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We study the excitation of a one-electron quantum cyclotron by gravitational waves. The electron
in such as a penning trap is prepared to be at the lowest Landau level, which has an infinite
degeneracy parameterized by the spread of the wave function in position space. We find that
the excitation rate from the ground state to the first excited state is enhanced by the size of the
electron wave function: an electron with a larger wave function feels gravitational waves more. As
a consequence, we derive a good sensitivity to gravitational waves at a macroscopic one-electron
quantum cyclotron.

Gravitational waves are a powerful tool to explore our
universe since they bring valuable information as it has
been demonstrated by detection of gravitational waves
around kHz with interferometers [1] and of gravitational
waves around nHz with pulsar timing arrays [2]. Cer-
tainly, advancing multi-frequency gravitational wave ob-
servations is crucial for exploring our universe since dif-
ferent sources predict different frequencies of gravita-
tional waves [3]. In the lower frequency range of approx-
imately 10−18 to 10−16 Hz, there is a viable method for
observing gravitational waves, namely, through the cos-
mic microwave background observations [4–6]. On the
flip side, the detection of gravitational waves at frequen-
cies higher than kHz is still in the process of being de-
veloped, and it even calls for novel ideas [7–20]. This is
the case even though high frequency gravitational waves
hold theoretical interest for investigating new areas of
physics [10].
One organic strategy to detect high frequency gravita-

tional waves involves employing small-scale experimental
setups. This is attributed to the fact that gravitational
wave detectors tend to attain heightened sensitivity when
their dimensions align with the wavelengths of the grav-
itational waves. For example, a magnon gravitational
wave detector has been proposed, which utilizes the res-
onant excitation of magnons by gravitational waves to
detect signals around the GHz range [7, 8, 15]. In the
context of this, there have been substantial proposals for
pioneering methods of detecting high frequency gravita-
tional waves by leveraging experiments designed for ax-
ion detection [9–14]. However, further improvement of
sensitivity is required to probe theoretically interesting
targets [10]. One promising way to this end is employing
quantum sensing [21].
In this letter, we propose the search for high frequency

gravitational waves by using a one-electron quantum cy-
clotron, which can also be utilized for the dark photon
dark matter search [22]. By recasting the reported dark
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count rate in a penning trap [22], we give upper bounds
on gravitational waves at frequencies of O(100)GHz,
which have not been searched for. Generically, signal
rates of gravitational wave detection are suppressed by
the ratio of the size of the detector and the wavelength
of the gravitational wave, which is O(mm) in the case of
100 GHz wave. In this sense, a single electron does not
sound a good detector as it is small. However, our discus-
sion reveals that the state with a macroscopic wave func-
tion can compensate this factor. In an ideal one-electron
quantum cyclotron, each energy level has an infinite num-
ber of degenerate energy states due to the translational
(rotational) invariance of the system. In the symmetric
gauge where the Hamiltonian has the rotational invari-
ance, the degenerate states can be labeled by the size of
the wave function on the transverse plane. We show that
the excitation rate from the ground state to the first ex-
cited state is enhanced when the ground state has a large
wave function. In a realistic penning trap system where
the degeneracy is lifted slightly, the size of (the extent of)
the wave function corresponds to that of a magnetron or-
bit. Similarly, one also finds that the large axial motion
enhances the transition rate. It is interesting to note
that an electron with a larger wave function feels gravi-
tational waves more. The size of the wave function can
be macroscopic such as O(µm) ∼ O(mm) in the actual
setup. This fact may provide insights into the search for
high frequency gravitational waves using quantum sens-
ing.

I. ONE-ELECTRON QUANTUM CYCLOTRON

In order to observe the magnetic moment of electrons,
a one-electron quantum cyclotron has been utilized [23–
25]. Let us briefly review the principle of the penning
trap (see [26–28] for more details). In a penning trap, an
external magnetic field is applied on an electron. Tak-
ing the direction of the magnetic field B along the z-
direction, the electron experiences the cyclotron motion
in the x-y plane and the spin precession. Furthermore,
an external inhomogeneous electric field E is applied to
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bound the electron in the z-direction. The Hamiltonian
of the system is given by

H =
1

2me

(

px +
eBy

2

)2

+
1

2me

(

py −
eBx

2

)2

+
1

2me
p2z +

1

2
meω

2
zz

2 − 2µBSzB , (1)

where me and e are the mass and charge of an electron,
pi represents the momentum, ωz represents the angular
frequency of the harmonic oscillator along z-axis, µB is
the Bohr magneton, and Sz is the z component of the
spin operator. Note that we took the symmetric gauge
for the magnetic field, namely the vector potential was
taken to be Ai = (−By

2 ,
Bx
2 , 0), since this gauge is the

most convenient for the actual experimental setup, which
usually has a rotationally symmetric boundary. Also, the

electric field is identified as E = −meω
2

z
z

e . We note that
although an electrostatic quadrupole potential is applied
in the penning trap actually, which affects the dynamics
of the electron in the x-y plane, we will temporarily dis-
regard the effect and reassess it later. The g-factor of the
electron has been set as exactly 2 for simplicity.
One can solve the time independent Schrödinger equa-

tion with the Hamiltonian (1), and the following solution
is obtained:

Ψ = φk(z)ψn,m(x, y)χ± , (2)

where

φk(z) =
1√
2kk!

(meωz

π

)1/4

e−
meωz

2
z2

Hk (
√
meωzz) ,

(3)
is the wave function of the axial motion with k =
0, 1, . . .∞ (Hk is the Hermite polynomial), and

ψn,m(x, y) =
eB√
2π
eimϕ

√

√

√

√

(n− m+|m|
2 )!

(n− m−|m|
2 )!

e−
eB

4
ρ2

×
(

eBρ2

2

)|m|/2

L
|m|

n− 1

2
(m+|m|)

(

eBρ2

2

)

,(4)

with n = 0, 1, . . .∞, m = −∞, . . . , n − 1, n, is the wave
function of the cyclotron in the symmetric gauge in the x-
y plane specified by the radial distance ρ and the azimuth
ϕ (Lm

n is the generalized Laguerrel polynomial), and

χ+ =

(

1
0

)

, χ− =

(

0
1

)

, (5)

are the spinors for the spin up and the down states. The
excitation of the quantum cyclotron described by Eq. (4)
from the ground state (n = 0) to the excited state (n = 1)
can be measured with penning traps [23–25]. In principle,
we have infinite degenerate states labeled by m (≤ n) for
each energy level specified by n. However in practice, the
quantum number m has a minimum value corresponding

to the size of the experimental apparatus because the
size of the wave functions become larger for larger |m|.
Indeed, using the cyclotron frequency ωc = eB/me, the
root mean square of the radial distance of the wave func-
tions is given by

√

2(1−m)/meωc for (n = 0, m ≤ 0)

and
√

2(3−m)/meωc for (n = 1, m ≤ 1), and the wave
functions exponentially decrease over them. Therefore,
the value of m for these energy levels in a penning trap
with an radius R must satisfies1

|m| . meωcR
2 ∼ 109 ×

(

ωc/2π

100GHz

)(

R

0.5mm

)2

. (6)

As we will see in the next section, this huge degeneracy
can give rise to enhancement of transition probability
from the ground state to the excited state by gravita-
tional waves.

In the actual experimental setup of such as a pen-
ning trap, the degeneracy for the m quantum number
is lifted by the electric field such that each energy level
has the interval of the magnetron frequency ∼ ωz/2ω

2
c .

In such a case, for a state with a large expectation value
of |m|, it may be more appropriate to take the coherent
state. The coherent state corresponds to the classical
magnetron motion with the radius rm ∼

√

2|m|/(meωc).
When |m| is large, one can understand |m| as meωcr

2
m/2

by ignoring O(1/|m|) quantities. Similarly, we usually
have large k for the axial motion in experiments, and
then the axial motion would also take the coherent state,
i.e., k ∼ meωzA

2/2 with A representing the amplitude of
the oscillation in the axial direction.

In experiments [23–25], the measurement of the excita-
tion has been operated with the technique of the quantum
jump spectroscopy; one applies an additional weak mag-
netic bottle field to couple the axial motion to the quan-
tum cyclotron, so that the energy transition of the quan-
tum cyclotron can be measured indirectly by monitoring
the the axial frequency, which can be easily measured by
detecting the current induced by the axial motion. Im-
portantly, the interaction Hamiltonian commutes with
the cyclotron Hamiltonian, so that a quantum nondemo-
lition measurement of the cyclotron states is allowed. We
note that since the spin precession also couples to the ax-
ial motion due to the magnetic bottle field, one can mea-
sure the spin excitation in the same way. However, we
will see that the spin excitation by gravitational waves is
subdominant compared with the excitation of the quan-
tum cyclotron. In the following section, we will review
how to formulate the interaction between an electron in
a penning trap and gravitational waves.

1 Since the wave functions exponentially decrease with a decay
constant (meωc)−1/2 (≪ R) outside the root mean square of the
radial distance of the wave functions, the definition of mmin is
actually equivalent to require that the wave functions sufficiently
small at R.
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II. A DIRAC PARTICLE IN CURVED

SPACETIME

To investigate the effect of gravitational waves on
a one-electron quantum cyclotron, we consider the
Dirac equation in curved spacetime and take the non-
relativistic limit assuming that the velocity of the elec-
tron is much smaller than the speed of light as is satis-
fied in real experiments. Furthermore, we need to use an
appropriate coordinate which comoves with the system.
Such a procedure has been carried out to study excitation
of spins by gravitational waves [8] and/or to evaluate the
inertial and gravitational effects due to the Earth on the
magnetic moment of electrons/muons [28]. More explic-
itly, the non-relativistic Hamiltonian for a Dirac particle
such as an electron with mass me in curved spacetime up
to the order of m0

e is given by [28]

Hint =

(

1 +
1

2
R0k0lx

kxl
)

me − eA0

+
1

3
R0kil

(

Πix
kxl + xkxlΠi

)

+
1

2
ǫ0ijlS

lRijk0x
k,

(7)

where Si stands for the spin operator, and Aµ represents
the vector potential of the electromagnetic field. The
Riemann tensor Rµνρσ is evaluated at the origin of the
coordinate xi = 0, and Πj = −i∂j − eAj is the canonical
momentum. The first term can be regarded as the rest
mass and its correction due to gravity. Compared with
it, the third and the fourth terms are higher order effects
of v/c ≪ 1 (v: speed of the electron, c: speed of light)
or 1/me|xi| ≪ 1. Thus, we will neglect them and focus
on only the first term, which is at the order of me. In
particular, we see that there is no interaction between
the spin of the fermion and gravitational waves at the
order.

We now consider gravitational waves on the Minkowski
spacetime, the metric is given by gµν = ηµν + hµν ,
where ηµν is the Minkowski metric and hµν is the trace-
less transverse metric, namely, it represents gravitational
waves. Then, the Riemann tensor is

Rα
µβν =

1

2
(hαν,µβ − h ,α

µν ,β − hαβ,µν + h ,α
µβ ,ν) . (8)

It should be noted that although we employs the
transverse-traceless coordinate to calculate the Riemann
tensor, the result is the same as that obtained in a Fermi
normal coordinate since the Riemann tensor is gauge in-
variant at linear order. As a gravitational wave, which
drives the excitation of the one-electron quantum cy-
clotron, we consider a planer gravitational wave:

hij(x, t) = h(+) cos (ωt− k · x) e(+)
ij

+h(×) cos (ωt− k · x+ α) e
(×)
ij , (9)

where the polarization tensors satisfy e
(σ)
ij e

(σ′)
ij = δσσ′ . α

represents the difference of the phases of the polariza-
tion. Note that the polarization tensors can be explicitly
constructed as

e
(+)
ij =

1√
2





cos θ2 0 − cos θ sin θ
0 −1 0

− cos θ sin θ 0 sin θ2



 , (10)

e
(×)
ij =

1√
2





0 cos θ 0
cos θ 0 − sin θ
0 − sin θ 0



 . (11)

In the above Eqs. (10) and (11), we defined the + mode as
a deformation in the y-direction. Using Eqs. (8)-(11) in
Eq. (7), we obtain the interaction Hamiltonian between
a one-electron quantum cyclotron and a planner gravita-
tional wave:

Hint ≃
meω

2eiωt

8
√
2

[

(

cos2 θ x2 + sin2 θ z2 − y2 − 2 cos θ sin θzx
)

h(+) + eiα (2 cos θxy − sin θyz)h(×)

]

+ (h.c.). (12)

In the next section, using the above interaction Hamil-
tonian, we will calculate the excitation rate of a one-
electron quantum cyclotron by a planner gravitational
wave and evaluate the ability of the penning trap as a
gravitational wave detector.

III. GRAVITATIONAL WAVE INDUCED

EXCITATION

We are now ready to calculate the excitation rate of a
one-electron quantum cyclotron by gravitational waves.
One can calculate the excitation probability P during

an observation time τ at the resonance point, i.e., the
frequency of a gravitational wave coincides with the cy-
clotron frequency, by using Eq. (12) [29]:

P ≃ sin2





∣

∣

∣〈Ψout|H̃int|Ψin〉
∣

∣

∣

2
τ



 , (13)

where H̃int is defined by Hint = H̃inte
iωt + (h.c.). Note

that we implicitly assumed that the gravitational wave
has a coherence during the observation time. More ex-
plicitly, from Eqs. (4) and (12), one can calculate the ma-
trix element in Eq. (13) for the transition from a ground
state to an excited state as
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∣

∣

∣〈1,m+ 2, k|H̃int|0,m, k〉
∣

∣

∣

2

=
|m|ω2

128

[

(

(1 + cos2 θ)h(+) − 2 cos θ sinαh(×)
)2

+ 4 cos2 θ cos2 α(h(×))2
]

,

∣

∣

∣〈1,m, k|H̃int|0,m, k〉
∣

∣

∣

2

=
(|m|+ 1)ω2

128
sin4 θ(h(+))2,

∣

∣

∣〈1,m+ 1, k + 1|H̃int|0,m, k〉
∣

∣

∣

2

=
(k + 1)ω3

32ωz
sin2 θ

[

(

cos θh(+) − sinαh(×)
)2

+ cos2 α(h(×))2
]

,

∣

∣

∣〈1,m+ 1, k − 1|H̃int|0,m, k〉
∣

∣

∣

2

=
kω3

32ωz
sin2 θ

[

(

cos θh(+) − sinαh(×)
)2

+ cos2 α(h(×))2
]

.

(14a)

(14b)

(14c)

(14d)

Eqs. (14a) and (14b) come from H̃int including only x
and/or y components. It is worth noting that the transi-
tion probability increases for larger |m|. This is a sort of
particular feature of the excitation by gravitational waves
in contrast to the excitation caused by electromagnetic
fields; we have the same transition probability from |0,m〉
to |1,m+ 1〉 for arbitrary m in the case of dipole excita-
tion by electric fields. Interestingly, it enables us to in-
crease the sensitivity of a one-electron quantum cyclotron
to gravitational waves by enlarging the wave function,
whose size is proportional to

√

|m|. On the other hand,

Eqs. (14c) and (14d) are calculated from H̃int including z
component. It also gets increased for larger k. Thus, we
can also increase the transition rate by preparing a large
wave function in the z-direction.

Now let us evaluate the sensitivity of a one-electron
quantum cyclotron to a planer gravitational wave by
using Eqs. (13)-(14d). Supposing that we have an
initial state |Ψin〉 = |0,m, k〉, it can be excited
to |1,m+ 2, k〉 through Eq. (14a), |1,m, k〉 through
Eq. (14b), or |1,m+ 1, k ± 1〉 through Eqs. (14c) and
(14d). Since the transition rate depends on m and k, we
adopt their values used in experiments [23–25] as a refer-
ence. We then need to look back on Eq. (1), in which we
just considered an electric field along the axial direction.
However, in real measurements, a quadruple potential is
used to combine an electron in the axial axis, so that the
cyclotron motion in the x-y plane is also modified by the
potential. Then the degeneracy of the cyclotron energy
levels are lifted due to the appearance of the magnetron
motion [26–28]. A specific value of m would be chosen
in such a measurement. Indeed, |m| ∼ k ∼ 103 is ob-
tained in the cooling limit with a sideband cooling [26].
As we already mentioned, when the quantum numbers
|m| and k are much larger than unity, coherent states are
realized for the magnetron motion and the axial motion,
respectively. However, it does not change the evaluation
of the excitation of a one-electron quantum cyclotron by
gravitational waves at least approximately, since the co-
herent state has a Gaussian distribution with a peak at
|m| ∼ k ∼ 103. Using the upper limit on the dark count
rate per unit time, 4.33× 10−6 s−1, obtained in [22], one
can evaluate the sensitivity of a one-electron quantum
cyclotron to a planner gravitational wave through the

transition of (14a) and (14b),

h0 ∼ 1.2×10−18

(

ω/2π

200GHz

)−1 ( |m|
1000

)−1/2 (
τ

1day

)−1/2

,

(15)
and of (14c) and (14d),

h0 ∼ 3.8× 10−20

(

ω/2π

200GHz

)−3/2 (
ωz/2π

100MHz

)1/2

×
(

k

1000

)−1/2 (
τ

1day

)−1/2

. (16)

In the estimation, we took average of θ because we do not
know the value in advance and assumed no polarization
by setting α = 0, and h(+) = h(×) = h0. Eqs. (15) and
(16) would be valid for a frequency range from 20 GHz to
200 GHz because the cyclotron frequency can be tuned
in the range, as discussed in [22]. We took an observation
time of 1 day just as a reference value. Note that it may
significantly deviate from the coherence time of expected
gravitational wave sources [10].

Finally, let us consider a strategy to improve the sensi-
tivity to gravitational waves by preparing a macroscopic
one-electron quantum cyclotron. As Eqs. (14a)-(14d) tell
us, the transition rate by gravitational waves is propor-
tional to the size of (the extent of) the wave function,
which is parameterized by |m| and k. One can increase
|m| and k arbitrarily in principle. However, in prac-
tice, there would be a maximum value for them like
Eq. (6) specified by the size of the apparatus of a pen-
ning trap. Supposing that we can tune the value of |m|
to be the maximum value, meωcR

2, and k is also taken
to be k ∼ |m| by a sideband cooling, the sensitivity of a
one-electron quantum cyclotron to a gravitational wave
would be

h0 ∼ 2.2×10−21

(

ω/2π

200GHz

)−3/2 (
R

0.2mm

)−1 (
τ

1day

)−1/2

,

(17)
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through the transition (14a) and (14b), and

h0 ∼ 6.9× 10−23

(

ω/2π

200GHz

)−2 (
ωz/2π

100MHz

)1/2

×
(

R

0.2mm

)−1 (
τ

1day

)−1/2

,(18)

through the transition (14c) and (14d). As expected,
we see that the sensitivity is increased for larger R be-
cause then the wave function becomes more macroscopic.
Thus, we can improve the sensitivity by preparing a large
apparatus. However, we note that one can not take ar-
bitrary large value of R in our formalism since ωR . 1
should be satisfied to validate the interaction Hamilto-
nian (7). It is because that Eq. (7) has been derived
by truncating the infinite sum of terms in the metric of
Fermi normal coordinates by assuming ωR . 1 [8, 28].
If the assumption does not hold, one needs to take into
account infinite terms in the metric as was done in [15].
As a consequence, it is natural to expect that the sensi-
tivity would have a peak around ωR ∼ 1 at which the
wavelength of the gravitational wave is comparable to the
size of the wave function [15]. In the evaluation (15), we
took R = 0.2mm to satisfy ωR . 1 at ω/2π = 200GHz.
Therefore, for example, we can take R = 2mm when
ω/2π = 20GHz is considered. Notably, such a setup can
be realized in the existing experiments [23–25].

IV. CONCLUSION

We studied the excitation of a one-electron quantum
cyclotron by gravitational waves. We calculated the tran-
sition rate from degenerate ground states, in which each
wave function has a different size, to first excited states.
It turned out that the transition rate from the ground
state to the first excited state is enhanced when the
ground state has a larger wave function. As a conse-
quence, good sensitivities to high frequency gravitational
waves are derived for a macroscopic one-electron quan-
tum cyclotron. Therefore, in principle, one can increase
the sensitivity to gravitational waves just simply prepar-
ing a ground state with a larger wave function. This
fact may shed light on searches for high frequency grav-
itational waves by quantum sensing. There is a related
study in Ref. [30] where it is found that gravitational
wave signals are enhanced by using an atom in a highly
excited state such as a Rydberg atom. In contrast to
atoms, the penning trap experiment does not require
preparing such a special state, and the enhancement is
more or less automatic. Another virtue of the experi-
ment is the possibility to scan the frequencies of probed
gravitational waves by changing the strength of the mag-
netic field and the frequencies of driving fields. Indeed,
one can search for gravitational waves within a frequency
range of 20 to 200GHz with a penning trap, maintaining
the sensitivity [22].
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J. Schütte-Engel, Phys. Rev. D 105, 116011 (2022),
arXiv:2112.11465 [hep-ph].

[12] V. Domcke, C. Garcia-Cely, and N. L.
Rodd, Phys. Rev. Lett. 129, 041101 (2022),
arXiv:2202.00695 [hep-ph].

[13] M. E. Tobar, C. A. Thomson, W. M. Campbell,
A. Quiskamp, J. F. Bourhill, B. T. McAllister, E. N.
Ivanov, and M. Goryachev, Symmetry 14, 2165 (2022),
arXiv:2209.03004 [physics.ins-det].

[14] A. Berlin, D. Blas, R. Tito D’Agnolo, S. A. R. Ellis,
R. Harnik, Y. Kahn, J. Schütte-Engel, and M. Wentzel,
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