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We propose a novel method to probe gravity-induced entanglement. We consider the gravita-
tional interaction between a particle trapped in a shallow potential and a harmonic oscillator. The
harmonic oscillator is in a quantum superposition of two frequencies and only one of these states
can excite the trapped particle via resonance. Once the excited particle is detected, the quantum
state of the oscillator is collapsed, which can be observed as the sudden disappearance of the super-
position of oscillator frequencies. Thus, the sudden decoherence, which is only triggered by particle
detection, can be a smoking gun evidence of gravity-induced entanglement. Since the probability
of particle excitation increases linearly with time, the total probability is multiplied by repeating
experiments. We will also discuss experimental implementations using optomechanics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Developing a quantum theory of gravity remains one of the most profound tasks in theoretical physics. A main
challenge is the absence of experimental evidence to test the quantum nature of gravity. To address this, Feynman
proposed a thought experiment exploring the behavior of a gravitational field when its source is placed in a quantum
superposition [1]. Building on this idea, Bose et al. and Marletto and Vedral proposed the experimental setup to verify
whether the gravitational interaction mediating between spatially superposed massive objects can produce quantum
entanglement [2, 3]. Their idea, collectively reffered to as the BMV proposal, relies on a fundamental concept
of quantum information theory: local operations and classical communication (LOCC) cannot produce quantum
entanglement between two systems. If two massive objects interacting solely through Newtonian gravity evolve from
an initially separable state into an entangled state, this would imply that their gravitational interaction cannot be
described as LOCC.

To illustrate the concept of the BMV proposals, we consider the Newtonian gravitational interaction between a
particle with mass m and another particle with mass M . Let us assume that the interaction is described by the
first-quantized form as

Ĥgrav = − GmM

|x̂− ŷ|
, (1)

where x̂ and ŷ are the position operators of each particle. This interaction couples the position operators of the
two systems, leading to quantum entanglement between them. In this paper, we primarily focus on this quantized
gravitational interaction. As a counterpart to the quantized gravity model, alternative models of non-quantized gravity
propose that gravity-induced entanglement does not occur [4–14]. In these models, gravity remains fundamentally
classical, although the gravitational sources are treated quantum mechanically. As a representative example of such
models, we discuss the Schrödinger-Newton gravity [15–17] in the latter part of this paper.

The BMV proposals have paved the way for testing whether Newtonian gravitational interaction can be classified as
LOCC, thereby distinguishing between various models, such as quantum gravity and semi-classical gravity models, in
the low-energy regime. However, it is important to note that these proposals are unrelated to the Hilbert space or the
dynamical degrees of freedom of the gravitational field. Thus, they do not provide direct evidence for the quantization
of gravity. To prove the quantization of gravitational field, experiment at higher energy scales are necessary.
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While the BMV proposals offer a promising approach to exploring the quantum nature of gravity in next-generation
experiments, several technical challenges must be overcome to realize them. One of the most significant issues is that
gravity is too weak compared to other noise sources, which leads to undesired decoherence in quantum experiments [18].
To mitigate this issue, advancements in experimental techniques have been made to preserve quantum coherence even
in mesoscopic-scale systems [19–21], and precise measurements of gravitational interactions in microscopic systems
have been demonstrated [22, 23]. Additionally, various strategies have been proposed to enhance the feasibility
of detecting gravity-induced entanglement through the optimization of experimental setups [24–27]. Refs.[24, 25]
considered released masses and inverted oscillators for efficiently generating large gravity-induced entanglement, and
Ref.[27] reported the enhancement of quantized gravitational interaction in a tripartite system.

As enumerated above, there are several works on enhancing quantum gravity signal. However, the use of resonance
effects for testing quantized gravity model, as considered in our previous work [26], is not fully explored. In this paper,
we investigate a setup that leverages resonant enhancement and is highly sensitive to gravity-induced entanglement.
Specifically, we consider the quantized Newtonian gravitational interaction between two particles: one is trapped in
a shallow potential, and the other is a harmonic oscillator with a frequency controlled by an auxiliary qubit system.
The harmonic oscillator is initially prepared in a superposition state of the quantum-controlled frequency. This
paper highlights three key points. First, resonance plays key role to excite the initially trapped particle through
gravitational interaction. Second, we trigger the wave function collapse by measuring the particle excited from the
shallow potential. As a result, we demonstrate that the interference visibility of the qubit-oscillator system suddenly
vanishes if we detect the gravitationally excited particle. This sudden decoherence phenomenon does not occur under
the Schrödinger-Newton gravity, and thus our method can clearly distinguish between quantum and semi-classical
gravity theories. Third, the probability of observing sudden decoherence increases with repeated experiments, implying
that it is unnecessary to maintain coherence for an exceptionally long duration in each individual experiment. Finally,
we discuss potential experimental implementations using optomechanical devices.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we introduce the setup and demonstrate the gravita-
tional excitation of the particle in the shallow potential after time evolution. Section III explains the details of the
sudden decoherence and its relationship to gravity-induced entanglement. In Section IV, we discuss the experimental
realization using the optomechanical device. Finally, we conclude our findings in Section V.

II. RESONANT EXCITATION OF A PARTICLE BY GRAVITY

A. Setup

We consider an excitable particle that is gravitationally interacting with a harmonics oscillator (Fig. 1). The particle
is initially trapped in a shallow potential. An oscillator system is given by the superposition of two coherent states
with different eigenfrequencies Ω0 and Ω1. We also introduce a qubit system state |0⟩, |1⟩ that controls the oscillator
frequency Ω0, Ω1, respectively. The gravitational interaction between the particle and the oscillator systems is
described by the first quantized form of the Newtonian potential, which can generate quantum entanglement between
the two systems.

FIG. 1: An easily excitable particle in a shallow potential (green blob on right side) interacting gravitationally with
a harmonics oscillator (black blob on left side). The oscillator has two superposed oscillation frequencies Ω0 and Ω1

for the control qubit states |0⟩ and |1⟩, respectively (leftmost arrow and harmonic potential in red and blue colors).
The particle will be entangled with the oscillator system through gravitational interaction after time evolution.

The Hamiltonian of the total system is given by

Ĥ = ĤPT + Ĥosc + Ĥgrav . (2)
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These three terms are the Hamiltonian of the particle in a shallow potential, the Hamiltonian of the oscillator, and
the gravitational interaction between the particle and the oscillator systems. We will explain them in order.

First, we model the shallow potential of the easily excited particle by the Pöschl-Teller potential [28]. This potential
allows us an analytical treatment. Then, the Hamiltonian of the particle reads

ĤPT =
1

2m
p̂2x + V (x̂), V (x̂) = − ℏ2

2mL2

2

cosh2(x̂/L)
, (3)

where x̂, p̂x are the canonical variables of the particle, m is the particle mass and L characterizes the width of the
Pöschl-Teller potential. For convenience, we introduce dimensionless canonical variables, X̂ := x̂/L, P̂x := ℏ−1Lp̂x,
and rewrite the above Hailtonian as

ĤPT =
ℏ2

2mL2

(
P̂ 2
x − 2

cosh2(X̂)

)
. (4)

It is remarkable that this system has only one bound state |b⟩ whose eigenenergy and wavefunction are

Eb = − ℏ2

2mL2
=: ℏωb, ψb(X) = ⟨X|b⟩ = 1√

2 cosh(X)
. (5)

In contrast, the excited (unbound) states of the particle |k⟩ have a continuous spectrum,

Ek =
ℏ2

2mL2
k2 =: ℏωk, ψk(X) = ⟨X|k⟩ = tanh(X)− ik√

2π(1− ik)
eikX , (6)

for −∞ < k <∞. Note that these eigenstates are orthogonal and normalized as

⟨b|b⟩ = 1, ⟨b|k⟩ = 0, ⟨k′|k⟩ = δ(k − k′) . (7)

Further details on the Pöschl-Teller potential system can be found in Appendix. A.
Next, the Hamiltonian of the oscillator system is given by

Ĥosc =
1

2M
p̂2y +

1

2
M Ω̂2ŷ2 , (8)

where ŷ, p̂y are the canonical variables of the oscillator system and M is the oscillator mass. Ω̂ is the eigenfrequency
of the oscillator system and takes Ω0 or Ω1 depending on the control qubit system state |0⟩ or |1⟩,

Ω̂ = Ω0|0⟩⟨0|+Ω1|1⟩⟨1| . (9)

Again, we introduce dimensionless variables P̂y := σyp̂y/ℏ, Ŷ := ŷ/σy, where σy = (MΩ0/ℏ)−1/2. Then the Hamil-
tonian is rewritten as

Ĥosc =
ℏΩ0

2

P̂ 2
y +

(
Ω̂

Ω0

)2

Ŷ 2

 . (10)

In the section IV, we will discuss an example of realizing the superposition of eigenfrequencies using an optomechanical
system. In the optomechanical system, the quantum superposition of a single photon gives the quantum superposition
of a radiation pressure. A mechanical oscillator feeling the radiation pressure effectively has a superposed frequency.

Finally, the gravitational interaction between the particle and the oscillator is given by

Ĥgrav = − GmM

|d+ x̂− ŷ|
≃ ℏ2g

2mL2
X̂Ŷ , (11)

where d denotes the distance between the original positions of the two particles, and g := 2GmMLσy/
(
|Eb|d3

)
is

a dimensionless gravitational coupling constant. In the second equality, assuming d ≫ |x̂ − ŷ| and using the Taylor

expansion, we focus on the leading interaction term between X̂ and Ŷ . The neglected terms such as X̂, Ŷ , X̂2, Ŷ 2, · · ·
do not affect our main result.
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B. Time evolution under gravitational interaction

We prepare the total system at early time t < 0 as

|Ψ(t < 0)⟩ = |Ψb(t)⟩ := e−iωbt|b⟩p ⊗ 1√
2

(
|0⟩q|αe−iΩ0t⟩o + |1⟩q|αe−iΩ1t⟩o

)
, (12)

where the subscripts p,q,o denote the state of the particle, control qubit, oscillator, respectively. The control qubit
and the oscillator are entangled but the particle trapped in the Pöschl-Teller potential is uncorrelated with them. We
introduce a condition between the eigenfrequency of the oscillator Ω0,1 and the bound state energy of the particle ωb,

Ω0 < |ωb| < Ω1 , (13)

which intuitively means that only the oscillator with the higher eigenfrequency Ω1 can excite the particle in the
bound state but one with Ω0 does not provide enough energy to do so (while of course the latter excitation can occur
quantum-mechanically with a suppressed probability).

The time-evolved state at t > 0 calculated from the total Hamiltonian (2) is given by (derivations can be found in
the Appendix. C)

|Ψ(t)⟩ = |Ψb(t)⟩+ g α |ex(Ω1)⟩p ⊗ 1√
2
|1⟩q|αe−iΩ1t⟩o + g |off-res⟩+O(g2) , (14)

where the first term is the time evolution without the gravitational interaction, so it is same as the initial state (12),
and the second and third terms denote the leading contribution of the gravitational interaction. The excited particle
state |ex(Ω1)⟩ in the second term is defined as

|ex(Ω1)⟩ :=
∫ ∞

−∞
dke−iωktck(Ω1)|k⟩ , (15)

with

ck(Ω1) :=
|ωb|Jk√

2

1− ei(ωk−ωb−Ω1)t

ωk − ωb − Ω1
, Jk := ⟨k|X̂|b⟩ =

√
π

2

1

1 + ik

1

cosh(kπ/2)
. (16)

Here, ck(Ω1) is a transition amplitude from the ground state to the excited state of the particle with wavenumber

k (up to the constant factor of g|α|/
√
2). The expression of ck(Ω1) clearly indicates that the excitation process is

resonantly enhanced for ωk − ωb − Ω1 = 0. When the particle transits from the bound state of the energy ωb to the
excited one of ωk(= −k2ωb) with the resonant wavenumber,

|k| = kres :=

√
Ω1 − |ωb|

|ωb|
, (17)

the energy conservation is classically respected. We emphasize that no parameter tuning is required to take advantage
of resonant excitation in our setup, because a excited mode with k = ±kres is always available in its continuous
spectrum as long as Ω1 > |ωb|.

Moreover, the factor of Jk in Eq. (16) represents the overlap of the wavefunctions of before and after the transition,

and it decays exponentially for |k| ≳ 1, because the spatially uniform force ∝ Ŷ acting on the particle (see Eq. (11))
does not create modes with a large wavenumber. Hence, the excitation at the resonant frequency is more likely to
occur if the following condition is satisfied:

0 ≤ kres ≪ 1 . (18)

In other words, it is preferable to set Ω1 to be slightly larger than |ωb| in order to amplify the resonance excitation.

The third term in Eq. (14) represents the contribution of off-resonant excitation. Since this term is not enhanced
by the resonance effect and stays sub-leading, we ignore it in the following discussion. Its explicit form can be found
in Appendix. C.
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C. Excitation probability of the bound particle

Using the evolved state (14), the transition probability of the particle from the initial bound state |b⟩ to some
excited state |k⟩ is calculated as

Pex(t) :=

∫ ∞

−∞
dk ⟨k|Trq,o

[
|Ψ(t)⟩⟨Ψ(t)|

]
|k⟩ = g2|α|2|ωb|2

∫ ∞

−∞
dk |Jk|2 ∆k(t) , (19)

where ∆k(t) :=
(

sin[(ωk−ωkres )t/2]
ωk−ωkres

)2
and Trq,o[...] denotes the partial trace of the oscillator and the control qubit. In

the long time limit, ∆k(t) is approximated by the delta functions at the peaks k = ±kres,

∆k(t→ ∞) =
πt

4kres|ωb|
(δ(k − kres) + δ(k + kres)) . (20)

Then, performing the k integral in Eq. (19), we obtain the excitation probability in the form of Fermi’s golden rule
as (see Appendix. B for derivation)

Pex(t ≳ tsat) ≃
π2g2|α|2

8kres
|ωb|t , (21)

where we used |Jkres
|2 ≃ π/4 that is valid under the condition (18). As we discuss in detail in the Appendix. B, there

is a lower bound on the time to apply the approximation (20), which is

tsat :=
π

kres |ωb|
. (22)

Hence, Eq. (21) is valid only if the duration of one experiment τ1 is longer than the above saturation time, τ1 ≳ tsat.
As long as the oscillator and the particle phase can oscillate for quite a few times within the one experiment time,
|ωb|τ1 ≫ 2π, the saturation condition is always achievable by tuning ωb and Ω1 such that the resonant wavenumber
takes

π

|ωb|τ1
≲ kres ≪ 1 . (23)

Moreover, as derived in Appendix. B, the optimal choice to maximize the total excitation probability is to set τ1 ≃ tsat.
In that case, based on Eq. (21), the excitation probability of the bound particle can be evaluated as

Pex(ttot) ≃ 100%
m

M

(
M/d3

20 g/cm3

)2( |α|
0.7

)2( |ωb|
1Hz

)−2 ( τ1
12 hours

)( ttot
1 year

)
, (24)

where we used Ω0 ≃ |ωb| and kres ≃ π/(|ωb|τ1) ≈ 7× 10−5( |ωb|
1Hz )

−1( τ1
12hours )

−1. The advantage of our proposal is that
since the excitation probability increases linearly in time, even if the excitation probability per experiment is tiny
(0.13% for the above parameters), the total probability can be greatly enhanced by repeating the experiment many
times. For instance, by performing the experiment, which takes half a day, over about ttot/τ1 ≃ 700 times, we can
almost certainly observe the particle excitation and probe the quantum nature of gravity.

III. MEASUREMENT SCHEME AND IMPLICATIONS

In this section, we discuss the measurements that we make in our setup and the implications for the quantum
nature of gravity that we can draw from the results. If the Newtonian gravity is quantized, one should observe
that the quantum superposition of the oscillator system suddenly vanishes when the particle excited by the resonant
gravitational interaction is detected. However, if the gravity is semi-classical, such a radical change of the quantum
state of the oscillator system due to the particle detection is absent, as we will explicitly show below.

A. Sudden decoherence of the qubit-oscillator system

Let us consider the interference between the superposed state of the control qubit, |0⟩q and |1⟩q. The degree of
interference is quantified by the interference visibility. Calculating the interference visibility for the time-evolved
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state (14), we find

V(t) := 2
∣∣Trpo[q⟨1|Ψ(t)⟩⟨Ψ(t)|0⟩q

]∣∣ ≃ exp

[
−2α2 sin2

(
Ω1 − Ω0

2
t

)]
. (25)

It oscillates with a maximum value of one, simply due to the difference in the superposed frequencies of the oscillator.
Since the particle state is orthogonal, ⟨b|k⟩ = 0, the contribution from the resonant gravitational excitation state (i.e.
the second term in Eq. (14)) drops.

Now we consider the detection of the excited particle. We place a particle detector away from the origin of the
Pöschl-Teller potential, which detects excited particle as it reaches that position. Provided the detected particle state
is |det⟩p, it is orthogonal to the bound state |b⟩p but has an overlap with the excited state |ex(Ω1)⟩p. Then by the
projection measurement, the state immediately after the detection contains only the descendant of the particle excited
state and it reads

|Ψdet⟩ = N|det⟩p|1⟩q|αe−iΩ1t⟩o , (26)

where N is an appropriate normalization factor. Therefore, right after the particle detection, the interference visibility
disappears

Vdet = 0 . (27)

In Fig. 2, we illustrate this sudden disappearance of the interference visibility which is triggered by the detection of
the excited particle.

(a) While we do not detect the excited particle, the oscillator interference visibility oscillates as we see in Eq. (25).
Here, we set α = 0.5, Ω1 − Ω0 = 0.5|ωb|.

(b) When we detect the excited particle, the interference visibility suddenly vanishes as shown in Eq. (27)

FIG. 2: Particle detection triggers the sudden disappearance of interference visibility

It should be stressed that the particle and the oscillator system are coupled only through gravitational interaction
in our setup. As we have just seen, however, the measurement on the particle has significantly changed the quantum
state of the oscillator system. This implies that quantum correlations between them have been generated by gravity.
Moreover, in principle, this phenomenon occurs instantaneously even if the position of particle measurement and the
oscillator system are separated by a large distance. Thus, this successive occurrence of particle detection and loss of
interference visibility will be smoking-gun evidence that gravity produces quantum entanglement between them.
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B. Gravity-induced entanglement

The measurement procedure discussed above implied that gravity generated the entanglement between the particle
and the other parts of the system. Here, we compute the negativity [29, 30] between them to quantify the gravity-
induced entanglement.

Neglecting the off-resonance terms and O(g2) terms, the time evolved state (14) is rewritten as

|Ψ(t)⟩ ≃ 1√
2

[
e−iωbt|b⟩p ⊗ (|e0⟩qo + |e1⟩qo) + gα|ex(Ω1)⟩p ⊗ |e1⟩qo

]
, (28)

where we introduced a joint orthonormal basis of the oscillator and the control qubit, |e0⟩qo := |0⟩q|αe−iΩ0t⟩o and
|e1⟩qo := |1⟩q|αe−iΩ1t⟩o, respectively, which satisfy qo⟨ei|ej⟩qo = δij . As the above equation indicates, the entire
system can be viewed as consisting of two subsystems instead of three, the particle and the other. Furthermore, we
can treat them as a two-level system, with the former being the bound |b⟩ or excited states |ex⟩ and the latter being
|e0⟩ or |e1⟩.

To compute the negativity between the particle and the other systems , we first calculate the partially transposed
density matrix with respect to the state of particle (or the state of the others) using Eq. (28). Then, we compute
the eigenvalues of the partially transposed density matrix. Finally, the negativity is given by an absolute value of
a summation of all negative eigenvalues. Interestingly, in our setup, the negativity N between the particle and the
other systems coincides with the square root of the excitation probability of the particle:

N(t) =
g|α|
2

√∫ ∞

−∞
dk |ck(Ω1)|2 =

√
Pex(t)

2
. (29)

Thus, when our setup is described by the quantized Newtonian gravity, measuring the particle excitation and the
sudden disappearance of the visibility is nothing less than a direct observation of gravity-induced entanglement.

C. The Schrödinger-Newton gravity

Here we study the case of Schrödinger-Newton gravity as a representative example of the non-quantized gravity
models. In this model, the gravitational interaction does not create quantum entanglement between the particle and
the oscillator system. We will see that although the particle can still be excited by gravitational interaction, the
oscillator interference visibility does not vanish after the particle detection in the Schrödinger-Newton gravity case.

The Schrödinger-Newton equation for the particle is given by

iℏ
∂

∂t
|χ(t)⟩p =

(
ĤPT − qo⟨φ(t)|

GmM

|d+ x̂− ŷ|
|φ(t)⟩qo

)
|χ(t)⟩p , (30)

≃
(
ĤPT + ℏg |ωb| qo⟨φ(t)|Ŷ |φ(t)⟩qo X̂

)
|χ(t)⟩p , (31)

where we called the state of the particle and the qubit-oscillator system |χ(t)⟩p and |φ(t)⟩qo, respectively and we
ignored the self-gravity effect. In the second line, we have performed the Taylor expansion for d ≫ L, σy in the
same way as Eq. (11). Since this equation is non-linear and hard to obtain its general solution, let us focus on the
leading order solution in the gravitational coupling constant g. Using the initial state (12), the position expectation

values of the oscillator is qo⟨φ(t)|Ŷ |φ(t)⟩qo ≃ Re
[
α
(
e−iΩ0t + e−iΩ1t

)]
/
√
2. Solving the above equation, we find the

time-evolved state of the total system as

|ΨSN(t)⟩ = |χ(t)⟩p ⊗ |φ(t)⟩qo , (32)

=
(
e−iωbt|b⟩p +

g α

2
|ex(Ω1)⟩p

)
⊗ 1√

2

(
|0⟩q|αe−iΩ0t⟩o + |1⟩q|αe−iΩ1t⟩o

)
+ (off-resonance) +O(g2) . (33)

This result should be compared to the quantized gravity case in Eq. (14). In the quantized case, the resonance
excitation of the particle occurs only when it couples to the high frequency oscillator |1⟩q|αe−iΩ1t⟩o. However, in
the Schrödinger-Newton gravity case, the resonance excitation occurs regardless of the oscillator states, and the total
state remains separable. This is because the particle feels the averaged gravitational force of the oscillator system,
and does not change its time evolution depending on the oscillator state. The excitation probability of the particle is
obtained as

P SN
ex (t) :=

∫ ∞

−∞
dk
∣∣⟨k|ΨSN(t)⟩

∣∣2 ≃ 1

2
Pex(t) , (34)
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which is half of the quantized Newtonian gravity case. Aside from the factor of two, the gravity-induced resonant
excitation of the trapped particle occurs both in the quantized Newtonian gravity and the Schrödinger-Newton gravity
cases.

In a similar way to the section IIIA, we compute the interference visibility before and after the detection of the
excited particle in the Schrödinger-Newton gravity model as

VSN(t) = VSN
dec(t) ≃ exp

[
−2α2 sin2

(
Ω1 − Ω0

2
t

)]
. (35)

The visibility continues to oscillate regardless of whether the excited particle is detected or not. There is no visibility
disappearance triggered by the excited particle detection in the Schrödinger-Newton gravity case, in sharp contrast
to the quantized Newtonian gravity case. Therefore, through the experiment we propose, we can determine whether
gravity produces quantum entanglement, and in turn, we can distinguish the correct theory of quantum gravity in
the Newtonian regime.

IV. EXAMPLE OF AN EXPERIMENTAL REALIZATION

In this section, we present an example of the implementation of our setup using an optomechanical cavity system.
Fig. 3 illustrates a schematic picture of an experimental realization. We consider an optomechanical system containing
a single photon and a mechanical oscillator, where the oscillator is gravitationally interacting with an easily excitable
particle. A single photon emitted from the light source splits into two directions by a half mirror and becomes a
superposition of two states; the state standing in cavity 1 and cavity 2, which we denote |1⟩ and |0⟩ respectively.

FIG. 3: An implementation of our setup using optomechanics. A single photon enters cavities 1 and 2 as a quantum
superposed states through a half mirror, which corresponds to the control qubit system introduced in the section II
(see Fig. 1). Only in the former case, the eigenfrequency of the oscillator is modified by the radiation pressure. The
oscillator, which is thereby in a superposition of two frequencies, gravitationally couples to a particle trapped in a
shallow potential.

Following our previous paper [26], we will briefly explain that this photon system corresponds to the control qubit
system introduced in the section II, and the oscillator changes its frequency as Ω0, Ω1 depending on the photon state
|0⟩, |1⟩. When the oscillator is in the original position y = 0, the photon frequency inside cavity 1 is given by

ωc =
πc n

ℓ
, (36)

where ℓ is the original cavity length and n is an integer. If the photon enters cavity 1, the mechanical oscillator is
pushed by the photon radiation pressure and the oscillator is shifted by y. Then the photon frequency is modified as

ω′
c =

πc n

ℓ+ y
≃ ωc

(
1− 1

ℓ
y +

1

ℓ2
y2
)
, (37)
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where we performed the Taylor expansion for y ≪ ℓ in the second equality. Using the above form, the Hamiltonian
of the photon and the oscillator systems is given by

Ĥ = ℏω′
cn̂1 + ℏωcn̂2 +

1

2M
p̂2y +

1

2
MΩ2

0ŷ
2 ,

≃ ℏωc (n̂1 + n̂2) +
1

2M
p̂2y +

1

2
M Ω̂2ŷ2 − ℏωc

ℓ
n̂1ŷ , (38)

with

Ω̂ = Ω0|0⟩⟨0|+Ω1|1⟩⟨1|, Ω1 =

√
Ω2

0 +
ℏωc

Mℓ2
, (39)

where n̂1, n̂2 is the number operator of the photon inside the cavity 1 and 2 respectively,M is the oscillator mass, and
Ω0 is the original frequency of the oscillator. We can see that the oscillator system has two different eigenfrequencies
Ω0 and Ω1 depending on the photon state |0⟩ and |1⟩ as expected. After an optomechanical interaction has continued
for a sufficiently long time, we can show that the joint state of the photon and the oscillator becomes

|ψ(t)⟩opm ≃ 1√
2
(|0⟩ |α0(t)⟩+ |1⟩ |α1(t)⟩) , (40)

with α0(t) ≃ e−iΩ0tα, and α1(t) ≃ e−iΩ1t(α − λ0) + λ0. Here, α is an initial coherent parameter which can be an
arbitrary complex number and λ0 = ωcσy/(2Ω0ℓ) is an optomechanical coupling constant with σy = (MΩ0/ℏ)−1/2.
Derivations and further details are explained in Appendix. D. Now it is evident that the photon system plays a role
of the control qubit system introduced in the previous discussions. The only difference is that the oscillator state
accompanied by the photon state |1⟩ is shifted by λ0 due to the photon radiation pressure. However, this difference
does not affect our main result of the sudden disappearance of the interference visibility, as we will see below.

Now, let us consider the time evolution of the total system under gravitational interaction given in Eq. (11). We
suppose that the total system at early time t < 0 is given by

|Ψ(t < 0)⟩ = |b⟩ ⊗ |ψ(t)⟩opm = |b⟩ ⊗ 1√
2
(|0⟩|α0(t)⟩+ |1⟩|α1(t)⟩) (41)

Then, by following the same argument as in the section II, the time-evolved state is obtained as

|Ψ(t)⟩ = e−iωbt

√
2

|b⟩ ⊗ (|0⟩|α0(t)⟩+ |1⟩|α1(t)⟩) +
g√
2
(α− λ0) |ex(Ω1)⟩ ⊗ |1⟩|α1(t)⟩+ (off-resonance) +O(g2) , (42)

where the explicit form of the omitted off-resonant terms and further details are given in Appendix. D. The difference
from Eq. (14) is twofold; the coefficient of the second term has changed from α to α− λ0, and the state of the high-
frequency oscillator has changed from |αe−iΩ1t⟩ to |α1(t)⟩ ≃ |e−iΩ1t(α− λ0) + λ0⟩. According to these replacements,
the expressions for particle excitation probability Pex and visibility before particle detection V(t) change slightly, but
they do not hardly affect our main conclusions.

V. SUMMARY

Experimental evidence of the quantum gravity is highly anticipated. As a step toward investigating quantum
gravity, Bose et al. and Marletto and Vedral proposed an experimental setup to test whether gravity can create
quantum entanglement between two masses [2, 3]. In this paper, we explored the gravitational excitation of a trapped
particle via resonance, and its associated sudden decoherence, a phenomenon that is highly sensitive to gravity-induced
entanglement.

Our setup, illustrated in Fig. 1, involves the quantized Newtonian gravitational interaction between two massive
bodies: a particle trapped in a shallow potential and a harmonic oscillator whose frequency controlled by an auxiliary
qubit system. By solving the time evolution of the total system, we demonstrated that the initially trapped particle
is excited by the gravitational interaction via resonance with a probability increasing linearly in time. Moreover,
the measurement of the excited particle induces a corresponding state collapse. As a result, we found that when
the gravitationally excited particle is detected, the interference visibility of the qubit-oscillator system suddenly
disappears. Notably, this sudden decoherence is absent in the Schrödinger-Newton gravity model, which does not
produce gravity-induced entanglement. Thus, the sudden decoherence phenomenon provides a crucial indicator for
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testing the existence of the gravity-induced entanglement. Its feasibility is supported by the particle excitation
probability, which can be accumulated through repeated experiments, as discussed in Sec. II C.

Our framework serves as a novel method for explicitly probing gravity-induced entanglement. In Sec. IV, we il-
lustrated how this framework could be implemented using an optomechanical system. However, several technical
challenges remain for practical realization: First, sudden decoherence can also arise from quantum entanglement
between the particle and qubit systems, mediated by an interaction other than gravity. Therefore, an additional
treatment is required to ensure that the observed decoherence specifically originates from the gravity-induced entan-
glement, an issue also noted in the original BMV proposals [2, 3]. Second, there are some experimental hurdles, such
as realizing a shallow potential and reliably detecting the excitation of the trapped particle in laboratory settings.
Overcoming these technical obstacles is crucial to fully realizing the potential of our approach. Once resolved, this
framework could serve as a powerful method for testing gravity-induced entanglement.

Appendix A: Eigensystem of Pöschl-Teller potential

This section will review the eigensystem of the Pöschl-Teller potential particle. The Hamiltonian of the particle
in the Pöschl-Teller potential was given in Eq. (3), which is rewritten as Eq. (4) with the dimensionless canonical

variables, X̂ := x̂/L and P̂x := ℏ−1Lp̂x. Let us consider the eigenstate of this Hamiltonian. If the eigenstate |ψ⟩ has
the eigenenergy E, its wave function satisfies the following Schrödinger equation.

ℏ2

2mL2

(
d2

dX2
+

2

cosh2(X)

)
ψ(X) = E ψ(X) . (A1)

Bound state

Excited state (k=0.0)

Excited state (k=0.5)

Excited state (k=1.0)

Excited state (k=1.5)

FIG. 4: The eigensystem of the particle in the Pöschl-Teller potential. The gray line shows the form of the
Pöschl-Teller potential. Thick blue lines show the bound state wavefunction; the solid line shows the real part, while
the dotted line shows the imaginary part. A translucent blue line on the background shows the bound energy.
Similarly, the otherlines show the case of the excited states for various k.

To obtain the bound state solution, let us consider the case of negative eigenenergy:

E = − ℏ2

2mL2
κ2 , (A2)

where κ is a real number. Then the general solution of the above equation is given by

ψ(X) = c1 P
κ
1 (tanh(X)) + c2Q

κ
1 (tanh(X)) , (A3)

where c1, c2 are arbitrary constants, and Pm
ℓ (z), Qm

ℓ (z) are the associated Legendre polynomials of the first and the
second kind respectively. The bound state should satisfy the boundary condition

ψ(X → ±∞) ≃ 0 , (A4)
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which requires κ = 1 and c2 = 0. Also, the normalization of the bound state imposes c1 = −1/
√
2. Hence, the bound

energy and the bound state wavefunction are given by

E = − ℏ2

2mL2
=: Eb, ψ(X) =

1√
2 cosh(X)

=: ψb(X) . (A5)

Note that since the boundary condition requires κ = 1, there is only one bound state in the potential.
Next, to obtain the excited state solution, let us consider the case of positive eigenenergy:

E =
ℏ2

2mL2
k2 =: Ek , (A6)

where k is a real number taking an arbitrary value between −∞ and ∞. Then the general solution of the above
equation is given by

ψ(X) = d1
tanh(X)− ik

1− ik
eikX + d2

tanh(X) + ik

1 + ik
e−ikX , (A7)

where d1, d2 are arbitrary constants. The two terms are identical except that the sign of k is flipped. Hence, excited
state wavefunction is generally given by

ψ(X) =
tanh(X)− ik√

2π(1− ik)
eikX =: ψk(X) . (A8)

The normalization of ψk(X) will be described soon in the following paragraph.
Here, we show that the bound state |b⟩ and the excited state |k⟩ are orthogonal to each other as follows.

⟨b|k⟩ =
∫ ∞

−∞
dXψ∗

b (X)ψk(X) , (A9)

=
−1

2
√
π(1− ik)

eikX

cosh(X)

∣∣∣∣∞
−∞

=
−i

√
π√

π(1− ik)
lim

X→∞

sin(kX)

cosh(X)
. (A10)

−→ 0 (A11)

The sets of the excited states |k⟩ also form an orthogonal basis and are normalized properly as follows.

⟨k′|k⟩ =
∫ ∞

−∞
dXψ∗

k′(X)ψk(X) , (A12)

=
1

π
eiϕ lim

X→∞

sin[(k − k′)X − ϕ]

k − k′
, (A13)

−→ δ(k − k′) . (A14)

Here, ϕ := − arg[(1− ik)(1 + ik′)]. To summarize, the eigenstates of the Pöschl-Teller potential particle satisfy

⟨b|b⟩ = 1, ⟨b|k⟩ = 0, ⟨k′|k⟩ = δ(k − k′) . (A15)

Appendix B: Saturation Time

Here we discuss in detail the calculation of the excitation probability given in Eq. (19). The integrand consists of
|Jk|2 and ∆k(t). |Jk|2 has a peak at k = 0 with an O(1) width, while ∆k(t) has two peaks at k = ±kres whose width
is δk ≃ π/(|ωb|krest). To estimate the k integral in Eq. (19), we use the saddle-point approximation depending on two
different cases; (i) when the width of |Jk|2 around its peak is sufficiently small compared to the peak widths of ∆k(t),
and (ii) when the peak width of ∆k(t) is sufficiently small compared to the peak width of |Jk|2. The condition for
the case (i) is that the observation time is sufficiently short t≪ tsat, where we defined a saturation time in Eq. (22).
Then, we can perform the saddle-point approximation around the peak of |Jk|2 at k = 0. In contrast, the case (ii)
applies for a longer observation time t≫ tsat. In this case, ∆k(t) can be approximated to the summation of the delta
functions at the peaks k = ±kres:

∆k(t→ ∞) → πt

2|ωb|
δ(k2 − k2res) =

πt

4kres|ωb|
(δ(k − kres) + δ(k + kres)) . (B1)
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Then, we can perform the k integral for these delta functions as discussed in the main text. Finally, the excitation
probability under the saddle-point approximation for the case (i) and (ii) reduces to the following form.

Pex(t) ≃


√

π3

4 + π2
g2|α|2|ωb|2 ∆0(t) (case (i): t≪ tsat)

π

2
g2|α|2|ωb| t

|Jkres
|2

kres
(case (ii): t≫ tsat)

. (B2)

Moreover, if we focus on the case when the particle is excited dominantly at the resonant frequency, Eq. (18) should
be satisfied. Then, the particle’s excitation probability is further simplified as follows.

Pex(t) ≃


1

4

√
π3

4 + π2
g2|α|2|ωb|2 t2 (case (i): t≪ tsat)

π

2
g2|α|2|ωb| k−1

res t (case (ii): t≫ tsat)

. (B3)

For the case (i), we supposed ωkres
t ≪ 1 and perform the Taylor expansion of ∆0(t). For the case (ii), we used

|Jkres
|2 ≃ 1. According to the approximated form given above, the excitation probability grows quadratic in the

observation time t at early time. This indicates that it is better to sustain the quantum coherence of the setup as long
as possible to observe the gravity-induced excitation of the particle with high probability at early time. On the other
hand, at late time, the excitation probability behaves linearly in time which means that the particle is excited at a
stationary rate. This fact indicates that we do not have to sustain the quantum coherence of our setup for a longer
time than tsat to see the gravity-induced excitation of the particle; instead of maintaining the quantum system for
a long time and making a single observation of the particle, we can make multiple experimental runs, each of which
is relatively short in duration. In this sense, our proposal can mitigate the severe limits imposed by environmental
decoherence.

In Fig. 5, we show the time dependence of the excitation probability of the particle. The vertical axis shows the
normalized excitation probability of the particle, while the horizontal axis shows the dimensionless time |ωb|t. Red
and blue lines show the result for Ω1 = 1.01|ωb| and Ω1 = 1.50|ωb| respectively. Solid lines are the result obtained
from a numerical integral of k in Eq. (19), and the dotted and dashed lines show the saddle-point approximated result
for case (i) and (ii) in Eq. (B2) respectively. The saddle-point approximated results for cases (i) and (ii) agree well
with the numerical results on the left and the right side of the vertical grid lines respectively, which corresponds to
the saturation time tsat for each Ω1. Also, we can see that the excitation probability of Ω1 = 1.01|ωb| is much greater
than Ω1 = 1.50|ωb| case, which agrees with the discussion in Eq. (18).

0.1 1 10 100 1000
0.01

0.10

1

10

100

1000

104

|ωb| t

(g
2
α
2
)-
1
P
ex
(t
) Numerical calculation (Ω1=1.01|ωb|)

Saddle-point approximation (i) (Ω1=1.01|ωb|)

Saddle-point approximation (ii) (Ω1=1.01|ωb|)

Numerical calculation (Ω1=1.50|ωb|)

Saddle-point approximation (i) (Ω1=1.50|ωb|)

Saddle-point approximation (ii) (Ω1=1.50|ωb|)

FIG. 5: The observation time dependence of the particle’s excitation probability Pex. The red and blue lines show
the result for Ω1 = 1.01|ωb| and Ω1 = 1.50|ωb|, respectively. Solid lines are the numerical results, while the dashed
lines and dotted lines are the analytical form obtained from the saddle-point approximation as the case (i) and (ii)
in Eq. (B2), respectively. The vertical lines correspond to the saturation time scale tsat for each Ω1.

Based on the above results (B3), let us consider the optimal duration of a single experimental run that maximizes
the particle excitation probability while fixing the total experimental time. When our total experimental time is ttot
and the number of the experimental run is N , the duration of each run is τ1 = ttot/N . Given that the excitation
probability is typically tiny, Pex(τ1) ≪ 1, for a single run, the total excitation probability is roughly given by NPex(τ1).
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In the case (i), the total probability NPex(τ1) ∝ Nτ21 ∝ t2tot/N is inversely proportional to N . Thus it is better to
decrease N by extending τ1, namely, one should make the duration of a single experimental run as long as possible.
Since the condition for the case (i) is τ1 ≲ tsat, it is preferable to have τ1 ≃ tsat. In the case (ii), however, the total
probability NPex(τ1) ∝ Nτ1 = ttot depends on neither of τ1 nor N as long as the total time ttot is fixed. Then, it is
experimentally favorable to shorten τ1, because maintaining quantum coherence over an extended period is generally
very challenging. Since the condition for the case (ii) is τ1 ≳ tsat, it is preferable to have τ1 ≃ tsat. Therefore,
examining both cases, we concluded that the optimal choice is τ1 ≃ tsat.

Appendix C: Time evolution of the particle and the qubit-oscillator system under gravitational interaction

In this section, we derive the time-evolved state of the particle and the qubit-oscillator system given in Eq. (14).
Using the Hamiltonian in Eq. (2), the time-dependent Schrödinger equation of the total system is given by

iℏ
d

dt
|Ψ(t)⟩ = Ĥ|Ψ(t)⟩ =

[
ℏΩ̂
2

(
P̂ 2
y + Ŷ 2

)
+

ℏ2

2mL2

(
P̂ 2
x − 2

cosh2(X̂)
+ gX̂Ŷ

)]
|Ψ(t)⟩ . (C1)

At early times, specifically for t < 0, the total state is given by Eq. (12) as

|Ψ(t < 0)⟩ = |Ψb(t)⟩ := e−iωbt|b⟩p ⊗ 1√
2

(
|0⟩q|αe−iΩ0t⟩o + |1⟩q|αe−iΩ1t⟩o

)
. (C2)

The eigendecomposition of the total state is as follows:

|Ψ(t)⟩ = 1√
2
(|0⟩q|Ψ0(t)⟩po + |1⟩q|Ψ1(t)⟩po) , (C3)

|Ψ0,1(t)⟩po =

∞∑
n=0

∫
dj C0,1

jn (t)e−i(ωj+Ω0,1n)t|j⟩p|n⟩o , (C4)

where C0,1
jn is the decomposition coefficient depending on Ω0,1, |j⟩p (j = b, k) represents the orthogonal eigenstate of

the particle, and ∫
dj · · · =

(
δjb +

∫ ∞

−∞
dk

)
· · · (C5)

denotes summation over all energy levels. The oscillator states |n⟩o form the Fock basis, whose specific form depends
on the eigenfrequency Ω0,1. For simplicity, we omit the subscript 0, 1 of Ω and Cjn for the qubit state labels in the
following calculations.

Substituting Eq. (C3) into Eq. (C1), the time evolution equation for the coefficients Cjn(t) becomes:

d

dt
Cjn(t) = − iℏ2

2mL2
g θ(t) ei(ωk+Ωn)t

∞∑
n′=0

∫
dj′Cj′n′(t)e−i(ωk′+Ωn′)t⟨j|X̂|j′⟩p ⟨n|Ŷ |n′⟩o . (C6)

From Eq. (C2), the coefficient at early time are

Cjn(t < 0) = δjb e
−α2/2 α

n

√
n!
. (C7)

Assuming g is a small perturbation, we solve Eq. (C6) iteratively. Substituting Eq. (C7) into Eq. (C6), we obtain

d

dt
Cjn(t) ≃ − iℏ2

2mL2
g θ(t) e−α2/2ei(ωj+Ωn)t

∞∑
n′=0

αn′

√
n′!
e−i(ωb+Ωn′)t⟨j|X̂|b⟩⟨n|Ŷ |n′⟩+O(g2) . (C8)

Through straightforward calculations, we find

⟨j|X̂|b⟩ = δjk

√
π

2

1

1 + ik

1

cosh(kπ/2)
=: δjkJk, (C9)

⟨n|Ŷ |n′⟩ = 1√
2

(
δn,n′−1

√
n′ + δn,n′+1

√
n′ + 1

)
. (C10)
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By substituting these results into Eq. (C8) and integrating over time t, we obtain

Cjn(t) = e−α2/2 α
n

√
n!

{
δjb +

|ωb|√
2
g δjkJk

(
n

α

1− ei(ωk−ωb+Ω)t

ωk − ωb +Ω
+ α

1− ei(ωk−ωb−Ω)t

ωk − ωb − Ω

)}
(C11)

The first term of this solution yields from an integration constant which is determined by the initial condition (C2).
Finally, substituting Eq. (C11) into Eq. (C3), we obtain the explicit form of the time-evolved state as follows.

|Ψ(t)⟩ = |Ψb(t)⟩+ g α |ex(Ω1)⟩p ⊗ 1√
2
|1⟩q|αe−iΩ1t⟩o + g |off-res⟩+O(g2) , (C12)

|off-res⟩ = 1√
2

(
α |ex(Ω0)⟩p|0⟩q|αe−iΩ0t⟩o

+e−iΩ0t |ex(−Ω0)⟩p|0⟩q â†|αe−iΩ0t⟩o + e−iΩ1t |ex(−Ω1)⟩p|1⟩q â†|αe−iΩ1t⟩o
)
, (C13)

where

|ex(Ω)⟩ :=
∫ ∞

−∞
dke−iωktck(Ω)|k⟩ , ck(Ω) :=

|ωb|Jk√
2

1− ei(ωk−ωb−Ω)t

ωk − ωb − Ω
, (C14)

and Jk is defined in Eq. (C9). To derive this expression, the coherent state in the Fock basis was used

|α⟩ = e−α2/2
∑
n

1√
n!
αn|n⟩ . (C15)

Note that the second term in Eq. (C12) includes the factor ωk −ωb−Ω1 in the denominator of ck(Ω1), which diverges
at k = kres. This indicates that the particle state is resonantly excited due to the gravitational interaction with the
qubit-oscillator system. In contrast, the terms in |off-res⟩ represent off-resonance contributions. Specifically, the first
term in |off-res⟩ involves the inverse of ωk − ωb − Ω0, which remains regular under the condition in Eq. (13). The
second and third terms contain the inverse of ωk − ωb +Ω0,1, which are also regular. By neglecting the off-resonance
terms and higher-order corrections of g, the simplified expression of the time-evolved state is obtained as in Eq. (C12).

Appendix D: Superposition of two coherent states in the optomechanical system

In this section, we demonstrate that the state described in Eq. (40) can be prepared using the optomechanical
device. The optomechanical setup is illustrated in Fig. 3 and its Hamiltonian is given in Eq. (38). The oscillator

system in the optomechanical device has two distinct eigenfrequencies, Ω0 and Ω1 :=
√
Ω2

0 +
ℏωc

Mℓ2 .

At the initial time tini(< 0), we prepare the state

|ψ(tini)⟩opm =
1√
2
(|0⟩+ |1⟩)⊗ |α⟩ , (D1)

where |α⟩ is an initial coherent state of the oscillator with frequency Ω0. As the system evolves, the state at time t
becomes

|ψ(t)⟩ = 1√
2
e−iωc(t−tini)

(
eiϕ0 |0⟩|α0, ζ0⟩+ eiϕ1 |1⟩|α1, ζ1⟩

)
, (D2)

where |αn1
, ζn1

⟩ represents a coherent squeezed state, and ϕn1
is the phase factor. Their explicit forms are

αn1
(t) =


e−iΩ0(t−tini)α (n1 = 0)√

Ω1

Ω0

{
e−iΩ1(t−tini)α+ (1− e−iΩ1(t−tini))

(
Ω0

Ω1

)2

λ0

}
(n1 = 1)

, (D3)

ζn1(t) =

 0 (n1 = 0)

e−2iΩ1(t−tini) log
[√

Ω1/Ω0

]
(n1 = 1)

, (D4)

ϕn1
(t) =


− 1

2
Ω0(t− tini) (n1 = 0)

− 1

2
Ω1(t− tini) +

(
Ω0

Ω1

)3/2

λ0 Im[α1(1− e−iΩ1(t−tini))] +O(λ20) (n1 = 1)

. (D5)
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Here, λ0 := ωc

Ω0

1
ℓ

√
ℏ

2MΩ0
is the optomechanical coupling constant.

Next, let us consider the limit where the optomechanical interaction occurs over a sufficiently long duration, i.e.
t − tini → ∞. Additionally, we assume that the optomechanical interaction is weak and take the limit of Ω1 → Ω0,
while keeping (Ω1 − Ω0)(t− tini) constant. Under these conditions, the time-evolved state simplifies to

|ψ(t)⟩opm ≃ 1√
2
e−iωc(t−tini)

(
e−iΩ0(t−tini)/2|0⟩|α0(t)⟩+ e−iΩ1(t−tini)/2|1⟩|α1(t)⟩

)
, (D6)

where

αn1
(t) ∼

{
e−iΩ0(t−tini)α (n1 = 0)

e−iΩ1(t−tini)(α− λ0) + λ0 (n1 = 1)
. (D7)

Thus, the optomechanical setup allows us to prepare a superposition of two coherent states with different eigenfre-
quencies, Ω0 and Ω1. In Eq. (40) of the main text, the phase factors in Eq. (D6) were omitted for simplicity, as they
do not affect the primary results.
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