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Using a polarized maser to detect high-frequency relic gravitational waves
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A GHz maser beam with Gaussian-type distribution passing through a homogenous static magnetic
field can be used to detect gravitational waves (GWs) with the same frequency. The presence of GWs will
perturb the electromagnetic fields, giving rise to perturbed photon fluxes. After being reflected by a fractal
membrane, the perturbed photons suffer little decay and can be measured by a microwave receiver. This
idea has been explored to a certain extent as a method for very high-frequency gravitational waves. In this
paper, we examine and develop this method more extensively, and confront the possible detection with the
predicted signal of relic gravitational waves (RGWs). A maser beam with high linear polarization is used
to reduce the background photon fluxes in the detecting direction as the main noise. As a key factor of
applicability of this method, we give a preliminary estimation of the sensitivity of a sample detector
limited by thermal noise using currently common technology. The minimal detectable amplitude of GWs
is found to be A, ~ 1073°. Comparing with the known spectrum of the RGWs in the accelerating

universe for 8 = —1.9, there is still roughly a gap of 4 ~ 5 orders. However, possible improvements on
the detector can further narrow down the gap and make it a feasible method to detect high-frequency
RGWs.
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L. INTRODUCTION

Although there has been some indirect evidence of
gravitational wave (GW) radiation from the binary pulsar
B1913 + 16 [1], so far GWs have not been directly de-
tected. Currently, a number of detectors have been running
or are under construction. These detectors use various
methods including: (1) the conventional method of cryo-
genic resonant bar [2] aiming at a frequency around
10° Hz; (2) the method of ground-based laser interferome-
ters, such as LIGO [3], VIRGO [4], GEO [5], TAMA [6],
and AIGO [7], applying for a frequency range (10,
10°) Hz, and the space-based laser interferometers LISA
[8] under planning for a lower frequency range
(1073, 107 ") Hz; (3) the detections of cosmic microwave
background radiation (CMB) polarization of ‘“magnetic”
type, or the temperature-*‘electric” cross-correlation [9],
which would also give direct evidence of GWs [10] for
very low frequencies around (1078, 1071°) Hz. In addi-
tion, there have also been attempts, based on various
techniques, to detect GWs of very high frequencies from
MHz to GHz, such as the waveguide detector to measure
the change of polarizations of EM waves [11,12], the two
coupled microwave cavities to measure small harmonic
displacements [13], and laser interferometers [14], etc.

There is another method of detection for high-frequency
gravitational waves (HFGWs) which employs a maser
beam passing through a strong static magnetic field [15-
17] and uses a microwave receiver in combination with a
fractal membrane [18,19]. The maser beam can be chosen
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to be a free electron maser [20,21] with a great output
power ~2 kW, whose frequency ~4.5 GHz is the one that
the fractal membrane operates effectively [22-24]. In the
presence of GWs, the background electromagnetic (EM)
fields will be perturbed, giving rise to additional photon
fluxes in various directions. In the previous studies by Li
et al. [17,19], an ordinary maser beam is used, in which
case the background photon fluxes (BPFs) always exist and
tend to mix up with the perturbed photon fluxes (PPFs),
forming a kind of noise. Moreover, in order to assess the
method as a potential way to detect GWs, the sensitivity of
the detection predicted by this method has to be estimated,
and a comparison with the predicted spectrum of relic
gravitational waves (RGWs) [25-29] is still needed. In
this paper, we improve the method by using a linearly
polarized maser beam, so that the BPFs in the detecting
direction can be suppressed effectively.

Generally speaking, HFGWs in the GHz band are not
generated by usual astrophysical processes, such as explo-
sions of asymmetric supernovas, rotations of binary stars
around each other, coalescing and merging of binary neu-
tron stars or black holes, and collapse of stars [30-32].
There could be a thermal background of gravitational
waves, which consists of gravitons in thermal equilibrium
[33,34]. But, it will be examined that, if the inflationary
expansion did occur in the early universe, the possible
thermal GWs will be negligibly small. As is known,
RGWs generated by the inflation have a spectrum stretch-
ing over a whole range of (107'%, 10'") Hz. In particular, it
has a considerable amount of power around the very high-
frequency ~4.5 GHz. Thus it can serve as the main target
of detection using the maser beam. We shall estimate
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qualitatively the sensitivity of detection of a sample detec-
tor, and make a comparison with the known analytic spec-
trum of RGWs [27-29], which has not been made before.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Sec. II, we
describe a setup of maser-beam GW detection. In Sec. III
we study the PPFs’ density caused by the incident GWs
propagating along various directions, and estimate the
number of the perturbed photons per second passing
through a receiving surface. Section IV is devoted to a
preliminary analysis of the sensitivity of the detector lim-
ited by the thermal noise, and to the discussion of the
feasibility of detecting the RGWs in the accelerating uni-
verse. In Sec. V, a summary is given. The Appendix gives a
detailed calculation of the PPFs’ density generated by the
incident GWs along the positive z-direction.

II. THE SETUP OF THE DETECTOR

The idea of the maser-beam gravitational wave detector
is based on the property that the maser beam in the pres-
ence of a homogeneous static magnetic field will be per-
turbed when GWs pass by [16,19]. In particular, under the
resonance condition that the frequency of GWs equals that
of the maser beam (v, = v,), additional PPFs will be
generated and serve as a signal of GWs to be detected.
As can be seen later, the magnitude of the PPFs is propor-
tional to the amplitude of GWs and to the static magnetic
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FIG. 1 (color online). The sketch map of the setup of detec-
tion. The maser beam is propagating along the positive
z-direction, and the static magnetic field points to the positive
y-direction as represented by the furcations. The envelope of the
maser beam is sketched as the hyperbola. The fractal membrane
is placed in the y — z plane near the maser beam, facing to the
right. The portion of the PPFs along the negative x-direction is
reflected by the fractal membrane. The reflected PPF density
n' goes along the positive x-direction and keeps its strength
constant within 1 m. The microwave receiver is placed on the
right, facing to the left, and catching the outgoing perturbed
photons as the signal.
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field as well. Figure 1 shows the geometric configuration of
the setup for the detector. The maser beam of frequency
v, ~ 4.5 GHz travels along the positive z-direction and
passes through the static magnetic field ~3 Tesla pointing
to the positive y-direction. The PPF density (photons per

unit area per unit time) in the x-direction, nfcl), after being
totally reflected by a fractal membrane [22-24], will keep
its strength constant within a distance of about 1 m. The

reflected PPF density ng)/ will be received by a microwave
receiver as a signal of GWs. As a typical pattern, some of
the generated PPFs will travel around the maser beam [16],
forming a circular flux, which is shown in Fig. 2.

Although the maser beam is set to propagate along the
positive z-direction overwhelmingly, there is always a
leakage flux of photons along the radial direction (normal
to the z-direction). These leaking photons will mix up with
the perturbed photons and form a noise for detection. Since
we have chosen to detect the PPFs in the x-direction, we
should try to eliminate the BPFs in the x-direction. This
can be achieved by using a linearly polarized maser beam.
Maser beams in the GHz band have been generated under
laboratory conditions [20,21]. In our setup of the detector,
we make use of a maser beam with transverse electric
mode (TEM,y), whose strength has a Gaussian-type distri-
bution [35]:

W(x, 1) = 771‘.”(%7 exp( - W) expl ] (k2 = w0
—tan1§+"26—;2+ 5]} (1)

where ¢, is the amplitude on the plane z =0, r=

Jx2 4+ y? is the radial distance, W = Wy[1 + (z/f)*]'/?
with W, being the radius of the beam on the plane z = 0,
f = W3k,/2, k, = 2m/A, is the wavenumber, w, is the
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FIG. 2 (color online). A sketch map of the circular perturbed
photon flux. The inner circle stands for the maser beam. The dark
areas stand for the perturbed photon flux in the circular direction,
where the thicker region means a larger flux. The membrane is
placed near the Gaussian beam and the flux is reflected back into
the positive x-direction.
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angular frequency, R = z + f?/z is the curvature radius of
the wave fronts of the beam at z, and J is an arbitrary phase
factor. Furthermore, the maser beam is linearly polarized
along the x-direction, namely, the electric field in the maser
beam is given by
EPxn=yxn E'=E"=0
where the tilde ““ ~” and the superscript “(0)” stand for
the time-dependent and the background EM fields, respec-
tively. Since the maser beam emitted from the emitter is in

the region z = 0, the static magnetic field is chosen to
localize in the region z = 0,

A 3(0) 0=7;< l)
B3O — {By O=z=1), 3
0 (z<0 or z>1), ®)

where the caret ““ A”” denotes the static magnetic field, and
[ is the dimension of the static magnetic field in the
z-direction.

In the absence of GWs, the components of the average
BPF density (m~2s~!) are given as follows:

nd =0, 4)
WO — — 1500y
’ Iu’()hwe ! :
Yikey 22
= 2 2 2 exp(— _2> (&)
2uohwe[1 + (2/ )1z + f*/2) w
1 o
© _ 0) 3(0)
n; Mohwe <Ex By >
_ ¢(% [k + kerz(fz - Zz)
2uohw?[1+ (z/)*ILC 2(f* + 2%)?
f 252
o)

where “ ()’ means the average over a time scale much
longer than 1/v,. Note that, since the maser has been
chosen to be linearly polarized in the x-direction, the

x-component of the BPF density, n&o) as a noise, is vanish-
ing. This feature is an advantage over that using an unpo-
larized beam [19]. Of course, in an actual situation, the
maser beam cannot be polarized completely. Then, Eq. (4)
is not valid strictly, and it always exits the residual BPF
density n;‘”. Just like the components n§9) and n?’), n® will
decay by a factor e~ 2"/W*: moreover, the fractal membrane
only reflects the PPF not the BPF [19]. However, after
reflected by the fractal membrane, ng) will not decay

within 1 m. Then, at a large radial distance r from the
beam, nSCO) can be negligible compared with ni‘). We will

discuss this problem in more detail in Sec III.
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III1. PPFS GENERATED BY GWS ALONG VARIOUS
DIRECTIONS

A. GWs along positive z-direction

The situation we are interested in is when GWs are
present. Consider a beam of circularly polarized mono-
chromatic plane GWs propagating along the positive
z-axis. The metric can be written as

uv = Muv T hyy, @)

where 7, is the Minkowsky metric, and %, is the metric
perturbation due to GWs with |h,,|<1. In TT
(transverse-traceless) gauge, h,,, has only two independent
components: hyy = —hy = hg, and hyp = hy = hg,
where

he = Agexpli(k,z — w,1)],

. . (€))
he = iAgexpli(k,z — w,1)]

In a curved spacetime, the Maxwell’s equations in vacuum
are [36,37]

(\/gg'uagVBFaﬁ),V = Or (9)

Fuvo T Foop t Fopy =0, (10)

nv,o

where F,,, is the EM field tensor, ¢ = — det(g,,,), and the
comma means the ordinary derivative. Since the EM field
will be perturbed by GWs, we decompose the total EM
tensor into two parts:

Fu,=F + Fii), (11)
where F E?)V represents the background fields, and F E})V the
perturbed fields caused by GWs. Explicitly,

[ 0 —EY 0 0

so 1| B0 cBY (B +BY)
[ 2 B ) ’
¢ 0 _CBEO) 0 CB;O)

\ 0 cBO+BY) B 0
[0 —BV —ED g0

m _1 0 cBY —céy)

Fur=2l s _ g0 o | (12)
¢ Ey" —cB: 0 cB;

B B —eBD o

Since |h,,| < 1, F EB, is also small and will be evaluated

up to the first order of | A /wl' As will be seen, each compo-

1 . . .
nent F Eu)/ receives two parts of contributions: one comes

from the interaction between the static magnetic field and
the GWs, « |h,,, |B©), the other comes from the interaction
between the maser beam and the GWs, « |k M,,IE(O)
[15,38,39]. In our designing of the detection, the static
magnetic field is chosen to be so large that BO/BO ~
1075 [19]. Therefore, in F ﬂ,), we only keep the contribution
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o« |h WIE(O). The maser beam just provides the resonance
condition to generate the PPFs, i.e., the detector only
responds to the GWs with the same frequency as the maser
beam. By solving the Maxwell’s equations (9), one obtains
the perturbed EM fields and the PPFs. The detailed calcu-
lation of n{" is given in the Appendix. The resulting
expressions of the PPFs’ density nSJ)
are given by
Region I (z = 0),

in all three regions

n =o0; (13)

Region I1 (0 = z = 1),

AgBY k,
a _ _ By oy { ¢< sind

y 2uohw [1 + (z/)?172 2(z + £2/2)

cos®d + sin(k,z)

1
2(z + f*/2)
1
kW31 + (z/£)*]

X cos(kyz + CD)}exp(— ‘;/—22), (14)

Z
WAL+ G/

X sin(k,z + @) +

sin(k,z)

Region III (z = 1),

S AeB gyl { ke
' 2uohw,[1 + (z/£)21/2 12z + f2/2)

1 r2
TWIF @ costlexp(~72) 13

where i is the permeability in vacuum, and

sin®

_ kgr? Z
b= R arctan<?). (16)

The phase & = 7/2 has been taken for concreteness. As
Eqgs. (14) and (15) show, nt is only produced by the GWs
of ®-polarization mode, and is proportional to the static
magnetic field l%o) and the maximal amplitude ¢, of the

maser beam. Since Ing) | contains a decaying factor
e "/W* it decreases radially for larger r. To visualize the
dependence of ng) on spatial variables, we plot it as a
function of (y, z) on the plane x = 0.05 m in Fig. 3, and as
a function of (x, y) on the plane z = 0.4 m in Fig. 4.

B. GWs along some other directions

The above is for the incident GWs along the positive
z-axis. In this section, we give the results of incident GWs
propagating along other directions, while the setup of the
detector is the same as in Sec. II.
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FIG. 3 (color online). n'" as a function of (y, z) on the plane
x = 0.05 m. The parameters are taken as Ag ~ 10730, 4, =
1.8 X 10* Vm™!, Wy = 0.05 m, B =3 T,and I = 0.4 m for
demonstration.

(1) The incident GWs propagating along the negative
z-direction. The relevant results are the following:
RegionI1 (0 =z =),

" )
m cos(2k,z + D)
* m sin(k,z) sin(k,z + @)
i kW2 i /)] sin(k,z) cos(kyz + q>)}
x exp(— er_zz) .
Region III (z > 1),
n =0. (18)

Since the maser emitter lies in Region I (z < 0), it is not
interesting for detection.

(2) The incident GWs propagating along the positive
x-direction. The static magnetic field B;p) is taken to be
localized in the region —I; = x = [, in the x-direction.
One obtains

FIG. 4 (color online). ng) as a function of (x, y) on the plane
z = 0.4 m. The parameters are taken the same as in Fig. 3.
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Ao B gy { ko(x + 17)
2uohw 1+ (z/f)*]V? 12(z + f*/2)

D =
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1 . .
+ m sin(k,x) sin(k,z + @) +

for the region —/; = x = [,.

sin[k,(z — x) + ®] + Wg[lx-i-;(lzl/f)z] cos[k,(z — x) + @]
1 . r?
kgwg[l Y sin(k,x) cos(k,z + (D)}exp(— W) (19)

(3) The incident GWs propagating along the negative x-direction. With the static magnetic field as in (2), one has

n_ _ A®E’§,0)¢roy kg(x — L) | x—1
Ny i [+ /2] {Z(Z Y s1n[kg(z +x)+ D]+ —W02[1 G/ cos[kg(z +x) + O]
1 . . 1 . 2
+ eI sin(k,x) sin(k,z + @) + WAL+ /] sin(k,x) cos(k,z + @)}exp(— %), (20)

which is similar to Eq. (19).
(4) The incident GWs propagating along the positive or
negative y-direction. One finds that E(yl) = (0, leading to

) = 0. Q21

The above results show that, for the given setup, the
detector responses differently to the incident GWs from
different directions. In the following it will be seen that the
detector responses most effectively to the GWs in the
z-direction. In general, RGWs are of stochastic nature
and come from various directions. In this case, a reduction
factor will be introduced as shown later.

C. Numerical calculations for PPFs

In order to examine the dependence of perturbed pho-
tons on the directions in which GWs propagate, let us
estimate numerically the perturbed photons per unit time
received by the microwave receiver for the above cases of
the incident GWs. For concreteness, we adopt the follow-
ing parameters of the detector that can be realized in the
laboratory:
(1) P =2kW, the power of the maser beam, corre-
sponding to ¢, = 1.8 X 10* Vm™! for the spot ra-
dius W, = 0.05 m [20,21].

2) égg)) = 3 Tesla, the strength of the background
static magnetic field [40].

(3) [ = 0.4 m, the width of the static magnetic field in

z-direction.

@ ' =1, + 1, = 0.4 m, the width of the static mag-

netic field in x-direction.

(5) v, =4.5 GHz, the frequency of the maser beam in

the microwave band [20,21].

The number of perturbed photons in the x-direction per
second passing through a surface As on the plane x =
0.05 m is given by

N = /A nM],—00sdydz. (22)
s

Here the integrand is taken to be the negative portion of

ng) < 0, which is reflected by the membrane back to the
positive x-direction. For comparison, we choose As =~ 8 X
1072m? (0 =<y =02m,0 = z =< 0.4 m) to receive more
photons with a limited size. For concreteness, Ag ~ 10730
is taken. The resulting N is shown in Table I. We see that
the magnitude of N)(Cl) generated by the incident GW's along
the positive z-direction and the positive x-direction has the
same order, which is larger than that for other cases. Note,
for the case of GWs along y-direction, N)((l) is nearly
vanishing.

Using the parameters given above and taking the maser
beam to have a polarization degree ~98%, corresponding
to a ratio of unpolarized/polarized electric field compo-

nents Eg,o)/ EECO) ~ 0.1, our computation shows that the ratio
of the number of background/perturbed photons over the
area As per second will be

NO/ND ~ 1077 (23)

at x = 1 m. So, if the microwave receiver is put at ~1
meter away from the fractal membrane, the influence of the
background photon flux will be effectively negligible. A
higher polarization of the maser beam is always wanted to
suppress the BPF.

Remember that the phase § = 77/2 has been taken in the

above for simplicity. However, in general, NV would

depend on the phase factor 8. Figures 5(a)-5(d) give N
as a function of & for the incident GWs along +z, —z, +x,
and —x, respectively. Figure 5 shows that the changes of

TABLE I. The number of photons per second passing through

As, Nil), for GWs from various directions.

Direction of GWs NY (™
+z ~1 % 10?
-z ~5.4 X 10
+x ~1.2 X 10?
X ~3.4
*y ~0
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FIG. 5 (color online). The small fluctuation of N)((l) with
variable 6. (a), (b), (c), and (d) give the cases of the incident
GWs along +z, —z, +x, and —x, respectively.

f(l) with 6 is small, and the error for various values of 8 is

less than 4%. Thus, in the following, we assume that N,(cl) is
independent of the phase factor 0.

IV. THE DETECTION FOR RGWS

In this section, we estimate the sensitivity of the detec-
tor, and analyze the feasibility of detecting the RGWs
using this method.

A. Implementation of the experiment

One certainly expects to have a number of problems in
the actual implementation of such a kind of detection.
There could be various sorts of noises for this detector,
such as thermal noise, external EM noise, seismic noise,
and shot noise in the maser beam, etc. The seismic noise is
one major obstacle for the common laser interferometer
detectors. However, this kind of noise usually has a fre-
quency much lower than the GHz band and will not gen-
erate additional perturbed photons, so it will not affect our
detection essentially. Still, an isolating system may be
employed. For instance, the detector system may be put
on a suspended framework to absorb seismic vibrations. As
for the shot noise in the maser beam, it can be suppressed
by stabilizing the frequency and the amplitude of the maser
beam.

Among all these kinds of noises, the external EM noise
would be a real problem for our detection. For example, the
CMB at T=27K yields a photon flux density n ~
10* cm™2s™! around the frequency v ~ 4.5 GHz with a
width Av =~ 10 KHz (the frequency width of the maser) in
any direction. The energy flux of CMB photons would
overwhelm that of the perturbed photons, since the average

PPF density 711" ~ 0.6 cm~2s™! as from Table I where we
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have assumed Ag ~ 1073, To solve the problem, we pro-
pose to employ a Faraday cage, which shields the detecting
device from the external EM noise. The outer shell of the
cage may be made of some conducting metal so that the
external EM waves will not be entering the cage. The inner
surface of the cage should be made of some kind of
material that effectively absorbs noise photons within the
cage, so the CMB photons and other EM noise inside the
cage can be eliminated. In designing the Faraday cage, we
should excavate a little hole on the cage and the hole
should be sealed by a one-way membrane with a total
transmittance around 4.5 GHz, so that the maser beam
can pass through it while the photons cannot enter the cage.

Furthermore, to eliminate thermal photons emitted from
the detector system and from the inner layer of the cage,
one needs to reduce the temperature of the system.
Therefore, a cryogenic technique should be applied so
that the detector operates in a low-temperature environ-
ment. Moreover, a vacuum environment of the system will
help for the detection.

B. Sensitivity of the detector

For a preliminary analysis, we will focus on the thermal
noise in our detection system and estimate its sensitivity
limited by thermal noise. The signal power is given by

s = 7V ha,, (24)
where 7 is the reflectance of the fractal membranes, rang-
ing from O to 1. With the help of Eq. (22), N)(Cl) is given by
TAe B
 mohw,

The input thermal noise (the thermal noise coming into the
input part of the receiving system) can be estimated as

Ny, = kgTB, (26)

INW| ~ X 1073 571, (25)

where kg is Boltzmann’s constant, T is the temperature of
the thermal noise, and B is the bandwidth of the detector in
Hz, which can be estimated as B ~ v,/Q, where Q is its
quality factor. There are additional thermal noises within
the receiving system, thus the minimal signal power should
satisfy [41]

Smin = MfONin: (27)

where M = 1 is the minimal output signal-to-noise, and
fo > 1 is the noise coefficient of the microwave receiver,
defined as the ratio of the input signal-to-noise to the
output signal-to-noise. Then using Eqs. (25)—(27) and let-
ting M =1 yield the minimal detectable dimensionless
amplitude,

) ~6-4MokBTf0
min — N
ﬂB§O)‘/’0Q
where hi, = Agmin. Taking ¢y = 1.8 X 10* Vm~! and

X 10, (28)
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B =3 Tesla, 0 =10%, T~ 1 mK [42], fo~2, n~
99.99% [22-24], one obtains the sensitivity

B = 4 X 10730, 29)

As said earlier, RGWs come from all directions and
form a stochastic background; therefore, in evaluating the
sensitivity of the detector, a reduction factor F should be
introduced [43]. We can estimate its magnitude as follows.
First, we consider the case that the detector responds only
to the incident GWs along the positive z-direction. By
Egs. (A3) and (A18) in the Appendix,

) o BV o dhg(z, 1)/ 02 = k,he(z, 1). (30)

For a beam of incident GWs with a wave vector Kk, one
needs to project it along z-direction, so that its component
n&” « k, = kcosf, where 6 is the angle between k and the
positive z-direction. Then in this special case the reduction

factor F will be estimated as

1 /2 . 29 1
=— f cosd s1n0d0[ d¢p =—. (31)
41 Jo 0 4

However, this estimate is not complete. In fact, while the
detector does not respond to the incident RGWs in the
y-direction, it responds to the incident RGWs in both the x-
and z-directions with the same order of magnitude, as
shown in Table I. For an qualitative estimation, we can
take the response of the detector to any incident GWs
perpendicular to the y-direction to be the same. Consider
an arbitrary beam of GWs whose wave vector k forms an
angle 6 with the y-direction. Projecting the wave vector k
on the x — z plane gives rise to a factor ~ksiné. Then,
taking the average of sinf over the solid angle 47 yields

F=L f” sin26d6 [2” dp =2, (32)
47 Jo 0 4
Therefore, we expect that the actual reduction factor F for
our detector would be between 1/4 and /4. Multiplying
Eq. (25) by F, the sensitivity of the detector given by
Eq. (29) should be modified as

Bpin = (5.1 X 10730 ~ 1.6 X 107%). (33)

C. Detecting RGWs

What about the detection target, say, the RGWs in the
present accelerating universe [27,28,32] around the fre-
quency v, ~ 4.5 GHz? Now we calculate the root-mean-
square (r.m.s.) amplitude of RGWs. In the high-frequency
limit, the RGWs can be considered approximately as the
superposition of plane waves in Eq. (8). By its nature,
RGWs constitute a stochastic background, and the mean
value of the field h;; is zero at every instance of time and at
every spatial point: (0|4;;(x, 7)|0) = 0. But the variance is
not zero [25,27,28],
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. 00 d

(2 = (Olh(x, T)hyy(x, 7)|0) = f o0, @
0 14

where h(v, 7) is the spectrum of the RGWs, and 7 is the
conformal time. Figure 6 gives the spectrum (v, 75) of the
RGWs at the present time 75 for the cosmological model
with the tensor-scalar ratio r = 0.22, the dark energy
Q, = 0.75, the inflation parameter 8 = —1.9, and the
reheating parameter B, [29]. The quantity (v, 7y) is
related to the spectral energy density (),(») often used in
the literature [25,29,43],

2
0,00 =7 () W), (35)
3 \vy

where vy, = Hy ~ 2 X 1073 Hz is the Hubble frequency.
Because of the resonance condition, the detector only
responds to a very narrow frequency band Av =~ wv,/Q
around the central frequency v,, where Q is the quality
factor of the maser beam. Thus, only the modes of fre-
quencies v, =~ 4.5 GHz are selected among the incident

RGWs. The integration in Eq. (34) is then evaluated as

A
= = W21y, )/ Q. (36)

8

o0 d
f hz(V) TH) z = hz(vgr TH)
0 14

So the r.m.s. amplitude of the RGWs in the band is

— <h2> ~ h(Vg’ TH)
hrms - VT - \/Z—Q_, (37)

where +/2 accounts for the assumption that the ®- and
@®-polarization modes give equal contribution. Reading
from the known spectrum in Fig. 6 gives

20 r=022 Qx=075 p==19 T

i ikl,; “‘,‘A'l |
sl | M W

P (T
= ol i W' Lt
£ 2 WW'\W, )f\’ g

Log, v [Hz]

FIG. 6 (color online). The spectrum of RGWs for the cosmo-
logical model with the tensor-scalar ratio r = (.22, the dark
energy (), = 0.75, and the inflation parameter 8 = —1.9. The
spectrum in the GHz band depends sensitively on the reheating
parameter S [29].

024041-7



M. L. TONG, Y. ZHANG, AND F. Y. LI
h(v,, Ty) ~ 8 X 10732 (38)

at v ~ 4.5 GHz for the reheating model B, = 0.5. The
corresponding r.m.s. amplitude is

oo = 1.8 X 10734, (39)

Comparing Eq. (33) with Eq. (39), one can see that there is
approximately a gap of 4 ~ 5 orders of magnitude between
the sensitivity of the sample detector and the r.m.s. ampli-
tude of RGWs in the accelerating universe.

As for the possible thermal background of gravitational
waves [33,34], it could have been generated at the very
early stage at an energy scale ~10'° Gev, also described
by the Planck spectrum-like CMB photons. If there is no
inflationary process, the graviton gas wouldbe at 7 ~ 1 K,
corresponding to typical frequencies ~100 GHz. The am-
plitude of the spectrum of these thermal GWs would be
about h(v) ~ 10732 around the frequency of 4.5 GHz.
However, if the inflationary expansion has occurred by
some 60 e-folding, as is supported by WMAP data of
CMB anisotropies [44] and others, the thermal GWs would
be drastically diluted and its temperature would be reduced
to T ~ 10728 K, totally negligible.

D. Possible improvements

Although the sensitivity is still 4 ~ 5 orders short to
detect the RGWs, the detector has large room for improve-
ment in several ways. First, note that A, < 1/0 by
Eq. (28), while h,, « 1//O by Eq. (37), so the ratio
Pems/in < /O. A larger quality factor Q of maser
beam will enhance the possibility for detection. This would
require a highly monochromatic maser beam. For instance,
if Q can be increased from 103 to 10°, the ratio would be
enhanced by ~100 times and the gap will be reduced by 2
orders. At present, for conventional lasers in the optical
frequency band, a quality factor Q ~ 10'* has been
achieved [45], and for hydrogen maser, the quality factor
O has been reached up to ~10° [46-48]. Second, as can be
seen from Eq. (28), the sensitivity depends strongly on the
temperature T of the detector. If it is reduced down to T ~
50 wK [49], the sensitivity will be improved by a factor
~20 and the gap will be suppressed to be about 1 order.
Third, increasing the strength of the static magnetic field
é;o) and the power of the maser will also improve the
sensitivity of the detector. Apart from the above possible
improvements, enlarging the interaction dimension be-
tween the GWs and the static magnetic field will also
improve the detection [19]. Putting these possible improve-
ments together, an actual detection will be realistic.

V. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

We have extensively studied the maser-beam method for
detection of GWs ~4.5 GHz. The experimental setup con-
sists of a maser beam, a strong static magnetic field, a
reflecting fractal membrane, and a microwave receiver.
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Moreover, a Faraday cage should be used to protect the
detector from external EM noises. And, to reduce thermal
noise, the detector should be placed in a low-temperature
environment. The maser beam is chosen to be linearly
polarized, so that the BPF in the detecting direction can
be suppressed effectively, and the PPF can be detected as a
signal of GWs. We have obtained the analytical expres-

sions for the PPF density n\ generated by the incident
GWs from various directions.

To examine the feasibility of the detection, we have
estimated the sensitivity of the sample detector limited
by thermal noise and have compared it with the RGWs in
the accelerating universe as a scientific object. In our
preliminary analysis, we found that there was still a gap
of about 4 ~ 5 orders between the sensitivity of the detec-
tor and the r.m.s. amplitude of the RGWs. However, we
have a lot of ways to improve the sensitivity, such as
lowering the temperature, increasing the quality factor
and the power of the maser beam, and enlarging the
strength and dimension of the static magnetic field.
These improvements will remove the gap, making the
method applicable for detecting high-frequency RGWs.

However, our analysis of the detection for the RGWs is
still tentative, and the conclusions arrived at are also pre-
liminary. This is largely because the PPF as the signal to be
detected is very small, and there are a number of possible
sources of EM noises. A systematical analysis of effec-
tively suppressing these noises is then needed to give a
more reliable sensitivity.

Overall, the maser-beam method in the GHz band or
higher is feasible. As a new method to detect GWs, it is
complementary to the laser interferometer method working
in the low-frequency range (1074 10%) Hz. Moreover,
from the point of view of experimental constructions, the
building of this detection is much less expensive than
ordinary interferometer laser methods. Therefore, under
these considerations, the GW detection scheme is certainly
worthy of further studies and is expected to be imple-
mented in the laboratory someday.
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APPENDIX: CALCULATIONS OF »'” FOR GWS
ALONG THE DIRECTION OF THE MASER BEAM

In this appendix, we present the calculations of the
PPFs’ density ni produced by the GWs along the positive
z-direction. ByEq. (3), the space is divided into three
regions: I (z<0), I (0 =z=1), and II (z > I). First,
we focus on Region II, where the static magnetic field
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I§(y0) # 0. ByEq. (8), the expressions of GWs only have two
variables, (z, ¢), so they will be the perturbed EM fields
accordingly. Plugging Egs. (7)—(12) into Egs. (9) and (10),

and keeping only up to the linear terms of h,,, after
lengthy but easy calculations, one then obtains
1 ~ ~ A
S B+ B = Bha, (A)
EN+BY)=0 (A2)
1
S B = B = B ho, (A3)
ES) - Bl =0, (A4)
and
EY) =El=0  BU=B1=0 (A5

Using Eq. (8), one solves Eqgs. (A1)-(A4) in Region II [16]:

EO = %Aeéy)kgczei(kgz*wgt) + byeitkei= g

+ Clei(k¥Z+wgt),
. (A6)
~ 1 N . .
Bg;l) — §A$B§O)kgzel(k§z_w5’t) + bzez(kgz—a)gt)
+ Czei(kgz+wgt),
- 1 N . .
E;l) - §A®B§,0)Cng€l(kgz_wgt) + ib3el(kgz—(ugt)
+ ngei(ng+wﬂt),
] (A7)
B;l) _ 5A@B(yO)kgzei(kngw/gt) + l-b4ei(kgz*wgt)
+ icyeikezt @),
From Eq. (A5), one obtains a physical solution,
EW =8Y =0 (A8)

which is valid in all the three regions. The constants,
by, cy, ... by, c4, iIn Egs. (A6) and (A7) are to be determined
by the physical requirements and boundary conditions in
the following.

Any physical measurement by an observer in curved
spacetime should be carried out in a local inertial frame,
i.e., the observable quantities are the projections of the

physical quantities on to the four orthonormal bases eg ,
e%‘ , eé‘ , eg carried by the observer. Therefore, the observ-
able EM fields are

F.,=F,_e"e".

urta ,B (Ag)

ap

For an observer at rest with respect to the static magnetic
field, one can choose

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 78, 024041 (2008)

1
M Mo _
0 - (1) 0) 0) O)) ei - (O, 1 Ehe, 0, 0),

1
ot = (o, ~ho 1 + 3 ho, 0), —(0,0,0,1).

(A10)

Suppose that, for simplicity, there are no perturbed EM
waves propagating in the negative z-direction in Region I
and Region III [16]. From Egs. (12), (A9), and (A10), and
by the boundary conditions that the real parts of the per-
turbed fields F ﬁw are continuous at the interfaces, the
observable perturbed EM fields in the three regions are
given by:
Region I (B = 0):

EV =EV=8)=8" =0 (A11)
Region II (BO = l§§,0)):
Eg) = éAeé;o)ck zeitkez=0g?)
Bﬁil) - %A B(O)k zeitkez=w,), (A1
E(;) = —%A®§§O)ckgzei(ksz’“g’) + £A®l§’§9)ce"(kszf”]g’)
+ £A®B§O)Ce[(ng+w8’),
BY = §A®B§O)kgzei(ksz""g’) + ZiA@é@ei(ks’Z*“’s’)
+ L AgBO eithizt o), (A13)

4

Note that the expressions of Eg) and E;l) in Eq. (A12) are
different from those given by Eq. (43) in Ref. [16].
Region I (B = 0):

Eil %A B(O)ck Jeilksz=wg0).

) (Al4)
B = 2 Ag Bk lei s,
E;l) = — %A®§§p)ckglei(kgz_wg’),
(A15)
BY = %A Bk, Lok,
where [ satisfies
I =nA, (n is an integer). (A16)
It is straightforward to obtain from Eq. (AS8)
EY =B =0 (A17)

also valid in all the three regions. From the perturbed EM
fields given above, it is straightforward to obtain the PPFs’
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where the subindex ““ v
condition, under which

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 78, 024041 (2008)

13 )

= p,” indicates the resonance
the time average will be

8

nonvanishing.

density:
() — (1) 3(0)
Ny —m<E§, Bf >Vg:Vg’ (Alg)
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