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In this work, a precise quantum formulation of Einstein’s Equivalence Principle (EEP) is
developed within the framework of nonrelativistic quantum mechanics. By employing detailed
analyses in both the Schrödinger and Heisenberg pictures, it is demonstrated that an observer
in free fall in a uniform gravitational field is equivalent to an inertial observer in the absence
of such a field. The transformations of the wave function are reexamined, and the conditions
for the equality of inertial and gravitational mass are established—thereby consistently deriving
the gravitational redshift observed in neutron interferometry experiments. Additionally, relevant
applications of the proposed formalism are explored in confined systems (such as particles in
potential boxes and in linear potential barriers), elucidating quantum tunneling phenomena and
their dependence on energy levels. The results reaffirm the validity of the Equivalence Principle in
the nonrelativistic quantum regime and open new perspectives for integrating quantum mechanics
and general relativity.
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I. INTRODUCCIÓN

Einstein’s Equivalence Principle (EEP) postulates
that, in the presence of a uniform gravitational field, the
motion of an object is indistinguishable from that of an-
other observed from a uniformly accelerating reference
frame [1]. This notion, which underpins general relativ-
ity, acquires novel dimensions when examined within the
framework of nonrelativistic quantum mechanics.

The experimental proposal by Overhauser and Col-
lela [2] to verify the EEP via neutron interferometry has
enabled the exploration —on a quantum level— of the
equivalence between free-falling observers and inertial ob-
servers in the absence of gravitational fields. Within this
context, the work presented in [3] provided an analyti-
cal solution to the time-dependent Schrödinger equation
based on the equality of inertial and gravitational masses.
Although this solution has been rederived on several oc-
casions (see Refs. [4]-[5]), its analysis has not received
the attention it merits in the specialized literature [6].

To address this deficiency, the present work offers a
more exhaustive and lucid demonstration of the EEP in
quantum mechanics, grounded in precise transformations
in both the Schrödinger and Heisenberg pictures. Fur-
thermore, relevant applications of the proposed formal-
ism are examined—highlighting, for instance, the deriva-
tion of the gravitational redshift and the analysis of quan-
tum tunneling in confined systems. This approach not
only reaffirms the validity of the Equivalence Principle
in the nonrelativistic quantum regime but also lays the
foundation for future studies aimed at integrating quan-
tum mechanics with general relativity.
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II. EINSTEIN’S EQUIVALENCE PRINCIPLE IN
CLASSICAL MECHANICS AND

NONRELATIVISTIC QUANTUM MECHANICS

A. Classical Treatment

Consider a uniform gravitational field directed along
the negative z-axis. The Newtonian equation of motion
for a particle with inertial mass mi and gravitational
mass mg is

mi
d2z

dt2
= −mg g, (1)

where g is the local acceleration due to gravity [3]. The
equality mi = mg then implies

d2z

dt2
= −g. (2)

Performing a change to a reference frame with coordi-
nate

z′ = z + vt+
1

2
at2, t′ = t, (3)

where v is the initial velocity and a is the constant accel-
eration of the frame along the negative z-axis, the equa-
tion of motion becomes

d2z′

dt′2
= a− mg

mi
g. (4)

Thus, when

a =
mg

mi
g, (5)

the motion of the particle relative to the accelerated
frame (i.e., in a freely falling elevator) is free, with con-
stant velocity determined solely by its initial value.
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B. Nonrelativistic Quantum Treatment

1. In the Schrödinger Picture

An observer in free fall within a gravitational
field is equivalent to an inertial observer in the
absence of gravity:

The time-dependent Schrödinger equation for a parti-
cle under the action of a constant gravitational potential
V (z) = mg g z along the negative z-axis is:

iℏ
∂Ψ

∂t
= − ℏ2

2mi

∂2Ψ

∂z2
+mg g zΨ. (6)

Notably, even when mi = mg, the mass appears explic-
itly in the equation—a marked contrast with the classical
case (See Eqs. (1) y (2)). However, as will be shown, this
mass dependence does not constitute a violation of Ein-
stein’s Equivalence Principle.

By changing to the accelerated coordinates

z′ = z + vt+
1

2
at2, t′ = t, (7)

where v is the initial velocity and a is the constant ac-
celeration of the frame along the negative z-axis, the
Schrödinger equation transforms into

iℏ
[
∂Ψ

∂t′
+ (v + at′)

∂Ψ

∂z′

]
= − ℏ2

2mi

∂2Ψ

∂z′2

+mgg

(
z′ − vt′ − 1

2
at′2
)
Ψ (8)

We assume a solution of the form

Ψ(z′, t′) = Ψ′(z′, t′) eiS(z′,t′), (9)

with Ψ′ satisfying the free-particle Schrödinger equation
in the accelerated frame,

iℏ
∂Ψ′

∂t′
= − ℏ2

2mi

∂2Ψ′

∂z′2
, (10)

and the function S(z′, t′) is a real phase function that
ensures the probabilistic interpretation |Ψ|2 = |Ψ′|2.
Physically, S(z′, t′) accounts for the phase shift due to
the gravitational field and the acceleration of the frame.
By requiring that the transformation cancels the gravi-
tational potential, one finds that cancellation of the re-
maining terms demands

a =
mg

mi
g, (11)

aligning with the classical condition for free fall.

A proof of this is shown as follows: Substituting the
solution (9) into Eq. (8) yields

iℏ
∂Ψ′

∂t′
= − ℏ2

2mi

∂2Ψ′

∂z′2
− iℏ

(
ℏ
mi

∂S

∂z′
+ (v + at′)

)
∂Ψ′

∂z′

+

{
ℏ
[
∂S

∂t′
+ (v + at′)

∂S

∂z′

]
+

ℏ2

2mi

[(
∂S

∂z′

)2

− i
∂2S

∂z′2

]

+mgg

(
z′ − vt′ − 1

2
at′2
)}

Ψ′ (12)

In order for Eqs. (6) and (10) to be satisfied, the coef-
ficients of Ψ′ and ∂Ψ′

/∂z′ in Eq. (12) must vanish.
This requirement implies that the function S(z′, t′)

must be of the form

S(z′, t′) = −mi

ℏ
(v + at′)z′ + f(t′), (13)

where f(t′) is a function solely of t′. Substituting this
form into Eq. (9) leads to the relation

ℏḟ − 1

2a
(mia+mgg) (v + at′)

2
+

mgg

2a
v2

= (mia−mgg) z
′ = constant, (14)

with ḟ ≡ df(t′)
dt′ . Since this equality must hold for all

z′ ∈ R, it follows that mia − mgg = 0. That is, the
cancellation of the coefficient of Ψ′ requires

a =
mg g

mi
, (15)

which is exactly the same condition obtained in classical
mechanics for uniformly accelerated motion in the primed
reference frame (5). Substituting Eq. (15) into Eq. (14)
yields the final expression for S(z′, t′):

S(z′, t′) = −miv

ℏ

(
z′ − 1

2
vt′
)
−miat

′

ℏ

(
z′ − vt′ − 1

3
at′2
)
.

(16)
Thus, the solution Ψ of the Schrödinger equation in

the accelerated system (with coordinates (z′, t′)) is

Ψ(z′, t′) = Ψ′ (z′, t′) exp

{
− i

ℏ

[
miv

(
z′ − 1

2
vt′
)

+miat
′
(
z′ − vt′ − 1

3
at′2
)]}

(17)

and the corresponding solution in the stationary coor-
dinate system (z, t), where the gravitational potential is
V (z) = mg g z (with a = g for mi = mg), is

Ψ(z, t) = Ψ′
(
z + vt+

1

2
at2, t

)
×exp

{
− i

ℏ

[
miv

(
z +

1

2
vt

)
+miat

(
z +

1

2
vt+

1

6
at2
)]}

(18)
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Here, the relation between the gravitational constant
g and the coordinate acceleration relative to it is given
by Eq. (15).

In summary, it has been demonstrated that there ex-
ists a real function S(z′, t′), given by Eq. (16), such
that a wave function Ψ′(z′, t′) exists which satisfies the
Schrödinger equation for a free particle in the accelerated
reference frame (z′, t′).

The equality of the inertial and gravitational masses,
mi = mg, thus leads to Einstein’s Equivalence Principle
in Nonrelativistic Quantum Mechanics, with a = g [3].
Substituting Eq. (18) for Ψ into Eq. (6) shows that Ψ
satisfies the Schrödinger equation for a particle moving
in a potential V (z) = mi a z.

An accelerated observer is equivalent to an in-
ertial observer in the presence of a gravitational
field:

To complete the proof of this equivalence, consider the
form of the Schrödinger equation for a free particle in an
inertial reference frame relative to an accelerated frame,
as defined by the coordinate transformation in Eq. (3).
One can show, by a transformation analogous to that in
Eq. (9), that in this accelerated frame the Schrödinger
equation acquires an additional potential term V (z) =
mi a z [3].

Indeed, let us consider a wave function Ψ′ that satisfies
the Schrödinger equation for a free particle in an inertial
frame (z′, t′) relative to an accelerated frame (z, t), as
prescribed by the coordinate transformation in Eq. (3):

iℏ
∂Ψ′

∂t′
= − ℏ2

2mi

∂2Ψ′

∂z′2
. (19)

Following steps analogous to those employed earlier,
one arrives at the conclusion that the Schrödinger equa-
tion for the wave function

Ψ(z, t) = Ψ′(z, t)eiS(z,t) (20)

in the accelerated coordinate system (z, t) takes the
form

iℏ
∂Ψ

∂t
= − ℏ2

2mi

∂2Ψ

∂z2
+mi a zΨ, (21)

so that, in the case where a = g, an observer in the
accelerated frame will find that mi = mg, where mg is
the gravitational mass.

All of the foregoing confirms the validity of the
Einstein Equivalence Principle in the Framework of
Nonrelativistic Quantum Mechanics:

Einstein’s Equivalence Principle in Nonrela-
tivistic Quantum Mechanics: In the nonrelativistic
quantum treatment, a freely falling observer in a gravi-
tational field is equivalent to an inertial observer free of

gravitational fields; conversely, an accelerated observer is
equivalent to an inertial observer in the presence of a
gravitational field.

Note that in the case a = g = 0, the Schrödinger
equation (6) reduces to that of a free particle in both
coordinate systems (z, t) and (z′, t′), respectively:

iℏ
∂Ψ

∂t
= − ℏ2

2mi

∂2Ψ

∂z2
, (22)

iℏ
∂Ψ′

∂t′
= − ℏ2

2mi

∂2Ψ′

∂z′2
, (23)

with the solutions in the inertial coordinate systems
(z, t) and (z′, t′) given, respectively, by:

Ψ(z, t) = Ψ′
(
z + vt, t

)
exp

{
− imiv

ℏ

(
z +

1

2
vt

)}
, (24)

Ψ(z′, t′) = Ψ′
(
z′, t′

)
exp

{
− imiv

ℏ

(
z′ − 1

2
vt′
)}

. (25)

The equivalence of Eqs. (22) and (23) demonstrates
the invariance of the Schrödinger equation between in-
ertial frames, thereby reflecting the validity of Galileo’s
Relativity Principle, as expected [7, 8].

This shows that, in the nonrelativistic quantum regime,
when a = g = 0, Einstein’s Equivalence Principle reduces
to Galileo’s Relativity Principle.

Physical Interpretation of the Transfor-
mation (18) Now consider the plane wave solution
for Eq.(10):

Ψ′(z′, t′) = Ψ′
0 e

i(k′z′−ω′t′), (26)

where k′ and ω′ are the wave number and its frequency,
respectively, for a free particle in an inertial frame (or
equivalently, in free fall within a gravitational field).
Then, Eq. (18) becomes

Ψ(z, t) = Ψ′
0 exp

{
i

[(
k′ − miv

ℏ

)
z−
(
ω′ − v

[
k′ − miv

2ℏ

])
t

− miat

ℏ
z +

at2

2

(
k′ − miv

ℏ
− miat

3ℏ

)]}
, (27)

where the first term of the quantity,

−miat

ℏ
z +

at2

2

(
k′ − miv

ℏ
− miat

3ℏ

)
, (28)

in the argument of the complex exponential in Eq.
(27) describes a phase contribution associated with the
acceleration a multiplied by time t and position z. It
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indicates how the acceleration affects the phase of the
wave function along the z-axis as a function of time.
The presence of mi

ℏ suggests the influence of the system’s
inertial mass on the relationship between acceleration
and position.

The second term represents a quadratic contribution
to the phase associated with the acceleration. The
presence of t2 indicates a quadratic dependence on time,
which is consistent with the description of a kinematic
acceleration term. The detailed expression reveals how
the acceleration a influences the phase as a function
of time and other parameters. The appearance of miv

ℏ
and miat

3ℏ suggests the impact of both velocity and
acceleration in establishing a quadratic relation between
time and phase.

Furthermore, the coefficients of z and t in the argument
of the exponential can be interpreted as follows:

1. Term
(
k′ − miv

ℏ
)
z: This term describes a phase

associated with spatial motion along the z-axis. The con-
stant k′ is related to the wave number corresponding to
spatial position, while miv

ℏ reflects the contribution of
momentum to the phase. This term indicates how the
spatial coordinate z, the wave number k′, and the mo-
mentum (miv/ℏ) affect the phase of the wave function.

2. Term
(
ω′ − v

[
k′ − miv

2ℏ
])

t: This term describes
a phase associated with the passage of time t. Here,
ω′ is linked to the angular frequency, v represents
the velocity, and k′ again corresponds to the wave
number, while miv

2ℏ reflects the momentum contri-
bution to the temporal phase. Together, this term
illustrates how the angular frequency ω′, velocity v,
wave number k′, and momentum combine to influence
the temporal evolution of the phase of the wave function.

Some Experimental Verifications of the
Phase Shift in Equation (27):

Phase Shift: According to Eq. (27), the phase shift
is given by

∆Ph =

∣∣∣∣miat

ℏ
z

∣∣∣∣ , (29)

In 1974, Overhauser and Collela proposed a neutron
interferometry experiment using a grating (see Figure 1)
to experimentally verify whether neutrons satisfy the pre-
dictions of the equivalence principle in quantum mechan-
ics [2].

Figure 1. Schematic diagram of a neutron interferometer.
The incoming beam (E) is split by mirrors at points A, B,
C, and D, and recombined into the outgoing beam (F). The
enclosed area is given by A = z d.

Taking t = d/v, where v = 2πℏ/miλ is the horizontal
velocity of the neutrons and λ their wavelength, Eq. (29)
yields the phase shift

∆Ph =
m2

i aλzd

2πℏ2
=

m2
i aλA

2πℏ2
, (30)

where A = zd is the area enclosed by the neutron
beams. Setting mi = mg (by Eq. (15)), one obtains
a = g, and the phase shift given in Eq. (30) becomes the
expression derived by Overhauser and Collela [2].

Wavelength λ(t) and Frequency ω(t): Consider
that in Eq. (26) one has a plane wave with linear mo-
mentum

p′ = ℏk′. (31)

Since the particle is free in an inertial frame (or equiv-
alently, in free fall within a gravitational field), one has

ℏω′ =
p′

2

2mi
, (32)

in that reference frame. Then, Eq. (26) can be rewrit-
ten as

Ψ′(z′, t′) = Ψ′
0 exp

(
i

ℏ

[
p′z′ − p′

2

2mi
t′
])

, (33)

and Eq. (27) becomes

Ψ(z, t) = Ψ′
0 exp

{
i

ℏ

[(
p′−miv

)
z−
( p′

2

2mi
−v
[
p′−miv

2

])
t

−miat z +
at2

2

(
p′ −miv −

miat

3

)]}
. (34)

It can be verified that Ψ is an eigenstate of the mo-
mentum operator p̂z := − iℏ∂

∂z and of the Hamiltonian
operator Ĥ := iℏ∂

∂t

−iℏ
∂Ψ

∂z
=
[
p′ −mi

(
v + at

)]
Ψ(z, t) = p(t)Ψ(z, t), (35)
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where

p(t) ≡ p′ −mi

(
v + at

)
(36)

is the momentum eigenvalue for the stationary ob-
server in a gravitational field, when mia = mgg (or equiv-
alently, in a linearly accelerated frame with a =

mgg
mi

) [3].

iℏ
∂Ψ

∂t
=
[p(t)2
2mi

+mggz
]
Ψ(z, t) = E(z, t)Ψ(z, t), (37)

where

E(z, t) ≡ p(t)2

2mi
+mggz (38)

is the energy eigenvalue for the stationary observer in a
gravitational field, which, by relation (15) with mi = mg,
can be rewritten as

E(z, t) =
p(t)2

2mi
+miaz. (39)

Using the relation

p(t) =
2πℏ
λ(t)

, (40)

Eq. (35) shows that

2πℏ
λ(t)

=
2πℏ
λ′ −mi

(
v + at

)
, (41)

and hence, the wavelength dilation is given by

∆λ

λ(t)
=

mi

(
v + at

)
2πℏ

λ′. (42)

On the other hand, using the energy relation

E(z, t) = ℏω(z, t), (43)

Eq. (39) shows that, for an arbitrary but fixed time t,
one obtains

ℏω(z, t)− ℏω(0, t) = E(z, t)− E(0, t) = miaz. (44)

This demonstrates that if two particle detectors are
placed at positions separated vertically by z, they detect,
at an arbitrary time t, a frequency difference

∆ω ≡ ω(z, t)− ω(0, t) (45)

between the particles arriving at them, which is inde-
pendent of time and directly proportional to the potential
difference az, namely,

∆ω =
miaz

ℏ
. (46)

Now, consider the mass-energy relation E = mc2 and
the interpretation of light as a quantum of energy with
effective mass meff. According to the mass-energy rela-
tion, a quantum of matter with energy E′ = ℏω′ has a
mass

meff =
E′

c2
=

ℏω′

c2
. (47)

Replacing this result in Eq. (46) yields

∆ω =
ℏω′az

ℏc2
=

ω′az

c2
, (48)

which leads to the Doppler red/blue shift equation [9]

∆ω

ω′ =
az

c2
. (49)

According to the Equivalence Principle, an equivalent
situation should occur in the presence of a uniform grav-
itational field with a = g. Thus, if a photon is emitted
from the ground (z0 = 0) with frequency ω′ toward a
detector located at a height z > 0, it will exhibit a grav-
itational redshift given by

∆ω

ω′ =
gz

c2
, (50)

where gz is the gravitational potential difference between
the light source and the detector. This is the well-known
formula for gravitational redshift [9].

Although both the Doppler redshift (49) and the grav-
itational redshift (50) are associated with changes in the
wavelength and frequency of light, they have different un-
derlying causes. On the one hand, gravitational redshift
arises from the curvature of spacetime, whereas Doppler
redshift is related to the relative motion between the light
source and the observer. Both phenomena can occur si-
multaneously and add together.

The physical implications of gravitational redshift are
fundamental to our understanding of gravity in the con-
text of general relativity. Some implications are:

• Wavelength Stretching: When light travels
through a gravitational field, its wavelength is
stretched. This stretching manifests as a redshift
of the electromagnetic spectrum. The magnitude of
the gravitational redshift depends on the strength
of the gravitational field experienced by the light.

• Change in Photon Energy: Gravitational red-
shift is associated with the loss of gravitational po-
tential energy of photons as they exit a gravita-
tional field. Consequently, the energy of the pho-
tons decreases, which manifests as a redshift in
their wavelengths.
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• Effect on the Light from Stars and Galaxies:
In astrophysics, gravitational redshift can affect the
light emanating from stars and galaxies situated in
strong gravitational fields. This effect has been ob-
served in compact stellar systems [10], black holes
[11], and galaxy clusters [12].

Gravitational redshift has been measured and observed
precisely in various astronomical contexts, such as in
stars near the supermassive black hole at the center of
our galaxy (Sagittarius A*) [13], or in studies of galaxy
clusters and regions with high mass density [12, 14].

Note that the frequency difference in Eq. (46) im-
plies the phase shift described in Eq. (29). That is, the
Doppler red/blue shift produces the phase shift in Eq.
(29). According to the Equivalence Principle, a gravita-
tional redshift produces a phase shift:

∆Ph =

∣∣∣∣migt

ℏ
z

∣∣∣∣ , (51)

which is identical in form to the phase shift produced by
the Doppler effect.

It is worth mentioning that several innovative exper-
iments have been performed to verify the Equivalence
Principle using particles other than neutrons. These
studies have primarily explored the behavior of antimat-
ter and cold atoms in gravitational fields, considerably
expanding our understanding of how gravity affects
matter at a quantum scale.

On one hand, the ALPHA experiment at CERN
has been fundamental in studying how gravity affects
antimatter. By using antihydrogen—which is neutral
and thus ideal for such tests because it is not signifi-
cantly affected by electromagnetic forces—researchers
have observed that antimatter, like antihydrogen,
responds to gravity in a manner similar to ordinary mat-
ter. This is a crucial finding for fundamental physics [15].

On the other hand, high-precision tests employing
cold-atom interferometry have been carried out to exam-
ine the Equivalence Principle in a quantum environment.
These experiments have significantly improved upon the
limits of classical tests by using the well-defined proper-
ties of cold atoms to measure gravitational effects with
great precision [16].

Applications of Equation (18)

1. Particle in a One-Dimensional Potential Box
in Free Fall.

Consider a free particle of inertial mass mi confined
within a one-dimensional potential box of height L,
which is in free fall in a uniform linear gravitational
field with acceleration

a =
mgg

mi
. (52)

The potential energy to which the particle is sub-
jected, relative to the reference frame in which the
particle is free, is given by

V ′(z′) =

∞, if z′ < 0 (Region I)

0, if 0 ≤ z′ ≤ L (Region II)

∞, if z′ > L (Region III)

(53)

The time-dependent Schrödinger equation for Re-
gion II is

iℏ
∂Ψ′

II

∂t′
= − ℏ2

2mi

∂2Ψ′
II

∂z′2
, (54)

with the boundary conditions for the confined par-
ticle given by

Ψ′
II(0) = 0 and Ψ′

II(L) = 0. (55)

By applying the method of separation of variables,
together with the boundary conditions for the po-
tential V ′(z′) as given, the solutions Ψ′

n in (z′, t′)
for Eq. (54) are found to be

Ψ′
n

(
z′, t′

)
=

√
2

L
sin

(
nπz′

L

)
exp

[
− in2π2ℏ
2miL2

t′
]
,

0 ≤ z′ ≤ L. (56)

with allowed momentum and energy levels

p′n = ℏk′n =
nπℏ
L

=
nh

2L
, (57)

E′
n = ℏω′

n =
p′n

2

2mi
=

n2π2ℏ2

2miL2
=

n2h2

8miL2
. (58)

According to Eq. (18), the corresponding solution
in the coordinate system (z, t), where the particle
is stationary in a gravitational potential V (z) =
mggz (with a = g when mi = mg), is

Ψ(z, t) =

√
2

L
sin

[
nπ

L

(
z + vt+

at2

2

)]
× exp

{
− i

ℏ

[
mivz + t

{(
nπℏ
L

)2
2mi

+
miv

2

2

+mia

(
z +

vt

2
+

at2

6

)}]}
, (59)

for

−vt− at2

2
≤ z ≤ L− vt− at2

2
, (60)

which represents an eigenstate of both the momen-
tum operator p̂z := − iℏ∂

∂z and the Hamiltonian
Ĥ := iℏ∂

∂t , with eigenvalues:

pn(t) =
nh

2L
−mi

(
v + at

)
, (61)
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En(z, t) =
pn(t)

2

2mi
+miaz

=

[
nh
2L −mi

(
v + at

)]2
2mi

+miaz, (62)

respectively.
A detailed and complete physical analysis of the
wave function Ψ(z, t) given in Eq. (59) is now pre-
sented.
Analysis of the Sinusoidal Part: The sinusoidal
part of the wave function is√

2

L
sin

[
nπ

L

(
z + vt+

at2

2

)]
. (63)

This term describes the spatial probability distri-
bution of finding the particle within the box. Since
the particle is in free fall:

• z: Position within the box, relative to an ex-
ternal observer stationary in the gravitational
field.

• vt: Displacement due to the initial velocity v
of the box.

• at2

2 : Displacement due to the constant accel-
eration a = g.

The argument of the sine function reflects the total
displacement of the particle within the box, com-
bining both linear and accelerated motion.
The sinusoidal part therefore reflects how the par-
ticle moves within the box under the influence of
an initial velocity and a constant acceleration. The
effective position z′ = z + vt + at2

2 represents a
combination of uniform rectilinear and accelerated
motion.
Analysis of the Phase Factor: The phase factor is
given by

exp

{
− i

ℏ

[
mivz + t

{(
nπℏ
L

)2
2mi

+
miv

2

2

+mia
(
z +

vt

2
+

at2

6

)}]}
, (64)

which can be decomposed into the following signif-
icant contributions:

(a) mivz: This term represents the phase associ-
ated with the particle’s linear momentum due
to the initial velocity v of the box.

(b) (nπℏ
L )

2

2mi
t: This term is the temporal phase cor-

responding to the kinetic energy of the parti-
cle within the box, excluding the contributions
from the initial velocity and acceleration.

(c) miv
2

2 t: This term represents the kinetic energy
of the particle due to the box’s initial velocity.

(d) mia
(
z+ vt

2 + at2

6

)
t: This term can be further

broken down as:
• miaz: Gravitational potential of the par-

ticle at position z, relative to an external
observer.

• mia
vt
2 : Correlation between the accelera-

tion and the initial velocity at time t.
• mia

at2

6 : A higher-order term representing
the combined effect of acceleration over
time.

The phase factor captures both the kinetic energy
of the particle (which includes contributions from
the initial motion and acceleration) and the effect
of the gravitational potential on the phase.
From the above analysis, one can conclude that
the wave function Ψ(z, t) completely describes
the quantum state of a particle within a one-
dimensional potential box in free fall. It reflects
both the classical motion (displacement due to ve-
locity and acceleration relative to an external ob-
server) and the quantum properties (energy and
phase) of the particle.

2. Particle Subjected to a Lower One-
Dimensional Potential Barrier in a Gravita-
tional Field.
Next, we present a case where equation (18) cannot
be directly applied. Consider a stationary particle
of inertial mass mi subjected to a uniform linear
gravitational field. The potential energy experi-
enced by the particle is described by the following
potential well:

V (z) =

{
∞, if z ≤ 0 (Region I),

F z, if z > 0 (Region II),
(65)

where F ≡ mgg.

Figure 2. Potential energy for a particle subjected to a lower
one-dimensional potential barrier in a gravitational field.



8

The time-dependent Schrödinger equation for Re-
gion II is

iℏ
∂ΨII

∂t
= − ℏ2

2mi

∂2ΨII

∂z2
+ FzΨ. (66)

Since the center of the wave packet is at rest while
being subjected to the gravitational field, the par-
ticle is not in free fall; hence, equation (18) is not
applicable.
Separation of Variables: The method of sepa-
ration of variables is applied by assuming that the
solution ΨII(z, t) can be written as the product of
a function of z and a function of t:

ΨII(z, t) = χII(z)TII(t), (67)

which leads to the two differential equations

ℏ2

2mi

d2χII

dz2
−
(
Fz − E

)
χII = 0, (68)

iℏ
dTII

dt
= E TII . (69)

Temporal Solution: The temporal equation (69)
has the solution

TII(t) = exp
(
− iE

ℏ
t
)
. (70)

Spatial Solution: For the spatial equation (68),
we perform the change of variable

ξ =
( 2mi

ℏ2F 2

)1
3
(
Fz − E

)
= α

(
z − E

F

)
= z̃ − Ẽ, (71)

where α ≡
(

2miF
ℏ2

)1
3

and the dimensionless quan-

tities are defined as z̃ ≡ αz and Ẽ ≡ αE
F . This

transformation yields the Airy equation (see pages
446–448 in [17])

d2χ
ĨI

dξ2
− ξ χ

ĨI
= 0, (72)

in the region ĨI, defined by ξ ≥ −αE
F . The general

solution is a linear combination of the Airy func-
tions Ai(ξ) and Bi(ξ) [18]:

χII(z) = AAi
(
α
(
z − E

F

))
+B Bi

(
α
(
z − E

F

))
. (73)

Boundary Conditions: Since χII(z) must re-
main finite as z → ∞ and vanish at z = 0, the
solution must satisfy

χI(0) = χII(0) = χ(0) = 0. (74)

Furthermore, the function Bi(ξ) diverges as ξ → ∞;
therefore, the coefficient B must be zero in order to
satisfy the normalization condition. Consequently,
the general solution reduces to

χII(z) = AAi
(
α
(
z − E

F

))
= AAi(z̃ − Ẽ). (75)

The condition χ(0) = 0 imposes a constraint on
the values of E. The allowed values of E are deter-
mined by the zeros of the Airy function Ai(ξ):

Ai
(
α
(
−E

F

))
= 0, (76)

Quantized Energy: From Eq. (76), we obtain
Ai(−Ẽ) = 0. Hence, −Ẽ is a zero of the Airy
function Ai(ξ). Let

−Ẽn = −αEn

F
, n = 1, 2, 3, . . . (77)

be the zeros of the Airy function. Then, the energy
eigenvalues En are given by

En = Ẽn

(
ℏ2F 2

2mi

) 1
3

. (78)

The first energy levels are:

n Ẽn En

1 2.3381 2.3381 ·
(

ℏ2F 2

2mi

) 1
3

2 4.0879 4.0879 ·
(

ℏ2F 2

2mi

) 1
3

3 5.5206 5.5206 ·
(

ℏ2F 2

2mi

) 1
3

4 6.7867 6.7867 ·
(

ℏ2F 2

2mi

) 1
3

5 7.9441 7.9441 ·
(

ℏ2F 2

2mi

) 1
3

6 9.0227 9.0227 ·
(

ℏ2F 2

2mi

) 1
3

Table I. Energy levels for a particle subjected to a linear po-
tential.

Normalized Wave Function: The normalized
spatial wave function in Region II is given by

χn(z) = An Ai
(
α
(
z − En

F

))
, (79)

where An is a normalization constant such that∫ ∞

−∞
χ2(z) dz =

∫ ∞

0

χ2
II(z) dz = 1. (80)
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The temporal wave function is

Tn(t) = exp
(
− iEn

ℏ
t
)
. (81)

Combining these solutions, the general time-
dependent wave function is

Ψn(z, t) = An Ai
(
α
(
z − En

F

))
exp
(
− iEn

ℏ
t
)
. (82)

Graphical Analysis of the Dimensionless En-
ergy Levels:

Below, we graphically represent the first few dimen-
sionless energy levels,

Ẽn =
αEn

F
, (83)

and the corresponding wave functions

χn

(
z̃
)
= An Ai

(
z̃ − Ẽn

)
, (84)

in Region ĨI for the dimensionless potential well

Ṽ
(
z̃
)
=

{
∞, if z̃ ≤ 0 (Region Ĩ),

z̃, if z̃ > 0 (Region ĨI).
(85)

The potential well Ṽ
(
z̃
)

is depicted by thick red
lines [19].

Figure 3. Dimensionless energy levels Ẽn and wave functions
χn

(
z̃
)
.

Next, we analyze the probability of finding the par-
ticle outside the potential well Ṽ

(
z̃
)

when it is in
the energy level Ẽn.

Figure 4. Region where the particle may be found outside the
gravitational potential well.

This translates into calculating the probability that
the particle is found beyond a certain value of z̃,
typically where the potential equals the particle’s
energy, i.e. when z̃ = Ẽn.

The probability of finding the particle at z̃ > Ẽn

is calculated by integrating the square of the wave
function:

P
(
z̃ > Ẽn

)
=

∫ ∞

Ẽn

∣∣∣χn

(
z̃
)∣∣∣2dz̃

= A2
n

∫ ∞

Ẽn

Ai2
(
z̃ − Ẽn

)
dz̃, (86)

and, taking into account the change of variable in
Eq. (71), the probability (86) can be written as

P
(
z̃ > Ẽn

)
= A2

n

∫ ∞

0

Ai2(ξ)dξ. (87)

The normalization coefficients An are determined
by the normalization condition

1 =

∫ ∞

0

χ2
II(z) dz

= A2
n

∫ ∞

0

Ai2
(
z̃ − Ẽn

)
dz̃

= A2
n

∫ ∞

−Ẽn

Ai2(ξ)dξ.

Thus,

A2
n =

1∫ ∞

−Ẽn

Ai2(ξ)dξ

, (88)

and the probability (86) becomes

P
(
z̃ > Ẽn

)
=

∫ ∞

0

Ai2(ξ)dξ∫ ∞

−Ẽn

Ai2(ξ)dξ

. (89)

For the values given in Table I, we obtain the fol-
lowing probabilities:
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n P
(
z̃ > Ẽn

)
1 13.62%

2 10.39%

3 8.95%

4 8.07%

5 7.46%

6 7.01%

7 6.64%

8 6.34%

9 6.09%

10 5.88%

These results reflect the probabilities of finding a
particle outside the linear potential well for the first
ten quantized energy levels. The percentages ex-
hibit a decreasing trend with increasing quantum
number n and are independent of the strength of
the uniform gravitational field. We now analyze
these results from a physical standpoint to under-
stand what they reveal about the system and the
behavior of the particle.
Interpretation of the Results

• Decay of the Probability with n: As the
quantum number n increases, the energy levels
of the particle also increase. Each higher en-
ergy level allows the particle to possess greater
energy and, consequently, a larger spatial ex-
tent within the potential. However, the prob-
ability of finding the particle outside the well,
P
(
z̃ > Ẽn

)
, decreases. This occurs because,

although the particle has more energy, the ex-
tension of the wave function into regions where
z̃ > Ẽn is comparatively smaller.

• Quantum Tunneling: The probabilities in-
dicate that there is a nonzero chance for the
particle to be present beyond the classical
limit set by its dimensionless potential energy
Ṽ (z̃) = z̃. This is a manifestation of quan-
tum tunneling, wherein the particle’s wave
function extends into regions of potential that
would be classically forbidden based on its to-
tal energy.

• Probabilities and Wave Function Ampli-
tude: The decrease in probability with in-
creasing energy levels can also be explained
by the form of the wave function. At higher
energy levels, the wave function tends to ex-
hibit more nodes (points at which the wave
function is zero), which implies greater varia-
tions in its amplitude. These oscillations may
contribute to a more even distribution of prob-
ability throughout the well, thereby reducing
the amplitude in the "tails" of the wave func-
tion that extend into regions where z̃ > Ẽn.

Furthermore, the relationship between quantum
tunneling in a linear potential well and Hawking
radiation is an intriguing but indirect connection.
Both phenomena involve quantum mechanical prin-
ciples and the emergence of nonclassical effects, al-
though they occur in very different physical con-
texts.

On one hand, the quantum tunneling effect dis-
cussed in the context of the linear potential well
implies that a quantum particle can penetrate a
potential barrier even if its classical energy would
be insufficient to overcome it. This effect is com-
monly observed in microscopic structures and is
fundamental to devices such as tunnel diodes and
field-effect transistors. In the case of a particle in a
potential well, quantum tunneling permits the par-
ticle to exist in regions where, classically, it would
not be allowed based on its energy.

Hawking radiation, on the other hand, is a theoret-
ical phenomenon predicted for black holes. This ra-
diation implies that black holes are not completely
black but can emit particles due to quantum effects
near the event horizon. The most widely accepted
explanation is that particle-antiparticle pairs are
continuously created in the vacuum near the event
horizon. Under certain conditions, one of these par-
ticles may fall into the black hole while the other
escapes, resulting in a net loss of mass for the black
hole and the emission of detectable radiation.

The conceptual connection between quantum tun-
neling in a potential well and Hawking radiation
lies in the use of quantum theory to describe phe-
nomena that are fundamentally nonclassical:

• In both quantum tunneling and Hawking radi-
ation, quantum effects at boundaries or under
extreme conditions (such as potential barriers
or event horizons) are crucial.

• Both phenomena rely on the intrinsic prob-
abilistic nature of quantum mechanics, where
events are described by probability amplitudes
rather than deterministic certainties.

• Both effects are manifestations of the uncer-
tain nature of the quantum world, in which
particles can "appear" or "disappear" in un-
expected locations.

2. In the Heisenberg Picture

A free-falling observer in a gravitational field is
equivalent to an inertial observer in the absence
of a gravitational field:

Using the Hamiltonian operator

Ĥ =
1

2mi
p̂2 +mgg ẑ, (90)



11

in the Heisenberg picture, the Heisenberg equations of
motion are

d

dt
ẑ(t) = − i

ℏ

[
ẑ(t), Ĥ

]
=

1

mi
p̂(t), (91)

d

dt
p̂(t) = − i

ℏ

[
p̂(t), Ĥ

]
= −mgg 1̂, (92)

where the canonical commutation relation[
ẑ(t), p̂(t)

]
= iℏ 1̂ (93)

has been assumed and 1̂ is the identity operator.. Com-
bining these two equations yields

mi
d2

dt2
ẑ(t) = −mgg 1̂, (94)

which is the nonrelativistic quantum form of the Newto-
nian equation of motion (see Eq. (1)).

Now, by making the following change to the position
observable for an observer in a reference frame whose
coordinate z′ is subjected to a constant acceleration a
and initial velocity v along the negative z-axis,

ẑ′(t′) = ẑ(t)+vt 1̂+
at2

2
1̂, t′ = t, v = constant, (95)

and using Eq. (94), one obtains

d2ẑ′(t′)

dt′2
=
(
a− mgg

mi

)
1̂. (96)

Thus, when a =
mgg
mi

, the dynamics of the particle
in its accelerated reference frame (i.e., in a freely falling
elevator) are those of a free particle. Consequently, when
a = g, the equality mi = mg leads to the Gravitational
Equivalence Principle in Quantum Mechanics that was
obtained in the Schrödinger picture, as expected.

Integrating Eq. (92) with respect to time t yields

p̂(t) = p̂(0)−mggt 1̂. (97)

Substituting this into Eq. (91) and integrating, we obtain

ẑ(t) = ẑ(0) +
1

mi
p̂(0)t− mgg

2mi
t2 1̂. (98)

If the particle is prepared in the state |Ψ⟩, the expec-
tation values of the position and momentum observables
at any time t > 0 are given by

⟨p̂⟩t = ⟨Ψ|p̂(t)|Ψ⟩ = ⟨Ψ|
{
p̂(0)−mggt 1̂

}
|Ψ⟩

= ⟨p̂⟩0 −mggt, (99)

⟨ẑ⟩t = ⟨Ψ|ẑ(t)|Ψ⟩

= ⟨Ψ|
{
ẑ(0) +

1

mi
p̂(0)t− mgg

2mi
t2 1̂
}
|Ψ⟩

= ⟨ẑ⟩0 +
⟨p̂⟩0
mi

t− mgg

2mi
t2, (100)

where ⟨p̂⟩t, ⟨ẑ⟩t and ⟨p̂⟩0, ⟨ẑ⟩0 denote the expectation
values of the momentum and position observables at an
arbitrary time t > 0 and at the initial time t = 0, respec-
tively.

Based on Eqs. (97) and (98), the commutator of the
vertical position at time t > 0 and at t = 0 is

[
ẑ(t), ẑ(0)

]
=
[
ẑ(0) +

1

mi
p̂(0)t− mgg

2mi
t21̂, ẑ(0)

]
= − iℏ

mi
t 1̂, (101)

while the commutator for the vertical momentum is

[
p̂(t), p̂(0)

]
=
[
p̂(0)−mggt 1̂, p̂(0)

]
= 0̂. (102)

Equation (101) implies that the uncertainty (∆ẑ)t of
the observable ẑ(t) varies with time. Using the Heisen-
berg uncertainty relation together with Eq. (101), one
obtains

(∆ẑ)t (∆ẑ)0 ≥ 1

2

∣∣∣〈[ẑ(t), ẑ(0)]〉∣∣∣ = ℏ
2mi

t. (103)

It is observed that the minimum value permitted by
the uncertainty relation for the product (∆ẑ)t increases
linearly with time. This implies that as time progresses,
the minimum allowed width of the wave packet |Ψ(r⃗, t)|
increases linearly [18].

The fact that the uncertainty in position increases with
time while the uncertainty in momentum remains con-
stant does not contradict the Heisenberg uncertainty re-
lation. In fact, the uncertainty relation for the position
and momentum observables at any time is

(∆ẑ)t (∆p̂)t ≥
1

2

∣∣∣〈[ẑ(t), p̂(t)]〉∣∣∣ = ℏ
2
. (104)

Differentiating Eq. (95) with respect to time and using
Eq. (91), one obtains

p̂′(t′) = p̂(t) +mi

(
v + at

)
1̂, t′ = t, (105)

and, using Eq. (97), it follows that

p̂′(t′) = p̂(0) +miv 1̂ +
(
mia−mgg

)
t 1̂, (106)

which, when a =
mgg
mi

, reduces to

p̂′(t′) = p̂(0) +miv 1̂ = p̂′(0) = constant. (107)

Now, using Eq. (95) together with Eq. (98), one ob-
tains
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ẑ′(t′) = ẑ(0)+
( 1

mi
p̂(0)+v 1̂

)
t+
(
a− mgg

mi

) t2
2
1̂, (108)

which, when a =
mgg
mi

and by virtue of Eq. (107), re-
duces to

ẑ′(t′) = ẑ(0) +
( 1

mi
p̂(0) + v 1̂

)
t = ẑ′(0) +

1

mi
p̂′(0)t′,

(109)
since ẑ′(0) = ẑ(0) and t′ = t.

Combining Eqs. (107) and (109), we obtain the Heisen-
berg equations of motion in the reference frame (z′, t′):

d

dt′
ẑ′(t′) = − i

ℏ

[
ẑ′ (t′) , Ĥ ′

]
=

1

mi
p̂′(t′) = constant,

(110)

d

dt′
p̂′(t′) = − i

ℏ

[
p̂′ (t′) , Ĥ ′

]
= 0̂, (111)

and, therefore, the Hamiltonian for the particle in free
fall, as observed from the reference frame (z′, t′), is that
of a free particle:

Ĥ ′ =
1

2mi
p̂′2. (112)

Equations (110), (111), and (112) confirm that the
dynamics of a particle in a gravitational field for a
free-falling observer are equivalent to those of a free
particle in an inertial reference frame, as expected.

An Accelerated Observer is Equivalent to an In-
ertial Observer in the Presence of a Gravitational
Field:

To complete the demonstration of this equivalence,
consider the Hamiltonian for a free particle in an iner-
tial reference frame (z′, t′)

Ĥ ′ =
1

2mi
p̂′2, (113)

with respect to an accelerated frame (z, t), according to
the transformation

ẑ′(t′) = ẑ(t) + vt 1̂ +
at2

2
1̂, t′ = t, v = constant,

(114)
where 1̂ is the identity operator, v is the initial velocity
and a is the constant acceleration of the frame along the
negative z-axis.

The Heisenberg equations of motion then read:

d

dt′
ẑ′(t′) = − i

ℏ

[
ẑ′ (t′) , Ĥ ′

]
=

1

mi
p̂′(t′) = constant,

(115)

d

dt′
p̂′(t′) = − i

ℏ

[
p̂′ (t′) , Ĥ ′

]
= 0̂, (116)

where 0̂ denotes the zero operator.

Differentiating Eq. (114) twice with respect to t′ yields

d2

dt′2
ẑ′(t′) =

d2

dt2
ẑ(t) + a 1̂. (117)

Then, from Eqs. (115), (116), and (117), it follows that

0̂ =
d

dt′
p̂′(t′) = mi

d2

dt′2
ẑ′(t′) = mi

d2

dt2
ẑ(t) +mi a 1̂,

(118)
so that

d2

dt2
ẑ(t) = −a 1̂. (119)

Differentiating Eq. (114) with respect to t′ and using
Eq. (115) yields

p̂′(t′) = mi
d

dt
ẑ(t) +mi

(
v + at

)
1̂ = p̂′(0). (120)

Thus,

mi
d

dt
ẑ(t) = p̂′(0)−mi

(
v + at

)
1̂ ≡ p̂(t), (121)

and differentiating Eq. (121) with respect to t gives

d

dt
p̂(t) = mi

d2

dt2
ẑ(t) = −mi a 1̂. (122)

From Eqs. (121) and (122), the Heisenberg equations
of motion in the accelerated frame (z, t) become

d

dt
ẑ(t) = − i

ℏ

[
ẑ (t) , Ĥ

]
=

1

mi
p̂(t), (123)

d

dt
p̂(t) = − i

ℏ

[
p̂ (t) , Ĥ

]
= −mi a 1̂. (124)

When a =
mgg
mi

, these equations become

d

dt
ẑ(t) = − i

ℏ

[
ẑ (t) , Ĥ

]
=

1

mi
p̂(t), (125)

d

dt
p̂(t) = − i

ℏ

[
p̂ (t) , Ĥ

]
= −mg g 1̂. (126)

On the other hand, we have

∂Ĥ

∂p̂
= − i

ℏ

[
ẑ (t) , Ĥ

]
=

1

mi
p̂(t), (127)

−∂Ĥ

∂ẑ
= − i

ℏ

[
p̂ (t) , Ĥ

]
= −mgg 1̂, (128)

so that the Hamiltonian for the particle in the accelerated
frame (z, t) is given by

Ĥ =
1

2mi
p̂2(t) + V

(
ẑ
)
, (129)

where V
(
ẑ
)
= mgg ẑ is the gravitational potential.

Equations (125), (126), and (129) confirm that the dy-
namics of a particle observed from a uniformly acceler-
ated reference frame are equivalent to those of a particle
subjected to a uniform linear gravitational field.
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Physical Interpretation in the Heisenberg Pic-
ture: The derivations above reveal two key facts within
the framework of nonrelativistic quantum mechanics in
the Heisenberg picture. First, when we consider a free-
falling observer in a gravitational field, the Heisenberg
equations of motion (Eqs. 91 and 92) show that the evo-
lution of the position and momentum operators is iden-
tical to that in the absence of a gravitational field. In
other words, when the gravitational force is "transformed
away" by adopting a free-fall (or locally inertial) refer-
ence frame, the acceleration term cancels out (as demon-
strated by Eq. 96, when a = g with mi = mg), and the
dynamics reduce to those of a free particle. This con-
firms Einstein’s Equivalence Principle at the quantum
level: a free-falling observer cannot distinguish the ef-
fects of gravity from those of being in an inertial frame
without gravity.

Second, when we analyze an accelerated observer in a
gravitational field by applying the coordinate transfor-
mation (Eq. 114) and following the corresponding oper-
ator evolution, we find that if the acceleration of the ob-
server is chosen as a =

mgg
mi

(or equivalently, a = g when
mi = mg), the resulting Heisenberg equations (Eqs. 125
and 126) match those obtained for a particle subjected to
a uniform linear gravitational field. This indicates that
an accelerated observer perceives the dynamics as if they
were in an inertial frame subject to a gravitational po-
tential.

In summary, the Heisenberg picture provides a clear
operator-based demonstration of Einstein’s Equivalence
Principle: a free-falling observer is equivalent to an iner-
tial observer in the absence of gravity, and an accelerated
observer (with the proper acceleration) is equivalent to
an inertial observer in a gravitational field. This equiv-
alence manifests in the identical form of the evolution
equations and the invariance of the observable dynam-
ics, reinforcing the fundamental idea that gravitational
effects can be locally eliminated by a suitable choice of
reference frame.

III. CONCLUSIONS

In the present investigation, we have carried out a
detailed analysis of Einstein’s Equivalence Principle in
the nonrelativistic quantum regime, employing both the
Schrödinger and Heisenberg formulations for a linear
gravitational potential. We have demonstrated, within
the context of nonrelativistic quantum mechanics, that
an observer in an accelerated reference frame is equiva-
lent to an inertial observer in the presence of a gravita-
tional field, and that an inertial observer, free of grav-
itational fields, is equivalent to an observer in free fall
in a gravitational field. Furthermore, we have confirmed
the validity of Galileo’s Principle in the limit where the
gravitational acceleration vanishes (a = g = 0), and we
have interpreted the relative phase changes of the wave

function Ψ(z, t) between a stationary observer in a gravi-
tational field and a free-falling observer as a gravitational
phase shift.

The interferometry experiment discussed for verifying
the predictions of the Equivalence Principle in nonrela-
tivistic quantum mechanics has been restricted to the use
of neutrons. This implies that, at least for neutrons, the
gravitational redshift is observed, as described in texts
on General Relativity [9]. Other experiments that verify
the Equivalence Principle—using particles different from
neutrons, such as the ALPHA experiment at CERN with
antimatter [15] and cold-atom interferometry [16]—are
also mentioned. These experiments not only confirm the
Equivalence Principle under quantum conditions but also
open the door to new questions and opportunities for ex-
ploring the interplay between gravity and quantum me-
chanics, possibly leading to a better integration between
General Relativity and quantum mechanics.

It has been established that Einstein’s Equivalence
Principle in nonrelativistic quantum mechanics applies
exclusively to free-fall experiments, thereby excluding
stationary observers fixed in a gravitational field. In
the latter case, there is no reference frame in which a
particle—held fixed in a gravitational field— can be de-
scribed as a free particle in an inertial system.

In this work, we have also explored the quantum tun-
neling probabilities for a particle in a linear potential
well, extending our observations to the first ten quantized
energy levels. We found that the probability of finding
the particle outside the well decreases progressively with
increasing quantum number—from 13.62% for the first
level to 5.88% for the tenth level. These quantitative re-
sults reinforce our understanding of quantum behavior in
the presence of a gravitational field simulated by a linear
potential.

The reduction in the quantum tunneling probability at
higher energy levels suggests that the potential barriers
become more effective at confining the particle, despite
its increased energy. This has direct implications for the
design of quantum electronic devices and for the under-
lying theory of potential barriers in semiconductors.

Although quantum tunneling in a linear potential well
and Hawking radiation are physically distinct phenom-
ena, both share their roots in quantum mechanics, ex-
hibiting behavior in which the probabilistic nature of
quantum theory allows particles to surmount classical
barriers—whether in linear potential wells or near event
horizons. A unified conceptual discussion of these phe-
nomena may prove useful for future theories aimed at
reconciling quantum mechanics with gravity in a cohe-
sive framework.

This study confirms that nonrelativistic quantum me-
chanics provides a robust platform for investigating tun-
neling effects, although it is limited in extremely strong
gravitational contexts, such as those encountered near
black holes. For such environments, more integrative
theories combining General Relativity and quantum me-
chanics may offer more accurate and predictive descrip-
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tions.
Overall, this work not only sheds light on the funda-

mental behavior of particles in potential fields but also
stimulates theoretical discussion on the integration of
concepts in physics that have traditionally been treated
separately.

As a continuation of this work, we propose to investi-
gate Newtonian gravitational fields with spherical sym-

metry within the nonrelativistic quantum regime. Subse-
quently, we intend to address the relativistic treatment to
further expand our understanding of the interactions be-
tween quantum mechanics and General Relativity. This
study contributes significantly to the precise quantum
formulation of Einstein’s Equivalence Principle and to
the understanding of its experimental and theoretical im-
plications.
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