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In this work, we consider a general gravitational wave detector of gravitational waves interacting
with an incoming gravitational wave carrying plus polarization only placed inside a harmonic trap.
This model can be well acquainted with the description of a resonant detector of gravitational
waves as well. The well-known detector-gravitational wave interaction scenario uses the method of
a semi-classical approach where the detector is treated quantum mechanically but the gravitational
wave is considered at a classical level. In our analysis, we use a discrete mode decomposition
of the gravitational wave perturbation which results in a Hamiltonian involving the position and
momentum operators corresponding to the gravitational wave and the harmonic oscillator. We
have then calculated the transition probability for the harmonic oscillator-gravitational wave tensor
product state for going from an initial state to some unknown final state. Using the energy flux
relation of the gravitational waves, we observe that if we consider the total energy as a combination
of the number of gravitons in the initial state of the detector then the transition probability for
the resonant absorption case scenario takes the analytical form which is exactly similar to the semi-
classical absorption case. In the case of the emission scenario, we observe a spontaneous emission
of a single graviton which was completely absent in the semi-classical analogue of this model. This
therefore gives a direct signature of linearized quantum gravity.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the detection of gravitational waves by LIGO and
the LIGO-VIRGO collaborations, there has been a sud-
den inflation in the area of research related to the quanta
of the linearized gravity and its detection in the future
generation of space-based gravitational wave detectors.
The physics related to the graviton and detector in-
teraction has been investigated quite thoroughly in [1–
10]. These analyses reveal the fact that a quantum
gravitational treatment modifies the geodesic deviation
equation by a Langevin-like equation which involves a
stochastic noise term. In these works the fluctuation over
the Minkowski spacetime is decomposed into individual
modes of different frequencies and the modified Hamil-
tonian is constructed which is later raised to operator
status for a quantum gravity treatment. In [1–4, 9, 10]
the detector used is an interferometric detector that is
modeled by two freely falling masses separated by a dis-
tance that is equal to the arm length of the interferomet-
ric detector. Hence, the immediate step is to consider
harmonic oscillators instead of a free particle. When the
gravitational wave interacts with the matter system, it
creates tiny vibrations that are quite small compared to
the nucleus of the atom. Such a modification resembles
another kind of gravitational wave detector, also known
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as the Weber bar detector [11] named after the pioneer
of the “gold rush” of gravitational wave detection, James
Weber. Instead of Weber bar detectors, one can also con-
sider gravitational wave interferometer detectors placed
inside a harmonic trap potential.

There is a plethora of literature [12–18] that have in-
vestigated the quantum mechanical response of the bar
detector with an incoming gravitational wave. Re-
cently there have been some important investigations re-
garding parameter estimation using quantum metrolog-
ical techniques [19, 20]. Making use of such quantum
enhancement techniques, proposals of a Bose-Einstein
condensate-based detection of gravitational wave as well
as dark energy have been put forward in [21–24]. All
of the above investigations involve the interaction of a
classical gravitational wave with quantum matter. In
the analyses [12–18] , for the energy scale relevant for
the bar detector treated in a quantum mechanical way,
the gravitational wave behaves classically. The next log-
ical step is to consider both the harmonic oscillator as
well as the gravitational wave quantum mechanically. To
do so one needs to treat the small fluctuations over the
background Minkowski spacetime quantum mechanically
and investigate the hidden quantum gravity signatures
if any for such a forced harmonic oscillator-graviton in-
teraction model. In the semi-classical picture (where the
gravitational wave is treated classically)[15–18], the tran-
sition probability for the harmonic oscillator to go from
its ground state to some other excited state has been
calculated using the Fermi-Golden rule. In such a case,
the excitation and the absorption probabilities come out
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to be the same. Another important phenomenon in the
scenario of the interaction of electromagnetic radiation
with matter (the matter is surrounded by an electromag-
netic field) is the spontaneous emission of photons. In
the case of spontaneous emission of photons, a quantum
mechanical system emits a quanta of energy in the form
of photons and comes down from a higher excited energy
level to a lower excited level. The spontaneous emission
is completely a quantum field theoretic phenomenon and
cannot be explained classically. We aim to investigate if
such spontaneous emission can be obtained in our cur-
rent analysis of the bar detector-gravitational wave sys-
tem. Very recently, proposals regarding detecting single
gravitons using quantum sensing have been made in [25].

In this work, we have considered a resonant bar de-
tector of gravitational wave (this same model also imi-
tates a general gravitational wave interferometer detec-
tor placed inside a harmonic trap) interacting with a
quantized gravitational wave. It is important to note
that we have treated both the harmonic oscillator as well
as the gravitational wave quantum mechanically. As-
suming the coupling constant between the gravitational
wave and the detector to be small, we have used the
full Hamiltonian of the system up to linear order in the
coupling constant. Raising the canonically conjugate po-
sition and momentum variables to operator status for
both the gravitational field and the harmonic oscillator,
we obtain the final form of the Hamiltonian operator.
It is now possible to separate the Hamiltonian operator
into two parts, namely, the free part of the Hamiltonian
and the interaction part. Using the analytical form of
the interaction part of the Hamiltonian operator in the
interaction picture, we calculate the transition probabil-
ity of the graviton-harmonic oscillator system for going
from an initial tensor product of the individual number
states to some final tensor product of similar number
states. We have explicitly calculated the case where the
harmonic oscillator is either initially in the ground state
or the second excited state. For the resonant absorption
scenario where the harmonic oscillator goes from ground
state to its second excited state, one graviton gets ab-
sorbed and the gravitational wave state containing ηG
number of gravitons has now ηG − 1 number of gravi-
tons. In the ηG → 0 limit, this transition probability
vanishes which implies that when there are no gravitons
in the initial state of the gravitational wave, the proba-
bility of the harmonic oscillator going from the ground
state to an excited state vanishes. In the case of the
harmonic oscillator being in the second excited state, we
observe something very unique. In the ηG → 0 limit, the
transition probability is nonvanishing and the contribu-
tion comes from the emission of a single graviton. From
the equation of energy carried by gravitons, it is easy
to estimate that the amplitude of the gravitational wave
vanishes if the number of gravitons in a state goes to zero.
Hence, for such a de-excitation, the semi-classical treat-
ment predicts a vanishing transition probability in the
ηG → 0 limit. This implies that the harmonic oscillator

can decay to its ground state by spontaneous emission of
a single graviton if and only if the gravitational wave is
treated as a quantum field. A very important perspective
of spontaneous emission of gravitons by atomic hydrogen
has been discussed in [26]. Such spontaneous emission of
gravitons has also been theoretically obtained in [27, 28].
For the final part of our calculation, we have considered
the energy-flux relation for gravitational waves and ob-
tained the analytical form of the total energy of the grav-
itational wave in terms of the frequency and amplitude of
the wave, Newton’s gravitational constant and the radius
of the sphere through which the energy is either received
or released from the detector. We now consider that this
entire energy is a combination of integral multiples of the
energy carried by each quanta of the gravitational wave
also known as gravitons. Hence, it is safe to substitute
E = ηG~ω. Finally, we obtain an analytical expression
for the wave amplitude and substitute it back in the ex-
pression for the transition probability of the resonant ab-
sorption case. Remarkably, the transition probability for
the resonant absorption case matches exactly with the
semi-classical analysis carried out in [15–18]. This anal-
ysis implements a direct connection between the semi-
classical and the quantum gravitational analysis.

II. BACKGROUND MODEL AND TRANSITION

PROBABILITY

The background metric in which the analysis will be car-
ried out can be thought of as a small perturbation over
the Minkowski background,

gµν = ηµν + hµν (1)

where ηµν = diag{−1, 1, 1, 1}. A much more rigorous
analysis will involve the substitution of the Minkowski
metric by a post-Newtonian metric as has been done in
[29].
If we now consider the speed of light to be unity, then
the Einstein-Hilbert action can be written as

SEH =
1

16πG

∫

d4x
√
−gR (2)

with R being the Ricci scalar and g = det(gµν). Up to
quadratic order in the perturbation term in Eq.(1), we
can recast the Einstein Hilbert action as follows

SEH ≃ 1

64πG

∫

d4x (hµν�h
µν − h�h+ 2hµν∂µ∂νh

− 2hµα∂κ∂
αhµκ) .

(3)

Now we shall make use of the gauge symmetry of the
perturbation term given by

hµν = h̄µν + ∂µξν + ∂νξµ . (4)

We shall now impose the transverse-traceless gauge con-
ditions given by

∂κh̄
κζ = 0, h̄κκ = 0, kρh̄

ρζ = 0 (5)
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with kρ = δ0ρ being a constant time-like vector.
In the transverse traceless gauge, the form of the Einstein
Hilbert action in Eq.(3) can be recast as

SEH = − 1

64πG

∫

d4x ∂κh̄ij∂
κh̄ij . (6)

Instead of directly considering the resonant detector sys-
tem, we start by considering a system of two freely falling
particles with one having a much higher mass than the
other particle [1–3]. One can consider the particle with
the higher mass to be on-shell. In order to proceed fur-
ther, one can write down the metric in Fermi normal
coordinates as follows [2]

g00(t, ξ) = −1−Ri0j0(t, 0)ξ
iξj +O(ξ3) , (7)

g0k(t, ξ) = −2

3
R0jkl(t, 0)ξ

jξl +O(ξ3) , (8)

gjk(t, ξ) = δjk − 1

3
Rjlkp(t, 0)ξ

lξp +O(ξ3) (9)

with ξ denoting the coordinate separation between the
two particles. The Riemannian tensor is evaluated on a
time-like geodesic and as a result, it only depends on the
temporal coordinate. Under a gauge transformation, the
Riemannian tensor remains invariant for small linear per-
turbations about the flat Minkowski background. As a
result of such small perturbations, the Riemannian tensor

constructed in the Fermi-normal coordinates is the same
as it is in the transverse-traceless gauge. For a detailed
pedagogical derivation of the Fermi normal coordinates,
we refer the readers to [30].
The relativistic action for the particle with the smaller
mass m0 reads

Sp = −m0

∫

dτ

√

−gµν Ẏ µẎ ν (10)

where the coordinates for the particle are denoted by
Y µ = {t, ξi}. One can now replace τ by t in Eq.(10)
using the re-parametrization invariance of the action in
Eq.(10). The model in general represents the arm of an
interferometer detector. The above action can be aug-
mented by a harmonic potential term by placing the en-
tire system inside a harmonic trap which represents an
ideal resonating bar. The modified action reads

SRD = −m0

∫

dt

(

√

−gµν
dY µ

dt

dY ν

dt
+

1

2
ω2
0gµνY

µY ν

)

.

(11)
It is important to note that the gravitational wave-
particle (detector) interaction is for a very small time
scale (of the order of a few milliseconds). As a re-
sult, one can also neglect terms O(t3, t2ξ2). Substituting
Eq.(s)(7)-(9) in Eq.(11) and keeping terms up to O(ξ2),
one can obtain the following simplified form of the action

SRD ≃−m0

∫

dt
(

1 +Rj0k0(t, 0)ξ
jξk − δij ξ̇

iξ̇j
)

1

2 − m0ω
2
0

2

∫

dt
(

(1 +Rj0k0(t, 0)ξ
jξk)t2 + δijξ

iξj
)

≃−m0

∫

dt
(

1 +
1

2
Rj0k0(t, 0)ξ

jξk − 1

2
δjk ξ̇

j ξ̇k +
ω2
0

2
δjkξ

jξk
)

(12)

where Rj0k0(t, 0) = − 1
2
¨̄hjk(t, 0) is in the transverse-

traceless gauge, ω0 denotes the frequency of the harmonic
trap or the bar detector, and the small terms along with
the terms that will not contribute in the overall dynamics
of the resonant bar have been dropped. It is important
to note that the above action describing the interaction
of the detector with the gravitational wave remains un-
changed in the transverse-traceless gauge.
One can now substitute the form of the Riemann curva-
ture tensor in terms of the spacetime fluctuation (hjk) in
Eq.(12) as

SRD ≃ m0

2

∫

dt

[

δjk ξ̇
j ξ̇k +

1

2
¨̄hjk(t, 0)ξ

jξk − ω2
0δjkξ

jξk
]

(13)

where we have got rid of the first term in Eq.(12) which
will not have any contribution to the dynamics of the
system.
Our primary aim is to quantize the small spacetime fluc-

tuations over the background spacetime metric. In order
to quantize the gravitational fluctuation, we decompose
the perturbation over the flat spacetime into discrete in-
dividual frequency modes, and for a valid normalization
condition, we consider the entire system to be located
inside a box of side length L. The discrete mode decom-
position reads

h̄jl(t,x) =
1

lp

∑

k,s

qk,se
ik.xεsjl(k) (14)

where qk,s is the mode amplitude, εsjl denotes the polar-

ization tensor with s = +,×, and k = 2πn
L

(n ∈ Z
3)

denotes the wave vector for the system being in a box of
length L. Making use of the discrete mode decomposi-
tion in Eq.(14), one can write down the full gauge fixed
action of the combined gravitational wave-resonant de-
tector system as well as interferometer detectors placed
inside a harmonic trap potential as
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S =SEH + SRD

=

∫

dt
m

2

∑

k,s

(

q̇2
k,s − k

2qk,s
)

+

∫

dt
m0

2

[

δjl ξ̇
j ξ̇l − 1√

~G

∑

k,s

q̇k,sε
s
lj(k)ξ̇

jξl − ω2
0δjlξ

jξl
]

(15)

where ξ is the coordinate variables corresponding to the
detector phase space, ω0 is the frequency of the detector

(harmonic oscillator frequency), and m = L3

16π~G2 . For
a resonant bar detector, a one-dimensional model can be
considered, as the length of the bar is always much larger
than the other two directions perpendicular to its length.
For an interferometer detector, the long detector arm can
be considered to be one-dimensional (a two-mass system
with one mass way smaller than the other one) and the
harmonic trap potential term will be taken care of by its
one-dimensional analogue. It is now possible to consider
the wave vector k to be propagating along the z direction
with magnitude ω = |k|, along with plus polarization
only. Considering negligible fluctuations along the z and
y directions, one can recast the total action of the system
as

S =

∫

dt

[

m

2

(

q̇2 − ω2q2
)

+
m0

2

(

ξ̇2 − 2Gq̇ξ̇ξ
m0

− ω2
0ξ

2

)]

(16)
where G = m0

2
√
~G

, ξx = ξ and ℜ(qkz
,+) = q. It is impor-

tant to note that we have considered c = 1 in our current
analysis. The Lagrangian corresponding to the action in
the above equation reads

L =
m

2

(

q̇2 − ω2q2
)

+
m0

2

(

ξ̇2 − ω2
0ξ

2
)

− Gq̇ξ̇ξ . (17)

The momentum conjugate to the position variables q and
ξ read

p =
∂L

∂q̇
= mq̇ − Gξ̇ξ , π =

∂L

∂ξ̇
= m0ξ̇ − Gq̇ξ . (18)

Using the form of the Lagrangian in Eq.(17) and the
conjugate momentum variables, one can write down the
Hamiltonian for the system as

H =

p2

2m + π2

2m0

+ Gpπξ
mm0

1− G2ξ2

mm0

+
1

2
mω2q2 +

1

2
m0ω

2
0ξ

2 . (19)

As the coupling constant G is assumed to be very small,
one can express the Hamiltonian of the system in Eq.(19)
up to O (G) as

H ≃ p2

2m
+

π2

2m0
+

Gpπξ
mm0

+
1

2
mω2q2 +

1

2
m0ω

2
0ξ

2 . (20)

Following [3], we also assume that the coupling G is
turned on and off adiabatically and as a result G(t) →
Gf(t) such that f(t < ti) = f(t > tf ) = 0 and
f(ti ≤ t ≤ tf ) = 1. Here, ti denotes the time at which the
interaction between the detector and the gravitational

wave begins and tf denotes the time when the gravi-
tational wave stops interacting with the detector. This
switching function allows one to define tensor product
states at times t = ti and t = tf .
In order to quantize the above Hamiltonian, we raise the
position and momentum variables corresponding to both
the resonant detector and gravitational wave to opera-
tor status and obtain the Hamiltonian operator of the
detector-graviton system to be

Ĥ =

(

p̂2

2m
+

1

2
mω2q̂2

)

⊗ 1̂RD

+ 1̂GW ⊗
(

π̂2

2m0
+

1

2
m0ω

2
0 ξ̂

2

)

+
G

2mm0
p̂⊗

(

ξ̂π̂ + π̂ξ̂
)

(21)

where [ξ̂, π̂] = [q̂, p̂] = i~ with 1̂RD and 1̂GW denoting the
identity operators corresponding to the Hilbert space of
the resonant bar detector1 and the gravitational wave.
The Hamiltonian in Eq.(21) can be separated into two

parts, Ĥ = Ĥ0 + Ĥ int with Ĥ int = G
2mm0

p̂ ⊗
(

ξ̂π̂ + π̂ξ̂
)

denoting the interaction part of the Hamiltonian. Be-
fore the gravitational wave has started interacting with
the detector and after it has stopped interacting, we can
consider the total state of the system as a tensor prod-
uct of the individual number states corresponding to the
gravitational wave and the harmonic oscillator [3]. The
position and momentum operators for the gravitational
wave as well as the resonant bar detector in terms of their
respective creation and annihilation operators read

q̂ =

√

~

2mω

(

â+ â†
)

, p̂ = i

√

m~ω

2

(

â† − â
)

; (22)

ξ̂ =

√

~

2m0ω0

(

χ̂+ χ̂†) , π̂ = i

√

m0~ω0

2

(

χ̂† − χ̂
)

(23)

where [â, â†] = 1 = [χ̂, χ̂†].
Using Eq.(s)(22,23) and making use of the commutation
relation, one can recast Eq.(21) in the following form

Ĥ =~ω

(

â†â+
1

2

)

⊗ 1̂RD + 1̂GW ⊗ ~ω

(

χ̂†χ̂+
1

2

)

− ~G
2mm0

√

m~ω

2

(

â† − â
)

⊗
(

χ̂†2 − χ̂2
)

.

(24)

1 In order to avoid making repeated statements, we have stuck to
the resonant bar detector model system as our primary model.
It is also important to note that the same things will hold for an
interferometer detector placed inside a harmonic trap potential.
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One can now define the eigenstates corresponding to the
individual number operators N̂GW = â†â and N̂RD =
χ̂†χ̂ as

N̂GW |ηG〉 = ηG|ηG〉 , N̂RD|nr〉 = nr|nr〉 (25)

where |nr〉 denotes the nr-th excited state of the har-
monic oscillator and |ηG〉 denotes the gravitational wave
state containing ηG number of gravitons. As the initial
and final state of the gravity waver-detector system can
be represented as a tensor product of the correspond-
ing number states, we can write the initial and final
state of the system as |ψi〉 = |ηG〉 ⊗ |nr〉 = |ηG, nr〉 and
|ψf 〉 = |η′G, n′

r〉 with |ψi〉 6= |ψf 〉. Our primary aim is
to calculate the transition probability for the system go-
ing from the state |ψi〉 to |ψf 〉. In order to calculate the
form of the transition probability we need the analytical
structure of the interaction Hamiltonian in the interac-
tion picture which is calculated as

Ĥ int
I (t) = e

i

~
Ĥ0tĤ inte−

i

~
Ĥ0t

=
G

2mm0
p̂I ⊗

[

ξ̂I π̂I + π̂I ξ̂I

] (26)

where p̂I(t), ξ̂I(t), and π̂(t) are p̂, ξ̂, and π̂ respectively
in the interaction picture.
Upto first order in the interaction Hamiltonian in the
interaction picture, one can write down the transition
probability of the system for going from |ψi〉 to |ψf 〉 as
follows

Pif (t) =
∣

∣

∣
〈ψf |ÛI(t, ti)|ψi〉

∣

∣

∣

2

≃ 1

~2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

ti

dt′〈ψf |Ĥ int
I (t′)|ψi〉

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

.

(27)

The usual notion of calculating such transition probabili-
ties is to set the limit ti → −∞ and tf → ∞ [15, 16]. Ex-
tending the integration limits and substituting the form
of Ĥ int

I (t′) from Eq.(26) in the above equation, we obtain
the form of the transition probability as

Pif =
1

~2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ ∞

−∞
dt′〈ψf |Ĥ int

I (t′)|ψi〉
∣

∣

∣

∣

2

=
~ωπ2G2

2mm2
0

∣

∣

∣

√

(ηG + 1)(nr + 2)(nr + 1)δη′

G
,ηG+1δn′

r
,nr+2

× δ(ω + 2ω0)−
√

(ηG + 1)nr(nr − 1)δη′

G
,ηG+1δn′

r
,nr−2

× δ(ω − 2ω0)−
√

ηG(nr + 2)(nr + 1)δη′

G
,ηG−1δn′

r
,nr+2

× δ(−ω + 2ω0) +
√

ηGnr(nr − 1)δη′

G
,ηG−1δn′

r
,nr−2

× δ(−ω − 2ω0)
∣

∣

∣

2

(28)

where
∫∞
−∞ dtei(ω1−ω′

1
) = 2πδ(ω1 − ω′

1). Now δ(ω + 2ω0)

(or δ(−ω − 2ω0)) gives non vanishing contribution when
ω = −2ω0 which is not a physical condition. Therefore,

the transition probability in Eq.(28) can be simplified as
follows

Pif =
~ωπ2G2

2mm2
0

(

√

(ηG + 1)nr(nr − 1)δη′

G
,ηG+1δn′

r
,nr−2

+
√

ηG(nr + 2)(nr + 1)δη′

G
,ηG−1δn′

r
,nr+2

)2

δ2(ω − 2ω0) .

(29)

The above form of transition probability ensures the fact
that due to graviton-detector interaction, the harmonic
oscillator will always jump up or jump down two consec-
utive energy eigenstates.

III. RESONANT ABSORPTION

We consider the simple case of the resonant bar detec-
tor being in a ground state (nr = 0). From the form of
the transition probability in Eq.(29), it is evident that
only the second term within the parenthesis contributes
towards a non-vanishing probability for the system pro-
vided that η′G = ηG − 1. The condition η′G = ηG − 1
signifies the fact that the final gravitational wave state
is short of a graviton that has been absorbed by the de-
tector and the detector has excited to the second excited
energy level simultaneously. For nr = 0, we obtain the
form of the transition probability as

P02 =
ηG~ωπ

2G2

mm2
0

δ2(ω − 2ω0) =
4ηG~ωπ

3G

L3
δ2(ω − 2ω0)

(30)
where we have substituted the analytical forms of G and
m. Our next aim is to establish a connection between the
transition amplitude obtained in our case with that of the
semi-classical case where the phase-space variables obey
Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle. In [15, 16], the tran-
sition probability for the harmonic oscillator going from
its ground state to a higher excited state was calculated
for a generalized uncertainty principle (GUP) framework.
If now the GUP parameter is taken to zero, only the
transition probability indicating a ground state to sec-
ond excited state transition, survives. The transition
probability in such a semiclassical analysis for a peri-
odic linearly polarized gravitational wave with the form
hjk(t) = 2f0 cosωt(ε×σ

1
jk + ε+σ

3
jk), takes the form

P02 =
1

2
π2f2

0ω
2ε2+δ

2(ω − 2ω0) (31)

with f0 denoting the amplitude of the gravitational wave.
For the case of the gravitational wave carrying a plus po-
larization only, one obtains ε+ = 1 (using the condition
ε2++ ε2× = 1). In order to truly relate the quantum grav-
itational and semi-classical results, we need to calculate
the energy carried by the gravitational wave.
The total energy flowing through an area dA within the
time span t = −∞ to t = ∞ reads [31]

dE

dA
=

1

32πG

∫ ∞

−∞
dt〈ḣTT

ij ḣTT
ij 〉 (32)
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where hTT
ij denotes the fluctuating part of the spacetime

metric in the transverse traceless gauge and 〈· · · 〉 denotes
a temporal average. The above formula assumes the en-
tire system inside a sphere of radius r, hence, one can
write dA = r2dΩ which indicates the energy going out or
coming in through a solid angle dΩ. As our entire analysis
is restricted to one dimension only, the hTT

11 component
will contribute in Eq.(2.15), leading to the expression of
the total energy leaving the sphere or vice-versa as

E =
r2

8G

∫ ∞

−∞
dt〈ḣ2+(t)〉 . (33)

Now the integral can be conducted first then the tempo-
ral average is just an average over a constant parameter
[31]. Hence, one can get rid of the average. Now for a
periodic plane polarized gravitational wave with a tem-
plate h+(t) = 2f0 cosωt, a single time cycle ranges from
t = 0 to t = 2π

ω
. It is now possible to calculate the total

energy entering or exiting through the spherical area in
one periodic cycle as

E =
r2f2

0ω
2

2G

∫ 2π

ω

0

sin2 ωt =
πωr2f2

0

2G
. (34)

Although the entire system is effectively one-dimensional
in our analysis (because of the larger length of the detec-
tor than its span in other directions), when the energy is
emitted or released via the enclosed (imaginary) sphere,
we need to consider a three-dimensional post-interaction
picture. Initially, we have considered a box of length L
but when the energy flux relation is considered, a sphere
of radius r is considered. Effectively, for a large L we
can consider the box of length L to be embedded inside
the sphere of radius r such that all the corner points of
the box lie on the surface of the sphere. Under such an
assumption, r = L√

2
and the energy expression takes the

form E =
πωf2

0
L2

4G . If the gravitational wave is quan-
tized, then the energy E will be carried by ηG number of
gravitons with mode frequency ω. Hence, we can write
E = ηG~ω. Substituting the value of r and E in Eq.(34),
we obtain the form of the square of the amplitude as

f2
0 =

4ηG~G

πL2
. (35)

Using the above form of the square of the amplitude in
Eq.(30), we can write down the form of the transition
probability, P02 as

P02 =
f2
0π

4ω

L
δ2(ω − 2ω0). (36)

In order to find out the final expression for the transi-
tion probability P02, we need the analytical expression of
the box length L. Initially, when we have considered a
box of length L, the underlying assumption is that the
interaction and its effects are confined within the box of
length L. Now in time t = 2π

ω
, the gravitational wave

travels a path of distance λ = 2πc
ω

∣

∣

c→1
= 2π

ω
. Hence, one

can consider a sphere of radius λ around the harmonic
oscillator such the oscillator is placed at the center of the
sphere. Again, for a sufficiently large L, we have assumed
a spherical enclosure so that the initial box of length L
is stretched over a sphere of radius λ. Hence, one can

make the simple assumption L ≃ πλ = 2π2

ω
. Substitut-

ing the value of L in Eq.(36), we obtain the form of the
transition probability to be

P02 =
1

2
f2
0π

2ω2δ2(ω − 2ω0) (37)

which is identical to the form of the transition probabil-
ity in Eq.(31) (ε+ = 1 as ε× = 0) obtained using the
semi-classical treatment. Here we have made use of the
energy-flux relation of a classical gravitational wave in
Eq.(32) and have considered the total energy to be car-
ried by ηG number of gravitons. Then we used it in the
quantum gravity scenario to relate the quantum gravi-
tational results with that of the semi-classical analysis.
The striking feature is the exact similarity of the two
results. This exact identification with the semi-classical
treatment ensures the fact that the consideration of the
gravitational wave with an integral number of gravita-
tions carrying energy equal to the reduced Planck’s con-
stant multiplied by the frequency of the gravitational
wave is quite valid. Now, although the absorption case
is identical to the semi-classical analogue of this model,
the emission case offers a little bit more subtlety. This
we shall look at in the next section.

IV. SPONTANEOUS EMISSION OF

GRAVITONS

We now consider the case when the initial state of the
total system is |ψi〉 = |ηG, 2〉 and the final state is |ψf 〉 =
|ηG + 1, 0〉. The form of the transition probability in
Eq.(29) for the above initial and final states take the
form

P20 = (ηG + 1)
4~ωGπ3

L3
δ2(ω − 2ω0) . (38)

For the semi-classical scenario, it is easy to observe that
P02 = P20 [14–18]. If ηG → 0, then from Eq.(35) it is easy
to see that f0 vanishes and as a result P02 also vanishes.
But in this limit P20 6= 0, and takes the form

P20 =
hω4G

4π4
δ2(ω − 2ω0) . (39)

Now ηG → 0 signifies that the initial state of the grav-
itational wave-detector system is |ψi〉 = |0, 2〉 denoting
that there are no gravitons in the initial tensor prod-
uct state. The non-vanishing probability in Eq.(39) in-
dicates that when the harmonic oscillator is in an ex-
cited state, it can emit a graviton spontaneously and
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come back to the ground state. This spontaneous emis-
sion is a direct consequence of a degenerate paramet-
ric down conversion process2 as can be seen from the
form of the interaction term in Eq.(24) and as a result
it creates an asymmetry between the resonant absorp-
tion and spontaneous emission processes. This sponta-
neous emission of graviton is purely a quantum gravity
phenomenon and is absent in the semi-classical analy-
sis. As the gravitational wave is treated as a quantum
field, ηG → 0 condition implies that the initial state is
a vacuum state. The spontaneous emission scenario of
gravitons can be thought of as vacuum fluctuation of the
surrounding gravitational field (same as the electromag-
netic counterpart). The general frequency range of de-
tection by a LIGO-VIRGO detector is in the 102−104 Hz
range. In the case of the Weber bar detectors, they can
reach up to a resonance frequency ω0 ∼ 5× 103 Hz. The
resonant condition ensures that ω ∼ 104 Hz. For such a
case, the transition probability in Eq.(39) takes the form

P02 = hω4G
4π4c5

δ2(ω − 2ω0) ∼ (10−73sec−2)δ2(ω − 2ω0) .

For a classical gravitational wave f0 ∼ 10−21 which
gives a value of the transition probability in Eq.(37) as
P02 ∼ (10−33sec−2)δ2(ω − 2ω0). Equating the above re-
sult and the contribution from ηG number of gravitons
indicates that for f0 ∼ 10−21 there are ηG ∼ 1040 number
of gravitons carrying the energy E in the time interval
0 < t < 2π

ω
. It is important to note that every bar detec-

tor can be considered as a combination of a large num-
ber of cylinders of harmonic oscillators of length equal
to the length of the resonant bar. Now the diameter
of such a cylinder can attain the lowest value which is
equal to the diameter of a single atom. A Weber bar
now has a diameter of one meter. The radius of an atom
is close to r0 ∼ 3 × 10−10m. Hence, there is approxi-
mately (π0.52)/(π(3× 10−10)2) ∼ 1018 number of atoms
on the surface of the bar detector. Therefore, the en-
tire bar detector can be considered as a combination of
maximum N ∼ 1018 numbers of such one-dimensional
cylinders with harmonic oscillator frequency equal to ω0.
Then each bar detector has a mass m′

0 = m0/N . As they
are of the same length and made of the same components
we can assume the frequencies of each of the oscillators
to be the same. Hence, the transition probability due
to spontaneous emission from one such harmonic oscilla-
tor gets multiplied by 1018 resulting in a joint transition
probability of P02 = (10−55sec−2)δ2(ω − 2ω0). Although
the existence of the square of the Dirac-delta function
theoretically claims that it will make the transition prob-
ability very high when the resonance condition gets sat-
isfied, the Dirac-delta function comes in due to a time
integral from ti → −∞ to t→ ∞ in the form of the tran-
sition probability in Eq.(27). A more realistic scenario

2 A parametric down-conversion process is a non-linear optical pro-
cess (in this case gravitational) where two or more excitations
spontaneously convert into a single photon (here graviton) or
vice versa.

will occur for a finite initial and final limit of the time
integral in the form of the transition probability. Now
a spontaneous emission of graviton denotes that the ini-
tial vacuum state will have one graviton. If the number
of spontaneous emissions is made arbitrarily high, the fi-
nal field state will contain a large number of gravitons
which will effectively create a very small fluctuation over
the background. This can be considered as a gravita-
tional fluorescence-like effect where gravitons will emit
in all possible directions. Still, a collective spontaneous
emission shall lead to such amplified fluctuation over the
spacetime metric. Such fluctuations, if they exist, will
be almost impossible to detect. Now, if it is possible to
modify the bar detectors in the future in such a way that
the resonance condition amplifies the transition proba-
bility exponentially, then it may be possible to detect
such spontaneous emission from resonant bar detectors
in a very far future. It may be also possible to detect
this kind of scenario in an interferometer detector if it is
possible to create a harmonic trap potential for the same.

V. CONCLUSION

We consider a resonant bar detector of gravitational wave
(or an interferometer detector placed inside a harmonic
trap potential) interacting with an incoming gravita-
tional wave with plane polarization only. We apply a
mode decomposition of the small perturbation over the
Minkowski background and obtain the total Hamiltonian
of the gravitational wave-resonant bar detector system.
The Hamiltonian operator is then constructed by rais-
ing all the phase space variables corresponding to the
gravitational wave as well as the resonant bar detector.
Making use of the Fermi-Golden rule, we obtain the tran-
sition probability of the system going from an initial joint
tensor product of individual number states to some final
state. We then specifically consider the case for the de-
tector going from the ground state to the second excited
energy state. Using the energy flux relation for a classi-
cal gravitational wave and considering the total energy
carried by the gravitational wave as a combination of
ηG number of gravitons, we observe that the transition
probability is exactly similar to that of the case where
a classical gravitational wave interacts with a resonant
bar detector. This identification with the semi-classical
model solidifies the quantum gravity approach of using
the graviton-bar detector interaction model. For a semi-
classical model, the resonant absorption and emission
probabilities are exactly the same. However, in the cur-
rent quantum gravity analysis, we observe that for a de-
excitation of the resonant bar detector from the second
excited energy state to the ground state, the transition
probability does not vanish for ηG → 0 limit contrary
to the resonant absorption case. This indicates the phe-
nomenon of spontaneous emission of a graviton. This is
the most interesting outcome of our analysis as sponta-
neous emission of gravitons cannot be observed in a semi-
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classical let alone a classical analysis. It is important to
note that some very small local perturbations can repli-
cate such a spontaneous emission process. Hence, one
needs to construct an experimental scenario such that
no other external perturbations lead to a similar effect.
Under such conditions, if the spontaneous emission of
gravitons is detected it can be considered to be a possi-

ble evidence for a signature of quantum gravity. Finally,
we have calculated some numerical values indicating that
it will be very difficult to observe the spontaneous emis-
sion of gravitons from a resonant bar detector unless the
resonance condition amplifies the transition probability
exponentially.
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