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We propose a quantum imaging-inspired setup for measuring gravitational fields using an atom
that emits a photon at one of two possible locations. The atom acquires a gravitationally induced
quantum phase that it shares with the photon. By restoring the path identity of the atom after
its interaction with the gravitational field, the gravitationally induced phase can be measured us-
ing photon interferometry without the need for additional measurements on the atom. Through
repeated measurements with varying interferometric setups, the gravitational potential and inertial
acceleration can be deduced.

INTRODUCTION

Since its first emergence, atom interferometry has
proven to be a promising instrument for measuring the
gravitational field [1–3]. Today, it is recognized as one
of the most precise methods not only for gravimetry
[4, 5], but also for gradiometry [6], and it is already being
used for tests of the equivalence principle [7–9] and lo-
cal Lorentz invariance [10]. Furthermore, there are plans
to detect gravitational waves using atom interferometers
[11]. Atoms are ideal for high-precision measurements
because atoms of the same species can be prepared iden-
tically, eliminating some sources of error and improving
the reproducibility of experiments.

The indistinguishability of quantum particles also
plays a central role in other types of interferometers.
A notable early example is the photon-based Hong-Ou-
Mandel interferometer, which demonstrates the effect
of indistinguishability in quantum measurements [12],
which has since been validated for atoms as well [13].
Shortly after the Hong-Ou-Mandel experiment, another
interferometric setup based on the indistinguishability of
photons created in a down-conversion process was pro-
posed by Zou, Wang, and Mandel [14]. This setup later
became the foundation of Quantum Imaging [15, 16].
Here, an object is imaged using a pair of entangled pho-
tons, where one photon interacts with the object and
only the other photon is measured. Notably, the pho-
tons can have different properties, such as belonging to
different wavelength ranges. This is possible because the
photon pair forms a composite state with a shared quan-
tum phase. The phase that one photon acquires through
its interaction with the object is transferred to the other
photon through a method known as path identity [17, 18],
which involves recombining superimposed paths of one of
the photons.

In this paper, we introduce a novel setup that com-
bines optical and matter wave interferometry in which an
atom emits a photon at one of two possible locations (see
Figure 1). Similar to Quantum Imaging, the phase accu-
mulated by the atom is a common phase of the composite
atom-photon state. By recombining the atomic paths at

the end of the interferometer, the phase previously ac-
cumulated by the atom is attributed to the coherent su-
perposition, which is now assumed by the photon. The
entire phase can then be read off from the photonic mea-
surement, which allows conclusions to be drawn about
the gravitational field. This is in contrast to state-of-
the-art matter wave interferometry, where the phases of
the matter waves are inferred from measurements of the
atomic states.
In order to focus on the essentials, we reduce the setup

described in this article to an idealized measurement
scheme and discuss ideas for practical implementation
further below in the article.

SETUP

Consider the setup depicted in Figure 1 in which a clas-
sical, point-like particle emits radiation in the positive
z-direction while moving with a velocity v0 along the x-
direction, within a uniform gravitational field g = −gez.
Alternatively, g could also be treated as inertial accel-
eration, which would result in the same procedure. Ra-
diation emitted at events A and B is directed into an
interferometer, where it is recombined at a beam split-
ter before being measured. The time difference between
events A and B of 2T1 results in a path difference trav-
eled by the atom of 2gT 2

1 downwards and 2v0T1 in the
x-direction. This path difference of the body results in an
additional path for the radiation, denoted as δ. Conse-
quently, a phase difference of ∆Φ = 2π δ

λ = δk arises,
where λ represents the wavelength and k denotes the
wave number of the radiation. Taking the difference be-
tween the intensities I± recorded by the photodetectors
P− and P+ and averaging over time yields

I+ − I− ∝ sin
(
−2kv0T1 + 2kgT 2

1 +∆Φc

)
, (1)

where ∆Φc contains the mirror and beam splitter phases.
Here we have neglected all contributions of the order of
magnitude O(v/c) and smaller. A more detailed deriva-
tion of this result can be found in the appendix.
Instead of a classical body we now consider a single

atom with mass M emitting a single photon. Like be-
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fore, the interference of the emitted photon at A and
B is measured. The quantum state consists of photonic
states and internal and center of mass degrees of free-
dom of the atom, which not only form a superposition
but rather an entangled state. Quantum phases accumu-
lated by the photon or atom are common phases of this
entire entangled state. The idea of this setup is, that
the quantum phase accumulated by the atom, which in-
cludes a gravitationally induced phase, is conveyed to the
photonic states by recombining the atom’s superimposed
paths.

The structure of these states is illustrated in Figure
2. Consider the atom starting out with momentum ℏK
described by the center of mass state |K⟩ in an inter-
nally excited state |e⟩ combined with no photons, which
is described by |0⟩. When combined, these states form
a product state |K⟩ ⊗ |e⟩ ⊗ |0⟩ =: |K, e; 0⟩. If the atom
emits a photon at A, it does so by relaxing from the
excited state to the ground state |g⟩. The energy of
the emitted photon is equal to the energy difference be-
tween the excited state and the ground state minus the
change in the kinetic energy of the atom due to the recoil.
The portion of the momentum of the atom that the pho-
ton takes is equal to ℏk, resulting in the product state
|K − k⟩ ⊗ |g⟩ ⊗ |ak⟩ =: |K − k, g; ak⟩, where |ak⟩ de-
scribes a photon emitted at A with momentum k. Here

A

B

P+

P−

2gT 2
1

2v0T1x
z

g

FIG. 1. Depicted is an overview of two possible interfero-
metric setups.
a. A classical particle (solid black line) emitting radiation
(red lines) is falling in a homogeneous gravitational field. The
radiation emitted at A and at B is recombined on a beam
splitter and measured by photodetectors labeled P− and P+,
while no further measurements are performed on the particle.
b. An atom (solid black line) is falling in a homogeneous
gravitational field. The atom emits a single photon at two
possible locations, A and B, with a time difference of 2T1,
creating a state consisting of a coherent superposition of two
paths (red lines) originating from those locations. For sim-
plicity, the photon’s recoil on the atom is not displayed in this
diagram (see Fig. 2 for details). The photon’s paths are then
recombined on a beam splitter and subsequently measured,
where again no further measurements are performed on the
atom.
Information about the gravitational field can be obtained from
the measurement results. The differences in the optical path
length of the photons due to different emission events are in-
dicated by the dotted lines.
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FIG. 2. Depicted are the possible paths of the atom in
the atom’s freely falling frame. The undisturbed path of the
atom is illustrated as a solid black line. When spontaneously
emitting a photon (red), the atom receives a recoil momentum
−ℏk. If the atom emits the photon at location A, it alters its
path, following the dashed black line. The dashed atom path
is redirected twice using laser pulses (blue), which change the
momentum by ±2ℏk [19], ultimately recombining the atom’s
possible paths at location B.

we assume the photon emission to be instantaneous, that
is, the emission duration is very short compared to the
duration of the experiment. We further assume that the
photon is emitted directly into the interferometer. This
situation can be achieved by manipulating the emission
process or by post-selection. Details can be found in the
section about experimental aspects.
After the atom has passedA, we assume a 50/50 super-

position of the initial state and the state after emission
(more general emission amplitudes are discussed later)

|ΨA⟩ =
1√
2

(∫
d3kf(k) |K − k, g; ak⟩+ |K, e; 0⟩

)
,

(2)

where f(k) describes the spectral and directional distri-
bution of the photon. As one can easily verify, this state
is entangled between the internal and center of mass de-
grees of freedom of the atom and the photonic state.
Next, two laser pulses (blue in Figure 2) are applied

that only affect the atom if it has emitted a photon at A.
As a result, this part of the trajectory of the atom is redi-
rected so that it coincides with the atom’s trajectory if it
propagates freely to point B [20]. The emission process
at B is assumed to be analogous to the emission process
at A resulting in

∫
d3kf(k) |K − k, g; bk⟩, which resem-

bles the state of emission at A, but with a photonic state
|bk⟩ instead of |ak⟩. |bk⟩ also describes a photon with
a sharply defined wave vector k, but emitted at B and
thus propagating along a different path.
Both parts of the atom’s wave function superimpose

at B with the same momentum and internal state, but
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since they arrived via different paths, they have accu-
mulated different quantum phases. These phases, along
with phase contributions from the photons (e.g., due to
reflection on the mirror), can be combined into ΦA resp.
ΦB, which, in general, depend on the photon’s wave vec-
tor. A detailed breakdown of ΦA/B follows in the next
section. The resulting state after recombination at B can
be expressed as

|ΨB⟩ =
1√
2

∫
d3kf(k)eiΦ

A(k) |K − k⟩ ⊗ |g⟩

⊗
(
|ak⟩+ ei(Φ

B(k)−ΦA(k)) |bk⟩
)
,

(3)

where we have used the previously mentioned path iden-
tity, i.e., that the internal and center of mass degrees of
freedom of the atom are identical and can be factored
out. In the following, the dependence of ΦA/B on k is
not explicitly displayed. The final state as it arrives at
the photodetectors P− and P+ can be calculated by ap-
plying the unitary beam splitter transformation

|ak⟩ →
1√
2
(|P−

k ⟩+ i |P+
k ⟩), |bk⟩ →

1√
2
(i |P−

k ⟩+ |P+
k ⟩).

(4)

In order to obtain the probabilities for the measurement
of a photon at P− or P+, it is necessary to trace out
the internal and center of mass degrees of freedom of the
atom. Since |ΨB⟩ in equation (3) is a product state, this
results in the pure photonic state

|Ψph⟩ =
1

2

∫
d3kf(k)eiΦ

A

⊗
[(
1 + iei∆Φ

)
|P−

k ⟩+
(
i + ei∆Φ

)
|P+

k ⟩
]
,

(5)

where we have introduced the difference of the phases
∆Φ := ΦB − ΦA.
Assuming the detectors to be frequency insensitive, we

obtain the probabilities

P± :=

∫
d3k | ⟨P±

k |Ψph⟩ |2

=
1

2

(
1±

∫
d3k|f(k)|2 sin(∆Φ)

)
,

(6)

where we used that
∫
d3kf(k) = 1. The detection prob-

abilities can also be combined into a single value as
P+ − P− =

∫
d3k|f(k)|2 sin(∆Φ). This result is valid

under the assumption, that half of the atom emits a pho-
ton at A and the other half at B. In order to also cover a
more general case with arbitrary emission probabilities,
an emission amplitude |α| is assumed for the emission at
A and an emission amplitude |β| for the emission at B.
This modifies the result to

P+ − P− = 2|α||β|
∫

d3k|f(k)|2 sin(∆Φ), (7)

with |a|2 + |b|2 = 1, where the equality holds in the case
that the atoms always emit a photon at either A or B.
Importantly, ∆Φ depends on the gravitational potential
difference which can thus be inferred from measurements
of (7).
In order to ensure that the influence of the gravita-

tional acceleration g is not averaged out we want to em-
phasize at this point that the width of the spectral distri-
bution of the photon f(k) must be small in comparison
to (gT 2

1 )
−1. For convenience the |f(k)|2 is from now on

assumed to be sufficiently narrow that the integral can be
omitted and the phase terms are evaluated at a mean k
instead. Given that k ∝ E, the assumption that the spec-
tral distribution of the photon is narrow implies that the
energy uncertainty of the emission process is small. With
regard to the energy-time uncertainty principle, this is in
contrast to the assumption, that emission duration (un-
certainty) is also short. However, it is possible to briefly
estimate that both assumptions can be satisfied simulta-
neously. Doing so leads to simple bounds on the exper-
imental parameters, which are that ∆t

T1
has to be much

larger than v0/2πc, (8πωCT1)
−1/2 and 3gT1/4πc, with

the Compton frequency ωC = Mc2/ℏ, which usually as-
sumes values between 1024 s−1 and 1027 s−1.

DERIVATION OF THE PHASE

In the following, ΦA/B will be calculated. The total
interferometer phases as used in (7) consist of four com-
ponents

ΦA/B = Φ
A/B
at +Φ

A/B
int +Φ

A/B
ph +ΦA/B

c (8)

with the atom’s internal and center of mass degrees of

freedom phase Φ
A/B
at and Φ

A/B
int , respectively, the pho-

tonic phase Φ
A/B
ph and the constant phase contributions

Φ
A/B
c . This applies to both, the part of the atomic wave

function emitting a photon at A and the part emitting
at B. Since only the differences of these phases are of
interest, it is sufficient to calculate ∆Φi := ΦB

i −ΦA
i with

i ∈ {at, int,ph, const}. In this derivation, all contribu-
tions of magnitude O(v/c) and smaller are neglected.
The simplest part of the total phase is given by the

internal degrees of freedom of the atoms. Here we have

∆Φint = −2ωT1, (9)

since during the time in the interferometer, the two dif-
ferent parts of the atomic wave function are continuously
in different energy levels.
For the photonic phase component, the optical path

difference between photons emitted at A and photons
emitted at B must be considered and is given by ∆Φph =
kδ, with the aforementioned path difference δ. As can be
seen in Figure 1, a photon emitted at A has an addi-
tional travel distance of 2v0T1, with the initial velocity
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in x-direction v0, and a photon emitted at B has to ad-
ditionally travel the distance 2gT 2

1 . Together with the
photon’s temporal evolution, this results in

∆Φph = 2ωT1 − 2kv0T1 + 2kgT 2
1 . (10)

Until now, all derived phase terms had a classical coun-
terpart. This changes when considering the center of
mass degrees of freedom of the atom quantum mechani-
cally. It is here where the similarity to Quantum Imaging
occurs, with the atom corresponding to the idler photon
shown in [15], also establishing what is called path iden-
tity in later articles. The derivation of the atom phase is
performed similarly as described in [21] by calculating

Φ
A/B
at =

1

ℏ

∫ T

0

LA/B dt, (11)

where T is the travel time of the atom between the two
emission events, i.e. A and B in Figure 2. LB repre-
sents the classical Lagrangian of atoms following the solid
line and LA the classical Lagrangian of atoms following
the dashed line. Accordingly, for this setup, we have
T = 2T1. The integrals are carried out along the atom’s
classical path. While it may seem natural to perform the
calculations in the laboratory frame, it turns out to be
easier to do so in the freely falling frame of the atom, since
the gravitational acceleration then occurs exclusively in
the laser pulse terms. The Lagrangians expressed in such
a frame can be written as

LA =
M

2

[
ẋ2 + ż2

]
− V A

SE − V A
laser, (12)

LB =
M

2

[
ẋ2 + ż2

]
− V B

SE, (13)

where ż represents the atom’s velocity in the direction
(anti-)parallel to gravity, and ẋ the velocity in the atom’s

initial direction perpendicular to g. V
A/B
SE denotes the

potentials due to the recoil induced by the spontaneous
emission of a photon at either A or B and V A

laser repre-
sents the potential due to the laser kicks, which exclu-
sively applies to the part of the atomic wave function
emitting at A. The effective potential due to the laser
light is given by [21]

V A
laser = −2ℏk

(
z +

1

2
gt2
)
×

(δ(t− T0)− δ(t− T0 − T1)) ,

(14)

where it is assumed that k ∥ ez. Here, the term +1
2gt

2

arises from the fact that, in the freely falling frame of the
atom, the laser is accelerated upwards by g. Similarly,
the potential due to the spontaneous emission of photons
and the associated recoil is introduced as [22]

V A
SE =+ ℏkzδ(t), V B

SE =+ ℏkzδ(t− 2T1), (15)

with k being the wave number of the photon. It is impor-
tant to note that, although the δ-distributions in (15) are
centered at the edges of the integral in (11), we consider
them to lie completely within the integration interval.
This is a reasonable assumption since we could extend
the time integral on both sides without altering the re-
sult.
Now in order to calculate the integrals in (11), we first

need the classical paths for the atom which we can readily
obtain by plugging (13) and (12) into the Euler-Lagrange
equation. Since the result depends only on relative ve-
locities and not on the absolute choice of a coordinate
system, we can, without loss of generality, set for this
calculation x(0) = ẋ(0) = z(0) = ż(0) = 0. Afterwards,
evaluating (11) is straight forward and results in a phase
difference of

∆Φat =
ℏk2

M
T1 + kgT1(2T0 + T1) (16)

Here ℏk2

M T1 represents the kinetic energy due to the pho-
tonic recoil. The important term is kgT1(2T0+T1), which
is proportional to the gravitational acceleration.
It is convenient to gather all unknown but constant

phase contributions due to the photon emission pro-
cesses, the interaction of the laser pulses with the atom,
as well as numerous further sources of constant phase
shifts due to optical elements, such as mirrors, beam
splitters, lenses, etc. into one term resulting in the con-
stant phase difference ∆Φc.
By substituting 9, 10 and 16 into 7, we obtain

P+ − P− = 2|α||β| sin
(
− 2kv0T1

+
ℏk2

M
T1 + kgT1(2T0 + 3T1) + ∆Φc

)
.

(17)

Since the ∆Φc term in this result is unknown, a single
absolute measurement of P+ −P− provides no informa-
tion about the gravitational acceleration. One approach
to obtain information on g would be to vary the delay T0

in several measurements while keeping the total duration
2T1 constant. In this way, the part of the atomic wave
function that has emitted a photon at point A could be
deflected, providing the desired information.
To achieve maximum contrast, the coefficient |α||β| in

(17) must be maximized under the additional condition
|α|2 + |β|2 = 1. As briefly mentioned before, this is the
case for |α| = |β| = 1√

2
, i.e., when the emission probabil-

ity for a photon is 50% each for both emission events.

EXPERIMENTAL ASPECTS

In the derivation presented in this article, several short-
cuts have been employed, which here shall be discussed
in more detail.
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Firstly, it must be taken into account that both the
atomic and photonic wave functions are not point like,
but have spatial extensions. Moreover, the recoil of the
photon does not have a single associated momentum, but
rather a momentum distribution, coupled with a distri-
bution in the time domain. This leads to further broad-
ening of the atomic wave function. Care must be taken
to ensure that this broadening remains sufficiently small
compared to the path deviation of the atom due to the
photonic recoil; otherwise, the quantity we want to mea-
sure might be diminished. A viable approach to address
this would be to model the wave functions involved micro-
scopically within the framework of the Wigner-Weisskopf
theory of spontaneous emission. This would also help
answering the questions raised in the previous chapters
regarding the phase relation between the two parts of the
wave function.

Another assumption made in the derivation was that
the photon is emitted only at two specific events on
the atom’s trajectory and only in one specific direction.
While this condition can be achieved by post-selecting
only those photons that fulfill these criteria, doing so
would result in a very low data rate and thus be hard to
measure. Two possibly better methods are:

• Utilizing an atom in a third, dark state, one that
does not relax over the course of the experiment.
Initially, at the first emission event, half of the atom
is pumped into the excited state (e.g. by using
a resonant π/2-pulse), which relaxes immediately
and emits a photon. Subsequently, at the second
emission event, the remaining half of the atom in
the dark state is pumped into the excited state,
again leading to relaxation and photon emission.
As with the laser pulses described in this article,
these pump pulses would introduce additional grav-
itationally dependent phase changes to the atom,
thus altering the g-dependent term in 17. Also, the
direction of emission can be controlled by aligning
the atom’s dipole moment.

• Leveraging the Purcell effect by placing cavities at
the positions where the photons should be emitted
would not only increase the emission probability
at these events but also enhance emission in the
desired direction.

Finally, the optical part of the interferometer needs to
be addressed in more detail. This would involve, among
other things, introducing a delay for the first emitted
photon so that it can recombine simultaneously at the
beam splitter with the second emitted photon. However,
any constant phases that arise on the paths of the pho-
tons can be attributed to the phase of the photon emis-
sion process, which was assumed to be unknown anyways.

CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we have introduced a method with the
potential for high-precision measurement of the gravita-
tional field based on Quantum Imaging. Since we con-
sider individual atoms in our setup, we benefit from the
same advantages as atomic interferometry, such as high
reproducibility and the potential for high-precision grav-
itational measurements. Moreover, our approach adds a
novel twist as the information of the gravitational field is
completely encoded in the state of the emitted photons.

In our current derivation, we assume a homogeneous
gravitational field, thus limiting our measurements to
gravitational and inertial acceleration. Future work
could extend this model to include curvature or the mul-
tipole moments of the gravitational potential, thereby
enhancing its applicability in geodesy. Although the as-
sumptions and approximations made in this article are
reasonable to demonstrate the feasibility of our setup,
high-precision measurements and the aforementioned ex-
tensions may require more rigorous calculations. As
briefly mentioned throughout the article, this would in-
volve considering a distribution of the photon’s wave vec-
tor, which in turn leads to a distribution of the atom’s
momentum. Addressing this requires a microscopic treat-
ment of the derivation. Apart from geodesic applications,
the presented setup is also interesting for studying the
fundamental interface between quantum mechanics and
gravitation, as we consider entanglement between two
completely different kinds of particles.
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Classical derivation

A derivation of the classical radiation phase, as shown
at the beginning of this article, is presented in more detail
here. Since we are only interested in radiation emitted
in (positive) z-direction, the emitted electrical field can
be regarded as

E(t, r) =E0 cos(k(z − z0)− ωt+ φ), (18)

where E0 is the amplitude of the electrical field perpen-
dicular to ez, k the wave number of the radiation and ω
is the corresponding frequency connected by ω = ck with
c being the velocity of light. φ represents some arbitrary
but constant phase offset. z0 denotes a spatially offset
which in our case contains the extra distance the radia-
tion emitted at B has to travel (not only in z-direction,
but also in x-direction) compared to the radiation emit-
ted at A. Since the radiating body oscillates in phase
with the radiation it emits, there is no temporal offset
between the radiation emitted at A and B. Plugging in
the values for this case yields

EA(t, r) = E0 cos(kz − ωt+ φA) (19)

EB(t, r) = E0 cos(k(z − 2v0T1 + 2gT 2
1 )− ωt+ φB)

(20)

Here we assumed two different phase offsets, which ac-
count for the different paths the radiation takes. The
detectors measure the intensity of the radiation, which is
proportional to the square of the electrical field averaged
over time, i.e.,

I± ∝ lim
T→∞

1

T

∫ T

0

(
E±(t, r)

)2
dt. (21)

The electrical field in this formula represents a linear
combination of EA and EB with the phase of the elec-
trical field which was reflected at a 50:50 beam splitter
shifted by +π/2. Evaluating this for both detectors and
calculating the difference gives (1) where the phase dif-
ference ∆Φc = φB − φA was introduced and coefficients
were omitted.
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Derivation of spontaneous emission potential

We begin our derivation with the state evolution that
results from the Wigner-Weisskopf theory of spontaneous
emission, which can be found, for example, in [23], and
reads

|Ψ(t)⟩ =e−
Γ
2 t |e, 0⟩

+
∑
k

αke
− ik·r0

[
1− ei∆kt−Γ

2 t

−∆k + iΓ2

]
|g, 1k⟩ .

(22)

Here Γ represents the decay constant, r0 the location of
the atom, ∆k = ω − ck the detuning and αk = EkD·εk

ℏ a
generally complex factor, with the dipole moment D, the
polarization direction εk and a normalization constant
Ek. In this calculation, it is assumed that the position of
the atom is constant, which is justified by the assumption
that the emission process is very short.

The term 1
−∆k+iΓ2

is characteristic of relaxation pro-

cesses and describes a Lorenz-distributed spectrum cen-
tered at ∆k = 0 with a width of Γ. To keep this deriva-
tion simple, we replace the sum over k by the peak value
of the Lorenz curve ∆k0

= 0, i.e. k0 = ω
c ez. A similar

assumption is made when deriving the Wigner-Weisskopf
theory. Note that the application of this approximation
leads to a non-normalized state, as we omit parts of the
state. This will be corrected later. Here we choose k0 so
that it points in the z-direction, since these are the pho-
tons we are interested in. Normally, the emission direc-
tion is determined by αk or more precisely byD·εk which
would, e.g. for S-orbitals, emit equally in all directions.
A more detailed discussion of the emission direction can
be found in the article.

The resulting state is

|Ψ(t)⟩ =e−
Γ
2 t |e, 0⟩+ αk0e

− ik0z0
1− e−

Γ
2 t

iΓ2
|g, 1k0⟩ . (23)

We can now divide the complex factor into modulus

and phase terms αk0

1−e−
Γ
2
t

iΓ2
= βe− iφ and replace the

real coefficient e−
Γ
2 t = γ which results in |Ψ(t)⟩ =

β |e, 0⟩+ γe− iφe− ik0z0 |g, 1k0⟩. As already mentioned we
will have β2 + γ2 ≤ 1 due to the approximations made
before. Since the final state must be normalized after
spontaneous emission, we can correct this side effect of
our previous approximation by setting β =

√
1− γ2. Fi-

nally, we obtain

|Ψ(t)⟩ =
√
1− γ2 |e, 0⟩+ γe− ik0z0−iφ |g, 1k0⟩ . (24)

Here, γ = γ(t) and φ = φ(t) are time-dependent. For γ
we can conclude that γ(0) = 0 and limt→∞ γ(t) = 1.
Finally, to derive the potential for spontaneous emis-

sion, we first assume that the emission is instantaneous,
i.e. Γ → ∞. In this case, γ(t) becomes a step function,

and the action of the potential can be restricted to an in-
finitesimally short time period represented by the Dirac
delta distribution δ(t), leading to a model of the potential
that is

VSE = ℏ [kz(t) + φ(t)] δ(t− T ), (25)

where T is the time at which the emission takes place. As
in [21], we can construct a Hamiltonian with this poten-

tial HSE = p2

2M + VSE and neglect the kinetic part. This
allows us to calculate the state directly after the emis-
sion by applying the time evolution operator to a state
directly before the emission

|Ψ(T + δ)⟩ =exp

(
− i

ℏ

∫ T+δ

T−δ

VSE dt

)
|Ψ(T − δ)⟩ , (26)

=e− ikz(T )−iφ(T ) |Ψ(T − δ)⟩ . (27)

A comparison with the last part of (24) shows that this
potential actually corresponds to our earlier description
of spontaneous emission.
For the article, we omit the term φ(t) that we cal-

culated in (25), since it is independent of position and
momentum. Such a term corresponds to an arbitrary
potential offset, which vanishes when dealing with clas-
sical Euler-Lagrange equations, as we do here. These
phase terms are assumed to be constant throughout the
experiment and are collectively reintroduced at a later
time together with other constant phase contributions.

Energy-time uncertainty principle

In (7), we assumed that the wave number spectrum
of the photon is narrow compared to the inverse of the
distance traveled by the atom. Otherwise, the integral
would remain in (17). If the spectrum width, denoted
as ∆k, were large, the dependence on g would average
out. This implies that the terms within the sine func-
tion in (17), with k replaced by ∆k, must be small com-
pared to 2π. Consequently, we obtain three inequalities:

2∆kv0T1 ≪ 2π, ℏ∆k2

M T1 ≪ 2π, and 3∆kgT 2
1 ≪ 2π, where

we have focused on the leading term in the last inequal-
ity. Furthermore, the energy-time uncertainty principle
holds, which states c∆k∆t ≥ 1

2 , of which we use the
lower bound. Combining these inequalities results in the
following conditions:

∆t

T1
≫ v0

2πc
, (28)

∆t

T1
≫ 1

2c

√
ℏ

2πMT1
=

1√
8πωCT1

, (29)

∆t

T1
≫3gT1

4πc
, (30)

where we introduce the Compton frequency ωC. (28) and
(30) suggest that the lower bound for ∆t is sufficiently
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small if v0 ≪ c or gT1 ≪ c, respectively, indicating a
non-relativistic regime, as assumed in this article. (29)
results in a small lower bound if T1 ≫ ω−1

C , which is
fulfilled in consideration of the extremely large Compton
frequency ωC for atoms.

By inserting explicit values [6], we can estimate the or-
der of magnitude of these bounds. Assuming 88Sr as the

atom species and experimental values of v0 = 1mm/s,
T1 = 0.1 s, and g = 9.81m/s2, we find that the largest
lower bound for the emission time is given by (30), ap-
proximately ∆t ≫ 8 · 10−11 s. We also required in the
article ∆t ≪ 2T1, which can easily be fulfilled simultane-
ously with the bounds derived before.
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