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The analogy of the Lorentz-violating fermion-gravity and fermion

photon couplings

Cheng Ye and Zhi Xiao∗

Department of Mathematics and Physics, North China Electric Power University, Beijing 102206, China

By adopting a methodology proposed by R.J. Adler et.al., we study the interesting analogy
between the fermion-gravity and the fermion-electromagnetic interactions in the presence of the
minimal Lorentz-violating (LV) fermion coefficients. The one-fermion matrix elements of gravita-
tional interaction (OMEGI) are obtained with a prescribed Lense-Thirring (LT) metric assuming
test particle assumption. Quite distinct from the extensively studied linear gravitational potential,
the LT metric is an essentially curved metric, and thus reveals the anomalous LV matter-gravity
couplings as a manifestation of the so-called gravito-magnetic effects, which go beyond the conven-
tional equivalence principle predictions. By collecting all the spin-dependent operators from the
OMEGI with some reasonable assumptions, we get a LV non-relativistic Hamiltonian, from which
we derive the anomalous spin precession and gravitational acceleration due to LV. Combined these
results with certain spin gravity experiments, we get some rough bounds on several LV parameters,

such as |3 ~̃H − 2~b| ≤ 1.46 × 10−5eV, with some ad hoc assumptions.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

The classical electrodynamics and its quantum ver-
sion, QED, are ideal paradigms for modern physics. As
a quantum theory of matter-electromagnetic coupling,
QED has reached an unprecedented precision for the
match between theory and observations [1]. In fact, the
success of QED nourishes many branches of physics, such
as the Yang-Mills theory. Exactly parallel the historical
precedent of QED, we expect to gain some insight by
studying matter-gravity couplings in the semi-classical
regime in weak gravity, given that gravity still resists suc-
cessful quantization after decades of endeavor. As a sup-
porting fact, the Einstein field equation and the geodesic
equation resemble the Maxwell equation and the Lorentz
force law [2] for a slow moving particle in weak field limit,
though this analogy breaks down when gravity is suffi-
ciently strong. The conceptual reason roots in the pe-
culiar differences between gravity and electromagnetism:
1. gravity is extremely weak and universal; 2. gravity is
highly nonlinear.

Another motivation for the study lies in the fact that
Lorentz violation (LV) may be a testable signal of some
unified theory at Planck scale [3]. Many different scenar-
ios lead to LV have been proposed, such as noncommu-
tative field theory [4], loop gravity [5], very special rela-
tivity [6], etc. In fact, to systematically study the possi-
ble LV effects, an effective field framework incorporating
various standard model fields and tiny tensorial coeffi-
cients controlling LV has been developed, the Standard-
Model Extension, or briefly SME [7][8]. This framework
facilitates the test of the common foundation of grav-
ity and electroweak theory, namely the Lorentz symme-
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try. In SME, the close resemblance between gravity and
electromagnetics has been utilized to map a solution of
Maxwell equation with a restricted class of (kF )

κλµν term
to the solution of the Einstein equation with s̄µν term
[9], though the nonlinear acceleration ~aNL spoils the ex-
act formal analogy of weak gravity to electrodynamics
even restricted to terms with linear velocity and in the
stationary limit. Combined with the precision measure-
ments of Gravity Probe B [10][11], new bounds on s̄µν
have been extracted from the anomalous spin precession
caused by the LV gravito-electromagnetic (GEM) fields
[12]. With the observation of the structure similarity for
the couplings between the gravito-magnetic field and the
LV b̃-type coefficient to intrinsic spin [13], the bounds on
s̄0k − α

m (āSeff)
k have been obtained from various comag-

netometer experiments [14][15] by reinterpreting b̃ as the
gravito-magnetic field caused by the off-diagonal metric
perturbation due to LV.

In comparison, in this paper we try to explore the
resemblance of the LV fermion-gravity couplings with
the Lense-Thirring metric to the LV fermion-photon cou-
plings with Lorentz invariant (LI) electromagnetic field
in the framework of SME. In other words, we concen-
trate on the quantum matter effects induced by LV in
this analogy. For simplicity, we consider only the fermion
LV coefficients in the minimal SME and keep the gravity
sector intact. Partially because we are more interested
in the LV fermion sector and partially because the LV
coefficient s̄µν in minimal gravity sector can be switched
into c̄µν by a proper field redefinition [16], we do not con-
sider the LV fermion-gravity couplings arising from pure
gravity. No doubt the back reaction of LV matter fields
to spacetime geometry necessarily generates LV metric
perturbation, and this fact has already been thoroughly
explored for the (āeff)µ, c̄µν coefficients in [16][13]. How-
ever, we make the test particle assumption and ignore the
back reaction in our simple setting, thus no need to worry
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about the extra modes from diffeomrphism breaking un-
less the pure gravity sector were also affected by LV. As
for the extra modes due to spontaneous local Lorentz
symmetry breaking, which may play the role of photon
or graviton, such as in the bumblebee or cardinal mod-
els [8][17][18][19], or mediate new forces [20], they suffer
severe experimental constraints [21] and lie out of the
scope of our present discussion, we disregard them for
simplicity.

It is interesting to note that a systematic and thor-
ough treatment of all possible LV matter-gravity cou-
plings, both in formalism and in conceptual issues, have
been developed recently [22], where no room is left for
spontaneous local LV with differomorphism invariance.
However, this superficial conflict is because we omit the
back reaction of LV matter field to spacetime geometry in
the test particle assumption. Since spontaneous symme-
try breaking is assumed, the no-go constraints [8] can also
be avoided. In comparison, the signals beyond-Riemann
geometry have been explored with an effective field the-
ory incorporating all linear fermion-gravity operators up
to dimension-5 [23], based on the assumption of local
LI but explicit diffeomorphism breaking. In contrast to
Ref. [23], where the typical gravitational acceleration is
uniform as the exploration mainly focus on laboratory
experiments on the Earth, our study assumes the Lense-
Thirring metric [24], which is essentially curved and has
non-zero source angular momentum. This setting is par-
ticularly suitable for a tentative study of LV gravitomag-
netic effects.

As the fermion in the analogy is non-relativistic (NR)
for practical purposes, it seems necessary to perform
the Foldy-Wouthuysen (FW) transformation [25][13][26]
first, however, a different method first proposed in Ref.
[27] is adopted, where the one-fermion matrix elements
for a NR fermion scattering off external fields are stud-
ied. The NR feature relies on the assumption that
the field quantum carry negligible energy and fermion
quantization is truncated on positive energy states only.
The rest of the paper is arranged as follows. In Sec.
II, we briefly review the basic background of gravito-
electromagnetism, an analogy of weak gravity in general
relativity to electromagnetism. In Sec. III, we derive
the energy momentum tensor (EMT) for a LV fermion in
flat spacetime as a warm exercise for the discussion of LV
matter-gravity couplings, since gravity couples exactly to
the EMT of matter fields, just as photon couples to the
electromagnetic current. In Sec. IV, we briefly review the
formalism describing a LV fermion coupled with gravity
in the weak field approximation. In Sec. V, we out-
line the main methodology in obtaining the one-fermion
matrix elements for a LV fermion coupled with external
fields. To make transparent the analogy, we demonstrate
the fermion-photon couplings together with the fermion-
gravity couplings. Possible experimental constraints on
LV spin-gravity couplings are discussed in Sec. VI, and
we summarize our main results in Sec.VII.

II. THE GRAVITO-ELECTROMAGNETISM

The electromagnetic (EM) analogy for weak gravity
can be found in many text books on general relativity
[28] or review papers [2]. The inhomogeneious Maxwell
equations and Lorentz force law for a charged particle
moving in the EM fields are

∇ · ~E =
ρe
ǫ0
, ∇× ~B − 1

c2
∂ ~E

∂t
= µ0

~je (1)

d(γ~v)

dt
=

e

m

[

~E +
~v

c
× ~B

]

. (2)

For sufficiently weak gravity and slow-moving source, we
can expand the metric around Minkowski background

gµν = ηµν + hµν . (3)

when source is stationary Ṫµν = 0, and in the harmonic
gauge Γρ ≡ Γρµνg

µν = 0, the Einstein field equation

Gµν = κTµν (κ ≡ 8πG
c4 ) can be cast into the form similar

to (1),

∇ · ~Eg = −
κc4

2
ρm, ∇× ~Bg −

1

c
∂t ~Eg = −2κc3~jm, (4)

where ~Eg ≡ −∇φg − 1
c∂t

~Ag is the so-called gravito-
electric field, or just the local gravitational acceleration

when ~̇Ag = 0, Big ≡ c2ǫijk∂jh0k is the gravito-magnetic

field, and ρm, ~jm = ρm~v are the matter mass den-
sity and mass current, respectively. It is easy to check
that the homogeneous equations similar to ∂µF̃

µν = 0

(F̃µν ≡ 1
2 ǫ
ρσµνFρσ) in electrodynamics are also satis-

fied, see Appendix A. In fact, up to 1PN [O(c−2) for
hij ], these GEM equations can be further generalized
to the case when matter source does have time depen-
dence, as long as the gravitating system is moving slowly,
see [29][30][2]. In that case, one can even derive a for-

mal equation
[

∇2 − 4
c2 ∂

2
t

]

~Bg = 0 for the fields outside
the source current, which may indicate that gravitational
waves propagate with the same speed of light in vacuo.
The extra numerical factor 22, which can also be seen in
2κc3

κc4/2 = 4
c in parallel to the ratio of µ0ǫ0 in (1), is due

to the fact that gravity is a spin-2 instead of spin-1 field.

The minus sign −κc42 ρm in (4) compared with ρe
ǫ0

in (1),
the Gauss law, reflects the fact that the “charges” of the
same sign in gravity attract rather than repel to each
other. The geodesic equation duµ

dτ +Γµρσu
ρuσ = 0 can be

also put into the form [2]

d~v

dt
=
m

m

[

~Eg(1 +
~v2

c2
) +

~v

c
× ~Bg

]

(5)

analogous to the Lorentz force law, Eq. (2). In this anal-
ogy, gravitational mass can be regarded as the charge
responsible for gravito-electromagnetic (GEM) field, and
weak equivalence principle ensures that the “charge-to-
mass” ratio is unit. In fact, substituting h0j = ǫijkx

jωk/c
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for an observer sticked to a rotating non-inertial frame
in Minkowski spacetime into (5), the corresponding force
2m~ω × ~v is exactly the Coriolis force, confirming that
the non-inertial force and gravity may have the common
origin, which is partially encoded in the Mach princi-
ple. However, we have to keep caution that the formal
analogy cannot be extended too far, though it proves
quite fruitful, such as the prediction of gravito-magnetic
precession of a spinning gyroscope in analogy with the
magnetic dipole precession in magnetic fields, confirmed
in Gravity Probe B project [10][11], and also in deriving
solutions of the LV modified Einstein equation from the
known ones in LV electrodynamics [9]. The reason is that
gravity is quite different from EM field: 1. the Maxwell
equation is linear and EM field is abelian, while the Ein-
stein equation is notoriously difficult to solve for its non-
linearity; 2. the EM acceleration can be quite different
for different particles with different charge-to-mass ratio,
while gravity is universal for all kinds of matter (attrac-
tive except for the cosmological constant [31]) due to the
equivalence principle. Thus gravity can be geometrized
while EM force cannot. Technically, 1. Maxwell equation
and Lorentz force law are gauge invariant and thus we can
chose any gauge we like. This is not true in the case of
gravito-electromagnetism, where only a restricted class
of gauge transformations hµν → h′µν = hµν + 2∂(µξν)
with ∂2ξν = 0 (satisfying the harmonic gauge) are al-
lowed, otherwise the Maxwell-like equations (4) cannot
hold. 2. The equations (4) and (5) are essentially not
gauge invariant due to the two-layer structure of gravity:
the metric gµν can be viewed as the potential of the con-

nection Γαβγ , just as the definitions of ~Eg, ~Bg express (in

this sense, equations (4), (5) are gauge invariant); while
the connection Γαβγ is again the potential of the Riemann

tensor Rλρµν , and the latter is the intrinsically “gauge
invariant” field strength. In other words, by working in
the observer’s local inertial frame or the Riemann normal
coordinates, we can always gauge away the force md~v

dt

(derived from mduµ

dτ ). In this respect, a set of essentially
gauge invariant Maxwell-like equations must be based on
equations with covariant tensor forms, such as the Ein-
stein equation and the geodesic deviation equation [32].
The bonus of this choice is that we can go beyond lin-
ear approximations, and the corresponding equations are
more robust for further applications. A detailed discus-
sion of the essentially gauge invariant gravitational anal-
ogy of Maxwell electrodynamics in the context of LV will
be very interesting, however, this is beyond the scope of
our present investigation.

III. THE FERMION ENERGY-MOMENTUM
TENSOR IN FLAT SPACETIME

The EM analogy in weak gravity is very useful cause
electrodynamics is more easy and intuitive to deal with,
and we are more familiar with it, so we expect the similar-

ity also arises between fermion-gravity (FG) and fermion-
electromagnetic (FE) couplings. The usual minimal FE
coupling is in the form of Aµje

µ, where je
µ = −eψ̄γµψ

is the conserved current. The conservation is ensured
by the gauge invariance of the FE coupling under gauge
transformation Aµ → Aµ + ∂µΛ. Similarly, in the weak
field limit, we expect the minimal FG coupling takes a
similar form − 1

2hµνΘ
µν , where Θµν is the symmetric en-

ergy momentum tensor (EMT). In fact, from the gravi-
tational definition of EMT [33],

Θµν(x) ≡ 2δIM
√

−g(x)δgµν(x)
, (6)

for a gauge transformation δgµν(x) = 2∇(µξν), the mat-
ter action IM in (6) transforms as

δIM =
1

2

∫

d4x
√
−g δgµνΘµν

= −
∫

d4x ξν
√−g

{

∂µ[
√−gΘµν ]√−g + ΓνµρΘ

µρ

}

+

∫

d4x∂µ
[√−gξνΘµν

]

, (7)

where the terms in the large brace above is exactly
∇µΘµν . Ignoring the surface term

√−gξνΘµν , gauge
invariance again ensures the covariant conservation of
EMT, ∇µΘµν = 0. Unlike the case of EM matter
couplings, there is no simple conservation law of EMT
∂µΘ

µν = 0 for the case of gravity, though the linear gauge
transformation δhµν = 2∂(µξν) may lead to the ordinary

current conservation for the coupling − 1
2hµνΘ

µν . This
is quite similar to the non-abelian Yang-Mills theory,
where no simple conservation law exist for a current con-
structed purely from matter field, J ν

a = −i ∂LM

∂Dνψ
taψ [34].

J ν
a is only covariantly conserved, DνJ

ν
a = 0. To con-

struct an ordinary conserved EMT ∂µτ
µν = 0, just like

the ordinary conserved current J µ
a ≡ J µ

a − CcabFµνc Abν
(∂µJ µ

a = 0) contains contribution from non-abelian
gauge field itself, the ordinary conserved EMT τµν must
also contain contribution from gravitational field itself,
i.e., terms proportional to the summation of powers of
metric tensors and their derivatives, such as the Landau-
Lifschitz pseudotensor tµνLL, then τ

µν = (−g) [T µν + tµνLL]
[35]. In other words, the gravitational field itself car-
ries energy and momentum, and thus contributes to the
source of gravity. This has already been dramatically
verified by the direct observation of gravitational waves
[36]. In fact, the stress-energy tensor for the GEM field in
stationary case can be shown to be exactly proportional
to the pseudotensor tµνLL [2].

In flat spacetime, the canonical formalism gives an-
other way to obtain EMT as the zero-gravity limit of
the matter “source current” for gravity, provided the Be-
linfante symmetrization procedure (B-procedure) is per-
formed. However, in the presence of LV, the usual Belin-
fante symmetrization may not be attainable [8]. As an
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example, consider the following SME Lagrangian [8],

L = L0 + δLLV,

L0 =
i

2
ψγµ

↔

Dµψ −mψψψ −
1

2
Tr[FµνFµν ],

δLLV =
i

2
ψδΓµ

↔

Dµψ − ψδMψ,

χ̄Γµ
↔

Dµψ ≡ χ̄ΓµDµψ − χ̄D̄µΓ
µψ, (8)

where χ̄D̄µΓ
µψ ≡ [(∂µ − ieAµ)χ̄]Γ

µψ, δΓµ ≡ Γµ −
γµ ≡ − [cνµγν + dνµγ5γν ] and δM ≡ aµγµ + bµγ5γµ +
1
2H

µνσµν . Note for simplicity, the eµ, fµ, gλµν coef-
ficients are dropped. Except the cνµ and aµ, all the
other LV coefficients are responsible for the LV spin-
interactions [37]. We include aµ term as in the presence
of gravity, the aµ coefficient cannot be totally removed
by field redefinition even for fermions with a single flavor,
unlike the case of flat spacetime [38]. Also note there is a
sign difference for the c, d coefficients in Γµ, as the signa-
ture for Minkowski metric is ηµν = diag(−1,+1,+1,+1),
the one conventionally adopted in the gravity community,
rather than the one in QFT [7]. Only in this section, we
use Greek indices to denote variables in Minkowski space-
time, while in the next following sections, we use Latin
indices a, b, c... from beginning for tagent space vari-
ables and the Latin indices i , j, k, ... in the middle for
pure spatial indices, while the Greek indices µ, ν, ρ, ...
are for manifold variables. Similarly, the convention for
the totally antisymmetric tensor is fixed by ǫ0123 = 1.
From the Lagrangian (8), we get the canonical mo-

menta from the definition Πl ≡ ∂L /∂Ψ̇l,

Πµψ ≡
i

2
ψ[γµ + δΓµ], Πµ

ψ
≡ − i

2
[γµ + δΓµ]ψ,

−ΠµAa
ρ
≡ F aµρ = ∂µAaρ − ∂ρAaµ + fabcA

bµAaρ.(9)

The canonical EMT denoted as T µν is obtained as below

T µν ≡ Πµψ ∂
νψ + ∂νψΠµ

ψ
+ΠµAa

ρ
∂νAaρ − ηµνL

= T0
µν + δT µν ,

T0
µν ≡ i

2

[

ψγµ∂νψ − (∂νψ)γµψ
]

− F aµρ∂νAaρ
− ηµνL0,

δT µν ≡ i

2

[

ψδΓµ∂νψ − (∂νψ)δΓµψ
]

− ηµνδLLV.(10)

In the absence of gravity, the violation of Lorentz in-
variance does not conflict with the spacetime transla-
tion invariance, which is assumed to be hold since we
do not want to loss the energy-momentum conservation,
∂µT

µν = 0, provided the fields and their derivatives van-
ishes sufficiently quickly at spatial infinity. However, the
B-procedure does not work, as it crucially relies on the
fact that the total angular momentum tensor density is
conserved, ∂µJ

µ
αβ = 0, where

J µ
αβ ≡

∂L
∂[∂µΨ(x)]

[Sαβ ] Ψ(x) + xαT
µ
β − xβT µα

includes the intrinsic spin contribution Sµαβ ≡
∂L

∂[∂µΨ(x)] [Sαβ] Ψ(x) due to the non-trivial field represen-

tation of the Poincaré group. Since Lorentz invariance
is broken, the total angular momentum needs not to be
conserved, ∂µJ

µ
αβ 6= 0. To see why LV blocks the con-

struction of a symmetric EMT, first we note that the
antisymmetric part of the canonical EMT is

T [αβ] ≡ 1

2

(

Tαβ − T βα
)

=
1

2
∂µ

[

J µαβ − Sµαβ
]

, (11)

where we have used ∂αT
αβ = 0. Now suppose adding

Tαβ with a total derivative ∂ρA ραβ , provided that A ραβ

vanishes sufficiently fast at spatial infinity. Then the im-
proved EMT is

Θαβ = Tαβ + ∂ρA
ραβ

= T (αβ) + ∂ρ

{

1

2

[

J ραβ − Sραβ
]

+ A ραβ

}

, (12)

where the unaltered conservations law requires A ραβ =
−A αρβ . Clearly, still adopting the Belinfante-Rosenfield
formalism [39][40] and letting

A ραβ ≡ Sραβ − Sαρβ − Sβρα,

we can confirm that A ραβ = −A αρβ from its definition.
The B-procedure indeed guarantees the current conser-
vation ∂αΘ

αβ = 0, only in general Θαβ 6= Θβα due to
the presence of Lorentz violation. This feature of EMT
has been clarified with an explicit example in [7], and has
been discussed in depth including gravity in the Rieman-
Cartan geometry [8].
As Lorentz violation forbids a conserved angular mo-

mentum current, we do not expect a natural symmetric
EMT. Moreover, the B-procedure cannot even necessar-
ily give rise to a gauge invariant EMT. This has been
observed in the LV modified electromagnetism with the
kAF term [7] already. As another example, we show after
B-procedure, the EMT with only c-coefficient is

Θµν ≡ Θµνψ +ΘµνA

=
i

4
ψ

[

(γν
↔

Dµ+γµ
↔

Dν)

]

ψ − FµρF νρ − ηµνL0

+
i

4
ψ

[

c νρ (γρ
↔

Dµ−γµ
↔

Dρ)− c µρ (γρ
↔

Dν+γν
↔

Dρ)

+(γµcνρ − γνcµρ)
↔

Dρ

]

ψ + eψ
[

(c µρ A
ν + c νρ A

µ)γρ

−(γνc µρ + γµc νρ )Aρ
]

ψ − ηµνδLLV, (13)

where we have ignored 2nd order LV corrections. Clearly,
the terms proportional to c-coefficients block the sym-
metrization, Θ[µν] 6= 0, and the terms in the third square
bracket even block the gauge invariance. Without LV,
the terms in the second line is manifestly symmetric and
gauge invariant, and coincide with the gauge invariant
EMT, Eq. (4-5) for quark and gluon in [41], up to a
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signature difference. Interestingly, the B-procedure does
give a gauge invariant EMT for pure LV gauge field with
Lagrangian

LA = −1

4
[F aµνF aµν + (kF )

µνρσF aµνF
a
ρσ] , (14)

where F aµν ≡ ∂µA
a
ν − ∂νAaµ + fabcA

b
µA

c
ν is the field

strength for the gauge field Aa. The B-procedure im-
proved EMT is

ΘµνA = −F aµκF
aνκ − (kF )

µ αβ
κ F aαβF

aνκ − ηµνLA, (15)

which is apparently gauge invariant, but still not sym-
metric. In view of these examples, we see that to have
a gauge invariant improvement of the canonical EMT,
seems other improvement procedures are required rather
than Belinfante symmetrization procedure, which is even
not attainable. Not only because symmetrization is
blocked by the presence of LV, which is equivalent to the
presence of background tensor fields causing the asym-
metry, but also because symmetrization is only indicated
by the metric framework of gravitational theory. For
a generic gravitational theory allowing other degrees of
freedom (d.o.f.), such as torsion or non-metricity [42][8],
the generalized Einstein equation does not require a sym-
metric EMT as the source of gravity, though an effective
symmetric EMT is always attainable if we separate the
Einstein tensor into the Riemannian part, and incorpo-
rate the non-Riemannian part into the effective EMT
[42]. However, the cost is that it plagues a proper in-
terpretation of the gravitation and matter d.o.f. We will
postpone a further investigation of LV EMT in the future,
and turn to discuss FG couplings in the next section.

IV. PRELIMINARY FOR FERMION-GRAVITY
INTERACTIONS

To consider the fermion-gravity couplings, the flat
space LV fermion Lagrangian (8) has to be replaced by
the curved space version [8][16]

Lψ = e

[

i

2
eµaψ̄Γ

a
↔

∇µψ − ψ̄Mψ

]

, (16)

ψΓa
↔

∇µψ ≡ ψΓa[ ~Dµ +
i

4
ω bc
µ σbc]ψ − ψ[

←−
Dµ −

i

4
ω bc
µ σbc]Γ

aψ,

Γa ≡ γa −
[

cρνγ
b + dρνγ5γ

b
]

eνaeρb, (17)

M ≡ m+ aµe
µ
aγ

a + bµe
µ
aγ5γ

a +
1

2
Hµνe

µ
ae
ν
bσ
ab, (18)

Note we use ~Dµψ = (∂µ+igAµ)ψ to represent pure gauge

coupling and ~∇µψ = [ ~Dµ + i
4ω

bc
µ σbc]ψ to represent the

covariant derivatives including both the minimal gauge
field (the gauge field means photon in this context) and
the spin connection couplings. Also note that we use g
instead of e to represent gauge coupling to avoid confu-
sion with the determinant of vierbein, as it will be more
easier to distinguish determinant of metric from the cou-
pling constant g in this context. The gravity sector is

assumed to be intact to largely simplify the original con-
struction with torsion in Riemann-Carton spacetime [8].
We mention that torsion and non-metricity can also be
tightly constrained in the context of SME [43][44][45],
though they draw great attention to the gravity commu-
nity even in the LI context [42][46][47]. Considering the
weak gravity limit up to the lowest order of metric pertur-
bation hµν = gµν−ηµν , the vierbein and spin connection
can thus be written as

e aµ ≃ δ aµ +
1

2
h a
µ + χ a

µ , eµa = δµa −
1

2
hµa + χµa,

ω ab
µ =

1

2

[

eνa(∂µe
b
ν − ∂νe bµ )− e cµ ∂αeβceαaeβb

]

− (a↔ b)

≃ 1

2
(h a b
µ , − h b a

µ , ) + χab,µ + χ a b
µ , − χ b a

µ , , (19)

The χab = −χba contain the 6 local Lorentz degrees of
freedom in the vierbein, and can be totally removed by
fermion field redefinition ψ(x) → exp[− i

4χab(x)σ
ab]ψ(x)

[16][18]. This redefinition may still leave imprints on the
fluctuations of LV coefficients[16], however, due to strin-
gent experimental constraints [21] and our solely interest
in the effects caused by the vacuum expectation values
(vev) of the LV coefficients, we can safely ignore χ in the
following. For example,

eµaΓ
a = γµ − 1

2
h a
µ γ

a − [c µb − cbνhµν −
1

2
c µρ h

ρ
b]γ

b

− [d µ
b − dbνhµν −

1

2
d µ
ρ h

ρ
b]γ5γ

b. (20)

Note different from the notation in [16], we use mixed
Latin and Greek indices to keep track of their origin,
though all the indices can be put into the Greek ones,
since we take hµν as the metric deviation from the vac-
uum Minkowski background. In other words, in the fol-
lowing discussions of linearized weak gravity, there is no
need to distinguish Latin and Greek indices, as all the
upper and lower indices, whether Latin or Greek, are
raised or lowered by the corresponding Minkowski met-
ric. As the LV coefficients are linear on the level of La-
grangian, we can treat them one by one. First note we
can separate the Lagrangian (16) into LI and LV parts,
Lψ = (1 + 1

2h) [LLI + LLV], where the determinant of

the vierbein e =
√−g = 1 + 1

2h. The LI Lagrangian can
be written as

LLI =
i

2
eµaψ̄γ

a
↔

∇µψ − ψ̄mψ

≃ i

2
ψ

[

γa
↔

Da−
1

2
hµaγ

a
↔

Dµ

]

ψ − ψ̄mψ, (21)

where the “≃” means preserving only terms up to lin-
ear order of hµν , and we have utilized the identity
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hab,c{γa, σbc} = 0. The LV counterpart is

LLV =
i

2
eµaψ̄δΓ

a
↔

∇µψ − ψ̄δMψ ≃
i

2
ψ̄

[

δΓa◦

(

δµa −
1

2
hµa

)

↔

Dµ+δΓ
a
h

↔

Da

]

ψ − ψ̄ (δM◦ + δMh)ψ

+
1

4
ǫbcmnham,nψ[c

a
b γ5γc + d a

b γc]ψ, (22)

where for simplicity, we have defined

δΓah ≡
1

2

[

hνa(cbν + dbνγ5) + hρb(c
a
ρ + d a

ρ γ5)
]

γb,

δΓa◦ ≡ −
[

c ab γ
b + d a

b γ5γ
b
]

,

δMh ≡ −
1

2
hµa[(aµ + bµγ5)γ

a +
1

2
Hµbσ

ab]−
1

4
hνbHaνσ

ab,

δM◦ ≡ (aaγ
a + baγ5γ

a +
1

2
Habσ

ab).

To the linear order of metric perturbation, the Euler-
Lagrangian equation with respect to LLI + LLV is

{

i

[

(Γa◦ + δΓah) ~Da −
hµa
2

Γa◦ ~Dµ

]

− (M◦ + δMh)

}

ψ +
i

2

[

∂aδΓ
a
h

−
1

2
∂ah

a
cΓ
c
◦ −

i

2
ǫbcdehab,c(c

a
d γ5 + d a

d )γe
]

ψ = 0. (23)

where Γa◦ = γa + δΓa◦ and M◦ = m + δM◦. Note we
haven’t considered the so-called geometric term

Lgeo = (e − 1)Lψ ≃
h

2

[

i

2
ψ̄Γa◦

↔

Daψ − ψ̄M◦ψ

]

, (24)

since this term comes from the artifact of linearization,
which amounts to nothing but multiplying Eq. (23) with
a rescaling factor e = 1+ h

2 . If pick up back these terms,
the equation is exactly the one obtained from the lin-
earization of the full Dirac equation with respect to the
Lagrangian (16).
In comparison with the EM coupling −jµAµ, we can

also collect all the terms proportional to hµν in the La-
grangian, which is

LhI =

−1

2
hµa

{

i

2
ψΓa◦

↔

Dµψ − ψ
[

(aµ + bµγ5)γ
a +Hµbσ

ab
]

ψ

}

+
i

4
ψ̄
[

hνa(cbν + dbνγ5) + hρb(c
a
ρ + d a

ρ γ5)
]

γb
↔

Daψ

+
1

4
ǫmnbcham,nψ[c

a
b γ5 + d a

b ]γcψ

+
h

2

[

i

2
ψ̄Γa◦

↔

Daψ − ψ̄M◦ψ

]

=̇− 1

2
hµνT

µν , (25)

where all the Greek and Lain indices are raised or lowered
by the corresponding Minkowski metric, and thus loss
the distinctive features they have before the linearization.
Also note “=̇” means equal up to a total derivatives, since
we have dropped a total derivative term proportional to

ǫµbcd, and the energy-momentum tensor T µν is given ex-
plicitly,

T µν =
i

2
ψΓν◦

↔

Dµψ − ψ
[

(aµ + bµγ5)γ
ν +Hµ

bσ
νb
]

ψ

− i

2
ψ

[

(c µb + d µ
b γ5)γ

b
↔

Dν+(cµb + dµbγ5)γ
ν

↔

Db

]

ψ

− ηµνLflat + iǫµbcd∂d
[

ψ(c νb γ5 + d ν
b )γcψ

]

, (26)

where Lflat ≡ i
2 ψ̄Γ

a
◦

↔

Daψ − ψ̄M◦ψ. Aside from the last
term coming from spin-connection, the EMT obtained in
this way is gauge invariant and symmetric, as the appar-
ently asymmetric part T [µν] does not contribute due to
the coupling with hµν = hνµ. The LV coefficients in the
above are just vevs and thus are spacetime independent.
Now the form LhI=̇ − 1

2hµνT
µν is similar to the EM

coupling −Aµjµ, and can be regarded as a linear approx-
imation of δI = 1

2

√−gδgµνT µν up to the determinant√−g. It is interesting to note that the geometric contri-
bution in (24) cannot be ignored as stated in [27], other-
wise the resultant EMT will differ by a term proportional
to ηµν compared to the EMT obtained with the canonical
formalism. However, this term doesn’t contribute if the
matter fields are on the mass shell since we only consider
metric couplings up to linear order.
As mentioned already, we can study the non-

relativistic fermion-gravity interaction from the well-
known FW transformation method [25][48][49], which re-
quires a relativistic Hamiltonian with conventional time
evolution as the starting point. As our main concern, the
other way is to calculate the interaction energy between
a pair of one-fermion states,

∫

d3~x〈p′, β| − Lint|p, α〉 =
1
2

∫

d3~x hµν〈p′, β|T µν |p, α〉, where 〈p′, β|T µν |p, α〉 is the
gravitational form factor extensively studied in hadron
spin structures [50]. However, even for the latter ap-
proach, to find out the proper eigen-spinors for proper
Fourier expansion of ψ(x), we still face the same neces-
sity of field redefinition. In fact, even for a covariant
Dirac equation without unconventional time derivatives
impeding the proper identification of the time evolution
operator [16], field redefinition is still an essential step to
get a hermitian Hamiltonian [49], and has been well de-
veloped in the context of SME [7][16][37] to study pertur-
bative LV effects, such as the effects due to LV fermion-
gravity couplings. We will discuss the field redefinition
in a proper place in the next section.

V. NON-RELATIVISTIC FERMION-GRAVITY
COUPLING AND THE ANALOGY

The method to get NR interaction energies is adopted
from Ref. [27], where the basic idea is from the lessons
we learn in QED. In QED, the electrostatic force is me-
diated by the photon exchange between two charged par-
ticles, and the full relativistic interaction is described by
the vector-current interaction −jµAµ with jµ = ψΓµψ,
where Γµ = γµ in LI QED. Likewise, the gravitational
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interaction is mediated by the graviton exchange between
two energy carriers (without NR approximation, massless
particles such as photon are also allowed), and the full
relativistic interaction is described by the tensor-current
interaction − 1

2hµνT
µν , where T µν is given by Eq. (6) in

general, and only the symmetrized part of T µν really con-
tributes. For the Lagrangian (16), T µν is explicitly given
by (26) in the linearized approximation. Follow the same
logic, we try to get the leading order NR one-fermion
interaction matrix elements from the fully relativistic in-
teraction Lagrangian (25).
In standard QFT, the spinor ψ can be expanded as

ψ(x) =
∑

σ=1, 2

∫

d̃k
[

b̂σ(~k)uσ(~k)e
ik·x + d̂†σ(~k)vσ(~k)e

−ik·x
]

,(27)

where dk̃ ≡ d3k
(2π)3

m
k0 , k ·x ≡ ~k ·~x−k0x0, and uσ, vσ are the

eigen-spinors describing electron and positron, respec-
tively. In the LI situation, the explicit forms of uσ, vσ can
be found in any text books of QFT, say [51][52]. How-
ever, in the presence of generic LV couplings, the physi-
cal free-particle states cannot be directly described by ψ
due to unconventional time evolution imposed by the LV
derivative couplings, such as the c, d terms. To eliminate
the extra time-derivatives, we have to invoke the spinor
redefinition ψ = Ûχ to cast the kinematic term into the

conventional structure 1
2 iχ̄γ

0
↔

∂ 0 χ, which also preserves

the usual scalar product 〈Ψ|Φ〉 =
∫

d3xΨ†Φ [16] in flat
space.

For the flat space Lagrangian (8), Û = (γ0Γ0
◦)

− 1
2 is

a non-singular spacetime-independent matrix [53]. For
a generic fermion Lagrangian, the redefinition matrix is
given by Eq.(30) in Ref. [16] up to leading order of per-
turbative parameters of hµν and LV coefficients. Thus

in general Û can be quite complicated and spacetime-
dependent. The explicit form of Û corresponding to La-
grangian (16) is given in Appendix C, and can be shown

to satisfy Û †γ0Γ0Û = Î [54]. As what we concerned is
LhI in Eq.(25), it suffices to use the flat space redef-

inition matrix Û0 ≡ 1 + 1
2 (db0γ5 − cb0)γ

0γb for a lin-
ear approximation. In fact, detailed calculations lead
to additional h-couplings from the flat space Lagrangian

L flat
ψ = i

2 ψ̄Γ
a
◦

↔

Daψ − ψ̄M0ψ, as the spinor redefinition

matrix Û ⊃ δÛh, however, these terms do not contribute
to 〈p′, β|

∫

d3xL flat
ψ |p, α〉, provided the external fermions

are on mass-shell.

For non-derivative LV couplings such as a, b, H co-
efficients, the LI eigen-spinor may serve as first order
approximation in Eq. (27). While for the c, d coeffi-
cients with extra time-derivatives, the quantization ex-

pansion in terms of b̂σ, d̂σ has to be done with redefined
spinor χ directly. Of course, the eigen-spinor can always
be written as Sα = Sα0 + Sα1 (Sα refers to either uα
or vα), where Sα0, Sα1 denote the LI and LV contribu-
tions, respectively. For the 1-fermion matrix elements
〈p′, β|Ô|p, α〉 at leading order approximation, the key in-

gredient in the Fourier expansion can be written as

S̄βÔSα = S̄β0(Ô0 + Ô1)Sα0 + (S̄β1Ô0Sα0 + S̄β0Ô0Sα1),

(28)

where S̄α ≡ Sα†γ0 is the Dirac adjoint of the eigen-spinor
Sα, Ô denotes any operator we are interested, such as

e ~A · ~Γ, and Ô0, Ô1 denote the LI and LV separations
of Ô. Since in the NR limit, the contribution from the

spinor vσ(~k) with negative energy can be totally ignored,
and the scattered fermion is assumed to be always on the
mass shell, Eq. (27) becomes (for c, d coefficients, ψ has

to be replaced by χ = Û−1ψ)

ψ(x) =

∫

dk̃
∑

σ=1, 2

b̂σ(~k)uσ(~k)e
ik·x, (29)

where k0 = k0[~k,m,X] is the LV modified dispersion relation,
and X represents a set of generic LV coefficients with indices
suppressed. The LI eigen-spinor is

uσ0(~k) =

√

ω0 +m

2m

(

ξσ

U0(k)ξ
σ

)

NR
≃

(

ξσ

~σ·~k
2m
ξσ

)

, (30)

where U0(k) ≡ ~σ·~k
ω0+m

and ω0 =
√

~k2 +m2. For a, b type
coefficients, the eigen-spinor can be directly found in the ap-
pendix in [7]. For completeness, we collect them together with
the eigen-spinors for c, d, H coefficients in Appendix D. The
key idea is that since LV is supposed to be tiny by observa-
tional constraints [21], we only need to keep linear order LV

corrections, and hence can treat various LV coefficients one

by one as if the other LV coefficients are absent. Thus in cal-
culating LV contributions of FG or FE interaction energies
from matrix elements, we can classify them into 3 categories:

• Apparent LV vertices, such as OLV = hba
2
ψ[(ab +

bbγ5)γ
a + Hb

cσ
ac]ψ, where Eq. (27) with LI eigen-

spinors is sufficient;

• LV eigen-spinor induced LV to the superficially LI ver-

tices, such as OLI = ihba
4
ψγa

↔

Db ψ, where ψ and ψ
receive LV corrections and thus induce LV corrections
to interaction energy. In this case, the eigen-spinor cor-
rection appears through the LV corrected matrix con-
necting the upper and lower two Pauli 2-spinor ξα and
UX(k)ξα, i.e., U0(k) → UX(k), where X again repre-
sents certain LV coefficient with Lorentz indices sup-
pressed;

• LV correction to dispersion relations, which in the
NR limit may also induce LV corrections, such as

1
E(p,X)+m

≃ 1
2m

[1− X
4m

], where X represents some LV

coefficient with dimension 1.

Equipping with these tools and following the spirit of [27], we
calculate the interaction energy

Êint = −

∫

d3~xLint

in the following subsections. As the analog object, we calcu-
late the fermion-photon interaction first with the interaction
Lagrangian

Lint = LAI = −gψΓaAaψ

= −g Aa
[

ψγaψ − ψ
(

c ab γ
b + d a

b γ5γ
b
)

ψ
]

, (31)
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while for fermion-gravity interaction, Lint is replaced by LhI

in Eq. (25).

A. Non-relativistic fermion-photon interaction

The interaction energy between two electron states |p′, β〉
and |p, α〉 is

EAI ≡ ELI
AI + ELV

AI

= g〈p′, β|

∫

d3~x
[

ψ~Γψ · ~A− ψΓ0ψA0
]

|p, α〉

= g
∑

s1, s2

∫

d3~x

∫

d3k1
(2π)3

d3k2
(2π)3

〈0|bβ(p
′)b†s1(k1)

[ūs1(k1) Γ ·Aus2(k2)] bs2(k2)b
†
α(p)|0〉

= g

∫

d3~x e−i~q·~x
[

u†
β(p

′) γ0Γ ·Auα(p)
]

, (32)

where q ≡ p′ − p and Γ ·A ≡ ~Γ · ~A(x)−Γ0A0(x), and we have

used {bα(p), b
†
σ(k)} = (2π)3δασδ

3(~p − ~k). Note we assume
that the field redefinition has already been done implicitly,
so for the c, d coefficients, γ0Γ · A has to be replaced by
(ΓÛ)†γ0 · AÛ . In the following, we will always deal with
a, b, H terms first, and treat c, d terms later, and we omit
the subscript “0” for denoting LI spinor uσ0 unless necessary.
The LI part of the interaction energy is

ELI
AI = g

∫

d3~x e−i~q·~x
(

ūβ(p
′)[ ~A(x) · ~γ − A0(x)γ0]uα(p)

)

= g

∫

d3~x e−i~q·~xξ†β

([

~l · ~A+ i~q × ~A · ~σ

E +m

]

− A0 [1+

~p′ · ~p+ i~q × ~p · ~σ

(E +m)2

])

ξα(p)

= g

∫

d3~x e−i~q·~xξ†β

[(

~A · ~p

m
− A0(1 +

~p2

4m2
)

)

+
~σ · ~B

2m

+
( ~E × ~p) · ~σ

4m2

]

ξα, (33)

which is exactly the same as the Eqs. (7.7) and (7.9) in [27],
if the signature difference is concerned. Note we have defined
l ≡ p′ + p, and assumed the fermion is always on the mass
shell such that the energy transfer is zero, q0 = 0 (elastic
scattering), just as in [27]. However, in the presence of a
generic LV coefficient X, the dispersion relation is modified.
Thus p′0 = p0 implies not ~q · (2~p+ ~q) = 0, but rather

~q · ~p

4m2
≃ −

~q2

8m2
+
δωp′ − δωp

4m
, (34)

where δωp = δω(p,m,X) ≡ p0(p,m,X)−
√

~p2 +m2, and we
divided ~q · ~p by 4m2 to fit the factor appearing in the second
equation of (33). The extra term in (34) means that there
is an extra LV contribution due to the modified dispersion
relation, even in the calculation of the superficially LI ELI

AI.
To facilitate the analogy, we also assume that the 4-potential
of the photon field is static, Ȧµ = 0. For simplicity, we choose
the Coulomb gauge ∇ · ~A = 0 , which is equivalent to the
Lorenz gauge in static limit. The absence of ~q · ~A is simply
due to this gauge choice. The third term in (33) is exactly the

standard Dirac’s prediction, the magnetic moment interaction
~σ· ~B
2m

, and the last term ( ~E×~p)·~σ is the spin-orbit coupling and
is responsible for the fine structure corrections. The first term
g ~A·~p/m is simply the cross term in the gauge invariant kinetic

energy (~p+g ~A)2

2m
in the Coulomb gauge, and −gA0 is the static

Coulomb energy with the correction factor 1+ ~p2

4m2 for a charge

particle in the co-moving frame. The vanishing of ~q2A0 term is
because this term is proportional to ∇2A0(~x) = −ρeδ(~x−~xs)
by Coulomb’s law, where ~xs denotes the position of source
particle for the external EM field and the fermion is assumed
to be far away from the source particle.

For LV eigenspinor contribution to EM interaction energy,
first we’d like to give an explicit formula for a generic LV
coefficient X,

EX−spinor
AI = g

∫

d3~x e−i~q·~xξ†β

([

~σ · ~A δUX(p) + δU†
X(p′)~σ · ~A

]

−A0
[

U†
0 (p

′)δUX(p) + δU†
X(p′)U0(p)

])

ξα(p), (35)

where U0(p) ≡ ~σ·~p
ω0+m

and UX are the LI and LV matrices
connecting the upper and lower Pauli spinors. For example,

for a given Dirac spinor u(p) =
(

ξ(p), η(p)
)T

, η = UXξ and
δUX(p) ≡ UX(p)− U0(p). For details, see Appendix D.

First, we can calculate the contribution of a, b, H co-
efficients to the fermion-photon interaction separately. As
they do not superficially alter the conserved currents, there
is no modification of fermion-photon vertex due to these co-
efficients. In other words, for a, b, H , it is sufficient to
take into account of eigen-spinor contributions EX−spinor

AI and
corrections due to modified dispersion relations. For the
a-coefficient, its effects can be simply shown by replacing
~p→ ~p+~a in (33) and omitting ~a2 terms, which are of higher
order. This manifestly shows that for EM interaction, a-term
only shift the 4-momentum and cause no observable physical
effects, and thus can be removed by proper field redefinitions
[7][16]. However, it does have effects for gravitational interac-
tion [16], and will be explicitly shown in the next subsection.

The LV correction for b-coefficient is

EbAI = g

∫

d3~x e−i~q·~xξ†β

[

i(~q × ~A) ·~b− b0A0~l · ~σ/2

2m2

+
b0~σ · ~A

m
+

~A · (~l~b−~b~l) · ~σ

2m2
)

]

ξα

= g

∫

d3~x e−i~q·~xξ†β

[

b0~σ · ~A

m
+
~B ·~b− b0A0~p · ~σ

2m2

+
2
[

~A · ~p (~σ ·~b)− ~A ·~b (~σ · ~p)
]

+ i~σ · ~∇(~b · ~A)

2m2
)



 ξα.(36)

Note that − b0A0~q·~σ
4m2 in (36) is canceled by the correction due

to LV dispersion relation, see Eq. (34). Interestingly, the
~B ·~b/2m2 term seems indicate that the ~b vector behaves like

a “cosmic magnetic dipole moment” δ~µ = − g~b

2m2 in com-
parison to the conventional magnetic dipole moment (MDM)

~µ = − g~σ

2m
. Contrary to the dynamical ~µ, which can be manip-

ulated by spin polarization, δ~µ is supposed to be a constant
background, whose projection on a specific direction, say ~B,
varies due to the relative motion of the charged particle with
respect to the cosmic backgrounds, and may cause a sidereal
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variation in terrestrial experiments. A similar ~Ω ·~b coupling
also arises when a LV fermion is coupled to the gravitational
field due to a large rotating mass. For a fermion coupled with
some kind of cosmic anisotropic vector [55], or the axial vector

part of a torsion tensor by the identification ǫµαβγ

8
Tαβγ → bµeff

[16], we may expect similar forms of interaction. In fact, the

non-minimal 1
2
bijkF Fjkψγ5γiψ term [56] may also produce a

term looking like bF~σ· ~B with similar structure if bijkF = bF ǫ
ijk,

and thus the terms within quite different scenarios may be
constrained by similar phenomenological observations, such
as the comagnetometer experiments [14][15].

The LV correction for H-coefficient is

EHAI = g

∫

d3~x e−i~q·~xξ†β

[

~A× ~H · ~σ

m
−

(~σ · ~A) (~l · ~̃H)

2m2

+
iA0~q · ~H

4m2
−
A0~l × ~H · ~σ

4m2

]

ξα

= g

∫

d3~x e−i~q·~xξ†β

[

~A× ~H · ~σ

m
−

(~σ · ~A) (~p+ ~q/2) · ~̃H

m2

−
~E · ~H

4m2
−
A0(~p+ ~q)× ~H · ~σ

2m2

]

ξα, (37)

where we have decomposed Hµν into an “electric” part ~Hi ≡

H0i and a “magnetic” part ~̃Hi ≡ 1
2
ǫijkHjk. This decompo-

sition is meaningful, as seen from various couplings such as

− ~E · ~H/4m2. Just like the “cosmic MDM” induced by the ~b

vector, − ~E · ~H/4m2 behaves like a “cosmic electric dipole mo-

ment” g ~H

4m2 for a charged fermion. Also like −b0A0~σ ·~p/2m2 in

(36), A0 ~H×~p ·~σ/2m2 = −A0~σ×~p · ~H/2m2 induces a tiny LV

spin-orbit (SO) correction to the LI counter term g (~E×~p)·~σ

4m2 .

However, the external ~E in the LI operator is controllable,
while the “cosmic” ~H term is not, though it may receives a
sidereal variation for any terrestrial experiment. Moreover, it
depends on the local electric potential, which is like the term

φg
~p× ~H·~σ
m

in (51). These distinctive features means the LV SO
couplings can be testable and distinguished from any LI back-
ground in the ultrahigh precision fine structure observations.

For the c, d-coefficients, as they not only lead to eigen-
spinor corrections, but also bring corrections to conserved
current, and hence impose the need of spinor redefinition to
cure the otherwise non-hermitian Hamiltonian if the spinor ψ
is improperly used, we treat them separately.

After redefinition, the fermion-photon interaction is

gAaψ[δ
a
b − c ab − d a

b γ5]γ
bψ = gχ†

[

(~α · ~A− A0)

+Aj(d̃ijγ5α
i + 2d(0j)γ5)− Aj(c̃ijα

i + 2c(0j))
]

χ, (38)

where we defined c(0j) ≡ 1
2
(c0j + cj0), d(0j) ≡ 1

2
(d0j + dj0),

c̃ij ≡ c00δij + cij , d̃ij ≡ d00δij + dij , and again we preserve
terms only up to linear order of LV coefficients. The LV c, d
corrections to the conserved current are the terms in the sec-
ond line in (38), where the terms in the first line in the large
bracket correspond to LI current. It is interesting to note that
the consistency of the field redefinition for c, d terms lies in
the fact that there is no LV A0 coupling operator in the sec-
ond line in (38), as the goal of the field redefinition is just to
remove the unconventional kinematic couplings caused by the

c, d terms, and the A0 coupling will in no doubt be removed
due to the minimal coupling schemes. Inserting the quanti-
zation expansion of χ in terms of annihilation and creation
operators as Eq. (27), we get

Ec1
AI = −g

∫

d3~x e−i~q·~x u†
β(p

′)
[

αic̃ijA
j + 2c(0j)A

j
]

uα(p)

= −g

∫

d3~x e−i~q·~x ξ†β

[

2~c · ~A[1 +
~p′ · ~p+ i~q × ~p · ~σ

4m2
]

+
c00
2m

[~l · ~A+ ~B · ~σ] +
cijA

j

2m
(li + iǫkilq

kσl)

]

ξα, (39)

Ed1
AI = g

∫

d3~x e−i~q·~x u†
β(p

′)
{

d̃ijΣ
iAj + 2~d · ~Aγ5

}

uα(p)

= g

∫

d3~x e−i~q·~x ξ†β

{

~d · ~A
~σ ·~l

m
+ d̃ijA

j ·
[

σi+

(2pi + qi)~σ · ~p+ pi ~σ · ~q − ~p′ · ~p σi + i(~p× ~q)i

4m2

]}

ξα,(40)

where we defined ~cj ≡ c(0j) and ~dj ≡ d(0j) for notational sim-

plicity. Note both in (39) and (40), uσ(k) = uσ0(~k) in (30),
as we only need to keep terms of linear order of LV coeffi-
cients. By the comparison of (39) with (33), we see c00 acts

like a scale factor to the LI counter terms such as ~σ· ~B
m

, ~p· ~A
m

,

while cij plays the role of a shear factor, and ~ci = c(0i) mixes

the coupling of ~A into those originally coupled with A0 if
LV is absent. In short, cµν acts like a metric tensor: it not
only scale isotropically, but also shear slightly the original LI
EM interactions, as if the original terms being viewed in a
slightly sheared coordinates. However, we should avoid the
confusion with the so-called “passive coordinate transforma-
tions”, which have no physical effects [7]. In comparison, the
c-coefficient induced effects are in principle testable, such as
constraints of the sidereal variation by measuring the transi-
tion frequency in atomic clocks [57]. For d-coefficient, due to
the γ5 factor, it mediates the spin-orbit couplings with the EM

field, except the d̃ijA
jσi and

id̃ijA
j(~p×~q)i

4m2 terms. For example,

the
d̃ijA

jpi~σ·~p

2m2 term looks much like an anomalous magnetic

moment (AMM) coupling term µ′(~B·~p)(~σ·~p)

2m2 [58], where µ′ is
the AMM coupling constant put by hand.

Next we consider the LV eigen-spinor corrections to the
superficially LI term, the term in the first line in the large
square bracket in (38). The eigen-spinor for c, d-coefficients
in the quantization of χ has to be obtained from the free LV
modified Dirac equation,

iχ̇ = −i
[

(δij − c̃ij + d̃ijγ5)α
i − 2(c(0j) − d(0j)γ5)

]

∇jχ

+m
[

γ0(1− c00)− dj0γ5γ
j
]

χ. (41)

Assuming the eigen-spinor takes the form χ = eip·x
(

ξ
η

)

,

where η = UXξ, we obtain the UX with X = c, d, see (D4,D5)
in the Appendix.

We still treat c, d terms separately in the spirit of keeping
only linear order of LV coefficients. For the c-coefficient, the
LV eigen-spinor contrition to EM interaction can be obtained
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by substituting δUc(k) ≡ Uc(k)− U0(k) in (35),

Ec2
AI = g

∫

d3~x e−i~q·~xξ†β

{[

A0(−
c(0j)q

j

2m
+
cijp

ipj

2m2
)

−cij
pjAi

m

]

+

[

A0 2icijq
[jpk]ǫiklσ

l − cijq
iqj

4m2

−cij
qjAi + iǫiklq

jAkσl

2m

]}

ξα(p), (42)

again we have added the correction A0(δω′
p − δωp)/4m into

(42) by substituting (D15), see Eq.(34). The total LV
fermion-photon interaction energy due to c-coefficient is Ec1

AI+
Ec2

AI.
For the d-coefficients, the LV eigen-spinor correction is

Ed2
AI = g

∫

d3~x e−i~q·~xξ†β

(

A0

[

dj0(q
(ipj) + qjqi

2
) + d0jq

iqj

4m2

+
d̃ijq

j

4m
−
d0jp

ipj

2m2

]

σi −
iǫjkldjiA

l(2q(kpi) + qkqi)

2m2

+dji
2A[jσk][pkpi + q(kpi) + qkqi/2]

m2
+ d0j

lj ~σ · ~A

2m

)

ξα(p).

(43)

Unlike (39) and (40), Ec2
AI and Ed2

AI do contain contributions
from the LV interaction with scalar potential A0. These terms
would be absent if corrections from LV eigen-spinors were not
taken into account, see the second lines in (38). The total
LV fermion-photon interaction energy due to d-coefficient is
Ed1

AI+E
d2
AI . We separately write them out in order to make the

nature of where they originate (from LV corrected current or
LV eigen-spinor) more clear. Also note, the vector potential
~A replaces the scalar potential A0 in the SO coupling term

cij
Ej(~σ×~p)i−pj(~σ×~E)i

4m2 in (42), for the corresponding dij term

−
iǫjkldjiA

lq(kpi)

m2 in (43). The reason can date back to the
additional γ5 factor in LV kinematic d-term compared with

the corresponding c-term in L ⊃ i
2
ψ δΓµ

↔

∂ µψ.

B. Non-relativistic fermion-gravity interaction

Now we calculate the fermion-gravity interaction. Since we
assume the scattered fermions are on the mass shell, which
means the equation of motion is satisfied, the term pro-
portional to h does not contribute. The interaction energy
− 1

2

∫

d3xhµνT
µν in (25) is proportional to

1

2
hba

(

i

2
ψΓa

↔

Dbψ − ψ [(ab + bbγ5)γ
a +Hbcσ

ac]ψ

)

−
i

4
ψ̄
[

hνa(cbν + dbνγ5) + hρb(c
a
ρ + d a

ρ γ5)
]

γb
↔

Daψ

−
1

4
ǫbcmnham,nψ[c

a
b γ5 + d a

b ]γcψ. (44)

Note we ignore all photon couplings by replacing Dµ → ∂µ,
not only for calculational simplicity, but also to facilitate the
discussions of the test of equivalence principle (EP), where
photon interaction not only complicates, but may even spoil
the precision test of weak EP [59].

The LI fermion-gravity interaction is

ELI
GI = 0〈p

′, β|

∫

d3x

{

i

4
hbaψγ

a
↔

∂ bψ

}

|p, α〉0

=

∫

d3x e−i~q·~xξ†β

{

p0
[

φg(1 +
~p2 + ~q · ~p+ i~q × ~p · ~σ

4m2
)

−
~Ag ·~l + i~q × ~Ag · ~σ

4m

]

+ (~p+
~q

2
) ·

[

φg
2m

(~l − i~q × ~σ)

−
~Ag
2

(1 +
~p2 + ~q · ~p+ i~q × ~p · ~σ

4m2
)

]}

ξα

=

∫

d3x e−i~q·~xξ†β

{

mφg(1 +
7~p2

4m2
) +

3~g × ~p · ~σ

4m
− ~Ag · ~p

−
~Ω · ~σ

4

}

ξα, (45)

where |p, α〉0 denotes the pure LI eigen-vector, and we uti-
lized the conventional definition of the GEM vector potential,
which differs slight from the definition of Ajg in the Appendix
A, i.e.,

h00 = −2φg, hij = −δij2φg, h0j = hj0 = Ajg,

~g ≡ ∇φg, ~Ω ≡ ∇× ~Ag. (46)

We also preserve only terms up to the first Post-Newtonian
order, i.e., PNO(1). Specific in detail, we keep

h00 ∼ O(v4), h0i ∼ O(v3), hij ∼ O(v2). (47)

Though the metric component h00 = −2φg only contains
O(v2) term φg, it is compensated by keeping the NR fac-

tors, such as φg
~p2

m2 ∼ O(v4). Also note only a quarter of the

spin-orbit FG interaction 3~g×~p·~σ
4m

comes from the pure tem-
poral metric h00 contribution, and the other half comes from
the spatial metric hij contribution. In comparison with the
Eq. (20) in [60], the spin-orbit operator from h00 exactly co-
incides with the corresponding term due to a non-relativistic
fermion coupled with the non-inertial force, thus confirms the
weak EP [60], since the only nonzero metric perturbation for
a linear acceleration is h00 = ~a · ~r.

It will be interesting to compare the result (45) with those
obtained by the FW transformation, such as the Eq.(2.44)
in [61] for a static spherically symmetric metric. For that
purpose, we also keep

∂ih00|
pi

m
| ∼

mλc
r̄

O(v3), h0ip
k ∼ mO(v4),

∂jh0i ∼
mλc
r̄

O(v3), (48)

where λc =
~

mc
is the Compton wavelength of the fermion we

concerned, say, a neutron, and r̄ is the characteristic length
scale of the gravitational source, such as the Earth radius. In
general, λc/r̄ ≪ v

c
(we temporarily restore c for clearness),

for e.g., on the Earth, λc/r̄ ∼ 10−22 and v/c ∼ 10−6 for ther-
mal neutron (v ∼ 103m/s), thus on numerical grounds, we

can totally ignore terms involving ∂jh0i and ∂ih00|
~p

m
|. How-

ever, not only for parallel comparison, but also in prepara-
tion for exotic situations such as neutron stars, where both
h00 ∼ 0.1, |~Ω| ∼ 10−23GeV are much larger than the corre-
sponding values on Earth, we keep these terms in the follow-
ing. In deriving Eq.(45), we also assume ~Ω is constant such
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that ~Ag = 1
2
~Ω×~r, and utilize the equations ∇2φg = 4π GNρm

and ∇2 ~Ag = 16π GN~jm to eliminate the ~p · ~q φg and ~p · ~q ~Ag
terms, since the neutral fermion is assumed to be outside the
matter source of gravity, where ρm and ~jm vanish. This also
explains why there is no i~g · ~p term compared with the NR
Hamiltonian obtained by the FW approach.

Now we also consider the a, b, H terms first as these terms
do not involve derivative couplings. However, unlike the EM
current ψΓaψ, the a, b, H terms do contribute to the LV
energy-momentum tensor T µν , which receives any kind of
contribution from matter source. For simplicity, we discuss
the LV eigen-spinor corrections first. As in Eq.(35), we write
down a general formula for the LV eigen-spinor correction,

EX−spinor
GI =

1

4

∫

d3x e−i~q·~xξ†β

{

[2l0φg −~l · ~Ag]

·
[

δU†
X(~p′)U0(~p) + U†

0 (~p
′) δUX(~p)

]

+ [2φg~l − ~Agl
0]

·
[

δU†
X(~p′)~σ + ~σ δUX(~p)

]}

ξα, (49)

where the 2×2 matrices U0 and δUX(~p) = UX−U0 are defined
in (35). Note the structure similarity between (35) and (49),

where φg and Ag replace the role of φ and ~A, respectively,

while the remain terms, ~Ag ·~l and φg~l, reflect the tensor nature
of gravitational coupling. Both the similarity and difference
between FG and FE couplings may stem from this peculiar
structure.

Substituting δUX(~p) with X = a, b, H, c, d separarely
into (49) with δUX given in Appendix D, the LV eigen-spinor
corrections to FG interaction due to a, b, H coefficients are

Eab−1
GI =

1

4

∫

d3x e−i~q·~xξ†β

{

[2l0φg −~l · ~Ag]

[

(~a+ b0~σ) ·~l

4m2

+
i~q × ~a · ~σ

4m2

]

+ [2φg~l − ~Agl
0] ·

[

~a+ b0~σ

m
−
i~q ×~b

2m2
−

(~l ×~b)× ~σ

2m2

]}

ξα

≃

∫

d3x e−i~q·~xξ†β

{

~g × ~a · ~σ

4m
+ φg

[

3~a · (~p+ ~q/2)

2m
+

3b0~l · ~σ

4m
+

(~b ·~l)(~σ ·~l)

4m2
−

(~p2 + ~p× ~q + ~q2/4)

m2
(~b · ~σ)

]

−

[

~Ag · (~a+
b0~σ

2
) +

~Ω ·~b

4m
+

~Ag · (~l~b−~b~l) · ~σ

4m

]}

ξα,(50)

EH−1
GI =

1

4

∫

d3x e−i~q·~xξ†β

{

[2l0φg −~l · ~Ag]

[

~l × ~H · ~σ

4m2

−
i~q · ~H

4m2

]

+ [2φg~l − ~Agl
0] ·

[

( ~H × ~σ)

m
−
~l · ~̃H

2m2
~σ

]}

ξα

≃

∫

d3x e−i~q·~xξ†β

{

φg

[

3~l × ~H · ~σ

4m
−~l · ~σ

~l · ~̃H

4m2

]

−
~g · ~H

4m

− ~Ag ·
( ~H × ~σ)

2
+ ~Ag · ~σ

~l · ~̃H

4m

}

ξα, (51)

where we have ignored terms of order ~g

m2 and
~Ag

m2 in the last

two approximations. Note
~Ω·~b
4m

appears in (50) just as g ~B·~b
2m2

appears in (36). The less suppression by the inverse power of
m is due to the fact that in the gravitational case m plays the
role of coupling constant g. As mentioned before, the parallel
terms can be found from (36) and (37) by replacing φ, ~A with

φg, ~Ag, though the associated numerical factors are different.
Due to the tensor nature of gravity, there are addition terms

such as −φg~l · ~σ
~l· ~̃H
4m2 , φg

(~b·~l)(~σ·~l)

4m2 and
−~p2φg

~b·~σ

4m2 in comparison
with the FE couplings for the corresponding LV coefficients.

For the apparent LV interaction vertices due to a, b, H ,
their contribution to the interaction energy is

Eab−2
GI = −

1

2
〈p′, β|

∫

d3x
{

hbaψ
[

(ab + bbγ5)γ
a
]

ψ
}

|p, α〉

=

∫

d3x e−i~q·~xξ†β

{

(φga
0 −

~a · ~Ag
2

)(1 +
~p′ · ~p+ i~q × ~p · ~σ

4m2
)

+[
φg~a

2m
−

~Aga
0

4m
] · [~l − i~q × ~σ] + (

~Ag ·~b

2
− φgb

0)
~σ ·~l

2m

+(
b0 ~Ag
2

− φg~b) ·

[

(1−
~p · ~p′

4m2
)~σ +

i~p× ~q + (~p~p′ + ~p′~p) · ~σ

4m2

]}

ξα

≃

∫

d3x e−i~q·~xξ†β

{

φg

[

a0(1 +
~p′ · ~p

4m2
) +

(~a− b0~σ) ·~l

2m

]

−
~a · ~Ag

2

+
~g × ~a · ~σ

2m
− a0

[

~Ag ·~l + ~Ω · ~σ

4m

]

+
~Ag
2

· (b0~σ +
~b ~σ ·~l

2m
)

−φg~b ·

[

(1−
~p · ~p′

4m2
)~σ +

(~p~p′ + ~p′~p) · ~σ

4m2

]}

ξα. (52)

EH−2
GI = −

1

2
〈p′, β|

∫

d3x
{

hbaψH
bcσacψ

}

|p, α〉

=

∫

d3x e−i~q·~xξ†β

{

(
~Ag × ~H

2
+ 2φg

~̃H) ·

[

(1 +
~p · ~p′

4m2
)~σ−

i~p× ~q + (~p~p′ + ~p′~p) · ~σ

4m2

]

+
~̃H

4m
·
(

~l~σ − ~σ~l
)

· ~Ag

−
i~q × ~Ag ·

~̃H

4m

}

ξα

≃

∫

d3x e−i~q·~xξ†β

{

~Ag × ~H

2
· ~σ +

~̃H

4m
·
[

(~l~σ − ~σ~l) · ~Ag
]

+2φg
~̃H ·

[

(1 +
~p · ~p′

4m2
)~σ +

(~p~p′ + ~p′~p) · ~σ

4m2

]

−
~Ω · ~̃H

4m

}

ξα.

(53)

By comparison with Eq. (37), there should not have any scalar
potential coupling to the “magnetic” part of H-coefficient,
however, due to the tensor nature, the non-zero spatial metric

hij induce gravito-electric couplings to ~̃H , such as the terms

proportional to φg
~̃H · ~σ and (φg

~̃H ·~l)(~l · ~σ).

A striking difference from the fermion-photon interaction is
the presence of a-coupling terms in (50) and (52). Comparing

(52) with (45), we see the aµ coefficient couples to φg and ~Ag
in exactly the same way as the 4-momentum pµ. This is not
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surprising as in the momentum space

−
1

2
hbaψ a

bγaψ +
i

4
hbaψγ

a
↔

∂ bψ ⇒

−
1

2
hbaūβ(p

′)[ab +
p′b + pb

2
]γauα(p),

and is also the same reason that aµ can be shifted away by
a phase redefinition of the fermion field, thus does not have
any observable consequence for a single fermion coupled with
photon field in flat space. However, the above reasoning does
not apply for a fermion coupled with gravity [38]. This can be
verified by inspecting Eq. (45), where the simple replacement
pµ → (p+ a)µ cannot lead to the a-coupling terms in (50).

Note that we also need to consider the implicit correction
to fermion-gravity interaction energy induced by LV disper-
sion relation p0 = ω0(~p, m) + δω(~p, m,X). These correction
comes from the substitution of ~p ·~q in the superficially LI term
i
4

∫

d3x hbaψγ
a
↔

∂ bψ, just as what we did in Eq. (34). How-
ever, in the gravitational case, additional contribution comes
from p0 term in (45), and thus is proportional to δωp. Inspec-
tion of δωp− δωp′ for various LV coefficients in the Appendix
D, we see these terms are at least of O(v), so in making a

substitution of ~q ·~p = − ~q2

2
+m[δωp−δωp′ ] and p

0 = ω0+δωp,
the following correction

φg

[

(1 +
~p2 + i~q × ~p · ~σ

4m2
)δωp +

5

4
(δωp − δωp′)

]

−

[

~Ag ·~l + i~q × ~Ag · ~σ

4m

]

δωp (54)

has to be added for each type of LV coefficient. For com-
pleteness, the dispersion relation for a-coefficient is k0 =
√

(~k + ~a)2 +m2−a0 for a positive energy fermion, and hence

δωp ≃ ~k · ~a/ω0 − a0. For a, b, H-coefficients, the corrections
due to LV dispersion relations are listed below,

Eab−3
GI =

∫

d3x e−i~q·~xξ†β

{

φg

(

(4~p− 5~q) · (~a+ b0~σ)

4m

)

+ (a0

+~b · ~σ)

(

~Ag ·~l + ~Ω · ~σ

4m
−

[

φg +
~g × ~p · ~σ

4m2

]

)

+ φg

[

~p2

4m2
·

(~b · ~σ − a0) +
5(~p′ ·~b)(~p′ · ~σ)− 9(~p ·~b)(~p · ~σ)

8m2

]}

ξα, (55)

EH−3
GI =

∫

d3x e−i~q·~xξ†β

{

φg

[

~H × (4~p− 5~q) · ~σ

4m
+

(

1 +
~p2

4m2

)

~̃H · ~σ +
5 ~̃H · ~p′~σ · ~p′ − 9 ~̃H · ~p ~σ · ~p

8m2

]

−

[

~Ag ·~l + ~Ω · ~σ

4m

−
~g × ~p · ~σ

4m2

]

~̃H · ~σ

}

ξα. (56)

The total NR fermion-gravity interaction energy from a , b, H
contributions is the summation of Eqs. (50-53) and (55-56).
Though it is easy to see that several terms in the above equa-
tions can be combined together or even canceled, such as the

terms proportional to φg~b ·~σ and a0
~Ag·~l+~Ω·~σ

4m
in (52) and (55),

or the terms proportional to ~g×~a ·~σ in (50) and (52), we keep
them separately for the clarity of their origin.

Inspecting Eq. (50-53) and (55-56) reveals that there are
abundant interaction structures for the LV spin-gravity cou-
pling, especially for the b, H coefficients. For example, the

− (
~̃
H+~b)·~Ω

4m
term is in analogy with the LV magnetic field cou-

pling term g~b· ~B
2m2 in (36), but with gravito-magnetic field ~Ω

replacing the magnetic field ~B. Similarly, the (~b− ~̃
H)·~σ(~Ω·~σ)
4m

and the spin-orbit coupling terms such as those proportional
to ~g×~p·~σ

4m2 alter the geodetic and frame-dragging precession
frequencies of microscopic particles. Since there is no rea-
son for the LV coefficients to be universal for particles with
different flavor, the weak EP must be violated due to the
non-universal LV gravitational couplings. These effects are in
principle testable, such as in the high precision Gravity Probe
B-like experiment [10][11].

Aside from the B-type LV couplings, the E-type LV cou-
plings also show some similarity between the fermion-photon

and fermion-gravity couplings, such as −
~E· ~H
4m2 and −~g· ~H

4m
, or

ig ~E× ~H

2m2 · ~σ and −2i~g× ~H
m

· ~σ. The similarities for the LV cou-
plings between the b, H coefficients can be trace back to the
operator level by the identity ψγ5~γψ = −ψγ0~Σψ, while γ

0 is
effectively equal to 1̂ for positive energy particles. For exam-
ple, this fact can be validated by the similar form of couplings

between ~b ·~σ and ~̃H ·~σ with [~Ω−~g × ~p/m] ·~σ in (55) and (56).

Next, we discuss the fermion-gravity interaction energies
due to the c, d coefficients. The contributions due to eigen-
spinor corrections for c, d coefficients are

Ec−1
GI =

1

4

∫

d3x e−i~q·~xξ†β

{

[Akg l
0 − 2φgl

k][cij
δikl

j + iǫiklq
jσl

2m
]

+[~l · ~Ag − 2l0φg][
c(ij)p

′ipj + icijq
[jpk]ǫiklσ

l

2m2
]

}

ξα, (57)

Ed−1
GI =

1

4

∫

d3x e−i~q·~xξ†β

{

[2l0φg −~l · ~Ag]
d0jp

′(ipj)σi

2m2

+[2φgl
m −Amg l

0]

[

d0j l
j

2m
σm +

idjiǫjkm(pkpi − p′kp′i)

2m2

+
dmiσ

k(pkpi + p′kp′i)− djiσ
j(pmpi + p′mp′i)

2m2

]}

ξα (58)

Compared the terms in (57) and (58) taking the form of
(Akg Xk − 2φg Y )l0, where Xk, Y are LV operators such as
d0j l

j

2m
σk,−

cijg
[jpk]ǫiklσ

l

2m
, with the terms in (42) and (43), we

see they also look quite similar, as mentioned in the general
discussion of Eq. (49).

The apparently LV vertex contributions due to c, d coeffi-
cients are

Ecd−V
GI = −

i

4
〈p′, β|

∫

d3x
{

hba

[

ψ̄(c ae + d a
e γ5)γ

e
↔

∂ bψ
]

+ hνa
[

ψ̄(cbν + dbνγ5)γ
b
↔

∂ aψ
]

+ hρb

[

ψ̄(c aρ + d a
ρ γ5)γ

b
↔

∂ aψ
]}

|p, α〉. (59)

Note the terms in the first line are in fact equal to the terms
in the second line of (59). The terms in the 3rd line of Eq.
(44), − 1

4
ǫbcmn〈p′, β|

∫

d3xham,nψ[c
a
b γ5+d

a
b ]γcψ|p,α〉 comes

from the spin-connection interaction, and thus only contains
GEM field strength ∂ρhµν , and is naively expected to be much
smaller than the terms coupled directly with the metric per-
turbation hµν .
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While the contributions due to LV dispersion relation corrections for the c, d coefficients are

Ec−2
GI =

∫

d3x e−i~q·~xξ†β

{

c00

[

~Ag ·~l + ~Ω · ~σ

4
−
~g × ~p · ~σ

4m

]

+ φg

[

c(0j)
5qj − 4pj

2
+ c(ij)

5p′ip′j − 9pipj

4m
− c00(m+

3~p2

4m
)

]

}

ξα,(60)

Ed−2
GI =

∫

d3x e−i~q·~xξ†β

{

φg

[

9(~p · ~d)(~p · ~σ)− 5(~p′ · ~d)(~p′ · ~σ)

2m
+
d̃ji(4p

i − 5qi)σj

4
+

5dj0p
′j~σ · ~p′ − 9dj0p

j~σ · ~p

8m

+ dj0σ
j(m+

~p2

4m
)

]

+
~g × ~p · ~σ

4m
dj0σ

j −
~Ag ·~l + ~Ω · ~σ

4
dj0σ

j

}

ξα. (61)

In comparison with Eq. (39), there is also a parallel term c00( ~Ag · ~l + ~Ω · ~σ)/4, which rescales the gravito-magnetic moment
just as the corresponding term rescales the magnetic moment. This and the other similar LV corrections spoil the theorem of
null anomalous gravito-magnetic moment due to the equivalence principle [62], which is not unexpected in the LV theory.

For compactness, we combine these c, d couplings together and disregard the quadratic terms of qi, as qiqjh0ν ∼ ∂i∂jh0ν

and |∂i∂jh0ν | ≪ |pi∂jh0ν | in general. We also keep only terms up to O(m−1), and then the results are

Ec
GI =

∫

d3x e−i~q·~xξ†β

{[

c00

(

~g × ~p · ~σ

2m
+ 2mφg

)

+ c(0i)φg
7qi

2
− liφgc0i +

1

2
ǫijkc0ig

kσj − cijǫikl

(

3g(jpk)

2
+
pjgk

2

)

σl

m

−c(ij)φg
2piqj

m
− ǫijkcijg

k ~σ · ~p

4m

]

+

[

mAig

(c0i
2

+ c(0i)

)

− c00

(

~Ag · ~p+
~Ω · ~σ

4

)

+ cij
Aigl

j + iǫiklq
jAkgσ

l

4
+
licij
4
Ajg

+
[

li − ǫiklσl∂k
]

Ajg
cij
2

− ǫijk
cil
4
∂kA

l
gσ

j
]}

ξα, (62)

Ed
GI =

∫

d3x e−i~q·~xξ†β

{

φg

[

dij

(

4pj +
qj

4

)

σi − d00
~σ · (8~p+ 11~q)

4
−

7dj0q
(ipj)σi

4m

]

+
1

2
ǫijkdijg

k +
(

di0 + 2d(0i)
) (~g × ~p)i

2m

+
idj0
4m

[~σ × (~g × ~p)]j +md00
~Ag · ~σ

2
+
di0
4

(

σi ~Ag − Aig~σ
)

·~l − d0iA
i
g

~σ ·~l

2
−
i dj0
4

(~Ω× ~σ)j −mAjgdijσ
i

}

ξα. (63)

Inspection of (60-63) shows that several LV spin-orbit cou-
pling terms, such as dj0σ

j~g × ~p · ~σ/4m, c00~g × ~p · ~σ/2m and
cij(~g × ~σ)ipj/2m, are of the similar kind of structure as we

found in FE interactions, like cij
(~E×~σ)ipj−(~p×~σ)iEj

4m2 . Other
more complicated structures of spin-orbit couplings, such as
c0i
2
(~g × ~σ)i, −

i dj0
4

(~Ω × ~σ)j , d(0i)A
i
g~σ ·~l/2,

idj0
4m

[~σ × (~g × ~p)]j ,
etc. can also be found in Eq. (62) and (63). Also we notice
that there are only two spin-independent fermion-gravity cou-

pling for the d coefficient, (di0 +2d(0i))
(~g×~p)i

2m
and 1

2
ǫijkdijg

k.
This is not surprising as in the Lagrangian level, d term is of
the γ5γ

a structure and is an essentially spin-dependent term
from the relativistic point of view.

In summary, due to similar Dirac structures in Lorentz
violating fermion-gravity (FG) and fermion-electromagnetic
(FE) couplings, there are analog operators for the LV fermion
couplings with these two external fields. As a simple glance,
we collect several sampling operators in FG and FE interac-

tions in table I. Operators such as a0
~Ag ·~l+~Ω·~σ

4m
,

( ~Ag× ~H)·~σ

2
ex-

actly cancel, and thus in fact do not appear. The mismatch
between FG and FE interactions may partly due to the tensor
structure of gravity, and partly due to the fact that the LV
corrections from fermion dispersion relations p0 = ω0 + δωp
can contribute directly in the case of gravity, in contrast to
the case of photon coupling, where only δωp − δωp′ enters
in the q · p subsititution. Anyway, we think even the sam-
ple operators in table I can convince the readers that the LV
spin coupling structures are very abundant, which means the
very rich gravitational phenomenologies arising from the LV
spin-gravity couplings [23] are waiting for us to explore.

FG − ( ~̃H+~b)·~Ω
4m

( ~Ag ·~l)(~b·~σ)

2m
φg

~p× ~H·~σ
2m

( ~Ag ·~σ)(~p·
~̃
H)

m

FE g~b·~B
2m2

g( ~A·~l)(~b·~σ)

2m2 − gA0~p× ~H·~σ
2m2 − g( ~A·~σ)(~p·

~̃
H)

m2

FG −
c00(2 ~Ag ·~l+~Ω·~σ)

4

3cijg
[jpk]ǫiklσ

l

2m
−~g· ~H

4m
−

(~d· ~Ag)(~σ·~l)

2

FE g c00( ~A·~l+~B·~σ)
2m

g cijE
[jpk]ǫiklσ

l

2m2 − g ~E· ~H
4m2

g(~d· ~A)(~σ·~l)
m

TABLE I: Examples of the analogous couplings between LV
fermion-gravity and fermion-photon couplings.

VI. PHENOMENOLOGY IN TEST OF EP

The LV spin-gravity couplings have already been thor-
oughly explored in the uniform limit φg = ~g ·~z [23], which is a
very good approximation for most experiments on the Earth.
However, linear potential is an essentially flat metric, and is
incapable to capture the warp effects of space, as only g00 re-
ally matters in this case. In comparison, the Lense-Thirring
metric is an intrinsically curved one, and may be able to test
LV spin-gravity couplings where the other metric components
take effect, such as the frame-dragging (FD) effect of a single
fermion due to the rotation of a massive object like neutron
star. For the pure gravity sector, we also note that the spin
precession effects in the post Newtonian approximation up to
O(3) have already been systematically studied [63], and the
anomalous precession rates due to LV have also been utilized
to constrain the sµν coefficients [12]. However, these are for
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macroscopic spinning gyroscopes, not for the intrinsic spin of
microscopic fermions.

The Lorentz invariant NR fermion-gravity Hamiltonian has
been fully studied in the literature [61][60][49], and it is in-
teresting to note that the LI operators in ELI

GI, Eq. (45),
coincide with those in the NR fermion Hamiltonian obtained
in [61] except the higher order term φg~p

2/2m, which differ by

an O(1) numerical factor. The vanishing of terms ∇2φg,
i~g·~p
m

is due to our on-shell and source free assumptions. This is
not surprising, as the LI terms in the one-fermion matrix el-
ement − 1

2
〈p′, β|

∫

d3x hµνT
µν |p, α〉 under the assumption of

zero energy transfer q0 = 0 is just the potential energy in tree
level approximation. For the LV counter terms, we may also
expect them to be the corresponding LV operators in the NR
Hamiltonian obtained by Foldy-Wouthuysen transformation
[25][13][26], except each pair of operators obtained from dif-
ferent approaches may differ by an O(1) numerical factor. As
most LV coefficients in the minimal SME have been tightly
constrained to be very vanishingly small [21], what we re-
ally cared about is essentially the order of magnitude, the
O(1) numerical factors may be irrelevant for practical pur-
poses. Thus we can collect all spin-dependent operators up
to O(m−1) (except the a0 term)

δĤgσ =

[

3~g × ~a

4m
−
a0~g × ~p

4m2

]

· ~σ + φg

[

3b0~p

2m
− 2~b

]

· ~σ

+
~σ · ~p

m
~Ag ·~b+ φg

[

~p× ~H

2m
+ 3 ~̃H

]

· ~σ +
~Ag · (~σ~p− ~p~σ) · ~̃H

m

+c00

[

~g × ~p

2m
−
~Ω

4

]

· ~σ + d00

[

m~Ag
2

− 2φg~p

]

· ~σ (64)

together, and for simplicity we also ignore the terms coupled
with cµν , dµν coefficient, except the c00 and d00. We boldly
assume the NR Hamiltonian is

ĤNR =
~p2

m
+mφg +

3

2m

[

φg~p
2 − i~g · ~p+ ~g × ~p ·

σ

2

]

−
~Ω · ~σ

4

+ δĤgσ, (65)

where the first line are LI contributions. Note we have ignored
all the spin-independent LV operators, as they do not directly
affect spin dynamics. The spin time evolution is governed by
the Heisenberg equation

d~S

dt
=

1

i~
[~S, ĤNR] = (~ωLI + δ~ωLV )×

~S, (66)

where ~ωLI ≡ ~ωgeo + ~ωFD , and ~ωgeo = 3
2m
~g × ~p and ~ωFD = −

~Ω
2

describe the geodetic precession and FD precession angular
vectors predicted in GR, respectively. It is interesting that
we obtain ~ωLI from fermion-gravity couplings [and maybe by
accident the LI spin interaction terms do have the correct
numerical factors, while this is not so for spin-independent

terms. For e.g., the numerical factor in front of φg
~p2

m
in

Eq. (45) does not coincide with the one obtained by the FW
transformation], which only relies on the minimal fermion-
gravity couplings within the tetrad formalism. This can be
viewed as an evidence that the WEP is valid even in the quan-
tum regime [48][49][64]. Given that WEP has been tested to
high precision [64][65][66], we may reasonably believe that the
GR predicted spin precession of microscopic particles can also
be tested to the same precision in the future as that of the

macroscopic gyroscope in the famous Gravity Prob B (GPB)
project [10], in addition to technique difficulties caused by the
extremely weak fermion-gravity couplings. The GPB gives
a geodetic drift rate of RNS,o = 6601.8 ± 18.3 mas/yr and
a frame-dragging drift rate of RWE,o = 37.2 ± 7.2 mas/yr,
while the corresponding drift rates predicted by GR are of
Rgeo = 6606.1 mas/yr and RFD = 39.2 mas/yr, respectively,
so the measured drift rate deviations are |∆RNS| < 22.6
mas/yr and |∆RWE| < 9.2 mas/yr [12]. The LV induced
anomalous precession is

δ~ωLV =
~g

2m
×

[

3~a−
a0~p

m

]

+ φg

[

3b0~p

m
+ (6 ~̃H − 4~b)

]

+
2 ~Ag ·~b

m
~p+ φg

~p× ~H

m
+

2

m

[

( ~̃H · ~p) ~Ag − ( ~Ag · ~p)
~̃H
]

c00

[

~g × ~p

m
−
~Ω

2

]

+ d00
[

m~Ag − 4φg~p
]

. (67)

If we attribute all the drift rate deviations to the LV caused
anomalous precession and assume that the same precision can
be achieved for fermion spin precession measurement, we may
obtain some very rough bounds on

|3 ~̃H − 2~b| ≤
3∆RNS

4Rgeo

v

r
≃ 5.432 × 10−13eV (68)

|a0| ≤ 3m
∆RNS

Rgeo
≃ 9.65 × 106eV, (69)

|c00| ≤ Min{
3

2

∆RNS

Rgeo
,
∆RWE

RFD
} = 5.14× 10−3, (70)

where we set r = 7018.0km as the GPB polar orbit parameter
(orbit altitude 642km) and assume each type of LV coefficient
as the only non-zero one in our calculations. The bounds are
weak as they are obtained from the deviation of the essentially
weak GR effects. Also note we intentionally choose the above
LV coefficients as our naive estimates, cause the other LV
operators such as ~g × ~a, b0~p, ~p × ~H may be even weaker
as they may average out in an evolution, not mention the
data acquisition period is almost 1 year, from August 2004 to
August 2005. In other words, if we had transformed to the
Sun-centered frame, our estimates could be even weaker. The
LAGEOS, LAGEOS 2 and LARES laser-ranged satellites can
test the LT nodal shift to the accuracy 0.2% [67], and this in
principle may put at least 2 order of magnitude more tighter
bounds to the LV coefficients, though it is more unlikely as
the test is not even for a gyroscope on an orbit. Another
point is that our estimates are based on the assumption that
fermion precession can be tested to the same accuracy as the
macroscopic gyroscope. This means our bounds above are
best to be viewed as perspectives.

If we consider the acceleration

~a ≡
d~p

mdt
=

1

im
[~p, ĤNR] ≃ −∇φg(1 +

3~p2

2m2
)

−∇φg

[

(3 ~̃H − 2~b)

m
−

2d00
m

~p

]

· ~σ, (71)

where we have ignored all the LV corrections with higher or-
der than m−1 and the LV corrections coupled with gravito-
magnetic vector potential ~Ag or derivatives of ~g, since we
expect these terms to be much tinier compared with the re-
mained ones, and we note that the anomalous acceleration is
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purely due to the LV spin-gravity couplings. We can then get
bounds

|3 ~̃H − 2~b| ≤ 1.8 × 10−7m87 ≃ 1.46× 10−5GeV, (72)

|d00| ≤ 9× 10−8

√

m87

3kBT
≃ 4.51 × 10−6, (73)

from the test of weak EP with neutral atoms with the preci-
sion of η = (0.2 ± 1.6) × 10−7 [66][68]. We choose the tem-
perature as T = 1.4µK [66], mass m87 as the 87 atomic mass
unit, as the particle involved are 87Sr,88 Sr and 87Rb, roughly
the same mass range, and |η| ≃ 1.8 × 10−7, the most con-
served one. Since the time scale for two experiments are much
smaller than a day, there is no need to take into account of
the sidereal variations for a rough estimate, and these weak
bounds are more reliable.

VII. SUMMARY

In this paper, we calculate the one-fermion matrix ele-
ments of fermion-electromagnetic (FE) and fermion-gravity
(FG) interactions for on shell fermions. Due to the par-
tial structure similarities between FE and FG interactions,
many LV fermion-gravity operators bare the resemblance to
LV fermion-photon operators. We have show the resemblance
with several sampling operators in Table I. This resemblance
can be viewed as a natural manifestation of the well-known
gravito-electromagnetism generalized to the LV fermion cou-
plings.

By collecting the spin-dependent LV operators in the ma-
trix elements as leading order LV perturbation and combined
with the non-relativistic LI gravitational interaction in the
Lense-Thirring (LT) metric, we obtain a hybrid Hamiltonian,
from which we obtain a spin precession equation (66) and a
linear acceleration equation (71). From the anomalous spin
precession rate as the correction to the geodetic precession
and LT frame-dragging precession predicted in general rela-
tivity, we can get some weak bounds on gravitationally cou-
pled LV fermion coefficients, Eq. (68-70). Though these con-
straints relies on an unrealistic assumption of the measure-
ment capability, which says the fermion-gravity coupling can
be measured to the same precession as in Gravity Probe B
project, these bounds are interacting since they reveal another
aspect of WEP test [48][49], namely, the spin precession of a
microscopic fermion may be different from the macroscopic
gyroscope if the LV spin-gravity couplings are allowed. From
the WEP test with atoms of nonzero spin, we can also get
some relatively stronger and more reliable bounds (72-73) on
the LV fermion-gravity couplings. These bounds do not re-
quire to take account of the sidereal effect induced by the
Earth motion, as the relevant time scale is much shorter than
a sidereal day, however, the analysis of sidereal effect may nec-
essarily puts the bound more stringent. Moreover, the future
high accuracy experiments with polarized neutral atoms may
be able to give more tighter bounds on these LV spin-gravity
couplings [69][70].
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Appendix A: The Gravito-Electromagnetic
Equations

The gravito-electromagnetism can be viewed as an analogy
to electrodynamics when gravity is sufficiently weak for slow
moving gravitational sources. For weak gravity, we can lin-
earize the Einstein equation Gµν = κTµν by regarding the
metric as a small deviation from Minkowski background

gµν = ηµν + hµν , |hµν | ≪ 1. (A1)

The field equation can be further simplified in the harmonic
gauge ∂µh̄

µ
ν = 0 with trace reversed rank-2 tensor h̄µν =

hµν −
ηµν

2
h (where h = ηµνhµν),

∂α∂
αh̄µν = −2κTµν , κ ≡

8πG

c4
. (A2)

The a class of retarded solutions can be found as (A2) is
simply a wave equation. For T 00 ∼ ρmc

2, T 0i ∼ ρmcu
i, T ij ∼

ρmu
iuj , we get up to O(c−4), h̄00 ≡ −

4φg

c2
, h̄0i =

4Ai
g

sc3−n and

h̄ij ∼ O(c−4), where

φg(x) = −G

∫

d3y
ρm(t− |~x−~y|

c
; ~y)

|~x− ~y|
, (A3)

Aig(x) = −
sG

cn

∫

d3y
ρm(t− |~x−~y|

c
; ~y)ui

|~x− ~y|
(A4)

Then define ~Eg ≡ −∇φg − r
c
∂t ~Ag and ~Bg ≡ ∇ × ~Ag. The

n, s, r are a set of constants to be determined. It is easy to
verify that the homogeneous equations

∇ · ~Bg = 0, ∇× ~Eg = −
r

c
∂t ~Bg (A5)

are satisfied automatically. Since the harmonic gauge ∂µh̄
µ
ν =

0 reads

0 = ∂jh̄j0 − ∂0h̄00 =
4

c2

[

∂jA
j
g

s c1−n
+

1

c
∂tφg

]

0 = ∂0h̄
0
i + ∂jh̄

j
i = −∂0h̄0i = −

4∂tA
i
g

s c4−n
, (A6)

the vector potential must be time independent, Ȧig = 0, and

substituting ∇· ~Ag = − s
cn
∂tφg into the inhomogeneous equa-

tions gives

∇ · ~Eg = −∇2φg −
r

c
∂t(∇ · ~Ag) = −[∇2 −

r s

cn+1
∂2
t ]φg

r s=1
=====
n=1

−�φg = −4πGρm, (A7)

∇× ~Bg = ∇(∇ · ~Ag)−∇2 ~Ag = −
s

cn
∂t(∇φg)−∇2 ~Ag

r s=1
=====
n=1

s∂t ~Eg
c

−� ~Ag = s

[

∂t ~Eg
c

−
4πG

c
ρm~u

]

. (A8)

where � ≡ [∇2 − 1
c2
∂2
t ] is the flat space d’ Alembert op-

erator, and in order to make use of �x

∫

d3y
f(t−

|~x−~y|
c

;~y)

|~x−~y|
=

−4πf(t, ~x), we have to set r s = n = 1.
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The geodesic equation duα

dτ
+Γαβγu

βuγ = 0 can be written
as

duα

dt
= −Γαβγ

dxβ

dt
dxγ

dt
dt
dτ

duα

dt
= d

dt
[ dx

α

dt
dt
dτ

] = d2xα

dt2
dt
dτ

+ dxα

dt
d2t
dτ2

dτ
dt

}

⇒

d2xα

dt2
=

[

1

c

dxα

dt
Γ0
βγ − Γαβγ

]

dxβ

dt

dxγ

dt
(A9)

Note in the weak gravitational field limit,

Γ0
00 ≃ −

1

2
h00,0 =

∂tφg
c3

, Γ0
0j ≃ −

1

2
h00,j =

∂jφg
c2

,

Γ0
jk ≃

1

2
(hjk,0 − h0j,k − h0k,j) = −δjk

∂tφg
c3

−
2

sc2
(Agj,k + Agk,j),

Γi00 ≃ [hi0,0 −
1

2
h00,i] =

4

sc3
∂tAg

i +
∂iφg
c2

,

Γi0j ≃
1

2
[hi0,j + hij,0 − h0j,i] =

2

sc2
[Agi,j −Agj,i]− δij

∂tφg
c3

,

Γijk ≃
1

2
(hij,k + hik,j − hjk,i) =

1

c2
[δjk∂i − δik∂j − δij∂k]φg,(A10)

where hij = −
2φg

c2
δij , h0j =

4Aj
g

sc2
, h00 = −

2φg

c2
. Substituting

the above equations into the geodesic equation (A9), we get

ai ≡
d2xi

dt2
= [

vi

c
Γ0

00 − Γi00]c
2 + 2[

vi

c
Γ0

0j − Γi0j ]cv
j

+[
vi

c
Γ0
jk − Γijk]v

jvk =

[

3vi

c2
∂t +

4vi

c2
(~v · ∇)

]

φg

−

[

(
4

sc
∂tAg

i + ∂iφg) +
4

sc
vj(Agi,j −Agj,i)

]

−
~v2

c2
∂iφg +O(c−3), (A11)

In comparison, if we want to have an analogy to the Lorentz
force law, we have to set 4

s
= r, which is in contradict to the

condition r s = 1 in the Eq. (A7). To compromise, we have

to resort to stationary assumption, where φg, ~Ag are time-
independent, and then � → ∇2. A convention is r = 1, s = 4,
and then the

ai ≡ (1 +
~v2

c2
)Eig + (~v × ~Bg)

i. (A12)

Appendix B: the linear LV Lagrangian density

The original Dirac equation obtained from (16) is

[

ieµa

(

Γa~∇µ +
i

8
ω bc
µ [σbc, Γa]

)

−M

]

ψ

+
i

2
eµa
{

∂µΓ
a + ω a

µ cΓ
c
}

ψ = 0. (B1)

Now consider the linearized LV fermion-gravity Lagrangian in
metric perturbation hµν . The LV fermion-gravity Lagrangian
is

LLV =
i

2
eµaψ̄δΓ

a
↔

∇µψ − ψ̄δMψ = Lc,d + La,b,H , (B2)

where δΓa ≡ Γa − γa and δM ≡ M − m. For the c, d-
coefficients, the corresponding Lagrangian is

Lc,d = −
i

2
eµaψ̄ (cρν + dρνγ5) γ

beνaeρb
↔

∇µψ

= −
i

2
eµaψ̄(cρν + dρνγ5)γ

b eνaeρb
↔

Dµψ +
1

8
eµaω

cd
µ

· ψ̄{(cρν + dρνγ5)γ
b, σcd}e

νaeρbψ

≃ −
i

2
ψ̄[c ab + d a

b γ5]γ
b

[

↔

Da−
1

2
hµa

↔

Dµ

]

ψ

+
i

4
ψ̄
[

hνa(cbν + dbνγ5)γ
b + hρb(c

a
ρ + d a

ρ γ5)γ
b
]↔

Daψ

+
1

4
ǫbcmnham,nψ[c

a
b γ5 + d a

b ]γcψ, (B3)

while for the a, b, H-coefficients, the contributions to the
Lagrangian are

La,b,H = −ψδMψ ≃ −ψ

[

(aa + baγ5)γ
a +

1

2
Hbcσ

bc

]

ψ

+
hµa
2
ψ

[

(aµ + bµγ5)γ
a +

1

2
(Hµbσ

ab +Hbµσ
ba)]

]

ψ.(B4)

Appendix C: Field Redefinition Procedure

The field redefinition matrix for the linearized Lagrangian
Lψ = (1+ 1

2
h) [LLI + LLV] is Û ≡ 1− 1

2
γ0C0 ≡ 1+δÛ0+δÛ

h,

where δÛ0 ≡ 1
2
(db0γ5 − cb0)γ

0γb is the redefinition matrix in

flat space and δÛh = δÛhI +δÛ
h
V is the additional contribution

due to gravity. The LI and LV pieces of δÛh are

δÛhI = −
1

4
(h+ h0µγ

0γµ), (C1)

δÛhV = −
1

4

[

hν0(cbν − dbνγ5) + hρb(dρ0γ5 − cρ0)
]

γ0γb

−
1

4
(h γ0δΓ0

◦ − h0
µγ

0δΓµ◦ ), (C2)

respectively. The spinor redefinition is ψ = Ûχ and the
associated fermion bilinear ψÔψ after spinor redefinition is
χ̄γ0Û†γ0ÔÛχ. However, up to linear order approximation in
hµν , there is an effective distinction between

• any operator constructed from the Lagrangian Lψ lin-

ear in hµν . There is no need to taking account of δÛh,
as otherwise the resultant operator is of order O(h2).

In other words, we only need to take Û0 ≡ 1 + δÛ0 as
the redefinition matrix.

• any “flat space” operator such as i
2
ψ̄Γa◦

↔

Daψ or ψ̄M0ψ.

The redefinition matrix can be taken either as 1 + δÛhI
or 1 + δÛhI + δÛhV , depending on whether the original
operator contains LV coefficients or not.

The good news is that, we can prove that up to linear order
of hµν and LV coefficients, there is no need to consider the
redefinition induced “h-interaction” arising from the opera-

tor L flat
ψ = i

2
ψ̄Γa◦

↔

Daψ− ψ̄M0ψ between a pair of one-fermion

states 〈p′, β|
∫

d3xL flat
ψ |p, α〉, once the Dirac equation is uti-

lized, i.e., the external fermions are on mass-shell.
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Appendix D: various eigen-spinors

The eigen-spinor in the presence of LV coefficients will be
given separately by assuming only one-type LV coefficient
is nonzero. For a more general treatment including non-
minimal LV coefficients, the interesting reader can resort to
Ref. [37][71]

Firstly, the eigen-spinor for a and b coefficients can be found
in [7], and for completeness, we collect it here. As a-term acts
like a shift in 4-momentum, we will give the corresponding
eigen-spinor here together with the b-term:

uα(k) =

(

ξα

Uab(k)ξ
α

)

, (D1)

where Uab(k) ≡ [(k0+a0)+m−~b·~σ][(~k+~a)·~σ+b0]

[(k0+a0)+m]2−~b2
, and the two-

component spinors ξα satisfy the eigenvalue equation given
by (A4-A5) in [7]. It is clear from the above consideration
that aµ serve as a pure shift in 4-momentum, and thus is
usually ignored due to field redefinition. However, we keep
a-term here as we will see gravity concerns the a-term. For
calculational convenience, we also note

Ub(k) = (k0 +m+~b · ~σ)−1(~k · ~σ + b0)

≃
b0 + ~k · ~σ

ω0 +m
−
i~b× ~k · ~σ +~b · ~k + δω ~k · ~σ

(ω0 +m)2
, (D2)

where ω0 =
√

~k2 +m2 and δω ≡ k0 − ω0. As for b, d, g, H
type LV coefficients, the 4-fold degeneracy between all 4 eigen-
spinors is completely broken! and the explicit form of k0

(and hence δω) is very complicated even at linear order of
LV coefficients. Depends on the nature of LV coefficients, a
simple form of δω maybe obtained. For example, if b2 > 0,

in an observer frame where b0 = 0, δω = (−1)α[m2~b2 + (~b ·
~k)2]

1
2 /ω0, where α = 1, 2 and denotes the two spin d.o.f. of

ξα.
Then we turn to H coefficients. The corresponding op-

erator in the Lagrangian is − 1
2
Habσ

ab, which implies that
Hab = −Hba. The antisymmetric property indicates that we

can define two vectors, ~Hi ≡ H0i and
~̃Hi ≡ 1

2
ǫijkHjk. Then

the eigen-spinor uα(k) can still be written in the form of (D1),
only by replacing Uab(k) with

UH(k) =
(k0 +m− ~σ · ~̃H) ~σ · (~k − i ~H)

(k0 +m)2 − ~̃H2

≃
~σ · (~k − i ~H)

ω0 +m
−
~k · ~̃H + i ~̃H × ~k · ~σ + δω ~σ · ~k

(ω0 +m)2
,(D3)

where we also only keep linear order corrections due to LV
H-coefficients. Note ω0 and δω are also defined as the above,
but now δω only receives LV corrections from H-coefficient.

Naively, we can also obtain

Ud(k) = [k0 +m− ~ḑ · ~σ]−1[ḑ0 + ~k · ~σ]

where we defined ḑµ ≡ dµνk
ν for simplicity. However,

as mentioned in the main text that a proper treatment of
c, d terms involves field redefinition, which gives the cor-
rect Uc(k), Ud(k) by the procedure in getting Ub(k). The

Uc(k), Ud(k) up to linear order of c, d coefficients are shown
below,

Ud(k) =
[

k0 +m(1 + dj0σ
j)− d̃ijσ

ipj
]−1

(~σ + 2~d) · ~p

≃
~k · (~σ + 2~d)

ω0 +m
−

(mdj0 − d̃jik
i)kj

(ω0 +m)2

−
iǫjkl(mdj0 − d̃jik

i)kkσl + δω ~σ · ~k

(ω0 +m)2
, (D4)

Uc(k) =
~σ · ~p− c̃ijσ

ipj

k0 +m(1− c00) + 2~c · ~p

≃
~k · ~σ − c̃ijσ

ikj

ω0 +m
+
mc00 − 2~c · ~k − δω

(ω0 +m)2
~k · ~σ, (D5)

where it is easy to separate the formally LV contributions from

the LI one,
~k·~σ
ω0+m

. To obtain the correction δω for b, H, c, d
coefficients, we’d better find out their explicit dispersion re-
lations, which can be found in [53][72]. They all share the
similar form

[(k0)2 − ω2
0 + Y 2]2 = 4Z2, (D6)

where

Y 2 =











b2

( ~̃H2 − ~H2)

dabk
b dack

c

, (D7)

Z2 =











(k · b)2 − k2b2

H∗µνkµH
∗
ζνk

ζ − ( 1
4
H∗µνHµν)

2

(kadabk
b)2 − k2 dabk

b dack
c

, (D8)

where H∗µν ≡ 1
2
ǫµναβHαβ, and the three rows of Y 2 and

Z2 correspond to b, H, d terms, respectively. While for c
term, the dispersion relation is simply (cµν + ηµν)k

ν(cµρ +
ηµρ)kρ +m2 = 0, which is spin-independent, and thus leads
to much greater calculational simplicity for δω. From the
exact dispersion relation (D6), we can readily obtain

δω = ω0

[
√

1±
2Z

ω2
0

−
Y 2

2ω2
0

− 1

]

≃ ±
Z

ω0
≃ ±

Z

m
, (D9)

where we ignore Y 2, as Y 2, Z2 ∼ O(X2) are at least of sec-
ond order of a generic LV coefficient X. Note that the sign
ambiguity associated to δω for b, d, H coefficients reflects the
fact that the corresponding terms are spin-dependent. Thus
the degeneracy for dispersion relations between relevant eigen-
spinors are completely removed. However, since in calculat-
ing matrix elements, δω in effect acts on the two-component
spinor ξα, see Eq. (D1-D3), and thus the ambiguity can be
removed by some kinds of “eigen-equations”. These “eigen-
equations” can be obtained by taking the “square root” of the
exact quartic dispersion relation det [Γ · k +M ] = 0.

Taking the b-term as an example. Left multiplying the k-
space positive Dirac equation (γ · k+m+ b · γ5γ)u(k) = 0 by
(m− γ · k − b · γ5γ), we get

−(γ · k −m+ b · γ5γ)(γ · k −m+ b · γ5γ)u(k)

= (k2 +m2 − b2 + 2ibµkνγ5σ
µν)u(k)

=

(

K2 + 2kbσ 2i~b × ~k · ~σ

2i~b× ~k · ~σ K2 + 2kbσ

)(

ξα

Ud(k)ξ
α

)

= 0, (D10)
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where K2 ≡ k2 + m2 − b2 and kbσ ≡ (b0~k − k0~b) · ~σ.
Reserving only b terms to linear order, the upper equa-

tion
[

k2 +m2 + 2(b0~k − k0~b) · ~σ + 2i~b × ~k · ~σU0(k)
]

ξα = 0

for Pauli spinor can be rearranged as

(k0 + ω0)δωξ
α =

[

4b[0kj]σj + 2i~b× ~k · ~σU0(k)
]

ξα, (D11)

which leads to the eigen-equation for LV correction δω

δωξα =

[

−~b · ~σ +
b0~k · ~σ

ω0
+
~k2~b · ~σ − (~k ·~b)(~k · ~σ)

ω0(ω0 +m)

]

ξα,(D12)

Similarly for H, d, c terms, we have

δωξα =

[

~̃H · ~σ +
~H × ~k · ~σ

ω0
−

~̃H · ~k ~σ · ~k

ω0(ω0 +m)

]

ξα,(D13)

δωξα =

[

(mdj0 + d̃jik
i)σj + 2

~d · ~k ~σ · ~k

ω0

−
(mdj0 + iǫikldijk

kσl)kj ~σ · ~k

ω0(ω0 +m)

]

ξα, (D14)

δω = −2c(0j)k
j − c(ij)

kikj

ω0
− c00ω0, (D15)

where due to the spin-independence, there is no need to act
on Pauli spinors for c coefficient, compared with other LV co-
efficients, and we choose the positive sign corresponding to
electron’s dispersion relation instead of positron’s. Substitut-
ing these δω back into (D2,D3,D4,D5), we can get

Ub(k) =
~k · ~σ + b0

ω0 +m
−

2i~b × ~k · ~σ

(ω0 +m)2
+O(ω−3

0 )

NR
≃

~k · ~σ + b0

2m
+
i~k ×~b · ~σ

2m2
, (D16)

UH(k) =
~σ · (~k − i ~H)

ω0 +m
−

2~k · ~̃H

(ω0 +m)2
+O(ω−3

0 )

NR
≃

~σ · (~k − i ~H)

2m
−
~k · ~̃H

2m2
, (D17)

Ud(k) =
~k · (~σ + 2~d)

ω0 +m
− 2

(mdj0 − iǫikld̃ijk
kσl)kj

(ω0 +m)2
+O(m−3)

NR
≃

~k · ~σ + d0jk
j

2m
+
iǫjkldjik

kkiσl

2m2
, (D18)

Uc(k) =
~σ · ~k − cijσ

ikj

ω0 +m
+O(ω−3

0 )
NR
≃

~σ · ~k − cijσ
ikj

2m
,(D19)

where we have ignored the terms suppressed by higher orders
than ω2

0 (or m−2). The NR at the last step means we adopt
the non-relativistic approximation. Substituting these U(k)
in (D16-D19) into

uα(k)X =

(

ξα

ηα

)

X

=

(

ξα

UX(k)ξα

)

, (D20)

whereX in the subscript refers to b, H, d, c, we obtain the LV
corrected positive frequency eigen-spinors up to linear order
of LV coefficients.
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[37] A. Kostelecký and M. Mewes, Phys. Rev. D. 88, 096006

(2013).
[38] A. Kostelecký and J. Tasson, Phys. Rev. Lett. 102,

010402 (2009).
[39] F.J. Belinfante, Physica 6, 887 (1939); Physica 7, 449

(1940).
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