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Abstract

A coupling system between Gaussian type-microwave photoa fl
static magnetic field and fractal membranes (or other etpnvani-
crowave lenses) can be used to detect high-frequency gtiavial waves
(HFGWs) in the microwave band. We study the signal photon fiaxk-
ground photon flux and the requisite minimal accumulatioretof the
signal in the coupling system. Unlike pure inverse Gertistais ef-
fect (G-dfect) caused by the HFGWs in the GHz band, the the electro-
magnetic (EM) detecting scheme (EDS) proposed by Chinalemtd§
HFGW groups is based on the compositeet of the synchro-resonance
effect and the inverse Giect. Key parameters in the scheme include
first-order perturbative photon flux (PPF) and not the seeundér PPF;
the distinguishable signal is the transverse first-orddf BRI not the
longitudinal PPF; the photon flux focused by the fractal membs or
other equivalent microwave lenses is not only the trangvérst-order
PPF but the total transverse photon flux, and these photoesflnave
different signal-to-noise ratios at thefdrent receiving surfaces. Theo-
retical analysis and numerical estimation show that theis#g minimal
accumulation time of the signal at the special receivindges@s and in
the background noise fluctuation would bel0* — 10° seconds for the
typical laboratory condition and parametershgf,s ~ 1026 — 10730 at
5GHz with bandwidth-1Hz. In addition, we review the inverse @Gect
in the EM detection of the HFGWs, and it is shown that the EM de-
tecting scheme based only on the pure inversdf€cein the laboratory
condition would not be useful to detect HFGWs in the microsvaand.
PACS numbers: 04.30Nk, 04.25Nx, 04.30Db, 04.80Nn

acqufangyuli@hotmail.confcquyangnan@cqu.edu.tzyf@cqu.edu.cADrRobertBaker@ GravWave.com

®E-mail: seculine@gmail.cornwenhaowww@yahoo.com.cn


http://arxiv.org/abs/0909.4118v2

[. Introduction.

The first mention of high-frequency gravitational waves G\W¥s)was
during a lecture in 1961 by Robert L. Forward[1]. The lectwes based
upon a paper concerning the dynamics of gravity and Forwavdik on
the Weber Bar. The first actual publication concerning HFGMVS in
mid 1962 when M.E Gertsenshtein[2] authored the pionegrapgr en-
titled “wave resonance of light and gravitational wavesigbften called
Gertsenshteinféect). The next publication was in August of 1964 when
L.Halpern and B.Laurent[3]; they suggested at some eatiage of de-
velopment of the universe (the big bang) conditions wertable to pro-
duce strong relic gravitational radiation. They then d&sctshort wave-
length” or HFGWSs and even suggest a ‘laser’ generator of HE@WaI-
ogous to a laser for EM ‘generation’. In 1968 R.A.Isaasomaergd pa-
pers[4,5] concerned with “Gravitational Radiation in thienit of High
Frequency”. L.P.Grishchuk and M.V.Sazhin in the period$®#4-1975
disccussed a scheme on “Emission of gravitational waves lefesctro-
magnetic cavity and detection”[6,7], which also involve8#®&Ws. In
1974 G.F.Chapling, J.Nuckolls and L.L.Woods[8] suggethedyenera-
tion of HFGWs by nuclear explosions and in 1978. V.B.Bragynand
V.N.Rudenko discussed detection and generation of the H&E(®W In
1979 S.W.Hawking and W.Isreal[10] presented an actual itiefinfor
HFGWs having frequencies in excess 100KHz. However, geratiten-
tion to HFGWs was occurred from the 1990's for the followiegsons:

(1)The maximal signal and peak of the relic GWSs, expectedhiy t
quintessential inflationary models (QIM) [11-15] and sortreng cos-
moogy scenarios[16-18], may be firmly localized in the GHadyaand
their root-mean-square (r.m.s) values of the dimensisrdesplitudes
might reach up te- 103° — 1073, Such works continue today.

(2) The thermal motion of plasma of stars, the interactiothefEM
waves with interstellar plasma and magnetic fields, and tapa@a-
tion of primordial back holes[19], are possible means toegate the
HFGWs.

(3)Study of nano-piezoelectiric resonator scheme[2Qjh+energy
particle beam[21-25] and the construction of the LHC[2@&] possible
methods to produce HFGWs. Their frequencies may reach upPteld
and higher.

(4) Some HFGW detectors have already been constructed arel mo



have been proposed. The constructed HFGW detectors inglicdeidal

waveguide scheme[27,28] and a coupled superconductirggisphcav-

ities system[29,30]. Proposed detecting schemes inclmadl &aser in-

terferometers detectors[31] and the coupling system ok&8an beam,
static magnetic and fractal membranes [32]. In Table 1 vsdise pos-
sible HFGW sources and their major mechanisms.

In this paper our attention is focused on signal photon fle dtack-
ground photon flux(BPF) and their signal-to-noise ratiothacoupling
EM detection scheme. We compute the signal photon fluxesigmal-
to-noise ratios, and discuss displaying condition and d¢g@isite mini-
mal accumulation time of the signal in the background noisgdiation.
In addition, we review the inverse Gfect in the EM detection of the
HFGWs. It is shown that the pure inverse @Geet in the laboratory con-
dition cannot by itself detect the expected HFGWSs, but threecti EM
detecting scheme might greatly improve detecting seiityitmd narrow
the gap between the theoretical estimation of the expeckge\Ws and
the possibility of their detection.

The outline of this paper is the following; In Sec. | we prdsan
brief history of the HFGWSs research, including analysesanhe pos-
sible HFGW sources. In sec. Il we review the detecting schieased
on the pure inverse Gfiect. In Sec.lll we discuss the EM perturbation
generated by the HFGW in coupling system between the stadg- m
netic and the plane EM wave. In sec.lV we study the EM pertivba
effect of the HFGW in the coupling system between the Gaussjzat ty
microwave photon flux, the static magnetic field, and thet&amem-
branes (or other equivalent microwave lenses), and giver¢iieal anal-
ysis, numerical estimations and a brief review to the rol¢heffractal
membranes or other equivalent microwave lenses. Our csinds are
summarized in Sec V.

lI. Detecting scheme based on the inverse Gertsenshtein
effect.

It is well known that if an electromagnetic wave (EMW) proptes
in a transverse homogeneous static magnetic field, it caargenthe



Table 1: Some possible HFGW sources and relevant paramsenter

Sources Amplitude Frequency Characteristic
HFRGWSs in hyps ~ 10730 - 1032 v~ 10° — 10%Hz Stochastic background
the quintessen-

tial inflation-

ary models

[11-15]

HFRGWs in hyps ~ 1039—- 1034 v ~ 10° - 101THz Stochastic background
some  string

cosmology

scenarios

[16-18]

Solar plasma hyms ~ 1079 v ~ 10P°Hz On the earth

(19]

High-energy
particles (e.g.,
Fermi  ring)
[24]

hrms ~ 1039 - 1041

v ~ 10°Hz - 10PHz

On the center, the fre-
quency depends on the
rotating frequency of the
particles in the Fermi
ring

Stanford Lin- hyms ~ 10739 v ~ 10%°Hz On the collision cen-
ear Collider ter, the frequency de-
(SCL)[21] pends on the self-energy
and the Lorenty factor of
high-energye*e™ beams
The Large This is a continu-
Hadron Col- ous spectra of high-
lider (LHC) frequency gravitons,
[26] only integrals for the
total spectra distribution
range might provide an
indirect efect.
Nano- hrms ~ 10028 — 10731 v ~ 10° - 10'°Hz On the wave zone, ef-

piezoelectric
crystal array
(size of ~
100m)[20]

fective cross section of
the gravitational radia-
tion would be less than

0.01n?




gravitational wave (GW). This is just the GFect[2]. Then converting
probability of the EMW (photons) into the GW (graviton) isvgh by
[33,34] (in CGS units)

P ~ 47GB?L?/c?, (1)

where G is Newton’s gravitational constanB is the static magnetic
field. Contrarily, if a GW passes through a transverse homegeas
static magnetic field, then it can generate an EMW (photor),flukich
propagates only in the same and in the opposite propagatiectidns
of the GW. The latter is weaker than the former or is absents &h
just the pure inverse Gfiect [33,35]. Whether the Gfiect or its inverse
effect, the conversion rate between the GWs (gravitons) anBN&'s
(photons) is extremely low. For example,Bf = 10T = 10°Gauss,
L = 10m = 1000cm, from Eq.(1), we have

P~10x10°%, (2)

For the EM perturbative feect caused by the GWs in the EM fields,
one’s attention is often focused to the inverseftgéa. In order to con-
sider the pure inverse Gfect in the laboratory size, the wavelength of
GWs should be the comparable with the laboratory dimendibos the
high-frequency GWs (HFGWSs) in the microwave bard @-10'°Hz)
would be suitable researching object. In fact, physicah@tation of the
G-effect is the Einstein-Maxwell equations in the weak field ctodi
while the physical foundation of the inverse Geet is classical elec-
trodynamics in curved spacetime. If a circular polarizedN¥ passes
through the transverse homogenous static magnetic fietdrdiag to
the electrodynamical equations in curved spacetime, thé/givbduced
by the interaction of the HFGW with the static magnetic fietth de
given by [32,35] (in order to compare possible experimegftalct, from
now, we use MKS units).

E® ~ ABOkgczexpli(kyz — wgt)], (3)

BY ~ AB(Pkszexpli(kyz — wgt)], (4)

whereE® andB® are parallel to the xy-plane ariV) LB®. We also
assumel = A, = Ag = |hg| = |hg|, as the amplitudes of the HFGW with
two polarization states, and the superscript (0) denoed¥#ckground
EM fields, the notation " indicates the static EM fields, respely. Here
we neglected the EMW propagating along the negative doeaif the



z-axis, because it is often much less than the EMW propagaiiong
the positive direction of the z-axis. Egs.(3) and (4) shoat guch per-
turbative EM fields have a space accumulatiffie@ (< 2) in the inter-
acting region: this is because the GWs (gravitons) and EMWstONns)
have the same propagating velocity in a vacuum, so that theMaves
can generate an optimum coherefteet in the propagating direction
[33,35]. From Egs. (3) and (4), the power flux density of the \EM
in the terminal receiving surface=k) will have maximum (zL, see
Figure 1)

Uem = 1/p0 - [E® x BY)| ~ /0 - (ABPKgL)?c. (5)

o R =

ANANAn~> EMW, z

~(0
Figure 1: If a HFGW passes through a static magnetic &EIG the interaction of the
HFGW with the static magnetic field will produce an EMW, wheris the interacting
dimension between the HFGW and the static magnetic field ENtié&/, has maximum
in the terminal position (ZL) of the interacting volume due to the space accumulation
effect in the propagating direction (the z-direction).

In order to compare and analyze the EM perturbatiffecé under



typical laboratory conditions, we choice following typigarameters,
B(® = 10T,L = 10m
Ve = vg = BGHz(ly = 0.06m, k = ky = & ~ 100)
hv = 3.3 x 10-2*J(energy of single photon) (6)
A= hpys=h=102°t010%,

As = 0.1x 0.1 = 0.01n¥(typical receiving surface)

whereAsis also the cross section of the interacting regiorﬁl Hhyps =
10%, then the total power flux passing throughkin the terminal posi-
tion (z=L) is

1 ~
U = UemAs = —(ABPkgL)*cAs ~ 2.3 x 1070, (7)
Ho

where the superscript (2) denotes the second-order pativeliz M power
flux. Therefore, corresponding second-order perturbativgon flux (in
quantum language) will be

NP = UD/hwe ~ 23x 10%9/3.3x 102~ 7.0x 10 'st. (8)

For an HFGW ofy, = 5GHz h = 102, the total power flux passing
through theAsis given by [36]

C3
Ugw = UgnAS = %szzAs ~ 1.6x 10'W, (9)
Thus corresponding graviton flux would be
Ng = Ugw/iw ~ 4.8 x 10%°s™. (10)

Because the power fluxes, Eq.(7) (including the photon flux(&)) is
proportional to the amplitude squared of the HFGW, the seaoder
perturbative photon flux (PPF) exhibits a very small value.

From Eqgs[(I7)£(1I0), we obtain the conversion rate of the HHGaVi-
tons) into the EMW (photons) as follows

23x10%°  7x10"
16x107  48x10%

P~ Uegn/Ugy = N,/Ng = ~ 14x10°% (11)



Eqgs.[2) and(11) show that the conversion rates of the EMVit(pis)
into the HFGW (gravitons) and the contrary process haveairmrders
of magnitude. Thus, in order to obtain a second-order gaeative pho-
ton, from Eq. [(B), the signal accumulation time would begast

1 6
Tt 1.4 x 10's, (12)

At ~ 1/N® ~
This is a very huge time interval. Eqs.(11) ahd](12) also sttt the
conversion rate of the HFGW (gravitons) into the EMW (phaos ex-
tremely low. Thus the PPF in the pure inverse {B€t cannot cause a
detectable signal or observabléeet in the laboratory condition. Never-
theless, for some astrophysical and cosmological prosgissepossible
to cause interesting phenomena, because the very large EM (ip-
cluding plasma) and very strong GWs (including low frequeGiNs)
often occur simultaneously and these fields extend ovendarye area
[15,37,38].

From Egs.[(b)[{I7).{8) and(12), one finds,

if h=107%, thenN? ~ 7x 10% ! andAt ~ 1.4 x 1CPs,
. (13)
h=10% thenN®? ~ 7x 10%s! andAt ~ 1.4 x 10's.

Such results show that evenfif= 10724, it is still difficult to detect the
HFGWSs by the inverse Gfkect in the laboratory condition. In other
words, in order to generate an observalfie@ in such EM system, the
amplitude of the HFGW ofy = 5GHz must be larger thah = 1072* at
least. Unfortunately, so far as, we know there are no thosB\WM§ as
strong ash = 10-2* or larger, though the EM system based on the pure
inverse G-fect in the high-vacuum and ultra-low-temperature condi-
tion has a very good low noise environment. Therefore the Eld-

ing scheme based the pure inverse fiaa in the laboratory condition
would not be available to detect HFGWs in the microwave band.

lll. The perturbative photon fluxes in coupling system be-
tween the static magnetic field and the plane EMW.

The classical and semi-classical description and lineangum the-
ory all showed [33,39] that the interaction cross sectidwben the GW
(gravitons) and the EMW(photons) in a strong backgrounticstaag-
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netic field (virtual photons) will be much larger than thatthe pure
inverse G-fect. In other words, the strong background static magnetic
field provides a catalyst to greatly enhance the resoréattebetween
the EMW (the photons) and the GW (gravitons). However, tles@nce

of background EMW (the background photon flux) will genesatarge
photon flux noise. If the perturbative photon flux (PPF, segnal pho-
ton flux) and the background photon flux (BPF) have the saméeor t
very similar physical behaviors (e.g., propagating dimegtdistribution,
decay rate, etc.), then the PPF will be swamped by the BPFcdue
pling system between a plane EMW and the static magneticifigicst
this case (see Fig.2), which will have the same or very siragasitivity

as the inverse Gffect. We assume the power of the background EMW
is 10W, and it is limited in the cross sections$ = 0.1 x 0.1 = 0.01n?.
Because the power flux of the plane EMW is distributed homegasly

in the cross sections, then

2
EY As= 10W,

(Pem) = Re(EEXVBP) As = ;L&

(14)
and IEQ| ~ 8.7 x 1?Vm L.
Total background photon flux passing through the cross @sedts
will be 10

33x10*
Then corresponding first-order perturbative power flux enzkdirection
IS

N = 10/ hewe = ~ 3.0x 10%s7L. (15)

Ug” = 2,%[( EVx BP) + (B0 x B omuyds (16)
0

= Re[LE®*B{’] cospcoss - As
= Re[.LE™E{’] cosBcoss - As
= LIE®WEY)| cosBcoss - As,

HoC
wheres is the phase dierence between the HFGW and the background
EMW,, g is the angle betweeB™ andEY) or BY andB{” (see Fig.3).
Heres = 0 andB = 0 will always be possible by regulating the phase and
the polarization directions of the background EMW hen the HFGW
and the EMW will have the best matching state, i.e.,



Figure 2: If the HFGW and th& MW, pass simultaneously through the transverse
static magnetic field , under the resonant staig € wg), the first-order perturbative
EMW (EMW4, i.e., “the interference term”) and the second-order pbetive EMW
(the EMW,) can be generated. However, becauseBN8N; and theEMW;, have the
same propagating direction and distribution, &idW; is often much less than the

EMWp, the EMW; will be swamped by th&EMW

10



zmax —

1
UD|5-0 = UP,, = Re[—EW'EDAs~ 69x 1072°W.  (17)
et HoC g

Then the corresponding first-order PPF will be
N = UD/hwe ~ 6.9x 102°/3.3x 10% ~ 21 x 10°s.  (18)
Thus the total photon flux passing throughis about
Ny = NO + NO + NP ~ (3.0x 1074+ 2.1x 10° + 7.0x 10 *)s L. (19)

In this case the ratio df{YandN%is roughly

21x 10
3.0x 10%

This is also very small value, and at the same time,

o1 = NO/NO ~ ~ 7.0x 1072, (20)

7.0x10°Y
2.1x 10

I.e., the second-order PPF is much less than the first-ofler#hile the
first-order PPF is much less than the background photon flB¥){BT his
means that if an EM detecting system contains simultangdlisistatic
magnetic field and the EMW, then the interaction cross sedt&ween
the GW (gravitons) and the EMW (photons) will be much lardeart
that in the pure inverse Glect. The classical description and linear
guantum theory for such a property have good self-consigt|®3,39].

However, Eqgs. (3),(4),(14),(16),(18) show that the finstew PPF
(signal) and the BPF (noise) have the same propagatingtidineand
distribution, and the BPF is much larger than the PPF, sottieaPPF
will be swamped by the BPF. In this case the PPF has no dirasetreb
able dfect. According to Egs. (3), (4),_(17) arid {18), one finds

if E\ = 1025 thenN ~ 2.1 x 10°8s71,
if h=102thenNY ~ 2.1 x 10°%1.

oy = N§2)/N§1) ~ ~ 3.3X% 10_21, (21)

(22)

For example, ith = 10725, in order to displaying first-order PPRVAt

must be &ectively larger than the background noise fluctuat{ggN?)At,
ie.,
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NSP(AD? > N,

thenAt > 6.8 x 10's,
whereN? At is the expectation value with a Poisson distribution of Wwidt

JNO. Egs. (13) and (23) show that such two schemes have simi-

lar detecting sensitivity. Thus, detecting the HFGWhot 10726 and
v = BGHz by such coupling EM system will also be venfidsult.

(23)

I\V. Coupling system of the static magnetic field and the
Gaussian type microwave photon flux

The above discussion shows that in order to detect the fidstr&@PF,
one must find a special EM resonant system in which the PPFhend t
BPF have very dierent physical behaviors, even if suclffeience are
only distributed in a few local regions.

Before we discuss the resonandeeet of the HFGWSs in the pro-
posal EM system, we give a general analysis of the photon filete,
E©), BOdenote the background EM fields®, BV the perturbative EM
fields produced by the interaction of the HFGW with the statagnetic
field. Then total EM power flux density is

Oem = = EXB= L(E® + EW) x (BO + BY)

= LEO x BO 4+ L(EO x BW + EW x BO) + LEW x BO), (24)
Ho Ho Ho
Thus, the corresponding total photon flux density will be
A, = 72 Uem
(E(O) X §(O)) + _(E(o) X g(l) + E(l) X B’(O))
#oﬁw
Hohw —L_(EW x BW) (25)
= AO + AD 4 7@

where

10 = L (EO x BO),
10 = 71 (0 5O 4 B0 x §0), (26)
A® = L (EW x B).

Holwe
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Eq.(25) and[(26) would be most general form of the PPF and i€ B
wherei© iMandrexpress the BPF, the first-order PPF and the second-

order PPF densities, respectively. Since non-vanis)ﬁﬁd, §(°)' are
often much larger tha}E'(l)’ , ’ﬁ(l)’, we have
1A > D] > 7@, (27)

4-1.In the case of the plane Electromagnetic Wave or theeHAAW.

Figure 3: In the coupling system of the static magnetic fieid the plane EMW,
’Eﬁ(o)’ and ’I§§,O)’denote the background EM fieId%E'(l)' and '@‘%express the perturbative
EM fields generated by the direct interaction of the HFGW wiith static magnetic field},is
the total photon flux density.

If the HFGW and the plane EM¥\ll propagate along the z-direction,
then Eq.(25) is deduced to (see Fig.3)
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n, = <ﬁ7>we ) Ohw <(E"(0) " E’(l)) % (gyo) " |§(1))>we:w
+ [IEQIBW) sin(% + ) (28)

Zyofw {

+ [E@|B sin(3 - )| coss + [EWB@)}.

where the angular bracket denotes the average over timgh&mtane
EMW in empty spaceB” = EQ/c, BY = E®/c(in MKS units), then
Eq.(28) becomes

* + EOEW] cosB coss + |E"(1>|2}
? 2EQ . E® coss + |I§(1)|2} (29)

n, = @ochw {

Zyocfw {

= n©® 4 n® 4+ @,

where
N0 = 1 _|gof
Z;,locfwe ’
n® = I§(°) E® coss, (30)
,uochw
2) _ 1)12
n® = 2,10cm |E’( )2,

In fact, Eq.[3D) can also be expressed as

n© = @Ochw = No(the background photon flux denS|ty)

n@ = @ochw E(1)|2 New(the second- order PPF density)

while

n®d = L _FO. E®coss = 2(NgNow)? coss = Ny

Mo C)Lw)

(the interference termi.e., the first— order PPF density)

(32)
Then, EQ.(29) can be re-written as
n, = No + 2(NONGW)% COSo + Ngw. (33)

After a long time intervalAt the collected number of photons at the de-
tector or at the receiving surface would be

14



Ng = nyAt = NoAt + Z(NoNgw)% COSo - At + NgwAt. (34)

Clearly, in the plane EMW case, the BPF, the first-order PRFtha
second-order PPF all propagate along the same directiosjritany re-
gion and at any receiving surface

No > Z(NONGW)% > NGW (35)

is always valid. In this case, it is veryfﬁcult to display the first-order
PPF dfect 0 = 2(NoNgw)z coss = N;) in an acceptable signal accu-
mulation time interval with the predicted total photon fluxckground.

In the coupling system between the Gaussian type-microphoe
ton flux (Gaussian beam (GB) is just one typical form of the $3&gan
type-microwave photon fluxes) and the static magnetic ftelelgeneral
expressions, Egs.(25) and (26) are still valid. Howevay thill be ex-
pressed as the filerent exact forms in the filerent directions and the
receiving surfaces, and the relative relation betwe®randn® would
be diferent in the dierent receiving surfaces, even then they can reach
up a comparable order of magnitude. This is worth consiaeraflhe
scheme from [32] would be a useful candidate(see Fig. 4)skby pa-
rameters in the scheme are the BPF and the first-order PPE apécial
directions and not the photon number. The former are veeimishave
high directivity. They decide the strength of the photon ésixeaching
the detector or the receiving surface, position and bearifighe detec-
tors and the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) in the receivingemes.

4.2 Coupling system of the Gaussian-type microwave photonehd
the static magnetic field.

Unlike plane EMW, the GB has not only longitudinal BPF (theFBP
in the z-direction, i.e., the direction of its symmetricalsy but also the
transverse BPF, although the latter is often less than thmeefio The
BPF in the transverse directions (e.g., the x- and y- doeg¢tiecays as
fast as the typical Gaussian decay rate. Thus in the somabpegions
and directions, thefgect of both the PPF and the BPF would have a
comparable order of magnitude.

For the GB with the double transverse polarized electrices{®R,40]
it has
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EO = B0 4 EO),
BO = BO gym BO.

Such EM fields satisfy the Helmholtz equation. If the circydalarized
HFGW propagates along the z-direction, then the non-varggbertur-
bative EM fields ar&,B{"(the perturbative EM fields produced by the

® polarization component of the HFGW) ai”,B(the perturbative
EM fields generated by the polarization component of the HFGW) in
our scheme[32], respectively, i.e.,

E® = EP + EJY,
BW = B gyl)_

In this case, Eq.(25) has following concrete expression

i, =L ExB
{(E“J) +EQ + EP + EP) x (B + BY + B + BV + BY)).
(38)

(36)

(37)

#oﬁw

From Eq. (38), under the resonant state € wg) the total photon flux
densities in the z-direction (the longitudinal directiditlte GB) and in
the transverse direction (the x- and y- directions) can bergby

n,

#(0) x(0) #(0) x(0)
2MwRe{[E B + E; OB ]
EOB® + EOBY + E;(l)B§°) +EWB0)
E;(l) B + E;0BY])

(39)
=n® +nl + n@
=n® 4 ngl) + o(h?),
#(0 0 * 0 0
hom e RAEE0 L BB
E1(0) 0 * 0 0
o= R REOED L BB P
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(1)The photon flux in the z-direction (the longitudinal ditien
of the GB)

From Eq. [(39) and Refs.[32 40], we have

n® = |n®| exp( ) nd = |n(1)|maxexp(——) (42)

where r is the radial distance to the symmetrical axis (tl&ig) of the
GB, W is the spot radius of the GB. EQ.(42) shows th )[decays by
the typlcal Gaussian decay rate exﬁ;é) while n{Y) decays by the factor
expl->), i.e., the decay rate ok” is slower than that afiy’. However,
S|nce|n(°) > |niY| _ in almost all of the regions (see Fig.5), it is
difficult to generate an observabléeet byn! in these regions. For the
HFGW parameters df = 10-%, v = 5GHz, only ifr — 34cm (at the xy
plane) n has comparable order of magnitude wifl. However,n{”
andn?” all are decayed to the very small undetectable vaitle- RO
10165 1m 2.
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Signal PPF Zi Gaussian beam
\ / W/magnetic pole

N y
N magneticpole HFGW Signal PPF

Figure 4: When the HFGW propagates along the z-directiohercbupling system of

the GB and the transverse static magnetic f@d, the resonant interactiow¢ = wg) of
the HFGW with the EM fields will generate not only the longital perturbative photon flux
n, but also the transverse perturbative photon fluxéjga(nd n(l)) in the x- and y- directions
due to the spread property of the GB itself. This is an impurtéfference between Fig.2 and
Fig.4. Moreover, unIikengl)and ngo), n&l)and ng(o)have very diferent distribution and the decay

rates.
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crr ,rlelﬂﬂ’///////// / I/lln

Figure 5: The first-order PPF densit§’and the BPF density®have the same propagating
direction and the similar distribution. Thu&’is much larger than{"in most of the regions.

(2)The photon fluxes in the x-direction (the transversedtiioa of the
GB).

According to Eq.[(4D) and Refs.[32,40], one finds

— (0))1B(0) (1))8(0)
Ne = Zﬂohweoéy IBY) + ESPIIBY coss) . (43)
Settingé = 0 will always be possible by regulating the phase of the GB.
Then
0)3(0 1)3(0
N = g (BVBY) + (BB,
(44)
= I’IS(O) + n&l) = Nox + le
where
. 2
n? = No, = 2,uoh (EPIED) = | n<°)|maxxexp(——) (45)
2
@ — N = (1) 80) _ [n® X
N0 = Nuc = 52 (IEPIBP),,,, = ] e@XPlgm). (46)
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Unlike the case of plane EMW, Egs. (45) and $46) show Migtwill be
not always larger thail,,. In the case of GBBY of the GB depends
not only onE\”, but alsoEY, i.e.,

JED  OE)
gy  Ox
Therefore, wherE” = 0,n? must be vanish, but{” = n{}., # 0

Although Egs.[(4b) and(46) all represent the transversegpifluxes
in the x-direction, but their physical behaviors are quitéedent:

[
B0 = L (

(47)

1. At the yz-plane{’l,o = NP|max WherenQ|,o = 0, i.e., the trans-
verse PPF has a maximum at the longitudinal symmetricahserf
of the GB where the transverse BPF vanishes. It should bequbin
out that, the transverse BPF at the longitudinal symmetsog
faces being identically to zero is a fundamental charasttesi of
the GB’s, whether the circular or elliptic GB’s. Thus thersaerse
PPF would be a major fraction of the total transverse photoe§
flux passing through such a surface, provided the other phise
ton flux passing through the surface can Heaively suppressed,
although the PPF is much less than the BPF in other regions, an
the PPF is always accompanied simultaneously by the BPF.

2. Then® andn® have diferent decay rates in the x-direction, i.e.,
N o exp-s), N o xexp(-25). The position of a maximum of

n(l) is the yz plane (x0), Whl|e the position of maximum of is
about x=3.2cm in our case. Thus, SN#&/nQ will be very difer-
ent at the dferent receiving surfaces. This means that it is always
possible to obtain a best SNi/nQ by choosing the suitable re-
gion and the receiving surface. Using Egs.(45) and (46)idted
transverse photon fluxes passing through the receivingsaifs
can be given by

N = f nds, (48)

As

NO = f nOds, (49)

As

In the current schemes ~ 102m?2.
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n®

Figure 6: Schematic diagram of strength distribution®andnin the “outgoing wave”
region of the GB (another one is the “imploding wave” regior an optimum GB, such prop-
erties of the transverse BPFs in such two regions would b#-8gmmetric”). Unlike Fig.5,
herenQ},_o = 0 while NP0 = NPlmax. ThereforenPAt can be Eectively larger than the
background noise photon flux fluctuatiomdAt)Y2, i.e.,nPAt > (nOAt)¥2at the yz-plane and
at the parallel surfaces near the yz-plane, affdwill be major fraction of the total transverse
photon flux passing through the yz-plane, provided therrhatgn flux and other noise photon
fluxes passing through the surface can fieatively suppressed. Clearly, the EM response of the
coupling system between the plane EMW and the static magfirdtli has no such characteristic.
Moreover, the propagating directionsr§P are opposite in the regions pf> 0 andy < O for our
scheme. Thus, the total momentum of the PPF in the x-diregtaishes. In other words, such a
property ensured conservation of the total momentum in dhe@nt resonance interaction (see
Ref.[32]).
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4-3 Numerical estimation of the transverse photon fluxes.

In order to measurbi{"’ at a suitable receiving surfadd{’ At (notice
that hereN{" is equivalent to 2{,Ncw)? in the plane EMW case, but

. Lo \12 .
N{ in our case and NoNg,) ~ in the plane EM case have a very dif-
ferent physical behavior) must b&ectively larger than the noise photon
fluctuation NOAL)Y2, ie.,

NOAL > (NOAYY2, (50)

then ,
At > NO/(ND)” = At (51)

where Aty,n is requisite minimal signal accumulation time at the noise
backgroundN{. In fact, Egs. (50) and (51) are the exact forms from
the general relation Egs. (25), (26), while Eq.(23) is theotform from
the general relation Egs. (25) (26) in the plane EMW casehénfol-
lowing we list theN$® N, Atin and measurable HEFGW strenqnhns
at the diferent receiving surfaces. 1&=0 (the yz-plane), thei'=0,
it would be best measuring in the region fs{". Of course, this does
not mean that there are no other noise photon fluxes passouptnthe
receiving surfacés. In fact, scattering, diraction and drift of the BPF
and the thermal noise caused by the BPF all can generateesitied!
noise photon fluxes passing through the surfase Since they are all
caused by the BPF, they should have the same decay factm%@p(
as the BPF. Moreover, external EM noise and the thermal roaigeed
by the environmental temperature are independent of the BRFEhey
can be &ectively suppressed by high-quality Faraday cage or shigld
covers and low-temperature{TLK or less) vacuum operation. In gen-
eral, they are much less than the BPF. Issues such as thealhwsise,
the radiation press noise, and the noise caused by thersugtier this
scheme have been discussed in Ref.[41], we sall not repeat tiere.
Thus, our attention will be focused only on the BPF itself #melother
noise photon flumN), . caused by the BPF. In this case, if such noise
photon fluxes passing through the receiving surfaseat the yz-plane
can be limited a realizable level, then we can estimate tinémail signal
accumulation time\t,i, in the noise background.

From the above discussion, Egsl(48)(49) and Ref.[32{h8]signal
photon fluxN{" and the background photon fli¥® passing throughs
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are

X2
N = |N)((1)|maxexp(—w), (52)
2x?
NO = |NO|__ x exp(—w), (53)
and 02
©  _|NO© X
Nx(other) - Nx(other)’maxexp(_w)’ (54)
Displaying condition in the receiving surfaces will be
1
NO@AY? > [NO + N |- (55)
thus
(0) ) (0) )
At > XINX Imax+ INx(other)|ma><andAt o X|Nx |max+ |Nx(other)|max
- |N(1)|2 min-— |N(1)|2 ’
X Imax X Imax

(56)

where|N{|  ~ 1.2x10%s L in the typical parameters condition of the
scheme.

Considering a possible laboratory condition, we choicettipécal
parameters in Ref.[32], i.eB” = 3T,L = 6m, P = 10W. Then we can
estimateAt,i, in the diferent HFGW parameters conditions.

(1) x=0, thenN® = 0, from Egs. (53) and(56)

| Nf(?c))ther)|max
Atmin = — . (57)
|NX |maX
1f h =10, therN® = IN®|may ~ 8.2 x 1025 tand
Atmin ~ 3.0 x 10°s provided|NQ . . Jmax < 2.1 x 10°s7%,
Atmin ~ 3.0 10°s ~ 3.5 days providedN(), Jmex < 2.1x 1072,
(~ 0.7PW)
(58)
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h =102, theN®|max ~ 8.2 >< 10Pstand
Atmin = 3.0 x 10°s provided|N (other)lmax < 2.1x10%s1,
Atmin ~ 3.0 x 10Ps ~ 3.5 days providedN? Jmex < 2.1 10572,

x(other

(59)
h = 10725 therN{|max ~ 8.2 x 10Ps tand
Atmin ~ 3.0 % 10°s provided|N{Q), o fmax < 2.1 x 107757,
Atmin ~ 3.0 x 10°s ~ 35 days provided(), ., < 2.1x 10%%,
(60)

h =102 thenN®|ax ~ 8.2 x 10°sland

Atmin ~ 3.0 x 10°s provided|NQ Jmex < 2.1 x 10P's ™,

Atmin ~ 3.0 10°s ~ 3.5 days providedN{, Jmex < 2.1 10233‘(1. |

61
The above results show that limitation to the other noiseqhftuxes

passing through\s would be very relaxed. It is interesting to com-
pare the scheme employed earlier (see Eq. (23), winerel0%°, v =
5GHz B = 10T,L = 10m P = 10W) and the current scheme (see
Eq.(60), heréh = 102,y = 5GHz B = 3T, L = 6m, P = 10W), they
show that the current scheme has obvious advantages aityl real

(2) x=1cm=10"2m, thenN ~ 1.1x 10751, but wheredNQ)  [maxis
often much less thaN{” i.e.,N{,., can be neglected in the all following

discussions. From Eq.(56), we have

h=102 NV ~78x10Fs?, Aty,~ 1.8x 10°s.
h=102, N(l) 7.8x10'st, Aty ~ 1.8 x 10%s. (62)
h=1024 N(l) 7.8x 108st, Aty ~ 1.8x 1(Ps.

(3) x = 2cm = 2 x 102m, thenN{ ~ 1.7 x 10?1

f] =102, NO® ~7.0x 1065 Atmin ~ 3.5 x 10Ps.
h=107%, N(l) 7.0%x 10°s Y, Atmin ~ 3.5 % 10%s, (63)
h=1024 N(l) 7.0 x 1085 Atpmin ~ 3.5 x 10%s.
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(4)x = 3cm = 3x 102m, thenN® ~ 1.8 x 10%%s1

r} =102, N ~58x 1065 Atyin ~ 5.4 x 1(Ps.
h=10%, N(l) 58x 10°'st, Aty ~ 5.4 x 10%s. (64)
h=1024 N(l) 5.8 x 1085 Atpmin ~ 5.4 x 10s.

(5)x = 10cm = 0.1m, N ~ 4.0x 10's?

t‘ =102, NY ~15x10Psl, Atpn~ 12x10's.
h=10%, N(l) 15x 10°sY,  Atp, ~ 1.2x 10°s. (65)
h=1024 N(l) 15x 10°sY,  Atpn ~ 1.2 10°s.

(6) x = 29cm, (about distance of 6 spot radiuses of the GB),
h =102 thenN® ~ N ~ 2.1x 1085, Time of
receiving one transversal photon wouldAtg;, ~ ﬁ ~ N%l)

~ 41 =48x%x10"s
2.1x10-8S

The above numerical estimation shows that:

1. The best position for displaying” would be in the yz-plane and
the other parallel receiving surfaces in the regior-28ém < x <
2cm. In such regions, the transverse PR for the parameter
conditionh ~ 1072- 102 may reach up te- 8.2x 10®s to 8.2 x
10°s™L. If other noise photon fluxes passing through the surfaces
can be &ectively suppressed into2.1x10?°s 1 to ~ 2.1x 10°s2,
then corresponding minimal signal accumulation titig;, in the
noise photon flux background would bel0®sto 1(s.

2. Unlike N N© has maximum ak ~ 3.2cm, whereN® > NO,
but N3 2em andNPlco = NP|max have the same order of mag-
nitude. In the region, the detecting sensitivity would berseoby
3-4 orders of magnitude over that at the yz-plane.

3. SinceN{ = [NPlmax€XpE) NS = [NO|maxx exp-25), even if
h=10"2, they will have the same order of magnltudexln 29cm.
However, whereN®, N® all decay to 21 x 1081,

Moreover, it was shown that if the propagating detections®fand
N are the same in 1st, 3rd, 6th and 8th octants in our case, liegn t
will propagate along the opposite directions in the 2nd, 8the and
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7the octants [32]. This means the distinguishing abilit)f8 and N

of the scheme can be further improved. Also, as suggestedakgrB
[42], since the BPF is urigected by the magnetic field (it is only in-
volved in the generation of the PPF), one caffiedlentiate the PPF from
the BPF by modulating the magnetic field. This essentialiyielates
the BPF by microwave-receiver signal processing. For exangne
measures the BPF plus PPF with the magnet on and then me#seires
BPF alone with the magnetfaand subtracts one from the other in order
to obtain the PPF alone. This process is accomplished ngweotsly
by statistical signal processing.

4.4 Role of fractal membranes or other equivalent
microwave lenses

(1). The FMs is merely one of many possible ways to improveSiN&
and detecting quality via the redirection of signal photon& the mi-
crowave detectors [32]. However, in the above discussi@ptoposal
scheme did not involve the FMs. In order words, even if we diouse
the FMs, the above-mentioned relation between the PPF ai8RF is
still valid. The fractal membranes in the GHz band have ssafcdly
been developed by the Hong Kong University of Science antifiae
ogy [43-45] from 2002-2005. Firstly, the fractal membra(iedls) have
very good selection ability to the photon fluxes in the GHz darf
the FM is nearly totally reflecting for the photon fluxes widtrtain fre-
quencies in the GHz band, then it will be nearly total trarisng for
the photon fluxes with other frequencies in the GHz band. s#gpthe
FMs have good focus function to the photon fluxes in the GHzlban
For example, the photon fluxes reflected and transmitted &y-i¥is
can keep their strength invariant within the distance of temigom the
FMs. Such function has been proven by experimental tests.rdle of
the FMs in the scheme is only the reflector or the transmittethfe pho-
ton flux in the GHz band. Becau$¢”, N and N, N{ are exactly
orthogonal for each other, an FM (or an equivalent microwems) par-
alle with the yz-plane would focuses or¥”, N and notN®, N, In
fact, here requirement for the FMs is also more relaxed,it.does not
require focusing the photon flux onto a micron-sized deteeten into
a point. In the typical parameter condition of the scheméhef cross
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section of the focusing photon flux and the image size hasahe ©r
close size in the detector (in distance-@8cm,) then the SNRIY/NO
at the receiving surfacés and at the image surfazes’ would be nearly
the same. Moreover, because unfocubtd, N will be decayed to
10 ’s™! at x=29cm, their influence can be neglected there.

(2). If the FM is just laid at the symmetrical plane (the yaim) or
at the parallel planes very near the yz-plane (see Figs. Batien the
wave-fronts of the photon fluxes passing through the recgisurfaces
As at the planes would be the plane or the pseudo-plane, i.erewh
is possible to obtain a better focusinfijeet. The requirement for the
focus in the region would be more relaxed than other regidmss is
because such focusing quality depends only on the locakictien of
the photon fluxes at the receiving surfaces in the regioxi &f 2cm. Be-
sides, provided the photon fluxes focused by the FM can keé&ma pr
pseudo-plane wave-front, théf®, N¥ focused simultaneously on an-
other surfacé\s would have the same or nearly the same SNR as with

that atAs. A unique requirement fak{Y andN® atA¢ is thatN{® (At)?

should be larger thar/N® in a typical experimental time intervalt,
and this process does not need an image of high-qualitysat Con-
trarily, if the FM is laid at an obvious nonsymmetrical platigen it is
difficult to focus the photon fluxes due to the spread propertyeo&B
(see Fig. 9).

(3). The photon fluxeN® and N in the z-direction have a sim-
ilar property. However, unlike the relation betwelf and N{Y, N©
(noise) is much larger thad{ (signal) in the almost of all regions. This
is a very important dierence between the photon fluxes in such two di-
rections.

(4). A major role of the FM or other equivalent microwave lesn
the scheme is their focusingfect and not their superconductivity, and
this does not mean that one can measure bigiy(“interference term”)
and notN© (background). Also, it does not mean tin{f) is neglected
andN© does not reach the photon flux detector. Actually, the FM is im
mersed in the BPF. Thus the BPF will generate the thermaknoithe
FM. However, the BPF itself and the thermal noise photonseauy
the BPF in the FM have an essentigfdience. The former is vector and
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has high directivity; the latter are photons of random thermotion.
Under the low-temperature condition, the latter are mush than the
former. In particularN{, N{* of the BPF are exactly parallel to the yz-
plane and exactly perpendicular & and N{”. ThusN{” andN{” do
not provide any direct contribution to the photon flux pagdinrough
the receiving surfaces parallel to the yz plane, nor are thélgcted,
transmitted or focused by the FMs laying at the receivingesas. In
other words, the photon flux focused by the FM will 8§, N and
not N, N{. In this caseN{? andN{® would reach simultaneously the
detector, butN® and N{ in the diferent receiving surfaces have the
different ratilN$" /N, this is an important dierence to the plane EMW
case. Therefore, it is always possible to choose a bestrregid the
receiving surface to detect the total photon fIN{ + N&”) which has a
good SNR. Furthermore, tHe” can be diferentiated from th\{") by
modulating theB?.

The transmitting FM or
an equivalent microwave lens.

> As'
NN o
N 4

Figure 7: Unlike the photon fluxes®, N NP o = N mawhereN|,o = 0. This
means thaNfP) and Nf<1 focused by the FM at the yz-plane or at the parallel planeg near
the yz-plane would have a good focusirfiget and the SNR.

4.5 Challenge and issues
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The transmitting FM or an
equivalent microwave lens

As WAAAAAAD AS'
A
O .nx
8]
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Figure 8: If the FM is just laid at the yz-plane or at the palgilanes very near the yz-
plane, then the wave-fronts of the photon fluxes passingigireéhe planes would be
the plane or the pseudo-plane, and it is possible to obtagffactive focusing ffect.

The transmitting FM or
an equivalent microwave lens.

» As'

\
/
77N

(8]

«— —

Figure 9: If the FM is laid at an obvious non-symmetrical @athen it is dificult to
focus the photon fluxes due to the spread property of the GB.
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Except for the above-principle analysis, of course, onetromssider
following challenge and issues. They would include the gatien of
high-quality GB, suppression of the noises, such as themniag, the ra-
diation press noise, noises caused by the scattering acbpsiadielectric
dissipation due to the dust and other particles, and theretenmfluence
and correction of the FMs to the GB itself, etc.

The low-temperature (J1K or less) and vacuum operation cdtee-
tively reduce the thermal noise and dielectric dissipatidrere is room
for improvement in other ways as well. They would includdizdtion
of super-strong static magnetic fields, matching of ulighilsensitivity
microwave photon detectors, construction of a good “miewevdark-
room”, coupling between the open superconducting caatiesthe cur-
rent scheme (the open superconducting cavities have vayg uan-
tity factor Q~10°-10%, this coupling might greatly enhance the signal
photon flux and not increase obviously the noise power), &lichese
issues need further theoretical study and careful expetahévesti-
gation, and they would provide new ways and possibilitiesutther
narrow the gap between the detection schemes and the refadityalid
measurement.

V. Brief summary

The EM detecting scheme based on the pure inversé&dgsten the
laboratory would not be capable of detecting the HFGWSs inGlivz
band, while the coupling system between the Gaussian-typ@wave
photon flux, the static magnetic field and the fractal memdsdar other
equivalent microwave lenses) will be a useful candidate Key param-
eter in the current scheme is not the second-order PPF btratisverse
first-order PPF; the measurable photon flux is not only thestrarse
first-order PPF but the total transverse photon flux, and Hae dif-
ferent SNRs at the ffierent receiving surfaces; the requisite minimal
accumulation time\t of the signal at the special receiving surfaces and
in the background photon flux noise would bE03:105 seconds for the
typical laboratory condition and the parameteriof 10726 — 1030 at
v = 5GHz with bandwidth~1Hz

This paper does not involve the standard quantum limit (S&@aused
by the quantum back-action. The SQL constrains the lowessipl®
sensitivity. We shall show that the SQL in the current scheloes
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not constrain predicated sensitivity (including the canstamplitude
HFGWSs and the stochastic high-frequency relic GWSs). Inotha&rds,
the sensitivity in the current scheme is the photon sigmaitdid, not
guantum noise limited[46]. We will discuss relative isse&sewhere.
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