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Deviation and precession effects in the field of a weak gravitational wave
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Deviation and precession effects of a bunch of spinning particles in the field of a weak gravitational
plane wave are studied according to the Mathisson-Papapetrou-Dixon (MPD) model. Before the passage of
the wave the particles are at rest with an associated spin vector aligned along a given direction with constant
magnitude. The interaction with the gravitational wave causes the particles to keep moving on the 2-plane
orthogonal to the direction of propagation of the wave, with the transverse spin vector undergoing
oscillations around the initial orientation. The transport equations for both the deviation vector and spin
vector between two neighboring world lines of such a congruence are then solved by a suitable extension of
the MPD model off the spinning particle’s world line. In order to obtain measurable physical quantities a
“laboratory” is set up by constructing a Fermi coordinate system attached to a reference world line. The
exact transformation between TT coordinates and Fermi coordinates is derived too.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In general relativity the relative acceleration between two
neighboring world lines of test particles moving along
geodesic orbits in a given background spacetime is
described by the geodesic deviation equation. The rate
of variation of the deviation vector connecting the two
world lines is proportional to the Riemann tensor. If the
particles are endowed with structure (spin, quadrupole
moment, etc.), their world lines are no longer geodesics,
but rather accelerated due to the coupling between the spin
and higher multipole moments with the curvature of the
background. This coupling will enter the associated
generalized world line deviation equation as well.

In this paper we consider a bunch of spinning test
particles, which are described in terms of the 4-momentum
vector and spin tensor according to the Mathisson-
Papapetrou-Dixon (MPD) model [1-3]. The collection of
particles forms a congruence of curves, each labeled by the
position in space of any base point. Imagine that one would
like to compare the momentum and spin of two different
world lines of the congruence. This operation necessitates
some transport law of quantities defined on a world line
onto the other. Differently, if one is only interested in
understanding the deviation of one world line with respect
to the other, namely the relative position of the two, such
transport laws are not needed and (only) the generalization
of the geodesic deviation equation to accelerated families of
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curves is enough. While the latter problem is well studied
in the literature (especially in the case of a family of
geodesics) the former is not so popular, even in familiar
spacetimes of physical interest.

The aim of the present paper is to study such a problem
in the case in which the background spacetime is that of a
weak gravitational plane wave (GPW) and the congruence
of accelerated world lines is that of spinning test particles.
The motion of particles with spin in a GPW spacetime has
been investigated in Refs. [4,5], and was later generalized
to the case of small extended bodies also endowed with
quadrupolar structure in Ref. [6]. Studying relative motion
between two such particles requires an extension of the
MPD model off the particle world line, because both the
4-momentum and spin vector are defined only along it.
Such an extension leading to a generalized world line
deviation equation has been developed in Refs. [7,8].
However, the transport equation for the spin vector was
not discussed at all there, which is instead the main focus of
the present analysis.

Here we consider a bunch of spinning particles which are
at rest before the passage of the wave with an associated
spin vector aligned along a given direction with constant
magnitude. We first investigate the response of such a
system to the interaction with the wave, determining the
motion of the single particle of the congruence as well as
the evolution of the spin vector components. We then solve
the deviation equation between two neighboring world
lines and the transport equation of the spin vector giving the
precession effect between two nearby spacetime points.
Finally, in order to get a physically meaningful interpre-
tation of the measurement of relative motion we construct a
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Fermi coordinate system about a reference spinning par-
ticle’s world line, which acts as a “laboratory reference
system.” We take advantage of the high symmetrical
character of the background spacetime as well as of the
weak-field approximation to derive the exact transforma-
tion between TT coordinates and Fermi coordinates, gen-
eralizing previous works for geodesic world lines [9-11].
Indeed, this can be achieved in closed form only for a few
spacetimes around very special world lines [12,13], while
most applications use a series expansion approximation
from the very beginning [14-19].

The physical problem underlying this study concerns
eventually new effects related to the interaction between
gravitational waves and spinning test particles which have
been poorly (or even not at all) investigated up to now, and
may lead to measurable effects in the near future. In fact,
deviation and precession effects are the goal of a novel type
of gravitational wave detectors, based on magnetized
samples placed at some given distance within a common
superconducting shield [20,21]. We will show that meas-
uring the different orientations of the spin vectors of two
such neighboring samples due to the passage of the wave
may allow us to estimate the product between the amplitude
and the frequency of the gravitational wave.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we introduce
the MPD model for spinning particles and the generalized
deviation equation for accelerated world lines in a curved
background. These concepts are then applied in Sec. III to
the case of a weak gravitational wave spacetime, associated
with a monochromatic gravitational wave traveling along a
fixed spatial direction. We discuss the motion as well as the
spin deviation effects in such a case, completing the section
with some indication of possible measurements of the
deviation effects. In Appendix A we briefly recall the
geodesics of this metric and in Appendix B we give the new
result concerning the exact map between spacetime and
Fermi coordinates adapted to the world line of a spinning
body. Notation and conventions follow Ref. [23]. The
metric signature is chosen as — + +-; greek indices run
from O to 3, whereas latin ones run from 1 to 3.

I1. SPINNING PARTICLES AND WORLD
LINE DEVIATION

Let us consider a family of spinning test particles in a
given gravitational field (to be specified later). The particles
form a congruence of accelerated world lines, whose
evolution follows the MPD equations of motion

Dpt 1
doy = 2RV’ = Flg,
DS
_ ayp
dTU p ’
$%ps = 0. (1)
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As is standard, U denotes the unit timelike vector tangent to
the particle’s world line Cy, p (a timelike vector, not
unitary) is the generalized momentum and S# is the spin
tensor. Both p and S have support on the world line Cy;
parametrized by the proper time 7, i.e., with parametric
equations x* = x%(zy;) so that U* = dx®/dzy,."

For convenience, let us introduce the unit timelike vector
u associated with p, i.e.,

which is generally distinct from U (but having support only
along it) and related to it by a boost, i.e.,

u=y(mU)U+v(aU). (3)

Here m is an “effective mass” of the spinning particle,
which is in general different from the “bare mass” of a
nonspinning particle and not a conserved quantity along the
path, due to the evolution of the spin. The relative velocity
v(@, U), following Ref. [24], is given by

o P(U)/}ﬂSaﬂFa(spin)

o+ S Fagin U

u(i, U , (4)

where P(U) = g+ U ® U projects orthogonally to U.
It is also useful to introduce the spin vector

[
5% = (@) 1Sy, 5)

where ()" = ;" is obtained from the 1-volume
4-form 7" . The vector S is orthogonal to i by definition
and its magnitude

1
57 = 5%, = 5 S0p5” (6)

is a constant of motion, as can be easily checked by
differentiating both sides along U and using Eq. (1).
Further constants of motion are associated with Killing
vectors of the background spacetime. More precisely, if £ is
a Killing vector, then

1
J§ =&+ Esaﬂvﬂfa (7)
is a constant of the motion.

'If the particles have additional structure besides spin, e.g.,
quadrupolar or octupolar structure, Eq. (1) is modified by
corresponding additional terms. It is therefore quite natural to
study these equations only at the linear order in spin. When
working within this approximation we will explicitly specify it.
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A. World line deviation equation

We are interested here in studying deviation effects
among the particles of the congruence. Let x* =
x*(zy, o) denote the family of associated world lines, with
each curve labeled by ¢ and parametrized by a proper time
parameter 7;;. As a consequence, the unit timelike tangent
vector to the lines of the congruence is U A 0x*/0ty,
whereas the deviation vector is Y ‘("TU) = 0x*/do. The
deviation vector Y is Lie-transported along U
In addition, Y is not necessarily orthogonal to U and not
unitary; therefore, in the local rest space of U (hereafter
LRSy) the “effective” deviation vector or the position
vector of nearby particles is its spatial projection

Yt =P(U)Y. 9)
From Eq. (8) it follows that
VyY =V, U, (10)

so that (covariantly) differentiating this relation again
along U (as well as adding and subtracting terms properly),
leads to

VUVUY - VUVYU - vaUU + vaUU
= [Vy. Vy]U + Vya(U)
=R(U,Y)U + Vya(U)
=-K(U)LY, (11)

where we have used the Lie transport condition (8) in the

Riemann tensor definition and we have introduced a ““strain

tensor” [25]

Kap(U) = _RayﬁéUyU6 = Vsa(U),. (12)

built up with the tidal-electric Riemann tensor field, i.e.,

(13)

and the covariant derivative of the acceleration spatial
vector field a(U) = VU of the congruence U. In the
special case when U is geodesic we recognize the evolution
equation for Y as the geodesic deviation equation (11),
whose 3 + 1 version was discussed in Refs. [25,26]. The
above considerations are general enough, in the sense that
they hold for any family of world lines U. Moreover, the
geodesic deviation equation and its generalization to any
accelerated family of world lines, Eq. (11), allow us to
define the deviation vector Y [and hence its spatial
projection P(U)Y] only along U. In different words, given

E(U)aﬁ = Ray/}(SUyU(sa
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a reference world line within the congruence U, the vector
Y is defined as an applied vector to any point along it. Note
that Lie-transporting along U an initially spatial vector with
respect to U does not lead in general to a transported vector
which is still orthogonal to U.

If one is interested in propagating the main tensors
(momentum and spin) off the reference world line of the
congruence U the deviation vector plays an essential role.
Indeed, one should consider the set of all spatial geodesics
C; with unit tangent vector ¥ = ¥ /||Y"|| emanating from
a generic point x* (T(ref)) of the reference world line where
y=v (T(ref)) (Which is a function of the proper time along
the reference curve and defined only along it) and solve the
parallel transport equations along these curves. Their
parametric equations x* = y*(6, 7)) in terms of the affine
arc length parameter ¢ are the solutions of the following
equations:

d’y® dy? dy?
——+T'(y* 4, ——=0 14
with initial conditions
dy? N
ya|a: :xa(rref )’ D = Yﬂ(T ref ) (15)
0 (ref) do|,_, (ref)

Once the curve (the family of curves) C; with tangent
vector ¥ (T(re)» 0) = dy? /do is explicitly obtained, the
solution of the parallel transport equations along it,

V7% =0, (16)
leads to the corresponding extended quantities off the
reference world line, ie., 7% (o, T(ref)). Subsequently,
for fixed values of o, one can evolve these tensors along
U, i.e., along any other curve of the congruence U, and
compare with the corresponding quantities already
existing there.

The Riemann tensor identities for the commuting vector
fields U and Y, i.e.,

Vi, Vy]Ct = R*,,sCPUYP, (17)
imply
0=VyVyT% + R, T UY®
+ R 5T UTY + -, (18)

which give in turn compatibility conditions for the corre-
sponding extended fields.

In this paper, we will assume that the particles of the
congruence U are spinning test particles, while the general
formulas derived above may involve any kind of
acceleration.
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III. DEVIATION EFFECTS IN THE FIELD
OF A WEAK GRAVITATIONAL WAVE

Let us consider as a background spacetime that of a
single gravitational wave traveling along the x axis, with
line element

ds® = —di* + dx* + (1 — hy)dy? + (1 + h.)dz?
—2h,dydz, (19)

with s, , depending on ¢ —x only. In terms of the null
coordinates

u=r=t-—x, v=1t+x, (20)

such that

8u: (al_ax)’ av: (8t+8x)’ (21)

0| —
N —

the metric becomes

ds* = —dudv + (1 — h,)dy> + (1 + h,)dz* — 2h,dydz
= —dudv + g,pdx*dx®, (22)

where x4, A =2, 3 denote the coordinates on the wave
front. The analysis of any kind of motion in this spacetime
is simplified because of the existence of the three Killing
vectors Oy, Oy, 0,.
Hereafter we will consider a monochromatic wave with
hy(u) = A_sinwu, hy(u) =A, cosou,  (23)
and limit our analysis to the linear order in &, h,. Linear
polarization corresponds to either A, =0 or A, =0,
whereas circular polarization is assured by the condition
A, ==xA,. In general, one uses the “polarization
angle” w = tan"! (A, /A,).
Let us fix a family of fiducial observers at rest with
respect to the (, x, y, z) coordinate grid, with four-velocity

n=0,. (24)

An adapted triad to n is given by

€3 = 8x
1 1
65, ={1 +§h+ 8), +§hxaz
1 1
€; = zhxay + (1 —Eh+ 82. (25)

This triad deals “symmetrically” with e; and e; and has a
special geometrical meaning, since each leg of the triad
undergoes a Fermi-Walker transport along n, namely
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P(n)V,e, =0, (26)

with P(n) =g+ n ® n projecting orthogonally to n.
Moreover, the dependence on the coordinates of these
frame vectors is only through ¢ — x, implying a trivial Lie
transport along any direction on the wave front.

It is customary to define the two polarization tensors

€+:ay®ay_az®aza
ex=0,80,+0,®0, (27)

with the associated notation

e LX =X, e LX =X,, (28)
where the symbol L denotes right contraction between a
tensor and a vector. In components, for example,
e, LX]; = (X1); = (ey); X/, that is

(X+)i = 51'2X2 - 5?X3, (29)
or

X+ — X28y - X3az,
Xx == X38y +X28Z' (30)

A. Spinning particle motion

The motion of an extended body in the spacetime
of a weak gravitational wave (19) has been studied in
Refs. [4-6]. In the case of a spinning test particle and
working at linear order in spin large simplifications arise.
For instance, in this case p = mU, with m constant along
U. We recall below the main results corresponding to the
case of a spinning particle initially (before the passage of
the wave) at rest at the origin of the coordinates, with
constant spin components. The solution for the orbit
U® = dx*/dzy is the following:

ey) = %Ang[cos(an'U) 1]
- %AJrSg [sin(wzy) — w1y],
z(ty) = —%AXSg[cos(a)fU) —1]
A Ssin(ry) ~wzg). (1)

where S? (i=1, 2, 3) are the values of the coordinate
components of the particle’s spin at 7;; = 0. In compact
form
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¥ (zy) = 3 A feos(wry) ~ 1)(52)!
- %A+[sin(wru) —on (U4, (32)
Similarly

1
U=0, - zwaSg sin(wzy)

1
- EwA+S2(cos(wTU) -1), (33)
where we have chosen the location of the particle to be the
origin at 7y = 0.
The coordinate components of the spin vector are
given by
S'(ty) =0,
S (zy) = 89,

1
S¥(zy) = 89+ ES3A+ sin(wzy)

1
+ EAXSg[cos(a)rU) —1],

1
SZ(TU) = Sg - 5S§A+ Sin(a)T(J)

1
+ EAXSg[cos(er) —1], (34)

so that

1 1
§=5° +§A+Sg sin(wty) —|—§AXSQ (cos(wry)—1).  (35)
B. Deviation effects

From these results, a straightforward computation gives
the acceleration of U (i.e., the spin force per unit mass)

1
a(U) = —Ea)z[(—SgA+ sin(wry) + SHA, cos(wry )0,

—(S9A, sin(wzy) + SIA, cos(wry)).]
1
= _sz [—A, sin(wry)SY + A, cos(wry)SY]  (36)

as well as the associated derivative

Vya(U) = %aﬁYO"[(SgAJr cos(wty)
+S%A, sin(wry))0,
—(—S9A, cos(wry) + SIA, sin(wry)).]
= %aﬁ Y%[A, cos(wry)SY + A, sin(wry)SY],
(37)
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where Y% = Y% — Y% and the only nonvanishing com-
ponents of the (symmetric and trace-free) electric part of the
Riemann tensor are

1

1 .
EWU),, = —§w2A+ sin(wzy) = —§w2h+ = -E(U),,.

1 5 1 )
EU),, = —5@ A, cos(wty) = —5 hy. (38)
In tensorial form

1
E(U)==50" ) hye,. (39)
p=t.x

where here and below £, is meant to be evaluated along
the orbit.
Finally, the solution for the deviation vector is given by

1
Y=Y° —EwY”O[S2A+(cos(wTU) —1)+S%A, sin(wzy)],
(40)

where Y? = Y®09, is the constant solution corresponding
to the geodesic case and initial conditions have been chosen
so that Y(zy = 0) = Y°. When expressed with respect to
the frame (25) it reads

Y =Y(geo) + ¥y (41)
with (see, e.g., Ref. [23])
Y (geo) = Y

1
-3 [A, Y cos(wry) + AL YO sin(wry )]e;

1
-3 [A, Y0 cos(wry) — AL YDV sin(wry)]es, (42)

whereas the spinning part is given by
1
Y, = _EwYOM [A, SY(cos(wry) — 1) + A, SS sin(wry)]e;

1
- Ea)YO“[A+S(2)(cos(a)TU) - 1) — A, Sy sin(wry)]e:.

(43)
Similarly
? = ?(geo) + ?sv (44)
where
A 1 zZ
Y(geo) = W <1 + 2W2> Y Oaa’ (45)
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with W? = §,,Y“0y*0 and

Z =2Y"YPA, cos(wry)
+ [(Yy0)2 — ()/20)2]AJr sin(wty), (46)

and

w

V.=
2w

(T-Y?)

x {8,—1— (I:; i {ax— (Yyo)zyf(yzo)z (109, + YZOGZ)] }

) Yx()

“aw Y oy (0 =100, (47)

with the two vectors 7 and K given by

T = A, 8% cos(wry) — 1] + A,.SY sin(wzy),
K =A,S%[cos(wry) — 1] — A, SY sin(wzy). (48)

Let us consider now the spatial geodesics emanating
from a generic point on the world line U. These are given in
Appendix A (for 4> = —1 and 1 = ¢) and the values of the
constants there correspond to

Yoy o= Yo
=—, =—, E=-—. (49
a=— b= o (49)

The transport equations (16) can then be solved and
the solution for the transported spin vector is given by

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 95, 104044 (2017)

S%(zy,0) = 8%(zy) + $%(zy.0), with $%(z;) given by
Eq. (34) and

§'(cu.0) = (89 + as)C + (s} — SY)S.
F(u.0) = (=S + ESYC + (~aS) + ESY)S.

S (zy,0) = (—aS) + ES)C + (BSY — ESY)S, (50)
with S‘O(TU,G) = SI(TU,U), where

C= ;‘—2 [cos(w(cE + 11)) — cos(wzy)],

§ = S2lsin(@(eE + 7)) ~sin(we,).  (51)

with a, # and E given by Eq. (49). Their behavior as
functions of ¢ is shown in Fig. 1(a) for a fixed value of the
proper time parameter 7. Figure 2(b) shows, instead, their
behavior as functions of 7 for a given displacement o.

C. Measuring the spin deviation

A physical measurement in a gravitational field by a
given observer necessitates a continuous locally inertial
system along the world line of the observer to get a correct
interpretation. This can be realized by setting up a Fermi
coordinate system in the neighborhood of the observer’s
world line. The transformation between the background
coordinates (¢, x, y, z) and Fermi coordinates (7, X, Y, Z) is
explicitly derived in Appendix B. Here we simply use
the results to rewrite the deviation components of the

=1 c=1
14 voa 14
Q3
S
0.5 0.5 S?2 S3
2 4 8 12 \14 16 / 18 2 4 6 8 10
T
o U
Q1
S
-054 St 0.5
-1 S?2 By

(@

(b)

FIG. 1. The behavior of the spatial components s (zy, o) of the transported spin vector as functions of ¢ is shown in panel (a) for a
fixed value 7;; = 7/2 of the proper time parameter along the world line of the spinning particle. Panel (b) shows instead their behavior as
functions of z;; for a given displacement ¢ = 1. The choice of parameters is as follows: S(l) = s sind, cos @, Sg = 5 sin 6, sin ¢,
89 = sgcos b, with so =1, 0, = /4 =¢,, Y°©=0.1, w=1,and A, = A, tany, with A, = 1, y = z/6, as an example.
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§3

14

(a)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 95, 104044 (2017)

(b)

FIG.2. The parametric curve S°(zy, o) versus S°(zy, o) is shown for different values of (a) 7, and (b) & for the same parameter values

as in Fig. 1.

transported spin vector in a form which is suitable for a

measurement process. We find ST = 5% and

s = — o (837 = $§2)A, [sin(a(T = X)) = sin(aT))
+ ($3Z + S3Y)A [eos(w(T — X)) — cos(oT)]}.
§¥ = % (SY + SIX)A_ [sin(ew(T — X)) — sin(aT)]
+ ($9Z + S9X) A [cos(a(T — X)) — cos(wT)]}.
§ = — 2 A(SZ + S, sin(w(T ~ X))
— sin(wT)] — (82Y + SIX)A, [cos(w(T — X))
— cos(@T)]}, (52)

which imply

S‘XX+S‘YY+S‘ZZ_%{2YZAX [cos(w(T — X)) —cos(wT)]
+(Y?=Z2)A, [sin(0(T - X))
—sin(wT)]}. (53)

Let us prepare our device in such a way that the test body
is spinning around the Z axis before the passage of the wave
with constant spin, ie., SY=0=S5) and SJ=s,. The
interaction with the gravitational wave causes the spin
vector to acquire nonvanishing spatial components all
varying with time and displacements along the three spatial
directions as from Eq. (52), which simplifies as

§X = ;_;’( {ZA, [sin(o(T — X)) - sin(T)]
— YA [cos(o(T — X)) — cos(wT)]},
5Y — %‘)AX [cos((T — X)) — cos(wT)),

57 = —SEOA+[sin(a)(T ~ X)) —sin(@T)].  (54)

It is easy to check that the following (exact) properties are
satisfied by the spin components:

S*x + 8"y +5%Z=0,

(8" (5 o (wX
A2 —+ Ai :S(Z)Slnz 7 s (55)

in which the dependence on T has disappeared. A nice
geometrical interpretation of Eq. (55) can be given either in
the spin space, i.e., at fixed X, Y, Z or in the configuration
space, i.e., at fixed S'X, S Y, $%. In fact, in the spin space, the
transverse components of the spin “belong” to an ellipse

which intersects a plane. Using the component ¥ as a

parameter, the explicit solution for sY, 5% corresponds
actually to a circle, recalling the mechanical properties
of the ellipsoid of inertia of a rigid body. Vice versa, in the
configuration space X, Y, Z, with the spin components
taken as fixed, the above equation implies a fixed value for
the X and straight line in the Y-Z plane, leading to an
unexpected simple geometrical characterization of an
otherwise complicated situation.

Sufficiently close to the reference spinning particle’s
world line it is enough to take the expansion of the above
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expressions up to the first order in the spatial Fermi
coordinates, which gives

- 1
SX = —Ea)so[YAx sin(wT) + ZA cos(wT)] + O(2),

-y 1
s = 5 050X Ay sin(aT) + 0(2),

-, 1
§% = 5 @50XA cos(aT) + 0(2). (56)

If we consider a second spinning particle located at
coordinates (X,0,0) with the same spin vector as the
particle at the origin, the second and third equations in
Eq. (56) describe a torque-induced relative precession, as
the directions of the two spins define a generalized cone in
space. Let us focus on the component of the spin vector on
the wave front, with magnitude

§t = /(8" + (59 (57)

It is worth noticing that for a circularly polarized GPW st
is the amplitude of the relative precession cone induced by
a GPW on the two spinning particles. It turns out that to the
first order in the distance [omitting the O(2) notation too]®
and taking A, = +A, =h

- 1
St(X) = 5 SohwX. (58)

In Earth-based laboratories separated by a distance X = L
we have

- 1
SH(L) = 5 SohoL, (59)

where O(2) expansion requires wL/c < 1 (here the speed
of light ¢ is made explicit). Therefore, measuring S*(L) at
different distances L leads to direct information about the
gravitational wave concerning the product of the amplitude
and frequency.

The present result is interesting especially because it is
under current consideration as a novel experimental scheme
enabling the investigation of spin couplings [20], based
on synchronous measurements of optical magnetometer
signals from several devices operating in magnetically
shielded environments placed at distant locations [21,22].
The primary interest is to probe couplings between spins
and “exotic” fields beyond the Standard Model, e.g., axion-
like fields, by analyzing the correlation between signals
from multiple, geographically separated magnetometers.
However, we argue that the same scheme can be equally

2Clearly, extending the present calculation to higher orders in
the distance is a trivial task, and does not require special
consideration.
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applied to the kind of interaction under investigation here,
with the gravitational wave signal inducing a torque on
atomic spins. In this way, the apparatus should be able to
detect the magnetic-like part of a gravitational wave by
comparing two distant samples of elementary spins, differ-
ently (and complementary) to the LIGO/VIRGO interfer-
ometers which succeeded in measuring the electric-like part
of a gravitational wave using free-falling masses. Our
present study provides the underlying theoretical frame-
work for the prediction of observed signals by this new
kind of detectors.

For instance, for the gravitational wave event GW 150914
recently observed by LIGO [27], with maximum amplitude
h~1072! at a frequency w = 150 Hz, we find S*/sq~
2.5 x 10721, if the detector consists of two magnetometers
separated by a distance of L = 10* km [20].

IV. CONCLUDING REMARKS

The observation of the gravitational wave signals
GW150914 [27] and GW151226 [28] by LIGO, besides
opening new horizons in gravitational wave astronomy and
astrophysics, provides important tests of the general theory
of relativity in the strong-field regime. However, up to now,
the two LIGO interferometers have observed only the
electric-like part of the waves, measuring the induced
displacements of their free-falling mirrors. The observation
of the magnetic-like part of a gravitational wave, i.e., the
measurement of the induced effects on mass current or
spinning particles is still missing. We have shown that by
using spinning test particles one can identify observable
effects associated with the variation of the polarization.

We have considered a bunch of spinning test particles
initially at rest before the passage of the wave (plane,
monochromatic, and transverse in the present analysis, for
simplicity), with an associated spin vector aligned along a
given direction with constant magnitude. The interaction
with the gravitational wave causes the particles to keep
moving on the 2-plane orthogonal to the direction of
propagation of the wave. The transverse components of
the spin vector undergo oscillations around their initial
orientation, whereas the component parallel to the direction
of the wave propagation does not change. By solving the
transport equations for both the deviation vector and spin
vector between two neighboring world lines of such a
congruence we have shown that the relative precession of
two spins (which are assumed to be along the transverse
direction of a Fermi frame, which is our “laboratory”
system and separated by a distance L along the direction of
propagation of the GPW) is given by %ha)L. Even if the
corresponding amplitudes of the GPW detected by LIGO
seem not very promising, it is true that the technology to
measure spin precessions on a network of optical magne-
tometers already exists [20] and will be refined in the
next years.
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As a final remark, we observe that S (L) could also be
measured by comparing the magnetizations due to electron
spins in two ferromagnetic samples, separated by a distance
L, and magnetized by parallel external magnetic fields.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 95, 104044 (2017)
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APPENDIX A: GEODESICS

The geodesic of the metric (19) is given by [29,30]

U(geo) = L [(/’lz +f + Ez)at + (MZ +f - Ez)ax] + [(X(] + h+) +ﬁh><]a) + W(l - h+) + ahX}aZ’

2F

(A1)

where @,  and E are conserved Killing quantities, 4> = 1,0, —1 correspond to timelike, null and spacelike geodesics

respectively, and

f=a(L+h) + (1= hy) +20ph,.

(A2)

The corresponding parametric equations of the geodesic orbits are then easily obtained:

l(/l) = t() —+ EZ +x(ﬂ) — X0,

A
x(4) :x0+(ﬂ2+az+ﬂ2—E2)ﬁ

T wE? 2

! {l (@ = B?)A [cos w(EA + ty — xy) — cos o (ty — xo)] — @A [sinw(EA + ty — xo) — sinw(ty — xo)] },

1
y(A) = yo + al — e {aA [cos w(EA+ ty — x¢) — cos w(ty — xg)] — PA[sin w(EA + t) — xg) — sinw(ty — x9)]},
a)

zZ(A) =20+ pA+ a)LE {PA_[cosw(EA+ ty — xq) — cosw(ty — xo)] + aA,[sinw(EA + ty — xo) — sinw(fy — x0)|},  (A3)

where A is an affine parameter and x§ = x*(4 = 0).

APPENDIX B: FERMI COORDINATES

Let us construct a Fermi coordinate system
(T,X,Y,Z) = (T,X',X? X?) in a neighborhood of the
(accelerated) world line U of the spinning particle. They are
defined by

T =1y, Xi:"'(f'FiﬂQv (B1)

where & = dx;—g') 0, is the unit vector tangent to the unique
spacelike geodesic segment of proper length ¢ connecting a
generic point Q on the particle’s world line with a generic

(2
X =

| =

l_ah_ﬁb{l—%mWM—ﬂ@mw—

(a

spacetime point P near Q and satisfying the condition
(§:U)lp =0, and {F;} is a Fermi-Walker spatial triad
given by
Fi=e¢;, Fy,=00,+¢. Fy=00,+e;. (B2
The velocity components can be identified directly from
Eq. (33), by rewriting U = 0, + tVe; + 17e;.

By using the solution (A3) for the spatial geodesics, the
spatial Fermi coordinates around the point Q turn out to be
given by

%0) - ﬁ(zo) )AL sin(wty) — ag)fo)Ax cos(wy) |,

1 ) 1
Y=o {a(()) +aq) + 5“(0)A+ sin(wzy) + Eﬂ(O)Ax cos(arrU)] ,

1 1 .
Z=0 |:ﬂ(0) +ﬂ(1) + Ea(O)AX COS(a)TU) - Eﬂ(O)A+ s1n(an'U)] ,
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to first order in the gravitational wave amplitudes, where we have used the orthogonality condition between & and U at Q to
express the constant of motion E = E(g) + E(y) in terms of & = a(o) + a(1) and f = fg) + f(1). The arc length parameter o
as well as the constants « and  must then be expressed in terms of the background coordinates (z, x,y, z).

We are interested here in the inverse transformation. Therefore, solving Eq. (B3) for o, @ and S yields

c=VX*+Y*+ 7%,

1 1
ca=Y— EZAX cos(wT) — 3 YA, sin(wT),

1 1
offp =7 - 3 YA, cos(wT) + EZA+ sin(wT), (B4)
with in addition
1 1
oE = -X — Ea)A+(S(2)Z + 89Y)[cos(wT) — 1] + 5wAX(SgY - 897) sin(wT), (BS)

which, once inserted into Eq. (A3) with x§ = x%(zy), finally gives the exact coordinate transformations

2-7 o(T — X)) — cos(w
t=T- %A+{Y z [COS( (T'= X)) = cos(@T) _ sin(wT)] + (89Z + S3Y)[cos(wT) — 1]}

X wX
vy { % [sin(w(T - ig? —sin(@T) COS(wT)} B % (SY — $97) sin(aT) }
mx-la y? - 2 [cos(a)(T - f}lg —cos() _ (wT)]
4,72 Fin(w(r _ 23 —sinT) (wT)] |
Y=Y 4A, { y [COS(“’(T - 223 —cos(@T) _ % sin(wT)} - %sg [sin(T) — ] }
A {z {sin(a’(T - )23 —sin(@?) | %cos(a)T)} B % SQlcos(@T) — 1] }
1=Z-A, {z [COS(C"(T - i;z —cos(@T) _ % sin(a)T)] + %Sg [sin(wT) — a)T]}
_A, { y Fi“(“’(T - f}? —sin@) %cos(wT)} + %sg lcos(@T) — 1] } (B6)

This transformation contains the new (spinning) terms additively, in the sense that it is formally of the type

xazxa+fa

o (X) + F2 L (X0, (B7)

(spin)
The spacetime metric in Fermi coordinates is then simply evaluated by

X OxP
G15(X) = e gy x(X)). (B3)

Up to the second order in the spatial Fermi coordinates its nonvanishing components are
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1
grr =—1—[S9Z + S%Y — 3 (Y2 = Z%) |@?A sin(«T) + [SYY — SYZ + YZ]o?A, cos(wT) + O(3),

1
grx = —ga)z[(Y2 —Z1)A, sin(wT) + 2YZA, cos(wT)] + O(3),

1
gry = ga)zX[YA+ sin(wT) + ZA, cos(wT)] + O(3),

1
Jr7 = ga)z)([—ZA+ sin(wT) + YA, cos(wT)] + O(3),

1
gxx = 1+ ng[(Yz —Z1)A sin(wT) + 2YZA, cos(wT)] + O(3),

1
gxy = —=9ry + 0(3),

2 2

1
gyy = 1+ ga)zXZA+ sin(wT) + O(3),

1
Gzz7 = 1— ga)z)(zA+ sin(wT) + O(3),

1
9xz = —=9rz + 0(3),

1
Gyy = 8a)2X2AX cos(wT) + O(3),

(B9)

in agreement with the series-expanded metric components in Fermi coordinates. Of course here we also have the exact
(nonexpanded) form of the metric, having identified the exact coordinate transformation from one coordinate system to

the other.
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