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A neutron whispering gallery state is a quantum state localized on a material surface bound by the
centrifugal force and the material potential. Precise measurements of such quantum states enable
tests of quantum mechanics in non-inertial frames, characterization of the surface potential, and
searches for hypothetical short-range interactions at the nanometer scale. We observed a neutron
whispering gallery state on a SiO2 concave mirror using a pulsed cold neutron beam. The measured
results agree with theoretical calculations within 1.9% for the centrifugal acceleration a ≈ 7 ×
107 m/s2, which is due to unmodeled deviations of the shape of the concave mirror edge from an
ideal one. We found that the sensitivity itself was 1×10−4, which is two orders of magnitude better
than the above agreement.

I. INTRODUCTION

General relativity, which describes gravitational inter-
actions, and the Standard Model, which is based on
quantum mechanics, explain most physical phenomena
and form the foundation of modern physics. However,
the unification of these two theories remains an open
challenge. Experimental investigations that may pro-
vide insights into unification are indispensable. Because
general relativity and quantum mechanics describe dis-
tinct regimes, only a few experiments test simultane-
ously. Hence, for several decades, unique physical sys-
tems where both gravity and quantum mechanics appear,
realized by neutrons, have attracted considerable inter-
est [1, 2].

The Colella-Overhauser-Werner (COW) experi-
ments [1] measured the gravitational phase shift in
interference fringes in a silicon single-crystal neutron
interferometer. In this setup, the entire interferometer
was rotated so that the Earth’s gravitational potential
introduced a phase difference between the two paths.
The initial experiment confirmed that the experimental
result roughly agreed with the theoretical prediction,
with a discrepancy of about 12%. The primary cause
of the discrepancy was the deformation of the inter-
ferometer itself when tilted. A subsequent COW-type
experiment using two nearly harmonic neutron wave-
lengths to correct for this deformation improved the
agreement with theory to 0.8% [3]. Furthermore, an
experiment in which the interferometer was subjected to
accelerated motion successfully tested the equivalence of
gravity and acceleration with 4% precision, contributing
to the verification of the equivalence principle at the
quantum level [4], one of the fundamental principles of
general relativity.

Gravitationally bound neutron states offer an alter-
native approach to studying quantum effects in gravity.
When the vertical energy of a neutron is below the Fermi
potential of a material (≈ 100 neV), total reflection from
a surface forms a state localized to approximately 10 µm

above the mirror. The gravitationally bound states were
first observed using ultracold neutrons [2]. In that experi-
ment, a ceiling designed to remove neutrons was adjusted
to different heights while measuring the neutron count. It
was confirmed that neutrons survived only when the ceil-
ing height exceeded approximately 15 µm, corresponding
to the extent of the ground-state wave function, which
demonstrated the existence of the ground state bound
by gravity. Subsequently, the qBOUNCE experiment in-
duced Rabi transitions among these discrete levels with a
vibrating floor [5]. Neutrons that transition to higher en-
ergy levels are selectively removed by a ceiling, resulting
in a marked reduction in the neutron counts at specific
transition frequencies. This method allows for precise
measurement of the energy-level splitting. It has been
demonstrated to achieve a relative precision of 4× 10−3

against Earth’s gravity [6].
These experimental results play an important role in

testing gravity and quantum mechanics and, notably,
impose unique constraints on theories of gravity be-
yond general relativity, including noncommutative struc-
tures of spacetime [7], the standard-model extension [8],
beyond-Riemann gravitational theories [9, 10], and en-
tropic gravity [11–13]. Moreover, because the wave func-
tion of gravitationally bound neutrons is localized near
the mirror, such experiments can search for hypothetical
short-range interactions of the gravitational type [14, 15].
The qBOUNCE experiment [6, 16] also searched for in-
teractions predicted by axions [17] and screened dark en-
ergy [18, 19].
Due to the equivalence of gravity and acceleration,

quantum states bound by centrifugal force can be re-
garded as analogs of gravitationally bound states. The
quantum states bound by the centrifugal force and a mir-
ror are called neutron whispering gallery states [20]. In
an experiment with cold neutrons from a research re-
actor, interference fringes produced by these states lo-
calized to around 100 nm near the mirror surface were
observed. Because neutron whispering gallery states
undergo hundreds of reflections from the mirror sur-
face in the classical picture, they are highly sensitive to
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic top view of the experimental geometry, where L denotes the distance from the neutron moderator. (b)
Enlarged view of the concave mirror and the neutron whispering gallery state (red curve). The dimensions and shapes are not
drawn to scale. The blue rectangle represents the neutron beam cross section, and the arrow indicates a neutron trajectory.
The concave surface has a radius of curvature R and an angular span ϕ0. A neutron beam with a width of w enters the mirror
at an incidence angle θ, and a neutron becomes bound as a neutron whispering gallery state on the mirror, where z denotes
the height from the mirror surface, exiting at a deviation angle ϕ.

the shape of the potential. Therefore, measuring these
states can test the surface potential shape and enable
searches for hypothetical gravity-like interactions at dis-
tances even closer than those accessible by gravitationally
bound states. Additionally, by comparing with measure-
ments of gravitationally bound states, one can test the
equivalence principle in quantum mechanics [21] and in-
vestigate quantum mechanics in non-inertial frames with
large accelerations [22].

This paper reports a precise measurement of neutron
whispering gallery states using a pulsed neutron beam
for the first time. The paper is organized as follows. Sec-
tion II explains the experimental setup and measurement
methods. Section III describes how the radius of curva-
ture and angular span of a concave mirror made of SiO2

were determined based on surface measurements. In Sec-
tion IV, we derive the theoretical formalism for neutron
whispering gallery states on the concave mirror and show
how the observed distributions are calculated. Section V
presents the analysis of the experimental data, compar-
ison with theoretical calculations, and discussions. Fi-
nally, Section VI provides conclusions and outlook.

II. EXPERIMENT

This experiment was conducted at the low divergence
branch of the BL05 beamline [23, 24] of the Materials
and Life Science Experimental Facility (MLF) [25] at the
Japan Proton Accelerator Research Complex (J-PARC).
At J-PARC, a 3GeV proton beam is directed onto a
mercury target at a repetition rate of 25Hz, generating
neutrons through nuclear spallation reactions. Cold neu-
trons, which have been slowed down by a moderator, are
then guided to the beam line. During this experiment,
the facility was operated at a beam power of approxi-
mately 700 kW.

A schematic top view of the apparatus used in this ex-
periment is shown in Fig. 1(a). In the following descrip-
tion, the distance from the neutron moderator is denoted

by L and the components are explained from upstream to
downstream along the beamline. The cold neutron beam
delivered to the beamline is first shaped by a four-jaw slit
system located at L = 12m. In this experiment, the hor-
izontal beam width (the X direction in the figure) was
fixed at 6mm, providing in a horizontal divergence with
a standard deviation of 0.09mrad. The vertical beam
width (the Y direction in the figure) was set to 44mm,
which results vertical divergence of 5mrad.

The beam travels through a vacuum guide tube up
to L = 16m. A Cd collimator with an opening of
2mm(X)× 50mm(Y ) was placed at L = 16.49m, and a
neutron mirror that reflects and removes neutrons with
wavelength λ > 0.62 nm was positioned at L = 17.04m
to prevent detection of delayed neutrons from the pre-
vious pulse. A second Cd collimator with an opening
of 0.1mm(X) × 10mm(Y ) was placed at L = 17.17m.
This final collimator defined the beam size entering the
concave mirror. A glass concave mirror mounted on an
X- and ϕ-stages (ϕ denotes yaw-rotation) was placed
at L = 17.32m. Floor vibrations were suppressed by
an active vibration isolation table. The concave mirror
was made of OHARA QUARTZ SK-1300B (SiO2, den-
sity 2.2 g/cm3, surface potential U0 = 90.5 neV), and its
concave surface was fabricated via magneto-rheological
finishing by Crystal Optics Inc. with high precision. A
15mm × 25mm × 40mm rectangular piece of glass had
one of its 25mm × 40mm faces formed into a concavity
about the long edge as an axis.

An expanded view of the concave mirror and the rel-
evant parameters used in this experiment are shown in
Fig. 1(b). A portion of the incoming neutron beam is
bound by the material potential and the centrifugal po-
tential, forming a whispering gallery state that travels
along the mirror surface. The beam direction is bent
by the angular span ϕ0 of the concave mirror. Other
parameters are: R, the radius of curvature of the con-
cave mirror; w, the beam width; θ, the incidence an-
gle of the beam relative to the mirror’s tangential direc-
tion; z, the height from the mirror surface toward the
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center of curvature; and ϕ, the deviation angle of the
outgoing neutrons. The concave mirror was designed
with a radius of curvature R = 25mm and an angular
span ϕ0 = 16◦. The radius of curvature and angular
span were measured by a three-dimensional profilometer
(UA3P, Panasonic). Details of the measurement proce-
dure are presented in Section III. The average surface
roughness (Ra) was measured by a three-dimensional op-
tical surface profiler (NewView, Zygo) over an area of
0.08mm× 0.08mm, giving Ra = 0.58 nm.

A two-dimensional detector with time resolution,
utilizing a resistance-division photomultiplier tube
(RPMT) [26], on an X-stage was placed at L = 18.02m.
The neutron whispering gallery state was observed as
the distribution of λ and ϕ on the RPMT, measured
at a position where the RPMT was shifted 199mm in
the +X direction. We defined a foreground region of
30mm(X) × 21mm(Y ) on the RPMT plane and back-
ground regions of 30mm(X) × 10.5mm(Y ) above and
below the foreground region for the neutron whispering
gallery measurement.

During neutron whispering gallery measurements, af-
ter ensuring that the neutron beam was incident on the
entrance of the concave surface by adjusting the X- and
ϕ-stages, the rotation angle of the concave mirror was
scanned in 0.03◦ increments at five points, each measured
for 5 hours, to find the angle that maximized neutron
counts. The angle with the highest neutron count was
used for the analysis of the neutron whispering gallery
state. To compare with the theoretical curve, the wave-
length distribution of neutrons directly incident on the
detector without the concave mirror was measured and
used as a normalization. In that reference measurement,
the vertical beam width was reduced to 4mm to avoid
detector pileup. To reproduce an effective 44mm open-
ing, we shifted the 4mm beam eleven times across the
full span, and all data were summed to obtain the final
distribution.

III. GEOMETRY OF CONCAVE MIRROR

This section describes how to determine the radius
of curvature R and the angular span ϕsurf0 of the con-
cave mirror from surface measurements. Figures 2(a)–
(c) show the three-dimensional profile measurement of
the mirror surface. We defined the measurement plane
as XsurfYsurf and measured the height Zsurf of the glass
surface to obtain the concave shape. The surface was
scanned along the Xsurf axis every 2mm in the Ysurf di-
rection. Here, Ysurf = 0 corresponds to the center of the
region hit by the neutron beam. In this experiment, we
aligned the Y axis of Fig. 1(a) with the Ysurf axis of the
surface measurement, so that the neutron beam entered
from the +Xsurf side.

Figures 2(d)–(f) plot the deviations of the surface mea-
surement data from a circular fit for each scan line. The
deviations are defined as negative if the surface lies out-

side (farther from the center) than the fitted circle. The
Xsurf coordinates are converted to ϕsurf , the angular co-
ordinate on the mirror surface. We fit the obtained radii
R with a linear function of Ysurf and evaluate the change
in R between Ysurf = −6mm and 6mm, which corre-
sponds to the region illuminated by the neutron beam,
as an uncertainty. This yields R = 25.168(8)mm.
Figures 2(g)–(i) show the slope of the surface profile,

obtained by converting deviations from the ideal circular
fit into slope angles. We determine the angular span of
the mirror ϕsurf0 by defining the region where the abso-
lute value of the slope does not exceed a threshold θthr.
The angular span is given by ϕsurf0 = ϕθthrmax −ϕθthrmin, where

θthr is the positive threshold angle, and ϕθthr

min (ϕθthrmax) is
the surface position in the vicinity of the mirror edge
in Figs. 2(h) or (i) where the slope graph crosses θthr
(−θthr). In Figs. 2(h) and (i), the data at Ysurf = 6mm
are shown as an example. The threshold angle θthr was
determined according to the deviation angle ϕ presented
in Section V. Specifically, the neutron whispering gallery
distribution first appears at λ = 0.26 nm, and neutrons
with wavelengths up to λ = 0.62 nm where neutrons
pass through the upstream mirror unfiltered. We took
the corresponding classical cutoff angles of 2.7mrad (for
0.26 nm) and 6.5mrad (for 0.62 nm) as the thresholds
θthr. Using these thresholds, the averages and stan-
dard deviations of the angular span were obtained as
15.850(18)◦ and 15.8603(18)◦, respectively. We adopted
their average as ϕsurf0 = 15.86(2)◦.

IV. FORMALISM

In this section, we formulate the neutron whispering
gallery state based on quantum mechanics [27] and derive
the ideal distribution observed in our experiment. In
cylindrical coordinates near the mirror surface, ignoring
the axial parameter due to the trivial symmetry, the one-
dimensional Schrödinger equation can be written as[

− ℏ2

2m

d2

dz2
+ U0Θ(−z) + mv2z

R
− En

]
ψn(z) = 0, (1)

where ℏ is the reduced Planck constant, m is the neu-
tron mass, z is the displacement from the mirror surface
toward the center of curvature, U0 = 90.5 neV is the op-
tical potential of SiO2, Θ is the Heaviside step function
indicating the region of the mirror, R is the radius of cur-
vature, v is the neutron velocity, n is the principal quan-
tum number, En is the radial energy, and ψn is the wave
function. The third term on the left side corresponds to
the centrifugal potential maz due to the centrifugal ac-
celeration a = v2/R. Although ψn or En depends on v
(or λ), here we omit explicit notation of v.
We define the characteristic length, energy, momen-

tum, and time scales for this system as

z0 =

(
ℏ2

2m2a

)1/3

, E0 = maz0 =

(
ma2ℏ2

2

)1/3

, (2)
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FIG. 2. Surface metrology data of the concave mirror. (a)–(c) show the three-dimensional surface profiles; (d)–(f) show the
deviations from the circular fits; (g)–(i) show the slope angles derived from these deviations. (a), (d), and (g) cover the entire

concave surface, while the others provide magnified views of the edges. The angle values ϕ
θthr
min and ϕ

θthr
max are used to determine

the mirror’s angular span; (h) and (i) show an example at Ysurf = 6mm.

p0 =
√
2mE0, t0 = ℏ/E0. (3)

By normalizing z and En as ζ = z/z0 and ϵn = En/E0,
respectively, Eq. (1) becomes[

− d2

dζ2
+ uΘ(−ζ) + ζ − ϵn

]
ψn(ζ) = 0, (4)

where u = U0/E0, and ψn is redefined for the dimension-
less variable. Examples of numerically computed eigen-
functions and eigenenergies for R = 25mm at λ = 0.3 nm
and 0.5 nm are shown in Fig. 3. Each eigenstate is quasi-
stable due to tunneling into the region z < 0; thus its
eigenenergy can be written as ϵn = βn − iγn, where βn
is the real part and γn is the imaginary part. As shown
in Fig. 3, the slope of the centrifugal potential varies
with the neutron wavelength, and the number of surviv-
ing states increases as the wavelength increases.

When a single neutron enters the mirror edge, the wave
function is

Ψ(ζ, τ = 0) =
∑
n

anψn(ζ), (5)

where τ = t/t0 is the dimensionless time elapsed af-
ter incidence on the mirror, and an is the complex
coefficient giving the weight and phase of each eigen-
state. Immediately before incidence on the mirror edge,
the neutron can be treated as a monochromatic wave
in the radial direction, since the angular divergence of
the beam (0.09mrad) is much smaller than the diver-
gence of the whispering gallery state (see Section V).
The dimensionless radial momentum can be written as
ξθ = −mv sin θ/p0 using the incidence angle θ. Because
only the region near the mirror surface contributes to
forming the whispering gallery state and the component
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FIG. 3. Eigenfunctions and eigenenergies of neutron whis-
pering gallery states for λ = 0.3 nm (a) and 0.5 nm (b). The
horizontal axis is z, the displacement from the mirror surface
toward the center of curvature, and the vertical axis is energy.
The black solid line is the sum of the mirror optical poten-
tial and the centrifugal potential, the horizontal dotted lines
show the real part of each eigenenergy, and the curves repre-
sent the absolute squares of the corresponding eigenfunctions.
Only bound states with real eigenenergies below the mirror
potential are plotted.

directly entering ζ < 0 is refracted and does not form
a bound state, we can set the beam width region as
0 ≤ ζ < l = w/z0. Then, the incident wave function
is written as

ψθ(ζ) =

{
exp (iζξθ) /

√
l 0 ≤ ζ < l

0 otherwise.
(6)

By assuming the continuity of the wave function at the
mirror entrance, we have

an =

∫ l

0

ψ∗
n(ζ)ψθ(ζ) dζ. (7)

The wave function at the mirror exit is given by the
time evolution of Eq. (5):

Ψ(ζ, τ0) =
∑
n

cnψn(ζ) exp (−iβnτ0) , (8)

where τ0 = (Rϕ0/v)/t0 and cn = an exp (−γnτ0). In this
experiment, we measured the deviation angle ϕ, so we

must consider the momentum eigenfunctions φn related
to ψn by Fourier transformation. The momentum-space
wave function at the exit is

Φ(ξ, τ0) =
∑
n

cnφn(ξ) exp (−iβnτ0) , (9)

where ξ = mvr/p0 is the dimensionless radial momen-
tum and vr is the radial velocity. Using the relation of
the deviation angle ϕ = arctan (vr/v), the probability
distribution of λ and ϕ is

P (λ, ϕ) = |Φ (ξϕ, τ0)|2

=
∑
n

|cn|2 |φn(ξϕ)|2

+
∑
n ̸=m

c∗mcnφ
∗
m(ξϕ)φn(ξϕ) exp [−i (βn − βm) τ0] ,

(10)

where ξϕ = 2πℏ tanϕ/(p0λ) and τ0 = Rϕ0mλ/(2πℏt0).

V. ANALYSIS

The data obtained from the neutron whispering gallery
measurements were normalized by the wavelength distri-
bution measured without the concave mirror and then
compared with the theoretical distribution. Figures 4(a)
and (b) show the λ-ϕ two-dimensional histograms of
the observed and theoretical distributions of the neutron
whispering gallery.

The wavelength λ was obtained from the time-of-
flight T , neutron mass m, and flight distance LF as
λ = T/(2πℏmLF ), with a high-precision correction mea-
sured by Bragg reflections [28]. Due to neutron modera-
tion, the wavelength distribution measured by the time-
of-flight method appears 0.8% longer than the actual
wavelength. Additionally, the neutron wavelengths de-
tected at a certain time are subject to broadening with
a standard deviation of 0.8%. Hence, the distribution
P (λ, ϕ) in Eq. (10) was convoluted with a Gaussian func-
tion of width 0.008λ.

The deviation angle ϕ was defined as the difference be-
tween the measured scattering angle and the mean scat-
tering angle corresponding to ϕ0. The angular span ϕ0
can be determined not only from surface measurements
but also from the neutron scattering angle, and the value
obtained by this method is defined as ϕgeom0 . We de-
termined ϕgeom0 using the 0.30 nm ≤ λ < 0.35 nm re-
gion of the whispering gallery measurement which corre-
sponds to the ground state. Then, we obtained ϕgeom0 =
16.06(2)◦. The value ϕgeom0 differs by 1.3% from the
surface-measurement value of ϕsurf0 = 15.86(2)◦, exceed-
ing their stated systematic uncertainty. This discrep-
ancy likely arises from the fact that the mirror surface is
slightly different from the ideal concavity near its edges,
allowing the neutron wave function to follow the surface
shape and scatter to a larger angle in a manner not fully
accounted for in our calculation.
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FIG. 4. (a) Observed and (b) theoretical two-dimensional
distributions of neutron whispering gallery as functions of λ
and ϕ. The bin sizes are 0.002 nm and 0.1mrad, respectively.
The diagonal dotted line corresponds to the classical cutoff
angle defined by the mirror potential energy. The theory plot
shown includes the additional loss term and best-fit parame-
ters described in the text.
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FIG. 5. Wavelength distribution of the neutron whispering
gallery. Black data points represent the measured data, while
the blue curve corresponds to the classical theory, the gray
curve is the quantum theory without additional losses, and the
red curve is the quantum theory including additional losses.
The colored dashed lines illustrate the contribution of n ≤
1, 2, . . . states to the red curve. The theoretical curves use
best-fit parameters.

Figure 5 shows the wavelength distribution obtained
by projecting the neutron whispering gallery data onto
the λ axis. We used ϕgeom0 = 16.06◦ for the theoretical
calculation here. The rising edge at λ = 0.26 nm, corre-
sponding to the mirror potential U0 = 90.5 neV, and the
staircase-like increase due to the increasing number of
bound states are in good agreement between experiment
and quantum theory. However, the measured counts are
lower than the theoretical curve at longer wavelengths,
suggesting a wavelength-dependent neutron loss from the
bound states.
It is known that neutron reflection at the surface

potential typically leads to a loss of about 10−4 per
bounce [29], which does not reproduce the data here
because the loss would become larger at shorter wave-
lengths, opposite to the observed behavior. If the ma-
terial surface contains impurities, the potential near the
floor is effectively a sigmoidal “soft potential” [30], re-
ducing the reflectivity. However, such a soft potential
significantly shifts the rise at λ = 0.26 nm in Fig. 5 and
the interference fringes in Fig. 4, failing to match our
data. A classical model where the radial energy of the
neutron changes from the reflection of a tilted floor also
fails to reproduce the data because the resulting energy
shift changes the position of the interference fringes.
The fact that more levels exist below U0 in the longer

wavelength region as illustrated in Fig. 3 suggests that
the additional loss occurs for levels with larger n. To
achieve such an effect, we introduced an additional loss
model in which the mirror potential height fluctuates by
∆, for example, due to surface roughness or waviness, so
that neutrons sometimes experience a reduced potential
and escape the bound state upon reflection. In a classical
picture, for the n-th bound state with a reflection period

tref =
2

a

√
2En

m
, (11)

if the floor potential height fluctuates by ∆, the prob-
ability that a neutron in the n-th state is lost per unit
time t0 is

µn =
t0
tref

[∫ ∞

U0−En

dE
k√
2π∆

exp

(
− E2

2∆2

)]
, (12)

where k is the loss coefficient. Thus, the coefficient cn in
Eq. (5) becomes

c′n = cn exp (−µnτ0) . (13)

We fit the theoretical wavelength distribution, includ-
ing this additional loss, to the data (Fig. 5). The fit
parameters are θ, w, k, and ∆. Here, w determines
the overall normalization by setting the phase-space den-
sity of the beam. The fit excludes λ > 0.62 nm, which
is removed by the filter mirror. The best-fit results
are θ = −0.01(1)mrad, w = 77.5(5) µm, k = 1.4(9),
∆ = 12(1) neV, indicating that the mirror potential ef-
fectively fluctuates by about 13% relative to U0 on reflec-
tion.
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FIG. 6. Wavelength distributions for (a) −0.1mrad ≤ ϕ < 0.1mrad, (b) −2.1mrad ≤ ϕ < −1.9mrad, and (c) 1.9mrad ≤ ϕ <
2.1mrad. The black points represent the experimental data, the blue curves denote the classical calculation, and the red curves
correspond to the quantum model including additional losses. The interference fringes were fitted under the condition in (a),
and the same best-fit parameters are used in (b) and (c).

One can exploit the interference fringes more fully by
examining the shape of the fringes in two-dimensional λ–
ϕ space. In Fig. 6(a), we compare the wavelength distri-
bution in the region |ϕ| < 0.1mrad between experiment
and theory. We treat the angular span of the mirror ϕ0
as a fit parameter. Fitting yields ϕfit0 = 16.004(1)◦, in-
termediate between ϕsurf0 and ϕgeom0 . Figures 6(b) and
(c) show the wavelength distributions near ϕ = ±2mrad
using the fit result. In the negative-angle region of
−2.1mrad ≤ ϕ < −1.9mrad, the measured neutron
counts are lower than the theoretical prediction, likely
because the mirror surface extends even beyond ϕ0 near
the edge so that neutrons with ϕ < 0 (indicating motion
in the −z direction) lose intensity upon reflection of the
mirror.

The angular span of the concave mirror was deter-
mined using three different methods: surface measure-
ment, geometric analysis, and interference fringe fit-
ting. The values obtained from these methods agreed to
within 1.3%: ϕsurf0 = 15.86(2)◦, ϕgeom0 = 16.06(2)◦, and
ϕfit0 = 16.003(2)◦. Their discrepancy exceeds each stated
systematic uncertainty but is still within 1.3%. This cor-
respondence translates to 1.9% for the centrifugal accel-
eration a and 1.3% for the energy scale E0 because the
interference pattern is determined by E0Rϕ0/v ∝ E0ϕ0
and the energy scale is E0 ∝ a2/3. Fitting of the in-
terference fringes inside |ϕ| < 0.1mrad suggests an ideal
sensitivity of 8×10−5 to ϕ0 for a 5-hour measurement, or
two orders of magnitude better than the present analysis.
This corresponds to a potential sensitivity of 1×10−4 for
a and E0, which is better than the current precision of
gravitationally bound states [6]. This sensitivity can be
achieved if the angular span and the curvature radius of
the mirror and the neutron wavelength are determined
with sufficient precision and if the effects of the concave
edge are accurately modeled.

VI. CONCLUSION AND PROSPECTS

We conducted a neutron whispering gallery experiment
by utilizing a pulsed cold neutron beam at J-PARC onto a
precisely polished glass concave mirror and observing the
bound state with a two-dimensional, time-resolving de-
tector. We found good agreements between data and the-
ory in the wavelength distribution by introducing an ad-
ditional loss mechanism where the mirror potential height
fluctuates, causing neutrons to leave the bound state.
Three independent determinations of the angular span
of the mirror gave ϕsurf0 = 15.86(2)◦, ϕgeom0 = 16.06(2)◦,
and ϕfit0 = 16.003(2)◦. They agree within 1.3%, exceed-
ing their stated systematic uncertainties but consistent at
that level. We interpret the discrepancy as arising from
unmodeled deviations of the shape of the mirror edge
from an ideal one. This agreement of 1.3% corresponds to
verification at 1.9% for the centrifugal acceleration a and
1.3% for the energy scale of the whispering gallery state
E0. Our analysis of the interference fringes suggests that
the sensitivity could be improved to 1 × 10−4 which ex-
ceeds the current sensitivity of the Earth’s gravitational
bound state if the angular span and the curvature radius
of the mirror, and the neutron wavelength can be known
more precisely and the effect of the concave edge can be
correctly calculated.

For future improvements, by measuring the phase-
space density of the beam independently with a high-
precision collimator system, the uncertainty associated
with w can be eliminated. The effects of a rounded mir-
ror edge could be more precisely calculated by simulating
wave-packet evolution under a time-dependent potential
boundary. Regarding additional losses, one might mini-
mize them by using a mirror with extremely low surface
roughness or examining multiple samples with different
surface conditions to identify the physical origin of the
potential height fluctuations. Furthermore, by detecting
short-lived components that penetrate the mirror [27], it
is possible to determine whether the additional loss is due
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to penetration or reflection from the mirror. Searching
for hypothetical short-range interactions with a range of
about 10 nm beyond the current limit [31, 32] requires a
precision of about 1 × 10−5 in E0. To achieve that, it
may be necessary to measure detailed structures in the
wave function such as the classical period of motion or
the quantum revival period [33] of the neutron traveling
on the mirror with a monochromatic neutron beam.
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