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We give a systematic treatment of a spin 1/2 particle in a combined electromagnetic field and a
weak gravitational field that is produced by a slowly moving matter source. This paper continues
previous work on a spin zero particle, but it is largely self-contained and may serve as an introduction
to spinors in a Riemann space. The analysis is based on the Dirac equation expressed in generally
covariant form and coupled minimally to the electromagnetic field. The restriction to a slowly moving
matter source, such as the earth, allows us to describe the gravitational field by a gravitoelectric
(Newtonian) potential and a gravitomagnetic (frame-dragging) vector potential, the existence of
which has recently been experimentally verified. Our main interest is the coupling of the orbital
and spin angular momenta of the particle to the gravitomagnetic field. Specifically we calculate the
gravitational g-factor to be g, = 1 ; this is to be compared with the electromagnetic g-factor of
g. = 2 for a Dirac electron. Lastly we discuss a number of possible experimental approaches to
observing gravitomagnetic effects in atomic and macroscopic systems.

PACS numbers: 03.65.-w, 03.65.Pm, 04.25.Nx, 04.80.Cc

1. INTRODUCTION

Classical systems in external gravitational fields have
been studied for centuries, and recently the existence of
the gravitomagnetic (or frame-dragging) field caused by
the earth’s rotation has been observed in two indepen-
dent experiments. Observations of the LAGEOS satel-
lites gave a measurement of the gravitomagnetic interac-
tion via its effect on satellite orbits, accurate to about
10% [1]. The Gravity Probe B (GP-B) satellite verified
the prediction of general relativity for the gravitomag-
netic precession of a gyroscope in earth orbit (42 mas/yr)
to about 20% [2-5]. Both experiments required impres-
sive feats of data analysis and modeling of classical ef-
fects. Analysis of the LAGEOS data involved modeling
the earth’s Newtonian field to very high accuracy in or-
der to extract the gravitomagnetic effect [6, 7]. Analysis
of the GPB data required precise modeling of mechani-
cal and electrical properties of the gyros[5, 8]. It should
be emphasized that the LAGEOS gravitomagnetic effects
are due to Lorentz-like forces from the geodesic equa-
tion, whereas the GP-B gravitomagnetic effects are due
to Larmor-like torques from the spin precession equation,
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so the two experiments are independent and rather nicely
complementary.

While gravitomagnetic effects are generally quite small
in the solar system it is widely believed that they may
play a large role in jets from active galactic nuclei, so their
experimental verification is of more than theoretical in-
terest [9]. One can get a feel for the relative magnitude
of gravitomagnetic effects using dimensional arguments
to see why satellite and laboratory experiments are so
difficult, whereas for astrophysical sources such effects
may be large. Gravitational effects for a system of mass
M and size R generally involve a dimensionless factor of
GM/c*R (the metric distortion or the Newtonian poten-
tial divided by ¢? ), which for the earth is of order 10~7.
For gravitomagnetic effects there is an additional factor
v /c for the spin velocity of the earth source, which is of
order 10~°. Finally the gravitomagnetic force on a mov-
ing test body (similar to a Lorentz force) contains a fac-
tor vy /¢, which is of order 10~° for an orbiting satellite.
Interestingly the gravitomagnetic precession of a gyro is
independent of the angular momentum of the rotor and
thus also independent of the velocity due to its spin, as
we will discuss in section 8. Thus for experiments “near
home” gravitomagnetic effects are generally very much
smaller than Newtonian effects. Contrariwise, for astro-
physical systems containing neutron stars or black holes
or active galactic nuclei all of the above numerical factors
can be of order unity!

At the other end of the interest spectrum extensive the-



oretical work has been done on quantum fields in classical
background spaces, the most well known being related to
Hawking radiation from black holes [2, 10-12]. It is im-
portant to keep in mind that Hawking radiation has never
been verified observationally.

Interesting experimental work has also been done on
quantum systems in the earth’s gravitational field, such
as neutrons interacting with the earth’s Newtonian field
and atom interferometer experiments aimed at accurately
testing the equivalence principle and other subtle gen-
eral relativistic effects [13-15]. There has been some dis-
cussion of attempts to see gravitomagnetic effects with
these devices but such experiments would be quite diffi-
cult due to the small size of the effects and the similar-
ity to classical effects of rotation; this is to be expected
since gravitomagnetism manifests itself in a way that is
similar to rotation, hence the appellation “frame drag-
ging.” The phrase “frame dragging or “space dragging
has been criticized as being technically inaccurate; the
word gravitomagnetic is certainly more descriptive, al-
beit still awkward[16]. Laboratory detection of gravito-
magnetic effects on a quantum system would clearly be
of fundamental interest.

In this work we give a systematic treatment of a spin
1/2 particle in a combined electromagnetic field and weak
gravitational field; this continues the work of reference
[17]. We describe the particle with the generally covari-
ant Dirac equation in a Riemann space, minimally cou-
pled to the electromagnetic field in the standard gauge
invariant way [18, 19]. The weak gravitational field is
naturally treated according to linearized general relativ-
ity theory, and we also assume a slowly moving matter
source, such as the earth [20-22]. Within this approxi-
mation the gravitational field is described by a gravito-
electric (or Newtonian) potential and a gravitomagnetic
(or frame-dragging) vector potential, and the field equa-
tions are quite analogous to those of classical electromag-
netism. We thus refer to it as the gravitoelectromagnetic
(GEM) approximation. Our special emphasis throughout
this paper is on the gravitomagnetic interaction.

The paper is organized as follows. After brief review
comments on the GEM approximation (section 2) and the
Dirac equation in flat space (section 3) we give a detailed
discussion of generally covariant spinor theory and the
Dirac equation, using the standard approach based on
tetrads (sections 4 and 5)[19]. We then obtain the limit
of the Dirac Lagrangian and the Dirac equation for a
weak gravitational field and discuss its interpretation in
terms of an energy-momentum tensor (section 6).

Our discussion of generally covariant spinors and
the generally covariant Dirac equation is largely self-
contained, and may serve as an introduction to the sub-
ject for uninitiated readers. In section 6 we also observe
that the non-geometric or “flat space gravity” approach
of Feynman, Weinberg and others does not appear to be
completely equivalent to linearized general relativity the-
ory in its coupling to spin [23]. We have not found this
discussed elsewhere in the literature.

Using the weak gravitational field results we then ob-
tain the non-relativistic limit of the theory (section 7).
We do this by integrating the interaction Lagrangian to
obtain the interaction energy of the spinor particle with
the electromagnetic and the GEM fields, and from that
obtain the non-relativistic interaction energies. This al-
lows us to read off, in a simple and intuitive way, the
interaction terms that one could use in a non-relativistic
Hamiltonian treatment. In particular we obtain (section
8) the usual g-factor of the electron g, = 2 and the anal-
ogous result for the gravitomagnetic g-factor of a spinor,
which is g, = 1.

Section 8 also contains brief comments on the numeri-
cal value of some interesting and conceivably observable
quantities such as the precession of a spinning particle
in the earth’s gravitomagnetic field and its relation to
the precession of a macroscopic gyroscope; such preces-
sion appears to be universal for bodies with angular mo-
mentum. The phase shift in an atom interferometer is
also mentioned as an experiment that could, in principle,
show the existence of the gravitomagnetic field. Lastly in
section 8 we mention that the acceleration of a body in
a gravitational field depends on its angular momentum,
and estimate the small effect for atoms.

Finally it is worth noting what we do not do in this
paper. We study the effect of the gravitational field on
a quantum mechanical spinor but not the effect of the
spinor on the gravitational field or quantum gravity or
quantum spacetime [24]. Similarly we do not consider
torsion, in which the affine connections have an anti-
symmetric part and are not equal to the Christoffel sym-
bols. Some authors believe that inclusion of torsion is
necessary for a full description of spin in general relativity
[25]. However Kleinert maintains that torsion is an alter-
native way to express the effects of curvature, and the two
are related by a novel sort of gauge transformation[26].
In any case torsion has not proved necessary in our dis-
cussion.

2. THE GRAVITOELECTROMAGNETIC (GEM)
APPROXIMATION

In previous work we discussed linearized general rela-
tivity theory for slowly moving matter sources like the
earth[17, 21, 22]. Here we summarize the results very
briefly. The metric may be written as the Lorentz metric
plus a small perturbation,

8y = N + h;W' (2~1)
We use coordinate freedom to impose the Lorentz gauge
condition

1 1%
(A — 5nwh)l =0, (2.2)

where the single slash denotes an ordinary derivative.
Then the field equations of general relativity tell us that



the metric perturbation may be written as
2¢ h' h? h3
Rt 2¢ 0 0
h? 0 26 0
h3 0 0 2¢

where ¢ is the Newtonian or gravitoelectric potential and

By = , hoo = 26, hox = h*, (2.3)

h* & h is the gravitomagnetic potential. For slowly mov-
ing sources the field equations and the Lorentz condition
become

V3¢ = 4nGp, V2hI = —167Gpv?,

4—V-h=0, h=0,  (24)

where p is the source mass-energy density and v/ is its
velocity.

The physical fields, which exert forces on particles, are
the gravitoelectric (or Newtonian) field and the gravit-
omagnetic (or frame-dragging) field, which are defined
by

g=-Vop, A=V xh. (2.5)

We call this equation system the gravitoelectromagnetic
or GEM limit because of its close similarity to classical
electromagnetism.

It is worth noting why the gravitational field in the
GEM approximation is described by only the 4 met-
ric components, ¢ and h’, whereas gravity is gener-
ally described by 10 metric components. The energy-
momentum tensor of matter is pu*u”, where u” is the
4-velocity, so it is apparent that the spatial components
are all of order v2. The field equations then imply that
the spatial off-diagonal components of h,,, are also of or-
der v? and can be ignored for low source velocities, and
also that the diagonal components are all equal to 2¢
[17].

3. FLAT SPACE DIRAC EQUATION AND THE
NON-RELATIVISTIC LIMIT

We now briefly review the Dirac equation in flat space
and recast it into a Schroedinger equation form (SEF),
which provides one convenient way to obtain the non-
relativistic limit [18]. The SEF is exact and involves only
the upper two components of the spinor wave func-
tion relevant for positive energy solutions in the non-
relativistic limit. This will serve as a basis of comparison
for the alternative method we will use in section 7 for
gravitational interactions. In this section v* denotes flat
space Dirac matrices [18, 27].

The Dirac Lagrangian and the equations that follow
from it are

L = atp(in" 3, — m)op + bb(—in" D, — m)

—(a+b)eA Py, (3.1a)
(i’y“@u - m)¢ = eA;/V“ﬂa
&(_i’}/#(gu - m) = eA;ﬂ,Z’)/#. (31b)

The spinor and its adjoint are considered independent in
(3.1). The constants a and b are arbitrary, so long as
a+b# 0. The v* obey the flat space Dirac algebra,

{*, v} = 29" 1. (3.1c)

The adjoint spinor may be related to the spinor by a
linear metric relation, 1 = "M where M is to be de-
termined; consistency of the equations (3.1b) is assured
if

MM =y, M7 =M =5° 9 =91’ (32)

Eq. (3.2) is easy to verify for the choice of gamma ma-
trices given below in (3.4).
The Hamiltonian form of the Dirac equation is gotten
by multiplying (3.1) by 7° to obtain
100 = pmip + V +a - 1,
B=7" a=+"%F p=—iV. (3.3)

Pauli’s choice of gamma matrices is natural for the non-
relativistic limit,

0 __ 10 i 0 O'i o 07

Next we break the 4-component wave function 1 into
two 2-component Pauli spinors and factor out the time
dependence due to the rest mass by substituting

—imt [V
b=c t(¢)7 (35)
which leads to the coupled equations,
10,0 =V + (7-T)gp,
0y + 2mep — Vo = (& - TI) . (3.6)

We are interested in ¥ so we solve for ¢ symbolically,

—

iU =V 4 (¢-T)(2m—V +id,) (7 -V, (3.7a)

(
0= (2m -V +id,) (7 -T)T. (3.7h)
The inverse operator (2m — V + i9;)~! may be defined
by its expansion in the time derivative, as discussed in
Appendix A. The SEF (3.7a) is exact, although it is of
infinite order in the time derivative.

For the case of a free particle the operator factors on
the right side of (3.7a) commute and it becomes

10,V = (i0; + 2m) . (3.8)

However the operators will not in general commute unless
the field A, is constant.

In a low velocity system the time variations of ¥ and
V' are associated with non-relativistic energies, much less
than the rest energy m, so we approximate the SEF (3.7a)
by

(7 -11)?

10,9 = VU +
2m

. (3.9)



This is the spin 1/2 Schroedinger equation, often called
the Pauli equation. It shows clearly how the spin and
orbital angular momentum interact with the magnetic
field. Pauli spin matrix algebra leads to an illuminating
form for (3.9): to lowest order in e,

Ii2 B.&
00 =V 4+ —w— %y
2m 2m
— g._. B’._»
v+ L gL Py % (3.0
2m 2m

where we have used the Lorentz gauge in which V - A=
—A° and assumed A° has negligible time dependence.

The g-factor of a particle or system is defined in terms
of its magnetic moment [ and angular momentum J by
i = g.(e/2m)J ; thus, from (3.10), the fact that the
energy is —ji - é, and the electron spin is S = /2 it is
evident that the electron g-factor is g, = 2.

The relative coupling of the spin and orbital magnetic
moments is made most clear if we consider a magnetic
field that is approximately constant over the size of the
system, in which case we can choose A = (B x 7)/2 and
find from (3.10)

(3.11)

That is g. = 2 for the electron spin and g. = 1 for the or-
bital angular momentum. This is, of course, approximate
since QED gives corrections to the g-factor; to 1-loop ap-
proximation the result is the famous anomalous moment
(9e —2)/2 = /27 [18, 27].

The SEF (3.7a) may be expanded to higher order to
study e.g. hyperfine structure in the hydrogen atom [28].
An important problem is that the wave function W is the
upper half of the Dirac wave function, so the quantity
to be normalized is |¥|? + |p|? rather than |¢4? for a
Schroedinger or Pauli wave function. To conserve prob-
ability one must renormalize the wave function as dis-
cussed in detail in ref. [28]. It is for this reason that we
will adopt an alternative and conceptually simpler ap-
proach to the non-relativistic limit in section 7.

4. GENERALLY COVARIANT SPINOR
THEORY

The gravitational interaction of a spinor may be ob-
tained most easily by making the Dirac Lagrangian (3.1a)
and Dirac equation (3.1b) generally covariant. We adopt
the standard approach of using a tetrad of basis vectors
in order to relate the generally covariant theory to the
special relativistic theory in Lorentz coordinates [15, 19].
This is a natural approach since Dirac spinors transform
by the lowest dimensional representation S of the Lorentz
group; that is ¢’ = S .

Two properties of the Dirac Lagrangian and Dirac
equation must be modified to obtain a generally covariant
theory: the Dirac algebra in (3.2) must be made covari-
ant and the derivative of the spinor in (3.1) must be made
into a covariant derivative.

The Dirac algebra (3.1c¢) is easily made covariant by re-
placing the Lorentz metric n** by the Riemannian metric

gp.l/ I
{7} =28"1

A set of v* matrices that satisfy (4.1) is constructed by
using a set of constant 4% that satisfies the special rela-
tivistic relation (3.2) and a tetrad field e} normalized by
the usual tetrad relations

(4.1)

oe,(i:eaﬁ cd
c .

€a'l (4.2)

K v _
eb eaguy - 77ab7 g

Here the Greek indices label components of the tetrad
vectors and Latin indices label the vectors. In terms of
a convenient set of constant Dirac matrices 4°, such as
those in (3.4), we define the v* by

7= eyt (4.3)
It then follows from (3.1c) and (4.2) that the v* satisfy
{47 = el el {30, 4%} = elfel2n™T = 2¢M I

The covariant derivative of a spinor is defined so as to
transform as a vector under general coordinate transfor-
mations and as a spinor under Lorentz transformation of
the tetrad basis. As with the covariant derivative of a
vector we define a rule for transplanting a spinor from x
to a nearby point z + dz ,

V(@ + dx) = ¢(x) — Dpip(x)dat.

The matrices I', are variously called spin connections,
affine spin connections, or Fock-Ivanenko coefficients.
The covariant derivative is then defined in terms of the
difference between the value of the spinor and the value
it would have if transplanted to the nearby point. That
is

V(@) pda” = [h(x) + ¢ (), da"] — [Y(z) — T (2)¢(z)dz”]
= [Y(@), + ' (2)¢(2)]dz",

11[}H1/ = 7/}|1/ + FD"/) = (au + Fu)d} = Dvd}

Here the double slash denotes a covariant derivative.

Since the spinor covariant derivative must transform as a

vector under coordinate transformations and as a spinor

under Lorentz transformations of the tetrad basis, we
have

(4.4)

(4.5)

(4.6)

ox"
o
¢||,L — ax,#SleM
It follows from (4.6) and (4.7) that the spin connections
must transform according to
ox¥

I, = M[SFVS*1 - S5,871.

(4.7)

(4.8)



The transformation (4.8) is formally similar to that of
the Christoffel symbols, the affine connections used for
vector covariant derivatives.

The covariant derivative of an adjoint spinor follows
easily from that of a spinor in (4.6); we ask that the
inner product vy of a spinor y and an adjoint spinor
be a scalar and thus have a covariant derivative (@X)H "
equal to the ordinary derivative (@[_Jx)| > and we also ask
that the product rule hold for both the ordinary and the
covariant derivatives. The result is

Vi = Pl — Y0 (4.9)
The same idea leads to the covariant derivative of a
gamma matrix; we ask that the expression (@[717“)()||a be

a second rank tensor and that it obey the product rule
of differentiation, and find from (4.6) and (4.9)

’)/ﬁw = ’yili) + { wﬂ(f }’yg + [va’yu]'

(4.10)
This expression plays an important role in obtaining the
spin connections in the next section.

5. COVARIANT DIRAC LAGRANGIAN AND
DIRAC EQUATION

In this section we give a covariant Lagrangian and ob-
tain the covariant Dirac equation. We also get a relation
between the spinor and its adjoint and evaluate the spin
connections.

The choice of a covariant Dirac Lagrangian L, and its
associated density L, is rather obvious from the flat space
Lagrangian in (3.1),

L = ap(iv" 1), — map) + b(—ithy " — dm)y,
=L

Coupling to the electromagnetic field will be included
later. The v* denotes the covariant Dirac matrices (4.3)
throughout this section. The Dirac equations for the
spinor and the adjoint spinor follow directly as the Euler-
Lagrange equations of the Lagrangian density £ with 1
and 1) treated as independent variables,

(5.1)

(a+b)(iy" 9y, — map) + ibﬂy‘ﬁuzp =0
(@ + b) () i7" + m) + iagyty, = 0.

The spin connections, unspecified up to this point, may
be chosen so that the divergence of v* vanishes, fy‘fw =0.
The covariant Dirac equation is then the obvious gener-
alization of the flat space equation (3.1). The spin con-
nections will be obtained below. Also for symmetry and
later convenience we choose henceforth a = b= 1/2.
Next, as in flat space in section 3, we ask that there be
a relation between the adjoint and the spinor, 1 = ¥ M,

such that (5.2a) and (5.2b) are consistent. Manipulating
(5.2a) we get for the adjoint,

—it A — WM MA* — i A —pm = 0,

=My M, T,=M'TfM.  (53)
We then compare (5.3) with (5.2b), written as
it " + T — Ym =0, (5.4)

and see that M must satisfy the following two equations

At =t = MMM, (5.5a)

I, =T,=M"'T,'M+M| M (5.5b)

Eq. (5.5a) may be written in terms of flat space 4° as

-t
efj’yb = 6ZM*1’yb M.

(5.6)
Thus it is obvious that we should ask 4° = M _17bTM , as
in flat space (3.2), so we choose M ~! = M = 4°. Then
the derivative of M is zero, and it is easy to verify that
the choice M~ = M = 4" also satisfies (5.5b).

Our remaining task is to obtain spin connections I',.
To do this we make the natural demand that +* have a
null covariant derivative, so from (4.10)

Vo =V T { a”ﬁ }vﬁ + [Ta,7"] = 0. (5.7)

This guarantees that the divergence vanishes, fy*f = 0,
as we have already mentioned. However it is a stronger
demand analogous to the demand that the metric have
a null covariant derivative, which forces the affine con-
nections to be Christoffel symbols. Note also that T',, is
obviously arbitrary up to a multiple of the identity, which
we will suppress henceforth.

To solve (5.7) we express v* in terms of flat space gam-
mas 4° as in (4.3) and rewrite (5.7) as

65\\0(’?17 + [Faa ’AYb]‘fZ =0. (58)

Multiplying this by the inverse tetrad matrix we get

sc . ~b
[Fm'?/t] = —€;€§||a7 . (5‘9)
We next note the well-known commutation relation
on the sigma matrices, which are defined as 6% =

/254,

~ab ~a, be

[62,9°] = 2i(¥*n"® — 4"n™).

- (5.10)

From (5.10) it is evident that we should seek a solution

that is proportional to §2° times a product of the tetrad
and its derivatives. It is easy to verify that the choice
{ .

T, = —epel 67,

L€hChla (5.11)



satisfies (5.9) and thus serves as the spin connection.

We thus have obtained a generally covariant theory in
which the Lagrangian, the Dirac equations, the relation
of the spinor to its adjoint, and the spin connections are
generally covariant and consistent.

Finally we include coupling to the electromagnetic field
via minimal coupling, that is by substituting iD, —
iD,, —eA,; this gives the complete covariant Lagrangian

L= 20"y — ) + 5 (it — )y

—eA, 0y, (5.12)

N | =

We will study the weak gravitational field limit of this in
the next section.

6. LINEARIZED THEORY FOR WEAK
GRAVITY

In this section we use the results of section 5 for covari-
ant spinor theory to work out the weak field linearized
theory. This is done by setting up an appropriate tetrad
and using it to expand the Lagrangian (5.12) to low-
est order in the metric perturbation. The result is that
there are three interaction terms in the Lagrangian, the
first associated with the spin coefficients and the second
with the alteration in the v* caused by gravity. Remark-
ably the first vanishes in the linearized theory, while the
second corresponds to an interaction via the energy mo-
mentum tensor, as intuition should suggest. The third
term is a cross term between the weak gravity and elec-
tromagnetic fields.

In a space with a nearly Lorentz metric (2.1) it is natu-
ral to choose a tetrad that lies nearly along the coordinate
axes,

eq = 0 +wh, el;:(sly)fwzbn (6.1)
where w# is a small quantity to be determined. From
the fundamental tetrad relation (4.2) it follows that we
should choose w,, = —(1/2)h,, and thus have a tetrad
and y* matrices given by

g =05 — (1/2)hg,
=106 — (1/2)Rg]Y" = 4" = (1/2)hey*.

Since Greek tensor indices and Latin tetrad indices are
intimately mixed in the linearized theory we will not dis-
tinguish between them in this section.

To evaluate the spin connections (5.11) with the tetrad
(6.2) we need the Christoffel symbols and the covariant
derivatives of the tetrad to first order in h,,,

(6.2)

{ o b=y g - n

Hw
e = 1/2) (0! 10 = hyl).- (6.3)

From (5.11), (6.2) and (6.3) we obtain the spin connec-
tions,
1

~ab
thbMU .

{
— _ v 5
r,= 1 6bvCaliud

ab ~

(6.4)
Thus the Dirac Lagrangian (5.12) becomes,

L= IE(W“UJW - m¢) + %(_ir&\pﬁ/ﬂ - &mﬁﬁ - 6AM1Z”Y”1/)
ST, — B — 1,7

1 e
+ §huaAy«’(/}’y ’(/}7

SN |

(6.5)

with T', given in (6.4). The first line is the Dirac La-
grangian in flat space (3.1a), and the other three terms
are gravitational interactions that we now address.

The first interaction term in the second line of
(6.5), due to the spin connections, contains the anti-
commutator {4*,I',}. With the use of the symmetry
of h,,, the Dirac algebra (3.1c), and the operator iden-
tity [AB,C] = A{B,C} — {A,C}B it is straightforward
to verify the following two expressions,

hyunla 6% = i(h%, — hip)AY,
hub\aa’ab;}ﬂu = Z(h|b - hab|a>ﬂ/b7 (66)

and thereby see that

{310} = Jhua{3",6°"} = 0. (6.7)
Thus the interaction term containing the spin connec-
tions in (6.5) vanishes, which is a remarkable simplifi-
cation. It should be stressed that this is only true to
first order, and the spin connections will generally be of
interest in the nonlinear full theory.

There remains in the Lagrangian (6.5) only interac-
tions due to the modification of the 4* by gravity in
(6.2); L may now be written as

1 1, - - T
L = SO0 dy = mv) + 5 (=it 3" — bm) — eA, 93"y
1 Ao/ -7 T\ 20
= Mol (W, — eAu) — (W + eAup)77Y). (6.8)
The quantity in brackets in (6.8) is twice the appro-
priately symmetrized energy-momentum tensor 7% for
the Dirac field interacting with the electromagnetic field;

that is, the gravitational interaction Lagrangian may be
expressed as

1 1- 1 .- -
Lic = —§h“a[§¢“?a(w|u - BA;W) - 5(“/)“1 + €Au¢)?a¢]
- 7%hmT”°‘. (6.9)

The energy momentum tensor is discussed further in Ap-
pendix B.



The interaction (6.9) consists of the inner product of
the field h,, with the conserved energy-momentum ten-
sor T"; this coupling is in close analogy with the elec-
tromagnetic coupling between the field A, and the con-
served current j* = eiy*1) in (6.8). Feynman has em-
phasized this analogy and developed a complete “flat
space” gravitational theory, with gravity treated as an
“ordinary” two index (spin 2) field and formulated by
analogy with electromagnetism, at least to lowest order
[23]. The geometric interpretation of gravity is thereby
suppressed or ignored. Weinberg has similarly stressed
that the geometric interpretation of gravity is not es-
sential [15, 23]. Schwinger also has used a similar and
probably equivalent non-geometric methodology called
source theory to obtain the standard results of general
relativity theory, including the precession of a gyroscope
due to the gravitomagnetic field [29]. However there is a
problem with relating the geometric and non-geometric
viewpoints, in that the Euler-Lagrange field equations are
based on the Lagrangian density £ = /gL = (14 h/2)L
and not the Lagrangian L, so there is an additional in-
teraction term (h/2)L in the geometric theory that is not
present in the non-geometric theory; the equivalence of
the Feynman approach to the linearized geometric ap-
proach is thus spoiled whenever the additional term does
not vanish.

The difference between the Dirac equation per our
geometric development and that which one would ob-
tain from the non-geometric approach is easy to see.
The Dirac equation that follows from (6.8) with £ =
(1+h/2)L is

V(i) — eAy) —my

1
= Shu A" (i) — eA"y) + <h’t,w hiy)id" . (6.10)
The last term on the right containing k|, would not be
present in the non-geometric approach. This will be dis-
cussed further in section 7.

In summary of this section, the Lagrangian (6.8) con-
tains the interaction of the Dirac field with the electro-
magnetic field to all orders and the interaction with the
gravitational field only to lowest order; (6.10) is the cor-
responding Dirac equation. We will discuss the interac-
tion energies further in the following section in which we
consider the non-relativistic or low velocity limit of the
theory.

7. NON-RELATIVISTIC LIMIT

We wish to use the results of the previous sections to
obtain a non-relativistic limit of the theory and calcu-
late in a simple way some interesting properties of a spin
1/2 particle such as the electromagnetic g-factor and its
gravitomagnetic analogue. The most familiar approach
to this problem is to work with the upper two compo-
nents of the Dirac wave function as we did in section 3,
and take the non-relativistic limit [18, 28]. However the

alternative approach we use in this section is conceptu-
ally simpler and avoids the problems of renormalization
and Hermiticity that occur in the approach of sec. 3.
The basic idea is to integrate the interaction Lagrangian
over 3-space to get the interaction energy, then put the
energy expression with Dirac 4-spinors into a form using
Pauli 2-spinors, all in the low velocity limit [30].

In this section we will always work in nearly flat space
with Lorentz coordinates; the Dirac v* will be those of
flat space and no hat will be used. Moreover for simplicity
we will work in the Lorentz gauge for both the electro-
magnetic and GEM fields, and take both the Coulomb
potential A? and the Newtonian potential ¢ to have neg-
ligible time dependence; that is A = -V . A =0 and
4¢ =V -h=0. This is appropriate for electromagnetic
interactions in atoms and GEM interactions on the earth.

To illustrate the method we first consider only the elec-
tromagnetic interaction in flat space; the results will be
the same as those in section 3, in particular g, = 2. The
interaction Lagrangian and the interaction energy are,
from (6.8),

Lipy = —eAu(vy"y) =
AEEM = 7/L[EMCZ31‘.

—Au ", (7.1a)

(7.1b)

(I denotes interaction and EM electromagnetic.) For
the Dirac 1) we use a convenient device, an expansion in
terms of free positive energy Dirac wave functions on the
mass shell. That is

[eipaw”‘

u(p, 5)l;

s=1,2

EQ — P =Fmd (1)
The positive energy wave functions do not form a com-
plete set, but the approximation (7.2) should be quite
good for distances much larger than the Compton wave-
length, i/m; (7.2) is our fundamental assumption. A key
idea in the calculation is to express the Dirac 4-spinor
u(p, s) in terms of a Pauli 2-spinor x; [30],

- o« |[E+M 1
e Pt u(p,s) = e " < &7 >x‘- (7.3)
2m E+117M ’

Correspondingly we express the non-relativistic Pauli
wave function as

\I/—Z/

s=1,2

3f P, 8)eP "y (7.4)

In terms of the above expressions (7.2) and (7.3) the in-
teraction energy (7.1b) is

d3 d3 /
AEpy = Z / ',

s,s'=1,2

)1 (p, 5)

o [ dacr Pl s) A (75)



The bracket in (7.5) corresponds to scattering of a free
Dirac spinor by an external field, which is equivalent
to scattering by an infinitely heavy source particle. It
contains all the information about the spin interaction
and corresponds to the diagram in fig. 7.1: the parti-
cle leaves the wave function blob with 3-momentum p),
scatters from the external field via the QED vertex am-
plitude into momentum 1;’ , and then reenters the wave
function blob. The electron remains on the mass shell,
corresponding to zero energy transfer, which is consistent
with a non-relativistic wave function. We denote the 4-
momentum transfer by ¢, = p;L — pu, with go =0 . The
magnitude of the allowed 3-momentum transfer ¢ is lim-
ited by the width of the function f(p,s) in momentum
space.

FIG. 1: The electron in the wave function scatters from the
field and back into the wave function.

It is now straightforward to calculate the bracket in
(7.5). We split it into 2 parts, u = 0 for the electric
interaction and p = j for the magnetic interaction. For
the electric part we have

e/d3xeiq‘*ma Aou(p’, 8" )7 u(p, )
o a E+m c-p I
=e [ d*zelt=" A b, G5 | X
e [ dae 0( 2m )X[ E+M] | 75 |
:e/d?’xeiqaraAo
t [E
XS’ *+
m

The first term in the bracket in (7.6) is the obvious charge
coupling to the Coulomb field. The second and third
terms may be simplified. First, because there is no energy

q-p
2m(E 4+ m)

iTxp-0
] Xs- (7.6)

2m(E 4+ m)
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transferred p? = p’~, from which it follows that - ¢ =
—@2/2. Secondly the vector ¢ multiplying the exponential
may be replaced by iV operating on the exponential,
after which integration by parts allows us to replace it

with —iV operating on the function Ag; that is we may
replace ¢Ag — —iV Ag. Thus the second term vanishes
since V2A4y = 0 in a charge free region for the Lorentz
gauge. What remains is, to order 1/m?,

e / d® et Aot(p', s )7 u(p, s)

_ / d3€tiIa

+ e — T =
[e(XS/Xs)AO + WVAO Xp- (xs/oxs)} . (7.7)

The second term in (7.7) is clearly a fine structure cor-
rection, which we mentioned in sec. 4 and which will not
concern us further [28].

The p = j magnetic part of the interaction in (7.5) is
handled in exactly the same way as the electric part. We
have

e / dPre’®=™" Au(p’, s )y u(p, s)

o E
= e/d?’xezq“"’/’ Aj < —|—m>
2m
1 I 5';5’ 0 o’ ﬂ]
XS/ ’E—l—m O__] 0 EO'+1:n Xs
:/deeiqa;c“Aj( (& )XI,[UJ55+5ﬁUJ]XS

2m

- e ()

Xl,[Zﬁ-Z+§~g+i§xE~&]xs.

(7.8)

We then replace ¢ — —iV as discussed above and see
that the second term in the bracket vanishes in a gauge
with V- A = 0, and we are left with

e / e’ Aup, s )y u(p, s)
= —/d?’xeiq‘”a (i) XL [25- A4V x A-&]xs
2m

= —/dsxeiq“’:“

At 4 B (e
o Ao + 5B ()| (7.9)

Finally we combine (7.7) and (7.9) and substitute into
(7.5) to obtain, to order 1/m,

Pp dPp
28ou= 3 [ Gl 0 )50)
s,8'=1,2
ig.g]xs

/dga:e*i(’;,fm'fxi, [eAg — Eﬁ A -
m 2m

:/d%\w[er - %ﬁ A- %é -G, (7.10)

This is the same result that we obtained in (3.10) of
section 3, so we have thus verified that our present ap-
proach reproduces the usual result for the electron g-
factor, g, = 2.



We now work out the non-relativistic limit of the grav-
itational interaction in (6.8), following the same proce-
dure as for the electromagnetic interaction; we will not
include the product of the electromagnetic and gravita-
tional fields, that is the cross term in (6.8). The algebra
is a bit lengthier but equally straightforward. As with
the Lagrangian and energy for the electromagnetic case
in (7.1) we have for the gravitational case

1 .
Lic = —EhWT*“’, AEqg = —/chd%, (7.11)

where TH" is given in (6.9), I denotes interaction and G
denotes gravity. It is convenient to write TH” in close
analogy with the electromagnetic current, as

THe = %a(%i?ﬂ)w (7.12)

Note the relation between the electromagnetic and the
gravitational interactions,

Ay b2, 4o fw(%%”). (7.13)

Then AEg is, in analogy with (7.5),

Z /d3 d3/

s,8'=1,2

£ f(p,8) (M /2)

v

/d%w%ﬁ@“m¢§w%w+%pmn@. (714)
As with the electromagnetism calculation we split the
gravitational interaction into two parts, the gravitoelec-
tric for hgy = hij; = 2¢ and the gravitomagnetic for
hoj = hjo = k7. The gravitoelectric part of the bracket
in (7.14) involves the same spin products as encountered
with the electromagnetic calculation in (7.7) and (7.9),

and after some algebra we obtain, to order 1/m?,
([ ey, B+ )+ Yt 510

2
:/d3z6i(pafpa)z"x [(E b+ diSXp G)

(7.15)

A word is in order about the physical interpretation of the
gravitoelectric result (7.15). The term m¢ is of course the
expected Newtonian energy; the factor (1 + 2p%/m?) oc-
curs also in the analysis of a spin zero system in ref. [17],
and is approximately the Lorentz transformation factor
between the potential in the lab frame and the moving
frame of the particle; thus (1 + 2p%/m?)¢ is the Newto-
nian potential seen by the moving particle. The last term

in the bracket has the same form and is the gravitational
analog of the fine structure term in the electromagnetic
energy (7.7), except of course for the different coefficient.
We will not be concerned further with the higher order
terms in (7.15) and will henceforth keep only the lowest
order term ¢ in the bracket.

We turn finally to the gravitomagnetic part of the in-
teraction (7.14), which is our main interest in this work.
The gravitomagnetic part of the bracket, proportional to
h7, is

[/ dPre!Pa=Pa)r (1] /2)

a(@', )1V + ¢ /2) + Ev Yu(p, s)]

= ([ e ) 4 /20 2

+ E(h /2)a Yu(p, s)]. (7.16)

Note that the term ¢'- h will vanish by gauge choice, just
as the ¢- A term vanished for the electromagnetic case.
Then, using the same manipulations as previously on the
spin products we reduce this to

[ / el (s {0 (0

[/d?’mez(pa pa)e T {5 h+ Vxh ¥xs), (7.17)
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where we have neglected terms of higher order, that is
1/m?. Finally we combine (7.15) and (7.17) to obtain
the total energy

dS dS !
o= X [ G W0
s,8'=1,2
; / [e% - 1 —
[/d:ﬁxel(”a_p“)” xb(mo+5-h+ ZV x h-d)x]
- 1
/d%\lﬂ meo+p-h+ 1 - F)W. (7.18)

(Recall that the gravitomagnetic field is 0=V x l_i)
This is the main result of this section and is consistent
with the result of ref. [17] for a scalar particle.

Finally we note that since we have expanded the wave
function in terms of a free Dirac particle on the mass
shell (7.2) the free Dirac Lagrangian is zero and the extra
geometric interaction term (h/2)L discussed in section 6
vanishes.

8. GRAVITOMAGNETIC PHYSICAL EFFECTS

The result (7.18) is to be compared with the analogous
electromagnetic result (7.10). We see, of course, that
the Newtonian potential is the analog of the Coulomb
potential eA? and the gravitomagnetic potential is the
analog of the vector potential according to

eA® &5 me, (—e/m)A  h. (8.1)



We also see that the coupling of the spin to the gravit-
omagnetic field Q is only half the analogous electromag-
netic coupling. To make this most obvious we consider
a gravitomagnetic field O that is approximately constant

over the system so that we may choose h = (€ x 7)/2.
Then

1~ 1~
AEq :/di“':mlﬁ(qmz>+§ﬂxF.ﬁ+Z 7))
:/d3x\Pf(m¢+lﬁ~FXﬁ+}_’ i)\IJ
2 2 2
1~ - =
- / Patifmo + 30 (L + 5w (8.2)

Orbital and spin angular momenta couple in the same
way to the gravitomagnetic field, so the g-factor for grav-
itomagnetism is g, = 1 for both.

Hehl and Ni have studied a Dirac equation in an accel-
erated and rotating frame and find a similar coupling of
spin plus orbital angular momentum to the rotation rate
w, with the equivalence w <> 2/2[31].

From the correspondence between the magnetic and
gravitomagnetic couplings it is clear that since a
magnetic moment due to orbital angular momentum,
(e/2m)L, precesses at the Larmor frequency (eB/2m)
in a magnetic field B, the gravitomagnetic moment due
to both orbital and spin angular momenta will precess in
a gravitomagnetic field  with frequency 2/2. Thus pre-
cession of a quantum system should be the same as that
observed in the classical gyroscopes of the GP-B satellite
experiment [5]. It thus seems very likely that the preces-
sion rate is universal for any angular momentum system,
whether the angular momentum is classical or quantum
mechanical, orbital or spin.

For the surface of the earth the magnitude of the grav-
itomagnetic field is quite small, as estimated in ref. [17]
The field and the associated quantum energy are of order

Q~10"Brad/s, FEq=hQ~ 10"V, (8.3)
Experimental detection of such small quantum gravito-
magnetic effects in an earth-based lab would obviously
be difficult. Such an experiment might be performed
with an atomic interferometer. The atomic beam could
be split into two components with angular momenta
differing by AJ = h. Then, according to (8.2) the
two components would have energies differing by about
AE ~ QAJ =~ Qh and thus suffer phase shifts differing
by about Ay =~ AEt/h ~ Qt, where t is the time of
flight. For a typical ¢t = 1s this implies a phase shift of
order 10~'3rad, which is orders of magnitude less than
presently detectable [32].

In addition to the small size of gravitomagnetic effects
one might see in the laboratory there is a serious further
inherent difficulty in such experiments; a rotation of the
apparatus would in general have similar effects, as noted
above, and swamp the gravitomagnetic effects. Such ro-
tations would have to be controlled and compensated to
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very high accuracy as mentioned in the introduction and
in references [17][31]

A different aspect of gravitomagnetism is the effect of
angular momentum on the free fall motion of a body.
It has long been recognized that, according to general
relativity, bodies with internal structure or angular mo-
mentum do not exactly follow geodesics, and thus are not
appropriate test bodies; detailed corrections to the mo-
tion have been calculated [20, 33]. The effect on motion
is easily seen in the present context from the coupling in
(8.2) between the angular momentum J = L+ S and Q;
for both quantum and classical systems, AE = J; /2.
If © is inhomogeneous this implies a force on the system
in exactly the same way that a magnetic moment feels
a force in an inhomogeneous magnetic field [34]. Thus,
for example, 2 atoms with opposite spin directions in the
earth’s field will undergo different accelerations. The dif-
ference is easy to estimate; the force is the gradient of
the energy,

Fy = (1/2)Q5J- (8.4)

Thus we may estimate roughly, using (8.3) and J =
that the acceleration difference for an atom of mass m,
is

Ag = hQ/Rem, =107 %m/s?, (8.5)

where R, is the radius of the earth. As with the other ef-
fects we have discussed this is smaller (by about 9 orders
of magnitude) than has been even optimistically consid-
ered for testing the equivalence principle (EP) in earth
orbit, which is about 1072%g. For macroscopic spinning
bodies the angular momentum effect on motion has been
also been discussed, notably by Mashhoon and Everitt,
and the result is generally larger but still beyond the
reach of presently contemplated EP tests[34].

9. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We have developed the theory of a spin 1/2 Dirac par-
ticle in a Riemann space and its weak field limit in consid-
erable detail. In the low velocity limit for the particle the
energies due to the Newtonian or gravitoelectric field and
the frame-dragging or gravitomagnetic field take simple
and intuitive forms. The small gravitomagnetic effects
we have discussed would be quite difficult to detect, but
would be of fundamental importance.

The results of the LAGEOS and GP-B experiments
and the theoretical results of this paper and ref.[17] are
probably most important in establishing the validity and
consistency of general relativity and the gravitomagnetic
effects that it implies. Such effects are quite small
in earth-based labs and satellite systems, as is clear
from (8.3), but as noted in the introduction may play
a large role in astrophysical phenomena such as the
jets observed in active galactic nuclei, for which the
gravitomagnetic fields are much stronger [9].



Appendix A. THE INVERSE DIFFERENTIAL
OPERATOR

We briefly study the type of differential operator that
appears in (3.7) by solving the differential equation

Af+0f=(A+0)f =F
f=1), F=F),

where F'(z) is a given function that may be expanded as a
power series in the region of interest and A is a constant.
The solution of the homogeneous equation is

(A1)

fn = Ce=4% (C = arbitrary constant). (A.2)

The general solution of (A.1) is f; plus any particular
solution f,; for the particular solution we solve (A.1)

symbolically as,
). (A.3)

It is easily verified that operating with (A + J) on the
last parenthesis in (A.3) does indeed give F.

To further justify the above formal operations we may
solve (A.1) in a different way. An integrating factor is
easily seen to be e4%, so

_ a1 OF  PF
£y = (A+0) F_A<1 R

(e f) = e (A+0)f = e**F. (A4)
Integration then gives the general solution
f= e_Ax/e_A”/F(m')dm’ + Ce= 47, (A.5)

Since (A.1) is linear and F' is assumed to be expandable
in a power series we need only consider powers, F' = x".
Then we easily evaluate (A.5) using integration by parts,

to obtain
1 /2" na" ' nn-—1)2"2
f =1 (A T + 13 et 1)
+ Ce 47, (A.6)

This agrees with the solutions given in (A.2) and (A.3).

Appendix B. ENERGY MOMENTUM TENSOR
FOR THE DIRAC FIELD

We wish to obtain the energy momentum tensor for
a Dirac field in flat space, which occurs in (6.8) and
(6.9)[18]. We begin with the Lagrangian (3.1) for the
free Dirac field and work out the canonical energy mo-
mentum tensor according to the Noether theorem; it is,
up to a constant multiplier C,

oL oL -
— ), + —, — 4L
awluwl a¢\ﬂwl )

= Clavin"y, — by, iyt ep].

T, =C|

(B.1)
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where we have omitted the term proportional to L since
it is zero for a solution of the free Dirac equation. Using
the fact that the Dirac and the Klein-Gordon equations
are obeyed by 1 we calculate the two divergences of this
tensor to be

™), =0,

T, = C(b = a)[m?(Pir"v) — (P iy"yy,)].  (B.2)
If we choose b = a, as in the text, both divergences are
zero and the tensor has symmetry in ¥ and . Moreover
we may then consistently symmetrize T#” and have

T = i[@w%'” — ity

iyl — Plriyy). (B.3)

This has now been normalized so that in the low velocity
limit

T% ~ mapyp (B.4)

Finally, to include the electromagnetic field we use the
minimal substitution recipe i0,, — ¢0,, — eA,, to get

T = S — i i — i)

e A"y + ep Ay )] (B.5)

1
2
To verify the result (B.5) we may calculate the divergence

of T™ to find, after some algebra, that it gives the correct
Lorentz force,

™ = _jaFHa = _('J}'Yaw>Fua

= (B.6)
In the interaction Lagrangian (6.8) the energy momen-
tum tensor is contracted with the symmetric h,, so the
symmetrization in (B.5) is not relevant.
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