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Utilizing the recently established connection between Palatini-like gravity and linear generalized
uncertainty principle (GUP) models, we have formulated an approach that facilitates the examination of
Bose gases. Our primary focus is on the ideal Bose-Einstein condensate and liquid helium, chosen as
illustrative examples to underscore the feasibility of tabletop experiments in assessing gravity models. The
noninteracting Bose-Einstein condensate imposes constraints on linear GUP and Palatini f(R) gravity
(Eddington-inspired Born-Infeld gravity) within the ranges of —10'> <6 <3 x 10** s/kgm and —107" <
A <10 m? (=4 x 107" <e <4 x 10" m?), respectively. In contrast, the properties of liquid helium

suggest more realistic bounds, specifically —10% < ¢ < 10%® s/kgm and —10° < f < 10° m?. Addition-
ally, we argue that the newly developed method employing Earth seismic waves provides improved
constraints for quantum and modified gravity by approximately one order of magnitude.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Exploring theories beyond general relativity (GR)
becomes imperative despite its success in explaining
phenomena, from Solar System dynamics to gravitational
waves’ detection [1,2]. GR faces challenges in accounting
for dark matter [3], dark energy [4], and early cosmological
inflation [5,6]. To address these, modified gravity (MG)
theories seem to be crucial, offering insights into funda-
mental cosmic phenomena and uncovering untested regions
in the gravitational parameter space [7].

MG introduces alterations impacting various micro-
physical aspects. Theories suggest changes in chemical
potential [8], geodesic deviation equations on stars’ surfaces
with a clear microphysical interpretation [9], and micro-
scopic quantities like opacity or specific heat [10,11].
Gravitational proposals affect laws governing thermody-
namics, stellar stability, heat transport, and Fermi gas
properties [12—18]. Theoretical descriptions of stellar
thermonuclear processes, elementary particle interactions,
and chemical reaction rates are influenced by gravity
modifications [19-24]. Neglecting relativistic effects in
equations of state leads to underestimation of compact star
limiting masses, with additional changes when (pseudo-)
scalar fields are considered [25-29].

Generalized uncertainty principle (GUP) models, involv-
ing constants representing the speed of light and gravity,
introduce corrections in equations of state and microscopic
variables [30-35]. Integrating the quantum structure of
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space-time with GUP emphasizes the generalization of
the Heisenberg uncertainty principle, offering potential
measurable effects [36-38]. GUP has proven valuable in
predicting quantum gravity effects [30,39-44], often fea-
turing a minimum length scale around the Planck length,

Lp~ /2% [45-47].

The recently established connection between MG and
GUP [48] paves the way for testing gravitational theories in
Earth laboratories." To illustrate how modified gravity can
undergo testing in tabletop experiments, our focus will be
on Bose gases. We will develop a general formalism for our
deformed phase space and subsequently delve into the
specifics of liquid helium, examining its portrayal as a two-
fluid model near absolute zero, as presented by Landau.
Before that, we will recall the basic notions related to the
Ricci-based gravity, its relativistic limit, and the mentioned
correspondence resulting as a deformed phase space. The
last part of the paper is devoted to our conclusions and
future plans.

II. DEFORMED PHASE SPACE
IN RICCI-BASED GRAVITY

In the subsequent discussion, we revisit the connection
between modified gravity and the GUP. Initially, we will
delve into fundamental concepts associated with Ricci-
based gravity. Subsequently, we will revisit the established

ISimultaneously, methods developed by either of these com-
munities can be employed to assess MG or GUP proposals.
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relationship, exploring the deformation of the phase space
in Palatini-like proposals, along with its implications for
thermodynamics.

A. Ricci-based gravity

This specific class of metric-affine theories of gravity is
characterized by the following action:

5= / 45/ GL G R) + SolGue ). (1)

Here, g is the determinant of the space-time metric g,
and R, is the symmetric Ricci tensor, independent of the
metric and constructed solely with the affine connection
I'=T%,. The object M¥, = ¢"’R,, is introduced to for-
mulate the gravitational Lagrangian L as a scalar function
using powers of traces of M¥,.

The matter action is given by:

Sm _/d4x\/__g'cm(gﬂwu/m>‘ (2)

In this framework, the matter action is minimally
coupled to the metric, disregarding the antisymmetric part
of the connection (torsion), similar to the treatment of
minimally coupled bosonic fields. This simplification
extends to fermionic particles, such as degenerate matter,
described effectively by a fluid approach exemplified by
the perfect fluid energy-momentum tensor [49]. By focus-
ing on the symmetric part of the Ricci tensor, potential
ghostlike instabilities are avoided [50-53]. This approach
accommodates various gravity theories, including GR,
Palatini f(R) gravity, Eddington-inspired Born-Infeld
(EiBI) gravity [54], and its extensions [55].

The gravitational action encompasses theories that,
despite intricate field equations, can be conveniently
reformulated, as shown in [55]:

o) =g (Te-t(Le+3)) O

Here, |Q| is the determinant of the deformation matrix, and
T is the trace of the energy-momentum tensor of matter
fields. The Einstein tensor G*,(g) is associated with a
tensor g, where the connection I" assumes the Levi-Civita
connection of g,

Vi(v=q4") =0. (4)

For this formalism, the tensor g, is related to the space-
time metric g, through:

Qu = gpagaw (5)

The deformation matrix Q% is theory-dependent, deter-
mined by the gravitational Lagrangian L;. Importantly,
these theories yield second-order field equations, reducing
to GR counterparts in vacuum (7,” = 0), implying no extra
degrees of freedom propagate in these theories beyond the
usual two polarizations of the gravitational field.

In what follows, we will focus on two particular theories
of modified gravity: Palatini f(R) and EiBI, being at the
same time the most studied in the context of the Ricci-based
family. Let us compare them on the gravitational action and
then field equations levels. Their actions are, respectively

SPal[g’ F, l//m] = %/ d4x\/__gf<R) + Sm[g/w’ Wm] (6)

1
Stinl9: Tl = o [ @xly/=Ig + R (D)
= /=g + Splg. Wl (7)

for which we are interested in the analytic functional in the
case of the Palatini f(R) gravity

f(R) =) aiR'. (8)
i=0

Note that expanding the action (7) for fields |R,,| < ¢!
yields [56],

1
Skip1 = — / d*x\/g [R —-2A+ 2 (R =2R,,R") + O(€?)
K
+5,, )

which essentially describes GR with an effective cosmo-
logical constant term A = ’1%1 and supplemented by quad-
ratic curvature corrections (in the Palatini sense). The field
equations are, respectively

1
f/(R)R;w - Ef(R)g/w = KzT;wv (10)
Vi(y=gq) =0 (1)
for Palatini f(R) gravity with g,, = f'(R)g,,. and
V |q| v v __ 2y
g" — Ag = —ex*TH, (12)
Vgl
Vi(v=49") =0, (13)

for EIBI one with g, = g,, + ¢R,,. Therefore, the field
equations of both theories can be rewritten in the form of
(3) which significantly simplify the computational studies.
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Among other things, this formalism is used to obtain the
nonrelativistic limit of those theories. As it can be shown, in
Palatini f(R) [57] and EiBI [58,59] gravities, the Poisson
equation takes the form:

Vi =3 (p+aVp) (14)

Here, ¢ is the gravitational potential, k = 8zG, and @ is a
theory parameter. The expressions for & are @ = 2f for
Palatini f(R), with  accompanying the quadratic term, and
a = ¢/2 for EiBI, where ¢ = 1/Mp; and My is the Born-
Infeld mass. The similarity in the Poisson equation between
these two gravity proposals is not coincidental; the EiBI
gravity in the first-order approximation reduces to Palatini
gravity with the quadratic term [56] as recalled above.
Furthermore, only the quadratic term R” influences the
nonrelativistic equations, as higher curvature scalar terms
enter the equations at the sixth order [57].

B. Deformed phase space and resulting
thermodynamics

As demonstrated in [48], the additional term appearing
in the Poisson equation (14) can be treated as a modifi-
cation to the Fermi gas for a finite temperature. However,
such a modification can be obtained when we deal with a
deformation of the phase space

1 dxd’p
) e )

in which the subcase d =1 refers to the Palatini-like
theories of gravity. The relation between the deformation
parameter o and Palatini parameter § is given as follows:

47G - 3 *Nj
G:Lﬁ and K, =— 2,
K2 M,

(16)

where m, is the electron mass, u, is the mean molecular
weight per electron, and other constants have their usual
meaning.

This correspondence allows us to write a general
partition function in three dimensions in a large volume
as follows:

d3
InZ = g/1n [1—aze BT 2P (17)

\%
(2zh)*a (1-0op)®’

where V := [dx represents the volume of the cell in
configuration space while taking a = 1 (@ = —1) one will
deal a system of fermionic (bosonic) particles with energy
states E,,. The fugacity is given by z = et/ksT | the symbol p
represents the chemical potential while g is a spin of a
particle.

In a manner akin to the GUP featuring linear
p-modifications [60-65], our methodology incorporates
a deformed phase space measure characterized by the
deformation parameter o. In the context of GUP, this
parameter is deduced through the utilization of the
Liouville theorem [66]. Consequently, the effective 7 is
contingent on the momentum p in the generalized uncer-
tainty relation, resulting in a momentum-dependent size of
the unit cell for each quantum state in phase space.

With such a modified partition function, one can easily
obtained thermodynamic variables for the required statistics.
We will mainly focus on pressure, number of particles,
internal energy, and specific volume which are, respectively:

0
P=kzgT—InZ, 18
Bl 5y n (18)
d
n=kyT—1InZ|y . (19)
ou '
, 0
U = kBT ﬁanb,V (20)
oUu
Cy=— . 21
=2 @)

In what follows, we will predominantly center our
attention on bosons, as some properties of Fermi particles
in Palatini-like theories of gravity were studied in [18,48].

II1. IDEAL BOSE GAS IN THE GRAND
CANONICAL ENSEMBLE

Let us consider a simple system with N identical spinless
particles described by the noninteracting Hamiltonian
L
H= — 22
>! @)

i=1
where p? = p; - p; and p; is the momentum operator of the
single-particle with energy E, = p?/2m. The grand parti-
tion function of an ideal Bose gas in the grand canonical
ensemble for such a system is then given by [67]:

1
“ 1;[ 1- Ze_ﬂEp ’ (23)

where =: (kzT)~". The equation of state is then expressed
as

pPV == "In(1 —ze™Er), (24)
P
while the total number of particles
0 ze PEr
N:Za—Z]nZ: 71 —Ze_/}El’. (25)
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Since N =}_ (n,), an average occupation number for
state p is

The above series (24) and (25) are divergent for z — 1
because the term with p = 0 diverges. Since the contri-
bution of term with p = 0 is important, let us then extract it
while the rest of the series will be replaced by (15) as we
consider V — oo:

4 w dpp? In(1 —
pP = ”3/ PP a1 — zett) - MUL=2)
(2zh)* Jo 1—op Vv
(27)
1 4 w dpp? 1 1
—=— 3/ = 7 e . (28)
v (2zh) Jo l—opzlebm—1 VI1-z

where we have defined the specific volume v = V/N.

Introducing a new variable x = 4 /%p with the thermal
wavelength

2rh?
ka T’

=:|o|\/2mkpT < |71‘ in the
series expansion of the functions under the integrals to

ensure that the results converge, the above expressions can
be written as:

—;/1—3/ Za x> In(1 — ze~ x)]dx—M

(30)

(29)

and considering a case when |a|

Za ax?t li, (31)

nOe_ Vi-z

v zt/13/

Since we are interested in the terms which are linear in «,
we can write

pP =5 o) =22 [ (1 = e ]
- w +0(a?), (32)

v [ ()]
+$1L_Z+0(a2), (33)

where

4 [ Z
pp0) === [T v -z =Y T (64)

0

93/2( )= 2—95/2 i (35)

The above expressions can be further written in more
compact forms as

pp = o)+ 2| -0
b= @+ L) g @)

where Li,(z) is the polylogarithm function and can be
represented by a series of the form for |z] < 1

ok
b4
L = -
W =D 5 (38)
Note that the last term in (37)
z
= (o) (3)

is an occupation number for state p = 0 and its contribution
is large if (ng)/V is a finite number. We will discuss the
consequences of that in the next section.

The internal energy, since In Z = PV, is also modified,
taking the form

=— 95/2(2)+2£Li3(1> - (40)

However, notice that comparing it with (36) with the
assumption that its last term can be neglected, we have
a simple relation between the internal energy and temper-
ature:

U :%PV. (41)

Therefore, we have an equation of state given by (36)
and (37) for the ideal Bose gas consisting of N particles
with mass m contained in a vessel with a volume of V in a
framework of modified gravity and linear GUP models. To
study its properties, we need to know the fugacity z
dependence on the temperature and specific volume wv.
To do so, let us now consider particular cases of the Bose
gas in the framework of modified gravity and GUP.
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IV. BOSE-EINSTEIN CONDENSATE

To examine the Bose-Einstein condensate in Ricci-based
gravity, let us firstly analyze the behavior of the fugacity z.
To do so, we will focus on the Eq. (37). It depends on the
properties of the functions g3 ,(z) and Li,(z). It results that
the Eq. (37) has a solution only for 0 < z < 1. For z =1,

2

(3/2) ~2.612, L12(1):§(2):%. (42)

g32(1) =

Let us write (37) as

/13 <n0> A’%

0= @)+ )| @)

We recognize the modified condition for the Bose-Einstein
condensate: if temperature and specific volume satisfy (let
us recall that a also depends on the temperature via its

definition: a=:0+/2mkgT):
———=>gpn(l), (44)

then {122 > is a finite number of all particles at the state with
p= O This condition defines a modified (with respect to
the standard case with @ = 0) subspace of thermodynamic
parameters p, v, T of the ideal Bose gas where the Bose-
Einstein condensate occurs. This region is separated from
the rest of the p-v-T space by the surface

ncz(ﬁ)%{m/z)(zmkg ¥ o Cmkg TR (46)

In the nondeformed case ¢ =0 one can also easily
determine the critical temperature as a function of wv,.
However, in modified gravity, one needs to deal with
numerical solutions. However, similarly to the 6 = 0 case
we can say that we are dealing with a condensate when
T < T (or v < v,) with slightly modified values. As we
will see later, we can use that fact to put a bound on the
theories” parameters. The plot of dependence of critical
density (46) on temperature and parameter o is given
in Fig. 1.
The fugacity dependence on 7 and v is then

Z_{lfor —%azgg,/z(l)
solution of £ = [g3 5 (z) +2Li,(z)] otherwise.

Therefore, the fugacity is stuck at 1 during the Einstein-
Bose condensate, that is, the chemical potential is zero (that
is, for % — ¥ < g35(1) region we deal with the gas phase).

Let us now write the equation of state and other
thermodynamic functions in both regions:

ﬁp_{%[ 932(2) + 2 L)) i 0 > ver
Klosya(1) +2£6)

if v < v,

/13 a g _ §P1j _ %ktjgv [QS/Z(Z) + 270[1413(2)] if v > Vers
;—75(2) = g3p(1), (45) N 2 %k‘;{” [gs2(1) +22¢(3)]  if v < v,
prpyiding the critical value fo.r the speciﬁc Volqme (or Cy f%h (T) + 253” hy (T )% if v > v,
critical density n, = 1/v,,) which clearly is modified by Niaw ) 152 .
the gravity models: B G 5952(1) +afi(T) if v < v,
n Critical density n
1x10%0f
[ —_ 0=0
8 x 1039}
[ — 0=10720
6 x 1039 |
[ — 0=-10"20
4 %103}
: — 0g=10"21
2 x10%0 |
I o=-10"21
= T
-2 x10%0F

FIG. 1.

Critical density (in m™3), as described by Eq. (46), varies with temperature (in K) for several values of the parameter o. It is

crucial to observe that, to ensure a reasonable curve behavior, the parameter’s value had to be reduced by approximately 2 orders of
magnitude compared to the most recent bounds derived from seismic data [48,68,69].
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P Vapor pressure
6 x1023 1
r — 0=0
4 x10%3 ¢
7 — 0=10"12
23 [
2107 — 0=-10712
. T —— 0=10"13
I 0=-10"13
-2 x10%3 7
_4x108}

FIG. 2. Vapor pressure (in Pa), expressed by Eq. (51), varies with temperature (in K) for several ¢ values. It is important to highlight
that to ensure a sensible curve behavior, we had to reduce the parameter’s value by approximately 10 orders of magnitude compared to

the latest bounds derived from seismic data [48,68,69].

where
(1) = g50(0) + 22T 1) )
ho(T) = 93/i(2) N 26\/2:1WU22(Z)’ (48)
£1T) = 37”3 (w 2mkyT + mZBT%> . (49)

The derivative (dz/dT), is also modified and is given as
dz 383 6 2mky. .
£ (2242 L

dT (21}T o T T 2(2)

« (gl/Z(Z) +2GV2kaTLi1(Z) .>_1 (50)

Z Z

The vapor pressure is then given by the expression

20'\/ kaBT

T

kyT

1) =7 Jgsa(1) + @] 6

while its plot is given in Fig. 2. The derivative of the vapor
pressure with respect to the temperature is

dPy(T) _ 5 kpgspa(1) o
dT _293/2(1)vcr<1+ﬂf2(T))’ 2

where
By VBEGmT((2)
D = 5 e S T g
(53)

Writing (52) as

dPy(T) 1 [5kgTgsp(1) o
dr B Tvcr |:2 93/2(1) (1 +”f2(T)>:| (54)

we see that we deal with the Clapeyron equation with a
modified latent heat having the following form

_ 5kpTgs)»(1) o
=3 g32(1) <1 +7ff2(T)>' 55)

Therefore, in GUP models and modified gravity, the Bose-
Einstein condensation is also a first-order phase transition if
L # 0. We will come back to that issue in the end of this
section.

Let us now come back to the critical density (46).
Assuming that He* is an ideal Bose gas in the condensate
state and applying the experimental data related to the
transition point

T.=2172 K, n.=216x10% m=3, (56)
we can find the deformed parameter corresponding to those
values:

o~ 2.837 x 102 kgim, (57)

providing, that the Palatini parameter is
f~9.352x 100 m?. (58)

On the other hand, inserting the same critical values for the
temperature and specific volume (v, = n_') in the bracket
expression in (55) we obtain that the latent heat vanishes for
6~ —3.6x 102, It also explain the nonphysical vapor
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pressure’s behavior in the Fig. 2 for higher orders of
magnitude for the negative values of the deformation
parameter.

Nevertheless, using the idealization such as the non-
interacting Bose gas for explaining the behavior of the
liquid helium in low temperature does not provide us
improved bounds for the parameters introduced by quan-
tum and modified gravity. The order or magnitude for
the upper bound is about 2 times worse than in the case of
the recently developed methodology in which one uses the
Earth’s seismic data [48,68,69]. However, we are aware that
in the case of He* one deals with a second order phase
transition which is interpreted as Bose-Einstein condensate
with the strong interatomic interactions taken into account.
Considering more realistic models one expects to obtain
better constraints. Because of that fact, we will now focus
on the Landau model for liquid helium which was proved to
provide a reasonable description of the He* behavior in low
temperatures.

V. LIQUID HELIUM

The Landau model [70,71] provides a comprehensive
microscopic description of a two-fluid model near absolute
zero. The specific heat of liquid helium as 7 — 0 behaves
as T2 (note that in the ideal Bose gas, we have C, ~ T%/2, as
discussed in the previous section), which is characteristic of
a phonon gas and has been experimentally confirmed. On
the other hand, in the finite-temperature regime, an addi-
tional term comes into play. Thus, the energy (dispersion
relation) of quasiparticles as a function of wave number k
for He* can be expressed as:

hck if k <k,
hw =
A EUSRE it oy ko,

where ¢ is the sound velocity while A, kg, y are exper-
imental constants. In the Landau theory, one assumes that
the quantum states of He* close to the ground state can be
considered as the states of a noninteracting gas with energy
levels

U = EO + Zhwk<nk>
k

vV [® kh dk
/ D (59)
0

=kEot 27 efhor — 1 (1 — ohk)’
Here, hw, represents the elementary excitation energy with
the wave vector k and occupation number (n;). In the
second equality, we have already considered the deforma-
tion of the phase space. Now, let us calculate the internal
energy and its GUP corrections at low temperatures. In this
scenario, only the contributions from the phonon and
roton parts [72,73] contribute to the energy in Eq. (59).
The phonon part is expressed as:

4kT4
V(7ﬂ(3)+246

Eotonon =272\ TTspics

c*n?
Therefore, the phonon specific heat is given by

Y 272p(kpT)?

60
IpN + 600

15733 Ahin

{(5)(kgT)*v
e

5 (61)

We can calculate the roton part assuming that SA is small.
This provides that the energy is

E KA kT _a

providing that the roton specific heat

Cper kGoA? fykpT R
kyN — x \ 2zh? (kgT)?

(1+ ohky). (63)

Note that we can also obtain values of the parameter o
for which phonon (60) and roton (62) energies vanishes.
This happens for 6 ~ —10** (8 ~ =5 x 10'%) and 6 ~ —10?
(f ~ —10'9), respectively.

The specific heat for liquid helium in low temperature is
then a sum of those two specific heats. Applying the
numerical values for the experimental data [73] (note that
No=p™)

c=239ms™!, p=144kgm=>, A/ky=8.65K,
ko=1.92x10"m™!, y=107x10"2 kg

we have (in Jkg=' K~1)

387 x 10°

—8.85/T
e
T3/2

Cpet = 20.7T3 +

7.83 x 10717
+ 6(5.73 x 107474 + %6—8.85/T> '

(64)

The plot of specific heat of He* as a function of temperature
is given in Fig. 3. We have also plotted the data points
from [74]. The discrepancy for 6 =0 when T'— 1 K is
believed to arise due to the approximation taken in the roton
part of the specific heat, while one has a good fit up to
T =~0.8 K. We see that quantum and modified gravity
corrections to both heats (with a similar approximation
performed as for the case ¢ = 0) provide better fit to the
data for the parameter ¢ of the order 10?*. To be more
specific, if we consider for instance, the data point
(T =0.6,Cyes =5.1), we obtain the value of the defor-
mation parameter ¢ = 1.04 x 10% (§ = 9.4 x 10'0).
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Specific heat [J/kg K]

Cv

6oL
s0[
30f
20f

10F

— 0=0

— 0=10"23

— 0=-10"23

0.2 0.4 0.6

FIG. 3.

1 1 1 1 1 T
0.8 1.0

Specific heat of He* as a function of temperature and deformation parameter & given by the Eq. (64). Therefore, the resulting

constraints (see the text) allows us to constrain linear GUP and Ricci-based gravities models. The data points are taken from [74].

VI. CONCLUSIONS

The aim of this paper was to study the effects of Ricci-
based gravity, such as Palatini f(R) and Eddington-inspired
Born-Infel models, and linear generalized uncertainty prin-
ciple, on the systems described by the Bose statistics. Using
the recently derived correspondence between modified gra-
vity and GUP models, we were able to provide the formalism
allowing to study the ideal Bose gases. As expected, modi-
fied gravity (or linear GUP) introduces additional terms to the
well-known expressions, allowing us to constrain the gravi-
tational models with the tabletop experiments.

As working examples, we firstly analyzed the Bose-
Einstein condensate. The effects of the phase space
deformation modifies slightly the critical values which
are the boundary values for the condensate to happen. For
instant, in order not to differ too much from the non-
deformed case, the deformation parameter ¢ would have to
be about 2 orders of magnitude smaller than the bounds
given by the methodology in which the Earth seismic data
were used [48,68,69]. On the other hand, using the similar
arguments, the derivation of the vapor pressure (which also
depicts the transition line) reveals that the order of the
bounds should be about 10 order less in order not to change
the microscopic behavior of the gas too much.

We have also obtained that the Bose-Einstein condensate
is the first-order transition with a modified latent heat.
Interestingly, there exists such a value of the deformation
parameter o (or the Palatini parameter /) for which the latent
heat vanishes. Such a singular value (that s, it is related to the
spacetime curvature or/and minimal length), depends on the
temperature and specific volume, and can be responsible for a
kind of the phase transition which we deal with. For the
critical temperature and density its value is

o~ —3.6x 1012 L,
kgm

for the deformation parameter of the linear GUP, while the
Palatini parameter is

p~—0.12 m?,

which we can consider as lower bounds arising from the ideal
Bose-Einstein condensate.

However, assuming that the liquid helium He* is the
ideal Bose gas with the temperature and critical density
provided by the experiments, we obtained worse bounds
that the ones provided by seismology, that is,

o~ 2837 x 10 >
kgm

for the deformation parameter of the linear GUP, while the
Palatini parameter is

B~9.352 % 10 m2.

Those are the upper bounds resulting from the analysis of
the ideal Bose-Einstein condensate.

In order to have an inside into a more realistic description
of the behavior of liquid helium in low temperatures, we
have also analyzed the Landau model. Deriving the
curvature corrections to the specific heat of phonons and
rotons, we could compare our theoretical results with the
experimental ones and get an idea about the order of
magnitude of the acceptable values of the deformation
parameter. It is

s
~ 107 —
’ kgm

for the linear GUP models and

f~3x10° m?
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for Palatini gravity (e ~ 1.2 x 10'© m? for EiBI). We regard
it as an upper bound for the parameters, albeit less stringent
than the one derived from seismic data. However, by
incorporating a more accurate depiction of interatomic
interactions and the nature of excited states, such as in
the Feynman model of He?* [72], alongside the latest data,
we anticipate enhancing the current constraints on quantum
and modified gravity parameters.

Furthermore, similar to the ideal Bose gas, we can
identify specific values of this parameter where the phonon
and roton specific heats vanish in the low-temperature
regime. This occurs around ¢ &~ —10?* for the phonon part
and 6 ~ —10%3 for the roton part. This order of magnitude is
more realistic compared to the ideal Bose-Einstein con-
densate case, as it pertains to a physical system whose
behavior is validated by tabletop experiments (with very
low but not zero temperature the specific heats are not
zeros). Consequently, we view this as a lower bound for the
deformation parameter.

Upon comparing our results, derived from tabletop
experiments, with those obtained using a novel method

employing Earth’s seismic data, the latter case yields a
more constrained range for the parameters.

In this paper, an examination of an idealized case
involving Bose-Einstein condensate and a realistic descrip-
tion of the behavior of liquid helium at low temperatures
illustrates the invaluable utility of the connection between
modified gravity and generalized uncertainty principle
models. This correspondence serves as extremely useful
tools for studying various physical systems at different
scales. This not only facilitates constraining different
proposals related to quantum and modified gravity but
also enables the analysis of gravitational effects through
tabletop experiments. Ongoing research along these lines
seeks to delve deeper into and validate the implications of
modified gravity on the microscopic properties of matter.
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