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We investigate the observable consequences of Planck scale effects in the advanced gravitational-wave
detector by polymer quantizing the optical field in the arms of the interferometer. For large values of
polymer energy scale, compared to the frequency of photon field in the interferometer arms, we consider
the optical field to be a collection of infinite decoupled harmonic oscillators and construct a new set of
approximated polymer-modified creation and annihilation operators to quantize the optical field.
Employing these approximated polymer-modified operators, we obtain the fluctuations in the radiation
pressure on the end mirrors and the number of output photons. We compare our results with the standard
quantization scheme and corrections from the Generalized Uncertainty Principle.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Despite various approaches to quantum gravity, a com-
plete theory that works at Planck energies remains elusive.
There have also been complementary approaches which
attempt to build viable, self-consistent phenomenological
models that look for broad features, and with robust
experimental signatures [1-3]. They capture key ingre-
dients, such as the introduction of a new length scale,
discreteness of space-time, the Generalized Uncertainty
Principle (GUP), and violation of Lorentz invariance,
which will remain in a complete quantum theory of gravity.

Polymer quantization is one such scheme inspired by
loop quantum gravity [4—11], which captures the discreet-
ness of the space-time (a key feature of all theories of
quantum gravity) by introducing a fundamental scale.
Because of the presence of the fundamental scale (assumed
to be of the order of Planck scale), the Hilbert space in
polymer quantization is different from the one in canonical
quantization.

The key distinguishing feature between the canonical
quantization and polymer quantization is the treatment of
conjugate classical variables. In the case of canonical quan-
tization of point particles in one dimension, Heisenberg
algebra is employed; the position and momentum variables
are elevated to operators and satisfy the canonical com-
mutation relations:

[p.p]=0  [£p]=in. (1)
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However, in the case of polymer quantization, the presence
of a length scale makes the Weyl algebra more suited. In
this case, the pair of unitary operators (V, U) satisfy the
Weyl relations

where A and y are ¢ numbers [12]. The discreetness of the
space-time is introduced by assuming that the quantum
states are countable sums of plane waves, i.e.,

<xi|xj> =90;;. (3)

Although the position operator is well defined, the dis-
creetness of geometry implies that the momentum operator
cannot be defined. This will affect various physical obser-
vables, and the question which naturally arises is whether
such signatures of Planck scale effects can be measured in
very high sensitive current and future experiments such as
gravitational-wave detectors.

In the next decade, several advanced ground-based
gravitational-wave detectors will be operational with base-
lines up to 10 km [13,14]. Specifically, the Einstein
Telescope is to be built underground to reduce the seismic
noise, and the Cosmic Explorer is to use cryogenic systems
to help cut down the noise experienced from the heat on
its electronics. At low frequency, the sensitivity of these
detectors is affected by seismic and quantum-mechanical
noises (including, for example, the radiation-pressure
noise). Thus, the advanced gravitational-wave detectors
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may provide the unique opportunity of distinguishing
between polymer quantization and canonical quantization
using the radiation-pressure noise curves.

In this work, we use the advanced LIGO configuration to
obtain the fluctuations in the radiation pressure on the end
mirrors and that in the number of output photons in the two
quantization (polymer and canonical) schemes. More
specifically, extending Caves’s calculations [15], for small
values of polymer length scale (compared to the inverse of
frequency of the photon field), we consider the field to be a
collection of infinite independent harmonic oscillators and
use polymer quantization to quantize these harmonic
oscillators of the electromagnetic field in the Michelson-
Morley interferometer arms of the advanced gravitational-
wave detector with the advanced LIGO configuration.'

The first step in the quantization of the electromagnetic
field is to write the Hamiltonian as an infinite sum of
independent harmonic oscillators. As discussed before,
since we are interested in the limit where the polymer
length scale 4 — 0, it is possible to consider the optical
field as a collection of an infinite number of independent
oscillators. Hence, this procedure is identical for both the
polymer and canonical quantization schemes. However, the
difference arises in the definition of the momentum
operator in the polymer quantization. To our knowledge,
the creation and annihilation operators corresponding to the
polymer quantized harmonic oscillator has not been
obtained in the literature. In this work, for small values
of the polymer length scale (compared to the inverse of the
frequency of the photon field), we obtain approximate
creation and annihilation operators for the individual
polymer quantized harmonic oscillators. We use these
operators to obtain the fluctuations in the radiation pressure
on the end mirrors and the fluctuations in the number of
output photons.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we briefly
review polymer quantization and its application to the
simple harmonic oscillator. In Sec. III, we construct the
approximate ladder operators corresponding to the polymer
harmonic oscillator. In Sec. 1V, we briefly review the
standard analysis of radiation-pressure noise and photon-
count noise for the advanced LIGO configuration [15].
In Sec. V, we obtain the radiation-pressure noise and
photon-count noise for the case of polymer quantized
electromagnetic fields. Finally, in Sec. VI, we discuss
the implications of our results.

lPolymer quantizing the optical field, without any approxi-
mation, can modify the equation of motion, which consequently
can lead to a modification in dispersion relation. Note that we
have not taken into account the effect of this modified dispersion
relation. However, we show in Sec. VI that the effects of this
modified dispersion relation due to polymer quantization on the
interferometer noises are of the same order as the approximated
corrections calculated in this work.

II. POLYMER QUANTUM MECHANICS OF
SIMPLE HARMONIC OSCILLATOR

In this section, we briefly review polymer quantization
and the polymer quantized harmonic oscillator. As men-
tioned earlier, the polymer quantization possesses a funda-
mental length scale, usually assumed to be of the order of
the Planck length. Thus, the structure of the Hilbert space in
polymer quantization is different from that in canonical
quantization. We then obtain the polymer quantized energy
eigenfunctions for the harmonic oscillator.

A. Polymer quantization

As mentioned before, the crucial difference between
the canonical and polymer quantization procedures is the
choice of Hilbert space. The polymer Hilbert space is
the space of almost periodic functions [16], in which the
wave function of a particle is expressed as the linear
combination [9]

N
w(p) =) cje®xilm, (4)
=

where {x;|j =1,2,...N} is a selection from R?. In the
polymer Hilbert space, the inner product is defined as [9]

1 T [T [T .
lim —3/ / / e~ P-XimX)/h 3 p
T—o <2T) 17 J-1TJ-T

<Xi|xj> =

(5)

Note that the plane waves are normalizable in polymer
Hilbert space.

The configuration and translation operators in the
polymer Hilbert space are [9]

oJ

R =iV,  U,=c®/n, (6)

which act as

RePX;/h — Xjeip»x/-’ U}Leip‘xj/h — eip~(xj+k)/h’ (7)
where 4 is the fundamental (polymer) length scale. Because
of the discreteness of the geometry, the momentum operator
is not well defined [9,17], while the position operator is
well defined. However, an effective momentum operator
can be defined as [9]

A~ h N
AEE(U/I_UD- (8)

In the limit, A — 0, the above definition of the effective
momentum operator leads to the momentum operator in
canonical quantization. The explicit dependence of the
momentum operator on the fundamental length scale 4 is
the key feature of polymer quantization, which leads to the
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effects of polymer quantization on a given system. In other
words, the classical observables which depend on momen-
tum become A-dependent operators in polymer quantum
mechanics. For example, the polymer Hamiltonian
operator corresponding to the classical Hamiltonian H =
p?/2m + V(x) is
p2

A= Sk (), 9)
where m is the mass of the particle and V(x) is the external
potential. The effect of polymer quantization on the energy
eigenvalues enters through P;.

B. Polymer quantized simple harmonic oscillator

The Hamiltonian corresponding to the harmonic oscil-
lator (with frequency w) in the polymer quantization is
. P71
H/l :ﬁ—&—imwz)ﬁz (10)
Using (8) in the above Hamiltonian, in the momentum

basis, the energy eigenvalue equation H,¥(p) = E¥(p)
becomes [9]

2y
dng) + [ —2gcos(22)]¥(z) = 0, (11)
where
p @ 2E 1
=2z = 12
TR YT hep 2 (12)

q=4;4, ﬂzﬂ\/?. (13)

Note that Eq. (11) is the well-known Mathieu differential
equation [18], which has periodic solutions for special
values of q, i.e.,

)12
¥,,(z) = %Cen(q, z) fora=A,(q), (14)
)12
Wi (2) = P e (q2) fora=Bu(q). (15)

(hmw)'/*

where A, and B,, are Mathieu characteristic values and Ce,,
and Se, are Mathieu functions. These functions are =
periodic (functions with a periodicity x) for even n and =
antiperiodic for odd n [18]. It is important to note that these
solutions are normalizable, and in the limit A — 0, we
recover the standard quantization mode functions. We show
this explicitly in the next section [see Egs. (17) and (18)].

The energy eigenvalues for the even and odd quantum
numbers are

3
g
€ 4
w
2
0
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
B
FIG. 1. Plot of E,,/Aw of polymer harmonic oscillator as a

function of § as obtained in Ref. [9]. The red and black (dotted)
curves correspond to even (m =2n) and odd (m =2n+1)
energy levels, respectively. The energy levels are degenerate
up to a critical value of f.

E2n o 2ﬂ4An (C]) +1 . E2n+l _ 2ﬁ4Bn+l(q) +1

ho 4pr 7 he 42

(16)

In the limit of f — 0 (¢ — ), the above energy eigen-
values smoothly go over to the standard harmonic oscillator
energy eigenvalues [see Eq. (24)]. Energy levels of polymer
harmonic oscillator, E,, and E,, |, are degenerate up to a
critical value of f. Furthermore, as f is increased, the
energy levels dip below (rise above) the f = 0 value for
even (odd) n; see Fig. 1. By contrast, in the case of the GUP,
the energy levels increase monotonically above the stan-
dard energy levels, for every n [19].

III. CONSTRUCTION OF APPROXIMATED
POLYMER LADDER OPERATORS

We aim to obtain the fluctuations in the radiation
pressure on the end mirrors and that in the number of
output photons in the advanced gravitational-wave inter-
ferometers in the two quantization (canonical and polymer)
schemes.

To compare these quantum noises in the two quantiza-
tion schemes, we need to obtain the equivalent set of
approximated creation and annihilation operators in the
polymer quantization scheme. Obtaining the ladder oper-
ators for the polymer harmonic oscillator is nontrivial for
the following reasons. First, in standard quantization, a
linear combination of position (¥) and momentum (p)
operators can raise or lower an energy eigenstate. In the
case of polymer quantization, as can be seen from the
momentum definition, Eq. (8), a simple linear combination
of £ and P, does not lead to ladder operators, which can
raise or lower a given polymer energy eigenstate. Second,
from Fig. 1, it is evident that for # — 1 the polymer energy
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eigenvalues, Eq. (16), are degenerate [9]. Therefore, to
construct the ladder operators for the case of the polymer
harmonic oscillator, we adopt the following procedure.
We define |0) to be the ground state of the polymer
harmonic oscillator. Let @&, be the annihilation operator
satisfying the condition &,;|0) = 0. As mentioned earlier, it
is nontrivial to construct an exact annihilation operator @;
satisfying the above condition, especially in the limit of

|

1 )1/4 e~ /2

() = o { ) -

Thmw

2
L g + st + 5

f — 1(q = 1/4). In the rest of this section, we construct
the approximate creation and annihilation operators
(Ai,AD for < 1, satisfying the condition A,|0) =0,
where |0) is the approximate ground state of the
polymer harmonic oscillator valid in the limit f < 1.
For small values of f, the polymer energy eigenfunc-
tions [Egs. (14) and (15)] can be expanded as (see the
Appendix)

1 2n+ 1

32 4

+n(n—1)H,_»(a) - 12nC4Hn_4(a)] + 0(/34)}, (17)
Va0 = () s A1) =2 [ ) =y ot = (25 = e
—n(n—1)H,_,(a) - 12nC4H,,_4(a)} + 0(/34)}, (18)

where @ = sin(dp/#h)/p and H, are the Hermite polynomials. In the leading order in 5, we can approximate the polymer
harmonic oscillator energy eigenfunctions [Eqgs. (14) and (15)] as
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FIG. 2. The plot of the scaled polymer quantized harmonic oscillator eigenfunctions vs dimensionless momentum p = Ap/A. The
black curve in all the four plots above corresponds to the exact polymer eigenfunction (Amm)'/*W,_y(p) as in Eq. (14). The red, green,
orange, and yellow curves correspond to the approximated polymer eigenfunction (Amw)'/*¥,_(p) for g =1, 0.8, 0.5, and 0.3,

respectively.
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FIG. 3.

The plot of the scaled polymer quantized harmonic oscillator eigenfunctions vs dimensionless momentum p = Ap/#. The

black curve in all the four plots above corresponds to the exact polymer eigenfunction (Amw)'/*¥,_,(p) as in Eq. (14). The red, green,
orange, and yellow curves correspond to the approximated polymer eigenfunction (Amw)'/*®,_,(p) for =1, 0.8, 0.5, and 0.3,

respectively.

1 e~ /?H,(a)

Yo (p) = W (p) = (zhma) * 2P

(19)

Since, as mentioned earlier, ¥,,(p) and ¥,, (p) are
degenerate for f < 1, considering only the even (or odd)
eigenfunctions is adequate. Figures 2 and 3 contain the
plots of the exact and approximate polymer harmonic
oscillator eigenfunctions. As can be seen from the figures,
the approximate eigenfunctions are an excellent approxi-
mation of the exact eigenfunctions for small values of f,
i.e., for f <« 1. Using the approximate polymer harmonic
oscillator eigenfunctions, we can now construct the
approximate annihilation operator (A,) in the momentum
basis.

Using the properties of Hermite polynomials, we can
rewrite the approximate eigenfunctions [Eq. (19)] as

As in canonical quantization, we can then write the appro-
ximate creation operator in the polymer quantization as

Ay = (21)

1 d
—la——).
V2 da
Thus, the approximate ladder operators corresponding to

the polymer quantized harmonic oscillator energy eigen-
states are

R 1 N mmx
A= (P =i ) (22
’ (2hma))]/2< ’ lcos(ﬂp/h)) (22)

o 1 A . mwxX

A= (2hmw)'/? (P/WL * lcos(ﬂp/h)) (23)
It is easy to verify that the approximate ladder operators,
corresponding to the approximate ground state of polymer
harmonic oscillator [Eq. (19)], satisfy the commutation
relation [A;, AT,] = 1 and A,|0) = 0. Expanding the energy
eigenvalues [Eq. (16)] for small values of f leads to

2
i; ~ <n +%> —%[(2;1 +1)2+1]+0(pY. (24

Retaining only the leading-order term allows us to interpret
that the nth energy level |7i) contains n particles, i.e.,
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ATA)|it) = n|fi). In the rest of this work, we will use the
approximate ladder operators and energy values to study
the implications of polymer quantization on various noises
in the advanced LIGO configuration.

IV. QUANTUM-MECHANICAL NOISES IN
ADVANCED LIGO: CANONICAL QUANTIZATION

In this section, we briefly review Caves’s analysis for the
advanced LIGO configuration [15]. As is well known, a
gravitational-wave detector is a two-arm, multireflecting,
laser-powered Michelson-Morley interferometer [15]. The
interferometer measures the spatial strain produced by
gravitational waves as a variation in lengths of its mutually
perpendicular arms, with end mirrors attached to it. The
accurate measurement of this spatial strain is limited by
two main sources of quantum-mechanical noise: fluctua-
tions in the radiation pressure on the end mirrors (radiation-
pressure noise) and fluctuations in the number of output
photons (photon-count noise).

Radiation-pressure noise is due to the transfer of
momentum, possessed by the optical field in the interfer-
ometer arms, to the end mirrors. On the other hand, the
photon-counting error is due to the uncertainty produced by
the photodetectors capturing the photons leaving the
interferometer arms. As mentioned in the Introduction, at
low frequency, the sensitivity of these detectors is affected
by seismic and radiation-pressure noise. Thus, the Einstein
Telescope will be sensitive to the radiation pressure. Thus,
the advanced gravitational-wave detectors provide a unique
opportunity to distinguish between polymer quantization
and canonical quantization using the radiation-pressure
noise curves.

A. Radiation-pressure noise

As mentioned above, the radiation-pressure noise is
due to the transfer of the radiation field’s momentum to
the end mirrors. Therefore, radiation-pressure noise is
calculated by estimating the momentum carried by the
radiation field in the arms of the interferometer. To carry
this out, one requires four modes of the electromagnetic
radiation field. Two modes, referred to as E{ and EJ, are
the in modes, and the remaining two modes (E} and E7)
are out modes. Among the in modes, the E] mode
corresponds to the radiation field of frequency @ from
the input laser port, and the E7 mode describes radiation
field from the “unused” port.

After the in modes are scattered by the beam splitter, the
“in” and “out” modes are related by [15]

e A .

ET = ﬁ( | e MEY), (25)
eia .

E; = —=(E; = e"EY), (26)

where A and y are the overall phase shift and relative phase
shift, respectively. They depend on the intrinsic properties
of the beam splitter.

The creation and annihilation operators corresponding to
the input and the output modes of the interferometer are
related by

A éiA .

by =——(a, + e*a,); 27
1 \/E( 1 2) ( )

A eiA .

by = —=(a, — e™"ay), (28)

where d; and @, are the annihilation operators correspond-
ing to the input ports (1) and (2*) and 5, and b, denote
the annihilation operators corresponding to the output ports
(17) and (27) of the interferometer.

The difference between the momenta transferred to the
end masses is given by [15]

A 2Wh® apa sia
P= c (bzbz—bllﬁ)
Who . . -
= - einaiay + e ralay), (29)

where v is the number of times the photon bounces in the
interferometer before it reaches the receiver. Squeezed
states are useful for the detection of the gravitational
waves, as they have a reduced uncertainty in one compo-
nent of the complex amplitude. The squeezed state of the
electromagnetic field can be expressed as [15]

ly) = $5(&)D;()[0)¢ = —re®, (30)

where D;(a) = elaf/200a] g the displacement operator
corresponding to the mode E; and a is a complex number.
The squeezing operator corresponding to the mode EJ is
defined as S, (&) =exp{[&*a} —&(ab)?]/2}, with & = —re®.
Note that r and «a are the squeezing parameters, and 6 is
referred to as the squeezing angle.

The squeezed states satisfy the following relations:

(w|Ply) =0, (31)

(w|(AP)?|w) = (uhw/c)?[|a|* cosh(2r) + sinh?r
+ (a2e!Ot20) 4 o ¢=10+20)) sinh r cosh r].

(32)

If o is real, and the squeezing angle is chosen to be
60 = —2u, then

(w|(AP)?|y) = (uw)?(a?e* +sinh?r).  (33)

Note that y is characteristic of the beam splitter; hence, we
can always choose u to have a particular value.
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Thus, the difference in momentum transfer on the end
mirrors, for a duration of time 7, leads to an error in the
difference in position of the two mirrors, z = z, — zy, and is
given by

vhwt

(Az),, = — (a?€?" + sinh? r)1/2, (34)

where z; and z, are the positions of the end mirrors. Note
that the uncertainty in the radiation pressure translates to
the error in the measurement of the gravitational-wave
signal and it depends on the parameters of the radiation
field in the arms of the interferometer and the duration of
time 7.

B. Photon-count noise

Photon-count error is due to the fluctuations in number
of photons leaving the arms of the interferometer. The in
and out modes are related by

E7 = e7"®[E] cos(¢/2) + ieE| sin(¢p/2)], (35)
Er = e (B} cos(#/2) + i Ef sin(p/2)).  (36)

where ¢ is the phase difference between the output light
emitted by the interferometer arms and @ is the mean
phase. They are related to the positions of the end mirrors
and the parameters of the beam splitter by the relations [15]

¢ = 2bwz/c+ 1 -2, (37)
D = bw(zy + 22)/c + Dy, (38)

where @ is a constant.

The annihilation operators of the out modes (¢; and ¢,)
are related to the annihilation operators of the in modes (d;
and d,) by the following relations [15]:

¢, = e®[—ie"a, sin(¢p/2) + a, cos(¢/2)],  (39)
¢y = e™®[a; cos(¢p/2) —ie™a, sin(¢/2)].  (40)

For the squeezed state |y) defined in Eq. (30), the expect-
ation value of the difference in the number of photons
emitted by the interference arms and its variance are

Nout = <V/|(CA§CAZ - CA}LCAI)|V’>
= cos ¢[|a|* — sinh?7] (41)
(Angy)?* = cos’¢(|al* + 2sinh*rcosh?r) 4 sin®¢p
X [ sinh r cosh r(a?ei@+2) 4 g+ e=i(0+20))
+ |a|* cosh(2r) + sinh?r]. (42)

Like in the previous case, choosing the a to be real and the
squeezing angle 6 to be —2u, we have

(Angy)? = cos’¢p(a® + 2sinh?rcosh?r)

+ sin¢p(a?e™" + sinh?r). (43)

Thus, the difference in the output photon number changes
in z, leading to an error in the displacement of the position
of the end mirrors [(Az),] due to the photon-count noise, is

given by

(Az) e S (a? — sinh?r)~![cot?p(a® + 2cosh?rsinh?r)

" 2bw
+ a?e™? + sinh?r]!/2, (44)

From the above, one can extract the Caves limit, i.e.,
cos ¢ = 0 and taking |a| > |sinh |, to obtain

(Az)p ~ (c/2bw)a e, (45)

although we emphasize that we will use the exact expres-
sion (44) to compare with its polymer counterpart in the
following section.

In the next section, we obtain the error in the displace-
ment of the end mirrors due to the radiation pressure and
photon count for the polymer quantization for the advanced
LIGO configuration.

V. QUANTUM-MECHANICAL NOISES IN
ADVANCED LIGO: POLYMER
QUANTIZATION

To obtain the effects of polymer quantization on fluc-
tuations in the radiation pressure on the end mirrors
(radiation-pressure noise) and fluctuations in the number
of output photons (photon-count noise), we need to
polymer quantize the electromagnetic field in the interfer-
ometer arms.

In the following subsection, we perform polymer quan-
tization of the electromagnetic field, for small values of f,
and use the approximate polymer creation and annihilation
operators to obtain the quantum-mechanical noises in the
advanced LIGO configuration.

A. Polymer quantization of electromagnetic field

Assume that the electromagnetic field is confined in a
cavity of volume V, with periodic boundary conditions.
For simplicity, we assume that the cavity is a cube of
length L. For small values of f, one can approximately
decompose the electromagnetic field in the Fourier domain,
and the Hamiltonian corresponding to a mode k can be
written as [20]

1
Hi = [ V(e +45'BY) (46)

Decomposing the vector potential A into plane waves in
the Coulomb gauge, electric and magnetic fields are given
by [20]
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1 )
= €0V¥6‘k [0 gy sin(wt — K - 1)
— prcos(mt —k - 1)), (47)
Iu - .
B = VOZ(k x &) o qy sin(wgt — K - 1)
K
— prcos(mt —k - 1)), (48)
where
n hw,
qdx = ka(ai +a,); Pk = 2k(ai —-a,). (49)

Substituting Egs. (47) and (48) in the Hamiltonian, i.e., in
Eq. (46), we get

Hy == (pt + wiq}). (50)

N[ =

To proceed with the polymer quantization of electromag-
netic fields, for small values of j, we need to polymer
quantize the individual harmonic oscillators corresponding
to different frequency modes (wy), i.e.,

[(Peiz)) + @il (51)

where

Pupy=——F=7""> (52)

with U k(4) as the translation operator associated with the
harmonic oscillator corresponding to the mode k as defined
in Eq. (7).

As seen in the previous section, to obtain the expressions
for radiation-pressure and photon-count noises, we need
to define the creation and annihilation operators in the
Fock space. For the case of polymer harmonic oscillator, as
shown in Sec. III, it is possible to define these operators in
the limit # < 1. In this limit, we can define an approximate
polymer harmonic oscillator state |¥) in the Fock basis
[Eq. (19)]. The approximate state allows us to define
the displacement and squeezing operators in the polymer
quantization for the approximate ground state |0). Though
the approximate creation/annihilation operators satisfy
A, AH = 1, the effect of polymer quantization effectively
comes from the approximated polymer quantum state |‘i‘)
In the rest of this section, we obtain the fluctuations in the
radiation pressure on the mirrors (radiation-pressure noise)
and fluctuations in the number of output photons (photon-
count noise) for the polymer quantized electromagnetic
field in the interferometer arms.

B. Radiation-pressure noise

Let A A1) and A 4(2) be the polymer annihilation operators
corresponding to the input ports (1) and (2+) and B 21y and
B 4(2) be the polymer annihilation operators corresponding

to the output ports (17) and (27) of the interferometer.
In the polymer quantization, the difference between
momenta transferred to the end mirrors is given by

A

P = (who/c)(B] 5By~ Bp)Bin).  (53)
= —(2yha)/c)(eiﬂﬁz(1)z&,1(z) + €_i"z‘iz(2)1‘ix(1))- (54)

Here, again, we consider squeezing the approximate
ground state as

) = 8,(£)Dy (a)|0). (55)

where the polymer-modified squeezing and displacement
operators are defined as

S(6) =exp{le"(A,)? - £(AT)71/2}. (56)
D(a) =exp (aA’, — a*A,); € = —re®. (57)
For the polymer-modified squeezed state, we get

(| Plir) =0, (58)

(| (AP)?|p) = (2nhw/c)?[|a|* cosh(2r) + sinh?r

+ (a?e! 02 4 o ¢=i0+20)) sinh r cosh 7]

x %e‘”zﬂzlo(lﬂﬁ% (59)

where /) is the modified Bessel function of the first kind,

, (60)

and M, is the energy scale (inverse of polymer length scale
A) associated with the polymer quantization.

This is an important result, and we would like to stress
the following points. First, like in canonical quantization,
Eq. (58) implies that the average number of polymer
particles are same in both the interferometer arms. This
is not the case for other quantum gravity—inspired models
such as the GUP.

In the case of the GUP, it was shown that the expectation
value of the difference in momentum transfer is nonzero
[21]; however, the expectation of difference in momentum
transfer vanishes for the case of polymer quantization.
Second, fluctuations in the momentum transfer, Eq. (59), is
different from that of the canonical quantization. As in the
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FIG. 4. The plot of A, as a function of j.

case of canonical quantization, choosing the squeezing
angle to be § = —2u, we get

PP = () @ 4 sin )
x \g—re‘l/zﬂzlo(lﬂﬂz). (61)

Third, the difference in momentum transfer on the end
mirrors, for a duration of time z, leads to the following error

[(AZ),p]:

. _ nhot o, o2 2.31/2 Valy(1/2°)]'?
Aer— me ( +Slnh ) FW .

(62)

Let Ay, be the ratio of the radiation-pressure error in the
polymer quantization [AZ;] and the same in the canonical
quantization [Azg], i.e.,

T 1/2
2ol = [ )| (6
Figure 4 contains a plot of A (/) as a function of f. It is
clear that in the limit f — O the ratio is unity. However,
even if f ~ 0.1, the difference between the two quantization
schemes is on the order of 1073,

C. Photon-count noise
Let C (1) and o) 2(2) be the annihilation operators corre-
sponding to the out modes. The annihilation operators
corresponding to the in modes (A (1) and A J(2)) are related
to that of out modes by the following relations:

CA‘MI): ’q’[Aﬂ cos(¢/2) ze"”AA

ysin(¢/2)]. (64)

A

C/1<2> = lq)[A)L COS(¢)/2) le’”Aﬁ

ysin(¢/2)]. (65)

For the squeezed state |) defined in Eq. (55), the expect-
ation value of the difference in the number of polymer
photons emitted by the interferometer arms and its
variance are

)Téz(z) - é/l(l Téﬁ )[w)

= cos ¢(|al* — sinh?r )\2_ U210 (1/282)  (66)

Moy = <ll7|(éz(2

(Afigy)? = {(:052415(042 + 2sinh?rcosh?r) + sin’¢

X [—sinh r cosh r(a2ei@+2) 4 o ¢=i(0+20))

+ |a|? cosh(2r) + sinh?r] 4 cos?¢sinh*r

x (1 - \/7;6‘1/2ﬂ210(1/2[}2)> }
\/77_[6—1/2/32

X

Io(1/28%). (67)

As in the case of canonical quantization, taking « to be real
and 6 = —2u in Eq. (67), we get

(Afigy)* = [COSQqS(a2 + 2sinh?rcosh?r)

+ sin?¢p(a?e™2" + sinh’r) + cos>¢sinh*r

X (1 - %’?e-‘/zﬁzlo(l/zﬂz))]

%ﬁe"/zﬁzlo(l /2/%). (68)

X

The difference in the output photon number changes with
respect to z and hence leads to an error in the displacement
of the position of the end mirrors [(AZ),]. Therefore, the
photon-count noise is given by

AZ, = (a? — sinh?r)~! [coszgi)(a2 + 2sinh?rcosh?r)

C
2bw
+ sin?p(a*e~2" + sinh?r) + cos’¢psinh*r
x <1 - %Ee"/wlo(lﬂﬁz))} .

X {\/7’_[ e~ 127 (1 /2,32)} " (69)

Again, similar to canonical quantization, setting cos ¢ = 0,
we get
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c

Adpe =5~ (o = sinh?r)~" (sin*¢p(a”e™>" + sinh’r))!/2
@
172
X ge—l/zﬂzlo(l/zﬂz) . (70)

This is an important result, and we would like to stress the
following points. First, the fluctuations in the number of
output photons in the two quantization schemes (canonical
and polymer) are different. Second, let us define A, as the
ratio of photon-count error in the polymer quantization
[AZ,c] and the same in the canonical quantization [Azp].
The ratio A, is plotted as

Ape(p) = %e‘”zﬁzlo(lﬂﬂz) C

Thus, A, (f) is identical to A, (f); i.e., the functional
dependence of the quantum noises on /# is identical. Third,
the effects due to polymer quantization are different from
that of the GUP [21]. As mentioned earlier, the expectation
value of the difference in momentum transfer is nonzero for
the case of the GUP [21]; however, the expectation of
difference in momentum transfer vanishes for the case of
polymer quantization. On the other hand, the GUP cor-
rections to the radiation-pressure and photon-count noises
are not the same [21]. It is also interesting to note that the
effects of polymer quantization on the radiation-pressure
and photon-count noises are strikingly different from that
of the GUP.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have investigated, in detail, the experimental sig-
natures of the polymer quantization on the quantum-
mechanical noises in the advanced gravitational-wave
detectors. This is feasible only if the polymer quantized
electromagnetic modes can be expressed in the Fock
space. We explicitly showed that it is possible to obtain
a set of approximate annihilation and creation operators
in the polymer quantized harmonic oscillator in the
limit f < 1.

We used the advanced LIGO configuration to obtain
the fluctuations in the radiation pressure on the mirrors
and the fluctuations in the number of output photons in
the polymer quantization scheme. The photon-count error
ratio [A.(f)) is shown to be identical to the radiation-
pressure error ratio (A.,(f)], where f depends on the
polymer scale M, and the frequency of the electromag-
netic field w. Note that, for the case of the GUP, it was
shown that the error ratios (A; and Aj) are not
identical [21].

If the polymer energy scale M, is assumed to be of the
order of the Planck scale, then, for a more realistic value of
w, i.e., 2.82 x 10'* Hz [22,23], the parameter 3 is of the

order of 10713, For small values of /3, the error ratios, both
Ap, and A, (denoted as A), can be expanded as

A=1 +§2+ o). (72)

Hence, for realistic values of the frequency of the optical
field, the next-to-leading-order contribution is roughly 10%¢
times smaller than the zeroth-order contribution.

As mentioned before, we did not take into consideration
the effects of modified dispersion relation introduced by
polymer quantization. Motivated by the modified dis-
persion relation due to polymer quantization of the scalar
field in Ref. [9], it possible that the polymer quantization
of the Maxwell field can lead to a modified dispersion of
the form

o® = k[ + 84 + O(B*)]. (73)

in the limit # <« 1, where § is a constant. If § is positive, the
dispersion relation is superluminal, and if it is negative,
then the relation is subluminal. For the above modification,
repeating the analysis in Sec. V, the error ratios A, , and A .
are given by

Ay =1+ (§+§)ﬁ2 o (74)

A, =1+ (é - §>ﬁ2 + 0(BY). (75)

Note that, even if |6| = 1/4, either one of A, , or A, will
be nonzero. Therefore, it is evident that the corrections due
to the modified dispersion relation is of the same order that
we have considered in this work.

In the case of the GUP, the expectation value of the
difference in momentum transfer is nonzero ((75> # 0), and
the quantum noises in the interferometer are lower than
the canonical quantization [21]. However, in the case of
polymer quantization, the expectation value of the differ-
ence in momentum transfer is zero, and the quantum noises
in the interferometer are higher than the canonical quan-
tization. Since ((AP)?) = (P?) — (P)2, it is clear that the
models that lead to a zero (or nonzero) expectation value of
the difference in momentum transfer will lead to higher (or
lower) quantum noises in the interferometer than the
canonical quantization. This feature provides a robust test
to distinguish between the two broad categories of quantum
gravity phenomenological models.

The analysis in this work is done for a fixed frequency of
the electromagnetic field, assuming that the modes decou-
ple and have a linear-dispersion relation. While it is true for
canonical quantization, it is unclear whether this feature
holds for polymer quantization [24-26]. While the ladder
operators in a standard harmonic oscillator are linear
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combinations of momentum and position operators, the
approximate ladder operators for the case of approximate
energy eigenfunctions of a polymer harmonic oscillator
have a nontrivial combination of £ and p:

mwx ) (76)

A 1 )
A=t (p,—i "%
’ (2hmw)1/2< » " eos(ap/h)

pﬁiﬂ). (77)

A= cos(ip/h)

1
(2hmw)'/? (
The next step in the analysis is to investigate the quantum-
mechanical noises due to polymer quantization in the
gravitational-wave frequency band for the ground-based
and space-based detectors, i.e., 107 to 50 Hz. Such an
analysis will provide us the tools for testing these results.
This work is in progress.

Recently, Ref. [27] appeared, and it discusses plausible
quantum gravity signatures in future gravitational-wave
observations, such as the gravitational-wave luminosity
distance, the time dependence of the effective Planck mass,
and also the instrumental strain noise of interferometers.
The focus of this work is different from that of Ref. [27].
While the goal in Ref. [27] is to investigate possible
imprints of quantum gravity on gravitational-wave
astronomy, in this work we analyzed the effects of different
quantization schemes on the interferometer noises.
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APPENDIX: ASYMPTOTIC EXPANSION OF
POLYMER ENERGY EIGENFUNCTIONS
FOR LARGE VALUES OF ¢

In this Appendix, following Ref. [28], we explicitly
show the asymptotic expansion of energy eigenfunctions of
the polymer harmonic oscillator, ¥, (p) and W5, ;(p), for
large values of g.

Cen(q’ Z) = \/m on/2

+n(n— 1) n— 2(}’/[)

8va
]

/A48 o124 n
(z/4)"q { <y/f)__[3—2 n+4(y/\/§)+%Hn+2<7/\/§)+ -

Hyalr/VD)| +001/0)}.

Following Eqgs. (14) and (15), the polymer energy
eigenfunctions in the momentum basis are given by

/2
Wau(2) = %Cen(q, 2), (A1)

P /
V() = D e g, (A2)

W Seut

where ¢ = 1/(4*) and Ce, and Se,, are Mathieu functions.
For large values of ¢, the Mathieu functions Ce,(q, z)
and Se, | (q.z) can be written as [28]

<”/4>1/4 1/8

Cen(q’ Z) = m UO[ZOn(}/) + Zl,n(}/)]’ (A3)
/4418
Se,11(q.2) = % VolZou(r) = 21 ,(r)]sinz,
(A4)
where
y = 2q'/*cosz, (A5)
v=1-G 2ot/ ()
Vo=1+ (21"2;;) (1/9) (A7)
Zuatr) = Du-t = g Dolr) = 1 D0
+0(1/q), (A8)
1 (nn-1) 1
Z1a(r) w( 1 D, »( )+ZDH+2( )>
+0(1/q), (A9)
e 14
Dily) = (1)"er* 45 = o Hulr/V2).
(A10)

Substituting Eqs. (A5)—(A10) in Egs. (A3) and (A4), we
obtain

H,(y/V2)

(Al1)
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(1/4)1/4¢/3 o7 /4

Seu(4.2) = L0 L v >——[§ Hye(r/ V) -

8va

—n(n—1)H, ,(y/V2) - ﬁ

H, 4(y/V2 >] + 0<1/q>}

a0V = (2= 2 ) v2)

(A12)

where H, is the Hermite polynomial. Making use of the variables defined in Eqgs. (12) and (13) and the asymptotic

expansions in Egs. (Al1) and (A12), we obtain

1 1/4 e—az/Z ﬂZ
‘PZn(p) = <7zhma)) 2n/2\/m {Hn(a) -

T n(n = 1)H,ya(a) - 1znc4Hn_4<a>] n o<ﬂ4>},

1 1/4 e @ /2 ﬂZ 1
lI]2n+l(p) - <7zhmw> 2"/2\/m {Hn(a) - Z |:3—2

~n(n = 1)Hy2(a) - 1znc4Hn_4<a>] n o<ﬂ4>},

32

Hya(@) = Hya(a) - ( .

1 1
H,a(a) + ZHn+2(a) +

2n +1

()

(A13)

1 2n+1

- 2a2> H,(a)

(A14)

where a = sin(Ap/h)/f. Note that in the limit A — 0 one can obtain the energy eigenfunctions of the canonically quantized

simple harmonic oscillator.
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