arXiv:2410.14471v1 [gr-qc] 18 Oct 2024

Probing the massive scalar mode in the levitated sensor detector of gravitational wave

Rakesh Das^∗ and Anirban Saha^† Department of Physics, West Bengal State University, Barasat, Kolkata 700126, India

Owing to the mass scale associated with the scalar longitudinal mode signal of gravitational wave predicted by modified theories of gravity, it should propagate at a subluminal speed and with a different frequency compared to the massless tensor mode signals which moves at the speed of light and are present in both standard general relativity and modified theories. This is ensured by the massless and massive dispersion relations obeyed respectively by the tensor and scalar modes of gravitational wave coming from a given source and thus having the same propagation vector. We show that because of its wider operational frequency band the recently designed levitated sensor detector [52] of gravitational wave has a better chance of detecting both the scalar and tensor modes at these different frequencies and thus can provide observational evidence in favour of modified theories of gravity over general relativity. This detector works on the principle of optical trapping [50] of a dielectric nanosphere sensor[51]. By adjusting the intensity of the optical beam the frequency of the harmonic potential trap can be varied widely so that the nanosphere sensor can undergo distinct resonant transitions induced by the tensor and scalar modes. We demonstrate that the dynamics of the sensor mass obeys a geodesic deviation equation in the proper detector frame and construct a quantum mechanical description of this system in modified gravity framework to compute the probabilities of resonant transitions in response to incoming gravitational wave signals of both periodic and aperiodic kind.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since the first gravitational wave (GW) was detected in 2015 [1, 2], the detection events have become fairly regular [3, 4] in the interferometric detectors like Advanced LIGO [5–9] and Advanced Virgo [10]. Apart form the area of GW astronomy [3, 4, 11–16] these data can also be used to look into the innate nature of gravity itself, especially since Einstein’s general relativity is not the only candidate theory of gravity at the classical level – the discovery of late time acceleration of the universe [17, 18] has opened up possibilities for rival theories [19, 20]. A class of such alternatives go under the name of modified theory of gravity(MTG) [21].

In a generic MTG framework matter couples to the gravity via the metric. Linearising the theory yields GWs which can accommodate up to four extra polarisation modes in addition to the two tensor modes predicted by standard GR [22–29]. Among these additional ones, only the two scalar modes are allowed in most of the cosmologically viable scenarios [22], therefore the remaining two vector modes are usually ignored in theoretical analysis. While the two tensor modes of polarization, present in both standard GR and MTG framework, affect the test mass only in the transverse plane [22, 23] the longitudinal scalar mode in MTG displaces the test particle along the GW propagation direction [24–26]. Moreover this mode, being massive, should propagate with a subluminal speed in contrast to the massless modes that move at the speed of light [27]. If distinguished from others in actual GW data, the imprint of this scalar longitudinal mode can serve as an observational evidence in favor of MTG over standard GR. Therefore it is imperative to analyse the matter-GW interaction in the MTG framework, specifically focusing on the response of the test mass to the longitudinal scalar mode. Since in any realistic scenario GW interacts with the test mass at a length scale of O [ 10^{−22}m ] , far smaller than the size of atomic nucleus [∼ 10^{−15}m] a quantum mechanical treatment is of course preferable [30–34].

In [35] we have studied the quantum mechanics of a freely falling test mass responding to classical GW in MTG framework. This can be perceived as a toy model of the interferometric detector of GW [36, 37] where the test mass is assumed to represent one of the mirrors and its seperation from the beam splitter along the detector arm-length is taken as the geodesic deviation. The formal solution we obtained in [35] demonstrates that the scalar longitudinal mode indeed makes the quantum mechanical test particle oscillate out of the transverse plane. However it is futile to track this tiny positional movement of the test mass that occurs at a sub-nuclear length-scale [38–40]. One should rather look for the GW-induced transition of the test mass to some excited state. Such transitions will be enhanced in a resonance scenario [38, 41–43] if the test mass is trapped inside a harmonic potential of a frequency close to that of the GW. Such a set-up has long been realized^1 in the resonant mass bar-detectors [44–48], pioneered by James

∗ rakeshkrishno@gmail.com † anirban@wbsu.ac.in 1 The phonon modes of elastic vibration inside the bar behave like quantum mechanical forced harmonic oscillators under the influence of GW [38].

Weber [30, 31] in the 70’s. However, till date the bar detectors have not achieved the required sensetivity levels for a conclusive detection of GW [49] and they are also heavily restrained by the non-tunability of the operational frequency band which is decided by the length of the resonant bar.

These issues are addressed in a new type of tunable resonant detector based on optical trapping [50] of a dielectric nanosphere [51]. Currently under construction [52], this detector claims to achieve improved sensitivity in a wider frequency range of 50 − 300 kHz compared to Advanced LIGO [5–9] while being relatively smaller in size ∼ 100 m. Here the dielectric nanosphere trapped in an antinode of a optical cavity serves as the sensor mass. A passing GW displaces this sensor from the antinode located at the minima of a harmonic potential [53]. The frequency of the trapping potential can be varied by adjusting the intensity of the optical beam to achieve resonance with an incoming GW signal[51]. Naturally the underlying physics here is that of a quantum harmonic oscillator responding to GW.

Therefore in this paper we shall consider a three-dimensional version^2 of this optically levitated sensor. Note that not only the sensor mass but also the antinode position gets affected by the passing GW [51], so a carefull analysis of this levitated sensor detector (LSD) geometry is necessary before we construct a quantum mechanical depiction of the detector-GW interaction in the proper detector frame. So we shall first consider the basic schematics of the optical cavity and the sensor position of the LSD as described in [51] and establish that the time evolution of the displacement of the sensor from the antinode is indeed governed by a geodesic deviation equation in the proper detector frame. Then employing a generic methodology we have elaborated earlier in [35] we shall obtain a quantum mechanical description of the system to estimate the probabilities of the sensor undergoing GW-induced resonant transitions to some excited states. The GW signal will be assumed to contain both the massive scalar and massless tensor polarization modes predicted by the classical MTG framework.

This paper is structured as follows: In the next section we consider the basic geometry of the levitated sensor detector to establish that its response to the incoming GW can be tracked by studying a geodesic deviation equation. In section 3 we switch to a quantum mechanical description of the system. The formal dynamical solution is provided in Appendix A. In section 4 we obtain the transition probabilities to demonstrate the resonant transitions for some simple GW waveform templets. We discuss the scope of levitated sensor detectors in view of our results in section 5.

II. GEOMETRY OF LSD AND THE FORCE OF GW ON THE SENSOR

In this section we consider the geometry of the optical cavity and the sensor trapped inside following [51], but in a manner suitable for our analysis^3. The origin of the locally Lorentz frame (LLF), i.e. the TT gauge frame [38] is at the input mirror M_1. The spatial coordinates of the other mirror M_2 located at the far end of the optical cavity are x^i_{M2} = (l_m, 0, 0). Thus the proper distance between the two mirrors in presence of GW is given by

L_m (t) = {( η_{ij} + h^{TT}_{ij} ) Δx^iΔx^j } 1_2 ≃ ( 1 + 1 2 h_{11} (t) ) l_m + O [ h^2 ] . (1)

where t is the coordinate time of the LLF and h_{11} (t) is the value of the relevant component of the metric perturbation h^{TT}_{ij} in TT gauge, that contributes to changing the proper distances along the x-direction.

Similarly, if the spatial coordinates of the sensor S are x^i_S = (x_S, 0, 0), its proper distance from the origin during the passage of GW is

X_S (t) ≃ ( 1 + 1 2 h_{11} (t) ) x_S + O [ h^2 ] . (2)

Note that in absence of GW, let’s say initially, at time t = 0, both the proper distances are just equal to the corresponding coordinate readings with respect to the origin and coordinate readings do not change with time in TT gauge frame. In the optically levitated sensor, the dielectric nanosphere is trapped in the minima of a harmonic potential [51] located at one of the antinodes created by the interference of the two counter-propagating waves in the cavity. In absence of GW, (at time t = 0) the antinode position x_{min} is determined by the interference condition

k_t (l_m − x_{min}) = ( n + 1 2 ) π (3)

2 A three-dimensional description is necessary to incorporate the effect of the massive longitudinal scalar mode. Using counter-propagating optical trapping [50] a stable three-dimensional harmonic confinement of particle can be designed [53].

3 For the need of easy comparison with [51] we keep the notations as same as possible.

where n is an integer. Since the antinode position x_{min} depends on the proper distance of the end-mirror M_2, at t > 0, it will change to x^′_{min} satisfying the interference condition in presence of GW,

k_t (L_m − x^′_{min}) = ( n + 1 2 ) π (4)

So when GW passes, the antinode shifts position by

δX_{min} = x^′_{min} − x_{min} = (L_m − l_m) = 1 2 h_{11} (t) l_m (5)

where the last equality follows from eqn. (1). The corresponding change in the position of the sensor is

δX_S = X_S − x_S = 1 2 h_{11} (t) x_S (6)

according to eqn.(2). So GW moves the sensor away from the aninode by

ΔX = δX_S − δX_{min} = 1 2 h_{11} (t) (x_S − l_m) (7)

and the force by GW on the sensor mass m_S can be cast in the Newtonian form as

F_{GW} = m_S d^2 dt^2 (ΔX) = m_S 2 ḧ_{11} (t) (x_S − l_m) (8)

where dot denotes time derivative with restpect to the coordinate time of the LLF. Neither x_S nor l_m changes with time since they are just coordinate readings in the LLF.

Now in the LLF both the sensor S and the mirror M_2 follow their respective geodesics x^i_S (τ_S) and x^i_{M2} (τ_{M2} ) parametrized by their proper times τ_S and τ_{M2} which are both identical to the coordinate time in TT gauge [38].

We take their seperation as the geodesic deviation ξ^i (t) = x^i_S − x^i_{M2} which varies from its initial value ξ^1 (0) = (x_S − l_m) at t = 0, when there is no GW, to a later value ξ^1 (t) = (X_S − L_m) at t = t, in presence of GW.

Using eqn.s (5, 6) we can write the sensor to antinode seperation ΔX, defined in eqn. (7), in terms of these geodesic deviations as

ΔX = (X_S − L_m) − (x_S − l_m) = ξ^1 (t) − ξ^1 (0) = 1 2 h_{11} (t) ξ^1 (0) (9)

Note that at t > 0, the geodesic deviation ξ^1 (t) is the difference of two proper distances X_S and L_m, so it varies with time. Its initial value ξ^1 (0) remains constant as it is just the difference of two coordinate values x_S and l_m, in the LLF, as discussed below eqn.(2). Therefore we have

d^2 dt^2 (ΔX) = ξ̈^1 (t) (10)

which shows that the dynamics of the shift (ΔX) is mimicked by the geodesic deviation ξ^1 (t).

The rest frame of our optically levitated sensor is a proper detector frame where the geodesic deviation equation of the sensor mass m_S, trapped in a harmonic potential of intrinsic freequency ω, becomes

m_Sξ̈^1 (t) = −m_SR^1_{0,10}ξ^1 (t) − m_Sω^2ξ^1 (t) (11)

in the long wave-length and low velocity limit^4. Since in a linearized theory, the Reimann curvature tensor is an invariant [38], its components evaluated in the TT gauge frame can be used in this proper detector frame. When the relevant components of the curvature tensor^5 R^1_{0,10} = −^1_2 ḧ_{11} (t), are substituted in eqn.(11), it takes the form of the equation of motion of a forced harmonic oscillator

m_Sξ̈^1 (t) = m_S 2 ḧ_{11} (t) ξ^1 (t) − m_Sω^2ξ^1 (t) (12)

4 The long wavelength (|x| <<^λ_{2π} , the reduced wavelength of GW) and low-velocity (velocities of the test mass are non-relativistic v << c) limit is where all the earthbound GW detectors operate.

5 The coordinate time of the proper detector frame, i.e., the proper time of the τ_S of the sensor S is identical to the coordinate time t of the LLF in the TT gauge.

In (12) the force of GW in terms of the geodesic deviation ξ^1 (t) is identical to the F_{GW} on the sensor S we calculated earlier in eqn.(8) to O [h], as m_S 2 ḧ_{11} (t) (x_S − l_m) = m^S 2 ḧ_{11} (t) ξ^1 (0) ≃ m^S 2 ḧ_{11} (t) ξ^1 (t) + O [h^2] (13)

This establishes that to 1st order in the h_{11} (t), the dynamics of the sensor-antinode seperation ΔX is indeed governed by the geodesic deviation equation (12). Its three dimensional generalization is

m_Sξ̈^i = m_S 2 ḧ_{ij} (t) ξ^j − m_Sω^2ξ^i (14)

which we use in the next section to obtain a quantum mechanical description of the system.

III. QUANTUM MECHANICS OF THE LSD-GW INTERACTION

The Lagrangian that leads to the classical equation of motion (14) of the sensor mass m_S is

L_S = 1 2 m_S ( ξ̇i )_2

− m_SΓ^i_{0j}ξ̇_iξ^j − 1 2 m_Sω^2 ( ξ^i )_2 (15)

up to a total time-derivative term. Owing to its interaction with the GW, the sensor mass picks up contribution from the affine connections Γ^i_{0j} =^1_2 ḣ_{ij} in its canonical momentum p_i = ( m_Sξ̇_i − m_SΓ^i_{0j} ξ^j ) . Thus its Hamiltonian, to first order in h_{ij} , is given by

H_S = ∑ i p^{2i} 2m_S + 1 2 m_Sω^2ξ^2_i + ∑ j Γ^i_{0j} 2 (ξ_ip_j + p_iξ_j )

(16)

where ξ_i and p_i are the pair of canonical variables for the sensor. By replacing them with the corresponding position and momentum operators ( ξ̂_i, p̂_i ) which satisfy the Heisenberg algebra, we can quantize the sensor Hamiltonian and study its quantum mechanical behaviour. In terms of the raising and lowering operators a_i and a^†_i , defined as

ξ̂_i = ( ℏ 2m_Sω

) 1_2 (

a_i + a^†_i ) ; p̂_i = −i ( m_Sωℏ 2 ) 1_2 ( a_i − a^†_i ) (17)

the quantum mechanical Hamiltonian for the sensor assumes the form

Ĥ_S = ∑ i ℏω(a^†_i a_i + 3 2 ) − ∑ i,j iℏ 4 ḣ_{ij} (t) ( a_j a_i − a^†_j a^†_i ) (18)

which dictates the time evolution through the Heisenberg equations of the operators a_i(t) and a^†_i (t) given by da_i(t) dt = i ℏ [ Ĥ, a_i ] (19)

and its hermitian conjugate respectively. In Appendix A we solve for a_i(t) and a^†_i (t) in terms of their initial values a_i(0) and a^†_i (0) and express the formal solution as expectation values of the position components of the sensor ⟨ξ_i(t)⟩. In the reminder of the paper we use time dependent perturbation theory to compute the probability of GW induced resonant transitions of the sensor mass.

IV. PROBABILITIES FOR GW-INDUCED TRANSITIONS

The Hamiltonian H_S (18) is a sum of the unperturbed Hamiltonian of a quantum harmonic oscillator

H_0 = ∑ j ℏω(a^†_j a_j + 3 2 ) (20) which represents the sensor mass trapped in the three-dimensional harmonic potential of the optical cavity and a perturbation term

H_{in} = ∑ j,k iℏ 4 ḣ_{jk}(t)(a^†_j a^†_k − a_j a_k) (21)

describing its interaction with a linearly polarized GW. The unperturbed energy eigenstates and eigenvalues for the ground state and the first few excited states of the oscillator Hamiltonian H_0 are

Eigenstates Eigenvalues

Ψ0 = |0, 0, 0⟩^3_2 ωℏ

Ψ1 =^{1√}_3 (|0, 0, 1⟩ + |0, 1, 0⟩ + |1, 0, 0⟩)^5_2 ωℏ

Ψ2 =^{1√}_6 (|2, 0, 0⟩ + |0, 2, 0⟩ + |0, 0, 2⟩ + |1, 1, 0⟩ + |1, 0, 1⟩ + |0, 1, 1⟩)^7_2 ωℏ

Ψ3 =^{1√}_{10} (|3, 0, 0⟩ + |0, 3, 0⟩ + |0, 0, 3⟩ + |1, 2, 0⟩ + |2, 1, 0⟩ +|0, 2, 1⟩ + |0, 1, 2⟩ + |2, 0, 1⟩ + |1, 0, 2⟩ + |1, 1, 1⟩) 9 2 ωℏ

TABLE I. Unperturbed Eigenstates and Corresponding Energy Eigenvalues

The amplitude of transition of the sensor from an initial state |i > to a final state |f >, (i ≠ f) to the lowest order approximation is C_{i→f} (t → ∞) = − i ℏ ∫_∞ −∞ dt^′e^{iℏ (Ef −Ei)t′} ∑ j,k F_{jk} (t^′) < Ψ_f |Q̂_{jk}|Ψ_i > (22)

where time-dependent perturbing Hamiltonian H_{in} = F_{jk} (t^′)Q̂_{jk} is factored into F_{jk} (t^′) =^{iℏ}_4 ḣ_{jk} (t^′) that contains the explicit time dependence and Q̂_{jk} = (a^†_j a^†_k − a_j a_k) involving the ladder operators that act on the eigenstates.

Using equation (22) the first two most prominant transitions turn out to be Ψ_0 → Ψ_2 and Ψ_1 → Ψ_3. The transition amplitudes are

C_{0→2}(t → ∞) = ∫_∞ −∞ dt^′e^{2iωt′} [ 1 √ 48 ( ḣ_{11} + ḣ_{22} + ḣ_{33} ) + 1 √ 24 ( ḣ_{12} + ḣ_{13} + ḣ_{23} )] (23) and C_{1→3}(t → ∞) = ∫_∞ −∞ dt^′e^{2iωt′} [ 2 + √ 3 2 √ 60 ( ḣ_{11} + ḣ_{22} + ḣ_{33} ) + 2 √ 2 + 1 2 √ 30 ( ḣ_{12} + ḣ_{13} + ḣ_{23} )] (24)

These amplitudes and the corresponding transition probabilities P_{i→f} = |C_{i→f} |^2 depend on the waveforms h_{jk} (t) of the GW signal that perturbs the sensor mass away from its equilibrium position at the anti-node of the optical cavity. When the frequency of the GW signal and the intrinsic frequency ω of the trapping potential meets the resonance condition the sensor mass will undertake resonant transitions. To demonstrate this explicitly we take some sample GW waveform templates of both periodic and aperiodic kind that are likely to be generated in runaway astronomical events [38]. Since our main purpose is to anticipate the signature of scalar mode of GW predicted by MTG in these transitions, the massive longitudinal scalar mode is of course incorporated in the waveform along with the usual massless tensorial modes of polarization.

A. Periodic linearly polarized GW:

A periodic GW signal with linear polarization originating from a specific astronomical sourse typically has the form h_{jk} = ( A_+(⃗k)℘^+_{jk} + A_×(⃗k)℘^×_{jk} ) cos Ωt + A_s(⃗k) ℘^s_{jk} cos Ω_st (25)

Here the tensor modes vary sinusoidally with a frequencies Ω and propagates with the speed of light along the wave vector ⃗k, such that Ω = |⃗k|. The scalar longitudinal mode also propagates along the same wave vector, but being a massive one, oscillates with a different frequency Ω_s, satisfying the dispersion relation Ω_s = √ m^2 + k^2 which

determines the subluminal propagation speed c_s =^{∂Ωs}_{∂k} = √_{Ω2s −m2} Ω_s . Their polarization characteristics are contained

in the three independent polarization tensors [22, 24–26]

℘^1_{jk} = ℘^×_{jk} =

0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0

, ℘^2_{jk} = ℘^+_{jk} =

1 0 0 0 −1 0 0 0 0

, ℘^3_{jk} = ℘^s_{jk} = √ 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1

(26)

assuming the propagation direction is along the z−axis of the proper detector frame. Utilizing the equations (23,24), for such a periodic perturbation we get the amplitudes for the first two non-zero transitions to be

C_{0→2} = i 2 √ 24 ΩA_× {δ(2ω + Ω) − δ(2ω − Ω)} + i 2 √ 24 Ω_sA_s {δ(2ω + Ω_s) − δ(2ω − Ω_s)} (27)

C_{1→3} = i ( 2 √ 2 + 1 4 √ 30 ) ΩA_× {δ(2ω + Ω) − δ(2ω − Ω)} + i ( 2 + √ 3 4 √ 30 ) Ω_sA_s {δ(2ω + Ω_s) − δ(2ω − Ω_s)}

(28)

and the corresponding transition probabilities are

P_{0→2} = [ 1 2 √ 24 ΩA_× {δ(2ω + Ω) − δ(2ω − Ω)} + 1 2 √ 24 Ω_sA_s {δ(2ω + Ω_s) − δ(2ω − Ω_s)}

]_2 (29)

P_{1→3} = [( 2 √ 2 + 1 4 √ 30 ) ΩA_× {δ(2ω + Ω) − δ(2ω − Ω)} + ( 2 + √ 3 4 √ 30 ) Ω_sA_s {δ(2ω + Ω_s) − δ(2ω − Ω_s)}

]_2

(30)

Owing to the physical constraint that all frequencies involved must be positive, from (29, 30) we can easily read off the resonance conditions for transition induced by the tensor modes (2ω = Ω) and that by the scalar mode (2ω = Ω_s) of GW. Since the frequencies of the massless tensor mode Ω and massive scalar mode Ω_s are always different for GW signal coming from a particular source with the same propagation vector ⃗k, the corresponding probabilities are lim_{T →∞} 1 T P_{0→2} =

{_1

96 Ω^2A^2_× δ(2ω − Ω), [tensor mode] 1 96 Ω^2_s A^2_s δ(2ω − Ω_s), [scalar mode]

(31)

lim_{T →∞} 1 T P_{1→3} =

(_{9+4√2} 480 ) Ω^2A^2_× δ(2ω − Ω), [tensor mode] (_{7+4√3} 480 ) Ω^2_sA^2_s δ(2ω − Ω_s), [scalar mode]

(32)

Here we have regularized δ(0), coming from the square of the delta function [δ(2ω − Ω)]^2 = δ(2ω −Ω)δ(0), as δ (0) = T for a finite observation time −^T_2 < t <^T_2 using δ(ω) = ∫ T_2 −^T_2 dt e^{iωt} since in any realistic observational setup GW signals are typically observed over a finite time interval only.

These expressions encapsulating the rates of specific quantum transitions show that the probability of transitions increase with the frequency of the GW signal quadratically. Since the efficiency of the levitated sensor detector improves at the higher side of frequencies [52] it should be able to identify such transitions. Note that for a given transition the comparative rate of transitions induced by the tensor and scalar modes primarily depend on their respective frequencies and amplitudes. Since in the levitated sensor detector [51, 52] the frequency ω of the harmonic trapping potential can be tuned across a wide range of 50 − 300 kHz by verying the intensity of the leser beams in the optical cavity, both the resonances can be captured even if the mass scale of the longitudinal scalar mode is large.

If for a given transition both the resonances are indeed detected Ω and Ω_s will be known, so the relative strength of the tensor and scalar modes can be obtained by comparing the corresponding transition rates. This will help model the source generating the tensor and scalar modes of GW. The mass scale m associated with the scalar mode that characterises how much a given MTG is modified from standard GR, can be estimated from the resonance data using the relation m^2 = Ω^2_s − Ω^2. Another independent observable data that can be used to constraine this mass scale is the difference of arrival time of the tensor and scalar modes [54] due to their different propagation speeds. This data can also be corroborated with the resonances since the dispersion relations for the massive and massless modes relate their propagation speeds with frequencies.

B. Aperiodic linearly polarized GW:

Aperiodic GW signals are expected from supernova explosions or inspiraling neutron star (or black hole) binaries at their last stable orbit or during their merger and final ringdown. They emit GW in a burst with a huge amount of energy within a very short duration 10^{−4}sec − 1 sec. Such burst signals can be approximately modeled as

h_{jk} (t) = g (t) ( A_×(⃗k)℘^×_{jk} + A_+(⃗k)℘^+_{jk} ) + s (t) A_s(⃗k) ℘^s_{jk} (33)

where the time dependence of the tensor and scalar mode amplitudes g (t) and s (t) are choosen to be Gaussian functions g (t) = f_g e^{−t2/τ 2g} s (t) = f_se^{−(t+Δt)2/τ 2s} (34)

that go to zero smoothly but rather fast beyond their respective temporal durations |t| > τ_g and |t| > τ_s. Because these durations are small burst signals for both the tensor and scalar modes contain a wide range of frequencies [38]. From the maximum spread ν_{max} of the broad range of continuum spectrum τ_g and τ_s can be estimated using τ ∼^1_{νmax} . To ensure that GW signal hits the resonant sensor at t = 0, we can put the additional condition f_g|_{t=0} = f_s|_{t=0} = 0. Δt in(34) signifies the delay in the arrival time of the massive scalar mode due to its subluminal speed compared to the massless tensor mode. The GW bursts (33) can be decomposed into their Fourier components as

h_{jk} (t) = 1 2π ( A_×℘^×_{jk} + A_+℘^+_{jk} ) ∫ +∞ −∞ g̃ (Ω) e^{−iΩt}dΩ + 1 2π A_s℘^s_{jk} ∫_{+∞} −∞ s̃ (Ω_s) e^{−iΩst}dΩ_s (35)

where the components themselves, for the tensor and scalar modes at frequencies Ω and Ω_s, are respectively^6

g̃ (Ω) = √ πf_gτ_g e^− (_{Ωτg} 2 )_2

(36)

s̃ (Ω_s) = √ πf_sτ_se^−(^{Ωsτs2} )^2 e^{−iΩs Δt} (37)

Using eq.(35) in (23) the transition amplitude from the ground state to the second excited state for the burst signal becomes

C_{0→2} = − i 2π √ 24 [∫_{+∞} −∞ dΩ Ω g̃ (Ω) A_× ∫_{+∞} −∞ dt e^{i(2ω−Ω)t} + ∫_{+∞} −∞ dΩ_s Ω_s s̃ (Ω_s) A_s ∫_{+∞} −∞ dt e^{i(2ω−Ωs)t} ]

= − i √ 24 [∫_{+∞} −∞ dΩ Ω g̃ (Ω) A_×δ (2ω − Ω) + ∫_{+∞} −∞ dΩ_s Ω_s s̃ (Ω_s) A_sδ (2ω − Ω_s) ] (38)

Since Ω ≠ Ω_s only one of the delta functions can be picked up at a time by tunning the trapping frequency ω = 2πν_0 of the optical sensor in the LSD. The corresponding probabilities for transition induced by the tensor and scalar modes are

P_{0→2} =

2π^3

3 (A_×f_g)^2 (_{ν0} ν_{max}

)_2

e^{−8π2}(^{ν0ν}max )^2 , [tensor mode]

2π^3

3 (A_sf_s)^2 (_{ν0} ν_{max}

)_2

e^{−8π2}(^{ν0ν}max )^2 , [scalar mode]

(39)

6 Though in the Fouries expansion these frequencies are just dummy variables, we should distinguish them since the burst signals for the massless tensor and massive scalar modes have different dispersion relations.

where we have used (36, 37) and assumed similar temporal duration of the burst τ_g ≈ τ_s ∼^1_{νmax} for both modes. The probabilities for the two modes differ only by the relative strengths of their signal amplitudes. Both the transition probabilities are significant when the trapping frequency ν_0 falls within the spread ν_{max} determined by the temporal duration of the burst and reach a maximum at (^{ν0}_{νmax} ) =^1_2^√_{2π} .

Similarly amplitude for transition form the first excited state to the third is

C_{1→3} = −i [ 2 √ 2 + 1 2 √ 30 ∫_{+∞} −∞ dΩ Ω g̃ (Ω) A_×δ (2ω − Ω) + 2 + √ 3 2 √ 30 ∫_{+∞} −∞ dΩ_s Ω_s s̃ (Ω_s) A_sδ (2ω − Ω_s) ] (40)

resulting in the transition probabilities

P_{1→3} =

2π^3

15 (3.828 A_×f_g)^2 (_{ν0} ν_{max}

)_2 e^{−8π2}(^{ν0νmax} )^2 , [tensor mode]

2π^3

15 (3.732 A_sf_s)^2 (_{ν0} ν_{max}

)_2 e^{−8π2}(^{ν0ν}max )^2 , [scalar mode]

(41)

which show almost the same characteristics as the 0 → 2 transition, but of course with reduced strengths.

A slightly more realistic representation of the burst signal can be realized if we modulate the gaussian wave-packets of the massless and massive modes with carrier frequencies satisfying the respective dispersion relations Ω_{g0} = |⃗k| and Ω_{s0} = √ m^2 + k^2 as

g (t) = f_g e^{−t2/τ 2g} sin Ω_{g0}t

s (t) = f_se^{−(t+Δt)2/τ 2s} sin Ω_{s0}t (42)

so that their Fourier transforms

g̃ (Ω) = ∫_{+∞} −∞ g(t)e^{iΩt}dΩ = i √ πf_gτ_g 2 [ e^{−(Ω−Ωg0 )2 τ 2g /4} − e^{−(Ω+Ωg0 )2 τ 2g /4} ] (43)

s̃ (Ω_s) = ∫_{+∞} −∞ s(t)e^{iΩs t}dΩ_s = i √ πf_sτ_s 2 [ e^{−i(Ωs−Ωs0)Δt} e^{−(Ωs −Ωs0)2 τ 2s /4} − e^{−i(Ωs+Ωs0 )Δt} e^{−(Ωs+Ωs0 )2τ 2s /4} ]

(44)

have similar spread in the frequency domain^{Ωmax}_{2π} = ν_{max} ∼^1_{τg} ≈^1_{τs} , but are centered around the corresponding carrier frequencies. Substituting these waveforms (43,44) in equations (38, 40), we get the transition amplitudes

C_{0→2} [tensor mode] = √ π 6 ( A_×f_g ω τ_g 2 ) [ e^{−(2ω−Ωg0 )2 τ 2g /4} − e^{−(2ω+Ωg0 )2τ 2g /4} ] (45)

C_{0→2} [scelar mode] = √ π 6 ( A_sf_s ω τ_s 2 ) [ e^{−i(2ω−Ωs0)Δt} e^{−(2ω−Ωs0)2 τ 2s /4} − e^{−i(2ω+Ωs0 )Δt} e^{−(2ω+Ωs0)2 τ 2s /4} ] (46)

C_{1→3} [tensor mode] = ( 2 √ 2 + 1 ) √ π 30 ( A_×f_g ω τ_g 2 ) [ e^{−(2ω−Ωg0 )2τ 2g /4} − e^{−(2ω+Ωg0 )2τ 2g /4} ] (47)

C_{1→3} [scelar mode] = ( 2 + √ 3 ) √ π 30 ( A_sf_s ω τ_s 2 ) [ e^{−i(2ω−Ωs0)Δt}e^{−(2ω−Ωs0)2 τ 2s /4} − e^{−i(2ω+Ωs0 )Δt}e^{−(2ω+Ωs0)2 τ 2s /4} ]

(48)

When the trapping frequency ω = 2πν_0 satisfies the condition ν_0 =^{νg0}_2 =^{Ωg0}_{4π} with the carrier frequency Ω_{g0} of the tensor mode or the condition ν_0 =^{νs0}_2 =^{Ωs0}_{4π} with the carrier frequency Ω_{s0} of the scelar mode, the corresponding transition probabilities are

P_{0→2} = π 96 (A_×f_g )^2 χ^2_g [ 1 + e^{−2χ2g} − 2e^{−χ2g} ] , [tensor mode] π 96 (A_sf_s)^2 χ^2_s [ 1 + e^{−2χ2s} − 2 cos ( 2χ_s^{Δt}_{τs} ) e^{−χ2s} ] [scalar mode]

(49)

9

P_{1→3} = π 480 (3.828 A_×f_g )^2 χ^2_g [ 1 + e^{−2χ2g} − 2e^{−χ2g} ] , [tensor mode] π 480 (3.732 A_sf_s)^2 χ^2_s [ 1 + e^{−2χ2s} − 2 cos ( 2χ_s^{Δt}_{τs} ) e^{−χ2s} ] [scalar mode]

(50)

where χ_g =^{2πνg0}_{νmax} and χ_s =^{2πνs0}_{νmax} . The factors in the square brackets in (49, 50) quickly grow from zero to their maximum value “one” as χ_g and χ_s increase from zero. The cosine term appearing for the longitudinal scalar mode owing to their relative delay Δt in arrival has no significant effect in the transition probabilities. Thus the overall behaviour of all these transition probabilities are primarily determined by the χ^2_g or χ^2_s factor in front, making them increasingly significant at higher frequency values, similar to the case of periodic signals. Since at higher trapping frequencies the efficiency of the levitated sensor detector gets better they may prove to be an apt tool to detect such transitions induced by GW bursts. Comparing the probabilities for a given transition induced by the tensor and scalar modes one can draw similar inferences about the relative strength of the two modes in case of a brust signal as we have discussed earlier in case of a periodic signal in the previous section.

V. DISCUSSION

In this paper we have theoretically worked out the response of the recently proposed levitated sensor detector(LSD) to incoming gravitational wave (GW) signals, specifically focusing on the massive longitudinal scalar mode of GW that appears, along with the standard massless tensor modes, in the framework of modified theories of gravity(MTG). If the response of the sensor mass to this scalar mode can be distinguished from its responses to the other tensor modes, that can bear evidance in favour of MTG over the standard general relativity. This can change our current understanding of the innate nature of gravity itself.

Since the longitudinal scalar mode is expected to move a test mass out of the transverse plane and in the direction of propagation of the GW signal, we have considered the dynamics of the sensor mass of the LSD in three-dimensions. The sensor mass is a dielectric nanosphere trapped in the hermonic potential confinement created by the opical cavity at one of its antinodes. We have demonstrated that the dynamics of the sensor mass is governed by a geodesic deviation equation. The rest frame of the LSD is an earth-bound proper detector frame where this geodesic deviation equation takes the form of a Newtonian force equation for the sensor mass in the long wavelength and low velocity limit. We quantiz the corresponding Hamiltonian to obtain a quantum mechanical description of the interaction of this LSD with incoming GW signals. Our calculations show that the sensor mass sould undergo GW-induced resonant transitions to excited states. The probability of a given transition depends primarily on the amplitudes of the scalar and tensor modes and their frequencies. It increases quadratically with the frequency of a periodic GW signal and also with the carrier frequency of a GW burst. The LSD claims to have improved sensitivity at the higher frequency side, therefore it is better equipped to detect transitions induced by high frequency GWs.

The mass scale associated with the scalar mode characterise how modified a specific MTG is from the standard GR. The scalar mode, being massive, will have a subluminal propagation speed which should result in a delay in its arrival time compared to the massless tensor modes. If this delay is substantial, it will help resolve the resonant transitions induced by scalar and tensor modes in time. For GW signal coming from a specific source, the propagation direction for both modes will be the same, so their frequencies which are governed by different dispersion relations will differ, resulting in well-resolved resonance points in the frequency domain. Compared to the currently operating ALIGO, the LSD claims improved sensitivity at higher frequencies and also across a wider frequency band. Therefore we expect that it may well have a higher chance of capturing resonances induced by both the scalar and the tensor modes. In such a detection event, the existance of two distinct resonance points not only validate MTG over standard GR, but from their values the mass scale of the scalar mode can also be estimated. This mass data can be cross-checked against the delay in arrival time of the scalar mode through its massive dispersion relation. Also for a given transition comparing probabilities corressponding to the tensor and scalar modes we can obtain the ratio of their amplitudes which should be consistent for P_{0→2} and P_{1→3} transitions. This will be useful in modeling the GW source. The scope to probe all this new physics in gravitational wave data depends on the wide tunability of the LSD, making it a very important alternative to the range of interferometric GW detectors that are currently operational or will become online in near future.

Appendix A: Formal Solution

In this appendix we shall present the formal solution which depicts the dynamics of the sensor mass in the levitated sensor detector (LSD) interacting with the massless tensor modes and massive longitudinal scalar mode of gravitational wave (GW) in the modified theory of gravity (MTG) framework. In terms of the lowering and raising operators a_i(t) and a^†_i (t) defined in (17) and satisfying the algebra [ a_j (t), a^†_k(t) ] = δ_{jk} ; [a_j (t), a_k(t)] = 0 = [ a^†_j (t), a^†_k(t) ] (A1)

the quantum mechanical Hamiltonian (18) describes the system and dictates its time evolution through the Heisenberg equations (19) for the lowering operators a_i(t) which, upon using the algebra (A1), becomes da_i(t) dt = − iω 2 ( a_i − a^†_i ) + ḣ_{ij} 2 a_j (A2)

Its complex conjugate (C.C) gives the time evolution for the raising operators a^†_i (t). These operators can be expressed in terms of their initial values a_j (t = 0) = a_j (0) etc, using the Bogoliubov transformations

a_j (t) = U_{jk}(t)a_k(0) + V_{jk} (t)a^†_k (0) a^†_j (t) = a^†_k(0)Ū_{kj} (t) + a_k(0)V̄_{kj} (t) (A3)

such that the time dependence is accessed through the 3 × 3 Bogoliubov coefficients U_{jk}(t) and V_{jk} (t). Their initial values are (U_{jk} (0) = δ_{jk} , V_{jk} (0) = 0) and they satisfy the algebra UV^T = U^T V; UU^† − VV^† = I, because of eq.(A1). Here I is the 3 × 3 identity matrix, T and † denote transpose and conjugate transpose respectively.

Utilizing the Bogoliubov coefficients (U, V) we define a new pair of variables (ζ, η)

ζ_{jk} = U_{jk} − V^†_{jk} ; η_{jk} = U_{jk} + V^†_{jk} (A4)

to express the dynamical evolution of our system as dζ_{jk} dt = −iωη_{jk} − 1 2 ḣ_{jp}ζ_{pk} (A5) dη_{jk} dt = −iωζ_{jk} + 1 2 ḣ_{jp}η_{pk} . (A6)

where equations (A3) and (A4) have been used in equation (A2) and its C.C.

We expand ζ_{jk} and η_{jk} using a suitable basis { ℘^M_{jk} , (M = 1, 2, ..., 9) } spanning the space of 3 × 3 matrices as

ζ_{jk} (t) = 9∑ M=1 K_M (t) ℘^M_{jk}

η_{jk} (t) = 9∑ M=1 Q_M (t) ℘^M_{jk} (A7)

where { ℘^M_{jk} , (M = 1, 2, ..., 9) } has, along with the three polarization matrices ( ℘^1_{jk}, ℘^2_{jk}, ℘^3_{jk} ) given in (26), six other independent matrices

℘^4_{jk} =

0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 , ℘^5_{jk} = 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 , ℘^6_{jk} = 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 ,

℘^7_{jk} =

0 1 0 −1 0 0 0 0 0 , ℘^8_{jk} = 0 0 1 0 0 0 −1 0 0 , ℘^9_{jk} = 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 −1 0 . (A8)

Using the generic form of the GW signal h_{jk} (t) = ∑ I h_I (t) ℘^I_{jk} , (I = 1, 2, 3) and the expansion (A7) the coupled differential equations (A5, A6) for the 3 × 3 matrices reduce to a set of first-order differential equations for the coefficients K_M and Q_M :

K̇_1 = −iωQ_1 − 1 2 ( K_6ḣ_× + K_7ḣ_+ )

K̇_2 = −iωQ_2 − 1 2 ( K_7ḣ_× − K_6ḣ_+ )

K̇_3 = −iωQ_3 − G^3 ḣ_s √ 2 K̇_4 = −iωQ_4 − ḣ_× 4 (K_5 + K_9) − ḣ_+ 4 (K_4 + K_8) − ḣ_s 2 √ 2 (A_4 − A_8)

K̇_5 = −iωQ_5 − ḣ_× 4 (K_4 + K_8) + ḣ_+ 4 (K_5 + K_9) − ḣ_s 2 √ 2 (K_5 − K_9)

K̇_6 = −iωQ_6 − 1 2 ( K_1ḣ_× + K_2ḣ_+ )

K̇_7 = −iωQ_7 1 2 ( K_2ḣ_× − K_1ḣ_+ )

K̇_8 = −iωQ_8 − ḣ_× 4 (K_5 + K_9) − ḣ_+ 4 (K_4 + K_8) + ḣ_s 2 √ 2 (K_4 − K_8)

K̇_9 = −iωQ_9 − ḣ_× 4 (K_4 + K_8) + ḣ_+ 4 (K_5 + K_9) + ḣ_s 2 √ 2 (K_5 − K_9)

Q̇_1 = −iωK_1 − 1 2 ( Q_6ḣ_× + Q_7ḣ_+ )

Q̇_2 = −iωK_2 + 1 2 ( Q_7ḣ_× − Q_6ḣ_+ )

Q̇_3 = −iωK_3 − Q^3 ḣ_s √ 2 Q̇_4 = −iωK_4 − ḣ_× 4 (Q_5 + Q_9) − ḣ_+ 4 (Q_4 + Q_8) − ḣ_s 2 √ 2 (Q_4 − Q_8)

Q̇_5 = −iωK_5 − ḣ_× 4 (Q_4 + Q_8) + ḣ_+ 4 (Q_5 + Q_9) − ḣ_s 2 √ 2 (Q_5 − Q_9)

Q̇_6 = −iωK_6 − 1 2 ( Q_1ḣ_× + Q_2ḣ_+ )

Q̇_7 = −iωK_7 + 1 2 ( Q_2ḣ_× − Q_1ḣ_+ )

Q̇_8 = −iωK_8 − ḣ_× 4 (Q_5 + Q_9) − ḣ_+ 4 (Q_4 + Q_8) + ḣ_s 2 √ 2 (Q_4 − Q_8)

Q̇_9 = −iωK_9 − ḣ_× 4 (Q_4 + Q_8) + ḣ_+ 4 (Q_5 + Q_9) + ḣ_s 2 √ 2 (Q_5 − Q_9) (A9)

Since |h_I (t) | ≪ 1, this set of equations (A9) can be solved iteratively around their h_I (t) = 0 solutions. As an appropriate boundary condition on h_I (t), we assume that the GW hits the system at t = 0, so that h_I (t) = 0, for t ≤ 0. The first-order solutions

K_1 = Q_1 = − 1 2 ∫_t 0 ḣ_×e^{−iωt}dt, K_2 = Q_2 = − 1 2 ∫_t 0 ḣ_+e^{−iωt}dt, K_3 = Q_3 = 1√ 2 e^{−iωt} − 1 2 ∫_t 0 ḣ_se^{−iωt}dt K_4 = Q_4 = 0; K_5 = Q_5 = 0; K_6 = Q_6 = e^{−iωt}; K_7 = Q_7 = 0; K_8 = Q_8 = 0; K_9 = Q_9 = 0 (A10) are used in (A7) to obtain the matrix pair (ζ_{jk} , η_{jk} ) which are then further substituted in (A3) via (A4) to obtain the time-evolution of the raising and lowering operators a_j (t) and a^†_j (t) in terms of their initial values, a_j (0) and a^†_j (0). Also using (17) the initial position and momentum expectation values ⟨ξ̂_i⟩_{t=0} = (ξ_{10}, ξ_{20}, ξ_{30}) and ⟨p̂_i⟩_{t=0} = (P_{10}, P_{20}, P_{30}) can be expressed in terms of (a_j (0) , a^†_j (0)). Therefore we can finally express the time evolution of the position expectation values < ξ̂_i(t) > in terms of their initial values

⟨ξ̂_1(t)⟩ = ξ_{10} cos ωt +

P_{10} m_sω sin ωt − ξ_{10} 2 ∫_t 0 ḣ_+ cos ωt^′dt^′ + P^{10} 2m_sω ∫_t 0 ḣ_+ sin ωt^′dt^′ − ξ^{20} 2 ∫_t 0 ḣ_× cos ωt^′dt^′ + P_{20} 2m_sω ∫_t 0 ḣ_× sin ωt^′dt^′ ⟨ξ̂_2(t)⟩ = ξ_{20} cos ωt +

P_{20} m_sω sin ωt − ξ_{10} 2 ∫_t 0 ḣ_× cos ωt^′dt^′ − P^{10} 2m_sω ∫_t 0 ḣ_× sin ωt^′dt^′ − ξ^{20} 2 ∫_t 0 ḣ_+ cos ωt^′dt^′ − P_{20} 2m_sω ∫_t 0 ḣ_+ sin ωt^′dt^′

⟨ξ̂_3(t)⟩ = ξ_{30} cos ωt +

P_{30} m_sω sin ωt − ξ_{30} √ 2 ∫_t 0 ḣ_s cos ωt^′dt^′ − P^{30}√ 2m_sω ∫_t 0 ḣ_s sin ωt^′dt^′ (A11)

The equations in (A11) are the formal solution describing the dynamics of the nanosphere sensor in the LSD exposed to incoming GW signals, in terms of its position expectation values.

Since the sensor mass m_s is trapped in a harmonic potential in the optical cavity the underlying system is a quantum harmonic oscillator forced by the GW signal. Therefore these expectation values mimic the behaviour of a classical forced harmonic oscillator as per the Ehrenfest theorem. As anticipated the effect of the longitudinal scalar mode h_s (t) is limited to the GW signal propagation direction z and the usual tensor modes h_× (t) and h_+ (t) affect the oscillator only in the transverse plane. The limiting scenario of no incoming GW signals can be obtained by implimenting the condition, h_I (t) = 0, (I = ×, +, s) for all time t in (A11), which yields the standard three-dimensional harmonic oscillator solution

⟨ξ̂_1(t)⟩ = ξ_{10} cos ωt +

P_{10} m_sω sin ωt, ⟨ξ̂_2(t)⟩ = ξ_{20} cos ωt +

P_{20} m_sω sin ωt, ⟨ξ̂_3(t)⟩ = ξ_{30} cos ωt +

P_{30} m_sω sin ωt (A12)

providing a basic consistency check for (A11).

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

RD thanks the Council of Scientific and Industrial Research (CSIR), Govt. of India, for financial support. The authors would like to acknowledge the hospitality of IUCAA, Pune where part of the work has been carried out. AS also thanks his collegues Dr. Arunabha Adhikari and Dr. Bibhas Bhattacharyya for valuable input and suggestions.

[1] Abbott, B.P., et al. (LIGO Scientific Collaboration and Virgo Collaboration), PRL 116, 241103 (2016) [2] The LIGO Scientific Collaboration and The Virgo Collaboration, Phys. Rev. X 6 , 041014 (2016) [3] Nitz, Alexander H. , Astrophysical Journal 872 (2): 195(2019).

[4] Abbott, B.P.; et al. (LIGO Scientific Collaboration and Virgo Collaboration), Physical Review X. 9 (3): 031040 (2019). [5] J. Aasi et al., Class. Quant. Grav. 32, 074001 (2015), [arXiv:1411.4547] [6] B. P. Abbott et al. , (LIGO Scientific and Virgo Collaborations), Phys. Rev. Lett.119, 141101 (2017). [7] B. P. Abbott et al. (LIGO Scientific and Virgo Collaborations), Phys. Rev. X 9, 031040 (2019). [8] R. Abbott et al. , (LIGO Scientific and Virgo Collaborations), Phys. Rev. X 11, 021053 (2021). [9] B. P. Abbott et al. , (LIGO Scientific and Virgo Collaborations), Tests of General Relativity with GW170817, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 123, 011102 (2019).

[10] F. Acernese et al., (VIRGO), Class. Quant. Grav. 32, 024001 (2015). [11] R. Abbott et al., Phys. Rev. X, 13(4) 041039 (2023) . [12] Gray, Rachel, et al., Phys. Rev. D 101, 122001 (2020). [13] Zhang, Xuan-Neng, et al., Physical Review D 99 063510 (2019). [14] Taylor, Stephen R. et al., Physical Review D 85 023535 (2012). [15] Cai, Rong-Gen, and Tao Yang., Physical Review D 95 044024 (2017). [16] Ling-Feng Wang et al., JCAP11 (2020) 012.

[17] A. G. Riess et al. [Supernova Search Team Collaboration], Astron. J. 116, 1009 (1998); ibid, Astrophys. J. 607, 665 (2004) [18] S. Perlmutter et al. [Supernova Cosmology Project Collaboration], Astrophys. J. 517, 565 (1999). [19] Thomas P. Sotiriou, Valerio Faraoni, Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 451 (2010) and the references therein. [20] C. M. Will, Living Rev. Relativity 17 (2014), 4 and the references therein.

[21] Shankaranarayanan S., Johnson J. P. , Gen Relativ Gravit 54, 44 (2022).

[22] Nishizawa, A., Taruya, A., Hayama, K., Kawamura, S. & Sakagami, M. A. Phys. Rev. D, 79, 082002 (2009). [23] Bogdanos, C. , Capozziello, S. , De Laurentis, M., Nesseris, S., Astroparticle Physics 34 (2010) 236–244. [24] Eardley, Douglas M. , Lee, David L. , Lightman, Alan P. , Wagoner, Robert V. , & Will, Clifford M. , Phys. Rev. Lett.

30, 884 (1973).

[25] D. M. Eardley, D. L. Lee, A. P. Lightman, Physical Review D 8, 3308 (1973).

[26] C. M. Will, Theory and Experiment in Gravitational Physics (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, England, 1993). [27] Corda, Christian, Open Astron.J.2:71-79,2009, arXiv preprint arXiv:0901.1193 (2009). [28] Capozziello, Salvatore, Christian Corda, and Maria Felicia De Laurentis. Physics Letters B 669 (2008): 255-259. [29] Katsuragawa Taishi et al. , Phys. Rev. D 99, 124050 (2019). [30] J. Weber, Phys. Rev. Lett. 22 (1969) 1320.

[31] J. Weber in Gravitational Radiation and Relativity Proceedings of the Sir Arthur Eddington Centenary Symposium, Nagpur, India, 1984, edited by J. Weber and T. M. Karade (World Scientific, Singapore, 1986), Vol.3.

[32] B. S. DeWitt, Rev. Mod. Phys. 29 377 (1957).

[33] C. Kiefer and C. Weber, Ann. Phys. 517: 253-278 (2005). Kiefer, C. and Weber, C. (2005), On the interaction of mesoscopic quantum systems with gravity.

[34] Hauser, Jochem and Dröscher, Walter, Zeitschrift für Naturforschung A, vol. 72, no. 6, 2017, pp. 493-525. [35] R. Das, A. Saha, Eur. Phys. J. C 84, 406 (2024).

[36] M. Parikh, F. Wilczek, G. Zahariade, Phys. Rev. D 104, 046021 (2021) [37] M. Parikh, F. Wilczek, G. Zahariade, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 29, 2042001 (2020).

[38] M. Maggiore, Gravitational Waves, Vol. 1, Theory and Experiments1, st ed. (Oxford University, New York, 2008). [39] Anirban Saha, Sunandan Gangopadhyay and Swarup Saha, Phys.Rev.D83:025004,2011. [40] Sunandan Gangopadhyay, Anirban Saha, Swarup Saha, Phys. Rev. D 97, 044015 (2018). [41] Anirban Saha and Sunandan Gangopadhyay, Class.Quant.Grav. 33 (2016) no.20, 205006. [42] Sukanta Bhattacharyya, Sunandan Gangopadhyay and Anirban Saha, Class. Quantum Grav. 36 (2019) 055006. [43] Sukanta Bhattacharyya, Sunandan Gangopadhyay and Anirban Saha, Class. Quantum Grav. 37 (2020) 195006. [44] Astone P. et al., Phys. Rev. D 47 (2)(1993) 362. [45] Mauceli E. et al., Phys. Rev. D 54 (1996) 1264. [46] Blair D. G. et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 74 (1995) 1908. [47] Astone P. et al., Astroparticle Physics 7 (1997) 231. [48] Cerdonio M. et al., Class. Quant. Grav. 14 (1997) 1491. [49] https://web.mit.edu/klmitch/classes/8.224/project/resonant.html [50] Ashkin A. , Phys Rev Lett 24:156– 159 (1970).

[51] Arvanitaki A. , Geraci A. A. , Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 071105 (2013). [52] Aggarwal N. et al. , Phys.Rev.Lett. 128 11, 111101 (2022).

[53] Woerdemann Mike, Structured Light Fields, Springer Heidelberg New York Dordrecht London ,2012. [54] Inagaki T. and Taniguchi M., Phys.Rev. D 108, 024003 (2023)