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Abstract

In this thesis we study relativistic effects on quantum systems. Quantum

physics in curved spacetime is reviewed in a first place, with a focus on

continuous variables formalism, quantum metrology techniques, and the

relativistic treatment of polarised photons. Then, three topics of interest are

studied. The first one is the phononic gravitational wave detector, where

resonant mode-mixing and particle creation are triggered in a Bose-Einstein

condensate by the passing of a gravitational wave, which can then be mea-

sured thanks to quantum metrology techniques. The theory for the phonons’

transformation is developed in details in different resonance scenarios and

some sources of noise are considered, like shaking of the cavity where the

condensate is trapped and thermal noise. The second topic adressed is

quantum communication and metrology in space. In this part, we describe

quantum experiments involving communications between Earth and satel-

lites using frequency modes of photons. The propagated and measured pho-

tons encode parameters of the spacetime background that can be measured

using quantum metrology. Several satellite schemes are discussed, such as

satellite to satellite radial communications in Kerr spacetime or Earth to

satellite communications in Schwarzschild spacetime. The last topic of this

thesis is the evolution of helicity states of photons in a relativistic picture.

Two experiments are considered: one where the photons propagate between

Earth and satellites through the curved spacetime background surrounding

the Earth. The other experiment looks at quantum states of polarised pho-

tons as seen by centrifuged observers. For each of these parts, we provide

the theory for novel experimental proposals, within the frameworks of ei-

ther (or both) quantum communications and quantum metrology, that, we

believe, would lead to a better understanding in the overlap of quantum

mechanics and the relativity theories.
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1
I N T R O D U C T I O N

General relativity and quantum physics are the two fundamental theories

of modern physics that have been widely proven correct since their creation.

The former predicts how length and duration change with respect to mov-

ing observers and by the presence of mass-energy, while the latter describes

microphysics where concepts such as localisation and particles become hazy.

Their respective mathematical foundations are very different: general rela-

tivity is based on Riemannian geometry while the quantum theotry works

on Hilbert spaces. In quantum theory, time and space are absolute, while

in relativity these are relative concepts. These and many other fundamental

differences explain why the search for a theory encompassing both general

relativity and quantum physics has been so challenging.

Each of these two theories has been proven extensively successful, and

they keep being proven correct through new experiments. An anomaly of

Newton’s mechanics, the perihelion precession of Mercury noticed in 1859,

has only been explained when general relativity was completed [6], which

gave credit to the theory even before dedicated experimental demonstra-

tion. Still, a wide range of experimental tests in different regimes have

been passed since then, from the deflection of light by the sun measured

by Eddington in 1919 [7] to the measurement of gravitational waves from a

binary black hole merger in 2016 [8]. Quantum theory was also introduced

thanks to the failure of previous theories to explain a physical system that,

it seemed, should have belonged to classical physics. It’s only thanks to the
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introduction of the quantum of energy by Planck [9] that the black body ra-

diation could be understood. The other quantum features that we are now

familliar with have been witnessed later on, like the wave-particle nature of

electrons which has been measured in 1928 [10], and the Bell experiments

that have now definitely proven the non local-realistic nature of the theory

[11, 12].

It is generally believed that the quantum and relativity theories are rele-

vant only at very distinct scales: quantum physics is interesting to study mi-

croscopic systems, while general relativity acts on macroscopic scales. How-

ever, there are already many examples of physical situations where special

relativity and quantum physics overlap, for example in particle accelerators

[13] or in quantum chemistry where the behaviour of heavy elements cannot

be explained without taking relativistic effects into account [14]. The over-

lap between general relativity and quantum physics is also investigated, de-

spite the widespread belief of the mismatch of their domains of applicability.

Recent examples include the alteration of wave functions due to spacetime

curvature changes along the arms of an optical interferometer [15] and a

test of the equivalence principle using quantum superpositions [16]. Small

scale general relativistic experiments such as the measurement of time di-

lation of clocks separated by a few tens of centimeters [17] together with

the observation of quantumness at a macroscopic scale [18] and for large

molecules [19] also indicate the need to find a way to use the features of

both theories together. There is now a large variety of modern quantum ex-

periments where relativistic effects play a role that cannot be ignored, that

could be tested in the lab [20] or using satellites [21].

Satellite experiments are very promising for the exploration of relativis-

tic effects on quantum states. Communications with satellites permit to

propagate quantum states over large distances, where changes caused by

the curved spacetime background are important. Quantum communication

has already been established in a first place with schemes using satellites

with retroreflectors [22, 23, 24, 25]. The loss of quantum coherence of laser
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signals sent from a geostationary satellite, due to both the Earth’s gravity

and atmosphere, was measured and characterised in [26]. Within the last

couple of years, a lot happened in the field of quantum experiments with

satellites. Correlated pairs of photons were generated aboard a nanosatellite

in 2016 [27] and entangled ones in 2017 [28]. An example of practical im-

plementation of a quantum scheme necessitating satellites are quantum key

distritribution (QKD) protocols. Such protocols would in principle enable

secure communications thanks to the use of quantum features. A feasibility

study for such protocols was carried out in [29] and a review on the progress

made was published last year [30]. Last year has also seen the first QKD pro-

tocol between space and Earth [31] being established thanks to the Chinese

satellite Micius. The Chinese group lead by Jian-Wei Pan also successfully

established quantum teleportation [32] and entanglement distribution [32]

protocols. They also established the first intercontinental quantum network

[33], between China and Austria, at the end of last year. These recent suc-

cesses show how relevant is the search for a theory that deals with both

quantum features and relativistic effects at the same time: we are entering

the era of large scale quantum communications, which means that space-

time curvature effects can no longer be ignored from the usual quantum

communication theory. A proper theoretical description of these relativistic

effects will be required in order to compensate for them, such that the usual

protocols of quantum communications keep working properly.

These technological advances bring as well the possibility to use satellite

communications for fundamental research purposes, i.e. to probe the ef-

fects of curved spacetime and motion of observers on the measurement of

quantum systems [34]. Some proposals are aiming in the direction of taking

advantage of these effects, for example for metrology purposes [35, 1]. Such

schemes are developed in this thesis, in chapters 6 and 7. Other proposals

are also considering space quantum experiments yet outside of the scope of

communications, e.g. a test of the weak equivalence principle using atom

interferometers in space [36], or a measurement of entanglement between

3
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two Bose Einstein condensates (BEC) in satellites when they change their

orbits around the Earth [37].

The overlap between quantum and relativistic theories is also sought the-

oretically in the extreme cases of cosmological [38] and black hole spacetime

singularities [39], but these require a complete theory of quantum gravity

where the notions of spacetime and quantum become very closely inter-

twined. In our work, we are not interested in such regimes, we rather

focus our attention on possible relativistic deviations from known results of

(Galilean) quantum physics. To do so, we use the framework of the semi-

classical theory that incorporates both the quantum and relativity theories:

Quantum Field Theory (QFT) in Curved Spacetime (QFTCS) [40].

Within this framework was proposed a new experimental scheme to de-

tect gravitational waves: squeezed states of phonons in a BEC resonate with

the gravitational wave and undergo strong alterations due to the passing of

the wave [41]. Contrarily to the setup that lead the spectacular direct mea-

surement of gravitational waves two years ago [8], such a scheme would be

much more compact, movable and cheap. The theory between this proposal

is developed in chapter 4, and some possible sources of noise are studied in

chapter 5.

Whether with the phononic gravitational wave detector or with the satel-

lite communications considered in chapters 6 and 7, the quantum states con-

sidered are frequency modes of phonons and photons respectively. Phonons

are spinless particles, but what about the photons’ helicity? In the last part

of this thesis, we address other quantum experiments but now focusing

on the polarisation degree of freedom of light: in chapter 8 we develop the

theory for a quantum experiment proposal using again satellite communica-

tion links, but here exchanging wavepackets of momentum-helicity states of

photons between Earth and satellites. This is motivated by the extensive use

of polarisation states of light in satellite experiments [31, 32, 42, 33, 22, 29],

mainly because of their stronger resilience to noise, in particular caused by

the atmosphere. Motivated by the recent experiment [43] using polarised

4
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light to proble the entanglement of photons in a centrifuge, we worked out

the theory for a similar experimental proposal in chapter 9. However, we

consider different helicity states than in [43], which should enable a measur-

able effect to arise at measurement by the centrifuged observer.

To sum up, the structure of the thesis is as follows:

In part I, we introduce frameworks required to carry out the computa-

tions performed in this thesis. First, we briefly review quantum physics

in curved spacetime in chapter 2. After a brief review of the fundamental

concepts of quantum physics in 2.1, we introduce general relativity in 2.2

and provide the mathematical treatment for observers and light rays in the

Schwarzschild and Kerr spacetimes. Then we give a brief summary of quan-

tum field theory in curved spacetime in 2.3. The following chapter 3 aims at

introducing some more advanced formalisms that will be used throughout

the thesis: the covariance matrix formalism introduced in 3.1 will be the

framework we will use to describe frequency modes of phonons and pho-

tons, quantum metrology tools given in 3.2 will help us evaluate possible

quantum experiments in space, and finally the polarisation rotation of light

and its induced photonic Wigner phase are described in 3.3.

In part II, we study the proposal for a phononic gravitational wave de-

tector. The theory for the transformation of the phononic field due to the

presence of a gravitational wave is reviewed and extended in chapter 4.

Characterisation of the effects of shaking and thermal noises on the phonon

field is carried out in chapter 5.

In part III, we look at quantum communication and quantum metrol-

ogy schemes between Earth and satellites using frequency modes of pho-

tons. Previous results are extended in chapter 6 by taking into account

the Earth’s rotation, special relativistic effects, and by considering quantum

communications between satellites. General quantum communications in

Schwarzschild spacetime are considered in chapter 7, together with the pro-

posal for a quantum experiment beating the state-of-the-art precision for the

measurement of the Earth’s Schwarzschild radius.
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In part IV, we investigate relativistic effects on helicity states of photons.

In chapter 8, such effects are investigated within the scope of satellite quan-

tum communications with the Earth. Similar effects are discussed within

the picture of a centrifuge experiment in chapter 9.

Finally, we conclude on the results of the thesis in chapter 10.
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1.1 notations

1.1 notations

We employ geometrical units where the gravitational constant G = 1 and

the speed of light in the vacuum c = 1. We also sometimes set the reduced

Planck constant h̄ to unity as well. Constants are restored when required

for the sake of clarity.

Quantum operators are denoted with a hat: for example, the Hamiltonian

operator is Ĥ.

The Einstein summation convention is implied for repeated indices, i.e.

ψµkµ =
3
∑

µ=0
ψµkµ =

3
∑

µ,ν=0
ψµkνgµν, where gµν are the components of the

metric tensor g.

Vectors, matrices, and in general tensors expressed in spacetime coordi-

nates are denoted in bold characters. Vectors are written using the usual

differential geometry notation [44], namely

X = (Xt, Xr, Xθ, Xφ) = Xµ∂µ = Xt ∂t + Xr ∂r + Xθ ∂θ + Xφ ∂φ.

The notation O(εn) designates a term of order n in the parameter ε.

Functions appearing with a prime denote the function derived with re-

spect to its single variable, i.e. f ′(x) = d f (x)
dx . Time or affine parameter

derivatives are denoted by a dot above the quantity derived: dx
dt = ẋ.

The Pauli matrices are denoted by: σx = σ1 =
(

0 1
1 0

)
, σy = σ2 =

( 0 −i
i 0

)
and σz = σ3 =

( 1 0
0 −1

)
.

The identity is denoted by 1 in general, and the identity matrix of dimen-

sion n by 1n.

7



1.2 table of symbols and standard values

1.2 table of symbols and standard values

Quantity Symbol Value (S.I. u.) Value (natural u.)

Newton’s gravitational constant G 6.67408× 10−11 m3.kg−1.s−2
1

Speed of light in the vacuum c 299792458 m/s 1

Reduced Planck constant h̄ 1.054571800× 10−34 J.s /

Average radius of the Earth RE 6371 km /

Average equatorial radius of the Earth rA 6378 km /

Mass of the Earth M 5.97× 1024 kg 4.43× 10−3 m

Schwarzschild radius of the Earth rS 8.87× 10−3 m /

Kerr parameter of the Earth a 3.26 m /

Angular velocity of the Earth ωA 7.29× 10−5 rad/s 2.43× 10−13 rad/m

Table 1.: Quantities used throughout the thesis with their symbols and stan-

dard values (in S.I. and natural units).
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2
Q U A N T U M P H Y S I C S I N C U RV E D S PA C E T I M E

In this chapter we introduce all the basic formalisms and mathematical tools

we will employ to describe the physical situtations we will encounter. In

general, we will need to characterise the behaviour of quantum systems

evolving on curved spacetime and as seen by observers in motion.

2.1 quantum physics

In this section, we provide a brief review of the basic theory for the descrip-

tion of quantum states. The quantum theory is only Galilean relativistic,

i.e. the quantum states are assumed to evolve in Euclidean space and abso-

lute time, which is the same for the different observers at different locations

and with different motions, keeps track of this evolution. The underlying

Galilean symmetry of the theory is therefore incompatible with the relativis-

tic theories (in the Einsteinian sense) which are constructed upon Lorentz

invariance, and that will be introduced in the next section. In a subsequent

section, we will provide a theory that manages to combine these relativistic

theories with the quantum theory presented in the current section.

10



2.1 quantum physics

2.1.1 Quantum systems

States and observables

The information of a quantum system is contained in a quantum state.

When this state can be written as a vector |ψ〉 belonging to a Hilbert space

H, the state is said pure. The vector space structure of the Hilbert space

ensures that superpositions of quantum states remain in the Hilbert space,

namely a |φ〉+ b |ϕ〉 = |aφ + bϕ〉 ∈ H for (a, b) ∈ C2. For any state vectors

|ψ〉 , |φ〉 ∈ H and respective dual vectors 〈ψ| , 〈φ| ∈ H∗ = L(H, C), there is

a Hermitian product 〈ψ|φ〉 .
= 〈ψ, φ〉 ∈ C. Quantum states are normalised to

unity, namely 〈ψ, ψ〉 = 1, such that we can give them a statistical interpreta-

tion. Then, the product 〈ψ, φ〉 represents the overlap of the two states and

the modulus square | 〈ψ, φ〉 |2 gives the probability of transition amplitude

from one state to the other.

In general, the quantum state is in a statistical mixture of pure states. We

know the state vectors that could possibly represent the system but we lack

knowledge to determine which one it actually is. We say that the quantum

state is mixed and it is defined by a density operator: ρ̂ = ∑
j

pj |ψj〉 〈ψj|

where the pj are the probabilities for the quantum state to be in the pure

state |ψj〉, thus ∑
j

pj = 1. The density operator is Hermitian, has trace equal

to one, and is positive semi-definite, i.e. 〈φ| ρ̂ |φ〉 ≥ 0, for any |φ〉 ∈ H.

Physical quantities are represented by Hermitian operators, called observ-

ables. A Hermitian operator satisfies Ô† = Ô, where the dagger operation

transposes and complex conjugates the operator. The value of the physical

quantity represented by the observable Ô is given by 〈Ô〉|ψ〉 = 〈ψ|Ô|ψ〉 for

a pure state and by tr(ρ̂ Ô) for a mixed state. A quantum system is there-

fore characterized by a Hilbert space of states together with an algebra of

Hermitian operators describing the physical quantities.

11



2.1 quantum physics

Measurements

Measurements are described by a familly of operators {M̂n}n∈N. If mn

is the outcome of measurement M̂n on the pure state |ψ〉, the probability

to get this outcome is qn = 〈ψ| M̂†
nM̂n |ψ〉, with ∑

n
qn = 1 and therefore

∑
n

M̂†
nM̂n = 1H. Immediately after the measurement, the quantum state is

changed: |ψ′〉 = 1√
qn

M̂n |ψ〉. For a mixed state, these relations read: qn =

tr(M̂n ρ̂ M̂†
n) and ρ̂′ = M̂n ρ̂ M̂†

n
tr(M̂n ρ̂ M̂†

n)
. The measurement mechanism therefore

makes the quantum state evolve discontinuously.

The Heisenberg uncertainty relations give bounds for the precision one

can achieve for simultaneous measurements of conjugate quantities. For

example, the position-momentum uncertainty relation is:

∆x̂ ∆ p̂x ≥
h̄
2

, (1)

where ∆Ô =
√
〈Ô2〉|ψ〉 − 〈Ô〉

2
|ψ〉 is the variance of the operator Ô. This

relation is purely quantum since the precisions can be arbitrary in the h̄→ 0

limit. This inequality arises from the non-commutativity of the conjugate

operators x̂ and p̂x: [x̂, p̂x] = ih̄1H. In general, for any two operators Ô1 and

Ô2, we have ∆Ô1 ∆Ô2 ≥ 1
2

∣∣∣〈[Ô1, Ô2]〉|ψ〉
∣∣∣.

2.1.2 Entanglement

A quantum state in H =
⊗

j
Hj is separable if |ψ〉 = ⊗

j
|ψj〉 for a pure state

and if ρ̂ = ∑
k

pk
⊗

j
ρ̂k

j for a mixed state. When the state is not separable,

then it said to be entangled. Entanglement is a quantum feature that has no

classical equivalent.

Pure states

There are several ways to characterise the entanglement of a quantum state.

In order to introduce measures of entanglement we need to first define the

von Neumann entropy, which measures the mixedness of a state: S(ρ̂) =

12



2.1 quantum physics

−tr(ρ̂ ln ρ̂) = −∑
j

λj ln λj, where the λj are the eigenvalues of ρ̂. A pure

state has eigenvalues 0 or 1, which means that its von Neumann entropy

vanishes. A pure and bipartite quantum state |ψ〉 ∈ HAB = HA ⊗HB with

dim(HAB) < ∞ has Schmidt decomposition |ψ〉 =
n
∑

j=1
αj |ψA

j 〉 |ψB
j 〉, where

αj ≥ 0 for all j, ∑n
j α2

j = 1, and n = min(dimHA, dimHB). The {|ψA
j 〉},

{|ψB
j 〉} form an orthonormal basis for HA and HB, respectively. The reduced

density operators for the two subsystems then read: ρ̂A =
n
∑

j=1
α2

j |ψA
j 〉 〈ψA

j |

and ρ̂B =
n
∑

j=1
α2

j |ψB
j 〉 〈ψB

j |. These reduced states are diagonal and they share

the same spectrum of eigenvalues. Thanks to this feature we will be able

to use one or the other reduced state indistinctively. Now, the argument

goes as follows: If only one of the Schmidt coefficients αj is non zero, say

for j = j0, it implies that αj0 = 1 and thus ρ̂A = |ψA〉 〈ψA| is pure. This

also implies that |ψ〉 is separable. Therefore, the entanglement of the state

|ψ〉 is quantified by the mixedness of its reduced state. We can thus define

our first measure of entanglement, the entropy of entanglement, as the von

Neumann entropy of the reduced states:

E(|ψ〉) = S(ρ̂A) = S(ρ̂B) = −
n

∑
j

α2
j ln α2

j . (2)

The state |ψ〉 is entangled if 0 < E(|ψ〉) ≤ ln n, and separable if E(|ψ〉) = 0

Mixed states

There is no Schmidt decomposition for mixed or tripartite states, we can

therefore not use the same argument. Yet there is another way for mixed

states, using the partial transpose negativity criterion [45]. To begin, let’s

take the separable state ρ̂ = ∑
j

ωj ρ̂A
j ⊗ ρ̂B

j with ρ̂ ∈ HAB = HA ⊗HB, ρ̂A ∈

HA and ρ̂B ∈ HB. Let us now define the partial transposed state:

ρ̂pt = ∑
j

ωj

(
ρ̂A

j

)t
⊗ ρ̂B

j (3)

Since
(
ρ̂A

i
)t

=
(
ρ̂A

i
)∗ is non-negative and with unit trace, it is also a den-

sity operator. Therefore, ρ̂pt has only non-negative eigenvalues. By con-

13



2.1 quantum physics

traposition, we obtain the partial transpose negativity criterion: if the par-

tial transpose of the state has negative eigenvalues, then the state is en-

tangled. When dimHA ≤ 2 and dimHB ≤ 3 (or the other way round),

the criterion is also sufficient, which means that the criterion becomes an

equivalence instead of a simple implication. The equivalence is not true

in general, there are entangled states that have partial transposed states

with positive eigenvalues. To quantify the entanglement, we define a norm:

‖ρ̂pt‖ = tr
√
(ρ̂pt)2 = ∑

j
|λj| = ∑

k
λ+

k − ∑
l

λ−l , where the λj, λ+
k and λ−l are

the partial transpose’s eigenvalues, the positive ones and the negative ones,

respectively. We define the negativity of the state ρ̂ as:

N (ρ̂)
.
=
‖ρ̂pt‖ − 1

2
=
‖ρ̂pt‖ − tr ρ̂pt

2
= ∑

k
|λ−k |, (4)

The more the partial transpose has negative eigenvalues of large amplitudes,

the more the state ρ̂ is entangled and the larger is the negativity. Another

related measure of entanglement is the logarithmic negativity EN (ρ̂) =

ln‖ρ̂pt‖.

2.1.3 Time evolution

Schrödinger first introduced the time evolution description of a quantum

system, where quantum states are time dependent but observables aren’t.

For a pure state, the equation that bears his name reads:

ih̄
d
dt
|ψS(t)〉 = ĤS |ψS(t)〉 . (5)

where it was assumed that the quantum system is an isolated system (which

we will assume in general). For a system that is only closed, the Hamilto-

nian ĤS(t) evolves in time, which is not convenient in this representation.

One could then prefer the Heisenberg picture, where the quantum states

are time independent but not the observables. In this representation, an

observable ÔH(t) evolves in time according to the Heisenberg equation:

ih̄
d
dt

ÔH(t) = [ĤH(t), ÔH(t)] + ih̄
∂ÔH(t)

∂t
. (6)
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2.2 relativity

Nonetheless, both evolution equations are only invariant under Galilean

transformations. We are however interested in regimes with possible de-

viations from this classical quantum physics models. In order to establish

such a relativistic formalism (in the sense of Lorentz symmetries), we will

introduce the relativity theories in the next section.

2.2 relativity

In this section we introduce the concepts of general relativity that are im-

portant for the calculations performed in this thesis. Most aspects of special

relativity are also introduced within the general relativistic framework. Spe-

cial relativity introduced new concepts by working out the implications of

the constancy of the speed of light in the vacuum: spacetime as a single

entity, duration dilation and contraction of distances as seen by observers in

motion, a new definition for the notion of simultaneity, and thus the relativ-

ity of the notions of time and space. General relativity enables to describe

gravity in a completely novel framework. Newtonian mechanics was built

in the same framework as the quantum theory described in the previous

section: it is Galilean relativistic, it describes particles and observers evolv-

ing on Euclidean space and in absolute time due to the gravitational field

of massive objects. General relativity took the reverse picture: the space-

time background itself is the gravitational field. In general relativity, the

spacetime is a non-trivial field, it is in general dynamic, and it is shaped

by the mass and energy distribution of the objects living in it. These latter

objects then evolve according to the curvature of the spacetime. The present

section will define explicitly curved spacetime backgrounds describing the

neighbourhood of the Earth (i.e. the space around the Earth and far enough

from other mass-energy objects). From there we can work out the relativis-

tic trajectories of observers and of light rays in such curved backgrounds.

This will enable us to describe in the next section the evolution of quantum

states in curved spacetime backgrounds according to observers in motion.
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2.2 relativity

2.2.1 Spacetime

The notions of spacetime and curvature

The theories of relativity established by Einstein at the beginning of the

twentieth century brought a complete change of paradigm with respect to

previous theories in physics. Special relativity showed in a first place that

space and time are notions that become intertwined and cannot be sepa-

rated in various situations. For example, the frequency of particles of light

(photons) is different depending on the motion of the observer measuring it.

Ten years later, general relativity achieved to push this conclusion even fur-

ther: not only spacetime should be regarded as a single entity, but it is also

a dynamic field. The equations of general relativity show how the space-

time curves under the presence of a mass-energy density, like the Earth for

example. In the illustration with the light’s frequency, this also leads to a

new effect: two observers with the same motion, say two static observers

for example, will measure the frequency of photons to be different at two

different spacetime points in general. Such changes are very important for

example for the quantum communications using photons that are studied in

this thesis. In the next paragraph, we show how the non relativistic picture

of Euclidean space and linear time are replaced by a dynamic Riemannian

spacetime in order to account for this relativistic physics picture.

The spacetime and its metric

In the relativity theories, the spacetime can be defined as a differentiable

manifold of dimension 4 embedded with a Lorentzian metric g, that is a

symmetric non-degenerate bilinear form with signature (−,+,+,+). The

metric defines a scalar product g(X, Y) = gµνXµYν = XµYµ, where X and

Y are arbitrary 4-vectors, and in particular a line element ds2 = gµνdxµdxν,

where dx is the infinitesimal 4-distance in the spacetime coordinates.
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2.2 relativity

The special case of flat spacetime is given by the Minkowski metric, which

has a matrix representation in the usual Cartesian coordinates of the simple

form g = η = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1). Locally (within infinitesimal distances),

neighbourhoods of points on the manifold of a curved spacetime can be

mapped to such a Minkowski flat picture.

2.2.2 Curves in spacetime

Vectors and curves

Contrarily to the Euclidean space where the distances are positive, the space-

time’s metric tensor yields a scalar product that is not positive definite due

to the Lorentzian signature of the spacetime. Vectors are then classifield in

three different categories depending on the sign of their norm squared. If

g(X, X) < 0, the vector X is timelike, if g(X, X) = 0 it is null (also some-

times named lightlike), and if g(X, X) > 0 it is spacelike. A curve γ(λ)

in the spacetime is said to be timelike, null or spacelike when its tangent

vector γ′(λ) = dγ(λ)
dλ is timelike, null or spacelike along the whole curve

parametrised by λ, respectively. Timelike curves are the curves followed by

massive particles while massless particles follow null curves. Timelike and

null curves are called causal curves. Spacelike curves are the non causal

curves. The length of a spacelike curve, also called proper length, is the

curved generalisation of the usual concept of distance in Euclidean space.

Geodesic curves

The principle of stationary action applied to the arc length

S =
∫

ds =
∫

γ

√
gµν

dxµ

dλ

dxν

dλ
dλ, (7)

where dx(λ)
dλ is the tangent vector at each point γ(λ) along the curve, yields

the following geodesic equations:

d2xµ

dλ2 + Γµ
ρσ

dxρ

dλ

dxσ

dλ
= 0, (8)
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with the Christophel symbols:

Γµ
ρσ =

1
2

gµα

(
∂gαρ

∂xσ
+

∂gασ

∂xρ −
∂gρσ

∂xα

)
, (9)

and λ the chosen affine parameter along the geodesic. A common choice of

affine parameter for a timelike curve γt is the proper time:

τ =
∫

γt

√
−ds2. (10)

The proper time is the time as seen by an observer following the timelike

curve. Proper time is the relativistic generalisation of the classical concept

of time for massive particles (and thus for physical observers).

Killing fields

Killing fields are fields of vectors or tensors that can be found in spacetimes

that have some symmetry. A tensor K of order two is a Killing tensor if

∇µKνρ +∇νKρµ +∇ρKµν = 0, with ∇ the covariant derivative associated to

the spacetime’s metric, namely ∇g = 0. Similarly, a Killing vector field K

obeys ∇µKν +∇νKµ = 0. The Lie derivative of the metric tensor vanishes

along the curves followed by the Killing vector fields: the Killing vector field

is an isometry for the metric.

Timelike Killing vector fields are necessary to define the notion of parti-

cles in curved spacetime. Such vector fields enable to split the positive and

negative frequencies, and therefore to have a well defined tracking of the

particles’ time evolution. In a general spacetime, there is no guarantee of

having such a vector field. Nevertheless, in the stationary spacetimes we

are interested in and which we will introduce starting in the following para-

graph, there is always the ξ = ∂t timelike Killing vector field to preserve a

well defined notion of particles.

2.2.3 Schwarzschild spacetime around the static Earth

The Schwarzschild metric can be used to model the spacetime background

of the vacuum surrounding the Earth if we assume our planet to be a static
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spherical mass distribution, namely without any asperity or angular mo-

mentum. There are more refined spacetime metrics like the Hartle-Thorne

metric [46], or the Kerr metric [47] that we’ll introduce later on, that can

take into account such features, at the price of a significant increase in

the complexity of the analytical computations. In the usual Schwarzschild

(i.e., asymptotically spherical) coordinates (t, r, θ, φ) ∈ R×]2M, ∞[×[0, π]×

[0, 2π[, the matrix representation of the Schwarzschild metric reads:

g = diag

(
−
(

1− 2M
r

)
,

1
1− 2M

r
, r2, r2 sin2 θ

)
. (11)

We adopt the following convention for the polar angle (latitude): θ = 0

and θ = π indicate the Earth’s North and South poles respectively, and

we therefore have the equatorial plane placed at θ = π/2. Notice that

this latter convention, which is widely used in physics, is different from the

geographic convention used for coordinates on our globe, where the latitude

zero is given by the equator. Note that the only parameter in the metric is

the mass of the Earth M. In the natural units G = c = 1 we are using, the

Earth’s mass M has the dimension of a length. The quantities of the form

M/r have a value of GM/r c2 in SI units, and for all the cases considered in

our calculations this quantity will be very small. That is because all the radii

we consider are larger than the Earth’s radius RE. Values r ∼ O(M) are only

relevant for the study of very compact objects like black holes. We remain

very far from these regimes, that means that we do not need to worry about

the changes and singularities that can occur when r ≤ 2M.

Because the metric does not depend on the time and azimuthal angle

(longitude) coordinates t and φ, the spacetime has two Killing vector fields

∂t and ∂φ. This feature provides the photons and the observers with two

conserved quantities, related to their energy and azimuthal angular mo-

mentum respectively. Due to the spherical symmetry of the Schwarzschild

spacetime, the metric has two other spacelike Killing vector fields: sin φ ∂θ +

cot θ cos φ ∂φ and cos φ ∂θ− cot θ sin φ ∂φ, which with the already mentioned

∂φ are the generators of the SO(3) rotations. The spherical symmetry pro-
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vides us with a third conserved quantity that is linked to the square of the

total angular momentum. More details will be given on these conserved

quantities when we will define explicitely the null vectors later on.

Relevant observers in Schwarzschild spacetime

In the communication schemes considered in this thesis, two families of ob-

servers are of particular interest: the observers standing on Earth’s surface,

who are static and therefore accelerated in Schwarzschild spacetime, and

the circularly and geodesically orbiting satellites. The motion of this first

family of observers, the static observers, is given by the 4-velocity:

vE =
1√

1− 2M
r

∂t. (12)

Such observers only evolve in time. Being at a fixed point in space, these

observers are accelerated due to the presence of the gravitational field of

the Earth. Their 4-acceleration reads: a(vE) =
(
1− 2M

r
)− 1

2 M
r2 ∂r. Let us now

turn to the circularly orbiting observers. Such observers have a 4-velocity

of the form vs = Γ( ∂t + ω ∂θ + ζ ∂φ) and they can be either accelerated

or geodesic. Note that the static observer is a particular case of circularly

orbiting observer, simply with vanishing angular velocities ω = ζ = 0.

Then Γ =
(
1− 2M

r
)− 1

2 for the static case is obtained thanks to the constraint

g(vs, vs) = −1 for the velocity that is an affinely parametrised timelike vec-

tor. Using this latter constraint for the general circularly orbiting observer,

we obtain:

vs =
1√

1− 2M
r − r2(ω2 + ζ2 sin2 θ)

(
∂t + ω ∂θ + ζ ∂φ

)
. (13)

If we require the satellite to follow a geodesic, which means that the satellite

doesn’t need to use any fuel to remain on its orbit, the angular coordinate

velocities for the satellite must have the following values:

ω = εω

√
M
r3

√
1− sin2 α

sin2 θ
, ζ = εζ

√
M
r3

sin α

sin2 θ
. (14)
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The angle α ∈ [0, π] indicates the inclination of the satellite’s plane of or-

bit with respect to the Earth’s polar axis. For all the values taken by the

satellite’s polar coordinate θ during its orbit, we thus always have α ≤ θ.

The constants εω = ±1 and εζ = ±1 give the sign of the satellite’s angular

velocities. Notice that we recover the usual Keplerian frequency
√

M/r3

for the θ and φ motions when considering polar (α = 0 [π]) and equatorial

(α = θ = π/2) orbits, respectively.

Null vectors in Schwarzschild spacetime

The trajectory followed by photons that propagate in the Schwarzschild

spacetime can be represented by a classical light ray to a very good ap-

proximation. This light ray follows a null geodesic curve, which is defined

by the field of null vectors tangent to it. In the Schwarzschild spacetime, at

each point along this curve a light ray has a null vector of the form:

k = Ep

(
1

f (r)
∂t + εr

√
1− f (r)

l2
φ + κ

r2 ∂r +
εθ

r

√
κ − l2

φ cot2 θ

r2 ∂θ +
lφ

r2 sin2 θ
∂φ

)
,

(15)

with f (r) = 1 − 2M
r , and εr = ±1 and εθ = ±1 giving the sign of the

radial and polar components of the null vector, respectively. Thanks to the

staticity and spherical symmetry of the Schwarzschild spacetime, we have

three constants of motion for each geodesic. The first one is Ep, which is

the energy of the photon as it would be measured by an inertial observer

at space infinity. In (15), we introduced the rescaled angular momentum

and Carter constants lφ = Lφ/Ep and κ = K/E2
p, in order to factor out the

energy constant of the photon Ep. These two rescaled constants lφ and κ

are independent on the energy of the photon. The constants Lφ and K ≥ 0

are the azimuthal angular momentum and the Carter constant -a quantity

related to the square of the total angular momentum [48] of the photon-,

respectively, as seen by an inertial observer at spatial infinity. Notice that

from (15) we can see that κ ≥ l2
φ cot2 θ ≥ 0. The energy constant of motion

Ep > 0 can be expressed in terms of the photon’s frequency Ω measured by
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an observer with velocity v through the relation h̄Ω = −k · v. For the static

observer (12) on Earth, we thus have:

Ep = h̄ΩE

√
1− 2M

RE
, (16)

with the frequency of the photon ΩE measured by a static observer on

Earth’s surface r = RE. Unfortunately, the two angular constants of mo-

tion lφ and κ cannot be obtained explicitly that easily. However there are

some special cases where one can obtain at least a simple relation between

them: for a trajectory constrained to the equatorial plane we have κ = 0,

and for any radial light ray namely with θ = cst. and φ = cst., we have

lφ = κ = 0. For a trajectory with a constant azimuthal angle φ but vary-

ing polar angle θ, lφ = 0 and κ ≥ 0. The general procedure to obtain the

constants lφ and κ is the integration of the relations dr
kr = dθ

kθ and dθ
kθ = dφ

kφ ,

respectively. From (15), these constraints are respectively:

εr

∫ r2

r1

dr

r2

√
1−

(
1− 2M

r
) κ+l2

φ

r2

= εθ

∫ θ2

θ1

dθ√
κ − l2

φ cot2 θ
, (17)

εθ lφ
∫ θ2

θ1

dθ

sin2 θ
√

κ − l2
φ cot2 θ

= φ2 − φ1 ≡ ∆φ, (18)

where the spatial coordinates (r1, θ1, φ1) and (r2, θ2, φ2) denote the start and

the end of the null geodesic, respectively. These coupled integral equations

are not easily solvable analyticaly. To solve them requires either to make

some approximation or to do it numerically.

2.2.4 Kerr spacetime around the rotating Earth

If the Earth’s rotation about its polar axis is taken into account, the space-

time background surrounding the Earth is different from the Schwarzschild

spacetime considered previously. The rotation of the mass distribution of

the Earth actually drags the spacetime around it, which thus rotates as well.

Such a spacetime is not static anymore but it is still stationary. Mathe-

matically, this spacetime is implemented through the Kerr metric [47]. In
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Boyer-Lindquist coordinates (t, r, θ, φ), which are asymptotically spherical

coordinates, the line element for the Kerr spacetime reads:

ds2 =−
(

1− 2Mr
Σ

)
dt2 +

Σ
r2 ∆

dr2 + Σ dθ2

+

(
r2 + a2 +

2Mra2

Σ
sin2 θ

)
sin2 θ dφ2 − 4Mra

Σ
sin2 θ dt dφ, (19)

where Σ = r2 + a2 cos2 θ and ∆ = 1− 2M
r + a2

r2 . The Kerr parameter a is the

Earth’s self rotation angular momentum divided by its mass M, also called

specific angular momentum. The Kerr solution reduces to the Schwarzschild

one (11) when taking the static limit a → 0. The Kerr metric admits two

Killing vector fields ∂t and ∂φ, which arise respectively due to the met-

ric’s stationarity and axial symmetry. Also, the metric is invariant under

the reflection (t, φ) → (−t,−φ). We broke the Schwarzschild spacetime’s

spherical symmetry by introducing the Earth’s rotation, which means that

we have lost the two other spacelike Killing vectors. However, there is a

Killing tensor in Kerr spacetime which also provides a conserved quantity,

the Carter constant. As in the Schwarzschild case, we will work at radii

large enough to ignore all the issues arising from coordinate and physi-

cal singularities, that are relevant only for objects with considerably higher

mass-energy densities than the Earth has.

In this thesis we will focus on the equatorial plane θ = π
2 when consider-

ing the Kerr spacetime, in order to work with simpler analytical formulas.

The reduced metric in the Boyer-Lindquist coordinates (t, r, φ) then reads:

ds2 = −
(

1− 2M
r

)
dt2 +

1
∆

dr2 +
(

r2 + a2 +
2Ma2

r

)
dφ2 − 4Ma

r
dt dφ. (20)

Relevant observers in Kerr spacetime

In the Kerr spacetime, the observer on Earth’s surface is not a static observer

anymore: the Earth’s rotation makes it follow a circular path of the form:

vE =
1√

1− ζ2
0 sin2 θ(r2 + a2)− 2Mr

Σ (1− aζ0 sin2 θ)2

(
∂t + ζ0 ∂φ

)
, (21)
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2.3 quantum fields on curved spacetime

where ζ0 = aM/I is the Earth’s (azimuthal) angular coordinate velocity

about its axis, with I the Earth’s moment of inertia. In the Schwarzschild

limit a → 0, the velocity (21) reduces to the one of the static observer (12).

Like the static observers, our Earth observer (21) is accelerated. Another

observer of interest is the geodesic satellite orbiting circularly in the Earth’s

equatorial plane. Its 4-velocity reads:

vs =
1√

1− ζ2
s (r2 + a2)− 2M

r (1− a ζs)2

(
∂t + ζs ∂φ

)
, (22)

with ζs =
[

a + εζ

√
r3/M

]−1
and εζ = ±1 for co-rotating and counter-

rotating orbits, respectively.

Null vectors in Kerr spacetime

In Kerr spacetime, the null vectors are given by [49]:

kt =
Ep

Σ

[
−a
(

a sin2 θ − lφ
)
+

r2 + a2

r2∆

(
r2 + a2 − a lφ

)]
, (23a)

kr = εr
Ep

Σ

√(
r2 + a2 − a lφ

)2 − r2∆
(
κ + (lφ − a)2

)
, (23b)

kθ = εθ
EP

Σ

√√√√κ − cos2 θ

(
l2
φ

sin2 θ
− a2

)
, (23c)

kφ =
Ep

Σ

[
lφ

sin2 θ
+

2Mr− a lφ
r2∆

a
]

. (23d)

The conserved quantities are here defined in the same way as they were

already in the Schwarzschild spacetime.

2.3 quantum fields on curved spacetime

After having given the description of quantum physics on one side and of

the relativity theory on the other side, we would like to incorporate the

two together in order to look at the evolution of quantum systems on a

curved spacetime background and as seen by observers in motion. This is

achieved within the framework of Quantum Field Theory (QFT) on Curved

Spacetimes (QFTCS) [40] which we describe in the present section.
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2.3 quantum fields on curved spacetime

2.3.1 Quantum fields

In QFT, we study quantum fields whose excitations are the usual quantum

particles. For example, photons propagating in curved spacetime are here

viewed as excitations of a bosonic (or scalar, when we ignore the polari-

sation degree of freedom) field defined upon the spacetime’s metric field.

In order to describe a field of quantum particles, we first derive the field

equations for the classical field φ, which will be quantised later on. Using

Hamilton’s variational principle on the Lagrangian density L(φ, ∂φ) of the

field, namely δS = δ
{∫
L (φ(x), ∂φ(x)) dx

}
= 0, where ∂φ is the field’s

conjugate variable, we obtain the Euler-Lagrange equation:

∂L
∂φ
− ∂µ

(
∂L

∂(∂µφ)

)
= 0. (24)

From there, we can specialise to a particular field in order to obtain explicit

field equations. In what follows we will take the example of the simplest

possible field: the scalar field, also called Klein-Gordon field.

2.3.2 Quantisation in curved spacetime

Free real scalar field in Minkowski spacetime

The Lagrangian density for a free (real) scalar field in flat spacetime is L =

1
2

(
ηµν(∂µφ)(∂νφ) + m2φ2), where m is the mass of the field’s elementary

particles. The Euler-Lagrange equation then reads:

∂µ∂µφ−m2φ = (�−m2)φ = 0. (25)

This equation is called Klein-Gordon equation and it admits a simple set of

solutions, the plane waves:

u~k(x) =
1

(2π)
3
2
√

2ωk
ei(~k.~x−ωkt) (26)

with ωk =
√
~k2 + m2. Since we are in flat spacetime, the particles are

defined on the whole Minkowski spacetime thanks to the global timelike
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2.3 quantum fields on curved spacetime

Killing vector field ξ = ∂t. This set of solutions are eigenfunctions of the

timelike Killing vector field: ∂tu~k = −iωku~k. Antiparticles are given by

the complex conjugate of the particles’ mode functions, and we thus have:

∂tu∗~k = iωku∗~k . Therefore, it is as if the antiparticles were particles with op-

posite frequency (and thus energy). We can define a scalar product for this

space of solutions:

(φ1, φ2) = −i
∫

Σt
d~x (φ1(∂tφ

∗
2)− (∂tφ1)φ

∗
2) , (27)

where Σt is a spacelike hypersurface of simultaneity at time t. With this

scalar product, the mode functions are orthogonal:
(
u~k1

, u~k2

)
= δ(~k1 −~k2).

The antiparticles’ mode function have opposite norm to the particles’ one:

(u∗~k1
, u∗~k2

) = −δ(~k1−~k2). Furthermore, particles and antiparticles modes are

orthogonal (u~k1
, u∗~k2

) = 0, they therefore form together a basis for the field.

Free real scalar field in curved spacetime

The Lagrangian density for the free (real) scalar field in curved spacetime is

given by:

L =
1
2

√
|g|
(

gµν(∂µφ)(∂νφ) + (m2 + γR)φ2
)

, (28)

where g = det g, R is the spacetime’s Ricci scalar, and γ is the coupling

constant between the scalar field and the spacetime. Using again the Euler-

Lagrange equation (24) together with the Lagrangian density above yields

the Klein-Gordon equation in curved spacetime:

(�−m2 − γR)φ = 0 (29)

with the d’Alembertian differential operator in curved spacetime:

� =
1√
|g|

∂µ(
√
|g|gµν∂ν). (30)

In this thesis, we will always work in the minimally coupled case γ = 0

and with massless particles. The Klein-Gordon equation then simplifies to

a simple wave equation in curved spacetime � φ = 0. The field solutions
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2.3 quantum fields on curved spacetime

can then be obtained in the same fashion as in the flat case, with more or

less difficulty depending on the complexity of the spacetime considered. We

then define a scalar product on the space of these solutions:

(φ1, φ2) = −i
∫

Σ
dΣµ

√
|gΣ|

(
φ1∂µφ∗2 − (∂µφ1)φ

∗
2
)

, (31)

where dΣµ = nµdΣ, and n is a future-directed unit vector orthogonal to

the spacelike hypersurface Σ. gΣ is the metric on this hypersurface and gΣ

denotes its determinant.

Quantisation

In order to proceed with the quantisation of the field, we need to introduce

the structure that plays the role of the Hilbert space of particles in QFT: the

Fock space. For a definite type of particle, for example the spinless particles

associated to our free (real) scalar field, the Fock space is defined as the

direct sum of the n particles Hilbert spaces:

F(H) =
∞⊕

n=0
S(H)⊗n = C⊕H⊕ S(H⊗H)⊕ S(H⊗H⊗H)⊕ . . . (32)

The operator S either symmetrises or antisymmetrises the tensor products of

individual particle’s quantum states, for bosons and fermions respectively.

The need for defining such new structure comes from the change of pic-

ture QFT brings about: particles are not absolute entities anymore, they are

merely excitations of a quantum field that can be created and annihilated.

The Fock space provides the relevant structure for a quantum state of sev-

eral particles with a changing particle content. The free scalar particles and

antiparticles that we found earlier on form together a complete orthonormal

basis for our free (real) scalar field, which we can thus decompose:

φ̂(x) =
∫

d~k
[
u~k(x) â~k + u∗~k(x) â†

~k

]
, (33)

where â~k and â†
~k

are respectively the annihilation operator and its Hermitian

conjugate the creation operator for particles of the mode ~k. If the particles

are bosons, these operators fulfil the commutation relation [â~k1
, â†
~k2
] = δ(~k1−
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~k2), together with [â~k1
, â~k2

] = [â†
~k1

, â†
~k2
] = 0. This guarantees the following

commutation relations for the field φ̂ and its canonical conjugate momen-

tum π̂: [φ̂(x1), φ̂(x2)] = [π̂(x1), π̂(x2)] = 0 and [φ̂(x1), π̂(x2)] = iδ(~x1 −~x2).

If the particles are fermions, one needs to change the commutators for an-

ticommutators instead. To give the action of such operators on a general

Fock state, we need to first define a vacuum state, which is a Fock state that

is empty of particles. A vacuum state |0〉 is defined thanks to the action of

the annihilation operator: â~k |0〉 = 0. From this empty state, one can create

a state with arbitrary particle content, for example |1~k1
, 2~k2
〉 = â†

~k2
â†
~k1

â†
~k2
|0〉.

In general, the action of the creation and annihilation operators is given by:

â~k |n~k〉 =
√n~k |n~k − 1〉 and â†

~k
|n~k〉 =

√
n~k + 1 |n~k + 1〉.

2.3.3 Bogolyubov transformations

A Bogolyubov transformation is a change of basis in the Fock space. It is

a unitary transformation that maps a Fock state to another Fock state but

with a change in the particle content of the quantum state.

The quantum field can be decomposed in two different bases:

φ̂(x) =
∫

d~k
[
u~k(x) â~k + u∗~k(x) â†

~k

]
, (34)

φ̂(x) =
∫

d~k
[
U~k(x) Â~k + U∗~k (x) Â†

~k

]
. (35)

The field modes and the annihilation and creation operators from each basis

are related as follows:

U~k =
∫

d~k′
{

α~k′~ku~k′ + β~k′~ku∗~k′
}

, (36)

Â~k =
∫

d~k′
{

α∗~k′~k â~k′ − β∗~k′~k â†
~k′

}
, (37)

u~k =
∫

d~k′
{

α∗~k′~kU~k′ − β~k′~kU∗~k′
}

, (38)

â~k =
∫

d~k′
{

α~k′~k Â~k′ + β∗~k′~k Â†
~k′

}
. (39)

where the α~k′~k = (U~k′ , u~k) and β~k′~k = −(U~k′ , u∗~k) are the Bogolyubov coef-

ficients. Note that the former maps annihilation operators to annihilation
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operators and creation operators to creation operators from one basis to

the other, it is called mode-mixing coefficient. The β~k′~k coefficient however

maps annihilation (resp. creation) operators of one basis to creation (resp.

annihilation) operators of the other basis. It is therefore called particle cre-

ation coefficient as it is responsible for the change in the particle content

of the field. This implies that in general the vacuum state differs in each

different basis, which has important consequences for the physics of quan-

tum fields. Note that the bosonic commutation relations (or fermionic using

an anticommutator instead) hold from one basis â~k, â†
~k

to the other Â~k, Â†
~k

thanks to the unitarity of the transformation:∫
d~k′′

{
α~k~k′′α

∗
~k′~k′′
− β~k~k′′β

∗
~k′~k′′

}
= δ(~k−~k′), (40)∫

d~k′′
{

α~k~k′′β~k′~k′′ − β~k~k′′α~k′~k′′
}
= 0. (41)

In practice, such a change of basis can be motivated by different reasons.

It can be for mathematical convenience, for example in order to diagonalise

a Hamiltonian operator. It can also be in order to characterise the time

evolution of a quantum field in a dynamical spacetime. This is done for ex-

ample in cosmology where the field’s modes at the spacetime’s past infinity

are compared with those at future infinity using a Bogolyubov transforma-

tion. One can also use a Bogolyubov transformation in order to implement

a change in the motion of the observer. This is for example the case of the

calculation of the Unruh effect: initially, an inertial observer in Minkowski

spacetime sees a quantum field in the vacuum state, but when it starts to

accelerate the field becomes populated by thermal particles. There, the Bo-

golyubov transformation enables to compute the change in the particle con-

tent of the field when changing from the inertial observer’s picture to the

accelerated one.
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2.3 quantum fields on curved spacetime

Particle creation occurs due to the presence of non vanishing β~k′~k coeffi-

cients. This can be seen from the vacuum state already: the action of the

new annihilation operator on the vacuum state in the initial basis is:

Â~k |0〉 =
∫

d~k′
{

α∗~k′~k â~k′ − β∗~k′~k â†
~k′

}
|0〉 = −

∫
d~k′β∗~k′~k |1~k′〉 , (42)

which is non zero unless all the β~k′~k coefficients are zero. Therefore the two

bases do not share the same vacuum state, a vacuum state in one basis can

be populated by field excitations in the other basis. This leads to the particle

creation effects like in the Unruh and Hawking effects. We introduce the

number operator N̂~k = Â†
~k

Â~k for the mode ~k here in the new basis. If the

mode was initially empty of particles, the number of particles created in

this mode in the new basis is given by 〈0|N̂~k|0〉 =
∫

d~k′|β~k′~k|
2.

Note that since the Bogolyubov transformations are unitary transforma-

tions, they transform a pure quantum state into another pure state. This

is in particular true for the vacuum state. The thermalisation experienced

by the field in the Unruh effect is due to the causal structure of the Rindler

spacetime, which is the spacetime seen by an initially inertial observer in

Minkowski spacetime who starts to accelerate: a part of the spacetime be-

comes causally disconnected from the observer as he starts to accelerate.

This leads to a loss of information on the field and thus turns the quantum

state of the field to a mixed state.
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3
A D VA N C E D F O R M A L I S M S

In this chapter we describe the covariance matrix formalism, quantum metrol-

ogy and the polarisation rotation of light. These three formalism are used

in this thesis together with the quantum field theory in curved spacetime

that we gave in the previous chapter.

3.1 covariance matrix formalism

The covariance matrix formalism is a powerful framework which can be

used for Gaussian quantum states. In this section, we will consider Gaus-

sian states of bosonic fields only. Unpolarised photons can for example be

represented by such Gaussian states.

3.1.1 Continuous variables quantum formalism

Symplectic geometry

Let us consider a bosonic field with a number of modes N. Each mode has a

position and a momentum operator, x̂j =
â†

j +âj√
2

and p̂j = i
â†

j−âj√
2

respectively,

which enables to give a phase space representation. For Gaussian states, all

the information is encoded into the first and the second moments. These are

respectively the displacement vector d and the covariance matrix Γ. Their

components are given in terms of the position and momentum operators:
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3.1 covariance matrix formalism

dj = 〈X̂j〉 and Γjk = 〈X̂jX̂k + X̂kX̂j〉 − 2 〈X̂j〉 〈X̂k〉, where we gathered the

operators in a single vector X̂ = (x̂1, p̂1, . . . , x̂N, p̂N)
t for simplicity. From

the usual commutation relations
[
x̂j, p̂k

]
= iδjk, we have that

[
X̂j, X̂k

]
= iΩjk

with Ω =
N⊕

k=1
ω the symplectic form and ω =

( 0 1
−1 0

)
.

Covariance matrix

The first moments encoded in the displacement vector can be changed ar-

bitrarily by the action of unitary displacement operators [50]. Such unitary

operations do change the state of our system but not its correlations: these

are encoded in the covariance matrix. When working with measures of en-

tanglement we can therefore set the displacement vector d = 0 without loss

of generality.

The covariance matrix fulfils z†(Γ + iΩ)z ≥ 0, for any z ∈ C2N. The pu-

rity of the state can be estimated thanks to the determinant of the covariance

matrix det(Γ) ≥ 1, where the equality is reached for pure states. The covari-

ance matrix encodes information about the N modes of the state. When one

can only work with n < N modes of the field, it is easy to trace out the

N − n inaccessible modes: to do so, it suffices to simply remove the compo-

nents of these N− n modes from the covariance matrix. This procedure can

be repeated at will as it preserves the Gaussian nature of the states.

Symplectic transformations

The action of unitary operators on the quantum state, usually performed

on the density operator as ρ̂′ = Û†ρ̂Û, is given in the continuous variables

formalism by d′ = Sd and Γ′ = SΓSt, where S is the symplectic matrix that

is the analogue of the unitary operator Û in the covariance matrix formal-

ism. Only unitary transformations at most quadratic in the mode operators

preserve the Gaussian nature of the state, we therefore restrict ourselves to

such transformations in the present formalism. A real symplectic matrix

verifies the symplectic identity SΩSt = Ω, with Ω the symplectic form that
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3.1 covariance matrix formalism

we have defined previously. These real symplectic matrices are square ma-

trices of dimension (2N)2 that form the group Sp(2N, R). They are block

matrices with square blocks of dimension 4. From the symplectic identity,

we clearly see that det(S) = ±1. Using the Pfaffian together with the sym-

plectic identity, we have Pf(Ω) = Pf(SΩSt) = det(S)Pf(Ω), and therefore

actually det(S) = +1.

3.1.2 Other representations

Several respresentations are used in the covariance matrix formalism. In

this subsection we describe the quadrature and complex representations.

Quadrature representation

By simply changing the order of the basis vector’s components, we can

switch to the quadrature representation. The new basis vector is then given

by Ŷ = (x̂1, . . . , x̂N, p̂1, . . . , p̂N)
t = L(q)X̂. This choice is particularly con-

venient as the symplectic matrices and the symplectic form take a square

block matrix form, where each block is a square matrix of dimension N2:

S(q) =L(q)SLt
(q) =

(
A B
C D

)
, (43)

Ω(q) =
(

0 1N
−1N 0

)
, (44)

and the symplectic matrix’ blocks obey the following relations: BAt = ABt,

DCt = CDt and ADt − BCt = 1N.

Complex representation

Another representation of interest is the complex representation which can

be obtained by taking the new basis vector Ẑ = (â1, . . . , âN, â†
1, . . . , â†

N)
t =
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L(c)Ŷ , with L(c) = 1√
2

(
1N i1N
1N −i1N

)
. In this representation, the symplectic

matrices and the symplectic form take another block matrix form:

S(c) = L(c)S(q)L
†
(c) =

(
α β
β∗ α∗

)
, (45)

Ω(c) = − iK = −i
(
1N 0
0 −1N

)
. (46)

This representation is very convenient for computations and the symplectic

matrices’ blocks fulfil some familiar relations: αα† − ββ = 1N and αβt =

βαt. These relations have the exact same form as the Bogolyubov identities,

the latter can therefore be very naturaly implemented in this formalism by

using the complex representation.

3.1.3 Symplectic transformations from unitary operators

As we have seen, in the complex representation the symplectic transforma-

tions take the form of Bogolyubov transformations, i.e. unitary transforma-

tions. This is of course not coincidental, and we will now see how to link

a unitary transformation in the usual Hilbert space formalism to its associ-

ated symplectic transformation. An arbitrary unitary transformation takes

the form Û = ei
∫ t dt′Ĥ(t′), where Ĥ is the interaction Hamiltonian which is

taken to be at most quadratic in the mode operators in order to preserve

the gaussianity of the states. One can express this Hamiltonian in terms of

its symplectic representation thanks to the relation: Ĥ = Ẑ† ·H · Ẑ. The

symplectic Hamiltonian takes the block form H =
( A B

B∗ A∗
)
, with A and

B two square blocks of dimension N2 which verify A† = A and Bt = B,

and we therefore have H† = H. Under a unitary transformation, the state

vector evolves as: Û†ẐÛ = S(c)Ẑ. Applying Hadamard’s lemma e−ÂẐeÂ =

Ẑ−
[
Â, Ẑ

]
+ 1

2!

[
Â,
[
Â, Ẑ

]]
+ . . . to the whole vector Ẑ, with Â = i

∫ t dt′Ĥ(t′)
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and using that
[
Ĥ, Ẑ

]
= KHẐ (and assuming that the Hamiltonian com-

mutes with itself at different times), we obtain:

Û†ẐÛ = Ẑ−
[

i
∫ t

dt′Ĥ(t′), Ẑ
]
+

1
2!

[
i
∫ t

dt′′Ĥ(t′′),
[

i
∫ t

dt′Ĥ(t′), Ẑ
]]

+ . . .

= Ẑ− i
∫ t

dt′
[
Ĥ(t′), Ẑ

]
+

i2

2!

∫ t ∫ t
dt′dt′′

[
Ĥ(t′′),

[
Ĥ(t′), Ẑ

]]
+ . . .

=

[
12N − iK

∫ t
dt′H(t′) +

1
2!

(
−iK

∫ t
dt′H(t′)

)2

+ . . .

]
Ẑ

= e−iK
∫ t dt′H(t′)Ẑ. (47)

We therefore have S = e−iK
∫ t dt′H(t′).

3.1.4 Entanglement

In order to quantify the entanglement of a quantum state in the covariance

matrix formalism, we first need to introduce the Williamson theorem which

states that for any square positive-definite matrix Γ of dimension (2N)2,

there is a unique real symplectic matrix S such that Γ takes the Williamson

normal form:

Γ = Stν̃S, ν̃ =
N⊕

k=1

(
νk 0
0 νk

)
. (48)

In the quadrature and complex representations, it reads instead Γ(q) =

St
(q)
(

ν 0
0 ν

)
S(q) and Γ(c) = S†

(c)
(

ν 0
0 ν

)
S(c) respectively, where we collected the

N symplectic eigenvalues νk ≥ 1 in the symplectic spectrum matrix ν =

diag(ν1, . . . , νN). One can also obtain these eigenvalues using the more prac-

tical formula ν = Eig+(iΩΓ), where Eig+ stands for the diagonal matrix

gathering the positive eigenvalues of iΩΓ. This latter formula works for the

three different representations. Now that we have a diagonal expression for

the covariance matrix, we can express the purity relation in terms of the

symplectic eigenvalues: det(Γ) =
N
∏

k=1
ν2

k ≥ 1.

We now proceed to define some measures of entanglement for bipartite

Gaussian states. Just like it was previously shown in the Hilbert space

description, the entanglement of a pure bipartite state can be quantified
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thanks to the entropy of entanglement, i.e. the von Neumann entropy of its

reduced state. The von Neumann entropy of a Gaussian state is given by:

S(Γ) =
N

∑
k=1

[νk + 1
2

ln
(νk + 1

2

)
− νk − 1

2
ln
(νk − 1

2

)]
. (49)

The entanglement of a pure bipartite quantum state ΓAB is then measured

by the entropy of entanglement E(ΓAB) = S(ΓA) = S(ΓB), with ΓA =

trBΓAB and ΓB = trAΓAB the reduced states of ΓAB. For mixed bipartite

Gaussian states, we can use the negativity as in the Hilbert space picture.

The partially transposed state here reads:

Γpt = PΓP, with P =

( 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0

)
(50)

The partial transposing matrix P was here given in its complex representa-

tion. In the real representation it reads P = 12⊕σ3, while in the quadrature

representation it has the form P = 12 ⊕ σ1. The negativity is then given by:

N (Γ) =
1
2

max
{

1− ν̃

ν̃
, 0
}

, (51)

with ν̃ = min
{

Eig
(
Γpt)} the smallest symplectic eigenvalue of the partially

transposed covariance matrix. Another measure of entanglement related to

the negativity is the logarithmic negativity EN (Γ) = max {− ln(ν̃), 0}.

3.1.5 Examples of quantum states

Coherent state

A single coherent state is a Gaussian state that is an eigenvector of the anni-

hilation operator: âk |αk〉 = αk |αk〉, with αk ∈ C the coherence parameter. It

is a displaced vacuum state: |αk〉 = D̂k(αk) |0〉 where D̂k(αk) = eαk â†
k−α∗k âk is

the Weyl displacement operator. Thus, the vacuum state is a coherent state

with αk = 0. Another feature of the coherent states is that they minimise

the position-momentum Heisenberg uncertainty relation, i.e. ∆x̂∆ p̂x = 1
2 .

A single mode coherent state |α〉 has first and second moments given by:
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d =
√

2 (Re(α), Im(α)) and Γ = 12. The covariance matrix is independent

of the coherence parameter α, therefore it is the same for any coherent state

and equal to the vacuum’s.

Two modes squeezed state

Another quantum state of interest is the two modes squeezed state. Such a

state is obtained by the squeezing of a two modes coherent state. The two

modes squeezing Hamiltonian is Ĥ = 2is(â†
1 â†

2− â1 â2), with s > 0. The sym-

plectic representation for this Hamiltonian is then given by: H = is
(

0 σ1
−σ1 0

)
.

We can then obtain the expression for the symplectic transformation:

S = e−iKH =
(

cosh s12 sinh s σ1
sinh s σ1 cosh s12

)
. (52)

To obtain two modes squeezed state, we use the symplectic transformation

above on a two mode coherent state |α1, α2〉 = D̂(α1)D̂(α2) |0〉 which has

covariance matrix Γ̃ = 14. We obtain:

Γ(s) =
(

cosh 2s12 sinh 2s σ1
sinh 2s σ1 cosh 2s12

)
(53)

The two modes squeezed state is a pure bipartite state, we can therefore

use the entropy of entanglement to quantify its entanglement. The reduced

states of our two modes squeezed state read: Γ1 = Γ2 = cosh 2s 12. The

reduced states therefore have a single eigenvalue ν = cosh 2s. The entropy

of entanglement E(Γ) = S(Γ1) = S(Γ2) is thus:

E(Γ) =
cosh 2s + 1

2
ln
(cosh 2s + 1

2

)
− cosh 2s− 1

2
ln
(cosh 2s− 1

2

)
= 2 cosh2 s ln cosh s− 2 sinh2 s ln sinh s. (54)

The two modes squeezed state’s entropy of entanglement vanishes when

the squeezing parameter s goes to zero, grows linearly for 0 < s . 17, and

vanishes again in the s → ∞ limit. Let us now compute the negativity of

the two modes squeezed state. The partially transposed covariance matrix

for our state is Γpt =
(

γ 0
0 γ

)
with γ =

(
cosh 2s sinh 2s
sinh 2s cosh 2s

)
. The eigenvalues are

then easily found: ν± = e±2s. Since we took the squeezing parameter s to be
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3.2 quantum metrology

positive, the smallest eigenvalue is ν− and the negativity of the two modes

squeezed states is therefore N (Γ(s)) = e2s−1
2 . We also have the logarithmic

negativity: EN (Γ(s)) = 2s. Like the entropy of entanglement, the negativity

measures vanish in the s → 0 limit. However, contrarily to the former, the

negativity measures diverge when s→ ∞.

3.2 quantum metrology

Quantum metrology is a theory that provides tools to estimate parameters

encoded in quantum states [51]. Any physical transformation can encode

parameters in a quantum state, for example time, temperature, or a small

perturbation induced by changes in the spacetime curvature [52, 53] can

perturb an initialy prepared quantum state. The state then encodes some

information about the perturbating parameter, and it can be measured in

order to extract some of this information. The precision that can be achieved

on such a measurement is bounded by the laws of quantum mechanics, the

input state and the chosen measurement [51].

3.2.1 Quantum fidelity

A first way to characterise the change in a quantum state due to a pertur-

bation, for example induced by the presence of a curved spacetime back-

ground, is the fidelity F (ρ̂0, ρ̂ε) between the altered and unaltered states, ρ̂ε

and ρ̂0 respectively, where ε denotes the small perturbation. The fidelity is a

quantity measuring the distance between two states in the Hilbert space of

states. For two mixed states, the fidelity is given explicitely by F (ρ̂1, ρ̂2) =(
tr
√√

ρ̂1ρ̂2
√

ρ̂1

)2

. The fidelity has several properties worth mentioning:

as one could expect it is symmetric, namely F (ρ̂1, ρ̂2) = F (ρ̂2, ρ̂1). It is

bounded: 0 ≤ F (ρ̂1, ρ̂2) ≤ 1, and unity is reached when the two states

are identical F (ρ̂, ρ̂) = 1. The fidelity tends to zero when the states be-
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3.2 quantum metrology

come increasingly distinguishable. For pure states, the general expression

for the fidelity simplifies to the modulus square of the two states’ overlap:

F (|Ψ1〉 , |Ψ2〉) = | 〈Ψ1|Ψ2〉 |2.

3.2.2 Quantum fidelity of Gaussian states

If one works with Gaussian states within the framework of continuous vari-

ables described previously, one has explicit formulas for the computation of

the fidelity between two states. We recall here that in the continuous vari-

ables formalism a Gaussian state ρ̂ in the Hilbert space can be represented

in the phase space by its first and second moments, the displacement vec-

tor d and the covariance matrix σ, respectively. For single mode Gaussian

states, the fidelity then explicitely reads [54]:

F (ρ̂1, ρ̂2) =
exp

(
−1

2(δd)t · (σ1 + σ2)−1 · δd
)

√
∆ + Λ1 −

√
Λ1

, (55)

Λ1 = 4 det
(

σ1 +
i
2

ω

)
det

(
σ2 +

i
2

ω

)
≥ 0, (56)

∆ = det(σ1 + σ2) ≥ 1, (57)

where δd = d1 − d2 and the symplectic form for one mode reduces to ω =( 0 1
−1 0

)
in the real representation. For two-mode states, we have [54]:

F (ρ̂1, ρ̂2) =
exp

(
−1

2(δd)t · (σ1 + σ2)−1 · δd
)

√
Γ2 +

√
Λ2 −

√
(
√

Λ2 +
√

Λ2)2 − ∆
, (58)

Λ2 = 16 det
(

σ1 +
i
2

Ω

)
det

(
σ2 +

i
2

Ω

)
≥ 0, (59)

Γ2 = 16 det
(
(Ω · σ1) · (Ω · σ2)−

1
4

14

)
≥ ∆, (60)

where Ω = ω⊕ω is the two-mode symplectic form.
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3.2.3 Quantum Fisher information and Cramer-Rào bound

From the fidelity one can define another quantity related to the distinguisha-

bility of quantum states that are perturbed by a common parameter. This

quantity is called the Quantum Fisher Information (QFI) and it reads:

H(ε) = lim
dε→0

8
1−

√
F (ρ̂ε, ρ̂ε+dε)

dε2 , (61)

that is, it is defined with respect to the fidelity between two neighbouring

states in the Hilbert space that are parametrised by the same parameter ε:

ρ̂ε and ρ̂ε+dε. The QFI quantifies the infinitesimal displacement of the state

in the Hilbert space due the infinitesimal change dε. The fidelity between

two such states can be expanded perturbatively:

F (ρ̂ε, ρ̂ε+dε) = 1− 1
2
F (2)dε2 + O(dε3), (62)

where we used that F (1) =
∂F (ρ̂ε,ρ̂ε+dε)

∂(dε)
|dε=0 = 0, which holds as long as ε is

the only varying parameter. Then we have

H(ε) = 4F (2) = 4
∂2F (ρ̂ε, ρ̂ε+dε)

∂(dε)2 |dε=0. (63)

One can see this quantity as the "acceleration” in the change of the quantum

state with respect to the change in the parameter encoded by the physical

transformation. In other words, it is the state’s sensitivity to the pertur-

bation. This quantity bounds the precision ∆ε on the measurement of the

encoded parameter ε through the Cramer-Rào bound:

|∆ε| ≥ 1√
NH(ε)

, (64)

where N is the number of input probes [55]. This inequality provides the

bound for the precision of the single parameter estimation of ε, for the

optimal measurement on the state. It is therefore an ideal measure, in the

sense that one will never be able to perform exactly this ideal measurement.

However, depending on the choice of the measurement that we make, one

can approach very close to this value. The Fisher information can be used to
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3.2 quantum metrology

compute the equivalent measure as the QFI but for a specific measurement

process. This was used for example in the study of the thermal noise in

a BEC used as a gravitational wave detector [4]. By picking a particular

measurement scheme, it was shown that for the choice that was made the

Fisher information was very similar to the ideal value given by the QFI

[4]. This is however not true in general. Yet, the QFI provides a way to

give a first green light for promising schemes when the precision bound

that it gives is good enough. More refined computations with the Fisher

information for a chosen measurement need to be considered in order to

provide a definite experiment proposal.

When the parameter ε that we chose to parametrise the changes of the

state contains several parameters of interest to be estimated, say ε1 and ε2,

then we can use the cascade derivative rule to find a bound for the mea-

surement of each of these parameters: |∆ε1| ≥ 1/
(∣∣∣ ∂ε

∂ε1

∣∣∣√NH(ε)
)

and

|∆ε2| ≥ 1/
(∣∣∣ ∂ε

∂ε2

∣∣∣√NH(ε)
)

. These expressions assume that when we per-

form the measurement on ε1 (resp. ε2) we know the value of ε2 (resp. ε1)

with infinite precision. One can drop this latter assumption and work out

a multi-parameter estimation, which we won’t detail in this thesis, but for

which the theory was given for single modes in [56] and generalised in [57].

Such multi-parameter estimation scheme turns out to be in general bene-

ficial for the estimation, leading to increased precision compared to single

parameter estimations [58].

The QFI is a quantity that can be quite involved to compute. A sim-

pler way to obtain a bound for the quantum measurement of a perturbative

parameter ε is to compute only the zeroth order of the QFI, H(0). If the

latter is non zero, it can be used as a first approximation instead of the

full QFI in (64). Of course this only makes sense if ε is a small param-

eter that does not perturb the state too much. The procedure to obtain

H(0) is much simpler than for the complete expression of the QFI since we

only need the fidelity between an infinitesimaly altered state and a totally

unaltered state. The latter has a similar expression than the former but
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3.3 light’s polarisation rotation and wigner phases

with dε = 0. The fidelity between these two quantum states is F (ρ̂0, ρ̂dε).

We can then obtain the expression for the ε = 0 contribution of the QFI:

H(0) = limdε→0 8 1−
√
FL(|γ0〉,|γdε〉)

dε2 = 4∂2F (ρ̂0,ρ̂dε)
∂(dε)2 |dε=0. This is in general eas-

ily calculated with the help of a perturbative expansion on the altered quan-

tum state and its fidelity with the unaltered one, up to second order in the

infinitesimal change dε.

3.3 light’s polarisation rotation and wigner phases

In previous sections, the photons were generally taken to be unpolarised

in order to have a simple description as excitations of a scalar field, or as

Gaussian states in order to be able to work within the framework of the co-

variance matrix formalism. However, one might be interested in the study

of the evolution of the light’s polarisation, due to a curved spacetime back-

ground and as seen by moving observers. In particular, we look at how

quantum states of polarised photons are affected by the curved spacetime

background of the Earth in chapter 8, and how they evolve as seen by cen-

trifuged observers in chapter 9. In the present section, we first show how the

polarisation is defined with respect to the observer’s chosen reference frame,

and how it evolves as the light propagates in curved spacetime. From the

change of the polarisation we can deduce the change in the photon’s quan-

tum state, which comes in the form of a Wigner phase. We also discuss

which kind of quantum states would experience an increased effect, and

conversely which states are preserved from this alteration.

3.3.1 Reference frames and tetrads

An observer defines mathematically its reference frame by a tetrad e, with

tetrad elements e µ
â [59]. The tetrad relates physical quantities from their

expression in the global coordinates of the spacetime (t, r, θ, φ) to the local
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3.3 light’s polarisation rotation and wigner phases

Cartesian frame of the observer. In other words, in this local frame the

observer sees the spacetime as if it was flat, with the metric of Minkowski

spacetime η = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1). The domain of validity of this frame is the

portion of spacetime surrounding the observer where the effects of curva-

ture can be neglected. In the observer’s local frame, a passing light ray

with polarisation 4-vector ψ will be seen with components ψâ = ψµeâ
µ =

ψµe ν
b̂

η âb̂gµν. Hatted indices denote that the quantity is viewed in the ob-

server’s local frame, by opposition to quantities with Greek indices which

are components of the usual vectors in the global spacetime coordinates. In

what follows, we will need to track the evolution of the static observer’s

frame along the path followed by the light rays. In order to do so, we will

define a tetrad field e(λ) along the light’s null geodesic parametrised by the

affine parameter λ.

The tetrad components are defined as follows: first, the timelike compo-

nent e0̂ is set to equal the observer’s velocity. Then, the triad of spacelike

components e1̂, e2̂, e3̂ of the tetrad are obtained thanks to the orthonormal-

isation relations e µ
â e ν

b̂
gµν = ηâb̂. Each of the three triad components are

vectors that have four elements themselves, and these twelve elements are

constrained by only nine orthonormalisation relations. There is therefore

some gauge freedom in the choice of the triad, and thus of the tetrad. This

mathematical gauge represents the observer’s freedom of choice of the ref-

erence frame. In what follows we will adapt our observer’s tetrad to the

light’s null vector, which will simplify the polarisation rotation computa-

tions. To do so we will need to set, say, the third component of the triad

e3̂ in a particular way that depends on the trajectory of the light ray. This

procedure will be explicitly described in the next subsection. After having

adapted the tetrad to the light’s null vector, there are then only eight tetrad

elements e µ
â left to be determined and seven orthonormalisation equations,

therefore all the gauge freedom that is left is encoded in one single tetrad

element (and two ± signs that are due to the second order nature of the two

remaining normalisation relations). Extending this procedure to the whole
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3.3 light’s polarisation rotation and wigner phases

null geodesic followed by the light ray, we obtain the tetrad field for our

static observers.

3.3.2 Adapted frames and polarisation rotation of light

Now that we have defined the observers’ frames, we will here implement

the formalism required to describe the light’s polarisation and its rotation

due to curved spacetime backgrounds and observers in relativistic motion.

Polarisation vectors and adapted frames

The light’s polarisation vector is a spacelike vector orthogonal to the light’s

null vector, namely ψµkµ = ψâkâ = 0. Because k is null, namely kµkµ = 0,

there exist gauge transformations of the polarisation vector that leave the

orthogonality relation invariant:

ψ→ ψ + C k, (65)

where C is an arbitrary real constant. The light’s polarisation vector is there-

fore not uniquely defined by its orthogonality with the light’s null vector.

This could cause some gauge freedom in our computations, however there

is a way to prevent it. We can construct the observer’s tetrad in a way such

that the polarisation measured in this particular frame will have two of its

four components that remain gauge invariant under transformations (65).

This procedure amounts to adapting the frame to the null vector of the light

ray considered. To do so, we make the simple choice [60]:

e3̂ =
k
k0̂
− e0̂, (66)

where k0̂ = kµe0̂
µ = −kµvµ = h̄ Ω, with Ω the photon’s frequency as mea-

sured by the chosen observer. Physically, this choice amounts to aligning

the third component e3̂ of our observer’s tetrad with the light’s propagation

direction. In mathematical terms, that means that we have k1̂ = k2̂ = 0 and

k3̂ = −k0̂ in the adapted frame. With this choice for the third component of
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3.3 light’s polarisation rotation and wigner phases

the triad, the polarisation components in the observer’s adapted frame ψ1̂

and ψ2̂ are gauge invariant under transformations (65).

Polarisation rotation in curved spacetime

In the adapted frames that we have just defined, the polarisation rotation

equations take a simple form [60]:

dψÂ

dλ
+ uµw Â

µ B̂ψB̂ = 0. (67)

Capital letters A, B ∈ {1, 2} denote the indices of the polarisation’s gauge

free components. We defined the rescaled null vector u = k/k0̂ = dx
dλ , where

x(λ) is the photon’s position at affine parameter λ on the null geodesic.

In (67), the quantity we need to compute in order to obtain the polarisa-

tion’s rotation is the Wigner rotation uµw Â
µ B̂

. This Wigner rotation term is

expressed thanks to the spin-1 connection:

w Â
µ B̂ = eÂ

ρ∂µe ρ

B̂
+ Γσ

µρeÂ
σe ρ

B̂
. (68)

In order to compute the Wigner rotation we will thus need to use the expres-

sion of the light’s null vector, the adapted tetrad field e(λ) of static observers

along the light’s null geodesic, and the Christoffel symbols defined by the

metric components and their derivatives, see (9). The explicit expressions

for the Christoffel symbols of the Schwarzschild spacetime can be found in

[61] for example. We can simplify slightly the equations (67) by noticing

that wÂB̂ is an antisymmetric tensor:

dψ1̂

dλ
+ Ψ̃ψ2̂ = 0, (69)

dψ2̂

dλ
− Ψ̃ψ1̂ = 0, (70)

with the Wigner rotation:

Ψ̃ = uµw 1̂
µ 2̂ = −uµw 2̂

µ 1̂. (71)

In the next subsection, we will describe how the Wigner rotation of the

classical polarisation vector described by the coupled equations (69) and
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(70) yields a phase in the quantum state of the photons that propagate in

curved spacetime and as seen by observers in relativistic motion.

3.3.3 Photonic wave packets and Wigner phases

A photonic wave packet is made of a continuous superposition of momen-

tum states weighted by a distribution function. For each of these momen-

tum states, the corresponding helicity state is a superposition of plus and

minus helicity eigenstates. If an observer prepares a photon with a balanced

distribution of the helicities for all the momentum states (i.e., it is linearly

polarised), the quantum state can be written as:

|γ〉 = 1√
2

∑
s=±1

∫
dp F(p) |p, s〉 , (72)

where p = (k0̂, k1̂, k2̂, k3̂) is the photon’s null vector as seen by the observer

in its chosen reference frame, s is the helicity which can only take values

±1 for photons, the distribution F(p) = F(~p) δ(|~p|2 − (k0̂)2) θ̄(k0̂) with θ̄

the step function and F is the distribution function of the 3-momenta. This

distribution function is normalised to unity:
∫

d~p |F(~p)|2 = 1, i.e. the corre-

sponding annihilation operators â~p,s of the photons have the usual commu-

tation relations [â~p1,s1
, â†

~p2,s2
] = δ(~p1 − ~p2)δs1s2 .

Now let’s assume that the photon (72) has been prepared by the source

of the emitter and p thus represents the photon’s momentum as seen by the

emitter at the emission event, which is taking place at the affine parameter

λe on the null geodesic. We are interested in knowing the expression for

the quantum state of the photon that will be observed at reception, at affine

parameter λo. We will give a simple procedure for the computation, but

more details can be found in [62]. Let us introduce Û as the operator that

encodes the propagation of the photons from the beginning to the end of

a geodesic segment, denoted by affine parameters λ1 and λ2 respectively,

with here λ1 = λe and in general λe ≤ λ1 < λ2 ≤ λo. The paths we

consider for the photons’ propagation between emission and observation
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might be divided in several of such null geodesic segments, for example

due to mirrors or any other quantum optical device that would alter the

light’s trajectory.

Each momentum-helicity eigenstate that constitutes the photon aquires a

different Wigner phase factor because of its dependence on both the pho-

ton’s propagation direction~n = ~p/k0̂ and helicity s [60]:

Û |p, s〉 = eisΨ(~n) |p′, s〉 , (73)

where the prime denotes evaluation at the endpoint of the null geodesic

considered. Since every momentum-helicity eigenstate picks up a different

phase factor, this phase is not global and it does modify the quantum state.

In (73) appears the Wigner phase Ψ(~n) that is obtained by integration of the

Wigner rotation along the photon’s null geodesic:

Ψ =
∫ λ2

λ1

Ψ̃ dλ. (74)

Applying the propagator Û to the initial state (72) and using equation (73),

we obtain:

|γ′〉 = 1√
2

∑
s=±1

∫
dp eisΨ(~n)F(p) |p′(p), s〉 . (75)

Between the affine parameters λ1 and λ2, the photons have followed a sin-

gle null geodesic. This means that the null vectors p′ and p have the same

constants of motion and therefore a similar expression but evaluated at dif-

ferent spacetime coordinates. In that sense, p′ is a function of the initial

momentum p.

Notice that the initial state we chose (72) can be written as a tensor prod-

uct |γp〉 ⊗ |γs〉 of a momentum state |γp〉 =
∫

dp F(p) |p〉 and helicity state

|γs〉 = (|+1〉+ |−1〉)/
√

2, it is therefore a separable state. This is not true

anymore for the observed state at reception (75). Because the Wigner phase

factor depends both on the photon’s propagation direction and helicity, it

causes the momentum and helicity states in the wavepacket to appear en-

tangled after propagation in the curved spacetime.
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3.3.4 Helicity states

We can provide a reference channel where no Wigner phase is acquired

by using wavepackets with helicities distributed as a Bell state of the type

(|+p−p〉± |−p+p〉)/
√

2, instead of the simple |γs〉 superposition we consid-

ered previously. Indeed, in such a Bell state each helicity eigenstate in the

tensor products gives a phase opposite to the one given by the other state

of the product. The products and therefore the total state remain invariant

under the rotation of the polarisation in curved spacetime [63, 64].

On the contrary, one can increase the effect we are looking at by using

helicity states distributed as GHZ states (|+p〉⊗m ± |−p〉⊗m)/
√

2. In that

case, the tensor product of the +1 helicity eigenstates acquires m times the

Wigner phase Ψ, while the negative helicities tensor product picks up a total

phase of −mΨ. The total differential phase of the superposition is therefore

2mΨ, in other words we obtain an amplification of the phase by a factor m.
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Part II.

Phononic gravitational wave

detectors
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4
G R AV I TAT I O N A L WAV E I N T E R A C T I O N W I T H A B E C

In this chapter we describe the theory behind the experiment proposal for

a compact gravitational wave detector using a Bose-Einstein condensate.

Gravitational waves are one of the last predictions of general relativity to

have been confirmed by experiment [8]. A first indication of the existence

of gravitational waves was given by the measurement of the decay of the

Hulse-Taylor binary’s orbit [65], that followed precisely the rate given by

the emission of gravitational waves predicted by general relativity. Recently,

several direct measurements of gravitational waves were achieved by the

Laser Interferometer Gravitational-Wave Observatory [8], mostly gravita-

tional waves emitted by colliding black hole pairs, but also by an inspiralling

neutron star pair that could be confirmed by optical detection [66]. How-

ever such interferometric schemes require huge infrastructure and can only

detect gravitational waves received from a specific direction. More refined,

compact and versatile detectors will thus be required in order for the field

of gravitational waves astronomy to develop substantially in the future, as

a new way to observe the Cosmos.

4.1 description of the detector

Contrarily to the first scheme to have detected gravitational waves, that is

LIGO [8], the gravitational wave detector we present here is not an inter-

ferometric scheme, but is based on the resonance of a phononic field in a
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4.2 effective background for the phonons in the condensate

BEC. This permits a much more compact device than the 4km long interom-

eter used in LIGO. Also, the shape and the orientation of the BEC could

be changed rather easily in order to detect gravitational waves coming from

different directions, which is not achievable with the current interferometric

schemes. In some sense, such a detector would be a quantum version of the

Weber experiment where large metal bars were expected to resonate with

gravitational waves [67].

Gravitational waves can create particles in cavities, as was found in [68].

In [41] it was shown that a gravitational wave propagating in a trapped BEC

creates phonons. When some of the phononic modes in the BEC enter in

resonance with the gravitational wave, the mode-mixing and the creation of

phonons become large enough to yield a measurable change in the quan-

tum state. The BEC can then be used as a gravitational wave detector. One

can tune the parameters of the BEC such as its size, its pressure and den-

sity and therefore the speed of sound in the condensate, in order to obtain

mode frequencies of phonons that match the resonance condition with the

gravitational wave.

4.2 effective background for the phonons in the condensate

4.2.1 Gravitational wave spacetime

The spacetime of a gravitational wave satisfies the linearised Einstein’s equa-

tions. This means that the change in the spacetime curvature due to a pass-

ing gravitational wave is very small and it can be seen as a perturbation on

top of the spacetime background. For a gravitational wave propagating on

a flat spacetime background, the metric tensor is given by: g = η + h, with

η = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1) the Minkowski metric and the components of the per-

turbation are hµν � 1. We work in the transverse traceless gauge, namely

with ∂µhµν = 0, h0µ = 0 and hµ
µ = 0. In this gauge, we can describe a

monochromatic gravitational plane wave that is elliptically polarised and
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propagating along the z direction. The perturbation h has hxx = −hyy ≡ h+

and hxy = hyx = h× as only non-zero components. The h+ and h× perturba-

tions only depend on (t− z) and the + and × indices refer to the different

polarisations of the wave. In this chapter we will work in 1 + 1 dimensions,

namely the BEC has only one spatial dimension. Such a BEC will only feel

the h+ perturbation, and the spacetime’s reduced line element along the

1-dimensional BEC reads ds2 = −dt2 + (1 + h+)dx2.

4.2.2 Effective metric in the Bose-Einstein condensate

Now that we have given the mathematical description of the curved space-

time background, we are interested in defining the effective metric on which

the phonons propagate. Such a metric is the equivalent for phonons in the

BEC to the spacetime’s metric for photons. A BEC can be described by a

classical mean field Ψ with a small quantum perturbation Π̂, which is the

phononic field propagating on the BEC’s surface in a similar way as ripples

evolve on a stretch of water. The phononic field verifies a wave equation

�Π̂ = 0 with the d’Alembert operator � = 1√
−G ∂µ(

√
−GGµν∂ν). The met-

ric components of the effective background perceived by the phonons is

[69, 70]:

Gµν =
n2

0 c−1
s

ρ0 + p0

(
gµν +

(
1− c2

s
c2

)
VµVν

)
, (76)

where we restore the speed of light c for clarity. The metric tensor g is the

spacetime’s metric as if there was no BEC, the speed of sound is given by

cs = c
√

∂p(ρ)/∂ρ where p and ρ are the pressure and energy density of

the BEC respectively, and V is the flows’ velocity. The other parameters of

the conformal factor, n0, p0 and ρ0 are respectively the density, the pres-

sure and the energy density of the bulk of the BEC, namely of the mean

classical background field Ψ. Let us work in the comoving frame of the

BEC’s flows, i.e. with Vµ = c δµ0. If we further assume a flat spacetime

background prior to the gravitational wave’s perturbation, we then have an
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effective BEC metric of the form G =
n2

0 c−1
s

ρ0+p0
diag(−c2

s , 1, 1, 1). The phonons

therefore propagate on the BEC with an effective metric that resembles very

much the Minkowski spacetime metric where photons propagate, the only

differences being the conformal factor and the speed of the field’s excita-

tions: the speed of light is here replaced by the speed of sound in the BEC.

When the gravitational wave hits the BEC, the BEC’s effective metric reads:

G =
n2

0 c−1
s

ρ0 + p0

( −c2
s 0 0 0

0 1+h+ h× 0
0 h× 1+h+ 0
0 0 0 1

)
(77)

For the 1-dimensional BEC that we consider, we have the effective metric:

G =
n2

0 c−1
s

ρ0 + p0
diag(−c2

s , 1 + h+). (78)

The wave equation is conformaly invariant in 1+1 dimensions, in practice

we will therefore be able to use the simple metric G = diag(−c2
s , 1 + h+).

4.3 phonon creation and mode-mixing

In this section we describe how the phonon field evolves due to the pres-

ence of the gravitational wave. We first define the phonons as excitations

of the quantised massless scalar field of the BEC, which evolve upon the

background given in (78). We then compare the phononic field before and

during the passing of the gravitational wave thanks to the associated Bo-

golyubov transformation.

4.3.1 Quantised phononic field

Before the passage of the gravitational wave through the BEC, the quantum

field of the phonons can be decomposed in the usual way:

Π̂(t, x) = ∑
k∈N∗

φk(t, x) âk + φ∗k (t, x) â†
k , (79)

with âk and â†
k respectively the annihilation and creation operators on the

flat effective BEC metric. We consider a BEC in a trap of length L = xR− xL,
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4.3 phonon creation and mode-mixing

with xL and xR the positions of the left and right ends of the trap, respec-

tively. Imposing vanishing boundary conditions on the edges of the trap,

we obtain the following field modes:

φk(t, x) =
1√
kπ

sin
(

kπ
x− xL

L

)
e−iωkt, (80)

with the dispersion relation ωk = k πcs
L , which is valid as long as h̄kk � m0 cs,

where kk = k π/L and m0 are respectively the wave number of mode k and

the mass of the atoms in the BEC.

4.3.2 Discrete Bogolyubov transformation

The passing of the gravitational wave can be seen as a change in the basis

of the field modes, i.e. a Bogolyubov transformation. To simplify the com-

putation of such a transformation, we first assume that the change in the

spacetime’s metric happens in a discrete manner: h+ = ε = cst. � 1. The

BEC’s effective metric then reads G = diag(−c2
s , 1 + ε). We work up to first

order in ε since the amplitude of the gravitational wave is expected to be

very small. First, we expand the phonon field in a new basis corresponding

to the presence of the wave: Π̂(t, x) = ∑
k∈N∗

Φk(t, x) Âk + Φ∗k(t, x) Â†
k , where

the mode functions and mode operators are denoted in capital letters in the

new basis. In order to find the expression of the field modes during the

passage of the gravitational wave, we perform a change of coordinates such

that the metric becomes conformally flat:

ds2 = −c2
s dη2 + (1 + ε)dx2 = (1 + ε)(−c2

s dt2 + dx2), (81)

where dt = dη/
√

1 + ε. The metric we obtain is therefore conformal to the

flat metric. The wave equation �Π̂ = 0 is conformally invariant in 1+1

dimensions, we thus recover the same expression for the field modes as in

the flat case, yet with new coordinates for the boundaries:

Φk(t, x) =
1√
kπ

sin
(

kπ
x− xL

√
1 + ε

L
√

1 + ε

)
e−i ωk√

1+ε
t. (82)
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4.3 phonon creation and mode-mixing

Now that we have the field modes before and after the discrete change

due to the gravitational wave, we should be able to compute the discrete Bo-

golyubov coefficients of the transformation: 0αjk(ε) = (Φj, φk) and 0β jk(ε) =

−(Φj, φ∗k ). We use the inner product (31) and obtain, up to first order in ε,

the following discrete Bogolyubov coefficients:

0αjk(ε) = −
(
1 + (−1)j+k)√jk

4(j− k)
ε (j 6= k), (83)

0β jk(ε) =

(
1 + (−1)j+k)√jk

4(j + k)
ε, (84)

and 0αjj(ε) = 1 + O(ε2). Here we made the assumptions of a box that

expands and contracts symmetricaly, with center placed at x = 0 and there-

fore boundaries initially at xL/R = ∓L/2. Other assumptions, like a box

with xL = 0 and xR = L, lead to different Bogolyubov coefficients. This

can be easily understood: in the case we are looking at, the center of the

cavity is unaffected by the gravitational wave, while in the latter example

it is the left boundary of the cavity that remains fixed. These are obviously

two different physical situations, that should lead to different changes in the

phononic field. Although we will work in the symmetric case, for the sake

of generality we provide below the expression of the discrete Bogolyubov

coefficients up to first order in ε for an arbitrary boundary choice:

0αjk(ε) =

(
xL − (−1)j+k(L + xL)

)√
jk

2L(j− k)
ε (j 6= k), (85)

0β jk(ε) = −
(

xL − (−1)j+k(L + xL)
)√

jk
2L(j + k)

ε, (86)

and 0αjj(ε) = 1 + O(ε2) remains unchanged.

4.3.3 Validity of the discrete Bogolyubov transformation

The discrete Bogolyubov coefficients derived in the previous subsection are

fulfiling the Bogolyubov identities up to first order in ε. This is not an

obvious fact: the inner product (31) was constructed for a continuous Bo-

golyubov transformation, where the spacelike surface of integration is the
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4.3 phonon creation and mode-mixing

same before and after the transformation. For the discrete change in the met-

ric considered here, the spacelike surface at t = 0− and the one at t = 0+ are

different. If we take the case where ε > 0 for example, see Figure 1, prior to

Figure 1.: Discrete cavity expansion

the transformation the field lives on a spacelike hypersurface that is smaller

than the one where the field evolves to. This is in principle fine because if

we choose the spacelike surface Σ = {x ∈ [xL, xR]}, which corresponds to

the spatial extent of the cavity at t = 0−, no portion of the field is lost in

the transformation since the future surface is larger than the past one. At

t = 0+ the field still lies on Σ, which ensures that the discrete transforma-

tion at t = 0 is reversible. For t > 0 however, some of the field will evolve

to the regions xL
√

1 + ε < x ≤ xL and xR ≤ x < xR
√

1 + ε.

For the contraction case, namely when ε < 0, it is in a first place not

so clear whether our calculation is fine or not: in that case the hypersurface

where the field lives is larger prior to the transformation. Therefore, it seems

that some of the field, that at t < 0 lived in the regions xL < x ≤ xL
√

1 + ε
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4.3 phonon creation and mode-mixing

and xR
√

1 + ε ≤ x < xR, might leak out of the cavity at t > 0, see Figure

2. In order to assert the rightness of our computation, we need to compare

Figure 2.: Discrete cavity contraction

the value for the inner product (31) with integration on the past surface Σ,

as we previously did, with an integration on the future hypersurface Σε =

{x ∈ [xL
√

1 + ε, xR
√

1 + ε]}. We denote such inner products by (Φj, φk)Σ

and (Φj, φk)Σε respectively. We do not need to further check for the inner

products of the form (Φj, φ∗k ) since the spatial part of the mode functions,

that is relevant for the present inquiry, is real valued. We find:

(Φj, φk)Σ − (Φj, φk)Σε = O(ε3), (87)

which confirms that the discrete Bogolyubov coefficients we obtain are fine

up to second order in the amplitude of the gravitational wave ε, and there-

fore to the order at which we carry out our computations.

57



4.3 phonon creation and mode-mixing

4.3.4 Continuous Bogolyubov transformation

To obtain the continuous Bogolyubov coefficients for the transformation ex-

perienced by the phonons during the whole passing of the gravitational

wave, one has to integrate the discrete Bogolyubov coefficients we obtained

in (83) and (84). This procedure was introduced in [71] for small accelera-

tions. The same formalism can be applied to small changes in the curved

spacetime, e.g. by a gravitational wave. In [41] this was used in order to

compute the continuous Bogolyubov transformation induced by the passing

gravitational waves on the states of the BEC. However, the formulas in [71]

cannot be exactly used in our computation: in order to obtain the first order

continuous Bogolyubov coefficients, it is assumed in [71] that the modes’ fre-

quencies only change at the second order in the acceleration perturbation.

This is however not the case in our calculation since the frequency of the

phononic modes change already at first order in ε. More general equations

thus need to be derived. We follow the same procedure as in [71], but we

take into account this change at first order in the modes’ frequencies due to

the presence of the gravitational wave.

The continuous Bogolyubov coefficients are encoded in the symplectic

matrix S =
(

α β
β∗ α∗

)
. The Bogolyubov identities in matrix form are given

by the symplectic relation
(

1 0
0 −1

)
= S

(
1 0
0 −1

)
S†. Introducing K =

(
0α 0β

0β 0α

)
,

which gathers the discrete Bogolyubov coefficients from inertial motion to

perturbed motion, we have:

Ṡ = iK−1Ω̃KS, (88)

where Ω̃ = diag(Ω,−Ω) and Ω = diag(Ω1, Ω2, . . .) gathers the perturbed

mode frequencies. We will now try to integrate this equation in order to

obtain the explicit expression for the Bogolyubov transformation S caused

by a real (namely, continuous) gravitational wave.
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4.3 phonon creation and mode-mixing

Gravitational wave

Under the presence of a gravitational wave, up to first order in the ampli-

tude of the gravitational wave ε we have:

Ωn =ωn + Ω(1)
n ε = ωn −

ωn

2
ε, (89)

0α = 1 + α̂ ε, (90)

0β = β̂ ε, (91)

K = 1 + K(1) ε. (92)

The first order discrete Bogolyubov coefficients α̂ and β̂ are given by (83)

and (84). We look for the continuous Bogolyubov coefficients in the form:

α = eiω(τf−τ0)
(
1 + Â

)
, (93)

β = eiω(τf−τ0)B̂, (94)

S = eiω̃(τf−τ0)
(

1 + S(1)ε(t)
)

, (95)

where ω̃ = diag(ω,−ω) and ω = diag(ω1, ω2, ...) gathers the unperturbed

modes’ frequencies, and we introduced the time dependent perturbation

ε(t) = ε f (t). The differential equation (88) then reads explicitly

iω̃eiω̃(t−τ0)
(

1 + S(1) f (t) ε
)
+ eiω̃(t−τ0)

(
Ṡ(1) f (t) + S(1) ḟ (t)

)
ε (96)

= iK−1Ω̃KS (97)

= i
(

1− K(1) f (t) ε
)(

ω̃− ω̃

2
f (t) ε

)(
1 + K(1) f (t) ε

)
eiω̃(t−τ0)

(
1 + S(1) f (t) ε

)
= i
(

ω̃ +

([
ω̃, K(1)

]
− ω̃

2

)
f (t) ε

)
eiω̃(t−τ0)

(
1 + S(1) f (t) ε

)
(98)

thus

eiω̃(t−τ0)

(
Ṡ(1)

+ S(1) ḟ (t)
f (t)

)
= i
([

ω̃, K(1)
]
− ω̃

2

)
eiω̃(t−τ0) (99)

and therefore

Ṡ(1)
+ S(1) ḟ (t)

f (t)
= i e−iω̃(t−τ0)

[
ω̃, K(1)

]
eiω̃(t−τ0) − i

ω̃

2
. (100)
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4.3 phonon creation and mode-mixing

A solution of (100) is S(1)(t) = f−1(t)
∫ t c(τ) f (τ) dτ, where c(t) is the term

in the right hand side of (100). Since
[
ω̃, K(1)

]
=
(

[ω,α̂] {ω,β̂}
−{ω,β̂} −[ω,α̂]

)
, we have:

Â(τf , τ0) = i
∫ τf

τ0

e−iω(t−τ0) [ω, α̂] eiω(t−τ0) ε(t) dt− i
ω

2

∫ τf

τ0

ε(t) dt, (101)

B̂(τf , τ0) = i
∫ τf

τ0

e−iω(t−τ0) {ω, β̂} e−iω(t−τ0) ε(t) dt. (102)

Using that α̂tp = −α̂ and β̂
tp

= β̂, which holds for the first order terms of

real Bogolyubov coefficients, we find:

Âjk(τf , τ0) = i (ωj −ωk)α̂jk

∫ τf

τ0

e−i(ωj−ωk)(t−τ0) ε(t) dt− i
ωkδjk

2

∫ τf

τ0

ε(t) dt,

(103)

B̂jk(τf , τ0) = i (ωj + ωk)β̂ jk

∫ τf

τ0

e−i(ωj+ωk)(t−τ0) ε(t) dt. (104)

The contribution due to the change in the frequency up to the first order in

the gravitational wave’s amplitude ε, that is the last term in the right hand

side of (103), occurs for diagonal mode mixing coefficients only. This term

is the only correction to what was used in [41].

Resonances

In this section we look at the effective Bogolyubov transformations happen-

ing to the phononic field when two of the field modes are in resonance

with the gravitational wave. In practice, we can tune the parameters of

the BEC (size, density, pressure) in order to modify its fundamental fre-

quency ω1 = cs π/L such that two of the phononic modes resonate with

the expected frequency of the gravitational wave to be measured. When

such resonance occurs, the relativistic transformation of the phononic field

becomes important and measurable. Let us denote the resonating modes

by the integers m and n, and the gravitational wave’s frequency by ΩGW.

Let us assume that the gravitational wave’s perturbation takes the form of

a simple oscillation ε(t) = ε sin ΩGWt. Several resonances can be consid-

ered, the most interesting ones being a priori Ω+ = ωm + ωn = ΩGW and

Ω− = ωm − ωn = ΩGW with m > n. For example, in the initial proposal

[41], the choice was made to focus on the particle creation resonance when

60



4.3 phonon creation and mode-mixing

Ω+ = ΩGW. In this section we provide a general account for both mode mix-

ing and particle creation resonances, for gravitational waves with frequen-

cies matching Ω+ and Ω−. In a first place, we focus on the computation of

the integrals Iα/β =
∫ τf

τ0
e−i(ωj∓ωk)(t−τ0) sin(ΩGWt) dt from the expressions

(103) and (104) respectively. These integrals are where the resonant terms

will appear. For simplicity, we set τf = τ and τ0 = 0. Let us start with a

BEC with Ω+ matching the gravitational wave’s frequency. We find:

I+,α =
e−i(j−k)ω1τ ((m + n) cos(Ω+τ) + i(j− k) sin(Ω+τ))−m− n

(j− k + m + n)(j− k−m− n)ω1
, (105)

I+,β =
e−i(j+k)ω1τ ((m + n) cos(Ω+τ) + i(j + k) sin(Ω+τ))−m− n

(j + k−m− n)(j + k + m + n)ω1
. (106)

One can notice that we have here two mode mixing resonances but only

one particle creation resonance. They occur respectively for j = k− m− n

and j = k + m + n, and j = m + n− k. We recalculate I+,α/β assuming such

values before integrating in order to obtain the resonant terms. To make

these resonant terms apparent, we work in the regime ω1τ � 1, that is

the resonance regime. This regime is necessary in order to accumulate the

effect of the resonance sufficiently and to make the change of the phonons’

state measurable, see [41] for more details on the measurability issues and

the related metrology computations. In the resonant regime, we have the

simplified expressions:

I+,α ∼
i
2

τ (δj+m+n,k − δj,k+m+n), (107)

I+,β ∼ −
i
2

τ δj+k,m+n. (108)

Let us now consider the case where Ω− matches the gravitational wave’s

frequency. We find:

I−,α =
e−i(j−k)ω1τ ((m− n) cos(Ω−τ) + i(j− k) sin(Ω−τ))−m + n

(j− k + m− n)(j− k−m + n)ω1
, (109)

I−,β =
e−i(j+k)ω1τ ((m− n) cos(Ω−τ) + i(j + k) sin(Ω−τ))−m + n

(j + k + m− n)(j + k−m + n)ω1
. (110)

61



4.3 phonon creation and mode-mixing

Here we have two mode mixing resonances and two particle creation res-

onances: respectively for j = k − m + n and j = k + m − n, and for j =

n−m− k and j = m− n− k. In the resonance regime ω1τ � 1, we have:

I−,α ∼
i
2

τ (δj,k−m+n − δj,k+m−n), (111)

I−,β ∼
i
2

τ (δj+k,n−m − δj+k,m−n). (112)

The extra term from the first order change in the modes’ frequencies,

which we derived in (83), turns out to be negligible: it is a simple oscil-

lation term which does not resonate. In the resonant regime it is there-

fore neglected along with all the other oscillatory terms that we already

neglected. Now that we know the resonant terms, we can write the rele-

vant Bogolyubov coefficients in the resonant regime, depending on which

resonance we are interested in.

Explicit Bogolyubov coefficients

In order to obtain the explicit expression of the transformation experienced

by the phonon field when a gravitational wave passes during a time τ,

we now combine the results obtained above together with the discrete Bo-

golyubov coefficients (83) and (84) in the expression for the continuous Bo-

golyubov coefficients (103) and (104). We recall that we have defined the

Bogolyubov matrices as α = eiωτ
(
1 + Â

)
and β = eiωτ B̂. When Ω+ = ΩGW,

we have in the resonant regime ω1τ � 1:

Âjk(τ) ∼ ω1τ
1 + (−1)j+k

8

√
jk (δj+m+n,k − δj,k+m+n) ε (113)

B̂jk(τ) ∼ ω1τ
1 + (−1)j+k

8

√
jk δj+k,m+n ε. (114)

When Ω− = ΩGW instead, we obtain:

Âjk(τ) ∼ ω1τ
1 + (−1)j+k

8

√
jk (δj,k−m+n − δj,k+m−n) ε (115)

B̂jk(τ) ∼ ω1τ
1 + (−1)j+k

8

√
jk (δj+k,m−n − δj+k,n−m) ε. (116)
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4.4 conclusion

The Bogolyubov coefficients that we have obtained all have the same am-

plitude, the only differences in the Bogolyubov matrices being which coeffi-

cients resonate with the gravitational wave. For example, when Ω+ = ΩGW,

the only mode mixing coefficients that resonate are given by the (j, k) that

fulfil either j = k + m + n or k = j + m + n, while the particle creation

resonance occurs for the j = m + n − k for all positive k < m + n. When

Ω− = ΩGW, the non vanishing coefficients appear for other couples of (j, k).

One can note however that all the coefficients for which j+ k is an odd num-

ber vanish. This is due to the choice of the symmetric cavity, and it would

not happen for another choice of boundary condition. This can be seen by

comparing the discrete Bogolyubov coefficients (83) and (84) we have used

with the general ones in (85) and (86). Also notice that for both resonances

Ω+ = ΩGW and Ω− = ΩGW there is no couple of non zero integers (j, k)

such that we have both a mode mixing resonance and a particle creation

resonance occuring at the same time.

4.4 conclusion

In this chapter we have introduced the theory of the resonance of phononic

modes in a Bose-Einstein condensate interacting with a gravitational wave.

In a first place, we successfully derived the expression for the Bogolyubov

transformation associated to a discrete change in the spacetime metric back-

ground of the BEC, up to first order in the perturbation. Then we derived

the continuous Bogolyubov coefficients for a realistic, continuous gravita-

tional wave. We then looked at different resonance scenarios and gave the

explicit expression for the appropriate Bogolyubov transformations of the

phononic field.

Based on the results obtained in this chapter, we will be able to look at the

noise induced by the shaking of the cavity in the next chapter, along with

other noise studies e.g. thermality.
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5
N O I S E I N T H E P H O N O N I C G R AV I TAT I O N A L WAV E

D E T E C T O R

In this chapter, we review some noise sources for the proposed BEC gravita-

tional wave detector described in the previous chapter. Possible sources of

noise include in particular sismic noise, i.e. shaking of the cavity where the

BEC and its phonons are trapped, and the noise due to the temperature of

the BEC, i.e. cause by the thermal agitation of the atoms.

5.1 noise due to the shaking of the cavity

Here we study the influence of small displacements in the position of the

cavity, which could lead to some changes in the field. In general we denote

such displacements by the dimensionless parameter η, that we will keep up

to order η2 in our computations. The perturbation η will displace the cavity

by a distance ηL � L, where L is the length of the cavity. In the first sub-

section we look at how such a displacement transforms the phononic field

within a cavity at rest. In the following subsection, this transformation is

combined with the one induced by the gravitational wave in order to esti-

mate how the shaking noise could affect the gravitational wave detection.

We perform all these computations using discrete Bogolyubov transforma-

tions. Not only the computation is simpler so, but also one can expect

that noise displacements actually happen almost discretely, as sudden hops,

which justifies the approximation.
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5.1 noise due to the shaking of the cavity

5.1.1 Shaking cavity

Following a similar procedure as in 4.3.2, we here compute the discrete

Bogolyubov transformation experienced by the field modes when the cavity

is slightly displaced in a Minkowski spacetime background (see Figure 3).

Figure 3.: Discrete cavity displacement. Here η is taken to be positive, the

η < 0 case is obtained easily by shifting the boundaries xL and xR

after transformation to the left instead.

The modes in the cavity are initially again given by (80) and the ones in

the displaced cavity are:

Φk(t, x) =
1√
kπ

sin
(

kπ
x− xL

L
− η

)
e−iωkt. (117)
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5.1 noise due to the shaking of the cavity

We then obtain the discrete Bogolyubov coefficients for the displacement:

αjk(η) =
√

jk
1− (−1)j+k

j− k
η + O(η3) (j 6= k), (118)

β jk(η) = −
√

jk
1− (−1)j+k

j + k
η + O(η3), (119)

and when j = k we have αjj(η) = 1− π2

2 j2 η2 + O(η3). Note that β jj van-

ishes identically, and not only perturbatively. This is a consequence of the

invariance of the modes’ frequencies under the displacement of the cavity.

Notice that we find several Bogolyubov coefficients already up to first or-

der in η only. This means that the effect of displacements up to the same

amplitude as the stretching (resp. contracting) of the distances due to the

gravitational wave are relevant and should be taken into account. Note that

in a continuous picture the noise terms shouldn’t resonate and therefore

should be erased by the increased signal.

Here, as in subsection 4.3.3, we are also concerned by the validity of the

discrete approximation we are using: there are possible leaks of the field

due to the mismatch between the spacelike hypersurfaces delimited by the

cavity before and after the displacement. Following the same procedure as

before, we find:

(Φj, φk)Σ − (Φj, φk)Ση = O(η3), (120)

where Ση = {x ∈ [xL + ηL, xR + ηL]}. Namely, there is no leak of the field

up to the order of our computation and we can therefore safely use these

discrete Bogolyubov coefficients.

Here the frequencies of the modes do not change after the transformation,

one can directly apply the techniques developed in [71] in order to obtain

the continuous Bogolyubov coefficients. Up to first order in η, these read:

A(t) = eiω(t−t0)
(

1 + Ã + O(η2)
)

, (121)

B(t) = eiω(t−t0)B̃ + O(η2), (122)
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5.1 noise due to the shaking of the cavity

where ω = diag(ω1, ω2, ...) gathers the modes’ frequencies and:

Ãjk = i(ωj −ωk)α
(1)
jk

∫ t

t0

e−i(ωj−ωk)(τ−t0)η(τ) dτ, (123)

B̃jk = i(ωj + ωk)β
(1)
jk

∫ t

t0

e−i(ωj+ωk)(τ−t0)η(τ) dτ, (124)

where α
(1)
jk and β

(1)
jk denote the first order discrete Bogolyubov coefficients

found in (118) and (119), respectively. The noise function η is a random

function of time, which frequency spectrum can be obtained by experimen-

tal characterisation. Knowing the frequency spectrum of the noise, one

would then be able to model it through η(τ) in order to assert how it affects

the probe states that are to be used in the gravitational wave detector.

5.1.2 Shaking cavity with gravitational wave

We now repeat the computation but including the effects of both the gravi-

tational wave and the shaking of the cavity. We again work up to first order

in ε, up to second order in η and we keep cross terms O(ε η) only. The

mode functions of the phonon field experiencing both effects read:

Φk(t, x) =
1√
kπ

sin
(

kπ
x− xL

√
1 + ε

L
√

1 + ε
− η

)
e−i ωk√

1+ε
t. (125)

We can now obtain the Bogolyubov coefficients for the transformation:

αjk(ε, η) = −
√

jk
1 + (−1)j+k

4(j− k)
ε +

√
jk

1− (−1)j+k

j− k
η + j

√
jk

1− (−1)j+k

2(j− k)2 ε η,

(126)

β jk(ε, η) =
√

jk
1 + (−1)j+k

4(j + k)
ε−

√
jk

1− (−1)j+k

j + k
η − j

√
jk

1− (−1)j+k

2(j + k)2 ε η, (127)

for j 6= k. When j = k, we have αjj(ε, η) = 1− π2

2 j2 η2 and the particle cre-

ation coefficients simplify β jj(ε, η) = 1
4 ε. We will now enquire into possible

leaks of the field during this discrete transformation. See Figures 4 and 5 for

the eight different configurations that can occur when both effects happen

jointly.
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Figure 4.: Discrete cavity expansion including noise. Transformations 3 and

4 could possibly lead to leaks of the field.

Figure 5.: Discrete cavity contraction including noise. The four transforma-

tions could possibly lead to leaks of the field.
68



5.2 noise due to the condensate’s thermality

One can see that among these eight cases, six of them are potentially

pathologic (from case 3 to 8). In the contracting cavity cases (5 to 8), this

had to be expected as it was already the case even without the shaking

of the cavity. However, the expanding cavity transformation which was

leak free before including the noise can in principle have leaks of the field

when the amplitude of the noise |η| is larger than the amplitude of the

gravitational wave ε. Yet, following again the same procedure as in the

previous computations, we find that:

(Φj, φk)Σ − (Φj, φk)Σ′ = O
(

ε2, η3, ε η2
)

, (128)

with the spacelike hypersurface of the cavity immediately after the transfor-

mation Σ′ = {x ∈ [(xL + ηL)
√

1 + ε, (xR + ηL)
√

1 + ε]}. Therefore, up to

the order we decided to work we can safely use the discrete Bogolyubov

computation for the eight cases displayed above. These results however

hold only when the noise considered has an amplitude at most of the square-

root of the gravitational wave’s amplitude, i.e. for |η| . 10−11. Stronger

sources of sismic noise would need a more systematic treatment.

5.2 noise due to the condensate’s thermality

We now would like to find out which is the influence of the BEC’s thermal-

ity on the state of the phonons used to detect the gravitational wave. This

question was addressed in a different way in [4], where the effect of the

states’ thermality on the quantum metrology results was characterised. In

this section, we give a simple analysis in order to obtain analytical insights

on the effect of temperature on the quantum state of the phonons. For sim-

plicity, we consider the phononic field to be constituted by only two modes:

m = 2 and n = 1. In reality the phononic field is constituted by many

more, but this approximation will simplify considerably the computations

and won’t change the result to the perturbative order at which we consider

the temperature. The two modes are considered to be the ones resonating
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with the gravitational wave. We thus have either Ω+ = 3ω1 = ΩGW or

Ω− = ω1 = ΩGW. The initial thermal state in the BEC reads:

σth = diag(ν212, ν112), (129)

where νj = coth(jβ/2) and β = h̄ω1/kBT. In the limit of small temperatures,

namely when β→ ∞, we have νj ∼ 1 + e−jβ + O(e−2jβ). We thus have:

σth = 14 + diag(0, e−β 12) + O(e−2β). (130)

If the temperature is negligible in the condensate, the initial state is simply

a vacuum state σvac = 14, as it was considered to be in the initial proposal

[41]. Therefore, the difference in the initial state compared to the ideal case

is ∆σ = σth − σvac = diag(0, e−β 12), up to lowest order in the temperature.

One of the key features of the BEC gravitational wave detector is the

squeezing of the two modes resonating with the wave. The resulting squeezed

state is indeed much more sensitive to the perturbation caused by the pass-

ing gravitational wave. Let’s now apply the squeezing operation to the

thermal perturbation:

Ssq
†∆σSsq = e−β

(
sinh2 r 12 − sinh r cosh r σx

− sinh r cosh r σx cosh2 r 12

)
. (131)

The squeezed initial state of the phononic field inside the BEC before the

passage of the gravitational wave therefore reads

σ0 =
(

(cosh2 r+sinh2 r) 12 − sinh 2r σx

− sinh 2r σx (cosh2 r+sinh2 r) 12

)
+ e−β

(
sinh2 r 12 − sinh 2r

2 σx

− sinh 2r
2 σx cosh2 r 12

)
. (132)

To keep analytical insights, we investigate the effect of the transformation

due to a sudden change in the metric, a ’discrete gravitational wave’ as we

previously saw. One can obtain the exact result by carrying the same com-

putation but with the continuous gravitational wave transformation derived

in the previous chapter, at the expense of the result’s compactness. Using

(83) and (84) (and the expression of 0αjj below these), we find the symplectic

matrix associated to the discrete Bogolyubov transformation:

Sε =

 12
ε
4 12

ε
4 12 12

 . (133)
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The state during the passage of the wave σε = Sε
†σ0Sε therefore reads

σε =

(
(1+2 sinh2 r) 12− ε

2 sinh 2r σx
ε
2 (1+2 sinh2 r) 12−sinh 2r σx

ε
2 (1+2 sinh2 r) 12−sinh 2r σx (2 cosh2 r−1) 12− ε

2 sinh 2r σx

)
+ ∆σε, (134)

with the thermal perturbation

∆σε = e−β

(
sinh2 r 12− ε

4 sinh 2r σx
ε
4 (1+2 sinh2 r) 12− sinh 2r

2 σx
ε
4 (1+2 sinh2 r) 12− sinh 2r

2 σx cosh2 r 12− ε
4 sinh 2r σx

)
. (135)

We can also rewritte the state as

σε =
(

12 02
02 −12

)
+
(

1 + e−β

2

)( 2 sinh2 r 12− ε
2 sinh 2r σx

ε
2 (1+2 sinh2 r) 12−sinh 2r σx

ε
2 (1+2 sinh2 r) 12−sinh 2r σx 2 cosh2 r 12− ε

2 sinh 2r σx

)
.

(136)

In this latter expression the contribution from the condensate’s thermality

appears as a simple perturbation of the state transformed by the gravita-

tional wave. One could use this expression to expand perturbatively quan-

tities of interest, such as for quantum metrology calculations, in order to

obtain analytical expressions for the thermal deviations from the known

results [41].

5.3 outlook and further noise studies

In this chapter we provided a theory for the evaluation of the effects from

the shaking of the gravitational wave detector’s cavity where the BEC is

trapped. We derived the Bogolyubov transformation for a discrete displace-

ment of the cavity occuring during the passing of the gravitational wave.

Provided with the noise spectrum obtained experimentaly, we would be

able to integrate these discrete Bogolyubov coefficients in order to charac-

terise the complete transformation on the BEC’s states. The combined effect

of the shaking noise and of the gravitational wave was also characterised.

We then considered the thermal agitation of the atoms, which was ne-

glected in a first place in the initial proposal [41], where the atoms where

considered to have zero temperature. The influence of thermality was al-

ready approached differently in references [4, 5]. In the previous section we
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provided another different approach yielding an explicit analytic expression

for the quantum state of the two resonant thermal modes of the phononic

field during the passage of a gravitational wave.

It is worth mentionning that other sources of noise have been investigated

recently in the litterature, like phonon decoherence due to phonon-phonon

interactions [72], and three different damping mechanisms in the BEC have

been discussed in [73]: Landau damping, Beliaev damping and atomic evap-

oration. These correspond respectively to: absorbtion of energy from the

perturbations of the bulk by the thermal bath of excitations, decay of single

phonons to two phonons of lower energies, and interatomic interactions and

thermal fluctuations of the condensate leading to atomic losses.

An analogue gravity approach was also developed in [73]. There the

problem is reversed, the parameters of the BEC are tuned such that the ef-

fective metric for the phonons mimics the spacetime background of a grav-

itational wave, although the actual spacetime background metric is the one

of Minkowski. This would enable to test the features of the BEC gravita-

tional wave detector in the absence of the wave, and therefore to improve it

and prepare it for actual detections.

72



Part III.

Quantum communication and

metrology in space
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6
R A D I A L Q U A N T U M C O M M U N I C AT I O N A N D

M E T R O L O G Y I N K E R R S PA C E T I M E

The field of quantum communications promises several technical improve-

ments to current classical communications. One example is the use of quan-

tum cryptography which would make communications more secure, thanks

to more robust protocols than the classical ones [74]. More fundamental as-

pects can also be studied using quantum communications. For example, the

interplay between quantum physics and relativity can be probed through

quantum communications between moving observers and within schemes

in a curved spacetime background [34]. The results of the measurements

can then be compared with the predictions obtained by theories that were

developed in the overlap of quantum physics and relativity, the most under-

stood of these being quantum field theory in curved spacetime [40].

Knowing quantitatively how quantum communications are affected by

the curved spacetime background would enable to compensate undesirable

relativistic effects in future quantum technologies. Precise values of the

necessary corrections in such quantum communication setups can only be

obtained with an accurate knowledge of the spacetime parameters. We thus

need to employ techniques from the field of quantum metrology, which

aims at exploiting quantum resources, such as entanglement, to estimate

physical parameters [51]. Within a standard estimation protocol, an input

quantum state undergoes a transformation that encodes the parameter to

be estimated. The resulting state of this transformation is then compared,
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radial quantum communication and metrology in kerr spacetime

by means of the fidelity, to a neighbouring state which is infinitesimally

close in terms of the parameter. One can define a distance between these

two states that is directly related to the Quantum Fisher Information (QFI),

which in turn is directly related to the maximum precision one can obtain

in an estimation scheme. A final measurement provides an estimation of

the value of the parameter in a single-shot run [51].

Typical applications of quantum metrology range from phase estimation

in quantum optics to estimating the gravitational potential with Bose Ein-

stein Condensates (BECs) [41, 37]. However, when estimating relativistic

parameters, gravity usually appears as an external potential, or a phase

modification, which does not overcome the inherent inconsistency between

quantum physics and relativity [75]. Recently, this gap has been bridged

and quantum field theory in curved spacetime has been employed as the

core framework to compute the ultimate bounds on ultra-precise measure-

ments of relativistic parameters. In particular, it was shown that it is pos-

sible to use the shifting induced on the frequency distribution of single

photons ascending the gravitational potential of a static planet to estimate

with great precision the distance between a user based on Earth and one

on a satellite [34, 35]. In this case, gravity isn’t affecting the quantum state

as the simple addition of a phase. The effects due to curved spacetime

can therefore not be explained by a simple ad hoc implementation of proper

time in a classical quantum mechanics scheme. Furthermore, it was shown

that these effects can have potentially high impact on specific types of quan-

tum key distribution (QKD) protocols [34]. This direction has the potential

of leading towards the development of new relativistic and quantum tech-

nologies aimed at testing the predictions of quantum field theory in curved

spacetime in space-based experiments with satellites.

In this work we extend the analysis carried out in previous works which

investigated quantum estimation techniques in scenarios where photons are

exchanged between Earth and a satellite [35]. There, the Earth was assumed

as static and the effects on the propagation of the photons depend only on
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the Schwarzschild radius of the Earth. Here we consider a rotating planet,

and we model the metric outside the mass distribution by the well known

Kerr metric [47]. The transformation induced by the curvature on the trav-

eling photon reduces to a beam-splitter, a well known linear transformation

in quantum optics [76]. We can therefore restrict ourselves to Gaussian

states and employ the powerful covariance matrix formalism that allows to

achieve analytical insight in scenarios that involve Gaussian states and lin-

ear unitary transformations [54, 50]. In particular, we seek out the effects of

rotation on previously employed entanglement-swapping protocols [34, 35].

We find the error bound on the equatorial angular velocity of the Earth

and compare it with that achieved with cutting edge technology. The rate of

improvement of quantum optical technologies and the rapid increase of the

control over quantum systems suggest that in the near future our scheme

might provide a reliable way to outperform current technologies based on

classical means.

The chapter is organised as follows. In Section 6.1, we present the process

of exchanging photons between Earth and a satellite, we characterise and

model the system, and we give the mathematical formalism that is going to

be relevant for the general relativistic calculations that will follow. In Section

6.2, we derive the expression of the frequency shift for the photon travelling

through the Kerr spacetime. Section 6.3 consists of the relativistic quantum

metrology calculations. It introduces the relevant perturbative quantities

that are affecting the states, and derives the Quantum Fisher Information

(QFI) for the system studied, and hence the estimated error bounds for the

spacetime parameters. Section 6.4 introduces the satellite to satellite scheme

and the related precision estimations are computed in the same fashion as

in the Earth to satellite case. Finally, Section 6.5 briefly discusses how the

effects computed in this work can affect a simple QKD protocol, specifically

comparing the magnitude of the effect with what has been found in [34].

76



6.1 description of the scheme

6.1 description of the scheme

6.1.1 Description of the experiment

A photon is sent radially, namely with θ = cst. and φ = cst., by Alice from a

laboratory on Earth’s equator to Bob who is in a satellite circularly orbiting

at radius rB in the equatorial plane of the Kerr spacetime. A schematic

representation of the setup can be found in Fig. 6.

Figure 6.: Alice on Earth sends a photon (localised around the straight line)

to Bob in the satellite. The photon experiences the effects of the

curvature of spacetime along the whole path while propagating,

which can be seen in the picture by the progressive tightening

and redshifting of the Gaussian wavepacket. The final effect is a

nonlocal and cumulative effect due to travel along the whole path.

77



6.1 description of the scheme

6.1.2 Wave packet characterisation

In this work we employ photons which are geometrically radial, namely

with vanishing angular velocities φ̇γ = 0 = θ̇γ. We will see that in Kerr

space-time such photons have a non trivial angular momentum constant of

motion, contrarily to the Schwarzschild case. The evolution of the quantum

field is thus a 1+1 dimensional problem. Such a photon can be modelled

by a wave packet of frequency distribution Fω0(ω) of monochromatic plane

waves with frequency ω and peaked at ω0. The annihilation operator asso-

ciated to this photon by an observer (infinitely) far from Earth is:

âω0(t) =
∫ +∞

0
dω e−iωtFω0(ω) âω. (137)

The canonical bosonic commutation relations [âω0(t), â†
ω0
(t)] = 1 for the

bosonic operator (137) at any instant of time follow directly from those for

the sharp frequency operators [âω, â†
ω′ ] = δ(ω−ω′) and from the normalisa-

tion of the frequency distribution function Fω0(ω) i.e.,
∫ ∞

0 dω|Fω0(ω)|2 = 1.

It is possible to rewrite the annihilation operator (137) of the same photon

as described by Alice or Bob. We then follow [34] and we have:

âΩK,0(τK) =
∫ +∞

0
dΩK e−iΩKτK F(K)

ΩK,0
(ΩK) âΩK , (138)

where the index K = A, B refers to observer Alice or Bob respectively. The

quantity ΩK is the frequency of the photon as measured locally by the ob-

server K with proper time τK. We have introduced the peak frequency ΩK,0

of the frequency distribution F(K)
ΩK,0

, and the bosonic canonical commutation

relations for each observer read [âΩK , â†
ΩK

] = 1.

Alice now prepares and sends a wave packet F(A)
ΩA,0

at radius rA which is

received by Bob on the satellite as a wave packet F(B)
ΩB,0

at radius rB. Through-

out its journey, the wave packet has changed due to the spacetime being

curved. The relation between the two frequency distributions has been al-

ready found in [34]. We define the frequency shift f through the relation
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ΩB = f ΩA, which will be made explicit later (notice that we are not using

the same definition for f as in [34, 35]). Then one finds:

F(B)
ΩB,0

(ΩB) =

√
1
f

F(A)
ΩA,0

(
1
f

ΩB

)
. (139)

Bob knows that the photon Alice has sent was characterised by F(A)
ΩA,0

. One

way to quantify the change in the state of the photon is to use the fidelity

between the initial state prepared with wave packet F(A)
ΩA,0

and the final state

received with wave packet F(B)
ΩB,0

. The fidelity F = |Θ|2 for a single photon

in a pure state is simply defined through the overlap function between the

two frequency distributions:

Θ =
∫ +∞

0
dΩB F(B)?

ΩB,0
(ΩB)F(A)

ΩA,0
(ΩB). (140)

The fidelity tends to zero for photons traversing regions of spacetime with

sufficiently strong curvature, while it would reach unity in flat spacetime.

A convenient choice of wave packet is a normalised Gaussian wave packet

of width σK and with a frequency distribution of the form:

F(K)
ΩK,0

(ΩK) =
1

4
√

2πσ2
K

e
− (ΩK−ΩK,0)

2

4σ2
K . (141)

We therefore employ (140) and (141) (also see [34]) to find:

Θ =

√
2(1 + δ)

1 + (1 + δ)2 e
−

δ2Ω2
B,0

4(1+(1+δ)2)σ2
B , (142)

the amount of shifting being quantified by the new parameter δ defined by1:

δ = f − 1. (143)

In the following, we will derive the explicit formula for f in terms of the

spacetime parameters.

1 Here we adopt the same convention for the parameter δ as in [35] for consistency with this

previous work.
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6.2 frequency shift in kerr spacetime

6.2.1 Preliminaries

The general frequency shift formula for a photon emitted from Alice on

Earth and received by Bob in the satellite reads [44, 77]:

f =
ΩB

ΩA
=

[
k.ẊB

]
|X=XB[

k.Ẋ A

]
|X=X A

, (144)

where Ẋ A and ẊB are the four-velocities of Alice and Bob respectively, while

k is the tangent vector to the affinely parametrised null geodesic that the

photon follows. For simplicity of the computations, we restrain our study

to a satellite that follows a geodesic circular orbit, i.e. ṙB = 0, and which is

constrained to the equatorial plane of the Kerr spacetime, thus θ̇B = 0. Alice

on the rotating Earth also has ṙA = θ̇A = 0. And our photon is geometrically

radial, namely kθ = kφ = 0. We thus have:

kµ(ẊK)µ = kt(ṫK gtt + φ̇K gtφ), (145)

where again K = A, B. The velocity of our observers are [49, 78]:

Ẋ A = γA
(

∂t + ωA ∂φ

)
, (146)

ẊB = γB
(
(1 + ε a ωB) ∂t + ε ωB ∂φ

)
, (147)

where ε = +1 for direct orbits (i.e., when the satellite co-rotates with the

Earth), and ε = −1 for retrogade ones (i.e., the opposite way). The pa-

rameter ωA = dφA/dtA denotes Earth’s angular coordinate velocity at the

equator, while ωB =
√

M/r3
B is Bob’s orbit frequency. The factors γK are ob-

tained through the normalisation relations (ẊK)
µ(ẊK)

νgµν = −1 and read:

γA =
(

1−ω2
A
(
r2

A + a2)− 2M
rA

(
1− a ωA

)2
)− 1

2
, (148)

γB =
(

1− 3M
rB

+ 2 ε a ωB

)− 1
2
. (149)
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The tangent vector to the photon’s worldline reads:

k = Ep

(
1

1− 2M
r

∂t +
√

κ ∂r

)
, (150)

κ = 1 +
a2

r2

(
1 +

2M
r

)
+

4
1− 2M

r

M2 a2

r4 , (151)

where it has been used that for such a geometrically radial photon we have:

Lφ = −a
Eγ

1− 2M
r

2M
r

. (152)

The constants of motion Ep and Lφ are respectively the energy and longitudi-

nal angular momentum of the photon as would be measured by an inertial

observer at space infinity. These quantities are conserved along geodesics

thanks to the presence of the Killing fields ∂t and ∂φ, respectively. After

evaluation at XB, the explicit form of the numerator in (144) thus reads:

[kµ(ẊB)µ]|XB
= −Ep γB

(
1 + ε

a ωB

1− 2M
rB

)
. (153)

The denominator of (144), after evaluation at X A, reads:

[kµ(ẊA)µ]|X A
= −Ep γA

(
1 +

2M
rA

a ωA

1− 2M
rA

)
. (154)

The A and B subscripts on the quantities ∆ and κ denote evaluation at rA

and rB respectively. We now have all the ingredients to compute explicitly

the frequency shift of the photon (144).

6.2.2 Frequency shift formula

Plugging (153) and (154) in (144), we obtain the explicit expression of the

frequency shift for the photon exchanged between Alice on Earth and Bob

in the circularly orbiting satellite. We find:

f =

1 + ε a ωB
1− 2M

rB

1 + 2M
rA

a ωA
1− 2M

rA

√√√√1− 2M
rA

(1− a ωA)2 − (a2 + r2
A)ωA

1− 3M
rB

+ 2 ε a ωB
. (155)
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In the Schwarzschild limit a, ωA → 0, it simplifies to:

fS =

√√√√1− 2M
rA

1− 3M
rB

. (156)

Therefore, equation (155) reduces to the known result for a radial photon

in a static planet spacetime that has been used in [34, 35]. As expected by

the symmetry of the problem in the case of a radial photon propagating

in Schwarzschild spacetime, the result does not depend on the direction of

rotation of the satellite, namely on ε. One can also notice that, in this limit,

photons received on satellites orbiting at radius rB = 3
2rA will not experience

any frequency shift. In the Schwarzschild picture, this is the altitude at

which the gravitational effect of the Earth and the special relativistic effect

due to the motion of the satellite compensate each other, and Bob’s clock

rate becomes equal to the clock rate of Alice. Indeed, the satellite’s motion

around the Earth slows down Bob’s proper time, but the higher altitude

of Bob introduces a lower redshift which therefore has also a lower effect

on Bob’s clock rate, as compared to Alice. Special relativistic effects thus

dominate the frequency shift of photons received at altitudes below rB =

3
2rA, where photons will actually be received blue-shifted, while the photons

will be received red-shifted at rB > 3
2rA where the gravitational frequency

shift dominates. A last relevant check is to verify the absence of frequency

shift in flat spacetime. Unsurprisingly, taking the flat limit of (155), namely

M, a, ωA → 0, we find that in Minkowski spacetime fM = 1.

6.3 quantum estimation of rotation parameters of the earth

In this section, we apply quantum estimation techniques to find the ultimate

bounds on the precision of measurements of parameters of the Earth.
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6.3.1 Summary of spacetime parameters

In our result (155) for the frequency shift of a radial photon traveling from

Earth to space, there are five dimensionless perturbative parameters of in-

terest, for which we give numerical values in the table 2.

Quantity (N. Units) Quantity (S.I.) Value Orbit

M/rA GM/rAc2 6.95× 10−10 /

M/rB GM/rBc2
1.05× 10−10 GEO

5.29× 10−10 LEO

a/rA a/rA 5.11× 10−7 /

a/rB a/rB
7.73× 10−8 GEO

3.89× 10−7 LEO

rA ωA rA ωA/c 1.55× 10−6 /

Table 2.: Dimensionless perturbative parameters of the frequency shift.

We consider two orbits for satellites, low Earth orbits at rB(LEO) = rA +

2000km and geostationary ones rB(GEO) = rA + 35784km.

6.3.2 Quantification of the frequency shift

The amount of change in the photon’s frequency distribution is quantified

by the shift parameter δ:

δ =
ΩB

ΩA
− 1, (157)

where ΩB/ΩA has an explicit expression in (155). We proceed by expanding

this expression perturbatively in the parameters from table 2. We obtain:

δ = δS + δrot + δc, (158)
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where δS is a first order Schwarzschild term, δrot is the lowest order rotation

term, and we gather all higher order corrections in δc. We give explicit

values of the first two:

δS =
1
4

rS

rA

1− 2 L
rA

1 + L
rA

, (159)

δrot = −
(rA ωA)

2

2
∼ −10−12, (160)

where we have introduced Earth’s Schwarzschild radius rS = 2M and the

distance between Alice and Bob, L = rB − rA. Notice that δS in (159) is

different to the δ displayed in the Schwarzschild scenario papers [34, 35].

It comes from the fact that we are expanding the total frequency shift (155)

taking into account both special and general relativistic effects, while in [34,

35] the parameter δ has been obtained by expanding only the gravitational

frequency shift. With the values used in table 2, we have δS ∼ 10−10 for

LEO orbits and δS ∼ −10−10 for GEO orbits. Lowest order terms from δc

are of order 10−21, we can therefore safely neglect them from now on.

If one assumes that the positions of Alice and Bob are known with suffi-

cient (in principle, infinite) precision, one can employ (158) to express the

precision ∆δ on measurements on δ in terms of the precision ∆rS on the

Schwarzschild radius of the Earth:

∆δ = δS
∆rS

rS
. (161)

We have used that for the orbits we consider |δS| � |δc| to neglect terms

coming from δc. Yet, as noticed in (156), there is no frequency shift in

Schwarzschild spacetime for orbits at altitude L = rA/2, and consequently

δS vanishes for these orbits. Hence, for orbits with L ∼ rA/2 we would need

to take higher order corrections from δc into account, and (161) will have a

more involved expression.
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We are also interested in the precision one can achieve for the measure-

ment of Earth’s equatorial angular velocity. The relation between ∆δ and

∆ωA is simply:

∆δ = 2δrot
∆ωA

ωA
. (162)

We will now proceed to employ the quantum estimation techniques neces-

sary to find the ultimate bounds on the measurement errors we have ex-

plicitly found above. In order to achieve this goal, we need to compute

the Quantum Fisher Information H(δ) which will allow us to employ the

Cramér-Rao theorem.

6.3.3 Quantum Fisher information and parameter estimation

Following [35], we employ an initial two mode squeezed state and compute

the fidelity F in order to obtain the QFI. For the regime we are interested

in, δ� Ω2

8σ2 δ2 � 1, the fidelity reads:

F = 1−
Ω2

1 + Ω2
2

4σ2 sinh2(s) dδ2, (163)

where s denotes the squeezing parameter, σ the spread of the frequency

distribution of the photon, and Ωi denote the peak frequencies of the distri-

bution of each mode, i.e., i = 1, 2. From this we compute the QFI as:

H =
Ω2

1 + Ω2
2

σ2 sinh2(s). (164)

Finally, we find our desired result using the Cramér-Rao bound:

|∆δ| ≥ σ√
N(Ω2

1 + Ω2
2) sinh(s)

. (165)

In the following we specialise equation (165) to different estimations of phys-

ical parameters of the Earth, such as estimation of the Schwarzschild radius

or the equatorial angular velocity of the Earth.
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6.3.4 Optimal bounds for the error on spacetime parameters

In this section we will focus on applying the previous techniques to esti-

mate the ultimate error bounds on the Schwarzschild radius rS and on the

equatorial angular velocity ωA of the Earth. We assume absence of losses

and use typical values for the parameters of the setup such as the bandwith

σ = 106Hz, the peak frequencies Ω1 = Ω2 = Ω = 7× 1014Hz and the al-

lowed number of measurements N = 1010. In practice, these numbers imply

a measurement time of Nσ−1 ∼ 3hours. Furthermore, we present results

for squeezing s = 2, which is achievable with state-of-the-art technology

[35, 79]. The optimal bound for the error on the measurement of Earth’s

Schwarzschild radius is given by:

|∆rS|
rS
≥ 1√

2N sinh(s)
σ

Ω
∣∣δS
∣∣−1. (166)

The rotation terms being negligible, the result is essentially the same bound

as in [35] for measurements of the Schwarzschild radius, namely we obtain

a relative precision of |∆rS/rS| ∼ 10−5 for LEO orbits and |∆rS/rS| ∼ 10−6

for GEO orbits. Yet, these values now take into account special relativistic

effects due to Alice’s and Bob’s motion, which were neglected in [35].

For orbits at altitude around L ∼ rA
2 however, the Schwarzschild term

δS in (166) vanishes, we then need to add the lowest order terms from δc.

These are several orders of magnitude smaller than δS, therefore satellites

orbiting at these altitudes are not recommended for the experiments pro-

posed here since the precision they would provide for the measurement of

the Schwarzschild radius is significantly lower. This result is new compared

to the study carried in [35], since it comes from taking into account special

relativistic effects due to the satellite’s motion.

We shift our attention to estimating the bound for the equatorial angular

velocity of the Earth. We get:

|∆ωA|
ωA

≥ 1
2
√

2N sinh(s)
σ

Ω
∣∣δrot

∣∣−1, (167)
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which gives bounds of order |∆ωA|/ωA ∼ 10−3. We are five orders of mag-

nitude below the IERS Numerical Standards that give a relative uncertainty

of order 10−8 [80], as well as the per billion precision of a recent direct

measurement involving large ring laser gyroscopes [81] and of old interfer-

ometer experiments [82]. However, given the current rate of improvement

in quantum technologies, it is reasonable to assume that, in the near future,

we will be able to employ higher squeezing values and photons of higher en-

ergy. Finally, larger number of measurement probes would also contribute

to enabling us to exceed the state-of-the-art precision.

6.4 satellite to satellite communication

Another possible experimental setup would see two parties, Bob and Char-

lie, both following geodesic circular orbits in the equatorial plane of the

Earth, at altitudes rB and rC respectively, with rB > rC (see Figure 7).

Figure 7.: Charlie in a LEO satellite exchanges photons with Bob in GEO.

The wave packets experience a similar distortion as in the Earth-

satellite scheme.
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The advantage of this setup is that the channel (i.e., the free space be-

tween the two parties) is free from the noise introduced for example by the

presence of the atmosphere in the case of Alice sending photons from Earth

to Bob’s satellite [29, 22]. Using (144) with Charlie instead of Alice and (153)

for Bob and Charlie, the frequency shift formula for a photon emitted from

Charlie’s device and received later by Bob on a higher satellite reads:

ΩB

ΩC
=

1 + ε a ωB
1− 2M

rB

1 + η a ωC
1− 2M

rC

√√√√1− 3M
rC

+ 2 η a ωC

1− 3M
rB

+ 2 ε a ωB
, (168)

where all the quantities with a C subscript are the same as Bob’s but sub-

stituting rB with rC and ε with η. Similarly to Bob’s ε, η = ±1 depending

on which way Charlie’s satellite revolves around the Earth. In this expres-

sion there are four perturbative parameters of interest: the Schwarzschild

parameters M/rB, M/rC, and the Kerr parameters a/rB, a/rC. In order

to obtain the shift quantity δs = (ΩB/ΩC) − 1 that quantifies the shift in

the frequency distribution of the photon, we need to expand perturbatively

(168) with respect to these four parameters. We find:

δs = δs,S + δs,rot + δs,c, (169)

with:

δs,S = − 3
4

L rS

r2
C

1
1 + L

rC

∼ −10−10, (170)

δs,rot =
1
4

rS a2

r3
C

((
1 +

L
rC

)−3
− 1
)
∼ −10−23, (171)

where now L = rB − rC > 0. The terms δs,c are higher order contributions

that are negligible, and we gave numerical values for δs,S and δs,rot for Char-

lie following a LEO and Bob a GEO. Notice that in this scheme where both

observers are geodesic, contrary to the Earth-satellite setup where Alice is

accelerated, there are here no orbits for which the Schwarzschild term δs,S
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6.5 quantum key distribution protocol in kerr spacetime

vanishes. We can now express the error ∆δs on our shift parameter δs in

terms of the error on the spacetime parameters. We find:

∆δs = (δs,S + δs,rot)
∆rS

rS
≈ δs,S

∆rS

rS
, (172)

∆δs = 2δs,rot
∆a
a

= 2δs,rot
∆ωA

ωA
, (173)

where we have used for the last equality that a = 2IωA/rS, where I is

Earth’s moment of inertia. For a photon sent from Charlie on a low Earth

orbit (rC ∼ 8000km) to Bob on a geostationary one (rB ∼ 42000km), we find

the order of magnitude for the precision on the Schwarzschild radius to be

|∆rS|/rS ∼ 10−6 and on the rotation parameters |∆a|/a ∼ |∆ωA|/ωA � 1.

Therefore, in this satellite to satellite scheme, the rotation parameters mea-

surements are losing several orders of magnitude of precision compared to

the Earth to satellite setup. This is understandable by looking at the nature

of the observer. On Earth, Alice is strongly dragged by Earth’s rotation

while the satellites experience only a slight dragging due to the weak rota-

tion of the spacetime. It is then not surprising that the satellite to satellite

setup, which is made of two geodesic orbiting observers, is less sensitive

to the rotation parameters of the Kerr spacetime. However, the value for

the precision on the measurement of the Schwarzschild radius is similar to

the Earth to satellite scheme, making both setups equally good in theory.

Yet, one has to keep in mind that a satellite to satellite scheme will provide

channels free from any atmospheric noise and should therefore eventually

yield more precise measurements.

6.5 quantum key distribution protocol in kerr spacetime

In order to complete our analysis of the possible means of detecting these

effects, we can compute the Quantum Bit Error Rate (QBER) for a simple

QKD protocol, following closely what has been done in [34]. The protocol

goes as follows (see also Figure 8 for the diagram of the protocol): Alice

and Bob both have single photon sources, and two memories each: A1, A2
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6.5 quantum key distribution protocol in kerr spacetime

for Alice and B1, B2 for Bob. Each source sends an optical mode towards

a beamsplitter, and each of the reflected beams is saved in a memory. The

transmitted beams of one user (e.g. Alice’s) are propagated to the other

user (Bob, in this case). The transmitted optical modes from memories A1

and B1 are then entangled at the receiver’s lab through a beamsplitter, and

similarly for A2 and B2. Alice then beam splits A1 and A2 and each output

branch of the beamsplitter is measured by a detector. Bob performs the

same operation with B1 and B2. If each user has one detector clicking, the

protocol has been working successfully. The probability for Alice and Bob

to share the same bit, i.e., the probability for memories A1, B1 and A2, B2 to

have the same state is denoted by p. The QBER is the rate of bits that were

not shared between Alice and Bob, i.e. QBER = 1− p.

We employ the same protocol between Alice and Bob and adapt it to our

new results, which take into account Earth’s rotation and special relativistic

effects. From [34] we have:

QBER ∼ δ2

8
Ω2

σ2 , (174)

in the regime δ� Ω2

8σ2 δ2 � 1. In the Earth to satellite setup, the contribution

of the rotation to δ in (158) is negligible for most orbits. We obtain a QBER

of order 10−4 for communications to LEO orbits and 10−2 to GEO orbits.

For orbits at radii rB ∼ 3
2rA however, the rotation term becomes dominant

and the QBER shrinks to ∼ 10−8. Hence, these orbits are recommended to

reduce the QBER in Earth to satellite quantum communications.

In the satellite to satellite case, the Schwarzschild part of the shift is al-

ways dominant. The value of the shift between a LEO and a GEO satellite

is similar to the GEO orbits case in the Earth to satellite scheme, hence the

value for the QBER for quantum communications between a LEO and a

GEO satellite is of order 10−2. However, taking into account atmospheric

effects in the ground to satellite case would make the satellite to satellite

scheme more accurate than a Earth to GEO QKD protocol.
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6.5 quantum key distribution protocol in kerr spacetime

Figure 8.: Diagram of the QKD protocol between Alice and Bob. SPS boxes

denote single photon sources, while boxes A1, A2, B1 and B2 rep-

resent the quantum memories. Beamsplitters are drawn in gray

and mirrors in black. The photons emitted by Alice on Earth to-

wards Bob are redshifted: the initial light beam (in blue) results

after propagation through curved spacetime (indigo rectangle) in

a redshifted beam (in red). This latter beam is then entangled at a

beamsplitter with a mode prepared by Bob. This entangled state

(purple lines) is then mixed with the other mode before detections.

Detectors are displayed as thick black dots.

The errors we have quantified here occur because the wavepackets cor-

responding to the optical modes A1 and A2 have changed during their

propagation towards Bob. The reduced overlap between sent and emitted

states translates into errors in the QKD protocol. A significant share of these
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errors can be corrected by perfoming a linear shift in frequencies on the re-

ceived wavepackets in order to align their peak frequency with the emitted

ones, before measurement. However, due to the change in the shape of

the propagated wavepackets, this operation will not completely cancel the

errors induced on the QKD protocol by the relativistic effects.

6.6 entanglement degradation due to curved spacetime

After having looked at the errors caused by the curved spacetime back-

ground on a QKD protocol, we here describe how the entanglement of pre-

pared quantum states of photons can be altered by the light’s propagation

in curved spacetime. We take the simple example of a two mode squeezed

state, for which the continuous variables representation alongside with sev-

eral measures of entanglement were given in section 3.1.5. This is an enta-

gled state with negativity N (σini) =
e2s−1

2 . To compute the transformation

due to the spacetime, we again need to introduce a fiducial mode for each

of the emitted modes. The initial two-mode squeezed state composed by

modes a and b will be beamsplitted by the curved spacetime background to

modes c and d, respectively. Modes c and d are initially in the vacuum state.

The whole state of the initial system consisting of the two prepared modes

together with the two fiducial modes reads:

σtot =

(
cosh 2s 12 0 sinh 2s σx 0

0 12 0 0
sinh 2s σx 0 cosh 2s 12 0

0 0 0 12

)
, (175)

and the symplectic transformation associated with the effect of the curved

spacetime background is given by S = α⊕ α, with:

α =

( cos θa 0 sin θa 0
0 cos θb 0 sin θb

− sin θa 0 cos θa 0
0 − sin θb 0 cos θb

)
. (176)

The beamsplitting angles θa,b = arccos Θa,b encode the changes due to the

curved spacetime, where Θa,b ≈ 1− δ2Ω2
a,b

8σ2 is the overlap between emitted

and received modes which was given in (142) for mode a and b respectively.
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6.6 entanglement degradation due to curved spacetime

The received state after propagation in the curved spacetime background of

the Earth σ = trc,d(SσtotS†) explicitly reads

σ =

 1+2Θ2
a sinh s2 0 0 ΘaΘb sinh 2s
0 1+2Θ2

b sinh s2 ΘaΘb sinh 2s 0
0 ΘaΘb sinh 2s 1+2Θ2

a sinh s2 0
ΘaΘb sinh 2s 0 0 1+2Θ2

b sinh s2

. (177)

Following the procedure described in 3.1.4 and assuming for simplicity that

both modes have the same frequency distribution, i.e. Ωa = Ωb
.
= Ω, we

find the smallest symplectic eigenvalue of the partial transpose of our re-

ceived state σ to be ν̃ = 1− Θ2(1− e−2s) and therefore the negativity of

the received state is N (σ) = Θ2 sinh s
cosh s+sinh s(1−2Θ2)

. Note that if we work with

vacuum states, i.e. with s = 0, the received state remains a vacuum state un-

der relativistic transformations (i.e. (177) is the identity matrix in this case

and the null displacement vector remains null), and therefore ν̃ = 1 and

N (σ) = 0. Recall that 0 ≤ Θ ≤ 1, the latter limit value occuring in the case

where no relativistic effect comes into play (e.g. for an exchange of photons

between inertial observers with the same velocity in a flat spacetime). When

such effects do kick in, in general Θ . 1 and the overlap would tend to 0

only for extreme curvature backgrounds or huge relative velocities between

the observers. Notice that when there is no relativistic effects we recover

N (σ) = N (σini). We can now compute the relative loss of entanglement

due to the relativistic effects arising from the curved spacetime background

and due to the observers’ motion:

∆N .
=
N (σini)−N (σ)

N (σini)
=

es(1−Θ2)

cosh s + sinh s(1− 2Θ2)
. (178)

In terms of the shift parameter δ, we have Θ ≈ 1− δ2 Ω2

8σ2 and therefore:

∆N ≈ e2sδ2 Ω2

4σ2 , (179)

which for the values we have used previously gives a loss of negativity of

about 6% for both LEO and GEO orbits. Here again, if the satellite orbits

at altitude L ∼ rA/2, the negativity of the entangled state is preserved and

∆N → 0. Note that both the exact and the approximate expressions of ∆N
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above are valid only for s > 0. The non zero value of ∆N in the case s = 0

is only an artefact of a limit of the form 0/0.

6.7 conclusion

In this chapter we have derived an expression for the general relativistic

frequency shift of a photon travelling through Earth’s rotating surrounding

spacetime. We have specialised to photons travelling with vanishing an-

gular velocities from an equatorial laboratory on Earth towards a satellite

revolving in the equatorial plane of the Kerr spacetime. This study pro-

vides analytical insight and successfully extends previous results obtained

for Schwarzschild spacetime [34, 35]. We have found that including the

rotation of the Earth does not change previous estimates obtained for the

Schwarzschild radius in a quantum metrology scheme. However, we were

able to estimate the precision for the quantum measurement of the equato-

rial angular velocity of the Earth. We find that the error bound predicted

for the equatorial angular velocity of the Earth can exceed the precision ob-

tained with the state of the art when high values of squeezing and a large

number of probe systems (or measurements) are employed. Suitably chosen

signals, such as frequency comb, instead of Gaussian-shaped frequency dis-

tributions, could also improve precision [83, 84]. Taking into account special

relativistic effects, we have also found a specific class of circular orbits where

the frequency of the received photons remains almost unchanged. For quan-

tum metrology purposes these orbits have to be avoided since the quantum

state of the photons is less perturbed, yet they are very useful for minimal

curved spacetime disturbance channels for quantum communication. To

complete our analysis, we have added a study of the error bounds for the

same parameters when communication occurs between two satellites, which

has relevance for practical implementations of many quantum information

schemes, such as proposed implementations of QKD through satellite nodes

[30, 33]. We conclude that recent advances in quantum technologies, which
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include the ability to create larger values of squeezing, show the promising

opportunities of improving the state of the art for measurements of physical

parameters of the Earth.
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7
Q U A N T U M C O M M U N I C AT I O N A N D M E T R O L O G Y I N

S C H WA R Z S C H I L D S PA C E T I M E

Quantum experiments measuring relativistic effects are now becoming in-

creasingly frequent, whether performed in the lab [20] or using schemes

involving satellites [21]. In the present work, we are especially interested in

the latter. In fact, we aim at completing the work started in [34] where

a theoretical framework for the study of relativistic effects on quantum

states exchanged between Earth and satellites was established. Frequency

modes of light were considered and their evolution in the Schwarzschild

spacetime background was studied in quantum communication and cryp-

tography schemes. This work has been extended in [35] where quantum

metrology techniques were used to estimate the precision for quantum mea-

surements of physical parameters of the Earth. Finally, the effects of the

rotation of the Earth and communications between satellites were looked at

in the previous chapter and these results were published in [1].

The present chapter aims at further extending these studies, that were

only considering radial communications. We use different schemes here,

the link scheme between Earth and satellites that was described in the pre-

vious chapter, but also a reflecting scheme where the photons sent from

Earth are reflected back by the passing satellite. In the latter scheme, the

received photon states measured on Earth have thus not experienced any

gravitational or Doppler shift. The change in their quantum state is mostly

due to the energy kick delivered by the reflection on the moving satellite’s
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mirror. In both schemes, the angularity of the beam gives an effect which

turns out to be larger than the shift in energy experienced by photons in the

schemes considered in previous works [34, 35, 1]. This enables us to obtain

improved metrology results without even using squeezed states.

The structure of the chapter is as follows: in section 7.1, we provide the

mathematical formalism to describe the light beam and its photons’ states.

In 7.2, we detail both the link and reflecting satellite schemes. We then work

out in 7.3 the expression for the energy shifts altering the quantum states of

light. In section 7.4.1, we perform the quantum metrology computations in

order to estimate the precision bounds one can obtain for a quantum mea-

surement on physical parameters encoded in the perturbed photons’ states.

Numerical values of these parameters are then used in 7.4.2 to obtain the op-

timal bounds for the measurements of the Earth’s Schwarzschild and mean

radii, and also for the satellite’s height. In 7.5 we compute the quantum bit

error rate for a simple quantum key distribution protocol in the case where

the relativistic effects are not compensated for. Finally, we conclude and

discuss our results in the last section 7.6.

7.1 light rays and photonic states

In this section we describe the optical pulses and their propagation in curved

spacetime. Their trajectory in the curved background is given in 7.1.1,

where we consider light rays with a small azimuthal angular momentum

but arbitrary polar angular momentum. In 7.1.2, we give the description

of the quantum state and show how it is affected by its propagation in the

Schwarzschild spacetime surrounding the Earth.
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7.1.1 Light ray with small azimuthal angular momentum

We consider light rays with a small azimuthal angular momentum, i.e. |lφ| �
√

κ. In practice, this means that the azimuthal coordinate φ of the photon

varies very slowly during the light’s propagation. This is just a matter of

calculational convenience as with the Schwarzschild spacetime’s spherical

symmetry any plane containing the center of the Earth is equivalent to work

with than any other. For such light rays, the null vector (15) simplifies to:

k = Ep

(
1

f (r)
∂t + εr

√
1− f (r)

κ

r2 ∂r +
εθ

r

√
κ

r2 ∂θ +
lφ

r2 sin2 θ
∂φ

)
+ O

(
l2
φ

)
, (180)

where we denoted f (r) = 1− 2M
r to compactify the expression. The con-

straint (18) can now be easily integrated:

∆φ = εθ
lφ√

κ

∫ θ2

θ1

dθ

sin2 θ
+ O

(
l3
φ

)
= εθ

lφ√
κ
(cot θ1 − cot θ2) + O

(
l3
φ

)
. (181)

We therefore have:

lφ ≈
√

κ
∆φ

| cot θ2 − cot θ1|
. (182)

This expression is valid for |∆φ| � | cot θ2 − cot θ1| only. Taking now a look

at the other constraint (17), it simplifies to:

εr

∫ r2

r1

dr

r2
√

1−
(
1− 2M

r
)

κ
r2

=
|∆θ|√

κ
+ O

(
l2
φ

)
, (183)

with ∆θ ≡ θ2 − θ1. Note that the constraint doesn’t depend on lφ anymore.

Unfortunately, the radial integral is still not easily integrable, and we will

need to solve it numerically to obtain the values of κ.

7.1.2 Wave packets of photons

A photon can be modeled by a wavepacket in superposition of momentum-

helicity states. We prepare our initial quantum state in a balanced distribu-

tion of |+1〉 and |−1〉 helicity states (i.e., a linearly polarised state):

|γ〉 = 1√
2

∑
s=±1

∫
dp F(p) |p, s〉 , (184)
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with the helicity s = ±1, the photon’s 4-momenta as measured in the ob-

server’s local reference frame p = (k0̂, k1̂, k2̂, k3̂), the 4-momenta distribution

function F(p) = F(~p) δ(|~p|2 − (k0̂)2) θ̄(k0̂) with θ̄ the step function and the

distribution of the 3-momenta F. The distribution F is normalised in the

following way:
∫

d~p |F(~p)|2 = 1, which also implies the normalisation of F.

As a consequence, the annihilation operators â~p,s for the photons have the

usual bosonic commutation relations [â~p1,s1
, â†

~p2,s2
] = δ(~p1 − ~p2) δs1s2 .

To simplify the calculations we assume that the observers pick a refer-

ence frame, implemented mathematically by a tetrad with components e µ
â ,

which is adapted to the prepared/received photons such that the local mo-

menta are p = (k0̂, 0, 0,−k0̂). This is easily achieved and the details of the

procedure can be found in the dedicated section 3.3.2. The photon’s energy

as seen in this local adapted frame is k0̂ = kµe0̂
µ = −kµv νgµν = h̄Ω, where

v is the observer’s velocity and Ω is the photon’s frequency as measured

by the observer. In the emitter’s frame, the wavepackets have therefore the

following expression:

|γ〉 = 1√
2

∑
s=±1

∫
dΩ F(Ω) |Ω, s〉 . (185)

In the following section, we will consider schemes where the photons are

exchanged between Earth and a satellite. We are thus interested in knowing

how such propagation of the light would alter the quantum state. When

momentum-helicity states of photons propagate in a curved spacetime, they

pick up the so called Wigner phase Ψ. If we denote by Û the propagator

that encodes such propagation in the curved spacetime, we have [60]:

Û |Ω, s〉 = eisΨ(~n) |Ω′, s〉 , (186)

where the frequency of the propagated state Ω′ 6= Ω in general in curved

spacetime. We can relate these frequencies by the frequency shift f : Ω′ =

f Ω. In the link scenario, the frequency shift f will be caused by both the

Doppler and gravitational shifts. In the reflection scheme, since the photons

are prepared and measured by static observers at the same altitude, there
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will be no gravitational or Doppler shift. The frequency shift f is in this

case only due to the change in energy at the satellite’s reflection event.

The Wigner phase Ψ does not depend on the frequency of the photons,

however it depends on their direction ~n = ~p/|~p|, as seen in the observer’s

local frame. After propagation, the expression for the photon’s wavepacket

as seen in the receiver’s adapted frame is:

|γ′〉 =
∫

dΩ F(Ω) | f Ω〉 ⊗ ∑
s=±1

eisΨ(~n)
√

2
|s〉 . (187)

In this expression we made explicit that the initial photon state (185) which

is separable remains a separable state after propagation as seen in the cho-

sen adapted frames. Note that this is not true in general and this is solely

due to our convenient choice of reference frame. In another reference frame,

one would not be able to model the wavepacket of momenta by a frequency

distribution only, therefore we would not have been able to pull the Wigner

phase factor out of the integral in (187). This means that the momentum and

the helicity states would have appeared entangled due to the propagation

in the curved spacetime. Although the measured state remains separable in

our chosen frame, note that the Wigner phase is not a global phase: it has a

different sign for each of the two helicity states of the superposition.

7.2 earth-satellite schemes

We now propose several schemes where photons are sent to a satellite,

which either reflects them back to Earth or measures them aboard.

7.2.1 The reflection scheme

The setup of our first proposed scheme is the following and can be seen in

Figure 9. A station on Earth emits photons towards a satellite equipped with

a mirror, which is judiciously oriented in order to reflect the photons back to

Earth to the same station or to another laboratory (see for example [22, 23]
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for a practical implementation). For the sake of simplicity, we assume that

in the case there are two laboratories on Earth, they are located almost at the

same longitude φ, although they can be arbitrarily far in terms of latitude

θ. Since the photons are prepared and measured by static observers at the

Figure 9.: Schematic representation of the proposed experiment. Photonic

signals are sent from a station on Earth towards a satellite equiped

with a mirror (in grey) and follow null geodesics (red line). They

are reflected by the passing satellite (here placed at LEO) and they

are then received at the same station (dotted line) or at another

laboratory on Earth (thick line).

same altitude, there will be no gravitational or Doppler shift. The frequency
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shift fr in this scheme is therefore only due to the change in energy that

occurs at each reflection event on the satellites.

This scheme is interesting in particular because the satellite is here only a

passive object, which doesn’t need to have any quantum source or measur-

ing device on board.

7.2.2 The link scheme

The second proposed scheme is similar to the schemes considered in the

previous chapter and in earlier works [34, 35, 1]. It consists in a station on

Earth exchanging photons with a satellite (see Figure 10). However, here

we do not restrain ourselves to radial light rays, and the photons can be

sent from either the station or the satellite. This scheme can therefore be

deployed in either uplink or downlink, and with angular light beams. In

this second scheme there is no reflection, therefore the frequency shift fl for

this setup is made of the gravitational and Doppler shifts only.

The main advantage of this scheme is that the photons need to cross the

atmosphere only once. The atmosphere is a significant source of noise, the

second scheme is therefore more resilient to such noise than the first one.

7.2.3 Orbit configuration

There are many possible orbit configurations for such schemes.

Orb1 The satellite can be in geostationary orbit (GEO), which implies that its

orbit lies in the Earth’s equatorial plane, with inclination α = θs = 90◦.

Orb2 We can also choose a satellite to be located in a low Earth orbit (LEO),

which is an orbit at altitude h ≤ 2000km.

Orb3 The last family of orbits which we will consider are the very low

Earth orbits (VLEO). They have an altitude h . 300km, i.e., low in
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Figure 10.: Schematic representation of the proposed experiment. Photonic

signals are sent from a station on Earth towards a satellite and

follow null geodesics (red line). Alternatively, a downlink can

also be considered (dotted line).

the thermosphere. Such satellites may experience significant atmo-

spheric dragging due to the low altitude. However, the Gravity field

and steady-state Ocean Circulation Explorer (GOCE) satellite orbited

the Earth at 255km for more than four years thanks to its aerodynamic

shape and ion propulsion [85]. Therefore, using satellites at these alti-

tudes is not impossible.
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7.3 frequency shifts

In this section we describe how the frequencies of the photons are affected

by the curved spacetime in each of the two schemes studied. In the re-

flection scheme, a change of energy is experienced by the photons at the

reflection event. In the link scenario, gravitational redshift occurs gradually,

all along the light’s trajectory, until the detection where an extra Doppler

shift contribution adds up due to the observer’s motion.

7.3.1 Reflection on satellite mirrors

We first describe the change induced at the reflection event occuring in the

scheme described in 7.2.1. Both the null vector and the polarisation vector

of a light ray change when it is reflected by the satellite. The change in

polarisation may induce an extra Wigner phase contribution to the one ac-

quired during propagation in (187). Also, the momentum vector changes

both in energy and direction: at the reflection event, some of the kinetic en-

ergy of the satellite is transferred to the photon and the light ray is deviated.

We will see that the change in energy itself depends on how the light ray

is deviated, since it depends on the satellite’s motion and the ray’s incident

angle on the surface of the mirror.

The light ray with an arbitrary incident null vector k of the form (15)

reflected by a moving satellite with velocity vs given in (13) will have a null

vector k′ of the form (15) as well, but with a different energy constant E′p

and with new directional parameters ε′r, ε′θ, l′φ and κ′. The expression for

the new energy constant E′p can be obtained by employing the constraint

k · vs = k′ · vs at the reflection event. We find the reflection shift fr = E′p/Ep

in energy to have the expression

fr =
1−

√
M
Rs

δang
(
εθ, κ, lφ

)
1−

√
M
Rs

δang

(
ε′θ, κ′, l′φ

) , (188)
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where

δang
(
εθ, κ, lφ

)
= εζ

lφ
Rs

sin α

sin2 θs
+ εω εθ

√
κ − l2

φ cot2 θs

Rs

√
1− sin2 α

sin2 θs
. (189)

We introduced δang a function encoding the angular parameters εθ, κ and lφ

of the light ray. Notice that the change in energy (188) clearly encodes the

change in the direction of the ray, apart from the sign of the radial direction

εr. If the photon’s constants of propagation εθ, κ and lφ have the same value

before and after the reflection, then fr = 1 and there is thus no effect. This

occurs when the mirror’s orientation is parallel to the satellite’s 3-velocity

at the reflection event. This could be used to provide a reference channel

defined as the channel with no effect, which could be used to account for

any noise in the signal in scenarios where there is an effect. Also note that,

as long as the incident light ray is not radial, the effect does not vanish

when the light is reflected back to the initial laboratory. In this case, κ′ = κ

but ε′θ = −εθ and l′φ = −lφ. Let us now review how different satellite

configurations affect the energy of the reflected photons.

GEO. For a reflection by a geostationary satellite, i.e. at polar angle θs =

α = π/2, the energy kick (188) reduces to:

fr =
1− εζ

lφ
Rs

√
M
Rs

1− εζ
l′φ
Rs

√
M
Rs

. (190)

This class of satellites only has an azimuthal velocity, which is the reason

why the energy it can impart to the photons is only a function of the az-

imuthal part of the light’s angular momentum. Since we will assume lφ to

be small, the change in energy due to the reflection by a GEO satellite can

be expected to be small as well in the setup we chose.

LEO. Another interesting class of satellites is those with polar orbits.

These satellites pass above both poles during each revolution. Therefore,
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they are characterised by an inclination α = 0 and are typically found in

LEO. The energy shift for this case is

fr =
1 + εω εθ

√
κ M
R3

s

1 + εω ε′θ

√
κ′M
R3

s

+ O

(
l2
φ

κ

)
. (191)

Here we considered the approximation of small azimuthal angular momen-

tum for the photons, that lead to expression (182), namely κ− l2
φ cot2 θs ≈ κ,

and therefore εθ

√
κ represents the polar angular momentum constant of the

photon. One can then notice the similarity of (191) with (190). Yet, the ef-

fect here can be expected to be significantly higher than for GEO since we

consider non perturbative changes in the polar coordinate θ of the photons.

7.3.2 Gravitational and Doppler shifts

In the scenario described in 7.2.2, the photons with null vector k (15) emitted

from Earth by the static observer with 4-velocity vE (12) to a satellite with

velocity vs (13) experience a frequency shift fl of the form:

fl =

(
1− δang

(
εθ , κ, lφ

)√M
Rs

)√√√√1− 2M
RE

1− 3M
Rs

. (192)

For a radial photon, namely when δang vanishes, we recover the expression

of the frequency shift from the previous works in Schwarzschild spacetime

[34, 35]. Notice that the angular contribution to the shift comes in
√

M/Rs ∼

10−5, while the radial contribution comes in M/Rs ∼ 10−10. That is, when

the photons have sufficient angular momentum and thus non negligible

δang, the main contribution to the shift comes from this angular term. An

interesting fact is that we can relate the frequency shift of the link scenario

to the reflection shift of a light beam reflected radially:

fl = fr

(
l′φ = κ′ = 0

)√√√√1− 2M
RE

1− 3M
Rs

. (193)

Let us now study the frequency shifts experienced by photons for specific

classes of satellites orbits.
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GEO. For satellites orbiting in the Earth’s equatorial plane, the frequency

shift reduces to

fl =

(
1− εζ

lφ
Rs

√
M
Rs

)√√√√1− 2M
RE

1− 3M
Rs

. (194)

Here again, as we consider photons with small azimuthal angular momenta,

this shift is likely to be small.

LEO. For low altitude satellites that we consider to follow polar orbits:

fl =

(
1− εθ εω

√
κ M
R3

s

)√√√√1− 2M
RE

1− 3M
Rs

+ O

(
l2
φ

κ

)
. (195)

This frequency shift is expected to be larger than in the GEO case, and than

radial ones considered in the previous chapter and earlier works [34, 35, 1].

7.4 quantum metrology of physical parameters of the earth

In this section we use quantum metrology techniques to derive the optimal

bounds on precision measurements of spacetime parameters of the Earth

encoded in the states (187) received after propagation in one of the schemes

shown above. We first compute a theoretical bound and we then provide

numerical values in order to compare the magnitude with the state of the

art.

7.4.1 Quantum metrology of spacetime parameters

Here we derive the formula for the overlap between the states that have

propagated through one of the paths described in the previous section and

the fiducial emitted states. We then compute the related fidelity and quan-

tum Fisher information. Using the latter, we derive the Cramér-Rao bound

for the estimation of the precision of quantum measurement on physical

parameters of the schemes.

107



7.4 quantum metrology of physical parameters of the earth

Overlap between emitted and measured states

In our study, the initial state of the photons is (185), while the received

state (187) picked up a Wigner phase Ψ and an energy shift f . The overlap

Θ = 〈γ|γ′〉 between the emitted and received states can be easily computed:

Θ = cos (Ψ)
∫

dΩ F∗ ( f Ω) F(Ω), (196)

which has required us to use the orthonormalisation relations 〈s̃|s〉 = δs̃s

and 〈Ω̃| f Ω〉 = δ(Ω̃− f Ω). We consider, as in previous studies [34, 35, 1], a

real Gaussian distribution F of the form

F(Ω) =
1

(2πσ2)
1
4

exp
(
− (Ω−Ω0)

2

4σ2

)
. (197)

We are interested in obtaining an explicit expression for the momentum con-

tribution I =
∫

dΩ F∗ ( f Ω) F(Ω) of the overlap (196). Using (197) together

with (188), we obtain

I ≈ exp

[
−
(

δang
(
εθ, κ, lφ

)
− δang

(
ε′θ, κ′, l′φ

))2 Ω2
0

8σ2 ε2

]
. (198)

In the above expression we have introduced the dimensionless perturbative

parameter ε =
√

M/Rs, and we have assumed that we work in a regime

where 10−5 ∼ ε� ε2(Ω2
0/σ2). In this regime the Wigner phase is small (see

the next chapter or [3] for values of such phases) and the effects computed

here are significantly larger. Therefore, from now on we will ignore the

contribution from the effects of gravity on the helicity of the photons. Note

that (198) was derived for the reflecting scheme 7.2.1, using (188). However,

the expression of the overlap for the link scheme described in 7.2.2 is

I ≈ exp

[
−δ2

ang
(
εθ, κ, lφ

) Ω2
0

8σ2 ε2

]
. (199)

Namely, we can actualy use (198) for both schemes provided that we set

δang

(
ε′θ, κ′, l′φ

)
= 0 for the link scheme.
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Fidelity of quantum states and quantum Fisher information

We start by computing the fidelity between the received state that encodes

the spacetime’s parameter ε =
√

M/Rs and the fiducial emitted one. The

latter has a similar expression than the former but with ε = 0. The fidelity

between these two quantum states is simply F (|γ0〉 , |γε〉) = |Θ|2 ≈ I2.

Let’s now consider two states that have both gone through the path of one

of the schemes described in 7.2, but that have experienced an energy shift

with an infinitesimal difference dε in the parameter ε =
√

M/Rs. We use the

fidelity between these two states to define the quantum Fisher information

H(ε) as

H(ε) = lim
dε→0

8
1−

√
F (|γε〉 , |γε+dε〉)

dε2 . (200)

We can then obtain the expression for the ε = 0 contribution of the QFI,

H(0) = limdε→0 8 1−
√
FL(|γ0〉,|γdε〉)

dε2 , which reads

H(0) ≈
[
δang

(
εθ, κ, lφ

)
− δang

(
ε′θ, κ′, l′φ

)]2 Ω2
0

σ2 . (201)

To obtain (201), we used the expression of (198) for an infinitesimal value

dε of our parameter ε. We could then expand the expression up to lowest

order in dε Ω0
σ � 1. Inserting this expression into (200) together with ε = 0,

and finally taking the limit dε→ 0, we obtain the result above. We are now

able to use the Cramér-Rao inequality [55]

|∆ε| ≥ 1√
NH(ε)

≈ 1√
NH(0)

, (202)

where N is the number of probes used in the experiment. We now have all

the tools required to give the bound on precision of physical measurement

of spacetime parameters of the Earth.

Estimation of physical parameters of the Earth

Our main control parameter ε =
√

M/Rs is a function of physically relevant

parameters. For example, we can use it to estimate the bound for the pre-
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cision on the Schwarzschild radius of the Earth rS = 2M, using our input

photon states (187). First we note that |∆ε| = |∆M|
2
√

MRs
= |∆rS|

2
√

2rSRs
, therefore

|∆rS|
rS
≥ 2

√
2√

NH(0)

√
Rs

rS
. (203)

The other parameter encoded in ε is the satellite’s radius Rs = RE + h. We

find |∆ε| = |∆RE|
2(RE+h)

√
M

RE+h and |∆ε| = |∆h|
2(RE+h)

√
M

RE+h , which give us

|∆RE|
RE

≥ 2√
NH(0)

Rs

RE

√
Rs

M
, (204)

|∆h|
h
≥ 2√

NH(0)

Rs

h

√
Rs

M
. (205)

We have just derived the theoretical bounds for the precision of quantum

measurements on the Schwarzschild and average local radius of the Earth,

and on the satellite’s altitude h. In what follows, we use experimental values

in order to obtain numerical estimates for these bounds.

7.4.2 Numerical values

We first review which values of the parameters we are able to use, and we

then provide numerical precision bounds for thequantum measurement of

physical parameters of the satellite schemes considered.

Numerical values of the parameters

In the expressions of the energy shifts (188) and (192), there are physical

parameters of the Earth, of the light’s trajectory and of the satellite’s orbit.

The satellite orbits are located at altitude h = Rs − RE. For LEO orbits,

we choose a polar orbit with inclination parameter α = 0◦, and with h =

2000km, namely the highest altitude to be considered as LEO. For the VLEO

ones, we take the parameters of the GOCE satellite, i.e., altitude of h =

255km and inclination of α = 6.7◦. In the table 3, we give the values for the

parameters appearing in the expression of the energy shift (188).
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Quantity Quantity
Position

Light ray
Value

(natural u.) (S.I. u.) trajectory

M/Rs GM/Rsc2
LEO / 5.29× 10−10

VLEO / 6.69× 10−10

lφ/Rs lφ/Rs

LEO
→ Lab1 1.01×10−4

→ Lab2 -8.99×10−5

VLEO
→ Lab1 7.64 ×10−4

→ Lab2 /

κ/R2
s κ/R2

s

LEO
→ Lab1 0.49

→ Lab2 0.58

VLEO
→ Lab1 0.88

→ Lab2 /

Table 3.: Dimensionless physical parameters in the energy shifts.

The numerical values for the rescaled angular constants lφ and κ are

obtained through the approximate analytical expression (182) and by nu-

merical integration of the constraint equation (183), respectively. Notice

that in table 3 we give the values of lφ/Rs and κ/R2
s only for downlinks.

For an uplink with the same trajectory, the value of lφ only changes sign

while κ has exactly the same value. The following numerical values were

used for the parameters appearing in these expressions: we considered

two stations on Earth with angular coordinates (θ1, φ1) = (37.48◦, 13.40◦)

and (θ2, φ2) = (51.88◦, 13.36◦), namely in Berlin (Germany) and Palermo

(Italy) respectively. We denote these stations by Lab1 and Lab2, respec-

tively. The reflection or the measurement aboard the satellite occur at

(θs, φs) = (15◦, 13.38◦) for LEO orbits or (θs, φs) = (30◦, 13.38◦) for VLEO

orbits, depending on the orbit considered. Such coordinates guarantee the

validity of the approximate expression (182) for the azimuthal angular mo-

mentum constant lφ. Notice that in the case of VLEO orbits, there is no null
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geodesic for the photons that connects the satellite to Lab2. For a scheme

using a VLEO orbit, we will thus only consider communications with Lab1.

Precision bounds results

We are finally able to employ (203) and (201) to give numerical values for

the highest sensitivity attainable for the measurements discussed above. We

use the numerical values given in 7.4.2 together with the number of probes

of N = 1010, the bandwidth in frequencies of σ = 106Hz and the peak

frequency of Ω0 = 7× 1014Hz. Table 4 contains our final estimates.

Satellite Light
∆rS/rS ∆RE/RE ∆h/h

orbit trajectory

VLEO
Lab1→ Lab1 6.06 ×10−10

6.30 ×10−10
1.57 ×10−8

Sat→ Lab 1 1.21 ×10−9
1.26 ×10−9

3.15 ×10−8

LEO

Lab1� Lab2 8.50 ×10−10
1.12 ×10−9

3.56 ×10−9

Lab1→ Lab1 8.87 ×10−10
1.17 ×10−9

3.71 ×10−9

Lab2→ Lab2 8.15 ×10−10
1.07 ×10−9

3.41 ×10−9

Sat→ Lab1 1.77 ×10−9
2.33 ×10−9

7.43 ×10−9

Sat→ Lab2 1.63 ×10−9
2.14 ×10−9

6.83 ×10−9

Table 4.: Precision bounds obtained through the quantum metrology

scheme described above, for the different possible configurations

of the reflecting and downlink schemes. Results for uplinks are

very similar to those of the downlinks.

In the case of reflecting schemes 7.2.1, irrespectively of the orbit and con-

figuration considered, we obtain a bound for the relative error on the mea-

surement of the Schwarzschild radius of the order ∆rS/rS ∼ 10−10. The

state of the art in classical experiments give a value of 2× 10−9 for the pre-

cision of the measurement of the Earth’s Schwarzschild radius [80]. Our

result is therefore one order of magnitude better than the state of the art us-

ing classical measurements. The results obtained for the link scheme 7.2.2
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is a great improvement from previous works considering squeezed states

of photons sent radially from Earth and measured by a satellite, looked at

in the previous chapter and [35, 1]. The precision obtained is now of the

order of magnitude of the state-of-the-art measurement, namely ∼ 10−9.

Note that we could have used squeezed states in order to improve the result

further. We leave analysis in this direction to future work.

We also find bounds on relative errors for the Earth’s mean radius (over

the area on Earth spanned by the light ray’s propagation above it), which

are of the order ∆RE/RE ∼ 10−9− 10−10 for different configurations involv-

ing the LEO polar satellite and VLEO respectively. For a measurement of

the altitude of the satellite, the result is better for the LEO set ups with a

precision bound of ∆h/h ∼ 10−9, while we have ∆h/h ∼ 10−8 with a VLEO.

Note that for all the configurations considered here in the reflecting scheme,

we have ε′θ = −εθ. It is particularly interesting to work with such kind of

configurations since, in this case, the leading terms in the overlap (198) add

up instead of competing. The effect is therefore significantly larger for such

configurations than for set ups with ε′θ = εθ. Also note that despite the bet-

ter results of the reflecting scheme, the link schemes provide a channel that

crosses the atmosphere only once, while in the reflecting scheme the light

needs to cross it twice. Therefore, one should expect much less atmospheric

noise in the link schemes 7.2.2.

Finally we notice that here, contrarily to the scheme studied in the previ-

ous chapter, the result obtained is far better for LEO satellites than for GEO

satellites. There are two reasons for this. The first one is that we considered

schemes where most of the angular momentum of the photon is polar and

not azimuthal, while a GEO satellite only has an azimuthal velocity. This

means that the reflection by a GEO satellite cannot transfer much energy

to the photons in the reflecting scheme. In the link scheme, the change in

energy due to the angular nature of the beam appears through the Doppler

shift occuring because of the satellite’s motion. Because the light’s angu-

lar momentum is mostly polar, and because the GEO satellite only has an
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azimuthal velocity which is also quite slow compared to satellites in LEO,

the resulting Doppler shift is very small when using GEO. Instead, the po-

lar satellites in LEO and almost polar VLEO that we considered see much

larger Doppler shifts, also because of their greater velocities. This happens

only because we decided to set up the scheme in a plane corresponding

to a nearly constant azimuthal angle φ value all along the light’s trajectory.

Thanks to the spacetime’s spherical symmetry, one could have chosen any

other plane, and this argument could even be reversed to the advantage of

the GEO by deciding to work in a nearly constant polar angle θ scheme.

The second reason is due to the very nature of the effect: in the scheme

described in the previous chapter, both gravitational shift and Doppler shift

of frequencies are measured, and the latter effect dominates for a LEO orbit,

but it is reduced in part by the competing gravitational redshift. Further-

more, for photons sent to a GEO satellite, the gravitational redshift largely

dominates, which explains the stronger result than for a LEO orbit in the

radial link scenarios [1]. However, in the schemes we study here, the effect

comes either from the satellite directly communicating its kinetic energy

to the reflected photons in the scheme 7.2.1, or mostly from the angularity

of the beam through Doppler shifts in the link schemes 7.2.2. Both effects

directly increase in amplitude with the satellite’s velocity, which is larger

for lower orbiting satellites. Therefore, this is the very reason why LEO

satellites are better for the schemes studied here than GEO.
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7.5 qkd protocol in schwarzschild spacetime

In this section we briefly compute the QBER for the simple QKD protocol

described in 6.5, here implemented in the reflecting and link schemes we

previously introduced in 7.2. We find the following QBER:

QBER = 1−F (|γ0〉 , |γε〉) (206)

≈ 1− exp

[
−
(

δang
(
εθ, κ, lφ

)
− δang

(
ε′θ, κ′, l′φ

))2 Ω2
0

4σ2 ε2

]
, (207)

for the reflecting schemes 7.2.1. For the link schemes 7.2.2, equation (207)

holds but with δang

(
ε′θ, κ′, l′φ

)
= 0. Using the parameters given in 7.4.2,

we can compute the QBER for all the configurations for which we obtained

metrology results in table 4. We find that the QBER reaches unity for all

of these. Namely, the relativistic effects are so important that without prop-

erly correcting for them one wouldn’t be able to use such configurations for

establishing a working QKD protocol. This happens because the frequency

shifts we have obtained in this study are large enough to severely reduce

the overlap between the emitted and received frequency distributions: the

change in the peak frequency is larger than the bandwidth of the wavepack-

ets. In practice, similar reflecting scenarios do not display such high error

rates [22]. The reason behind this is that the correctable frequency shift was

properly compensated for in the experiment [22]. This is done by perform-

ing a linear shift in frequencies in the received signal until an optimal over-

lap is obtained with the emitted wavepackets. Such compensation reduces

drastically the effects described above. However, it does not completely

cancel them since the shape of the received wavepacket also changed com-

pared to the emitted one, which prevents the two frequency distributions

from overlaping perfectly.
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7.6 conclusion

We performed a quantum metrology procedure on quantum superpositions

of momentum-helicity states of photons in a scheme involving a reflecting

satellite. In the regimes we are working in, we find that the effect from the

Wigner phases acquired by the helicity states are negligible compared to the

changes experienced by the momentum states.

The results we obtain then depend on the scheme considered and on

the orbit of the satellite. In the reflecting scheme, for a reflecting satellite

in geostationary orbit, the photons we considered are almost not affected

by the reflection. On the contrary, with a satellite in low Earth orbit, the

effect due to the kinetic energy of the reflecting satellite is important. In

the link scheme, lower orbits are also to be favoured: the lower the satellite

is, the larger is its velocity and therefore the measured Doppler shift. The

quantum states of the photons are perturbed by the change in energy, and

we find significantly improved quantum metrology results in both schemes:

using such low orbits, we find a precision for the quantum measurement of

the Schwarzschild radius of the Earth that is one order of magnitude better

than the state of the art, which has been obtained thus far by classical means.

We also find good precisions attainable for the quantum measurement of

the Earth’s radius and of the satellite’s altitude. We can imagine improved

schemes that could further enhance the effect, for example by considering

configurations with several reflecting satellites, or by creating a path loop

where the received photons are sent again multiple times. Combining the

link and reflecting schemes could also be interesting, for example sending

a light pulse from Earth to a satellite reflecting it to another satellite. In

this latter case, the three effects would come into play: the Doppler, the

gravitational and the reflection shifts would cumulate.

In this chapter we have provided the theory for a realistic Earth-satellite

scheme that should lead to novel quantum measurements of spacetime pa-

rameters such as the Schwarzschild radius of the Earth. The increased preci-
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sion obtained from the measurement would have an immediate implication

on the development of quantum technologies as measuring devices. A bet-

ter accuracy for the values of the Earth’s physical parameters and of techni-

cal parameters like the altitude of the satellite would have a direct effect on

Global Navigation Satellite Systems (GNSS). Our study shows that the use

of quantum states together with quantum metrology techniques opens the

possibility of improving the current technology. This improvement could

also be taken advantage of in a wide range of other classical experiments

utilising relativistic effects: for example the recent Aeolus experiment [86]

that measures Earth’s winds by analysing the Doppler shift of light pulses

reflected on the atmosphere back to the satellite. This experiment is the

symmetric reverse version of the reflecting scheme we considered here, and

it could obtain improved precisions by using quantum states of light such

as squeezed states.

117



Part IV.

Helicity states of photons in
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8
H E L I C I T Y S TAT E S O F P H O T O N S I N S C H WA R Z S C H I L D

S PA C E T I M E

The polarisation rotation of light seen by observers in motion in Minkowski

spacetime and its effect on the quantum state of photons has been widely

investigated: photons’ helicity states and the structure of Wigner’s little

group was studied in [87, 88, 64], the influence of the detector’s motion on

entangled helicity states of light has been worked out in [89, 90] and a QFT

formalism for the Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen (EPR) correlations of polarised

photons was established in [91]. Finally, the theory was applied to quantum

communications in [92] and to quantum information in [93, 63].

In this chapter we look at the effect induced on quantum states of pho-

tons by the rotation of the light’s polarisation during propagation in a

Schwarzschild spacetime background. The first inquiry on the rotation

of the light’s polarisation plane due to the presence of a (spinning) mas-

sive body was carried out by Skrotskii [94]. A thorough treatment of the

light’s polarisation rotation can be found in [95, 96], where explicit formu-

las are given for scattering scenarios in the Kerr spacetime, and in [97]

where the rotation is derived for perturbations due to a massive object

both spinning and in translational motion. Many physical cases of polar-

isation rotation are considered in the literature, the main ones being: ro-

tation of polarisation induced by astrophysical [98] and cosmological grav-

itational waves [99], for example for cosmic microwave background [100]

and quasars’ [101] photons experiencing vector perturbations in the metric,
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gravitational lensing by massive objects passing through the light’s trajec-

tory [102, 97] with relativistic velocities [103, 104], or with spinning angular

momentum [105, 106, 107, 108], and finally in optical interferometry in a

near-Earth environment [109]. In [109], the polarisation vectors of two light

rays are compared when they recombine after having travelled through two

paths at different altitudes and therefore under different gravitational po-

tentials.

This latter scheme is the closest to what we want to achieve in the sense

that it is a controllable near-Earth experiment. However, here we study in-

stead the evolution of the photons’ helicity quantum states sent to satellites

and reflected back to Earth. The present work is intended to extend previ-

ous computations focusing on frequency modes of photons that were devel-

oped in the earlier work [34] to the light’s polarisation degree of freedom.

In this chapter, we mostly work with the general formalism that has been

derived in [60, 62], which provides the description for the rotation of the

light’s polarisation in curved spacetime together with the link between this

effect and the Wigner phase acquired by the quantum state of the photons.

The structure of the chapter is as follows: in section 8.1, we provide the

mathematical description for the light’s propagation in the curved space-

time surrounding the Earth. Section 8.2 proceeds to compute explicitly

the Wigner rotation for the considered light rays, observers and reference

frames, which then enable us to compute the Wigner phase acquired by

helicity states along the null geodesics. In section 8.3, we present the two

operational schemes that we consider, where the light rays travel through

a closed path consisting in several null geodesic segments between Earth

and the satellite(s). We then give the total Wigner phase picked up by the

photons’ helicity states along the closed path. We then use numerical values

in section 8.4 to give the amplitude of the acquired Wigner phases for each

of the configurations that we have considered. Finally, we conclude and

discuss our results in section 8.5.
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8.1 null vector with constant azimuthal coordinate φ

8.1 null vector with constant azimuthal coordinate φ

In order to simplify the computation and to provide simple analytical for-

mulas for the Wigner phases, we will assume that the light rays can be sent

with a constant azimuthal angle φ, namely that lφ = 0 in (15). For lφ = 0,

the null vector takes the following simplified expression:

k = Ep

(
1

1− 2M
r

∂t + εr

√
1−

(
1− 2M

r

)
κ

r2 ∂r +
εθ

r

√
κ

r2 ∂θ

)
. (208)

Because the light rays are confined to φ = cst. planes, κ now plays the role

of the square of the polar (i.e. related to the θ angle) angular momentum as

seen by an inertial observer at space infinity. Mathematically, the constant

εθ

√
κ is here equivalent to the lφ constant of motion of a null vector (15)

confined to the equatorial plane θ = π/2. Note that due to the spacetime’s

spherical symmetry, we could have worked equivalently in any other plane

containing the center of the Earth. We chose to work in a φ = cst. plane for

simplicity, but also because the calculations for this configuration would be

easier to extend to the case of the rotating Earth, since most of the rotation

effects would be orthogonal to this plane. Yet, we still need to use the

general procedure to obtain the value of κ, which means to integrate and

solve the relation dr/kr = dθ/kθ. Employing (208), we obtain:

εr

∫ r2

r1

dr

r2
√

1−
(
1− 2M

r
)

κ
r2

= εθ
∆θ√

κ
, (209)

where ∆θ = θ2− θ1, and the indices 1 and 2 denote evaluation at initial and

ending points of the null geodesic respectively. Now, even in this special

case where lφ = 0 it is not easy to obtain a simple analytical formula for

κ unless we make some approximation. In general it will be required to

solve this equation numerically if we require the value of κ for an arbitrary

propagation of the ray. To get physical insights on the behaviour of κ, we

can use an expansion up to first order in κ/r2 in order to solve (209). We

always at least have κ < r2
min, with rmin = min{r1, r2}, which can be seen
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from the expression of the radial component of the null vector in (15). In

the constrained case κ � r2
min, we obtain:

κ ≈
r2

1 r2
2

(r1 − r2)2 ∆θ2. (210)

This approximate expression is valid provided that |∆θ| � |r1−r2|
rmax

= ∆θc,

with rmax = max{r1, r2}. The critical angular difference ∆θc is quite small

in most realistic cases, which is why in general one has to solve (209) nu-

merically instead of using the simple expression given in (210). However

one can use (210) in some cases, for example when a light ray is exchanged

between a lab close to the equator towards a geostationary satellite.

8.2 light’s polarisation rotation and wigner phases

We here compute the Wigner rotation experienced by the light’s polarisation

vector between two static observers at different events. We are then able to

calculate the associated Wigner phase that will affect the quantum states of

the photons propagating in the curved spacetime around the Earth.

8.2.1 Polarisation rotation for static observers

The tetrad field associated to the family of static observers along the light’s

null geodesic has zeroth component e0̂(λ) = vE (r(λ)), where r(λ) stands

for the radial coordinate of the photon at affine parameter λ, and vE was

given in (12). We then follow the adaptation procedure (66), in a first place

by considering the expression of a general null vector (15). We have k0̂ =

k · e0̂ η0̂0̂ = −k · vE = Ep/
√

1− 2M/r, and we obtain the expression of the

third triad component:

e3̂ =
√

f (r)

(
εr

√
1− f (r)

l2
φ + κ

r2 ∂r +
εθ

r

√
κ − l2

φ cot2 θ

r2 ∂θ +
lφ

r2 sin2 θ
∂φ

)
, (211)

where we again defined f (r) = 1 − 2M
r for compactness. The remaining

first and second triad components e1̂ and e2̂ are then obtained using the or-
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thonormalisation relations of the tetrad, as explained in 3.3.1. We give their

cumbersome expressions in appendix B.1. The computation of the Wigner

rotation Ψ̃ for the general null vector (15) and for the general adapted frame

is very involved.

In order to simplify the computation, let us now consider light rays con-

strained to a φ = cst. plane, with null vector (208). To obtain a convenient

result we also make a simplifying choice for the reference frame: we take

the value eθ
2̂

.
= B = 1

r

√
1− κ

r2 for the free component of the tetrad displayed

in appendix B.1. Making this choice, the expression of the Wigner rotation

vanishes in the flat spacetime limit M → 0. To finish fixing the reference

frame, we set the signs η1 = η2 = +1. The triad associated to this choice of

reference frame is displayed in appendix B.2. We now proceed to calculate

the Wigner rotation using (68), (245) and (208). Expanding up to lowest

order in the small dimensionless parameter ε =
√

M/RE, where M and RE

are again the Earth’s mass and average radius respectively, we find:

Ψ̃ = −εr

r
3 r2 − κ

r2 − κ

√
κ

2 r2
RE

r
ε + O

(
ε3
)

, (212)

For a null geodesic with a vanishing constant κ, there is no Wigner rotation

as seen in the chosen frame. Here, since we already have lφ = 0, such

trajectories would correspond to radial light rays where both angles θ and

φ remain constant along the null geodesic. Notice that the Wigner rotation

(212) is independent on the energy of the photons which is encoded in Ep,

as it should be [87]. This will remain of course true for the Wigner phase

that will be computed in the next subsection.
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8.3 polarised photonic signals in earth-satellite schemes

8.2.2 Wigner phase between static observers

Using (74) and (212), we compute the Wigner phase acquired by the momentum-

helicity states of photons travelling in the Schwarzschild spacetime from

r(λ1) = R1 to r(λ2) = R2. We obtain:

Ψ =
∫ R2

R1

Ψ̃
dr
ur

= ε

√
RE κ

2

∫ R2

R1

− 3 r2 − κ

(r3 − κ r)
3
2

dr + O
(

ε3
)

=
√

2

(√
RE

R2

√
κ

R2
2 − κ

−

√
RE

R1

√
κ

R2
1 − κ

)
ε + O

(
ε3
)

. (213)

We can notice here again that for static observers and for the frame choice

we have made, there is no Wigner phase for a light ray with a purely radial

trajectory, namely with lφ = κ = 0.

In the next section we apply the result obtained in (213) to schemes

where quantum optical signals are exchanged between laboratories on Earth

through reflecting satellites nodes.

8.3 polarised photonic signals in earth-satellite schemes

The schemes described in this section consist in a station on Earth emitting

polarised photonic signals to a satellite, which in turn reflects these signals

either to another satellite or to another laboratory on Earth. The signal is

then communicated back to the emitter’s lab to form a closed path. We are

interested in schemes where light travels closed paths (thanks to judiciously

positioned mirrors) because we can compare polarisation states in a natural

way only when the associated light rays have parallel null vectors [60]. This

is because the polarisation vector is always defined by its orthogonality to

the light’s null vector: k ·ψ = 0. Therefore, to talk about polarisation with-

out specifying the corresponding null vector (or momentum) is meaningless.

One can thus only compare polarisations associated to parallel null vectors.
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8.3 polarised photonic signals in earth-satellite schemes

In curved spacetime this is not easily achieved in general, unless in the case

of a stationary spacetime background (like in the present study) when the

light ray comes back to the same space location it was emitted from and

with the same initial propagation direction. To align the received light ray

with the emitted one, it suffices to have a mirror at the reception location,

oriented in such a way that the light ray would take the same propagation

direction that it had when it was emitted. Placing the detection device very

close to the emitting source after this last reflection would thus enable to

measure photons which null vectors are parallel to the emitted ones.

8.3.1 Earth-satellite schemes

We consider schemes where the light rays have trajectories with a constant

azimuthal angle φ, for which we have obtained the explicit expression of the

Wigner phase (213). We therefore need to choose a configuration where the

labs on Earth and the satellite reflection events are all at the same azimuthal

angle φ. The satellites themselves are not constrained to orbit in the φ = cst.

plane and can have an arbitrary motion as long as they are at the azimuthal

coordinate φ when they reflect the light rays. Note that in practice, due

to the Earth’s rotation the signals reflected by the satellites would need to

be received at a slightly different azimuthal coordinate to be at the same

longitude on Earth’s surface. However, this is ignored in our calculation

since we assume the Earth to be static by using the Schwarzschild metric

for the spacetime around the Earth. Because of the short time the light

takes to propagate in the loop, it is a fair assumption to make.

One reflecting satellite

The first scheme (see Fig. 11) consists in two neighbouring laboratories on

Earth at the same longitude, but at different latitudes. The optical signals

are emitted from one station to a passing satellite that reflects them (in the
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same fashion as in the satellite experiments [22, 23]) to the other lab, which

in turn sends them back to the emitter’s laboratory. We cannot simply

reflect the light rays back from the satellite to the emitter’s lab, because this

would yield no effect. In this scheme we will consider different satellite

orbits, from very low Earth orbits (VLEO) to geostationary ones (GEO).

Figure 11.: Depiction of the first scheme: Quantum optical signals (the red

line) are emitted from a station on Earth to a satellite which re-

flects them back to Earth, to another lab. On Earth, they are

reflected to the initial laboratory in order to close the path loop.

The picture’s plane is a φ = cst. plane.

126



8.3 polarised photonic signals in earth-satellite schemes

Two reflecting satellites

Figure 12.: Depiction of the second scheme: The light ray (the red line) is

sent from Earth to a first satellite that reflects it to another satel-

lite, which then reflects it back to Earth either directly to the

emitting station (dotted line), or to another laboratory (continu-

ous line). In this latter case, the signals are then finally sent back

to the initial lab to form a closed path. Here again, the picture’s

plane is a φ = cst. plane for consistency with our calculations.

Another scheme (see Fig. 12) we can consider consists in a station on

Earth emitting photonic signals to a satellite, which then reflects them to an-

other satellite, with the second satellite then reflecting the signals back to the

emitter’s laboratory. Alternatively, the downlink from the second satellite

to Earth could also reach another station that would then send the photons

back to the emitter’s lab, as shown in Fig. 12. Since the light ray’s radial
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coordinate stays approximately constant along the null geodesic in such an

extra Earth-Earth segment, there is no Wigner phase (213) contribution from

it, and the two variants for this second scheme are equivalent mathemati-

cally. In practice, we consider this scheme in a configuration using a low

Earth orbit (LEO) and a GEO satellite.

8.3.2 Wigner phase

After having described the physical implementation of the two schemes in

the previous subsection, we here give the explicit expression for the total

Wigner phase accrued along these closed paths. Making use of (213) for

each geodesic segment of the closed trajectory, we find for the first scheme:

Ψ1 =
√

2

[√
RE

Rs

(√
κ

R2
s − κ

−
√

κ′

R2
s − κ′

)
+

√
κ′

R2
E − κ′

−
√

κ

R2
E − κ

]
ε + O(ε3),

(214)

and Rs denotes the satellite’s radius. The last segment of the light’s prop-

agation, from the receiver’s laboratory back to the emitter’s station, does

not contribute to the phase since its endpoints are at the same altitude: the

Wigner phase (213) vanishes in this case. Notice that if the receiver’s labo-

ratory was at the same location as the emitter’s one, we would have κ′ = κ

and Ψ1 would therefore vanish. This is the reason why we need the emitter

and the receiver at different locations, i.e. at different latitudes.

To obtain some extra physical insights, we can expand the expression of

the phase (214) in κ(
′) � R2

E, in the same fashion as we previously did to

obtain the approximate expression of the rescaled Carter constant (210) in

the special case of small angular deviations. We then have:

Ψ1 ≈
√

2(|∆θ′| − |∆θ|)
1−

(
RE
Rs

) 3
2

1− RE
Rs

ε + O(ε3). (215)

From this simple explicit formula, we can notice that if |∆θ′| = |∆θ|, then

there is no Wigner phase for this scheme. This feature is due to the symme-

try of the spacetime, and it is merely a more explicit way of saying that (214)
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vanishes for κ = κ′. The expression (215) is however not a good approxi-

mation in most realistic cases, for which one should preferably use (214).

Equation (215) can be used with a decent accuracy when the two labs are

close to the equator and exchange signals with a geostationary satellite.

Now turning to the second scheme, we obtain a sum of three contribu-

tions for the total Wigner phase:

Ψ2 =
√

2

[√
RE

Rs2

(√
κ′

R2
s2
− κ′

−
√

κ′′

R2
s2
− κ′′

)

+

√
RE

Rs1

(√
κ

R2
s1
− κ
−
√

κ′

R2
s1
− κ′

)

+

√
κ′′

R2
E − κ′′

−
√

κ

R2
E − κ

]
ε + O(ε3), (216)

where Rs1 and Rs2 denote the radii of the first and second satellite to reflect

the light pulses, respectively. Here, we do not expand this expression as it is

not likely to find extra physical insights that have not been already seen in

(215). It is also more difficult to find an interesting configuration with two

satellites that fulfils the validity condition at each path segment contributing

to the Wigner phase (216).

Both total phases (214) and (216) do not seem to vanish in general, which

can be seen even more explicitly in the approximate formula (215). This

seems to contradict the statement found in the literature that the total Wigner

phase acquired along a closed path in Schwarzschild spacetime would al-

ways vanish regardless of the gauge convention [96, 95].

The latter statement was a consequence of the general claim made by the

authors, that the Wigner phase remains gauge invariant under changes of

reference frames along closed trajectories. In Schwarzschild spacetime, if

one works within the Newton gauge, there is no rotation of polarisation

along arbitrary null geodesics. The authors concluded that this absence of

effect would remain along closed paths for any choice of reference frame.

Yet, we have just shown in our derivation that a different choice of frame

does not necessarily yield a zero result along a closed trajectory. One can
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argue that the claim in [96, 95] should hold only for closed paths in phase

space, which is a much stronger restriction. The paths we consider are not

closed in phase space, although they form a closed trajectory in position

space. In [109] the authors first say that the geodetic effects of gravity on

polarisation rotation are zero along a closed trajectory. However, in the

same work they also say that this is true for closed phase space trajecto-

ries. From our result, it seems that the geodetic effects vanish for closed

paths in phase space only. An example of such paths would be given by

photons following circular geodesics on the photon sphere of a black hole

at rps = 3Mbh. In this case, the path is closed in both position and mo-

mentum spaces. One can expect the absence of Wigner phases for such

configurations in Schwarzschild spacetime. However, if the path is closed

by judiciously positioned mirrors, like in this work, then the claim made in

[96, 95] does not seem to hold. This occurs because the mirrors change the

light’s null vector in a discontinuous way, which therefore opens the path

in momentum space. The arguments made by the authors in those works

can no longer be applied, and the gauge-invariance is lost even if the pho-

tons are measured at the same location by the same observer who initially

emitted them. This supports our nonzero result.

In the next section 8.4.1, we will give the numerical values for the pa-

rameters appearing in (214) and (216) in order to estimate the amplitude

of the total Wigner phases obtained here for the two schemes. Before that,

let us review the effects due to the reflections by the satellites in the next

subsection.

8.3.3 Changes due to reflections on mirrors

In the schemes described in 8.3.1, the propagating light pulses are reflected

by the satellite(s), and prior to measurement by the static observer on Earth

in order to align the received light rays with the emitted ones. This last

reflection doesn’t change the energy of the received photons as seen by the
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static observer that will perform the measurement, because the mirror is

static itself and located at the same radius. It solely changes the directional

parameters εr, εθ and κ of the null vector (208) back to the initial values that

the emitted light rays had.

Yet, the orbiting satellite does communicate some of its energy to the

photons at the reflection event, which changes the value of Ep for the new

geodesic segment(s) after the reflection. The Wigner phases are however

energy independent, therefore the helicity states are not affected by such

energy shifts, only the momentum states are.

The light ray’s reflections on the mirrors change its direction, and as a

consequence, its polarisation vector. This may induce extra Wigner phases,

although we here ignore these effect because of the considerations in [109],

where it was found that the relativistic corrections on the polarisation vector

due to reflections on the mirrors are one order higher in the relativistic

perturbation than the polarisation rotation due to propagation in the curved

spacetime which we are studying here.

8.4 total wigner phase

Here we give numerical values for the parameters that appear in the expres-

sion of the Wigner phase (213), in order to give the phase’s value for the

different configurations described in 8.3.1.

8.4.1 Parameters

The Wigner phases (214) and (216) encode physical parameters of the Earth

and some parameters of the light’s trajectory. We consider three orbits for

the satellites: a GEO i.e. at Rs(GEO) = RE + 35784km, a LEO at Rs(LEO) =

RE + 2000km, which is the highest orbit to be considered as LEO, and a

VLEO at Rs(VLEO) = RE + 255km, which is the radius at which the Gravity
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field and steady-state Ocean Circulation Explorer (GOCE) satellite orbited

the Earth.

Quantity Quantity
Position

Light ray
Value

(natural u.) (S.I. u.) trajectory

M/RE
GM
REc2 Earth / 6.95× 10−10

M/Rs
GM
Rsc2

GEO / 1.05× 10−10

LEO / 5.29× 10−10

VLEO / 6.69× 10−10

κ κ /

Earth→ GEO 2.73 ×1013m2

GEO→ Earth 2.66 ×1013m2

Earth→ LEO 3.75 ×1013m2

LEO→ Earth 3.80 ×1013m2

Earth→ VLEO 4.03 ×1013m2

VLEO→ Earth 4.46 ×1013m2

GEO→ LEO 6.98 ×1013m2

LEO→ GEO 6.98 ×1013m2

Table 5.: Physical parameters in the Wigner phase’s expression.

In the table 5, we give the numerical values of the quantities appearing

in the expressions of the Wigner phases. We compute the values for the

rescaled Carter constant κ by integrating numerically the constraint equa-

tion (209). We used the parameters given in the previous paragraph together

with the latitudes θe = 42◦ and θo = 43◦ respectively for the emitting and re-

ceiving stations on Earth, θs(VLEO) = 30◦ and θs(LEO) = 15◦ respectively

for the reflecting VLEO and LEO satellites, and the GEO satellite lies in the

equatorial plane θs(GEO) = 90◦.

Notice that the rescaled Carter constants in the table above have the same

value when the light propagates in one way or in the opposite way. This

doesn’t seem to be true a priori for the Earth-satellite exchanges in the table
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above, yet this difference in value is only due to our set up choice of having

the receiver’s lab at a slightly different latitude than the emitter’s station.

8.4.2 Wigner phases

We now have all the numerical values required to evaluate the Wigner

phases (214) and (216). We give their amplitudes for the different schemes

and satellites’ configurations in the table 6 below:

Scheme Satellites’ orbits Ψ (rad)

1

VLEO 1.97× 10−4

LEO 1.32× 10−5

GEO −2.09× 10−6

2

LEO→ GEO −5.56× 10−4

GEO→ LEO 5.67× 10−4

Table 6.: Wigner phase for different satellite configurations in both schemes.

Unsurprisingly, the magnitude of the effect is larger in the second scheme,

where the light pulses propagate along larger distances in the curved space-

time surrounding the Earth. Yet we can notice that for the first scheme,

higher values are obtained for lower orbits. This is due to the angular con-

stants κ having larger values when the photons are sent to such low orbits,

because their θ(λ) angular coordinate varies faster along the ray.

As explained in 3.3.4, we can facilitate the detection of such phases by

using more refined helicity states like GHZ states. Nevertheless, the values

we obtained for the Wigner phases are larger than what one finds in the

litterature for other scenarios studying light’s rotation of polarisation, see

for example [103, 104, 106, 98]. This result also seems to invalidate the

statement that there would be no Wigner phase for a closed trajectory in

Schwarzschild spacetime [95, 96, 109], even when it is due to judiciously

positioned mirrors and not because of initial conditions [96].
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8.5 conclusion

We have considered beams of polarised light that travel closed paths in the

Schwarzschild spacetime around the Earth, and we found that the photon

helicity states pick up a non zero Wigner phase. For the configurations

we looked at, the amplitudes of the Wigner phases we found are, to our

knowledge, larger than what can be found in the litterature for different

scenarios probing the light’s polarisation rotation. Our result also questions

the statement found in the litterature that there is no Wigner phase accrued

by photons propagating along a closed path in the Schwarzschild spacetime.

We presented a theory for realistic schemes involving reflecting satellites

in the near Earth environment. This proposal should lead to new quantum

measurements of general relativistic effects induced on polarised photons.

We find that the amplitude of the effect is higher when considering lower

orbits for schemes with a single satellite. With multiple reflecting satellites,

the configurations with longer path length together with greater angular

differences between path segments would provide the largest effect. The

effect can also be enhanced by using more refined helicity states, such as

GHZ states.

The experiment we propose in this chapter is achievable with current

technology. The measurement of the phase we predict would help deepen

our understanding of the influence of the polarisation rotation in curved

spacetime on the quantum state of photons, and therefore of the interplay

between quantum physics and relativity.
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Entangled states of photons have been used extensively to show how exact

were the predictions made by quantum theory. Bell test experiments using

polarisation entangled photons [12] are a striking example. On another side,

the theory of relativity has been necessary to explain effects due to accelera-

tion, such as in particle accelerators, where the lifetime of created particles

is longer due to the time dilation induced by the particles’ relativistic veloc-

ities [13]. The question we address in this chapter is the following: How

shall we describe the quantum state of polarised light, that is the helicity

states of photons, as seen by accelerated observers?

There are several motivations for looking at the influence of observers’

acceleration on the outcome of a usual quantum optics experiment: the first

one would be that both relativity and quantum theory give an important, yet

different role to the observer regarding the outcome of an experiment. Seek-

ing for observer dependent effects arising from both theories should help

get new insights on the interplay between these theories. Another reason is

that despite a wide range of relativistic tests in different regimes, relativistic

effects directly related to acceleration of motion haven’t been tested much

on quantum states. However, a recent experiment by Fink et al. [43] gave

bounds for the invariance of a (rotationally invariant) Bell state of photons

under uniform acceleration in a centrifuge. We explore the theory to find

different configurations where this invariance could break down and give

a possibly measurable effect, in particular by making other choices for the
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type of acceleration and for the quantum state to be probed. Finally, quan-

tum technologies will indubitably be increasingly used in the future, for ex-

ample in space in order to provide better services and security. Whether in

the case of quantum experiments in space or for future all day life quantum

technologies, resilience under acceleration seems to be an essential feature.

In general, knowing the impact of relativistic effects on quantum properties

is very important as quantum technology will develop to be increasingly

elaborate and therefore sensitive to such effects.

In this chapter we will look at different configurations where polarised

photons propagate between centrifuged observers. Relativistic treatments of

light’s polarisation in Minkowski spacetime has been carried out in several

works [89, 87, 91, 90, 92, 88, 93, 63, 64]. In the present work, we mainly

use the theory developed in [60, 62] to investigate the possible effects of the

observers’ acceleration on photonic quantum helicity states. The structure

of the chapter is as follows: in section 9.1 we introduce the mathematical

tools necessary to describe the observers and the light rays in the centrifuge.

In section 9.2, we calculate the Wigner phase factors acquired by the helicity

states, first for photons propagating radially, then for photons with angular

momentum. Section 9.3 proposes an experimental scheme to measure such

Wigner phases. In section 9.4, we discuss the results we have obtained and

we compare them with the outcome of the experiment [43]. Finally, we

conclude in our results in section 9.5.

9.1 mathematical formalism

9.1.1 Centrifuged observers

In this chapter, the spacetime background is considered to be the Minkowski

spacetime in cylindrical (actually polar) coordinates (t, r, θ, z = 0). The

matrix representation of the spacetime’s metric is g = diag(−1, 1, r2, 1).
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At event (t, r, θ, z = 0), an observer rigidly attached to the arm of a cen-

trifuge has 4-velocity [49]:

v = γ(t, r) ( ∂t + ω(t) ∂θ) , (217)

with ω(t) = dθ
dt the coordinate angular velocity of the centrifuge and γ(t, r) =

(1− r2 ω(t)2)−
1
2 . The emitter, the receiver and the quantum optical tools

(like the mirrors) are all rigidly attached to the centrifuge and therefore

have a velocity of the form (217).

We introduce the tetrad e that will translate the expressions of physical

quantities from the global polar Minkowski coordinates to local Cartesian

coordinates adapted to our accelerating observer. A tetrad field for the

familly of centrifuged observers will be defined at each point along the

geodesic followed by the light beam from emission to reception (or reflec-

tion to another geodesic segment). This will allow us to track the change in

the light’s polarisation as measured by our accelerating observers. Follow-

ing the procedure described previously, we set the timelike component of

the tetrad as e0̂ = v at each event along the path of the light ray. As in the

previous chapter, the remaining tetrad components are obtained using the

adaptation procedure and the orthonormalisation relations.

9.1.2 The light’s null vector

We consider beams of light propagating in the polar plane of a centrifuge

between two accelerating observers (see figure 13). A light ray propagating

in the (r, θ) polar plane in Minkowski spacetime has null vector [49]:

k = Ep

(
∂t + ηr

√
1− κ2

r2 ∂r +
κ

r2 ∂θ

)
, (218)

where ηr = sign(kr) = ±1, Ep = h̄Ω > 0 is the photon’s energy as measured

by an inertial observer and κ = K/Ep, with K = r2(dθ/dλ) the photon’s

constant polar angular momentum as seen by an inertial observer.

137



9.1 mathematical formalism

Figure 13.: The centrifuge’s arm rotates with angular velocity ω and is rep-

resented here by the greyed rectangle. Within the arm of the

centrifuge, a polarised light beam (in red on the figure) prop-

agates between the source and the detector that are located at

r1 = re and r2 = ro, respectively.

We can relate the photon’s timelike constant of motion Ep to the photon’s

frequency Ωacc as measured by an accelerated observer, using that [49]:

h̄Ωacc = −kµvµ = Ep γ(t, r) (1− κ ω(t)). (219)
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Similarly, we can obtain an explicit expression for κ, for example by inte-

grating kθ/kr = dθ/dr. We get:

κ =
r2 r1 sin ∆θ√

r2
2 + r2

1 − 2 r2 r1 cos ∆θ
, (220)

where ∆θ = θ2− θ1 denotes the angular coordinate’s deflection between the

two endpoints of the null geodesic followed by the light ray. Combining

these two expressions, we obtain the following explicit expression:

Ep =
γ−1(t, r) h̄Ωacc

1− ω(t) r2 r1 sin ∆θ√
r2

2+r2
1−2 r2 r1 cos ∆θ

, (221)

which holds for any event along the null geodesic between the endpoints

(t1, r1, θ1) and (t2, r2, θ2). All our formulas are now expressed in terms of

known quantities that are measured either at the beginning or at the end of

the light’s null geodesic.

9.2 polarisation rotation of light and wigner phase

In this section, we compute the Wigner rotation experienced by the light’s

polarisation vector when the photons propagate. We first consider light

pulses propagating radially, then photons with an arbitrary propagation

direction within the polar plane of the centrifuge.

9.2.1 Radial photons

Radial light rays, namely null geodesics with θ1 = θ2, have tangent null

vectors that reduce to k = Ep ( ∂t + ηr ∂r), with Ep = γ−1(t, r) h̄Ωacc. The
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tetrad field for our accelerated observers, once adapted to radial photons, is

given by e0̂ = v and:

e1̂ = − η1η2

√
1− r2B2

(
r ω(t)(ηr ∂t + ∂r) +

ηr

r
∂θ

)
+ η1rB ∂z (222)

e2̂ = r2ω(t)B( ∂t + ηr ∂r) + B ∂θ + η2ηr
√

1− r2B2 ∂z (223)

e3̂ = γ(t, r)
(
−r2ω(t)2 ∂t + ηr(1− r2ω(t)2) ∂r −ω(t) ∂θ

)
. (224)

where B = e θ
2̂

is a free tetrad component encoding most of the gauge free-

dom from the choice of the frame, with also η1, η2 = ±1 encoding the rest

of the gauge. Notice that the parameter B is not completely arbitrary since

it needs to have the dimension of the inverse of a distance. It also needs to

obey some constraints, for example in this radial case |B| ≤ r−1 so that all

the tetrad components remain real valued.

Computing explicitly the Wigner rotation while keeping the gauge quan-

tities free, we obtain:

Ψ̃ = − η1η2

B + r
(

∂B
∂r + ηr

∂B
∂t

)
γ(t, r)

√
1− r2B2

. (225)

The Wigner phase for a radial path from r1 to r2 is then:

Ψ =
∫ λ2

λ1

Ψ̃ dλ =
∫ r2

r1

Ψ̃
ur dr (226)

Ψ = − η1η2

∫ r2

r1

B + r
(

∂B
∂r + ηr

∂B
∂t

)
√

1− r2B2
dr. (227)

This phase is clearly independent of the parameters of the centrifuge. It is a

purely gauge phase due to the choice of the frame, it encodes no information

from the accelerating nature of our observers. One can pick a frame where

such a trivial phase vanishes, by setting B = C0/r, with C0 ∈ [−1, 1]. Notice

that despite the presence of an apparent singularity in the expressions (225)

and (227) when we make the choice B = ±1/r, which amounts to use the

tetrad components e1̂ = ±η1 ∂z and e2̂ = ±r ω(t)( ∂t + ηr ∂r) ± 1
r ∂θ, this

choice gives an identically zero Wigner rotation as well.

We have just seen that radial photons do not give any interesting phase

when measured by centrifuged observers. In the next subsection, we con-

sider photons with angular momentum in order to obtain a better result.
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9.2.2 Angular photons

In the case of non radial light beams, we follow the same procedure as in

the previous subsection but now using the complete null vector (218). The

photon’s angular constant of motion κ 6= 0 induces several extra terms, and

B can now be a function of (t, r, θ). The tetrad for our accelerating observers

and adapted to the light beam considered here is given in appendix C.1.

The obtained Wigner rotation Ψ̃ is rather cumbersome and we display it in

equation (247) in appendix C.2.

In order to extract physical insights on the effect of the observer’s accelera-

tion on the measurement of photon states, we seek for an interesting frame

choice that would simplify the expression of the Wigner rotation. Let us

first look for a frame in which the Wigner rotation would vanish in the limit

of radial photons κ → 0. This choice is motivated by the lack of physical

meaning the Wigner phase has in the radial case, as we saw in the previ-

ous subsection. Such a frame can be chosen by picking an expression for

B(t, r, θ) that solves the differential equation in (225). The solutions can be

written as B(t, r, θ) = f (θ)/r, where f is for now an arbitrary differentiable

function. Using this family of tetrad frames and after a lengthy computa-

tion we obtain the new expression for the Wigner rotation (248) (in appendix

C.2). In order to obtain a simple analytical expression, let us look at the case

where the beam is only slightly angular. To do so, we use the explicit ex-

pressions for the constants of motion (220) and (221), and we expand the

Wigner rotation up to first order in ∆θ = θ2 − θ1, which gives:

Ψ̃ =
r2 r1

r2 − r1

f (θ) r2ω′(t)− f ′(θ)
γ(t, r) r2

√
1− f (θ)2

∆θ + O
(
∆θ2), (228)

where we have set η1 = η2 = 1 to further simplify the formula. We have now

an expression simple enough to get some physical insights. First, notice that

the Wigner rotation (228) is independent on the energy of the photons h̄Ωacc,

as it should [87]. Also notice that f has to be a bounded function: | f (θ)| < 1

for all θ, otherwise the Wigner rotation (228) would become imaginary due
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to some components of the tetrad taking complex values. A simple choice

like f (θ) = 0 clearly yields an identically zero Wigner rotation. This is true

in the general case as well, as can be seen by setting B(t, r, θ) = 0 in the

general formula (247). Despite the apparent singularity, the simple choice

f (θ) = ±1 gives a perfectly regular yet vanishing result if it is made before

the derivation of the Wigner rotation. To obtain a non trivial result, namely

a phase which genuinely depends on the rotation of the centrifuge, one thus

needs to make some other frame choice. We can now have a closer look at

the two different regimes for the acceleration of the centrifuge: uniform and

non-uniform acceleration.

Uniform acceleration

If the centrifuge is in uniform acceleration, namely when ω(t) = ω0 = cst.,

only the centripetal acceleration ac(v) = − r ω2
0

1−r2ω2
0

∂r is left. The Wigner

phase (228) then simplifies to:

Ψ̃ = − r2 r1

r2 − r1

f ′(θ)
γ(r) r2

√
1− f (θ)2

∆θ + O
(
∆θ2), (229)

where here γ(r) = (1 − r2ω2
0)
− 1

2 . The choice B = f (θ)/r that we made

therefore gives a non zero result in the uniform acceleration case. However

we notice that the Wigner rotation would completely vanish in this uniform

acceleration case if we were to choose f (θ) = cst. We can specify a function

f to simplify (229) further. A natural choice seems to be f (θ) = cos θ, then:

Ψ̃ = ηθ
r2 r1

r2 − r1

∆θ

γ(r) r2 + O
(
∆θ2), (230)

where ηθ = sign(sin θ). Let us consider the case where ηθ remains constant

along the beam’s trajectory. The Wigner phase is then easily computed:

Ψ =
∫ λ2

λ1

Ψ̃ dλ

= ηθ ∆θ
r2 r1

r2 − r1

∫ r2

r1

1
γ(r) r2

dr
ur + O

(
∆θ2)

= ηr ηθ ∆θ
r2 r1

r2 − r1

∫ r2

r1

dr
r2 + O

(
∆θ2)

Ψ = ηr ηθ ∆θ + O
(
∆θ2). (231)
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This neat expression shows a Wigner phase that only depends on the direc-

tion of the beam. The result is independent of the radial distance covered

by the beam, and more importantly, of the angular velocity ω0 of the cen-

trifuge. This phase is therefore not directly related to the acceleration, in a

similar way as with the radial photons result (227). Notice that using the

more general expression of (229) would not change this dependence. There-

fore, to find a genuine effect due to acceleration we need to consider non

uniform accelerations.

Non uniform acceleration

Let us now consider a centrifuge accelerating non uniformly. In order to

have a phase due purely to the non uniform nature of the acceleration, let

us choose a frame that would make the phase vanish in the uniform acceler-

ation scenario. From the considerations below (229), we know that we need

to take f (θ) = f0 = cst. Furthermore, we know that we need to choose

0 < | f0| < 1 in order to have a real valued and non zero Wigner rotation.

Let us then take an intermediate value: f0 = 1/
√

2 will turn out to be

convenient. We then obtain a Wigner rotation that vanishes for uniformly

accelerating observers and radial light rays. It reads:

Ψ̃ =∆θ
r2 r1

r2 − r1

ω′(t)
γ(t)

+ O
(
∆θ2). (232)

The Wigner phase accumulated along the light’s path then reads:

Ψ =
∫ λ2

λ1

Ψ̃ dλ

=∆θ
r2 r1

r2 − r1

∫ t2

t1

ω′(t)
γ(t)

dt
ut + O

(
∆θ2)

=∆θ
r2 r1

r2 − r1

∫ t2

t1

ω′(t) dt + O
(
∆θ2),

Ψ =∆θ
r2 r1

c (r2 − r1)
(ω(t2)−ω(t1)) + O

(
∆θ2). (233)

We have restored the speed of light c in this last equality for clarity. The

phase we obtain depends on the trajectory of the beam, and it is propor-

tional to the difference in the angular velocities measured by the centrifuged
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emitter and receiver. The phase we obtained is small because of two pertur-

bative quantities: the angular deviation ∆θ that we chose to be perturbative

for convenience in the calculations (but which doesn’t have to be in prin-

ciple) and the relativistic terms of the form r ω/c which are expected to

be small in realistic experiments. In the next section we will propose an

experimental scheme where the light beam travels a closed path.

9.3 proposed scheme

The Wigner phases we obtained in (231) and (233) are acquired by the quan-

tum state of the photons when these are prepared and measured in the spe-

cific observer frames that we have defined. The expression of the Wigner

phases we obtained work for a definite angular momentum constant κ, i.e.

along a single null geodesic. However, when the light beam eventually en-

counters a mirror or any other device that changes its direction, κ then takes

a different value. The phase for the new geodesic segment then needs to be

computed separetely with the new value for κ (namely with the new values

for r1, r2 and ∆θ). The final result is the sum of the phases acquired along

such portions.

The reflections on mirrors also change the light’s polarisation vector. Such

reflection events may therefore induce extra Wigner phases to the quantum

state. In this chapter we ignore such phases and leave this problem for

further work. However, such phases are relevant for the complete theory

and they would need to be taken into account in a realistic experiment.

We now describe the experimental scheme we consider to be the most

relevant to measure the effect. A closed loop seems to be indicated as the

most interesting path to be followed by the photons, for several reasons:

firstly, we can compare polarisation states only from light rays with par-

allel null vectors. In a closed path, the null vector at the end of the loop

is reflected such that it takes again the direction it had at emission, which

therefore enables a legitimate comparison of the polarisation states. Sec-
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ondly, the result we have obtained in (233) indicates that the value of the

phase is rather small. A closed path would enable the light to propagate

again and again in the loop and therefore to cumulate phases until the to-

tal phase becomes measurable. Lastly, in [95, 96] it is claimed that one can

obtain a completely gauge-independent phase in a static spacetime (like in

the Minkowski spacetime considered here) by measuring the phase after the

photons have travelled a closed path in space. We will thus be able to probe

this claim by using a closed path propagation of the light.

Let us consider the following closed path scheme (see figure 14): a beam

of polarised light is prepared and emitted along the arm of the centrifuge

with a small angular momentum at event (te, re, 0). The emission’s radius

re is close to the center of the centrifuge and the beam propagates towards

the end of the centrifuge’s arm. A mirror reflects the light beam at event

(ti, ri, θi) and the photons are finally reflected back to their emission point

without angular momentum from event (ti′ , ri′ , 0) to (to, ro = re, 0) using

another mirror. Just before the measurement takes place at the latter loca-

tion, we reflect one last time the beam in order to close the light’s path in

phase space: this last reflections uses a mirror that we have placed close to

the source and appropriately oriented in order for the measured photons to

have a parallel momentum as the emitted ones. This is a required condition

to compare polarisation states and for the claim made in [95, 96] to hold.

The total Wigner phase acquired is then the sum of the Wigner phases

acquired in each segment of the closed path: Ψ = Ψe→i + Ψi→i′ + Ψi′→o.

Assuming the centrifuge is in a non uniformly accelerating motion, these

individual phases read:

Ψe→i = θi
ri re

c (ri − re)
(ω(ti)−ω(te)) + O(θ2

i ) (234)

Ψi→i′ = − θi
ri′ ri

c (ri′ − ri)
(ω(ti′)−ω(ti)) + O(θ2

i ) (235)

Ψi′→o = 0. (236)
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Figure 14.: A beam of light (in red solid lines) travels a closed path within

the centrifuge’s arm (greyed rectangle). The centrifuge’s arm

width and the angle θi have been drawn large for clarity only.

Therefore, the total phase acquired by the helicity states is:

Ψ = θi
ri′ + re

ri′ − re

(ri′ + re)ω(ti)− ri′ ω(ti′)− re ω(te)

c
+ O(θ2

i ), (237)
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where it has been used that ri =
ri′+re

2 + O(θ2
i ). This phase is small, in

particular due to the little change in angular velocity ω(t) experienced by

the centrifuge during the photons’ propagation between the different ob-

servers and mirrors. However, one can let the light go through the loop

again and again, until it picks up a measurable phase. In the uniformly

accelerating case, the total phase vanishes up to first order in θi, as can be

seen using (231). According to the results of [95, 96] these phases should

be gauge-independent. However we can see from (228) that there would be

no Wigner rotation for the choice of a frame with f = 0, which seems to

contradict the claim, here again, since with the other frame choice we have

made we obtained the result (237). The scheme we are proposing thus offers

a way to test this prediction, together with providing a way to measure the

effect of (non uniformly) accelerating observers on quantum states.

9.4 discussion on recent experimental results

In the experiment [43], the quantum state that probed the effects of the cen-

trifuge’s acceleration was a rotationally invariant polarisation entangled Bell

state |Ψ−〉 = (|H1V2〉 − |V1H2〉) /
√

2. This state is rewritten in terms of he-

licities as |Ψ−〉 = (|+1−2〉 − |−1+2〉) /
√

2. Such a state prevents the effects

described in this chapter: using this state, Wigner phase factors cancel due

to paired particles with same momentum but opposite helicities [64, 63]:

Û |Ψ−〉 = 1√
2

(
eiΨ |+1〉 ⊗ e−iΨ |−2〉 − e−iΨ |−1〉 ⊗ eiΨ |+2〉

)
= |Ψ−〉 (238)

Such invariant states are therefore recommended for quantum tasks such

as quantum cryptography or quantum teleportation. In order to probe rela-

tivistic effects on quantum systems we however need to use other kinds of

quantum states. An interesting state to select for this purpose would be one
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of the other Bell states of the form |Φ±〉 = (|+1+2〉 ± |−1−2〉) /
√

2. Such

states would cumulate two Wigner phases after propagation:

Û |Φ±〉 = 1√
2

(
eiΨ |+1〉 ⊗ eiΨ |+2〉 − e−iΨ |−1〉 ⊗ e−iΨ |−2〉

)
. (239)

That means that the phase difference in the superposition is actually of 4

times the Wigner phase. One can further increase this factor by using a

N particles GHZ state |GHZ〉 = |+〉⊗N + |−〉⊗N, which will give a phase

difference of 2NΨ.

Still, the use of another kind of quantum state in the experiment [43]

would have probably not been enough to find a measurable effect. The

Wigner phases we found have small values, and they would require much

larger path lengths together with non uniform acceleration of the centrifuge

in order to become measurable. In our study, the uniformly accelerating

case probed in [43] seems to give only a gauge phase, which is indepen-

dent on the acceleration of the observers and therefore not relevant for the

present study. The smallness of the Wigner phases we found confirms the

resilience of entangled states of light under acceleration observed in [43].

Yet, our theoretical work offers predictions that haven’t been rulled out by

the results of this experiment.

9.5 conclusion

In this chapter, we first derived the general yet cumbersome expression for

the Wigner rotation of the light’s polarisation vector as seen by accelerating

observers. We have obtained explicit expressions for the Wigner phases ac-

quired by momentum-helicity states of photons after propagation between

accelerating observers in a centrifuge. We found that photons propagating

radially (that is, perpendicularly to the centrifuge’s angular velocity) cannot

pick up any Wigner phase related to the acceleration of the centrifuge. For

photons with angular momentum, we found a Wigner phase which does
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depend on acceleration but only for non uniformly accelerating observers.

Namely, the effect we found appears through changes of acceleration only.

We have then provided the theory for a scheme designed to measure

this effect. In this scheme, the polarised light beam follows a closed path,

for which previous theoretical works [95, 96] predict the gauge invariance

of the total Wigner phase acquired along the loop. The experiment we

propose here gives a way to check this result. But most importantly, it

would enable to probe the changes acceleration induces on quantum states

of light. Such closed path schemes can be implemented in the form of a

cavity experiment where the light propagates for a longer time in order

for the initially small phase to grow larger. Although the phase would

be measurable in such schemes, the smallness of the Wigner phases we

found along short distances seems to indicate in general a strong resilience

of photons’ polarisation states under acceleration. Quantum technologies

based on such quantum features should therefore be robust to acceleration

as long as there is no cumulative effect coming into play.
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C O N C L U S I O N

In this thesis we have studied and given predictions for relativistic effects

induced on quantum states. We have focused on bosonic systems such

as phonons, scalar frequency modes of light, and spin-1 polarised pho-

tons. We have investigated relativistic effects arising from both the prop-

agation of these quantum fields and the motion of the observers measur-

ing them in curved spacetimes. We worked in a variety of spacetimes

such as the Minkowski, gravitational waves, Schwarzschild and Kerr space-

times. Within each of these spacetimes, we have considered several type

of observers, such as static, circularly geodesic and centrifuged observers.

The various configurations lead to different effects that can in principle be

probed using current or near-future technologies.

Phonon creation by gravitational waves in a Bose-Einstein condensate is

the first relativistic effect on a quantum system that we thoroughly dis-

cussed in this thesis, in part II. We began by reviewing the theory developed

in the initial proposal [41] in order to then refine it and derive new results.

We obtained the Bogolyubov transformation for a discrete step in the met-

ric for an arbitrary boundary condition of the cavity. We then reviewed the

validity of such a discrete transformation by checking if it would lead to a

leak of the quantum field of the cavity, and we found that to the order of the

computation no such problem arises. Working in the symmetric case (with

the center of the cavity unaltered by the gravitational wave), we derived the

explicit Bogolyubov coefficients for the phonon field under the presence of a
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continuous gravitational wave, including the contribution from the change

in the mode frequencies that was neglected in the earlier derivation. We

then characterised four different resonance scenarios, three of them for the

first time, where, in each, different pairs of modes resonate with the gravi-

tational wave either by a mode-mixing or a particle creation resonance.

In the following chapter we looked at the influence of noise in the Bose-

Einstein condensate where the effect induced by the gravitational wave is to

be measured. We have obtained the Bogolyubov transformation induced on

the phonon field due to the shaking of the cavity where the Bose-Einstein

condensate is trapped. Provided with the noise spectrum obtained experi-

mentally, one would be able to plug it in the latter Bogolyubov transforma-

tion and therefore characterise the influence of such noise on the phonon

field and thus on the measurement outcome. Then, we carried out the com-

putation for the discrete Bogolyubov transformation due to both a discrete

change in the metric and a displacement of the cavity caused by noise. We

could then characterise up to which point such a noisy displacement com-

petes with the gravitational wave’s distortion of the metric. Another noise

study we regarded was thermal noise. In a simplified model, we analysed

how two phonon modes become altered in the presence of thermal noise,

whether during the passage of a gravitational wave or not. All these stud-

ies refined the model initially proposed in [41] in order to make the theory

more acute and to characterise undesirable effects that will inevitably show

up in the actual experiment.

In the next part of the thesis, part III, we developed the theory for quan-

tum measurements of spacetime parameters using satellites around the

Earth within quantum communcation schemes. We followed the theory

initially developed in [34, 35], here again in order to refine and extend it.

The first chapter of this part of the thesis accounts for the new results we

have published in [1]. We first extended the theory from [34, 35] devel-

oped in the Schwarzschild spacetime to a Kerr spacetime picture, that is we

took into account the Earth’s rotation about its axis. We were therefore able
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to provide an estimation of the precision bound one can attain on a quan-

tum measurement of the Earth’s angular velocity. Another improvement

from the earlier computations was to take into account special relativistic

effects. The purely gravitational frequency shift turns out to compete with

the Doppler shift caused by the observers’ motion. This observation lead to

the finding of a special family of orbits on which gravitational and special

relativistic effects exactly compensate. For quantum metrology purposes,

schemes with satellites orbiting at such altitudes should be proscribed since

they would yield very low precisions on the measurement of spacetime pa-

rameters. However, such orbits provide communication channels with Earth

that are free from any relativistic noise, they are therefore very relevant for

quantum tasks such as quantum communication, quantum key distribution

or quantum teleportation. A last feature that we introduced in this chapter

is the transposition of the already described Earth to satellite scheme to a

satellite to satellite scheme. In such schemes, we found results close to the

previous ones, but which are free from the problematic atmospheric noise

present in the Earth to satellite case.

The following chapter went back to the Schwarzschild picture, but gen-

eralising the schemes considered in [34, 35]. In this chapter, the observer

was assumed to stand anywhere on Earth and was allowed to communi-

cate with any satellite circularly orbiting around the Earth. Furthermore,

two different families of schemes were considered: the first one, the link

communications, includes uplinks studied in the previous chapter, but also

downlinks where optical pulses are sent from the satellites towards a sta-

tion on Earth. The other family of schemes we considered are reflection

schemes, where the photons emitted from Earth are reflected by a passing

satellite equipped with a mirror. The photons received back on Earth then

encode parameters from the velocity of the satellite, which itself encodes

physical parameters such as the mass of the Earth and the altitude of the

orbit. We then performed metrology techniques on some chosen configu-

rations of these schemes and we found results much improved compared
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to earlier ones [35, 1]. Our theoretical results now even outbound the cur-

rent state of the art precision on the Schwarzschild radius that was obtained

through classical measurements. We also demonstrated that in such config-

urations quantum communications and therefore other quantum tasks such

as quantum key distribution protocols would be extremely noisy due to rela-

tivistic effects if these are not properly corrected. The results of this chapter

showed why relativity and quantum physics are relevant to each other for

quantum experiments using satellites: we found that relativistic effects can-

not be neglected in general in quantum communication. We also discovered

a way to outperform classical measurements of physical quantities like the

mass of the Earth by using quantum states. This is a very exciting result

that should renew the interest of taking advantage of both quantum and

relativistic features in order to improve the current technology.

In the previous parts of the thesis we mostly focused on scalar fields,

whether with phonon fields or frequency modes of photons. In part IV, we

shifted our attention to the spin degree of freedom of photons. We first

looked at schemes similar to the reflecting satellite schemes developed in

the previous chapter in the Schwarzschild spacetime. Using communication

channels linking Earth to a satellite, with optical pulses propagating back

to the emission point on Earth through satellite and Earth station nodes, we

found that helicity states of photons acquire Wigner phases in such closed

paths. This result questions previous claims which can be found in the litter-

ature [95, 96]. Also, the Wigner phases we found have larger values than, to

our knowledge, what can be found in the litterature for other schemes. We

showed that a measurement of general relativistic effects on spin features of

light is at reach with current technology in space.

The subsequent chapter applies the same theoretical framework, but within

a centrifuge in Minkowski spactime. The motivation for this research was

the measurement of the invariance of polarisation entangled states of light

as measured by accelerating observers made in [43]. What we found is that

there are many reasons to account for this absence of observed effect. The
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first one is the use of a rotationally invariant polarisation entangled Bell

state as a quantum probe. We showed how such state cannot acquire any

Wigner phase due to acceleration. Considering another quantum state that

is not invariant under the effect at play we found further results: there is

no effect for a light beam propagating radially in the centrifuge. There is

also no effect when the centrifuge accelerates uniformly, which was the case

in the experiment [43]. In other words, to find an effect one needs to shoot

photons with some angular momentum in a non-uniformly accelerating cen-

trifuge. However, even so, the amplitude of the Wigner phase we predicted

is rather small. In order to find a measurable effect, we suggested to im-

plement a cavity scheme where the light propagates within a path loop for

a finite amount of time. We predict that by following such directions one

would be able to measure a relativistic effect due to acceleration on the

quantum state of polarised photons.

In this thesis we developed the theory for new experimental proposals

and we improved existing ones. We refined the theory for the phononic

gravitational wave detector by taking into account the changes in the fre-

quency modes, by considering new resonances and by checking the effects

of both sismic and thermal noise. We then extended a theory for quan-

tum communications and quantum metrology with satellites by including

the Earth’s rotation and special relativistic effects. We then proposed new

schemes such as satellite to satellite communications, and satellites retrore-

flecting towards the Earth. We found configurations for which quantum

measurement techniques outbound optimal classical results. Finally, we de-

veloped a theory to study relativistic effects on helicity states of photons,

due to acceleration in a centrifuge and due to the curved spacetime sur-

rounding our planet. All these studies combine relativistic effects and quan-

tum features, and they have no classical equivalent (classical can here mean

either non relativistic or non quantum). Therefore, experiments based on

the effects described in this thesis should lead to new insights in the inter-

play between the quantum and the relativity theories.
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G E N E R A L F R E Q U E N C Y S H I F T S

a.1 in kerr spacetime

In chapter 6, in order to keep workable formulas we designed a scheme with

radial quantum optical communication channels restricted to the equatorial

plane of the Earth. Here we derive frequency shift formulas that relax these

constraints.

a.1.1 Earth-satellite schemes

In this section, we still consider the satellite to be confined within the equa-

torial plane in order to keep working with a circular geodesic orbit [110].

However, we consider an arbitrary position for the station on Earth, which

means that we do not restrict the communication to radial channels any-

more and this provides a much wider range of possible configurations. Fur-

thermore, instead of considering only uplinks from the Earth to the satellite

we now leave free the choice of either up or down link communication chan-

nels. The 4-velocity of the observer on Earth is given in (21), the 4-velocity of

the equatorial satellite in (22), and the general null vector in Kerr spacetime

was displayed in (23). From that we can follow the same procedure as in

section 6.2 in order to derive the frequency shift f = ΩB/ΩA for this config-
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A.2 in schwarzschild spacetime

uration where photons are exchanged between an almost arbitrary station

on Earth (we need a line of sight!) and a circular equatorial geodesic:

f =
1 + εζ

a−lφ
Rs

√
M
Rs

1− a lφ M
I

√√√√√√1− a2 M2(a2+R2
E) sin2 θ

I2 − 2MRE(I2−a2 M sin2 θ)2

I2(R2
E+a2 cos2 θ)

1− 3M
Rs

+ 2εζ
a

Rs

√
M
Rs

(240)

where we used that the Earth’s longitudinal coordinate velocity ζ0 = aM/I,

with I the Earth’s moment of inertia about its axis.

a.1.2 Satellite-satellite schemes

In the satellite to satellite scheme, we here still consider the geodesic cir-

cularly orbiting satellites confined within the equatorial plane. However,

we relax the radial assumption to consider any possible trajectory for the

light rays between the two communicating satellites. The frequency shift

fsat = ΩB/ΩC in Kerr spacetime between two of such satellites reads:

fsat =
1 + εB

a−lφ
rB

√
M
rB

1 + εC
a−lφ

rC

√
M
rC

√√√√√1− 3M
rC

+ 2εC
a

rC

√
M
rC

1− 3M
rB

+ 2εB
a

rB

√
M
rB

. (241)

We can note that the non radial contribution is very simple: the light’s

azimuthal angular momentum lφ is simply subtracted to the specific angular

momentum of the Earth in the first quotient term.

a.2 in schwarzschild spacetime

In the Schwarzschild picture, where the Earth is static, we can relax most of

the assumptions: we here consider an observer on Earth standing anywhere

on the planet that exchanges photons with the satellite in any direction,

provided that there is a line of sight. The satellites are again in geodesic

circular orbit but here in any of the planes containing the center of the

Earth. Because of the spherical symmetry of the Schwarzschild spacetime,

any of these planes are equivalent.
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A.2 in schwarzschild spacetime

a.2.1 Earth-satellite scheme

In this general Schwarzschild picture, the frequency shift between an ob-

server on Earth and an observer comoving with the orbiting satellite reads:

f =

1− εζ
lφ

Rs

√
M
Rs

sin α

sin2 θs
− εθ εω

√
M(κ − l2

φ cot2 θs)

R3
s

√
1− sin2 α

sin2 θs

 frad. (242)

We labeled frad =

√
1− 2M

RE
1− 3M

Rs
the frequency shift for radial rays that was al-

ready given in (156). Notice that the angular contribution scales in
√

M/Rs,

i.e. when the angular parameters lφ and κ are not negligible then the per-

turbative terms in the parenthesis are the largest contributions to the shift.

a.2.2 Satellite-satellite schemes

Here each of the two satellites follow a geodesic circular path. The fre-

quency shift between the two observers then reads:

fsat =
1− εζ2

lφ
Rs2

√
M

Rs2

sin α2
sin2 θs2

− εθ εω2

√
M(κ−l2

φ cot2 θs2)

R3
s2

√
1− sin2 α2

sin2 θs2

1− εζ1
lφ

Rs1

√
M

Rs1

sin α1
sin2 θs1

− εθ εω1

√
M(κ−l2

φ cot2 θs1)

R3
s1

√
1− sin2 α1

sin2 θs1

fsat
rad

, (243)

with the radial shift fsat
rad

=

√
1− 3M

Rs1
1− 3M

Rs2

, which is the Schwarzschild limit of the

radial frequency shift in Kerr spacetime displayed in (168).
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B
A D A P T E D T E T R A D F O R S TAT I C O B S E RV E R S I N

S C H WA R Z S C H I L D S PA C E T I M E

b.1 general tetrad

We give here the general first and second triad components for a static
observer (12), adapted to an arbitrary null vector (15). Using the expressions
of the zeroth e0̂ = vE and third (211) tetrad components, together with the
orthonormalisation relations, we have et

1̂
= et

2̂
= 0 and:

er
1̂ = − η1 εr f (r) sin θ

lφB− η2 εθ

√
1− f (r)

κ+l2
φ

r2

√
κ−l2

φ cot2 θ

r2

√
Q− r2B2 sin2 θ

Q
, (244a)

eθ
1̂ = − η1 η2

√
Q− r2B2 sin2 θ

r sin θ
, (244b)

eφ

1̂
= η1

rB sin2 θ

√
1− f (r)

κ+l2
φ

r2 + η2 εθ f (r) lφ
r

√
κ−l2

φ cot2 θ

r2

√
Q− r2B2 sin2 θ

r sin θ Q
, (244c)

er
2̂ = − εr f (r)

εθ rB sin2 θ

√
1− f (r)

κ+l2
φ

r2

√
κ−l2

φ cot2 θ

r2 + η2
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r
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Q− r2B2 sin2 θ

Q
, (244d)

eφ

2̂
=
−εθ rB f (r) lφ

r

√
κ−l2

φ cot2 θ

r2 + η2

√
1− f (r)

κ+l2
φ

r2

√
Q− r2B2 sin2 θ

r Q
, (244e)

where we defined Q =

(
1− f (r)

κ+l2
φ

r2

)
sin2 θ +

l2
φ

r2 f (r) for compactness, and

we denoted again f (r) = 1− 2M
r . The quantity B = e θ

2̂
is the gauge compo-

nent of the tetrad. Like the gauge signs η1 = ±1 and η2 = ±1, the tetrad

component B is arbitrary, provided that it is of dimension [r−1] and fulfils

Q− r2B2 sin2 θ > 0. These three parameters encode all the gauge from the

freedom of choice of our adapted frame.
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B.2 chosen tetrad

b.2 chosen tetrad

In 8.2.1, we focused on light rays with vanishing azimuthal angular momen-

tum lφ, and we fixed the gauge parameters B = 1
r

√
1− κ

r2 and η1 = η2 = +1

in order to simplify the expression of the Wigner rotation. Plugging these

values in (244), we obtain the triad:

e1̂ = εr εθ
κ

r2

√
2M

r
f (r)√

1− f (r) κ
r2

∂r −
1
r

√
2Mκ

r3 ∂θ +
csc θ

r

√
1− κ

r2√
1− f (r) κ

r2

∂φ, (245a)

e2̂ = − εr εθ f (r)

√
κ
r2
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r2√
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r2
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1
r
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r
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∂φ, (245b)

e3̂ =
√

f (r)
(

εr

√
1− f (r)

κ

r2 ∂r +
εθ

r

√
κ

r2 ∂θ

)
. (245c)
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C
A D A P T E D T E T R A D F O R C E N T R I F U G E D O B S E RV E R S I N

M I N K O W S K I S PA C E T I M E

c.1 general tetrad

We display here the expression for the triad of an accelerating observer

in a centrifuge, as obtained from the orthonormalisation relations after the

adapting procedure. The adapted e3̂ = k
k0̂ − e0̂ is obtained with e0̂ = v given

in (217). The gauge quantities are again the triad component e θ
2̂
= B(t, r, θ)

and the arbitrary signs η1 = ±1 and η2 = ±1. The triad reads:

e1̂ = − η1η2ηr

r ω(t) ∂t + ηr
r ω(t)− κ

r√
1− κ2

r2

∂r +
1
r ∂θ

1− κ ω(t)

√
Q + η1 rB

1− κ ω(t)√
1− κ2

r2

∂z (246a)

e2̂ = r2ω(t)B ∂t + ηr rB
r ω(t)− κ

r√
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∂r + B ∂θ + η2ηr

√
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e3̂ =
−γ(t, r) r ω(t)

(
r ω(t)− κ

r

)
∂t + ηr

√
1− κ2

r2

γ(t,r) ∂r − γ(t, r) r ω(t)− κ
r

r ∂θ

1− κ ω(t)
, (246c)

where we dropped the (t, r, θ) dependence of the gauge term B and we

introduced Q = 1− κ2

r2 − r2B2 (1− κ ω(t))2 in order to ease the reading.

161



C.2 wigner rotation formulas

c.2 wigner rotation formulas

We give here the general formula for the Wigner rotation Ψ̃ using the gen-

eral tetrad adapted to a centrifuged observer (246):

Ψ̃ = − η1η2

B(t, r, θ)

(
1−2 κ2

r2√
1− κ2

r2

− ηr
κ r ω′(t)
1−κ ω(t)
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+ ηrr ∂B

∂t + r
√
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r2
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∂r + ηr

κ
r

∂B
∂θ

γ(t, r)
√

1− κ2

r2 − (1− κ ω(t))2 r2B(t, r, θ)2
. (247)

To remove the radial part of the phase, we can specify the following con-

straint on the free tetrad component: B(t, r, θ) = f (θ)/r, with f a differ-

entiable function verifying | f (θ)| < 1 for all θ. The Wigner rotation then

slightly simplifies to:

Ψ̃ =
η1η2

r

 κ
r√

1− κ2
r2

+ ηr
r2 ω′(t)

1−κ ω(t)

 f (θ)− ηr f ′(θ)

γ(t, r)
√

1− κ2

r2 − f (θ)2 (1− κ ω(t))2

κ

r
. (248)
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