we adopt Greek letters for four-dimensional spacetime

indices (0-3), and Latin letters for three-dimensional spatial indices (1-3). We also employ
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the Einstein summation convention for repeated indices. Unless otherwise specified, natural

units c = ℏ = 1 are adopted.

II. THE BASIC FORMALISM

Under the weak-field approximation, the spacetime metric gµν can be expressed as a

linearized perturbation hµν propagating on a flat background spacetime ηµν , i.e., gµν =

ηµν +hµν . Within the framework of linearized quantum gravity, hµν is quantized, and in the

transverse-traceless (TT) gauge, it takes the standard form [24, 29]

hij(r, t) =
∑
k,λ

√
8πG

(2π)3ω
eij(k, λ)

[
gk,λe

ik·r−iωt + g†k,λe
−ik·r+iωt

]
, (1)

where G is the Newton’s gravitational constant, k the wave vector, ω = |k| the frequency,

eij(k, λ) the gravitational polarization tensor, λ the polarization states, and gk,λ and g†k,λ

the annihilation and creation operators of the gravitational field with wave vector k and

polarization λ satisfying the following commutation relations:

[gk,λ, gk′,λ′] = 0,[
g†k,λ, g

†
k′,λ′

]
= 0,[

gk,λ, g
†
k′,λ′

]
= δλλ′δkk′, (2)

with δab being the Kronecker symbol.

The fluctuating gravitational fields can induce quadrupole moments in a nonpointlike

object, and the interaction Hamiltonian between the fluctuating gravitational fields and the

induced quadrupole moments can be written as [28]

Hint = −1
2
QijEij − 1

3
SijBij, (3)

where Qij represents the induced mass quadrupole moment, and Sij denotes the induced

mass-current quadrupole moment of the object. Here, Eij and Bij are the gravitoelectric

and gravitomagnetic fields, respectively, which are defined as [13–19]

Eij = −C0i0j, (4)

and

Bij =
1

2
ϵiflCfl0j, (5)
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through an analogy between the Maxwell equations and the linearized gravitational field

equations under the weak-field approximation, where Cαβγσ is the Weyl tensor, and ϵifl is

the third-order Levi-Civita tensor. The object-field interaction Hamiltonian given by Eq. (3)

describes the gravitational quadrupolar coupling. Specifically, the explicit expressions for

the two kinds of gravitational quadrupole moments take the standard form [28, 30, 31]

Qjk =

∫
d3xρ(x)(xjxk −

1

3
δjkr

2), (6)

and

Slj =

∫
d3xϵif(lxj)xiρ(x)vf , (7)

where ρ(x) is the mass density of the nonpointlike object, and ρ(x)vf denotes the localized

mass-current density. Note that A(ij) =
1
2
(Aij + Aji).

Furthermore, based on Weyl gravitoelectromagnetism and the theory of linearized quan-

tum gravity, the explicit expressions for the quantized gravitoelectric and gravitomagnetic

fields can be derived as follows. Under the weak-field approximation, the Riemann curvature

tensor Rαβµν can be written in terms of the gravitational perturbation hµν as

Rαβµν =
1

2
(∂β∂µhαν − ∂α∂µhβν − ∂β∂νhαµ + ∂α∂νhβµ) . (8)

Then, according to the definitions of Eij and Bij shown in Eqs. (4) and (5), and noting

that the Riemann curvature tensor is equivalent to the Weyl tensor in the vacuum case, the

gravitoelectric and gravitomagnetic fields can be expressed as

Eij = −1

2
ḧij, (9)

and

Bij = −1

2
ϵifl∂f ḣlj, (10)

respectively, where a dot denotes the first derivative with respect to time. Substituting

Eq. (1) into Eqs. (9) and (10), the quantized fields take the form

Eij(r, t) = −1

2

∑
λ

∫
d3k

√
8πGω3

(2π)3
eij(k, λ)

[
gk,λ(t)e

ik·r + g†k,λ(t)e
−ik·r

]
, (11)

and

Bij(r, t) = −1

2

∑
λ

∫
d3k

√
8πGω3

(2π)3
ϵifle

f
3elj(k, λ)

[
gk,λ(t)e

ik·r + g†k,λ(t)e
−ik·r

]
, (12)
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respectively. Here, gk,λ(t) = gk,λe
−iωt and g†k,λ(t) = g†k,λe

iωt. e3 = k/|k| represents the unit

vector along the propagation direction of the gravitational field, and ef3 (f = x, y, z) denotes

the fth coordinate component of e3.

III. THE QUANTUM GRAVITOELECTRIC-GRAVITOMAGNETIC INTERAC-

TION

We consider a pair of gravitationally polarizable objects A and B coupled to fluctuating

gravitational fields in a vacuum. Both objects can be modeled as two-level systems, with

the excited and ground states being |eA(B)⟩ and |gA(B)⟩ respectively, and the corresponding

energy level spacing is ωA(B). The total Hamiltonian of the object-field system can thus be

written as

Htot = HA +HB +HF +HAF +HBF , (13)

where HF is the Hamiltonian of the fluctuating gravitational fields, HA(B) is the Hamiltonian

of object A(B), and HA(B)F represents the interaction between object A(B) and fluctuating

gravitational fields. For simplicity, we assume that object A is gravitoelectrically polarizable

while object B is gravitomagnetically polarizable; hence, the interaction Hamiltonian of the

system reads

Hcross
int = HAF +HBF = −1

2
Qij

AEij(rA)−
1

3
Sij
BBij(rB). (14)

We assume that both objects are initially in their ground states, |gA⟩ and |gB⟩, and the

gravitational field is in the vacuum state |0⟩. Therefore, the initial state of the whole system

can be expressed as

|ϕ⟩ = |gA⟩|gB⟩|0⟩. (15)

Then, the quantum gravitational interaction between the two objects induced by gravita-

tional vacuum fluctuations can be obtained using fourth-order perturbation theory, which

takes the standard form

∆Ecross
AB = −

∑
I,II,III ̸=ϕ

⟨ϕ|Hcross
int |I⟩⟨I|Hcross

int |II⟩⟨II|Hcross
int |III⟩⟨III|Hcross

int |ϕ⟩
(EI − Eϕ)(EII − Eϕ)(EIII − Eϕ)

. (16)

Here, |I⟩, |II⟩ and |III⟩ are the three intermediate states in the interaction processes. See

Table II in Appendix A for all possible intermediate states and the corresponding energy

denominators in Eq. (16).
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Taking case (1) in Table II as an example. Substituting |I⟩ , |II⟩ and |III⟩ into Eq. (16)

yields

∆Ecross
AB(1)(rA, rB) = − 1

36

∫ +∞

0

dω

∫ +∞

0

dω′ 1

D(1)

[
Q̂ij

AŜ
ab
B G

E−M
ijab (ω, rA, rB)

]
×
[
Q̂∗kl

A Ŝ∗cd
B GE−M

klcd (ω′, rA, rB)
]
. (17)

Here D(1) is the energy denominator corresponding to case (1), Q̂ij
A = ⟨gA|Qij

A|eA⟩ is the mass

quadrupole transition matrix element, and Ŝij
B = ⟨gB|Sij

B |eB⟩ is the mass-current quadrupole

transition matrix element. The conjugate terms are denoted as Q̂∗ij
A and Ŝ∗ij

B , respectively.

GE−M
ijab (ω, rA, rB) denotes the crossed two-point correlation function of the gravitoelectric and

gravitomagnetic fields in the frequency domain, which can be expressed as

GE−M
ijab (ω, rA, rB) = ⟨0|Eij(ω, rA)Bab(ω, rB)|0⟩. (18)

Next, we organize the contributions from the remaining 11 intermediate processes into the

form of Eq. (17), respectively, and then sum up all the contributions from the 12 intermedi-

ate processes. Generally, for a nonpointlike object that obeys time-reversal symmetry, the

eigenstates of the object’s Hamiltonian in the position representation can be chosen as real

functions [32]. Hence, we consider objects with real space-part wave functions ψn (r), where

n denotes the quantum number of the energy eigenstate. On the other hand, the nonpoint-

like object considered here can be modeled as a system composed of several mass points mP

(P ∈ A or B). Then, the mass density distribution ρ(x) in the quadrupole moments Eqs. (6)

and (7) takes the form of
∑

PmPδ
(3)(x− xP), where δ

(3)(x) is the three-dimensional Dirac

delta function. Therefore, the mass and mass-current quadrupole transition matrix elements

can be expressed as

⟨n|Qij
A|m⟩ =

∫
d3rkψ

∗
n (rk)

[∑
P∈A

mP

(
xPi x

P
j −

1

3
δijr

2
P

)]
ψm (rk) , (19)

and

⟨n|Sij
B |m⟩ =

∫
d3rkψ

∗
n (rk)

[∑
P∈B

ϵkl(ix
P
j)x

P
k(−iℏ∇P

l )

]
ψm (rk) , (20)

respectively. Note that the momentum mPv
P
l of mass point P in object B has been replaced

by the quantum operator −iℏ∇P
l . From Eqs. (19) and (20), it is clear that the mass

7



quadrupole transition matrix elements are purely real, satisfying Q̂ij
A = Q̂∗ij

A , while the mass-

current quadrupole transition matrix elements are purely imaginary, leading to Ŝij
B = −Ŝ∗ij

B .

Based on this, and with the help of the symmetry of the two-point function (see Appendix B

for the proof)

GE−M
ijkl (r, r′, t, t′) = −⟨0|Bij(r, t)Ekl(r

′, t′)|0⟩ = −GM−E
ijkl (r, r′, t, t′), (21)

we find, after an inspection of all the 12 possible intermediate processes, that the contribu-

tions to the interaction energy (16) corresponding to cases (2), (3), (7), (8), and (9) can be

organized in the same form as Eq. (17) and carry the same sign. In contrast, the contribu-

tions from cases (4), (5), (6), (10), (11), and (12) can also be organized in the same form as

Eq. (17) but carry the opposite sign. Taking this into account, the total interaction energy

between the objects is obtained as follows:

∆Ecross
AB (rA, rB) = − 1

36

∫ +∞

0

dω

∫ +∞

0

dω′
( 1

D(1)

+
1

D(2)

+
1

D(3)

+
1

D(7)

+
1

D(8)

+
1

D(9)

− 1

D(4)

− 1

D(5)

− 1

D(6)

− 1

D(10)

− 1

D(11)

− 1

D(12)

)
×
[
Q̂ij

AŜ
ab
B G

E−M
ijab (ω, rA, rB)

] [
Q̂∗kl

A Ŝ∗cd
B GE−M

klcd (ω′, rA, rB)
]

= − 1

36

∫ +∞

0

dω

∫ +∞

0

dω′Q̂ij
AQ̂

∗kl
A Ŝab

B Ŝ
∗cd
B GE−M

ijab (ω, rA, rB)G
E−M
klcd (ω′, rA, rB)

× 4 (ωA + ωB + ω)

(ωA + ωB) (ωA + ω)(ωB + ω)

(
1

ω + ω′ −
1

ω′ − ω

)
. (22)

For simplicity, we assume that both objects are isotropically polarizable. As a result, the

mass and mass-current quadrupole transition matrix elements satisfy

Q̂ij
AQ̂

∗kl
A = (δikδjl + δilδjk)α̂A, (23)

and

Ŝab
B Ŝ

∗cd
B = (δacδbd + δadδbc)χ̂B, (24)

respectively, where α̂A = |Q̂ij
A|2 and χ̂B = |Ŝab

B |2. Substituting Eqs. (23) and (24) into

Eq. (22), one can obtain

∆Ecross
AB (rA, rB) = − 1

9(ωA + ωB)

∫ +∞

0

dω

∫ +∞

0

dω′GE−M
ijab (ω, rA, rB)G

E−M
ijab (ω′, rA, rB)

× α̂Aχ̂B (ωA + ωB + ω)

(ωA + ω)(ωB + ω)

(
1

ω + ω′ −
1

ω′ − ω

)
. (25)
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The frequency-domain two-point function GE−M
ijab (ω, rA, rB) in the equation above can be

derived from GE−M
ijab (rA, rB, tA, tB) by a Fourier transform. The crossed two-point function of

the gravitoelectric and gravitomagnetic fields can be obtained by using Eqs. (11) and (12)

as

GE−M
ijab (r, r′, t, t′) = ⟨0|Eij(r, t)Bab(r

′, t′)|0⟩

=

∫
d3k

Gω3

(2π)2
GE−M
ijab (k)eik·(r−r′)−iω(t−t′), (26)

where GE−M
ijab (k) represents the gravitoelectric-gravitomagnetic polarization summation term,

which takes the form

GE−M
ijab (k) = ϵapqe

p
3

∑
λ

eij(k, λ)eqb(k, λ)

= ϵiamk̂mδjb − ϵiamk̂mk̂j k̂b + δiaϵjbnk̂n − k̂ik̂aϵjbnk̂n, (27)

with k̂i being the ith coordinate component of the unit wave vector k̂ = k/k. The detailed

derivation of Eq. (27) is shown in Appendix B. Let k̂x = sin θ cosφ, k̂y = sin θ sinφ, and

k̂z = cos θ, i.e., transform the equation above to the spherical coordinate:

GE−M
ijab (k)

(θ,φ)−−→ GE−M
ijab (θ, φ), (28)

the time-domain two-point function becomes

GE−M
ijab (r,∆t) =

∫ +∞

0

dω
Gω5

(2π)2

∫ π

0

dθ sin θ

∫ 2π

0

dφGE−M
ijab (θ, φ)eiω(r cos θ−∆t), (29)

where r = |r− r′| is the distance between the two objects, and ∆t = t− t′. Performing the

Fourier transform, the two-point function in the frequency domain is obtained as

GE−M
ijab (ω̄, rA, rB) =

1

2π

∫ +∞

−∞
d(∆t)eiω̄∆tGE−M

ijab (r,∆t)

=
Gω̄5

(2π)2

∫ π

0

dθ sin θ

∫ 2π

0

dφGE−M
ijab (θ, φ)eiω̄r cos θ. (30)

Then, by substituting Eq. (30) into Eq. (25) and performing the integration over the

variables (θ, φ, θ′, φ′), one obtains

∆Ecross
AB (r) = − 8G2

9π2(ωA + ωB)r8

∫ +∞

0

ωdω

∫ +∞

0

ω′dω′ α̂Aχ̂B(ωA + ωB + ω)

(ωA + ω)(ωB + ω)

×
(

1

ω + ω′ −
1

ω′ − ω

)[
A1(ωr, ω

′r) cos(ω′r) +B1(ωr, ω
′r) sin(ω′r)

]
, (31)
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where

A1(x, x
′) = xx′

(
−45− x′2x2 + 3x2 + 3x′2

)
cosx

−x′
(
−45 + 18x2 − 2x′2x2 + 3x′2

)
sinx, (32)

and

B1(x, x
′) = x

(
45− 18x′2 − 3x2 + 2x′2x2

)
cosx

−
(
45− 18x2 − 18x′2 + 8x′2x2

)
sinx. (33)

Since A1(x,−x′) = −A1(x, x
′) and B1(x,−x′) = B1(x, x

′), the equation above can be further

written as

∆Ecross
AB (r) = − 4G2

9π2(ωA + ωB)r8

∫ +∞

0

dωω
α̂Aχ̂B(ωA + ωB + ω)

(ωA + ω)(ωB + ω)

×
∫ +∞

−∞
dω′
(

1

ω + ω′ −
1

ω′ − ω

)
ω′
[
A1(ωr, ω

′r)− iB1(ωr, ω
′r)
]
eiω

′r. (34)

Then, performing the Cauchy principal value integral over the variable ω′ in Eq. (34), one

obtains

∆Ecross
AB (r) = − 4G2

9π(ωA + ωB)r8

∫ +∞

0

dωω2 α̂Aχ̂B(ωA + ωB + ω)

(ωA + ω)(ωB + ω)

×
[
A2(ωr) cos(2ωr) +B2(ωr) sin(2ωr)

]
, (35)

where

A2(x) = −90x+ 42x3 − 4x5, (36)

B2(x) = 45− 81x2 + 14x4 − x6. (37)

Since A2(−x) = −A2(x) and B2(−x) = B2(x), the equation above can be further trans-

formed into

∆Ecross
AB (r) = − 2G2

9π(ωA + ωB)r8

{∫ +∞

0

dωω2 α̂Aχ̂B(ωA + ωB + ω)

(ωA + ω)(ωB + ω)

[
A2(ωr)− iB2(ωr)

]
ei2ωr

+

∫ −∞

0

dωω2 α̂Aχ̂B(ωA + ωB − ω)

(ωA − ω)(ωB − ω)

[
A2(ωr)− iB2(ωr)

]
ei2ωr

}
. (38)

Letting ω = iu and performing the integral on the imaginary axis, Eq. (38) can further be

simplified as

∆Ecross
AB (r) =

4G2

9πr8

∫ +∞

0

duu2αA(iu)χB(iu)F (ur)e
−2ur, (39)
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where

F (x) = 45 + 90x+ 81x2 + 42x3 + 14x4 + 4x5 + x6, (40)

and

αA(iu) = lim
ϵ→0+

α̂AωA

ω2
A − (iu)2 − iϵ(iu)

, (41)

χB(iu) = lim
ϵ→0+

χ̂BωB

ω2
B − (iu)2 − iϵ(iu)

, (42)

denote the ground-state gravitoelectric and gravitomagnetic polarizabilities of the objects,

respectively, which satisfy the following relations:

Qij(iu) = α(iu)Eij(iu, r), (43)

Sij(iu) = χ(iu)Bij(iu, r). (44)

Now, we examine the distance dependence of the quantum gravitoelectric-gravitomagnetic

interaction energy (39) in both the retarded and nonretarded regimes. In the retarded

regime, i.e., r ≫ ω−1
A(B), the exponential decay term in Eq. (39) restricts the u integral to a

range where the polarizabilities of the two objects αA(iu) and χB(iu) are well approximated

by their static values αA(0) and χB(0), respectively. After performing the integral over the

variable u, the interaction energy in the retarded regime is found to be

∆Ecross,R
AB (r) =

187ℏcG2

πr11
αA(0)χB(0). (45)

Note that the result is shown in International System of Units (SI units). In the nonretarded

regime, i.e., r ≪ ω−1
A(B), all terms in F (x) that contain the variable ur can be neglected, and

since e−2ur ≃ 1, the interaction energy in the nonretarded regime can be expressed as

∆Ecross,NR
AB (r) =

20ℏG2

πc2r8

∫ +∞

0

duu2αA(iu)χB(iu). (46)

Based on the definitions of the gravitoelectric and gravitomagnetic polarizabilities in Eqs.

(41) and (42), the frequency-dependent polarizabilities αA(ω) and χB(ω) are given by

αA(ω) =
αA(0)

1−
(

ω
ωA

)2 , (47)

χB(ω) =
χB(0)

1−
(

ω
ωB

)2 . (48)
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Taking Eqs. (47) and (48) into Eq. (46), and performing the integration over the variable

u, the explicit expression of the interaction energy in the nonretarded regime reads

∆Ecross,NR
AB (r) =

10ℏG2

c2r8
ω2
Aω

2
B

ωA + ωB

αA (0)χB (0) . (49)

The results above show that the quantum gravitoelectric-gravitomagnetic interaction

between a gravitoelectrically polarizable object and a gravitomagnetically polarizable ob-

ject induced by fluctuating gravitoelectric and gravitomagnetic fields in vacuum exhibits

an r−8 dependence in the near regime and an r−11 dependence in the far regime. In

the retarded regime, the distance dependence of the quantum gravitational interaction

from the gravitoelectric-gravitomagnetic cross term follows the same form as those in the

gravitoelectric-gravitoelectric and gravitomagnetic-gravitomagnetic cases. This can be seen

by comparing Eq. (45) in this paper with Eq. (1) in Ref. [21] and Eq. (46) in Ref. [28].

However, in the near regime, the quantum gravitoelectric-gravitomagnetic interaction fol-

lows a distinct power law of r−8, compared to the r−10 dependence of the gravitoelectric-

gravitoelectric and gravitomagnetic-gravitomagnetic interactions. Interestingly, this is con-

sistent with the electromagnetic case, in which the Casimir-Polder interaction energy be-

tween an electrically polarizable atom and a paramagnetically polarizable one in the near

and far regimes also differs by r3 [32, 33].

Furthermore, it is noteworthy that the results shown in Eqs. (45) and (49) reveal that the

quantum gravitoelectric-gravitomagnetic interaction energy is positive, regardless of whether

it is in the retarded or nonretarded regime. This indicates that the vacuum fluctuation

induced quantum gravitational interaction between a gravitoelectrically and a gravitomag-

netically polarizable object always exhibits a repulsive behavior, which is distinct from the

attractive nature in the gravitoelectric-gravitoelectric and gravitomagnetic-gravitomagnetic

cases reported in Refs. [21, 28].

In Table I, we summarize the power laws and the attractive or repulsive nature of the

quantum gravitoelectric-gravitoelectric (GE-GE), gravitomagnetic-gravitomagnetic (GM-

GM), and gravitoelectric-gravitomagnetic (GE-GM) interaction potentials in the asymp-

totic regimes. In the retarded regime, all three interaction potentials exhibit by a r−11

power law. In the nonretarded regime, the quantum gravitoelectric-gravitoelectric and

gravitomagnetic-gravitomagnetic potentials follow a r−10 power law, while the crossed

gravitoelectric-gravitomagnetic potentials investigated in this work exhibit a weaker r−8

12



TABLE I. Power laws and attractive/repulsive nature of quantum gravitational quadrupolar inter-

action potentials

GE-GE 1 GM-GM GE-GM (cross term)

Nonretarded regime −315ℏG2

2r10
ωAωBαA(0)αB(0)

ωA+ωB
−280ℏG2

9r10
ωAωBχA(0)χB(0)

ωA+ωB

10ℏG2

c2r8
ω2
Aω2

BαA(0)χB(0)
ωA+ωB

Retarded regime −3987ℏcG2αA(0)αB(0)
4πr11

−1772ℏcG2χA(0)χB(0)
9πr11

187ℏcG2αA(0)χB(0)
πr11

Attractive/repulsive Attractive Attractive Repulsive

1 The terms “GE” and “GM” denote gravitoelectric and gravitomagnetic, respectively.

dependence. For the attractive or repulsive nature, a general rule emerges: interactions

between objects polarizable in the same gravitoelectric or gravitomagnetic manner are al-

ways attractive, while crossed interactions are always repulsive. This implies that, for a

pair of objects which are both gravitoelectrically and gravitomagnetically polarizable, the

overall quantum gravitational interaction potential is reduced when the gravitoelectric-

gravitomagnetic cross interaction is taken into account.

Now, an intriguing question naturally arises as to whether a regime exists in which the

repulsive quantum gravitational quadrupole interaction investigated here dominates over

the attractive quantum gravitational quadrupole interactions. The answer is that, for two

isotropically polarizable objects with identical gravitoelectric and gravitomagnetic polariz-

abilities and energy level spacing, the repulsive quantum gravitational interaction cannot

exceed the attractive one, irrespective of the gravitoelectric and gravitomagnetic polariz-

abilities and the interobject distance. The explicit proof is provided in Appendix C.

IV. SUMMARY

In this paper, we have studied the quantum gravitational interaction between a grav-

itoelectrically polarizable object and a gravitomagnetically polarizable object induced by

fluctuating gravitoelectric and gravitomagnetic fields in a vacuum, within the framework

of linearized quantum gravity. This interaction originates from the coupling between the

induced instantaneous mass quadrupole moment and mass-current quadrupole moment in

nonpointlike objects. Our result shows that, the quantum gravitoelectric-gravitomagnetic in-

teraction exhibits a distance dependence of r−8 in the near regime and r−11 in the far regime,

13



where r is the distance between the two objects. Furthermore, the quantum gravitoelectric-

gravitomagnetic interaction energy is positive both in the near and far regimes, which

indicates that the force is repulsive. Since interactions between objects polarizable in

the same gravitoelectric or gravitomagnetic manner are inherently attractive, for objects

which are both gravitoelectrically and gravitomagnetically polarizable, the overall quantum

gravitational interaction potential is reduced when the repulsive quantum gravitoelectric-

gravitomagnetic interaction is taken into account. However, for two isotropically polarizable

objects with identical gravitoelectric and gravitomagnetic polarizabilities and energy level

spacing, the repulsive quantum interaction cannot surpass the attractive interactions, regard-

less of the gravitoelectric and gravitomagnetic polarizabilities and the interobject distance.
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Appendix A: Intermediate processes of the quantum gravitoelectric-gravitomagnetic

interaction

The twelve possible intermediate states and their corresponding energy denominators

D(n)(n = 1, 2, 3, ..., 12) in Eq. (16) are as in Table II.
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Case |I⟩ |II⟩ |III⟩ Denominator

(1) |eA⟩|gB⟩|1⟩ |gA⟩|gB⟩|1, 1′⟩ |gA⟩|eB⟩|1′⟩ D(1) = (ω′ + ωB)(ω
′ + ω)(ω + ωA)

(2) |eA⟩|gB⟩|1⟩ |gA⟩|gB⟩|1, 1′⟩ |gA⟩|eB⟩|1⟩ D(2) = (ω + ωB)(ω
′ + ω)(ω + ωA)

(3) |eA⟩|gB⟩|1⟩ |eA⟩|eB⟩|0⟩ |gA⟩|eB⟩|1′⟩ D(3) = (ω′ + ωB)(ωB + ωA)(ω + ωA)

(4) |eA⟩|gB⟩|1⟩ |eA⟩|eB⟩|0⟩ |eA⟩|gB⟩|1′⟩ D(4) = (ω′ + ωA)(ωB + ωA)(ω + ωA)

(5) |eA⟩|gB⟩|1⟩ |eA⟩|eB⟩|1, 1′⟩ |gA⟩|eB⟩|1⟩ D(5) = (ω + ωB)(ωB + ωA + ω′ + ω)(ω + ωA)

(6) |eA⟩|gB⟩|1⟩ |eA⟩|eB⟩|1, 1′⟩ |eA⟩|gB⟩|1′⟩ D(6) = (ω′ + ωA)(ωB + ωA + ω′ + ω)(ω + ωA)

(7) |gA⟩|eB⟩|1⟩ |gA⟩|gB⟩|1, 1′⟩ |eA⟩|gB⟩|1′⟩ D(7) = (ω′ + ωA)(ω
′ + ω)(ω + ωB)

(8) |gA⟩|eB⟩|1⟩ |gA⟩|gB⟩|1, 1′⟩ |eA⟩|gB⟩|1⟩ D(8) = (ω + ωA)(ω
′ + ω)(ω + ωB)

(9) |gA⟩|eB⟩|1⟩ |eA⟩|eB⟩|0⟩ |eA⟩|gB⟩|1′⟩ D(9) = (ω′ + ωA)(ωB + ωA)(ω + ωB)

(10) |gA⟩|eB⟩|1⟩ |eA⟩|eB⟩|0⟩ |gA⟩|eB⟩|1′⟩ D(10) = (ω′ + ωB)(ωB + ωA)(ω + ωB)

(11) |gA⟩|eB⟩|1⟩ |eA⟩|eB⟩|1, 1′⟩ |eA⟩|gB⟩|1⟩ D(11) = (ω + ωA)(ωB + ωA + ω′ + ω)(ω + ωB)

(12) |gA⟩|eB⟩|1⟩ |eA⟩|eB⟩|1, 1′⟩ |gA⟩|eB⟩|1′⟩ D(12) = (ω′ + ωB)(ωB + ωA + ω′ + ω)(ω + ωB)

TABLE II. Twelve intermediate states of the interaction energy and the expressions of their cor-

responding energy denominators.

Appendix B: Summation of gravitoelectric-gravitomagnetic polarization tensors

and the symmetry of the two-point functions

Let us introduce a triad of coordinate-independent orthogonal unit vectors, denoted as

[e1(k), e2(k), e3(k)]. The vector e3(k) = k/k ≡ k̂ represents the unit vector in the direction

of the gravitational field’s propagation. The orthogonal relations and the cross product

relations satisfied by this triad can be written in the coordinate system which describes the

spacetime metric as

eia(k)e
j
a(k) = ei1e

j
1 + ei2e

j
2 + k̂ik̂j = δij, (B1)

ϵijke
j
3e

k
1 = ei2, (B2)

ϵijke
j
3e

k
2 = −ei1, (B3)

and

ei1e
j
2 − ei2e

j
1 = ϵijke

k
3 = ϵijkk̂k. (B4)

Here, a = 1, 2, 3, and i, j = x, y, z, the k̂i is the ith coordinate component of the k̂.

With the help of the vectors e1(k) and e2(k) in the triad, the gravitational polarization

tensor eij(k, λ) in the transverse-traceless (TT) gauge can be expressed as [34]

eij(k,+) = ei1(k)⊗ ej1(k)− ei2(k)⊗ ej2(k), (B5)
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eij(k,×) = ei1(k)⊗ ej2(k) + ei2(k)⊗ ej1(k). (B6)

Thus, the summation of the polarization tensors gives∑
λ

eij(k, λ)ekl(k, λ) = eij(k,+)ekl(k,+) + eij(k,×)ekl(k,×)

=
[
ei1(k)⊗ ej1(k)− ei2(k)⊗ ej2(k)

] [
ek1(k)⊗ el1(k)− ek2(k)⊗ el2(k)

]
+
[
ei1(k)⊗ ej2(k) + ei2(k)⊗ ej1(k)

] [
ek1(k)⊗ el2(k) + ek2(k)⊗ el1(k)

]
.

(B7)

Based on Eq. (B7), the gravitoelectric-gravitomagnetic polarization summation term

GE−M
ijab (k) in Eq. (26) can be further expressed as

GE−M
ijab (k) = ϵapqe

p
3

∑
λ

eij(k, λ)eqb(k, λ)

= ϵapqe
p
3

{ [
ei1(k)⊗ ej1(k)− ei2(k)⊗ ej2(k)

] [
eq1(k)⊗ eb1(k)− eq2(k)⊗ eb2(k)

]
+
[
ei1(k)⊗ ej2(k) + ei2(k)⊗ ej1(k)

] [
eq1(k)⊗ eb2(k) + eq2(k)⊗ eb1(k)

] }
=
[
ei1 (k)⊗ ej1 (k)− ei2 (k)⊗ ej2 (k)

]
×
{
[ϵapqe

p
3e

q
1 (k)]⊗ eb1 (k)− [ϵapqe

p
3e

q
2 (k)]⊗ eb2 (k)

}
+
[
ei1 (k)⊗ ej2 (k) + ei2 (k)⊗ ej1 (k)

]
×
{
[ϵapqe

p
3e

q
1 (k)]⊗ eb2 (k) + [ϵapqe

p
3e

q
2 (k)]⊗ eb1 (k)

}
. (B8)

Then, using the cross product relations shown in Eqs. (B2) and (B3), the equation above

can be simplified as

GE−M
ijab (k) =

[
ei1 ⊗ ej1 − ei2 ⊗ ej2

] [
ea2 ⊗ eb1 + ea1 ⊗ eb2

]
+
[
ei1 ⊗ ej2 + ei2 ⊗ ej1

] [
ea2 ⊗ eb2 − ea1 ⊗ eb1

]
. (B9)

Furthermore, by utilizing Eqs. (B1) and (B4), the equation above can further be calcu-

lated as follows

GE−M
ijab (k) = ei1e

j
1e

a
2e

b
1 + ei1e

j
1e

a
1e

b
2 − ei2e

j
2e

a
2e

b
1 − ei2e

j
2e

a
1e

b
2

+ei1e
j
2e

a
2e

b
2 − ei1e

j
2e

a
1e

b
1 + ei2e

j
1e

a
2e

b
2 − ei2e

j
1e

a
1e

b
1

=
(
ei1e

a
2 − ei2e

a
1

) (
ej1e

b
1 + ej2e

b
2

)
+
(
ei1e

a
1 + ei2e

a
2

) (
ej1e

b
2 − ej2e

b
1

)
= ϵiamk̂m

(
δjb − k̂j k̂b

)
+
(
δia − k̂ik̂a

)
ϵjbnk̂n
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= ϵiamk̂mδjb − ϵiamk̂mk̂j k̂b + δiaϵjbnk̂n − k̂ik̂aϵjbnk̂n. (B10)

Based on the analysis above, let us consider the form of the two-point functions when

the order of the gravitoelectric and the gravitomagnetic field operators is exchanged. In this

case, it becomes

GM−E
ijab (r, r′, t, t′) = ⟨0|Bij(r, t)Eab(r

′, t′)|0⟩

=
∑
λ

∫
d3k

∫
d3k′

(
G
√
ω3ω′3

(2π)2

)
ϵifle

f
3elj(k, λ)eab(k

′, λ)

×
〈
0

∣∣∣∣ [gk,λeik·r−iωt + g†k,λe
−ik·r+iωt

]
×
[
gk′,λe

ik′·r′−iω′t′ + g†
k′,λ

e−ik′·r′+iω′t′
] ∣∣∣∣0〉

=

∫
d3k

Gω3

(2π)2
GM−E
ijab (k)eik·(r−r′)−iω(t−t′), (B11)

where, GM−E
ijab (k) =

∑
λ ϵifle

f
3elj(k, λ)eab(k, λ) is the gravitomagnetic-gravitoelectric polariza-

tion summation term, whose explicit expression is

GM−E
ijab (k) = −ei1e

j
1e

a
2e

b
1 − ei1e

j
1e

a
1e

b
2 + ei2e

j
2e

a
2e

b
1 + ei2e

j
2e

a
1e

b
2

−ei1e
j
2e

a
2e

b
2 + ei1e

j
2e

a
1e

b
1 − ei2e

j
1e

a
2e

b
2 + ei2e

j
1e

a
1e

b
1

= −ϵiamk̂mδjb + ϵiamk̂mk̂j k̂b − δiaϵjbnk̂n + k̂ik̂aϵjbnk̂n

= −GE−M
ijab (k), (B12)

which can be derived using the methods shown in Eqs. (B8)-(B10). Therefore, we have

GE−M
ijkl (r, r′, t, t′) = −GM−E

ijkl (r, r′, t, t′). (B13)

Appendix C: Comparison of the magnitudes of the repulsive quantum gravitoelectric-

gravitomagnetic interaction and the attractive gravitoelectric-gravitoelectric and

gravitomagnetic-gravitomagnetic interactions

To compare the magnitude of the repulsive quantum gravitoelectric-gravitomagnetic in-

teraction with those of the attractive gravitoelectric-gravitoelectric and gravitomagnetic-

gravitomagnetic interactions, we start from the original integral expressions for the interac-

tion potentials, as presented in Eq. (39) of this paper, Eq. (28) in Ref. [21], and Eq. (39)
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in Ref. [28]. For two isotropically polarizable objects which are both gravitoelectrically and

gravitomagnetically polarizable, we assume, for convenience, that their gravitoelectric and

gravitomagnetic polarizabilities are equal, and their energy level spacings are the same, i.e.,

α̂A = α̂B = α, χ̂A = χ̂B = χ, and ωA = ωB = ω0. Then, with the help of Eqs. (41) and

(42), the original integral expressions for the three types of potentials can be reorganized as

∆Ecross
AB (r) =

G2ω2
0r

4

πr11

∫ +∞

0

dx
4

9
αχT1 (x)

[
1

(ω0r)
2 + x2

]2
e−2x, (C1)

∆EGE−GE
AB (r) = −G

2ω2
0r

4

πr11

∫ +∞

0

dxα2T2 (x)

[
1

(ω0r)
2 + x2

]2
e−2x, (C2)

and

∆EGM−GM
AB (r) = −G

2ω2
0r

4

πr11

∫ +∞

0

dx
16

81
χ2T2 (x)

[
1

(ω0r)
2 + x2

]2
e−2x, (C3)

respectively. Note that the results above are shown in natural units, with x = ur, and T1(x)

and T2(x) take the forms

T1 (x) = x2
(
45 + 90x+ 81x2 + 42x3 + 14x4 + 4x5 + x6

)
, (C4)

and

T2 (x) = 315 + 630x+ 585x2 + 330x3 + 129x4 + 42x5 + 14x6 + 4x7 + x8, (C5)

respectively. Then, the magnitudes of the attractive and repulsive quantum gravitational

interactions are given by |∆EGE−GE
AB (r) | + |∆EGM−GM

AB (r) | and |∆Ecross
AB (r) |, respectively,

where “| |” denotes the absolute value. In the following, we prove that their difference,

∆E = |∆EGE−GE
AB (r) |+ |∆EGM−GM

AB (r) | − |∆Ecross
AB (r) |, (C6)

is always positive, indicating that the repulsive quantum gravitoelectric-gravitomagnetic

interaction cannot dominate.

Substituting Eqs. (C1)-(C3) into Eq. (C6), then it can be shown that ∆E > 0 implies∫ +∞

0

dx

{[
α2T2 (x) +

16

81
χ2T2 (x)

]
−
[
4

9
αχT1 (x)

]}[
1

(ω0r)
2 + x2

]2
e−2x > 0. (C7)

According to Eqs. (23), (24), and (C5), since α, χ, and T2(x) are all positive, it follows from

the inequality of arithmetic and geometric means that

α2T2 (x) +
16

81
χ2T2 (x) ≥

8

9
αχT2 (x) . (C8)
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Therefore, a sufficient condition for inequality (C7) to hold is

δ ≡
∫ +∞

0

dx

[
8

9
T2 (x)−

4

9
T1 (x)

] [
1

(ω0r)
2 + x2

]2
e−2x > 0, (C9)

which means that the condition ∆E > 0 describing the magnitude of the repulsive interaction

energy as being smaller than the attractive interaction energy translates into δ > 0.

Now, let us discuss whether δ > 0 is valid in both the nonretarded and retarded regimes,

as well as in the transition regime where the interobject distance is comparable to the

transition wavelength.

FIG. 1. The value of δ as a function of ω0r in the transition regimes between the nonretarded

and retarded regimes.

(1) In the nonretarded regime, performing the integral in Eq. (C9) and then expanding

the result in a Taylor series in the region where ω0r ≪ 1, we obtain

δ =
70π

(ω0r)
3 +O

[
1

(ω0r)

]
, (C10)

which is positive. Here, O(xn) denotes terms on the order of xn or higher, which are

considered negligibly small and thus omitted.

(2) In the retarded regime, we perform the integral in Eq. (C9) and then expand the

result in a Taylor series in the region where ω0r ≫ 1, yielding

δ =
699

(ω0r)
4 +O

[
1

(ω0r)
6

]
, (C11)
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which is also positive.

(3) In the transition regime between the nonretarded and retarded regimes, we show

numerically the value of δ as a function of ω0r in these transition regimes in Fig. 1, which

clearly shows that δ > 0 always holds.

Considering the analysis above, for two isotropically polarizable objects which are both

gravitoelectrically and gravitomagnetically polarizable and have the same gravitoelectric and

gravitomagnetic polarizabilities and energy level spacing, the repulsive interaction energy

cannot dominate over the attractive one, irrespective of the gravitoelectric and gravitomag-

netic polarizabilities and the interobject distance.
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