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Abstract. We investigate the influence of gravitational waves on a freely falling
hydrogen atom by analyzing the dynamics of the bound electron described by
the Dirac equation in the curved spacetime of a gravitational wave. From
this, we derive the corresponding Dirac Hamiltonian in the Local Inertial Frame
of the atom, assuming gravitational waves are described by the linearized
theory of General Relativity. To maintain meaningful physical interpretations
while obtaining a non-relativistic description, we employ the Foldy-Wouthuysen
transformation. = Through the analysis of resulting interaction terms and
comparison with flat spacetime counterparts, valuable insights into the effects
of gravitational waves on the hydrogen atom are gained. Additionally, we explore
selection rules governing the coupling between gravitational waves and the atom
and utilize first-order perturbation theory to quantify the induced energy shifts
and spectral line splitting. This investigation contributes to our understanding
of the interplay between quantum systems and gravitational waves, which could
lead to alternative method of gravitational waves indirect detection. However,
measuring such tiny energy shifts would require a telescope with very high spectral
resolution.
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1. Introduction

1 The groundbreaking discovery of gravitational
waves (GWs) [I] has revolutionized astronomy and
cosmology, providing a new avenue to explore the
cosmos and probe the fundamental nature of gravity
2, 3. Despite these remarkable advancements,
the influence of GWs on the quantum behavior of
fundamental particles remains an intriguing open
question. Understanding this interaction might
help us develop a clearer path toward a robust
theoretical framework for quantum gravity. While a
complete theory of quantum gravity remains elusive,
significant progress can be made through a semi-
classical approach.

Over the years, several researchers have utilized
the Dirac equation to gain valuable insights into
the interplay between gravity and quantum effects
[4H13]. Parker and colleagues [4[6] explored the
potential of using the one-electron atom as a probe
to investigate spacetime curvature, pioneering a
possibility of characterizing spacetime through atomic
systems. Gill et al. [7] delved into the behavior
of hydrogen-like atoms in strong gravitational fields,
offering insights into the quantum behavior of particles
under extreme gravitational conditions. Obukhov’s
work [8] examined the intriguing connection between
spin, gravity, and inertia for Dirac particles, offering
valuable insights into their coupling. Also, in 2011,
Obukhov et al. explored the behavior of Dirac
fermions in strong gravitational fields in a different
context [II]. Marques and Bezerra [9] extended the
analysis to study the behavior of hydrogen atoms in
the presence of topological defects in the gravitational
field, uncovering the effects of curvature singularities
and defects on the atom’s dynamics. Zhao et al.
[10] focused on the energy shifts of a stationary
hydrogen atom in a static external gravitational field
with Schwarzschild geometry. Shwartz and Giulini
[14] presented a precise post-Newtonian Hamiltonian
description of an atom in a weak gravitational field,
providing a valuable framework for describing atomic
systems influenced by weak gravitational fields.

In addition to theoretical investigations, experi-
mental research has significantly enhanced our under-
standing of quantum phenomena in gravitational fields.
In 2002, Nesvizhevsky et al. [15] provided pioneering
evidence of the wave-like behavior of neutrons in the
presence of gravity, marking the inception of experi-
ments exploring quantum effects within gravitational
contexts. Subsequently, Ichikawa et al. [I6] conducted
experiments on antimatter, emphasizing the signifi-
cance of testing matter-antimatter symmetry in grav-
itational fields. In 2020, Asenbaum [I7] demonstrated
the precision capabilities of cold atom quantum sensors
in detecting gravitational effects, offering new avenues
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for high-precision experiments. Most recently, Over-
street et al. [I8] unveiled quantum behavior in macro-
scopic objects, pushing the quantum-classical bound-
ary within gravitational systems.

Despite the theoretical interest in the effects of
gravitational fields on atoms, the investigation of GW
effects on atoms, especially in the non-relativistic
regime, has received limited attention. To bridge
this gap, we provide a comprehensive analysis of the
non-relativistic limit of the Dirac equation in a GW
background. The paper’s objectives are three-fold:
(1) to derive the Dirac Hamiltonian describing the
dynamics of a hydrogen atom in the presence of GWs;
(2) to explore the selection rules governing the coupling
between GWs and the atom; and (3) to quantify the
energy shifts and spectral line splitting induced by
GWs.

To achieve these objectives, GWs are treated
within the framework of the linearized theory of
General Relativity, focusing on the primary effects
while ensuring mathematical tractability. The non-
relativistic limit is obtained through the modified
Foldy-Wouthuysen transformation developed by M.
Buhl et al. [19], enabling the construction of a
non-relativistic theory with relativistic corrections
that preserves meaningful physical interpretations.
By analyzing the resulting interaction terms and
comparing them with those in flat spacetime, we
gain valuable insights into the effects of GWs on the
dynamics of the hydrogen atom.

The organization of this paper is as follows:
Section Plintroduces the Dirac equation for an electron
bound by the Coulomb interaction with the nucleus
in the presence of a linearized mono-frequency GW,
deriving the corresponding Dirac Hamiltonian. In
Section Bl we apply the modified Foldy-Wouthuysen
transformation to obtain a new representation suitable
for studying the non-relativistic limit, resulting in the
non-relativistic Hamiltonian with interaction terms.
Section M investigates the perturbative effect of the
linearized GW on a hydrogen atom, calculating the
induced energy shifts resulting from the dominant GW
interactions. Finally, in Section Bl we discuss the
magnitude of these energy shifts and their implications.
Throughout the paper, spacetime indices of tensors are
denoted by Greek letters. Additionally, we adopt a
metric signature of (+ — ——).

2. Dirac equation in the linearized
gravitational wave background

To investigate the effects of GWs on a freely falling
hydrogen atom in space, we establish a local inertial
frame (LIF) that follows the atom’s geodesics. This
frame is described using Fermi-normal coordinates,



with the origin located at a point along the proton’s
geodesic. In this coordinate system, the time-like
coordinate is represented as z° = ct, which corresponds
to the proper time measured by an ideal clock carried
by the atom. The spatial coordinates 2* represent the
proper distance measured by an ideal ruler carried by
the atom near the geodesic, along orthogonal axes.
With this coordinate system, the spacetime metric in
the vicinity of the origin accurate to linear order in
Riemann tensor reads

ds? ~ Adt? (1 + Ri()joil?ixj)

|
—dz'dx? ((5” — gRikﬂxkxl)

/9 4
+2cdtdz’ <§R0jikx]:vk) , (1)

where the Riemann tensor is evaluated at the origin,
and the Latin indices represent spatial components.
Notably, the effect of spacetime curvature is manifested
at the quadratic order of z?.

In the context of the linearized theory of GWs, we
can express the Riemann tensor in the LIF in terms of
the transverse-traceless (T'T) components of the metric
perturbation, denoted as hEUT . The expression is given
by

Rapys = (ha6 By h,@v ad ha'y B8 thS a'y) (2)
where the comma denotes the partial derivative, e.g.
hIT By = = 02hIT /02P 0.

For simplicity, let’s consider the propagation of
a plus-polarized GW along the z-axis of the LIF. In
this scenario, the only non-zero components of the
transverse-traceless metric perturbation are

hza = —hyy = hy(t), (3)

where h,(t) describes the waveform of the wave.
As a result, the only non-zero component in () is
—(1/2¢ )h};T, where the dots represent the
time derivatives. The spacetime metric, (), reads

Roio; =

ds® ~ (1 — —hTT ! m) Adt® — 6;;dz’ da’, (4)

where

1 .
goo =1— @hﬁ?wlwm, 9ij = —0ij, goi =0, (5)
and, to first order in |hTT| the inverse metric tensors

are
_1+—h gla™, g = 5t g% = . (6)

The behav10r of an electron within a hydrogen atom,
under the influence of a GW, can be described using
the general covariant Dirac equation:

{m# (D# + %A“> - mc} U =0, (7)
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(see [20] for more details.) where ¥ is the Dirac spinor,
F*(xz) represents the spacetime-dependent gamma
matrices at a point z, and is defined by the Clifford
algebra:

V(@)Y (x) + 77 ()" (x) = 29" (2). (8)
Here, g, is the spacetime metric. The bared-gamma
matrices are related locally to the constant (unbared)
gamma matrices through the tetrad and its inverse at
that point:

P(x) = eat (@) A = ()" (). (9)
The tetrads e,” and their inverses e, are defined to
satisfy the relations e®, e = d; and e, e,” = d¥.

In this paper, we adopt the standard representa-
tion of the Dirac gamma matrices:

o_( 12 0 ko 0 oF
’7_(0 _12 y = _o,k 0 ’

where o* denotes the Pauli matrices. In this
representation, ~° is Hermitian, while ~* is anti-
Hermitian, satisfying (7°)7 = +% and (v*)T = —4*.
Since we are working with the signature —2, i.e.,

(10)

ey = diag(+,—,—,—), we have 79 = 4 and
% = —~*. The spinorial covariant derivative D, =
i, + I'), incorporates the spin connection I', =

( /8)wab#[”y“,’yb], where wapy = gpoea’Vyep?. Given
a 3 + 1 splitting of spacetime, the Dirac equation can
be reformulated in terms of the Schrodinger equation,

0
gV = HV, (11)

where the corresponding Dirac Hamiltonian is given by

505k
H——zhc FY

(8k + i Ak + Fk) —thllg + chO

i

+ ﬁmé D) goz]— o1 (V=917
The last term is included to ensure Hermiticity of
the Hamiltonian with respect to the preserved scalar
product in a generic curved spacetime, as introduced
and discussed in Huang et al. [21].

The 4-potential that describes the Coulomb
interaction between the electron and nucleus in the
presence of a linearized GW can be obtained by solving
Maxwell’s equations in the curved spacetime described
by @), while considering appropriate boundary
conditions. The solutions for the components of the
4-potential, accurate to linear order in hy and using
Gaussian units, are given by

Ao_f( __hTT l m>, AF =,

r

(12)

(13)

where e represents the elementary charge and r denotes

the radial distance between the electron and nucleus.
In order to construct the Dirac Hamiltonian for

the atom in the spacetime background, we find it



advantageous to adopt a canonical Minkowski tetrad,
which is defined by

0=, 600 =/ —g"0. (14)

The rationale behind this choice will be clarified when
we transition to the non-relativistic limit in Section
The corresponding inverse tetrads are

_1+Fh = ((15)

Substituting (), (@), and ([I3) into ([I2), the Dirac
Hamiltonian (I2)) becomes

i s i 0
e =0 €' =¢

H=Hy+ H; (16)
with
o2
Hy = fmc? — ihea®d), — — (17)
r
and
1he
H;y= — —h xl:bmﬁmc + — hTT Lem™ak oy,
h Taia k—i——e—h;FmT:lem. (18)

8 r
where = 4" and o = 70~%.

3. The Hamiltonian in non-relativistic limit

The Foldy-Wouthuysen transformation (FWT) is a
powerful technique employed to extract the non-
relativistic limit of the Dirac equation while retaining
the essential relativistic features. We apply this
method to the Dirac equation in the presence of GWs.

Originally, the FWT was specifically developed
to analyze weak-field electromagnetic interactions [22].
By employing a successive unitary transformations
parameterised as €', where S represents a hermitian
operator. The Dirac Hamiltonian and the spinor wave
function transforms according to

H' — S®) [Jo—iS(®) _ ,iS(t) §,—iS(t)

= H +i[S, H] + ;wwm];wmwﬂm+

— 8 —i[s,8] - o [s (S, 8]] + 3,[5 1S, [S, S]] + .. (19)
and

U = eis(t)\ll (20)

To proceed, we decompose the Dirac Hamiltonian
as H = Bmc® + O + £, with O and £ denoting
the odd and even parts of H, respectively. The odd
part O is defined by the anticommutator {O, 8} = 0,
while the even part £ is defined by the commutator
[£,8] = 0. The success of the FWT hinges upon
a judicious choice of the operator S that effectively
eliminates the odd part, up to the desired order.
For weak-field electromagnetic interactions, the FWT
is achieved by choosing S = i80/mc?. However,

4

when dealing with the Dirac Hamiltonian in a curved
spacetime, challenges arise due to the presence of terms
of order mc?, making the application of the FWT
more intricate. This limitation stems from the Weak
Equivalence Principle, which dictates the equality of
inertial mass and gravitational mass—a distinction
absent in the electromagnetic case. Consequently, the
original FWTT fails to fully account for the effects of the
gravitational field on the Dirac equation. Addressing
these challenges requires a more refined approach to
incorporate the gravitational effects accurately.

To overcome these limitations, we adopt the
method developed by M. Buhl et al. [19]. This
approach addresses the challenges posed by the
presence of terms of order mc? in the Dirac
Hamiltonian and aims to reduce the odd part
describing the interaction with the gravitational field.
To achieve this, it is essential to constrain the tetrad
frame to a canonical Minkowski form, as defined in
(@4).

In the canonical Minkowski tetrad, the Dirac
Hamiltonian takes the general form
H = Bmc® + BAmc® + Bro®14 + D14 +
Fpa + Gpla*o; + J’y5, (21)
where the coefficients depend on the tetrads and
metric, and they can be computed directly using the
formulas given in [I9]. To implement the FWT, we use
the appropriate operator given by

; 00
5= V9

oz (Kay" + Go'y"0; + JB7°) (22)
with
ihe 00N i
a=Fy — W(@'Q )ea (23)

In our case, it is found that K,v* = 0. By comparing
([@I6) to (2I), we can determine the coefficients as
follows

A :——hTT fam (24)

B, = J:O (25)
2

D =-= (1—ﬁhTT zla™) (26)
ih

F, = ZChTT;v (27)

Gy' = —ihc(1 — FhTT Lym)se. (28)

By substituting (21) into (23], along with (&), we
obtain

ih-

Ko = Tl ihi

- 4—hTT e, (29)

Subsequently, a direct calculation yields K,v* = 0.
Therefore, the operator S in ([22]) takes the form

S = —Lﬂakpk, (30)

2me



where py —ihd, is the momentum operator.
Notably, the operator S in ([B0) does not explicitly
depend on time and is proportional to 1/mc?. When
we expand the transformed Hamiltonian, (L6,

a power series of 1/mc?, we restrict ourselves to
considering only terms up to order 1/mc?. This enables
us to express the transformed Hamlltoman as

Hpw = H +i[S, H] + i[s, [S, Bmc*(1 — —hTT Le™)]]

2 4¢?
1
+0 ().

By computing the various commutators in (BI) (See
Appendix A), and neglecting the odd terms, which are
of order (1/mc?)?, we then have

(31)

Hpw ~ [ch - ithT:lem

2
+—(1— — Rt m>114

2m

3h
B 16mc2 TPl

621 hTTlm 1
— (1 gt &

It’s worth noting that the resulting Hrw takes on a
block-diagonal structure. The 4-spinor is decoupled
into two irreducible 2-spinor i.e. ¥ = (¢, 9p), where
1A and ¥p correspond to the particle and antiparticle,
respectively.

In the non-relativistic regime, where the energy
E of the Dirac particles is much smaller than the
energy gap 2mc? between positive- and negative-energy
states (i.e., E < 2mc?), a single-particle description of
the Dirac theory is valid, and the wave function can
be interpreted probabilistically. The wave function ¥

satisfies
H

a 0 zh— Pa

0 HB 1/)B
where Hy and Hp are the positive- and negative-
energy parts of the Hamiltonian, respectively.

The non-relativistic Schrédinger equation de-
scribes the dynamics of the particle as Hyriya =
ENR¢A7 with ENR =F - ch, and HNR = HA — ch.
According to (32]), we obtain

ikl thT

(32)

(33)

Hyr = Hponr + Haw, (34)
with

2 o2
Hponr = 3— — — (35)
and

1 TT, l,m 1 p TT l,.m
HGW——th ~ 12 o m LT

e 1 TTT, 1..m jkl _ 5 TT..m

+7@hlm — WS g, hm.’IJ Pk- (36)
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Based on (5] and (38]), considering that p?/2m ~
e?/2r ~ (1/2)mc?a?, and z° ~ a, where « is the fine
structure constant and a is the Bohr radius, it becomes
evident that the first term dominates over the other
terms by a factor of ~ o~ 2.

4. Energy shifts induced by the gravitational
waves

Our attention is directed towards the computation of
energy shifts in the hydrogen atom arising from the
predominant influence of GWs, specifically the tidal
interaction. This analysis pertains to scenarios where
the GW travels through the atom along the z-axis, and
hET = wGwh;rJT, with wgw denoting the frequency
of the wave. Under these conditions, the interaction
Hamiltonian takes the form

1
How = meéthr(xQ —y?). (37)

The energy shifts can be computed using first-
order Perturbation Theory. In our analysis, we
assume that the GW interaction term Hgw dominates
over the fine structure term, leading to its negligible
contribution. Consequently, we treat Hgw, given
by @), as a small perturbation to Hpony. This
perturbative approach is valid when the strength of
the GW and its frequency are appropriately chosen.

When computing the energy shifts induced by
GWs, it is often necessary to evaluate matrix elements
of the form (n¢'m/|z? — y?|nfm). Tt is useful to know
certain properties or selection rules that apply to these
matrix elements. We find that

(n't'm’ (38)
unless Al = 0, +2 and Am = +2 (See Appendix B
for derivation).

For the ground state (n = 1), it is nondegenerate,
so the energy shift induced by the GW is

SESW = (100] Haw |100) = 0. (39)

This means that the ground state is unaffected by the
GW perturbation.

For the n 2 level, there exists a 4-fold
degeneracy. The energy shifts can be determined by
finding the eigenvalues of the perturbation matrix with
elements (20'm/|Hgw|20m):

|22 — 32 |nfm) = 0

0 0 0 O
0 0 0 w
0O 0 0 0 |’ (40)
0 ~ 0 O
where k£ = 3ma’wihi(t). The energy shifts are
0Fqgw = 0, k. Consequently, the total energies for

each state can be expressed as

Ein=F,, Em=FE—k Ey=E-+k. (41)



Their associate eigenstates are

Y1 = 200 (42)
Y = 210 (43)
Y = % (Y211 — Y21-1) (44)
v = L (Y211 + 21-1) - (45)

V2

The perturbed light absorption/emission spectra
due to the GW (transition from n = 2 to n =
1) result in three equally spaced lines corresponding
to the photon frequency ratio v/viye = 1,1 %
8a’wiwhy/a?c?, where vy, = (3/8)a’mc?/h. The
transitions probability from 11, Y111, ¥rv to then =1
level are dominated by dipole interaction, similar to
ordinary Ly« transitions, so the transition could occur
when the atom absorbs or emits a photon. However,
the transition between 111 and 1y is dipole forbidden;
the dominated transition probability comes from a non-
dipole interaction. This transition is characterized
by an alteration of the electron’s magnetic quantum
number by +2, which can be associated with the
occurrence of a 2-photon transition [23}24].

_o m— stk
A S B
C—Fy — &
=1
n o B,
hy =0 GW perturbation

Figure 1. Splitting of n = 2 states of hydrogen caused by a
GW.

5. Discussion

In the presence of a GW, an atom’s energy levels
undergo shifts when compared to those in flat
spacetime. The order of energy shifts induced by
GW tidal interactions, as described by (&), can be
estimated. The coordinates x and y are in the vicinity
of the atomic radius, meaning that z ~ y ~ r, where
r = n’a, with n representing the principal quantum
number and a denoting the Bohr radius. Consequently,
the magnitude of these energy shifts can be expressed
as

SEaw o mhywiwnta?. (46)

To provide a perspective on the magnitude of these
energy shifts, we can compare them to the hydrogen
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ground-state hyperfine splitting, denoted as dEyps ~
(me/mp)a*me?, which is well-measured in radio
astronomy [25]. In this expression, « represents the
fine-structure constant, while m. and m, correspond

to the masses of the electron and proton, respectively.

0Eaw
0 En¢

~ cos(20)ntwiwhy x 107262, (47)
The n* dependence indicates a strong impact of GW
tidal interactions on atoms in highly excited states,
commonly known as Rydberg atoms. Remarkably,
Rydberg atoms have been observed in a wide range
of astrophysical environments, including interstellar
and circumstellar gas clouds [26,27]. Furthermore,
the dependence of the energy shift on the amplitude
and frequency of GWs indicates that the most
ideal observable spectrum would come from Rydberg
atoms near high-frequency GW sources, exceeding
approximately 10 kHz. Such sources are expected to
be exotic objects [2§].

The energy splitting induced by GWs exhibits
distinct characteristics that differentiate it from other
effects, such as Zeeman shifts, Stark shifts, etc., in
various atomic states. The interaction between an
electron and GW yields an uncommon selection rule,
which cannot be achieved through dipole transition.
As mentioned above, the transition between states such
as ¢ and Yy requires absorption/emission of two
photons. Note that this is the result of the quadrupole
term (B7) manifesting itself at the level of the first-
order correction. Therefore, in the presence of GW, one
should expect a higher rate of two-photon transitions.
Although this provides a unique indirect observation
channel for GWs, the detection of such a transition
would be challenging.

6. Conclusion

Our investigation into the interaction between a hy-
drogen atom and GWs provides valuable insights into
the behavior of non-relativistic particles in the presence
of these dynamic spacetime phenomena. By employ-
ing the modified Foldy-Wouthuysen transformation, we
successfully derive the Hamiltonian, elucidate selection
rules, and quantify the energy shifts induced by GWs.
The results obtained enhance our understanding of the
effects of GWs on the dynamics of the hydrogen atom
and lay the foundation for exploring the broader im-
plications of GWs in quantum systems.
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Appendix A. Computing the relevant
commutators

The various terms in [BI) are computed as follows:

i[S, H] = i[S, Ho) + i[S, Hy], (A1)
where
_ p? ihe*
i[S, Hy] = —ca o —I— [3—|- —Ba” O ( ) (A.2)
2mc
Z[S, HI] hhTT m k hTT.’L'l{Empkak
ﬁégkhTT m ngkl lhTT m

h2 o
——ﬂhlq;;rxll’mpz + 8m[353klalh};;r

ﬂagkhTT M — ie? hﬂakak hTT Lym
16mc
16271 Ly TT L
=z pIT A3
8mcﬁ km ) ( )
and the last commutator is
2
? m
E[Sv S, ﬂmc (1 - FhTT : )
— g Lophttaems
jkl_15TT m
+—16mc2a o thx j oG]
_ iRh? l ]klh B _ 6gkhTTxmpkB (A 4)
16mc2 mc? ' '

Appendix B. The selection rule for
(n'0'm'|2% — y?Intm)

The Wigner-Eckart theorem provides a means of
calculating the matrix elements for rank-k spherical
tensor operators, denoted as qu, with respect to
angular momentum eigenstates. It is expressed as

follows:
(0" 0w/ |TF|ntm) = (Ck;mgl¢'m’) (n'€'|| T* | nt) , (B.1)
where, (€k;mq|l'm’) represents the Clebsch-Gordan

coeflicient associated with the combination of angular

momenta ¢ and k to yield ¢/. The double-bar matrix

element, (n'¢’| T |nt), is referred to as the reduced

matrix element, a factor independent of m, m’, and q.
In terms of spherical harmonics,

(n'0'm'| 2% — y* |ntm)
= ST 2 ity | Y YR Ny, (B2)

where
(nt'|r? |nt) = /Rng, )% Ry (r)ridr. (B.3)

According to the Wigner-Eckart theorem, we have

(O'm!| Y552 [em) = (02;£2m | €'m/) (€] Ya || £) . (B.4)
So, we have

(n'0'm'| 2* — y* |nfm)

= % (n'0'|r? |nl) x (B.5)
(O Y2 [[0) [(02;—2m | £'m/) + (£2;2m | {'m")] . (B.6)

The rules of addition of angular momenta require that
(02; £2m|'m/) = 0, (B.7)

unless Am = £2 and A¢ = 0,+1,4+2. Consequently,
under rotational symmetry,

(n't'm’
unless Am = £2 and Al =0, +1,+2.
Additionally, let’s explore the parity invariance of

(| Y52 4+ V2 ) =
J[ oo *Y;%e OV (6, 0)d0
+ [[ o0 v20.0vm0.0)i0

Utilizing the property [Y;™ (0, ¢)]* = (-1)™Y,”
and Y, (m—0,0+m) = (—

|22 — y? |nfm) = 0 (B.8)

(B.9)

"(0,9)
D40, ¢), we can deduce

that
(nl'm’| 2% — y? Indm) = (—I)ZIJFHQ
x (nl'm/| x* — y? |ntm). (B.10)

This leads to the conclusion that the matrix element
vanishes unless A¢ =0, ,+£2,....
By combining (B7) and (B.I0), we arrive at the

condition

(n'0'm'| 2* — y* |nfm) = 0, (B.11)
unless Al = 0, +2 and Am = +2.
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