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We show that the self-interactions present in the effective field theory formulation of general
relativity can couple gravitational wave modes and generate nonclassical states. The output of
gravitational nonlinear processes can also be sensitive to quantum features of the input states, indi-
cating that nonlinearities can act both as sources and detectors of quantum features of gravitational
waves. Due to gauge and quantization issues in strongly curved spacetimes, we work in the ge-
ometric optics limit of gravitational radiation, but we expect the key ideas extend to situations
of astrophysical interest. This offers a new direction for probing the quantum nature of gravity,
analogous to how the quantumness of electrodynamics was established through quantum optics.

Introduction.— Currently, no observed phenomenon
requires a quantum description of gravity [1]. Yet, at low
energies the effective field theory quantization of general
relativity forecasts a number of features departing from
the classical theory [2]. Recently, various proposals aimed
at testing some of these predictions have been put for-
ward, mainly following [3, 4]. On one hand, we have
tabletop experiments seeking to prepare macroscopic
quantum superpositions of massive objects [5]. From
large superposition states we could witness the quantum
nature of gravity through gravitationally induced entan-
glement due to the exchange of virtual quanta [6]. Al-
ternatively, we may look for tree-level quantum effects
in gravitational waves (GWs) [7]. Examples are GW
quantum states with no classical counterpart, analogous
to nonclassical light in quantum optics. Ranging from
squeezed [8–10] to definite graviton number states [11],
nonclassical GWs could in principle leave signatures at
detectors [12], induce noise [9, 10], light-cone fluctuations
[13, 14] and state-dependent gravitational decoherence
[15–19]. Measuring any of these effects would provide
indirect evidence on the quantum nature of gravity, but
this observational program is not met without challenges.

Unlike in electrodynamics, the quantization of matter
does not imply quantization of gravity [20, 21]. More-
over, in analogy to quantum optics [22], the observation
of gravitational wave noise or single graviton clicks in
a detector are not sufficient to exclude a classical field-
theoretic model of GWs [23]. In order to determine the
quantum nature of gravity via GW observations, we need
to violate a nonclassicality witness. The possibility of do-
ing this strongly relies on what quantum states of GWs
can be produced in nature, which mechanisms generate
them and how often they occur. Hence, we must turn to
the question of sources of quantum GWs.

In quantum mechanics, nonlinearities lead to nonclas-
sical states [24–26]. Gravity can be highly nonlinear [27],
so once again reasoning by analogy to quantum optics,
we could expect that highly nonclassical GW states can
be naturally prepared by the dynamics of strong grav-
itational fields. Strong nonlinearities could also act as
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efficient detectors for nonclassical GW states, since the
output of a nonlinear interaction can be highly depen-
dent on the quantum statistical properties of the input
states, e.g. depending on whether they are bunched or
anti-bunched [28–35]. To advance these ideas, we require
a description of nonlinear, strongly interacting quantum
GWs, which is in general a difficult problem as it involves
quantizing gravity in situations where the spacetime cur-
vature is large. We resort to perturbation theory.

We could imagine perturbing a curved dynamical
spacetime with GWs and quantizing the perturbations by
promoting their components and associated momenta to
operators in Hilbert space and imposing canonical com-
mutation relations. However, quantization requires the
identification of observer-independent, physical degrees
of freedom (DoFs) [36–38], which are obscured by the
right to choose arbitrary coordinate systems. There is in
general no coordinate (gauge) independent way of charac-
terizing perturbations of quantities in a spacetime, unless
the Lie derivative of the unperturbed quantity with re-
spect to any vector field vanishes identically in the back-
ground, which guarantees gauge invariance to linear or-
der [39, 40]. Working with perturbed quantities that are
exactly gauge invariant is therefore a too restrictive re-
quirement, though there are situations where it is possi-
ble.

One example where the quantization of GW pertur-
bations can be successfully carried out in a curved dy-
namical background is the case of Robertson-Walker uni-
verses, where metric perturbations can be decomposed in
scalar, vector and transverse-traceless (TT) tensor modes
[41, 42]. TT modes describe radiative degrees of freedom
endowed with gauge invariance to linear order [43, 44].
As show by Ford and Parker, quantization of these radia-
tive DoFs yields two scalar fields, one for each graviton
polarization, minimally coupled to the spacetime back-
ground [45]. This coupling leads to GW squeezed states
in inflation [46], which are nonclassical according to the
Glauber–Sudarshan P-representation [24]. Thus, rapid
background expansion provides an example of a source
of nonclassical GWs, but very likely inflation is an iso-
lated event that occurred only once, if at all.

Here, we aim at expanding the landscape of possible
sources of quantum gravitational radiation by suggesting
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that nonclassical states can be efficiently produced when
GW modes interact. To do this, we will relax the restric-
tive requirement of exact gauge invariance and instead
work with approximate observer-independent quantities,
by considering high frequency GWs propagating in a
weakly curved, i.e. low frequency, GW background. Non-
classical features of both low and high frequency modes
become prominent whenever the curvature associated to
the waves is sufficiently strong, pointing towards the idea
that appreciable quantum corrections might appear in
strong field gravity.

High frequency waves.— We will say that a GW per-
turbation has high frequency when its typical wavelength
λ is much shorter than the radius of curvature of the
background spacetime R. As pointed out by Misner [47],
in this high frequency limit the operator ∇−2∂i∂j and its
associated projection onto the TT component of the met-
ric perturbation become local, with nonlocal corrections
scaling as (λ/R)2 [48].

This forms the basis for the high-frequency gravita-
tional wave (HFGW) perturbation scheme developed by
Isaacson [49, 50], who considered metrics of the form

gµν = γµν + ϵhH
µν (1)

where γµν describes the weakly curved background with
radius of curvature of order R and derivatives ∂γµν ∼
γµν/R, hH

µν is a metric perturbation containing compo-
nents of typical wavelength λ, amplitude ϵ = λ/R and
∂hH

µν ∼ hH
µν/λ. We assume γµν = O(1), hH

µν = O(1)
and ϵ ≪ 1. Notice that while the amplitudes associated
with the perturbations are small, their curvature can be
quite high. Carrying out a two-length scale expansion of
the Riemann tensor in powers of λ and R, we find the
splitting

Rαβγδ(gµν) = R
(0)
αβγδ +R

(1)
αβγδ +R

(2)
αβγδ + ... (2)

where R
(0)
αβγδ ≡ Rαβγδ(γµν) is the Riemann tensor of the

background and the remaining terms quantify the con-
tributions due to the metric perturbation in powers of
ϵ. We refer to [49] for explicit expressions. Remarkably,
the quantity R

(1)
αβγδ has physical, observer-independent

significance. Performing a coordinate transformation
xα → xα′

= xα + ϵξα with ξα = O(1) and ξα;β = O(1)

[51], we find it transforms as R(1)′

αβγδ −R
(1)
αβγδ = £ξR

(0)
αβγδ,

where £ξR
(0)
αβ is the Lie derivative of the background cur-

vature, with magnitude O(R−2). Hence, instead of re-
quiring that the Lie derivative of the unperturbed quan-
tity vanishes exactly, the condition for exact invariance
[40], we content ourselves with approximate invariance in
the limit ϵ → 0.

Denote the TT component of the perturbation as h̄H
µν ,

which we recall is locally defined to O(ϵ2) and satisfies
[47, 49],

γµν h̄H
µν = h̄H ;ν

µν = h̄H
µ0 = 0 (3)

To leading order, the Einstein field Eqs. imply R
(1)
αβ = 0,

which can be cast as,

h̄H ;β
µν;β + 2R

(0)
σνµβh̄

Hβσ +R(0)
σµ h̄

Hσ
ν +R(0)

σν h̄
Hσ
µ = 0 . (4)

The content of this wave Eq. is made clear in the WKB,
or geometric optics limit. To see that, substitute the sin-
gle frequency ansatz hH

µν ∼ feµνe
iϕ in (4), where f is the

wave amplitude, eµν is the polarization tensor satisfying
eµνe

µν = 1 and kµ = ϕ,µ the wavevector. Separating
the various terms according to their order in ϵ, we find
kνkν = 0 to O(ϵ−2) and

kµ;νk
ν = 0 , eµν;αk

α = 0 , (5)

to O(ϵ−1), where once again correction occur at O(R−2).
Hence, HFGWs propagate through the background in the
same way as electromagnetic radiation or any other kind
of massless particles, with their polarization eµν parallel
transported along null geodesics generated by kµ.

The second order term R
(2)
αβγδ defines an effective

stress-energy tensor Tµν for the high-frequency GWs via
the next leading-order contribution to the Einstein Eqs.
R

(0)
αβ = −ϵ2R

(2)
αβ . Doing a Brill-Hartle (BH) average [52]

over many wavelengths of the HFGW and assuming the
WKB approximation, Tµν reduces to the stress-energy
tensor for null dust,

T (BH)
µν ≈ E k̂µk̂ν (6)

where E = (ϵ2/64πG)k2f2 is the energy density written
in terms of the GW strain f and wavenumber k, and
k̂µ = kµ/k. If we have a pair of incoherent HFGWs beams
labeled A and B traveling along worldlines Xj(λj), their
contribution to the total gravitational action is [49]

SEH ⊃
∑

j=A,B

∫
dλjEjγµν

dXµ
j

dλj

dXν
j

dλj
(7)

where k̂µj = dXµ
j /dλj and Ej =

∫
EjdV is a volume inte-

gral of the energy-density. Note that here, what we take
to be null dust, or massless particles, arises from the geo-
metric optics limit of high frequency GWs propagating in
the background spacetime, and appear as a consequence
of the separation of scales within the Einstein-Hilbert ac-
tion.

First quantization argument.— We are now in the po-
sition of arguing that within the effective field theory
quantization of gravity, the nonlinearity inherent to the
Einstein field Eqs. is capable of entangling GWs.

Consider two beams of HFGWs propagating in a
weakly curved background γµν and assume the WKB
approximation, so these high frequency waves propagate
like two bundles of massless particles with their polariza-
tion ‘going along for the ride’. Now, take the background
to be the perturbed Minkowski metric

γµν = ηµν + h̄L
µν (8)



3

where h̄L
µν is the TT component of a weak low frequency

GW with typical wavelength given by R. Assuming the
geodesics are part of a null congruence, we fix the affine
parameters λA = λB and go to Fermi normal coordinates,
expressing the action term (7) in terms of the geodesic
deviation vector ξ = XB −XA [53]. Following [8, 9, 54],
we promote the low frequency GW perturbation h̄L

µν and
the deviation vector ξ to a second and first quantized
operators, respectively. Given the resulting interaction
term, of the form ¨̄hijξ

iξj , we may then compute the in-
fluence of the quantized background metric h̄L

µν on the
relative separation of the HFGW beams; detailed calcu-
lations can be found in [9, 10, 53, 55].

In a nutshell, the low frequency GW induces decoher-
ence of the high frequency modes’ geodesic separation
state. Since the dynamics of the complete system is uni-
tary [governed by the interaction term (7)] this loss of
coherence originates from entanglement between the low
frequency field quadratures and the which-path informa-
tion of the high frequency waves. This illustrates that
the interaction between distinct GW modes can generate
entanglement, hence nonclassicality.

Preparing the initial state of the HFGWs in a superpo-
sition of geodesic separations |ξi(0)⟩ and the background
in a state |φ0⟩ at t = 0, the time evolution of the system
schematically reads

(|ξ1(0)⟩+ |ξ2(0)⟩)|φ0⟩ → |ξ1(t)⟩|φ1(t)⟩+ |ξ2(t)⟩|φ2(t)⟩
(9)

where |⟨φ1(t)|φ2(t)⟩| ≡ e−Γ(t) defines the decoher-
ence functional Γ(t), which can be computed using the
Schwinger-Keldysh formalism assuming world lines for
each of the particles, i.e. prescribing an interference pro-
tocol. Following the same protocol described in [55] we
find that the decoherence functional scales as

Γ(t) ∼ c(φo)(EH/Epl)
2(∆ξ/R)2F (t) (10)

where c(φo) is a constant dependent on the state |φ0⟩,
EH is the the energy in the high frequency superpo-
sition state, ∆ξ is the average separation between the
HFGW beams during the interference protocol and F (t)
is a time dependent function of order one. For a squeezed
GW background state |ϕ0⟩ = |reiθ⟩ the quantity c(φo) =
c(r, θ) shows an exponential dependence on the squeezing
parameter r and periodic dependence on the squeezing
angle θ, while for an initial thermal GW state it is ap-
proximatelly proportional to the state’s temperature T
[9, 12, 15, 55].

Field interactions.— In addition to ‘which-path’ en-
tanglement with long wavelength modes, we can also ex-
pect that high frequency waves propagating in a weakly
curved background can interact with each other to pro-
duce nonclassical states. Observe that the lagrangian
density governing HFGWs in a weakly curved spacetime
can be written in terms of a pair of minimally coupled

scalar fields [56],

L =
1

64πG

√
−γγµν

(
h̄H
+,µh̄

H
+,ν + h̄H

×,µh̄
H
×,ν

)
(11)

where h̄H
+ , h̄H

× represent each of the graviton polarizations
and we made the substitution ϵh̄H

+,× → h̄H
+,×. The inde-

pendence of (11) from the high frequency polarization
tensor can be physically understood as a consequence of
the parallel transport Eqs. (5), which tells us that effects
of the background curvature on the polarization occur
at O(R−2). From now on, we restrict ourselves to the +
polarization and only consider the h̄H

+ field for simplicity.
Expanding to linear order in h̄L

µν we have L = L0 + LI ,
where

L0 =
1

64πG
ηµν h̄H

+,µh̄
H
+,ν (12)

is the free lagrangian for high frequency waves and

LI = − 1

64πG
h̄Lij h̄H

+,ih̄
H
+,j (13)

describes a three-wave mixing GW process. In optics,
three-wave interactions generally lead to nonclassicality
and entanglement between the participating fields [25].
Can (13) produce nonclassical states?

To answer that, we decompose the low and high-
frequency fields in a discrete set of Fourier modes,

h̄L
ij =

2κ√
V

∑
k⃗,s

hL
s (k⃗, t)e

ik⃗·x⃗esij(k⃗) (14)

h̄H
+ =

2κ√
V

∑
k⃗

hH(k⃗, t)eik⃗·x⃗ (15)

where κ =
√
8πG, esij(k⃗) is the low field polarization

tensor satisfying esij(k⃗)e
ij
s′(k⃗) = δss′ (s = +,×) and we

work in a cubic box of volume V = ℓ3 with k⃗ = 2πn⃗/ℓ,
n⃗ ∈ N3. Reality of the fields implies hL

s (−k⃗)esij(−k⃗) =

hL
s (k⃗)

∗esij(k⃗) and hH(−k⃗) = hH(k⃗)∗. Note that the sums
in (14) and (15) range over different values. While for low
frequency modes |⃗k| ≲ 2π/R, for high frequencies |⃗k| ≳
2π/λ. Low and high modes are quantized by imposing
the standard commutation relations between the Fourier
amplitudes hL

s , h
H and momenta ΠL

s = ḣL
s , ΠH = ḣH . It

will also be convenient to define a pair of dimensionless
hermitian high frequency operators [57],

h(k⃗) =

√
k

2

(
hH(k⃗) + hH†(k⃗)

)
, (16)

Π(k⃗) =

√
1

2k

(
ΠH(k⃗) + ΠH†(k⃗)

)
, (17)

which also satisfy canonical commutation relations.
Varying the total action with respect to hH(k⃗0)

∗ yields
the Heisenberg Eq. of motion for a high frequency mode
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FIG. 1: Nonlinear interactions as sources of nonclassi-
cal GWs. Top: mean number of gravitons as a function
of time for modes k⃗0, k⃗0 + k⃗L and k⃗0 + 2k⃗L. Middle:
Squeezing degree S and squeezed variance Vsq of mode
k⃗0. Bottom: Entanglement of modes k⃗0 and k⃗0 + k⃗L,
quantified by the logarithmic negativity N (k⃗0, k⃗0 + k⃗L).

with wavevector k⃗0 = k0 l̂,

ḧH(k⃗0, t) + k20h
H(k⃗0, t) =

− κ√
V

∑
k⃗A ,⃗kB ,s

Ks(k⃗A,−k⃗0, k⃗B)h
L
s (k⃗A, t)h

H(k⃗B , t) (18)

where,

Ks(k⃗A, k⃗0, k⃗B) = δ(k⃗A + k⃗0 + k⃗B)e
ij
s (k⃗A)k0ikBj (19)

is analogous to the spectral function in nonlinear op-
tics. Together with the Eqs. for the low frequency
modes hL

s (k⃗A), Eq. (18) describes a system of nonlinearly
coupled harmonic oscillators; similar models describing
interacting quasinormal modes of perturbed black hole
spacetimes are proposed in [58].

As customary in quantum optics we make the unde-
pleted pump approximation, which consists in considering
the background GW in a coherent state |α⟩ and replacing
the field operator hL

s (k⃗A, t) by its expectation value. Let
the wavevector of the background be k⃗L = kLn̂ and its
polarization eij+(n̂) = l̂i l̂j − m̂im̂j , with l̂, m̂ orthogonal
vectors satisfying l̂ × m̂ = n̂. We have,

⟨α|hL
s (k⃗A, t)|α⟩ = αukL

(t)δss′=+δ(k⃗A − k⃗L) (20)

0 2 4 6 8 10
k0t

0.0

0.1

0.2

N
/N

0

coherent
squeezed
thermal

FIG. 2: Nonlinear interactions as detectors of nonclas-
sical GWs. Mean number of gravitons in mode k⃗0 + k⃗L
as a function of time for different initial states of mode
k⃗0.

where for simplicity we take the coherent state amplitude
α to be real and ukL

(t) = eikLt/
√
2kL is the Minkowski

mode function [19]. Note that, via the field reality con-
ditions, Eq. (20) implies the low frequency field has
both positive and negative wavevector components ±k⃗L.
Substituting (20) in (18) and once again using the re-
ality conditions, we find the delta functions in Ks en-
force k⃗B = k⃗0 ± k⃗L, implying eij+(n̂)k0ikBj = k20. Ap-
proximating the background as slowly varying in time,
ukL

(t) ≈ 1/
√
2kL (kL ≪ k0, kB), the Eq. of motion be-

comes,

ḧH(k⃗0, t) + k20h
H(k⃗0, t) =

−q
(
hH(k⃗0 − k⃗L, t) + hH(k⃗0 + k⃗L, t)

)
(21)

where q = Ak20 and we define the background amplitude
A = α

√
4πG/kLV .

The quantity q can be thought of as a coupling con-
stant governing the strength with which mode k⃗0 inter-
acts with modes k⃗0±k⃗L. Observe that the energy density
of the background GW is given by EL = (1/32πG)k2Lf

2
L

where fL is the background’s strain, while the energy
density of a single graviton of frequency kL is Eg = kL/V .
The mean number of gravitons in the background is then
N = EL/Eg, and the coherent state amplitude reads
α =

√
N = fL

√
kLV/32πG. We find the background

amplitude is proportional to the low frequency strain,
A = fL/2

√
2. Since the order of magnitude of the Rie-

mann curvature tensor associated to the high frequency
waves is |R(1)

αβγδ| ≈ ϵk20, we have

q ≈ fLϵ
−1|R(1)

αβγδ| . (22)

While fL is restricted to be small [59], the magnitude
of |R(1)

αβγδ| can be large [49], indicating that appreciable
couplings can occur when the curvature associated to the
high frequency waves is strong.

We can follow essentially the same steps described so
far to derive the Eqs. of motion for modes with wavevec-
tors k⃗m = k⃗0 + mk⃗L, where m ∈ Z. In doing that, we
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find each of these couples to ‘neighbors’ k⃗0 + (m + 1)k⃗L
and k⃗0 + (m− 1)k⃗L with the same strength q, forming a
system of linearly coupled quantum harmonic oscillators.
Writing the Eqs. of motion in terms of the dimensionless
hermitian operators (16) and (17) we arrive at,

ḣ(k⃗m) = kmΠ(k⃗m)

Π̇(k⃗m) = −kmh(k⃗m)−Ak0

(
h(k⃗m+1)√
ηmηm+1

+
h(k⃗m−1)√
ηmηm−1

)
(23)

where ηm = 1 + m2(kL/k0)
2 and km = k0

√
ηm. Note

that as m increases, the coupling rate Ak0/
√
ηmηm±1

decreases, so higher frequencies effectively have less in-
fluence on the central mode k⃗0 and its neighbors k⃗0± k⃗L,
over a given period of time.

The dynamics of coupled bosonic oscillators is entan-
gling [60, 61], so (13) can indeed generate nonclassical
states. To see that, take k⃗0 and k⃗0 + k⃗L as the primary
system, while the remaining modes will be regarded as
part of the environment. We numerically simulate the
coupled Eqs. (23) using tools from Gaussian quantum
information [62, 63] considering M oscillators, A = 0.1

and ϵ = kL/k0 = 0.01. The mode k⃗0 is initially set
in a coherent state with a mean number of excitations
N0 = 1038, approximatelly the number of gravitons in a
1 kHz wave with a strain of 10−21 [21]. The remaining
oscillators are initially in the vacuum state. For times
t ≤ 100k−1

0 , only the first few modes become appreciably
populated, so we take M = 100 as an approximation.

Fig. 1 shows the energy exchange and appearance of
nonclassical features in high frequency GWs. The top
plot displays the exchange of mean number of quanta be-
tween k⃗0, k⃗0 + k⃗L and k⃗0 +2k⃗L as a function of time. By
virtue of interaction with k⃗0, the neighbor modes become
appreciably populated within a few cycles of its oscilla-
tion. The transfer of energy between modes is related
to the creation of massless particles in GW backgrounds
[64–67]. In the middle plot, we show the squeezing de-
gree, defined as the ratio of the squeezed Vsq to anti-
squeezed Vasq quadrature variances S = Vsq/Vasq, also as
a function of time. Note that when Vsq < 1 the state
is nonclassical [24]. We see that a squeezed GW state
with a macroscopic mean number of gravitons ≳ 0.2N0

is produced, with subsequent oscillations and gradual re-
duction of the squeezing degree, due to interaction with
the environment (the remaining modes). The bottom
plot shows the evolution of the logarithmic negativity, a
measure of entanglement [62]. We see that k⃗0 and k⃗0+k⃗L
display entanglement oscillations accompanied by a de-
cay caused by interaction with the remaining modes.

Lastly, in Fig. 2 we plot the mean number of quanta
in mode k⃗0 + k⃗L as a function of time for the cases in
which the parent mode k⃗0 starts in a coherent, squeezed
or thermal state, all with the same initial mean number
of gravitons N0. The rate at which higher order modes

are populated depends on their parent’s initial state, sim-
ilarly to what occurs in nonlinear optical processes [28–
35]. Together with the idea that strong coupling can oc-
cur in highly curved situations [Eq. (22)], this illustrates
the potential of gravitational self-interactions as efficient
detectors of quantum features of GWs.

Discussion.— We have shown that within the geomet-
ric optics limit, gravitational nonlinearities can in prin-
ciple act both as sources and probes of quantum GW
states. The natural way forward is to transport these
ideas to astrophysical situations relevant to GW obser-
vations. A possible setup, though likely not the only
one, is the ringdown phase of black hole (BH) mergers.
A perturbed BH during ringdown undergoes oscillations
described by a family of exponentially damped sinusoids
labeled by discrete angular (ℓ,m) and overtone n num-
bers, with complex frequencies ω(ℓ,m,n). The imaginary
part of ω(ℓ,m,n) sets the timescale for the modes’ decay,
implying that these quasinormal modes (QNMs) describe
an intrinsically open system [68]. Note that fast spinning
BHs tend to have a higher quality factor [69].

Quantization of massless scalars, vectors and tensors,
including QNMs in first order perturbation theory, has
been discussed in the literature [70–72]. An interesting
case is that of a scalar field near a perturbed non-spinning
BH, where coupling to QNMs produces squeezed states of
the scalar [66]. At high orders (large ℓ), geometric optics
applies and we can think of QNMs as massless particles
trapped in the light ring [73] (see also [74, 75]). This short
wavelength limit of BH perturbations suggests a way of
generalizing the first quantization argument and the cou-
pled oscillator model presented above, with low order
QNMs playing the role of a “long wavelength” GW back-
ground and high order modes approximatelly described
by massless scalars.

Beyond linear perturbations, nonlinear effects are
ubiquitous in ringdown simulations [76–81]. When a BH
is perturbed by an incoming GW pulse with angular num-
bers (ℓ,m) and amplitude A, the output signal contains
(i) “additional modes with amplitudes scaling as powers
of A”, (ii) has “significant phase shift and frequency mod-
ulation”, (iii) “amplification” and (iv) “generation of radi-
ation in polarization states not present in the linearized
approximation” [76]. Perturbed BHs act as a nonlinear
element, where (i)-(iii) are characteristic of parametric
amplification while (iv) hints that, contrary to the ge-
ometric optics case, polarization will matter in general.
As observed by Mollow & Glauber, the amplification of a
field mode initially free of excitations can only occur by
spontaneous emission processes, hence a theory of GW
amplifications ought to be formulated in quantum me-
chanical terms [82]. The tools to describe nonlinear per-
turbations in a gauge invariant way exist [83–86], hence
such a quantum model of nonlinear self-interacting GWs
around black holes can in principle be constructed.

Equipped with a quantum theory of interacting modes,
very general arguments can be drawn for the inevitabil-
ity of nonclassical features [24, 87]. Nonlinearities temper
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with particle number and field distributions, and classi-
cal theories cannot account for a great variety of those.
Gravitational nonlinearities might turn out to be an im-
portant tool in experimentally settling the question on
the quantum nature of spacetime.
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