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We develop a general framework for calculating the leading-order, fully-relativistic con-

tributions to the gravitational phase shift in single-photon atom interferometers within the

context of linearized gravity. We show that the atom gradiometer observable, which only

depends on the atom interferometer propagation phase, can be written in terms of three

distinct contributions: the Doppler phase shift, which accounts for the tidal displacement

of atoms along the baseline, the Shapiro phase shift, which accounts for the delay in the

arrival time of photons at atom-light interaction points, and the Einstein phase shift, which

accounts for the gravitational redshift measured by the atoms. For specific atom gradiome-

ter configurations, we derive the signal and response functions for two physically-motivated

scenarios: (i) transient gravitational waves in the transverse-traceless gauge and, for the

first time, in the proper detector frame, and (ii) transient massive objects sourcing weak

and slow-varying Newtonian potentials. We find that the Doppler contribution of realistic

Newtonian noise sources (e.g., a freight truck or a piece of space debris) at proposed atom

gradiometer experiments, such as AION, MAGIS and AEDGE, can exceed the shot noise

level and thus affect physics searches if not properly subtracted.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Atom interferometry is a versatile and rapidly-developing experimental technique that can be used

for a wide variety of precision measurements [1]. For instance, atom interferometers (AIs) have been

used to measure fundamental constants [2–4], probe the foundational principles of general relativity [5–9]

and quantum mechanics [10–12], and test models of dark energy and modified gravity [13–16]. Atom

gradiometers (AGs), which consist of two spatially-separated AIs that are referenced by common lasers,

have also been proposed to detect gravitational waves (GWs) in the unexplored ‘mid-frequency band’ [17–

21], search for violations of the universality of free-fall [22] and measure time-varying corrections to atomic

transition energies induced by scalar ultralight dark matter [23–25].

In recent years, a number of ambitious AG experiments have been proposed as quantum sensors for

fundamental physics (see Ref. [26] for a recent review). These include large-scale terrestrial experiments,

such as AION [27], MAGIS [28], MIGA [29], ELGAR [30], and ZAIGA [31], and futuristic space-based

experiments, such as STE-QUEST [32] and AEDGE [33]. By overcoming a number of experimental

systematics, these experiments are expected to operate at the shot-noise level. However, fluctuations in

an atom’s local gravitational field, e.g. due to seismic waves [34] or Newtonian noise (NN) [35], may

significantly reduce the projected reach in the key (10−3 − 1) Hz frequency window. If left unmitigated,

these effects will dramatically limit the physics potential of these ambitious experiments.

Instead of cutting large sections of an experiment’s time series [35], it may be possible to subtract

the phase shift from transient sources of NN and recover an experiment’s shot-noise limited sensitivity

provided that this phase shift is known with sufficient precision. Depending on an experiment’s projected

reach, such a strategy may require a fully relativistic calculation. For example, a massive object traveling

with speed vs will induce a phase shift by accelerating the atoms, given by ∆ϕnon−rel ∼ keffaT
2 [36],

with keff being the maximum momentum difference between the two arms of an interferometer, T being

the interrogation time, and a being the acceleration of the atoms. This is typically calculated utilizing

only classical Newtonian mechanics. However, relativistic corrections are expected. Using dimensional

analysis and the invariance of general relativity under parity and time-reversal, the dominant relativistic

phase shift is expected to scale as ∆ϕrel ∼ vs∆ϕnon−rel. Although useful to estimate the size of the

effect, ∆ϕrel does not inform us of: (i) the coefficient of this phase shift term, which may be sequence-

dependent, and (ii) the shape of the power-spectrum associated with this phase shift, both of which can

only be inferred from a general-relativistic (i.e. general coordinate-invariant) phase shift calculation.

Several coordinate-invariant formalisms have been proposed [7, 37–40] and have been used to cal-

culate, e.g., the phase shift induced by gravitational waves [17, 18, 41] and static potentials (e.g. the

Earth’s gravitational field) [7, 37, 39, 40]. Notably, the formalism proposed in Ref. [37] defines all tunable

experimental parameters in a frame-independent manner, solves for the geodesics of the freely falling
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atomic wavepackets and laser pulses, and determines the momentum transferred to the atoms as a result

of atom-light interactions in the atom’s local interial frame. Although crucial for correctly predicting

the size of relativistic contributions to the phase shift, these formalisms are computationally cumber-

some when the number of interaction points exceeds O(1). This is especially relevant in proposed atom

gradiometer experiments employing large momentum transfer (LMT) such as AION and MAGIS, which

plan up to O(104) atom-light interactions per cycle.

Aside from these computational considerations, outstanding questions remain about the physical

interpretation of existing gauge-invariant frameworks for computing gravitational phase shifts, such as

the interpretation of AGs as gravitational antennas, or equivalently the mapping between AG and laser

interferometer observables. For example, Ref. [37] decomposes the gauge-invariant phase shift for a

single AI (and consequently for an AG) into three contributions: the phase shift associated with the

free-evolution of atomic wavepackets in spacetime (i.e. the propagation phase), the phase shift imprinted

by the laser pulses during atom-light interactions (i.e. the laser phase) and the phase shift associated

with the degree to which the two spatially-separated wavepackets do not overlap at the application of

the final beamsplitter pulse (i.e. the separation phase). As shown for GWs in Ref. [42] and recently

for more general metric perturbations via a proper time treatment in Ref. [43], the observable in laser

interferometers can be written as a sum of three distinct (and separately not diffeomorphism-invariant)

contributions: the time-delay caused by the tidal displacement of the mirrors along the baseline (i.e. the

Doppler time delay), the delay in the arrival time of photons at the mirrors (i.e. the Shapiro time delay),

and the time-delay due to the gravitational redshift measured by the beamsplitter (i.e. the Einstein time

delay). Since AGs have been proposed as gravitational wave interferometers, it should be possible to

extract these three contributions from the gauge-invariant AG phase shift. This endeavor would clarify

the interpretation of AGs as exquisite accelerometers [44] and time-keeping devices [45], and elucidate

the origin of the relativistic phase shift contributions in different frames.

In this work, we address these points by developing from first principles a simplified general

coordinate-invariant framework for calculating phase shifts in single-photon AGs. Since the metric

perturbation in the problems of interest is very small, we will work within the context of linearized

gravity. Additionally, as the motion of the atoms relative to the laser sources is highly non-relativistic,

we work to leading order in the atom velocity. Notably, for the case of AGs, we express the differential

phase shift in terms of contributions which are in one-to-one correspondence with the time-delays that

enter the laser interferometer observable: the phase shifts associated with the Doppler, Shapiro and

Einstein time delays. Equipped with this formalism, we compute the signal and response function

induced by two well-motivated physical scenarios: transient gravitational waves (GWs) and weak and

slow-varying Newtonian potentials sourced by transient massive objects. Since the form of the response

function depends on the pulse sequence, we will perform explicit calculations for gradiometers employing
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Mach-Zehnder and LMT configurations. Importantly, our examples highlight the gauge-invariance of

our framework (as explicitly shown in the GW calculation, which is performed in both the transverse-

traceless and the proper detector frame) and the accuracy of our formalism in reproducing existing

results in the literature in a more physically and computationally transparent fashion.

This paper is structured as follows. After reviewing the basics of atom interferometry, in section II

we introduce our general coordinate-invariant framework for computing gradiometer phase shifts in lin-

earized gravity. After deriving the basis for our formalism in section IIA, in section II B we introduce

the gradiometer observable and provide expressions for Mach-Zehnder and LMT gradiometer configu-

rations. As example applications, in section III we compute the phase shifts induced by gravitational

waves and slow-varying weak Newtonian potentials. In section IV we summarize the key results of this

paper. Appendices A–C support the calculations in sections II–III.

II. DERIVATION OF THE LEADING-ORDER GRADIOMETER PHASE SHIFT IN

LINEARIZED GRAVITY

Schematically, atom interferometers (AIs) utilize matter wave interference to detect the phase differ-

ence between two coherent atomic states in a spatial superposition. In order for an atom to be prepared

in a spatial superposition and then measured via matter wave interference, the trajectories of the atomic

wavepackets are manipulated using laser pulses. Most experiments rely on a two-level system where the

external momentum and the internal energy state of the atoms can be manipulated via Rabi oscillations

[46]. A laser pulse that interacts with the atom over a quarter of the Rabi cycle (a π/2-pulse) takes an

atom in one state to an equal superposition of two states, thus acting as a “beamsplitter”; a pulse over

half of the Rabi cycle (a π-pulse) reverses the state of the atom, thus acting as a “mirror” [47]. In this

paper, we focus on experiments that rely on two spatially-separated AIs operating common lasers and

single-photon transitions with energy separation ωa. We refer to these configurations as single-photon

atom gradiometers (AGs).

In order to correctly capture relativistic effects, which manifest through the dependence of dynamics

on the curvature of spacetime, it is of paramount importance to describe the interferometer sequence

and all experimental quantities in a frame-independent manner. Importantly, this guarantees that the

observable is free of gauge artifacts. Let us consider the description of atomic fountains (which we

assume in this work) in the language of general relativity (e.g. Ref. [37]). In these AI experiments, the

atoms are in free-fall. Provided that the radius of curvature is much larger than the wavepacket size, a

semi-classical treatment is sufficient. In this regime, atom trajectories are described in terms of timelike

geodesics, while photon trajectories are described in terms of null geodesics. The spacetime points at

which atom-light interactions occur can be solved in coordinate time and position. Furthermore, for the
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phase shift to be frame-independent, the coordinate times at which the laser pulses are emitted must be

related to the established time difference measured by an observer traveling along the laser’s worldline.

Finally, the four momentum of a pulse must be related to the frequency of the pulse at emission; this

four momentum is then evolved from emission to the designated atom-light interaction point, where the

atom’s recoil is computed in a local inertial frame.

Inspired by this description, in the following sections we provide a detailed derivation from first

principles of the gauge-invariant gradiometer phase shift. Importantly, our framework is valid to leading

order in a generic metric perturbation and correctly predicts the coefficients of phase shift terms that

are linear in the atom’s recoil velocity. Starting from the phase shift for a single AI, we show that

the single-photon AG observable can be reinterpreted in terms of coordinate time-delays that are well

understood in the context of laser interferometers: the Doppler, Shapiro and Einstein time-delays.

A. Propagation Phase Shift

Let us consider the semi-classical evolution of an atomic wavepacket |ψ⟩ in spacetime. In this regime,

the atom’s dynamics can be described in terms of the evolution of the atom’s center-of-mass (c.o.m.).

Consequently, solving the Schrödinger equation, |ψ⟩ ∝ exp(iS), where S is the action of the atom’s

c.o.m. [48]. In general relativity, the action of a massive point-like particle can be expressed in terms of

the proper time elapsed along particle’s timelike worldline [49]. Therefore, the phase difference associated

with the spacetime propagation of two spatially-separated wavepackets corresponds to the difference in

the actions evaluated along the worldlines of the two wavepackets’ c.o.m. from state initialization to

measurement. For a spacetime with metric gµν , the propagation phase is

∆ϕ =

∮

C
mdτ =

∮

C
m

√
−gµν

dxµ

dt

dxν

dt
dt , (1)

where m is the path-dependent mass of the atom, with m = mo and m = mo + ωa for ground and

excited states, respectively.1 The proper time along the atom’s worldline is defined as τ , which is not

to be confused with the coordinate time x0 = t, and the atom’s path-dependent four coordinate-velocity

is defined as dxµ/dt. We parameterize the atom’s evolution with respect to t and perform the loop

integral over the closed semi-classical path C. This path depends on: (i) the free evolution of the atomic

wavepackets between atom-light interaction points, (ii) the arrival time of laser pulses at atom-light

interaction points and (iii) the metric-dependent correction to the laser beam’s wave-vector, which leads

to a correction in the recoil of the atoms after atom-light interactions. Here, we assume that C is initiated

when the superposition of states is created (i.e. at the initial beamsplitter pulse) and closes when the

1 We work in natural units (i.e. ℏ = c = 1) and we use the convention ηµν = diag(−1,+1,+1,+1) for the flat spacetime

metric.



7

FIG. 1: Schematic spacetime diagram showing the atom trajectories used in deriving the framework.

The dotted yellow lines denote hypersurfaces defined by the initial beam-splitter pulse, the final beam-

splitted pulse, and the measurement. The unperturbed atom trajectory Co is schematically shown as

the dashed black lines. In the presence of a metric perturbation, the atom follows a geodesic C (purple),

which can be deformed into another geodesic C̃ (blue) that closes at the final beam-splitter. ∆xµ is

the separation of path C at the final beam-splitter pulse. λ parameterizes the atom geodesics, and the

deformation ξ(λ) is of order O(h) and only enters into the observable at O(h2). At O(hv), C̃ is a good

approximation for C in calculating the propagation phase shift.

interference pattern is measured. The latter should not be confused with the final beamsplitter used to

redirect the atomic states to the measurement ports.

Note that the full AI phase observable, ∆ϕ
∣∣
AI
, also depends on the laser phase ∆ϕlaser, which is

imprinted onto the atoms during atom-light interaction and arises from the linear coupling between the

photon field and the atom’s electric dipole [50]:

∆ϕ
∣∣
AI

= ∆ϕ+∆ϕlaser. (2)

In gradiometer setups featuring more than one AI referenced by the same laser, the AIs experience a

common laser phase which cancels out in a differential measurement.2 Since we focus on gradiometer

observables, we do not consider this effect further, though it is important to note that the laser phase

contribution is generally non-zero in single-AI setups.

For the relativistic effects considered in this work, it is sufficient to linearize the metric tensor, i.e.

gµν = ηµν + hµν , with hµν ≪ 1. By working at leading order in hµν and relating C to ancillary paths,

which we schematically depict in Fig. 1, a number of simplifications will arise. First, in the absence of

2 Since the radius of curvature considered in this work is much larger than the wavelength of the electromagnetic waves

driving the Rabi oscillations, it suffices to work in the limit of geometric optics. In this limit, the phase of electromagnetic

waves is constant along null geodesics and can be defined with respect to any timelike observer [49, 51]. For instance,

Ref. [37] defines this phase with respect to an observer traveling along the laser’s worldline.
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metric perturbations, gµν = ηµν , we assume that the atomic wavepackets travel along trajectories that

recombine at the application of the final beamsplitter pulse; we will refer to this path as Co. Second, as

alluded to above, we define C as the closed path traced by the atomic wavepackets in the presence of

a non-zero metric perturbation hµν ; however, while C is closed at measurement, it is no longer closed

at the final beamsplitter pulse. Finally, we define a third and fictitious path C̃, constructed from C

assuming the same metric perturbation hµν ; the initial conditions (e.g. atom velocity) are adjusted for

the path to close at the final beamsplitter pulse. Hence, generally C̃ ̸= C.

The advantage of introducing these ancillary paths is that, at leading order in the metric perturbation,

the phase shift along the true path C is equivalent to the phase shift computed along the unphysical

path C̃. This can be seen simply as follows. Let ξµ(λ) be the coordinate separation between the atom

geodesics in C and C̃, where λ ∈ [0, 1] parameterizes the atom worldlines and ξµ(0) = ξµ(1) = 0, since

both C and C̃ are closed with respect to state initialization and state measurement. Expanding in the

coordinate deviation ξ and defining L =
√
gµν ẋµẋν , where ẋ

µ = dxµ/dλ, the phase shift over the true

path C takes the form3

∆ϕ =

∮

C
mdτ =

∮

C̃
mdτ +

∫ 1

0
ξµ
(
d

dt

∂L

∂ẋµ
− ∂L

∂xµ

) ∣∣∣∣∣
R

dλ−
∫ 1

0
ξµ
(
d

dt

∂L

∂ẋµ
− ∂L

∂xµ

) ∣∣∣∣∣
L

dλ+O(ξ2)

=

∮

C̃
mdτ +O(ξ2) ,

(3)

where the left and right trajectories are marked by the L and R subscripts, respectively. The second and

third terms in the first line vanish because the atom worldlines in C̃ are geodesics, and hence extrema

of the action.

We next expand Eq. (3) to leading order in the metric perturbation, utilizing C̃ = Co + δC with

δC = O(h):

∆ϕ =

∮

C̃
m

√
−ηµν

dxµ

dt

dxν

dt
dt− 1

2

∮

Co

m√
−ηµν dxµ

dt
dxν

dt

hµν
dxµ

dt

dxν

dt
dt+O(h2) . (4)

Writing the phase in Eq. (4) to leading order in O(hv), we find4

∆ϕ =

∮

C̃
mdt−

∮

Co

mviδvidt−
1

2

∮

Co

mh00dt−
∮

Co

mh0iv
idt+O(h2, v2) , (5)

where δvi is the O(h) correction to the atom three velocity arising from free-falling atoms, obtained by

3 Note that, while we assume here that C is an exactly closed path at measurement in the presence of metric perturbations,

C is generally not precisely closed even at measurement. This leads to a correction to the phase shift which appears at

leading order in the metric perturbation h, but, importantly, is higher order in the atom recoil velocity (the difference in

the atom velocities in the two arms). It therefore does not affect our results, as we discuss in section IV.
4 Although this approximation is frame-dependent, we can always choose to work in a frame where v ≪ 1. The only possible

transformation from a frame where the atoms are non-relativistic to one where the atoms are moving at relativistic speeds,

and which does not spoil the gauge transformation in the metric in linearized gravity, is a Lorentz transformation. Such

a transformation is global and therefore boosts the entire laboratory apparatus, namely the atoms and the laser sources.
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solving geodesic equations5

δvi(t, x) = −
∫ t

t0

dt′ Γi
00(x, t

′) = −ηij
∫ t

t0

dt′
(
∂0hj0 −

1

2
∂jh00

)
+O(h2, v) , (6)

where Γµ
αβ is the Christoffel symbol in linearized gravity and t0 is the time at which the experiment

is initialized. We neglect the contribution to the atom’s recoil velocity after atom-light interactions

that arises from the O(h) correction to the photon’s wave-vector, since the leading-order correction is

proportional to v and therefore enters the observable at next-to-leading order.

The first term on the RHS of Eq. (5) corresponds to phase shift due to the deformation of the atom

trajectories from C0 to C̃. We allow for multiple pulses to divide each interferometer arm into path

segments labeled by k, so that this term can be written as

∮

C̃
mdt ⊃

∮

δC
mdt =

(∑

k∈E
ωa∆t

(k)

)∣∣∣∣∣
R

−
(∑

k∈E
ωa∆t

(k)

)∣∣∣∣∣
L

, (7)

where the leading order term is proportional to ωa since the rest mass contribution vanishes under a

loop-integral, i.e.
∮
C̃
modt = 0;6 hence we only sum over the excited segments, denoted as the set

E. As a result, only excited state path segments contribute to the phase shift in Eq. (7); this will be

very important in the calculations below. In Eq. (7), ∆t(k) is the O(h) coordinate time duration of the

k-th path segment, and path segments on both the right (R) and left arm (L) are summed over. The

overall minus sign in the left arm contributions originates from the loop integral. The coordinate time

corrections can be computed by solving for the intersection of atom and photon worldlines. Importantly,

these atom-light interaction points define the path segments. We label each path segment k by the laser

pulse that starts the sequence. The k-th segment is ended by the laser pulse labeled as k + 1, which

starts the subsequent segment k + 1. Denoting the perturbed initial and final times of the k-th path

segment as t̄(k)+ δt(k) and t̄(k+1)+ δt(k+1), the perturbed atom worldline as x̄i(t)+ δxi(t), the worldlines

of the photons as x̄i
γ(k)(t) + δxi

γ(k)(t) and x̄i
γ(k+1)(t) + δxi

γ(k+1)(t), with unperturbed quantities denoted

by overbars, and ni as the unit vector pointing along the baseline (considering the motion of both the

photons and atoms in a single spatial direction), the corresponding equation to solve is

ni

[
x̄i
(
t̄(k) + δt(k)

)
+ δxi

(
t̄(k)
)]

= ni

[
x̄i
γ(k)

(
t̄(k) + δt(k)

)
+ δxi

γ(k)

(
t̄(k)
)]

. (8)

Expanding Eq. (8) to O(h) and neglecting the unperturbed atom velocity (as the prefactor ωa in Eq. (7)

5 Recall that the coordinate four velocity is defined as dxµ/dt, where t is coordinate time. Hence, metric perturbations

can only affect the µ ∈ {1, 2, 3} components of this four vector, dxµ/dt = (1, vi + δvi), where δvi = O(h).
6 In symmetric configurations,

∮
Co

mdt = 0, so that
∮
C̃
mdt =

∮
δC

mdt.
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is parametrically O(v)), we find

δt(k) = (±)(k)ni

[
δxi
(
t(k)
)
− δxi

γ(k)

(
t(k)
)]

, (9)

where (±)(k) is taken to be +1 or −1 for outgoing or incoming photons (i.e. parallel or anti-parallel to

the baseline) interacting with the atom, respectively. Here we drop the overbars, which is valid to O(h).

The perturbed atom positions, δxi(t), are given by integrating Eq. (6), i.e.

δxi(t, x) =

∫ t

t0

δvi(t′, x) dt′ , (10)

and the perturbed photon trajectories, δxi
γ(k)(t), are given by solving the null geodesic condition, ds2 =

gµνdx
µdxν = 0, leading to

ni
d

dt
δxi

γ(k)(t) = (∓)(k)H(±)(k) , (11)

where we defined

H± ≡ 1

2

(
h00 ± 2h0in

i + hijn
inj
)
. (12)

Putting Eq. (10) and Eq. (11) into Eq. (9), the time shifts, ∆t(k), can thus be expressed as the sum of

Doppler and Shapiro time delays,

∆t(k) = δt(k+1) − δt(k) ≡ ∆t
(k)
D +∆t

(k)
S . (13)

The Doppler term is due to the atom’s motion under the metric perturbation as derived in Eq. (10):

∆t
(k)
D = ni

[
(±)(k+1)δx

i
(
t(k+1), x(k+1)

)
− (±)(k)δx

i
(
t(k), x(k)

)]
, (14)

with x(k) and x(k+1) being the unperturbed initial and final atom positions of the k-th and (k + 1)-th

path segment. The Shapiro term, which corresponds to the time delay accrued by the photon along its

geodesic as derived in Eq. (11), is given by

∆t
(k)
S = ∆T (±)(k+1)

S

(
t
(k+1)
L , x

(k+1)
L , x(k+1)

)
−∆T (±)(k)

S

(
t
(k)
L , x

(k)
L , x(k)

)
+∆t

(k)
laser , (15)

where we defined

∆T ±
S (t, x1, x2) ≡ ±

∫ x2

x1

H±
(
t± (x′ − x1), x

′) dx′ . (16)
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Here, the photons which interact with the atom at the k-th and (k+1)-th intersection are emitted from

the lasers at x
(k)
L and x

(k+1)
L , and t(k) − t

(k)
L ≡ (±)(k)

(
x(k) − x

(k)
L

)
with t

(k)
L the corresponding photon

emission time. The quantity ∆t
(k)
laser depends on the O(h) correction to the photon’s emission spacetime

points and cancels out in a differential measurement, as discussed in Appendix A.

The remaining three terms on the RHS of Eq. (5) only depend on the unperturbed path Co. By using

Eq. (6), these terms can be rewritten as

∆ϕE ≡ −
∮

Co

mviδvidt−
1

2

∮

Co

mh00dt−
∮

Co

mh0iv
idt

= −1

2

∮

Co

dtm

(
1 + vi

∫ t

t0

dt′∂i

)
h00 .

(17)

These contributions only depend on h00, and are thus identified as the Einstein term (i.e. time dilation

as measured by the atoms). We note that this phase shift can be significantly simplified if the metric

perturbation is spatially slow varying over Co, which allows it to be expanded as

hµν(t, xAI + xa) = hµν(t, xAI) + xia∂ihµν(t, xAI) +O(v2) . (18)

Here, the distance traveled by the atoms from their initial position is xia(t) ∝ vi and xAI is the unper-

turbed position of the AI at the start of the sequence. The expansion is valid when (vT )∂ihµν ≪ hµν ,

where T is the interrogation time, and holds for all examples considered in this work.7 With this

approximation and integrating by parts, Eq. (17) simplifies to

∆ϕE =

(∑

k∈E
ωa∆t

(k)
E

)∣∣∣∣∣
R

−
(∑

k∈E
ωa∆t

(k)
E

)∣∣∣∣∣
L

, (19)

where the non-vanishing contribution comes from the excited state segments, as the ground state con-

tribution sums to zero over the closed loop, and

∆t
(k)
E = −1

2

∫

C
(k)
o

h00(t, xAI)dt+O(v2) (20)

defines the Einstein time delay.

In summary, the propagation phase shift in Eq. (5) can be written schematically as

∆ϕ = ∆ϕD +∆ϕS +∆ϕE +O(h2, v2) , (21)

where the Doppler and Shapiro phase shifts originate from Eq. (7) with ∆t(k) given in Eq. (13), while the

Einstein phase shift originates from Eq. (17). The expressions of the Doppler, Shapiro and Einstein time

7 As an example, for gravitational waves with angular frequency ω, the condition is satisfied when ω ≪ (vaT )
−1 ∼

1GHz (10−9/va)(1 s/T ). This requirement is met by many orders of magnitude, as most proposed AI experiments are

not sensitive to gravitational waves beyond 1 Hz.
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delays are given in Eqs. (14), (15) and (20), respectively. Together with Eq. (19), Eq. (21) facilitates

the direct comparison between atom interferometer experiments, such as AION and MAGIS, and laser

interferometers, such as LIGO [52] and GQuEST [53]. Indeed, the time-delays that enter the atom

interferometer propagation phase also appear in laser interferometer calculations. The only difference

between the two propagation phase shifts is the physical origin of the frequency: in the case of atom

interferometers, the phase shift is proportional to the energy difference between the ground and excited

state; in the case of laser interferometers, the phase shift is proportional to the frequency of the laser

pulse traveling along the baseline. More broadly, the appearance of the Doppler and Shapiro time-delays

facilitates the analogy between the atom interferometers and the mirrors of a one-dimensional laser

interferometer. Furthermore, the appearance of the Einstein time-delay clarifies the analogy between

an atom interferometer and the beamsplitter in a laser interferometer. Finally, since we started with

the action for massive point-like particles (cf. Eq. (1)), the phase shift is manifestly invariant under

diffeomorphisms.

B. Doppler, Shapiro, and Einstein Phase Shifts for Atom Gradiometers

In an AG, the observable is the difference between the phase shifts measured by each AI, i.e. ∆ϕgrad ≡
∆ϕ
∣∣
AI1

−∆ϕ
∣∣
AI2

. Since the transitions in each AI are driven by common laser pulses, the gradiometer

observable exclusively depends on the difference between the propagation phase shifts of each AI and,

subsequently, on the difference between the coordinate time corrections between path segments, which

we refer to as gradiometer time delays. Without loss of generality, we can write the gradiometer time

delays for each segment k because the pair of laser pulses that start and end the path segment in a given

AI also start and end a path segment in the other AI. Restricting our attention to such configurations,

the O(h) correction to the laser’s motion cancels, as we carefully show in Appendix A. Pulling all parts

of the derivation together, the gradiometer phase shift for experiments using single-photon transitions

can be schematically expressed as

∆ϕgrad = ∆ϕgrad,D +∆ϕgrad,S +∆ϕgrad,E +O(h2, v2) ,

∆ϕgrad,D,S,E =
∑

k

∆ϕ
(k)
grad,D,S,E =

(∑

k∈E
ωa∆t

(k)
grad,D,S,E

)∣∣∣∣∣
R

−
(∑

k∈E
ωa∆t

(k)
grad,D,S,E

)∣∣∣∣∣
L

,
(22)

where the gradiometer time delay is expressed in terms of the single AI time delays ∆t
(k)
D,S,E (cf.

Eqs. (14), (15) and (20)) as

∆t
(k)
grad,D,S,E ≡ ∆t

(k)
D,S,E

∣∣∣
AI1

−∆t
(k)
D,S,E

∣∣∣
AI2

. (23)
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Since the ground state contribution vanishes over the loop, we only sum over the path segments where

the atoms are in the excited state.

Explicit expressions for the Doppler, Shapiro, and Einstein phase shifts can be extracted for par-

ticular configurations. In what follows, we provide analytical phase shift expressions for two popular

single-photon gradiometer designs: the Mach–Zehnder (MZ) and the large-momentum-transfer (LMT)

gradiometers. For convenience, we will describe both experiments in a frame where the lasers are at rest

in the absence of a metric perturbation.8 By convention, the right arm receives the initial momentum

deposition.

1. Mach-Zehnder Gradiometer

A MZ gradiometer employs a “π/2− π − π/2” sequence. At time t0, which is also the time at which

the atoms are released from their initial positions, a π/2-pulse is emitted from the laser to create an equal

superposition of ground and excited state in both interferometers. As a result of atom-light interactions,

the excited state wavepacket recoils with external momentum keff = ωa. At time t0 + T , the laser emits

a π-pulse, which swaps the atomic states in the arms of each AI, and reverts the relative momentum

between the two wavepackets in each AI. The two arms of the interferometer are redirected before the

application of a final beamsplitter pulse, which is emitted by the laser at time t0 + 2T and splits each

arm into an equiprobable superposition of ground and excited states. This is followed by the interference

measurement. The corresponding spacetime diagram is schematically depicted in the left panel of Fig. 2.

In this configuration, the atom spends half of the time in the excited state. Denoting the locations

of the two AIs as xAI1 and xAI2 = xAI1 + L and neglecting the distance between the laser source and

the first AI, the gradiometer time delays for pairs of excited state paths initiated by a pulse emitted at

unperturbed coordinate time t can be written as

∆tMZ
grad,E(t) = −1

2

[∫ t+T

t
h00(t

′, xAI1)dt
′ −
∫ t+T+L

t+L
h00(t

′, xAI2)dt
′
]
,

∆tMZ
grad,D(t) = ni

[
δxi(t+ T, xAI1)− δxi(t, xAI1) + δxi(t+ L, xAI2)− δxi(t+ T + L, xAI2)

]
,

∆tMZ
grad,S(t) =

∫ xAI2

xAI1

H+(t(x
′), x′)dx′ −

∫ xAI2

xAI1

H+(t(x
′) + T, x′)dx′ ,

(24)

where δxi is given in Eq. (10), and t(x′) ≡ t+x′−xAI1 is the coordinate time parameterizing the initiating

photon pulse. Using Eqs. (22)–(24), the Einstein, Doppler and Shapiro gradiometer phase shifts for an

experiment initiated at time t0 may be compactly rewritten as

∆ϕMZ
grad,E,D,S(t0) = ωa

(
∆tMZ

grad,E,D,S(t0)−∆tMZ
grad,E,D,S(t0 + T )

)
. (25)

8 One could also choose to describe the experiment in the mid-point trajectory frame [54].
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Equivalently, the three contributions may be expressed in the frequency domain. As we show in

Appendix B 1, the Fourier transforms9 of Eq. (25) can be compactly expressed as

∆ϕ̃MZ
grad,E(ω) = ωa T

2 ω2KMZ(ω)

[
− 1

2iω
h̃00(ω, xAI)e

iω(xAI−xAI1
)

]xAI1

xAI2

,

∆ϕ̃MZ
grad,D(ω) = ωa T

2 ω2KMZ(ω)
[
niδx̃i(ω, xAI)e

iω(xAI−xAI1
)
]xAI1

xAI2

,

∆ϕ̃MZ
grad,S(ω) = ωa T

2 ω2KMZ(ω)
[
∆T̃ +

S (ω, xAI1 , xAI)
]xAI1

xAI2

,

(26)

where ω is the angular frequency and ∆T̃ +
S is defined according to Eq. (16). Note that the detector

response function for the MZ pulse sequence,

KMZ(ω) = eiωT sinc2
(
ωT

2

)
, (27)

is suppressed at angular frequencies ω ≳ 1/2T and asymptotically becomes a pure phase factor at low

frequencies, as expected. Indeed, the AG integrates a time-varying signal over a time ∼ 2T , and therefore

acts as a low-pass filter with cut-off frequency ∼ 1/2T . Importantly, Eqs. (26)–(27) can be directly used

to calculate the power spectrum density of the total AG phase shift induced by an arbitrary metric

perturbation in a MZ gradiometer.

2. Large-momentum-transfer Gradiometer

The LMT sequence is a type of gradiometer that employs multiple “kicks” to increase an AI’s space-

time area, and therefore an AI’s sensitivity. In this configuration, the “beam-splitter sequence” and

“mirror sequence” consist of alternating laser pulses that are emitted from laser sources located at op-

posite ends of the baseline. Using the convention of Refs. [34, 41], a typical LMT sequence consists of

4n − 1 pulses, where n is even. The first “beam-splitter sequence” starts with a π/2-pulse emitted at

t0 by the laser source closest to the first AI; this is immediately followed by n− 1 consecutive π-pulses

which are emitted alternatingly from each laser and only interact with the right arm of each AI, thus

incrementally depositing momentum onto the atoms. This is achieved by tuning the laser’s frequency

to the Doppler-shifted narrow transition frequency of the target atomic wavepacket. After a time ∼ nL,

both paths are in the ground state with relative velocity nωa/mo. The “mirror sequence” consists of

2n− 1 consecutive π-pulses, the first of which is emitted at time t0 + T − (n− 1)L by the laser closest

to the second AI; the first set of n− 1 pulses interact with the right arm of each AI; the π-pulse emitted

at time t0 + T from the laser closest to the first AI interacts with both arms of each AI; the remaining

n− 1 pulses interact with the left arm of each AI, thus bringing the relative velocity between the right

9 Throughout the paper, we use the Fourier transform convention commonly adopted by the gravitational wave community.:

x̃(ω) =
∫∞
−∞ dt x(t)e−iωt and x(t) = (2π)−1

∫∞
−∞ dω x̃(ω)eiωt, where ω ≡ 2πf [55].
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FIG. 2: Spacetime diagram of a gradiometer with Mach–Zehnder pulse sequence (left) and n = 4 LMT

pulse sequence (right). The laser worldlines are shown with grey solid lines, while the pulses they emit

are shown as green beam-splitter π/2 or yellow π pulses; π pulses that affect one (two) arm(s) of the AI

are dashed (solid). Atoms in the ground state are shown with blue worldlines, while in the excited state

with red. The interaction with the atoms (marked with dots) of the π/2 pulses cause half of the atoms

(corresponding to one arm or the other) to flip from ground to excited (or vice versa), while the π pulses

cause all the atoms to flip (from ground to excited or vice versa). Note the LMT sequence features a

total of 4n− 1 laser pulses.

and left arms to −nωa/mo. The final “beam-splitter sequence” starts at time t0 + 2T − (n − 1)L and

consists of another n− 1 π-pulses that bring the paths together. This is followed by a final π/2-pulse at

time t0 + 2T , which recombines the paths for measurements. For concreteness, we depict the associated

spacetime diagram for n = 4 in the right panel of Fig. 2.

Unlike the MZ sequence, an atom in this configuration is predominantly in the ground state. Moreover,

the two AIs in the AG are not related by a simple spacetime translation. Therefore, the Einstein, Doppler

and Shapiro phase shift terms associated with a particular excited state path segment depend on two

factors: whether the path segment is initiated by a photon emitted by the laser located at xL1 or xL2 ,

and whether the path segment is along the left or right arm of a given AI. In these configurations, the

time difference between the emissions of the two common laser pulses defining a particular excited state

path segment is L.10 As shown in Fig. 2, the excited state segments can be grouped into “beam-splitter”

and “mirror” sequences. Elements of these sequences can be classified as “>” or “<” segments, based on

whether the excited state segments are initiated by a pulse from xL1 or xL2 , respectively. The spacetime

diagram also illustrates that an excited state pulse along an arm of an AI is followed by n/2− 1 excited

state path segments, all of which are initiated by pulses from the same source.

10 We assume that the second laser pulse is emitted immediately after the first pulse, which initiated an excited state path

segment, reaches the position of the second laser.
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Similar to the MZ configuration, each “arm” in an LMT configuration that interacts with the laser

pulses alternates between excited and ground state with each atom-light interaction. For each “beam-

splitter” and “mirror” sequence, the path segments are labeled by k, which runs from 0 to n−1, with even

and odd values of k labeling excited and ground state path segments, respectively. This enables us to

assign the coordinate time label tk(t, xAI) to each atom-light interaction point for atoms at unperturbed

position xAI that interact with the k-th laser pulse in a given “beam-splitter” or “mirror” sequence

beginning at time t, i.e.

tk(t, x) = t+ kL+ (±)(k)

(
x− x

(k)
L

)
, (28)

where x
(k)
L is the location of the laser source that emits the k-th pulse, and (±)(k) corresponds to the

direction of the k-th laser pulse. An “outgoing” pulse is defined to be parallel to the AG baseline n̂ and

takes the sign “+”, while an “incoming” pulse is anti-parallel to the baseline and takes the sign “−”. In

an LMT sequence, a pair of laser pulses that define a path segment always consists of two consecutive

pulses from opposite ends of the baseline. There are two possible combinations of laser pulse pairs: “>”

consists of an outgoing-incoming pair, and “<” consists of an incoming-outgoing pair. We define the

gradiometer time delays for a path segment initiated by a pulse from xL1 (i.e. a “>” segment) to be

∆t
(k)
grad,D,S,E

∣∣
L1
. In this case, pulse k is emitted from x

(k)
L = xL1 and is outgoing (i.e. (±)(k) = +1),

while pulse k + 1 is emitted from x
(k+1)
L = xL2 and is incoming (i.e. (±)(k+1) = −1). Similarly, the

gradiometer time delays for a path segment initiated by a pulse from xL2 (i.e. a “<” segment) is written

as ∆t
(k)
grad,D,S,E

∣∣
L2
. In this case, pulse k is emitted from x

(k)
L = xL2 and is incoming (i.e. (±)(k) = −1),

while pulse k+1 is emitted from x
(k+1)
L = xL1 and is outgoing (i.e. (±)(k+1) = +1). With this convention,

the gradiometer time delays can be written as:

∆t
(k)
grad,E(t)

∣∣∣
L1,L2

= −1

2

[∫ tk+1(t,xAI)

tk(t,xAI)
h00(t

′, xAI)dt
′

]∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

,

∆t
(k)
grad,D(t)

∣∣∣
L1,L2

= ni

[
(±)(k+1)δx

i(tk+1(t, xAI), xAI)− (±)(k)δx
i(tk(t, xAI), xAI)

]∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

,

∆t
(k)
grad,S(t)

∣∣∣
L1,L2

=

[
∆T (±)(k+1)

S

(
t+ (k + 1)L, x

(k+1)
L , xAI

)
−∆T (±)(k)

S

(
t+ kL, x

(k)
L , xAI

)] ∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

.

(29)

Notice that, differently from the Einstein time delay, the Doppler and Shapiro time delays originate from

photon propagation and are therefore sensitive to the direction of the laser pulses. See App. B 2 for a

spelled-out form of the equation. Furthermore, since the observable only depends on excited state path

segments, Eq. (29) is evaluated for even k only.

Let us now consider the gradiometer phase shift for an experiment initiated at time t0. In this case,
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sets of “>” excited states segments are initiated at times t0 and t0 + T , while sets of “<” excited states

segments are initiated at times t0 + T − (n − 1)L and t0 + 2T − (n − 1)L. Using Eqs. (28)–(29), the

Einstein, Doppler and Shapiro contributions may be compactly expressed as

∆ϕLMT
grad,E,D,S(t0) = ωa

n−2∑

k=0
even

(
∆t

(k)
grad,E,D,S(t0)

∣∣∣∣
L1

+∆t
(k)
grad,E,D,S(t0 + T − (n− 1)L)

∣∣∣∣
L2

−∆t
(k)
grad,E,D,S(t0 + T )

∣∣∣∣
L1

−∆t
(k)
grad,E,D,S(t0 + 2T − (n− 1)L)

∣∣∣∣
L2

)
,

(30)

which can be summed to produce the overall gauge-invariant LMT observable.

Interestingly, the summation over the excited state segments can be performed explicitly in the

frequency domain, leading to a closed-form expression (see Appendix B 2 for a derivation). Indeed, the

three contributions to the AG phase shift may be compactly rewritten as

∆ϕ̃LMT
grad,E(ω) =

1

2
keff T

2 ω2KMZ(ω)

×
[
− 1

2iω
h̃00(ω, xAI)

(
K+

LMT(ω)e
iω(xAI−xL1

) −K−
LMT(ω)e

iω(xL2
−xAI)

)]xAI1

xAI2

,

∆ϕ̃LMT
grad,D(ω) =

1

2
keff T

2 ω2KMZ(ω)

×
[
niδx̃

i(ω, xAI)
(
K+

LMT(ω)e
iω(xAI−xL1

) +K−
LMT(ω)e

iω(xL2
−xAI)

)]xAI1

xAI2

,

∆ϕ̃LMT
grad,S(ω) =

1

2
keff T

2 ω2KMZ(ω)

×
[
K+

LMT(ω)∆T̃ +
S (ω, xL1 , xAI)−K−

LMT(ω)∆T̃ −
S (ω, xL2 , xAI)

]xAI1

xAI2

.

(31)

The structure of the individual phase shift contributions resembles that of the MZ case, as is evidenced

by the presence of the MZ response function KMZ(ω) (cf. Eq. (26)). However, unlike the MZ case, the

individual gradiometer phase shift contributions contain additional response functions, which depend

on the laser beams’ direction of propagation and on the number of LMT kicks n. These LMT-specific

response functions are defined in terms of experimental parameters as

K±
LMT(ω) =

sinc(nωL/2)

sinc(ωT/2)





sinc(ω[T−(n−2)L]/2)
sinc(ωL)

(
1− (n−2)L

T

)
for outgoing photons (+) ,

sinc(ω[T−nL]/2)
sinc(ωL)

(
1− nL

T

)
for incoming photons (−) .

(32)

Notably, these response functions give rise to an additional parametric suppression of the signal for

frequencies ω ≳ 1/nL. Furthermore, the combination of the LMT response functions in Eq. (31) further

suppresses the Einstein gradiometer phase shift relative to the Doppler and Shapiro contributions. One

can best observe this in the low frequency limit and for n≫ 1: in this regime, K+
LMT+K−

LMT ≈ 2 K+
LMT

and K+
LMT −K+

LMT ≈ 2L/T . Hence, ∆ϕ̃LMT
grad,E(ω) receives an additional L/T suppression.
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III. APPLICATIONS

Equipped with the formalism introduced in the previous section, we now compute the leading order

phase shift in both MZ and LMT configurations for two well-motivated examples: a transient gravita-

tional wave (GW) and a slow-varying weak Newtonian potential.

A. Gravitational Waves

The first application that we consider in this work is the signal induced by a transient GW. By

working in different frames and with different single-photon gradiometer configurations, we demonstrate

that our result: (i) is invariant under general coordinate transformations and (ii) accurately reproduces

results from the literature. Here, we note that an analogous calculation in these two gauges, within the

context of a laser interferometer, is well documented in the literature (see, e.g., Ref. [56]).

1. Transverse-traceless Gauge

Firstly we compute the phase shift in the transverse-traceless (TT) gauge. Assuming that the GW

propagates in the z direction, in TT-gauge the metric tensor perturbation takes the form

hTT
ij (t, z) =




h+ h× 0

h× −h+ 0

0 0 0




ij

cos (ωg(t− z) + θ) . (33)

Here, i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3}, h× and h+ are the amplitudes of the two polarizations, ωg is the GW angular

frequency, and θ is the phase of the GW at (t, z) = (0, 0) [56]. Without loss of generality, we set the

gradiometer at z = 0 and the baseline in the x-direction. To make contact with the literature, we work

in the very long-baseline limit, i.e. L = xL2 − xL1 ≈ xAI2 − xAI1 . In this gauge, the Einstein phase shift,

which only depends on h00, vanishes (cf. Eq. (17)). The Doppler phase shift, which depends on both

hi0 and h00 through the atom’s geodesic equation, also vanishes (cf. Eqs. (6), (10) and (14)), regardless

of the gradiometer configuration. Hence, in this gauge, the phase shift can only depend on the Shapiro

time delay.

Let us first focus on the simpler MZ gradiometer configuration. Making use of Eqs. (24)–(25), the

leading order phase shift in this gauge takes the simple form

∆ϕMZ
grad(t0) = −2h+Lωa sinc

(
ωgL

2

)
sin2

(
ωgT

2

)
cos

(
ωgt0 + ωg

(
T +

L

2

)
+ θ

)
, (34)
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whose amplitude can be rewritten as

∣∣∆ϕMZ
grad

∣∣ = 2h+Lωa

∣∣∣∣sinc
(
ωgL

2

)∣∣∣∣ sin2
(
ωgT

2

)
. (35)

Similarly, using Eqs. (28)–(30), the phase shift induced by a transient GW in an LMT gradiometer

takes the form

∆ϕLMT
grad (t0) =− 2h+Lkeff sinc

(
nωgL

2

)
sin

(
ωgT

2

)
sin

(
ωg (T − (n− 1)L)

2

)

× cos

(
ωgt0 + ωg

(
T +

L

2

)
+ θ

)
,

(36)

where keff = nωa. The amplitude of the signal can be rewritten as

∣∣∆ϕLMT
grad

∣∣ = 2h+Lkeff

∣∣∣∣sinc
(
nωgL

2

)
sin

(
ωgT

2

)
sin

[
ωg (T − (n− 1)L)

2

]∣∣∣∣ . (37)

Notably, Eqs. (35) and (37) agree with previous results from the literature [18, 41]. Furthermore, our

result highlights the origin of the effect in TT-gauge: since test masses in free-fall are unaffected by a

transient GW in TT-gauge, the effect of interest appears solely through the delay in the arrival time of

photons between the two AIs.

This analysis can also be repeated in the frequency domain. Using the master equation for the MZ

configuration (cf. Eq. (26)), the Fourier transform of the Shapiro time delay (cf. Eq. (16)) and the

time-dependence of the GW’s phase, we find that the MZ phase shift takes the form

∆ϕ̃MZ
grad(ω) = −ωaT

2ω2KMZ(ω)∆T̃ +
S (ω, 0, L)

= −π
2
ωah+Lω

2T 2KMZ(ω) sinc

(
ωL

2

)
eiθeiωL/2δ(ω − ωg) ,

(38)

where we restricted our attention to positive frequencies. Similarly, using the master equation for the

LMT configuration (cf. Eq. (31)) the gradiometer phase shifts in the frequency domain can be expressed

as

∆ϕ̃LMT
grad (ω) = −1

2
keff T

2 ω2KMZ(ω)
(
K+

LMT(ω)∆T̃ +
S (ω, 0, L) +K−

LMT(ω)∆T̃ −
S (ω,L, 0)

)

= −π
4
keffh+Lω

2T 2 sinc

(
ωL

2

)
eiθeiωL/2KMZ(ω)

[
K+

LMT(ω) +K−
LMT(ω)

]
δ(ω − ωg) .

(39)

Importantly, after some algebra, one can show that Eqs. (38) and (39) agree exactly with the Fourier

transform of Eqs. (34) and (36), respectively, thus validating the form of the master equations in sec-

tion II B.
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2. Proper Detector Frame

To explicitly verify that our result is invariant under general coordinate transformations, we now

repeat the GW calculation in the gradiometer’s proper detector frame. The coordinate system in this

frame is constructed along the worldline of a freely-falling (i.e. non-accelerating) observer by extending

spacelike vectors orthogonal to the observer’s four-velocity [57]. In this frame, the metric takes the form

ds2 = (−1 + ĥ00)dt
2 + ĥ0idtdx

i + (1 + ĥij)dx
idxj , (40)

where the components of the metric perturbation tensor are defined as

ĥ00 = −
∞∑

r=0

2

(r + 2)!
R̂0m0n,k1···krx

mxnxk1 · · ·xkr ,

ĥ0i = −
∞∑

r=0

2(r + 2)

(r + 3)!
R̂0min,k1···krx

mxnxk1 · · ·xkr ,

ĥij = −
∞∑

r=0

2(r + 1)

(r + 3)!
R̂imjn,k1···krx

mxnxk1 · · ·xkr .

(41)

Here, the comma preceding the indices k1 · · · kr denotes differentiation with respect to these coordinates

and the hat above any function implies that this function is evaluated along the observer’s worldline xobs

e.g.,

R̂µνρσ,k1...kr ≡ ∂rRµνρσ

∂xk1 . . . ∂xkr

∣∣∣∣
x=xobs

, (42)

with Rµνρσ = (∂ν∂ρhµσ +∂µ∂σhνρ−∂µ∂ρhνσ −∂ν∂σhµρ)/2 the Riemann tensor in linearized gravity [58].

In this frame, xi is the spacelike separation between the observer’s worldline and an arbitrary spacetime

point at fixed time; setting xi = 0 we recover the metric of flat spacetime. Importantly, the Riemann

tensor is invariant (element-wise) under gauge transformations to leading order in the metric pertur-

bation. Therefore, without loss of generality, we may evaluate it in TT-gauge. Since the gradiometer

probes test mass dynamics along a single spatial component, and we assumed that the GW travels in

the z-direction with the atoms at z = 0 and moving only along the x-direction (i.e. i = 1), one can

easily show that the metric tensor perturbation in this frame takes the especially simple form [59]

ĥµν = ĥTT
00 ,

ĥTT
00 = −(xi)2R̂TT

0i0i =
x2

2
∂20h

TT
11 = −

ω2
gx

2

2
h+ cos(ωg(t− z) + θ) .

(43)

From the results of section B, we observe that in this frame all contributions to the gradiometer phase

shift are non-zero.
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Using Eq. (43), we compute the phase shift for the MZ and LMT pulse sequences in the proper

detector frame. Using our master equations and working in the limit xAI2 − xAI1 ≈ L, the Doppler,

Shapiro and Einstein phase shift contributions to the MZ observable take the form

∆ϕMZ
grad,D(t0) =− 2h+Lωa sin

2

(
ωgT

2

)
cos (ωgt0 + ωg(T + L) + θ) ,

∆ϕMZ
grad,S(t0) = + 2h+Lωa sin

2

(
ωgT

2

)
cos (ωgt0 + ωg(T + L) + θ)

− 2h+Lωa sinc

(
ωgL

2

)
sin2

(
ωgT

2

)
cos

(
ωgt0 + ωg

(
T +

L

2

)
+ θ

)

+ h+L
2ωaωg sin

2

(
ωgT

2

)
sin (ωgt0 + ωg(T + L) + θ) ,

∆ϕMZ
grad,E(t0) =− h+L

2ωaωg sin
2

(
ωgT

2

)
sin (ωgt0 + ωg(T + L) + θ) .

(44)

Adding the three contributions, we exactly recover Eq. (34), as desired. To gain a better understanding

of the effects induced by a transient gravitational wave on the AG, it is advantageous to take the limit

ωgL≪ 1 and isolate the leading order phase shifts in Eq. (44). Explicitly,

∆ϕMZ
grad,D(t0) = −2h+Lωa sin

2

(
ωgT

2

)
cos (ωgt0 + ωgT + θ) +O(ωgL) ,

∆ϕMZ
grad,S(t0) =

1

3
h+ L

3ωaω
2
g sin

2

(
ωgT

2

)
cos(ωgt0 + ωgT + θ) +O(ω3

gL
3) ,

∆ϕMZ
grad,E(t0) = −h+L2ωaωg sin

2

(
ωgT

2

)
sin (ωgt0 + ωgT + θ) +O(ω2

gL
2) .

(45)

From Eq. (45), the hierarchy of contributions is evident: in this frame, the Doppler phase shift dominates,

while the Einstein and Shapiro phase shift are subdominant, with the latter being further suppressed

with respect to the leading order Einstein phase shift. This can be understood as follows. In the PD

frame, the effect of a GW can be described in terms of Newtonian forces. Indeed, ∂20x
i = hTT

ij x
j/2, which

follows from the geodesic deviation equation [56]; in turn this implies that ĥ00 = xiai, where a
i ≡ ∂20x

i

is the acceleration induced by the gravitational wave on photons and atoms. In NR computational

frameworks (e.g. [60]), the leading order phase shift due to forces acting on atoms scales as keffaT
2.

Hence, the Doppler phase shift contribution, which precisely accounts for the O(h) acceleration of the

atoms in the AG, recovers this term at leading order.11 The Einstein and Shapiro contributions are

pure GR effects, since the latter depends on the rest mass correction of excited state path segments

while the former depends on the finite speed of light. It is therefore unsurprising that these effects are

parametrically suppressed with respect to the leading order Doppler phase shift.

The calculation for the LMT pulse configuration follows analogously. Using the definitions in sec-

11 In the limit ωT, ωL ≪ 1, the amplitude of the leading order contribution to the Doppler phase shift is h+Lωaω
2T 2/2.

By making the identification a ≡ h+Lω
2/2, we recover the desired result. Note that this also agrees with Eq. (26) in the

limit ωg → 0.
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tion IIA, the gradiometer phase shift contributions take the form

∆ϕLMT
grad,D(t0) = 2

h+Lωa

sin (ωgL)
sin

(
nωgL

2

)
sin

(
ωgT

2

)

×
{
sin

(
ωgt0 + ωg

(
nL+ T

2

)
+ θ

)
− cos(ωgL) sin

(
ωgt0 + ωg

(
3T − (n− 2)L

2

)
+ θ

)}
,

∆ϕLMT
grad,S(t0) = −2h+Lkeff sinc

(
nωgL

2

)
sin

(
ωgT

2

)
sin

(
ωg (T − (n− 1)L)

2

)
cos

(
ωgt0 + ωg

(
T +

L

2

)
+ θ

)

+ h+L
2ωgωa sin

(
nωgL

2

)
sin

(
ωgT

2

)
sin

(
ωgt0 + ωg

(
3T − (n− 2)L

2

)
+ θ

)

− 2
h+Lωa

sin (ωgL)
sin

(
nωgL

2

)
sin

(
ωgT

2

)

×
{
sin

(
ωgt0 + ωg

(
nL+ T

2

)
+ θ

)
− cos(ωgL) sin

(
ωgt0 + ωg

(
3T − (n− 2)L

2

)
+ θ

)}
,

∆ϕLMT
grad,E(t0) = −h+L2ωgωa sin

(
nωgL

2

)
sin

(
ωgT

2

)
sin

(
ωgt0 + ωg

(
3T − (n− 2)L

2

)
+ θ

)
.

(46)

As for the MZ case, the sum of the terms in Eq. (46) exactly recovers the TT-gauge result in Eq. (36).

In the long wavelength limit, the result exhibits interesting features. Explicitly,

∆ϕLMT
grad,D(t0) = −2h+Lkeff sin2

(
ωgT

2

)
cos (ωgt0 + ωgT + θ) +O(ωgL) ,

∆ϕLMT
grad,S(t0) =

1

3
h+ L

3ω2
gkeff sin2

(
ωgT

2

)
cos(ωgt0 + ωgT + θ) +O(ω3

gL
3) ,

∆ϕLMT
grad,E(t0) = −1

2
h+L

3keffω
2
g sin

(
ωgT

2

)
sin

(
ωgt0 +

3ωgT

2
+ θ

)
+O(ω3

gL
3) .

(47)

While the Shapiro and Doppler contributions are structurally equivalent to their respective contributions

in Eq. (45), the leading-order LMT Einstein phase shift term is further suppressed by a factor of L/T

in the limit ωT ≪ 1, as anticipated at the end of section II B for a generic metric perturbation.

In summary, we explicitly showed that, for a transient GW, the phase shift obtained in TT-frame

agrees with the observable computed in the PD frame. Furthermore, the results obtained using our sim-

plified framework agree with previous work. This confirms the gauge-invariant nature of the gradiometer

observable derived in section II.

B. Slow-varying Weak Newtonian Potential

It is challenging to correctly account for the GR contributions to the gradiometer phase shift induced

by a moving point mass, as a fully covariant treatment is often algebraically involved, and unfeasible for

complicated configurations such as the LMT sequence. However, with the simplified formalism derived

in Sec. II, we can obtain the leading order O(hv) contributions to the gradiometer phase shift arising

from a slow-varying and weak Newtonian potential in a tractable manner, which can be used to model
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Newtonian noises from passing planes or trains, as well as to study transient signals from new physics.

In the presence of a weak Newtonian potential Φ and in the rest frame of the source, the metric in

harmonic gauge takes the form

ds2 = −(1 + 2Φ)dt2 + (1− 2Φ)dxidxi , (48)

where i = 1, 2, 3 and we make use of the Einstein summation convention. In a frame where the source is

moving at a constant velocity vs with its amplitude vs ≪ 1, to leading order the metric takes the form

ds2 = −(1 + 2Φ)dt2 − 8Φvs,idx
idt+ (1− 2Φ)dxidxi , (49)

which differs from Eq. (48) in so far as h0i = hi0 = −4Φvs,i ̸= 0. For a derivation, see Appendix C. In

the weak field limit, potentials that are sourced by different bodies can be added linearly. This allows

us to conveniently choose an inertial frame at rest in the Earth’s gravitational field.

Unlike signals from periodic sources (e.g., GW, ultralight bosonic fields), transient signals from a

moving Newtonian potential do not factorize into signal strength and response function in the time

domain, making it challenging to understand the signal frequency dependence and analyze the detector

sensitivity. Therefore, we directly work in the Fourier domain, where the factorization of the detector

response is more straightforward. As the source of the Newtonian potential can move in a general

direction, it is necessary to express the result in three spatial dimensions. For simplicity, in this section,

we also assume that the two AIs are located at two ends of the baseline, i.e. xAI1 = xL for the MZ

sequence, and xAI1 = xL1 , xAI2 = xL2 for the LMT sequence. The direction of the baseline is defined by

n.

Let us first focus on the MZ configuration. Following Eq. (26), the total phase shift in Fourier space

reads

∆ϕ̃MZ
grad(ω) = ωa T

2KMZ(ω)

{
−ω2∆T̃ +

S (ω,xAI1 ,xAI2)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Shapiro

+
[
n · (∇− 4 iω vs)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Doppler

−iω
]

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Einstein

[
Φ̃(ω,xAI1)− eiωLΦ̃(ω,xAI2)

]}
.

(50)

Here, the Shapiro time delay is expressed in terms of Eq. (16) with the metric perturbation introduced
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in Eq. (49), i.e.

∆T +
S (t,xAI1 ,xAI2) = −2(1 + 2vs · n)

∫ L/2

−L/2
Φ

(
t+

L

2
+ x′,xmid + x′n

)
dx′

∆T −
S (t,xAI2 ,xAI1) = −2(1− 2vs · n)

∫ L/2

−L/2
Φ

(
t+

L

2
− x′,xmid + x′n

)
dx′ , (51)

where we have changed the integration variable and defined xmid ≡ (xAI1 + xAI2)/2 as the midpoint of

the baseline.12 Inspecting the frequency dependence in Eq. (50), at low frequencies (i.e. ωT, ωL ≪ 1),

the signal is dominated by the difference in the gradient of the potential evaluated at the location of the

two AIs, i.e. the acceleration gradient. Recalling the asymptotic behavior of the MZ response function,

the total phase shift is approximately

∆ϕ̃MZ
grad(ω) ≈ ωaT

2 n ·
[
∇Φ̃(ω,xAI1)−∇Φ̃(ω,xAI2)

]
, (52)

which agrees with the familiar leading order non-relativistic phase shift [36].

Similarly, for an LMT sequence, following Eq. (31), the total phase shift in the Fourier space induced

by a slow-varying Newtonian potential reads

∆ϕ̃LMT
grad (ω) = keff T

2KMZ(ω)
1

2

{
−ω2

[
K+

LMT∆T̃ +
S (ω,xAI1 ,xAI2) +K−

LMT∆T̃ −
S (ω,xAI2 ,xAI1)

]

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Shapiro

−iω
[(
K+

LMT − eiωLK−
LMT

)
Φ̃(ω,xAI1)−

(
K+

LMT − e−iωLK−
LMT

)
eiωLΦ̃(ω,xAI2)

]

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Einstein

+n · (∇− 4 iω vs)
[(
K+

LMT + eiωLK−
LMT

)
Φ̃(ω,xAI1)−

(
K+

LMT + e−iωLK−
LMT

)
eiωLΦ̃(ω,xAI2)

]

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Doppler

}
,

(53)

where it is understood that K±
LMT are functions of frequency as given in Eq. (32). Notice that

lim
ω→0

K+
LMT(ω) = 1− (n− 2)L

T
, lim

ω→0
K−

LMT(ω) = 1− nL

T
. (54)

At low frequencies (i.e. ωT, nωL≪ 1), the phase shift is therefore dominated by

∆ϕ̃LMT
grad (ω) ≈ keff T

2

(
1− (n− 1)L

T

)
n ·
[
∇Φ̃(ω,xAI1)−∇Φ̃(ω,xAI2)

]
. (55)

Notice that this result differs from the MZ phase shift by a factor of (1 − (n − 1)L/T ). This can be

attributed to the effective spacetime area enclosed by a single AI. In an LMT sequence, because of

12 This quantity is equivalent to Eq. (16).
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FIG. 3: The square root of the power spectral density,
√
Sn(ω) ≡

√
ω/2π|∆ϕgrad(ω)|, induced by a

moving Newtonian noise source. The left panel shows a freight truck with massM = 103 kg, velocity vs =

25 km/h, and impact parameter b = 100 m, moving near a terrestrial, single-photon atom gradiometer

(AG) utilizing the large-momentum-transfer (LMT) pulse sequence with baseline L = 1 km, interrogation

time T = 1.7 s, and n = 2500. Experimental parameters align with advanced designs potentially used

in future vertical gradiometers such as AION-100, MAGIS-100, and AION-km (see Table 1 in Ref. [34]).

The right panel depicts a piece of space debris with mass M = 104 kg, velocity vs = 10 m/s, and

impact parameter b = 100 m, passing by a space-based AG, also utilizing the LMT sequence, with

baseline L = 4.4 × 107 m, interrogation time T = 150 s, and n = 250. These parameters match the

proposed AEDGE experiment [33]. Both setups employ the clock transition (5s21S0↔5s5p3P0) in Sr-

87 with an angular transition frequency ωa = 2.70 × 1015 Hz. The source’s impact parameter spans

an angle of 45◦ with the baseline. Individual contributions from the Einstein (green), Doppler (blue),

and Shapiro (orange) effects, as derived in Eq. (53), are illustrated. The estimated level of shot noise,√
Sn(f) ∼ 10−5 Hz−1/2, is plotted in grey for comparison. The low-frequency behaviors of the dominant

contributions are shown in sky blue. Finally, the characteristic frequencies of the noise spectrum and

the response functions, ω = vs/b and ω = 2π/T , are plotted in black for reference.

the incremental velocity boost, the maximum separation between atom paths is ∆x ∝ keff
(
T − (n −

1)L
)
instead of ∆x ∝ keffT . Hence, the enclosed spacetime area receives a correction proportional to

(n− 1)L/T with respect to the MZ case.

To better understand the impact of Newtonian noise on the spectrum of an AG experiment, we use the

results from this section to compute the power spectral density of the gradiometer phase, which is defined

as Sn(ω) ≡
√
ω/(2π)|∆ϕ̃grad(ω)|2 [55]. As an example, in the left panel of Fig. 3, we plot the square root

of the PSD induced by a freight truck with a mass M = 103 kg, an impact parameter b = 100m from

the nearest AI, and a constant velocity vs = 25 km/h. Experimental parameters are derived from Table

1 in [34] to align with advanced designs that are potentially achievable by future experiments employing

the LMT pulse sequence, such as AION-km. The estimated shot noise level is shown for comparison.
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The contributions from Doppler, Shapiro and Einstein term are individually displayed. As expected, the

spectrum is dominated by the Doppler term, which far exceeds the noise floor for ω ≲ 2π × 10−2 Hz

and would therefore impact a terrestrial experiment’s projected reach, e.g., to mid-frequency GWs. At

low frequencies, the dominant phase shift contribution of the Doppler phase shift originates from the

first AI as |∆ϕgrad| ∼ keffT
2(2GM/bvs)|b̂ · n̂|, where (2GM/bvs) is the characteristic amplitude of the

acceleration caused by a transiting source with impact parameter b, as indicated in Fig. 3, where we

show the analytic scaling with a cyan dotted curve. The Shapiro contribution is the most subdominant

and is parametrically suppressed by v2s compared to the Doppler term due to its nature as a relativistic

correction. Finally, the Einstein contribution is parametrically suppressed by ∼ vs(L/T ) compared to the

Doppler term. All contributions scale as power laws at low frequency, and are exponentially supressed

at high frequency above ω ∼ vs/b, which is the (inverse) characteristic time-scale of the moving source.

It is worth exploring whether the Einstein and Shapiro terms can surpass the shot noise floor in a

more futuristic setup. In the right panel of Fig. 3, we show the PSD for a piece of space debris with

mass M = 104 kg, an impact parameter b = 100 m from the nearest AI, and a constant velocity vs = 10

m/s relative to a space-based AG. The small relative velocity could arise from both the debris and the

AG orbiting at similar altitudes above Earth’s surface. Experimental parameters are chosen to match

the AEDGE proposal [33]. As indicated by Eq. (53), the Einstein spectrum peaks at ω ∼ vs/b, with

∆ϕE ∼ 2keffLTω(GM/vs). An estimate with this formula naively suggests that the Einstein contribution

might exceed the noise floor for certain realistic Newtonian noise parameters. However, the response

functions, KMZ(ω) and K
±
LMT(ω) as defined in Eq. (27) and Eq. (32), introduce additional suppression

factors of (ωT )−1 for frequencies beyond ω ∼ 2π/T , which suppresses all contributions at the naively

expected peak spectrum frequency. The sin(ωT ) term in the response functions is also responsible for

the choppiness in the shape of the spectrum for frequencies ω ≳ 2π/T . Consequently, it is unlikely that

the Einstein contribution to a realistic Newtonian noise will be significant in any experimental search. A

similar conclusion can be drawn for the Shapiro contribution, which, although not suppressed by factors

of L/T , is further suppressed by a factor of vs. It is important to note that while noise sources with a

larger vs could be considered, the peak frequency of these sources is greater than 2π/T , thereby further

suppressing the noise amplitude, and thus can be neglected.

IV. DISCUSSION & CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have developed a simplified gauge-invariant formalism for calculating the leading-

order gravitational phase shift at O(hv) in a single-photon atom gradiometer under the influence of a

generic metric perturbation. We have found that the leading-order contributions can be fully accounted

for by the rest mass correction of the atom excited states and can be conveniently written in terms of
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Doppler, Shapiro, and Einstein time delays in analogy with laser interferometers.

We applied this formalism to MZ and LMT gradiometer configurations, and we calculated the grav-

itational signals from GWs and slow-varying weak Newtonian potentials in these experiments. Our

calculations of the GW phase shift are performed in both the TT gauge and the proper detector frame.

Our result confirms the gauge-invariance of the leading-order phase shift and agrees with the literature

[18, 41]. In the proper detector frame, the Doppler phase shift gives the familiar ∆ϕ ∝ keffaT
2 with

an acceleration induced by GW in the long wavelength limit ωgL ≪ 1. We also derived the signal of a

slow-varying weak Newtonian potential in the frequency domain and calculated the response functions

for both the MZ and LMT configurations. We found that in the laser’s rest frame, the dominant effect

comes from the Doppler phase shift, which gives the keffaT
2 scaling in the low frequency regime; the

Einstein contribution receives a vsL/T suppression.

The formalism presented in this paper is valid to O(hv). Extending the range of validity to higher

order in the atom velocity and the metric perturbation requires a punctilious analysis, which we leave

to future work. For instance, to calculate effects at O(v2) or O(h2), one would need a more careful

and precise treatment of the separation phase and atom paths, as well as the momentum transferred in

atom-light interactions. In our derivation, we assumed that the physical path C is closed; to achieve this

in the laboratory, prior knowledge of the metric is required. In practice, however, this is not possible

for the type of searches envisaged in this work. Consequently, the atom’s worldlines are not expected to

overlap at the moment the measurement is performed. In this case, the phase shift for each AI in the

gradiometer set-up receives a correction ∼ p̄µ∆X µ commonly known as the separation phase. Here, p̄µ is

the average four momentum of the two wavepackets being recombined at a particular measurement port

and ∆X µ is the coordinate separation between the two wavepackets on the null hypersurface defining

the measurement. Following the same arguments from section IIA, ∆X µ is zero in the absence of a

metric perturbation, and both ∆X µ and p̄µ vanish in the limit of zero recoils. Hence, the correction

from this separation phase enters the observable at O(hv2). Furthermore, the corrections to the atom’s

initial conditions in C̃ also enter the observable at O(hv2), as do the corrections to the atom recoil

velocities due to the photons’ propagation in curved spacetime and the initial launch velocity of the

atoms. Finally, the equivalence between the phase shift evaluated over C and C̃ only holds at leading

order in the metric, so an extension of our formalism to O(h2) would require a careful treatment order

by order in perturbation theory.

Although we have restricted our attention to vertical gradiometers employing single-photon tran-

sitions, our results can also be modified to predict the observable in AG experiments which utilize

horizontal baselines and two-photon transitions (e.g. MIGA, ELGAR and ZAIGA). In these types of

experiments, the baseline is perpendicular to the initial launch velocity of the atoms and the transition

from ground to excited state (and vice versa) is driven by two counter-propagating laser beams which in-
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teract with a particular atomic wavepacket almost synchronously. As a result, the emission times of two

pulses are interrelated. However, following the same arguments presented in Appendix A, the observable

is not sensitive to O(h) corrections to the laser pulse emission times; therefore, only the unperturbed

emission times would have to be carefully chosen.

In conclusion, the formalism developed in this paper opens exciting new avenues for future studies.

For example, our simplified framework, and especially the gradiometer phase shift expressions presented

in this work, can assist with the development of Wiener filters in atom gradiometer experiments to

mitigate Newtonian noise from nearby traffic (air crafts, trains, etc.) and well-monitored seismic activity.

Additionally, because of the generality of our framework insofar as the form of the metric perturbation is

concerned, the key results of our work can be used to study signatures of new physics, such as macroscopic

dark matter, which we explore in a companion paper [61], and more exotic signatures, such as violations

of general coordinate invariance.
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Appendix A: Shapiro and Doppler Phase Shifts in Single-Photon Atom Gradiometry

In atom gradiometers utilizing single-photon transitions, the Shapiro and Doppler phase shifts are

manifestly independent of the dynamics of the laser. This is due to the fact that a laser pulse that starts

an excited state segment of one atom interferometer will also start the excited state of the other atom

interferometer, and those excited state segments are ended by another common laser pulse. To see this

explicitly, we consider the Doppler and Shapiro phase shifts for an arbitrary excited state path segment.

Throughout this appendix, we use overbars to identify unperturbed quantities, and denote O(h)

corrections to coordinates by δt and δx. Let us first consider a gradiometer configuration with a single

laser (e.g. a Mach-Zehnder gradiometer). For simplicity, let us set the baseline along the x-direction (i.e.

i = 1). Let (tIL, x
I
L) = (t̄IL+ δtIL, x̄

I
L+ δxIL) be the spacetime point at which the laser pulse that initialises

the excited state paths in both AIs is emitted. This pulse will drive the transition from ground to

excited state in the first and second AI at (tI1, x
I
1) = (t̄I1+δt

I
1, x̄

I
1+δx

I
1) and (tI2, x

I
2) = (t̄I2+δt

I
2, x̄

I
2+δx

I
2),

respectively. Let (tFL , x
F
L ) = (t̄FL + δtFL , x̄

F
L + δxFL ) be the spacetime point at which the laser pulse

that drives the transition from excited to ground state is emitted. This second pulse will drive the

transition from excited to ground state in the first and second AI at (tF1 , x
F
1 ) = (t̄F1 + δtF1 , x̄

F
1 + δxF1 ) and

(tF2 , x
F
2 ) = (t̄F2 + δtF2 , x̄

F
2 + δxF2 ), respectively. We show this diagrammatically in the left panel of Fig. 4.

Since photons travel on null geodesics, the O(h) corrections to the coordinate time at which the atom

and laser worldlines intersect are given by

δtI,F1,2 = δtI,FL +

∫ δxI,F
1,2

δxI,F
L

dx′ +

∫ x̄I,F
1,2

x̄I,F
L

H+(t̄
I,F
L − x̄I,FL + x′, x′)dx′ +O(h2) , (A1)

where we introduced H+ in Eq. (12) with n = x̂. Note the appearance of the O(h) correction to the

spacetime points at which the photons are emitted, which in turn gives rise to the ∆t
(k)
laser term in Eq. (15).

From Eq. (22), the sum of the Shapiro and Doppler phase shifts for this particular excited state path

segment is given by

∆ϕ
(⋆)
grad,D +∆ϕ

(⋆)
grad,S = ωa

(
δtF1 − δtI1

)
− ωa

(
δtF2 − δtI2

)
= ωa

(
δtI2 − δtI1

)
− ωa

(
δtF2 − δtF1

)
. (A2)

Combining Eq. (A1) with Eq. (A2), it immediately follows that the δtL and δxL terms cancel out (i.e.

the gradiometer observable is insensitive to ∆t
(∗)
laser). Furthermore, from the linearity of integration, it

also follows that the integration limits do not depend on δxL. Explicitly,

δtI,F2 − δtI,F1 =

∫ δxI,F
2

δxI,F
1

dx′ +

∫ x̄I,F
2

x̄I,F
1

H+(t̄
I,F
L − x̄I,FL + x′, x′)dx′ . (A3)
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FIG. 4: Schematic representation of an arbitrary excited state path segment (dashed red line) in a single-

photon atom gradiometer. On the left, we show the relevant spacetime diagram for a MZ gradiometer

sequence, where the transitions are driven by a single laser source. On the right, we show the relevant

spacetime diagram for a LMT gradiometer sequence, where the transitions are driven by two laser sources

After some algebra, the terms of the LHS of Eq. (A2) may be rewritten using Eq. (A3) as

∆ϕ
(⋆)
grad,D = ωa

(∫ δxI
2

δxI
1

dx′ −
∫ δxF

2

δxF
1

dx′

)
= ωa

(
δxI2 + δxF1 − δxI1 − δxF2

)
,

∆ϕ
(⋆)
grad,S = ωa

(∫ x̄I
2

x̄I
1

H+(t̄
I
L − x̄IL + x′, x′)dx′ −

∫ x̄F
2

x̄F
1

H+(t̄
F
L − x̄FL + x′, x′)dx′

)
.

(A4)

In this example, we assumed that the excited state path segment is on the right arm of the interferometer.

If this segment were on the left arm of the interferometer, one can easily show that the Doppler and

Shapiro would gain an overall minus sign.

Let us now show the same result for a configuration employing two laser sources (e.g. a LMT

gradiometer configuration). Let (tL1 , xL1) = (t̄L1 + δtL1 , x̄L1 + δxL1) be the spacetime point at which

the first laser pulse that initialises the excited state paths in both AIs is emitted. This pulse will drive

the transition from ground to excited state in the first and second AIs at spacetime points (tI1, x
I
1) =

(t̄I1 + δtI1, x̄
I
1 + δxI1) and (tI2, x

I
2) = (t̄I2 + δtI2, x̄

I
2 + δxI2), respectively. Similarly, let (tL2 , xL2) = (t̄L2 +

δtL2 , x̄L2 + δxL2) be the spacetime point at which the second laser pulse that drives the transition from

excited to ground state is emitted, so that the spacetime endpoints of the excited state paths of the AIs

are (tF1 , x
F
1 ) = (t̄F1 + δtF1 , x̄

F
1 + δxF1 ) and (tF2 , x

F
2 ) = (t̄F2 + δtF2 , x̄

F
2 + δxF2 ). We show this diagrammatically

in the right panel of Fig. 4. The O(h) corrections to the coordinate time at which the atom and laser

worldlines intersect now depend on whether the pulse was emitted from the first or second laser pulse.
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Explicitly,

δtI1,2 = δtL1 +

∫ δxI
1,2

δxL1

dx′ +

∫ x̄I
1,2

x̄L1

H+(t̄L1 − x̄L1 + x′, x′)dx′ +O(h2) ,

δtF1,2 = δtL2 −
∫ δxF

1,2

δxL2

dx′ −
∫ x̄F

1,2

x̄L2

H−(t̄L2 + x̄L2 − x′, x′)dx′ +O(h2) .

(A5)

Making use of Eq. (A5) to write

δtI2 − δtI1 =

∫ δxI
2

δxI
1

dx′ +

∫ x̄I
2

x̄I
1

H+(t̄L1 − x̄L1 + x′, x′)dx′ ,

δtF2 − δtF1 = −
∫ δxF

2

δxF
1

dx′ −
∫ x̄F

2

x̄F
1

H−(t̄L2 + x̄L2 − x′, x′)dx′ ,

(A6)

the Doppler and Shapiro gradiometer phase shift terms (cf. Eq. (A2)) for this path segment can be

rewritten as

∆ϕ
(⋆)
grad,D = ωa

(
δxI2 + δxF2 − δxI1 − δxF1

)
,

∆ϕ
(⋆)
grad,S = ωa

(∫ x̄I
2

x̄I
1

H+(t̄L1 − x̄L1 + x′, x′)dx′ +

∫ x̄F
2

x̄F
1

H−(t̄L2 + x̄L2 − x′, x′)dx′

)
.

(A7)

Here, we assumed that the excited state path segment is on the right arm of the AI. The Doppler

and Shapiro contributions from left-arm paths gain an overall minus sign. Furthermore, we assumed

that the first pulse originated from the end of the baseline closest to the first AI. When the first pulse

originates from the opposite end of the baseline, the Doppler and Shapiro phase shifts are given by

∆ϕ
(⋆)
grad,D = −ωa

(
δxI2 + δxF2 − δxI1 − δxF1

)
,

∆ϕ
(⋆)
grad,S = −ωa

(∫ x̄I
2

x̄I
1

H−(t̄L2 + x̄L2 − x′, x′)dx′ +

∫ x̄F
2

x̄F
1

H+(t̄L1 − x̄L1 + x′, x′)dx′

)
,

(A8)

for right-arm paths. The contribution from left-arm segments differs by a relative sign. Note, also,

that Eqs. (A4), (A7) and (A8) can be expressed in terms of the gradiometer time-delays introduced

in sections II. Indeed, the ωa-independent piece in Eq. (A4) is the Doppler/Shapiro MZ gradiometer

time delay, while the ωa-independent piece in Eqs. (A7) and (A8) is the Doppler and Shapiro LMT

gradiometer time-delay of “>” or “<” excited state path segments, respectively (cf. section II B).
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Appendix B: Derivation of the Phase Shift Formulae in the Frequency Domain

In this appendix, we derive the form of the gradiometer phase shift inthe frequency domain. We

specialise to the MZ and LMT configurations defined in section II B.

1. Mach-Zehnder Gradiometer

As we showed in section II B 1, the Einstein, Doppler and Shapiro gradiometer phase shift contribu-

tions for a MZ gradiometer initiated at time t0 may be expressed as

∆ϕMZ
grad,E,D,S(t0) = ωa

(
∆tMZ

grad,E,D,S(t0)−∆tMZ
grad,E,D,S(t0 + T )

)
, (B1)

where the time-delays are defined as

∆tMZ
grad,E(t) = −1

2

[∫ t+T

t
h00(t

′, xAI1)dt
′ −
∫ t+T+L

t+L
h00(t

′, xAI2)dt
′
]
,

∆tMZ
grad,D(t) = ni

[
δxi(t+ T, xAI1)− δxi(t, xAI1) + δxi(t+ L, xAI2)− δxi(t+ T + L, xAI2)

]
,

∆tMZ
grad,S(t) =

∫ xAI2

xAI1

H+(t(x
′), x′)dx′ −

∫ xAI2

xAI1

H+(t(x
′) + T, x′)dx′ ,

(B2)

with t(x′) ≡ t+ x′ − xAI1 in the limit where the distance between the laser source and the first AI can

be neglected. Using the Fourier transform convention

x̃(ω) =

∫ ∞

−∞
dt x(t) e−iωt , (B3)

and performing the time shift t0 → t0 − T , each gradiometer phase shift contribution may be expressed

in the frequency domain as

∆ϕ̃MZ
grad,E,D,S(ω) = ωa

(
1− eiωT

)
∆t̃MZ

grad,E,D,S(ω) . (B4)

Similarly, the Fourier transform of the Doppler gradiometer time delay can be expressed as

∆t̃MZ
grad,D(ω) =

(
eiωT − 1

) [
niδx̃

i(ω, xAI)e
iω(xAI−xAI1

)
] ∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

. (B5)

For convenience, let us rewrite the Shapiro gradiometer time-delay in terms of the Shapiro time-delay

computed between the laser located at xL and a particular AI (cf. Eq. (16)). Explicitly,

∆tMZ
grad,S(t0) =

[
∆T +

S (t0 + T, xAI1 , xAI)
]
∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

−
[
∆T +

S (t0, xAI1 , xAI)
]
∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

, (B6)
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with

∆T +
S (t0, xAI1 , xAI) ≡

∫ xAI

xAI1

H+(t0 + (x′ − xAI1), x
′)dx′ . (B7)

Employing this decomposition and adopting the procedure for deriving the MZ gradiometer phase shift,

the Fourier transform of the Shapiro gradiometer time delay takes the following compact form:

∆t̃MZ
grad,S(ω) =

(
eiωT − 1

) [
∆T̃ +

S (ω, xAI1 , xAI)
]xAI1

xAI2

. (B8)

To express the Einstein gradiometer time delay in the frequency domain, we use the following identity:

FT t→ω

{∫ t

−∞
f(t′) dt′

}
=
f̃(ω)

iω
+ 2πf̃(0)δ(ω) , (B9)

where δ(ω) is the Dirac delta function [62]. Consequently, for constant tA and tB, we find

FT t→ω

{∫ t+tB

t+tA

f(t′) dt′
}

=

(
f̃(ω)

iω
+ 2πf̃(0)δ(ω)

)
(
eiωtB − eiωtA

)
=
f̃(ω)

iω

(
eiωtB − eiωtA

)
, (B10)

where the last equality follows from the definition of δ(ω). Using Eq. (B10), the Einstein gradiometer

time delay takes the form

∆t̃MZ
grad,E(ω) =

(
eiωT − 1

) [
− 1

2iω
h̃00(ω, xAI)e

iω(xAI−xAI1)
] ∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

. (B11)

Finally, noting that
(
eiωT − 1

)2
= −4 eiωT sin2(ωT/2) = −ω2 T 2 eiωT sinc2(ωT/2) and using Eqs. (B1),

(B5), (B8) and (B11), the three gradiometer phase shift contributions take the form

∆ϕ̃MZ
grad,E(ω) =ωa T

2 ω2KMZ(ω)

[
− 1

2iω
h̃00(ω, xAI)e

iω(xAI−xAI1
)

] ∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

,

∆ϕ̃MZ
grad,D(ω) =ωa T

2 ω2KMZ(ω)
[
niδx̃

i(ω, xAI)e
iω(xAI−xAI1

)
] ∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

,

∆ϕ̃MZ
grad,S(ω) =ωa T

2 ω2KMZ(ω)
[
∆T̃ +

S (ω, xAI1 , xAI)
] ∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

,

(B12)

where we defined the MZ response function as KMZ(ω) = eiωT sinc2(ωT/2).
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2. Large-momentum-transfer Gradiometer

The derivation of the Einstein, Doppler and Shapiro gradiometer phase shift contributions for a LMT

gradiometer follows in a similar fashion. As we showed in section II B 2, the gradiometer phase shift

contributions take the form

∆ϕLMT
grad,E,D,S(t0) = ωa

n−2∑

k=0
even

(
∆t

(k)
grad,E,D,S(t0)

∣∣∣∣
L1

+∆t
(k)
grad,E,D,S(t0 + T − (n− 1)L)

∣∣∣∣
L2

−∆t
(k)
grad,E,D,S(t0 + T )

∣∣∣∣
L1

−∆t
(k)
grad,E,D,S(t0 + 2T − (n− 1)L)

∣∣∣∣
L2

)
,

(B13)

Here we sum over only even k because only excited states segments contribute to the observable phase

shift. We quote Eq. (28)–(29) from Sec. B 2 for the expressions of ∆t
(k)
grad,E,D,S(t)

∣∣
L1

and ∆t
(k)
grad,E,D,S(t)

∣∣
L2

to start our derivation:

∆t
(k)
grad,E(t)

∣∣∣
L1,L2

= −1

2

[∫ tk+1(t,xAI)

tk(t,xAI)
h00(t

′, xAI)dt
′

]∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

,

∆t
(k)
grad,D(t)

∣∣∣
L1,L2

= ni

[
(±)(k+1)δx

i(tk+1(t, xAI), xAI)− (±)(k)δx
i(tk(t, xAI), xAI)

]∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

,

∆t
(k)
grad,S(t)

∣∣∣
L1,L2

=

[
∆T (±)(k+1)

S

(
t+ (k + 1)L, x

(k+1)
L , xAI

)
−∆T (±)(k)

S

(
t+ kL, x

(k)
L , xAI

)] ∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

,

(B14)

where tk(t, x) is defined as

tk(t, x) = t+ kL+ (±)(k)(x− x
(k)
L ) . (B15)

We note that x
(k)
L is the location of the laser source that emits the k-th pulse, and (±)(k) corresponds to

the direction of the k-th laser pulse. An “outgoing” pulse is defined to be parallel to the AG baseline n̂

and takes the sign “+”, while an “incoming” pulse is anti-parallel to the baseline and takes the sign “−”.

In an LMT sequence, a pair of laser pulses that define a path segment always consists of two consecutive

pulses from opposite ends of the baseline. There are two possible combinations of laser pulse pairs, “>”

consists of an outgoing-incoming pair, and “<” consists of an incoming-outgoing pair.

For the sake of clarity, in this section, we spell out all the x
(k)
L and (±)(k) for different path segments

in an LMT sequence, and write down explicit equations for the gradiometer time delays for the two kinds

of segments. We define the gradiometer time delays for a path segment initiated by a pulse from xL1 (i.e.

a “>” segment) to be ∆t
(k)
grad,D,S,E

∣∣
L1
. In this case, pulse k is emitted from x

(0)
L = xL1 and is outgoing

(i.e. (±)(k) = +1), while pulse k+ 1 is emitted from x
(k+1)
L = xL2 and is incoming (i.e. (±)(k+1) = −1).

We can write down the gradiometer time delays for excited state segments started by an outgoing pulse
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from xL1 :

∆t
(k)
grad,E(t)

∣∣∣
L1

= −1

2

[∫ tk+1(t,xAI)

tk(t,xAI)
h00(t

′, xAI)dt
′

]∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

,

∆t
(k)
grad,D(t)

∣∣∣
L1

= −ni
[
δxi(tk(t, xAI), xAI) + δxi(tk+1(t, xAI), xAI)

]∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

,

∆t
(k)
grad,S(t)

∣∣∣
L1

= −
[∫ xAI

xL1

H+(tk(t, x
′), x′)dx′ +

∫ xAI

xL2

H−(tk+1(t, x
′), x′)dx′

] ∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

,

(B16)

where we have for even k:

tk(t, x) = t+ kL+ (x− xL1) , for |g⟩ → |e⟩ ,

tk+1(t, x) = t+ (k + 1)L− (x− xL2) , for |e⟩ → |g⟩ .
(B17)

Similarly, the gradiometer time delays for a path segment initiated by a pulse from xL2 (i.e. a “<”

segment) is written as ∆t
(k)
grad,D,S,E

∣∣
L2
. In this case, pulse k is emitted from x

(k)
L = xL2 and is incoming

(i.e. (±)(k) = −1), while pulse k + 1 is emitted from x
(k+1)
L = xL1 and is outgoing (i.e. (±)(k+1) = +1).

The gradiometer time delays for excited state segments started by an incoming pulse from xL2 can be

written as:

∆t
(k)
grad,E(t)

∣∣∣
L2

= −1

2

[∫ tk+1(t,xAI)

tk(t,xAI)
h00(t

′, xAI)dt
′

]∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

,

∆t
(k)
grad,D(t)

∣∣∣
L2

= ni

[
δxi(tk(t, xAI), xAI) + δxi(tk+1(t, xAI), xAI)

]∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

,

∆t
(k)
grad,S(t)

∣∣∣
L2

=

[∫ xAI

xL1

H+(tk+1(t, x
′), x′)dx′ +

∫ xAI

xL2

H−(tk(t, x
′), x′)dx′

] ∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

,

(B18)

where we have for even k:

tk(t, x) = t+ kL− (x− xL2) , for |g⟩ → |e⟩ ,

tk+1(t, x) = t+ (k + 1)L+ (x− xL1) , for |e⟩ → |g⟩ .
(B19)

In the frequency domain, using the same procedure as before, Eq. (B13) can be rewritten as

∆ϕ̃LMT
grad,E,D,S(ω) = ωa

(
1− eiωT

) n−2∑

k=0
even

∆t̃
(k)
grad,E,D,S(ω)

∣∣∣∣
L1

+ ωa e
iω(T−(n−1)L)

(
1− eiωT

) n−2∑

k=0
even

∆t̃
(k)
grad,E,D,S(ω)

∣∣∣∣
L2

.

(B20)
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Using Eq. (B10) and the steps shown in Appendix B 1, and setting xL2 = xL1 +L, the Fourier transforms

of the Einstein gradiometer time delays for a particular value of k take the form

∆t̃
(k)
grad,E(ω)

∣∣∣
L1

= eiωkL
[
− 1

2iω
h̃00(ω, xAI)

(
eiωLeiω(xL2

−xAI) − eiω(xAI−xL1)
)] ∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

,

∆t̃
(k)
grad,E(ω)

∣∣∣
L2

= eiωkL
[
− 1

2iω
h̃00(ω, xAI)

(
eiωLeiω(xAI−xL1) − eiω(xL2

−xAI)
)] ∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

,

(B21)

while the Doppler contributions can be expressed as

∆t̃
(k)
grad,D(ω)

∣∣∣
L1

= eiωkL
[
−niδx̃i(ω, xAI)

(
eiω(xAI−xL1) + eiωLeiω(xL2

−xAI)
)] ∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

,

∆t̃
(k)
grad,D(ω)

∣∣∣
L2

= eiωkL
[
niδx̃

i(ω, xAI)
(
eiω(xL2

−xAI) + eiωLeiω(xAI−xL1)
)] ∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

.

(B22)

To achieve compact closed form expressions in the frequency domain, we express the Shapiro gradiometer

time delay in terms of Eqs. (16). Explicitly, in terms of xL1 and xL2 , we find

∆t
(k)
grad,S(t)

∣∣∣
L1

=
[
∆T −

S (t+ (k + 1)L, xL2 , xAI)−∆T +
S (t+ kL, xL1 , xAI)

]
∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

,

∆t
(k)
grad,S(t)

∣∣∣
L2

=
[
∆T +

S (t+ (k + 1)L, xL1 , xAI)−∆T −
S (t+ kL, xL2 , xAI)

]
∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

,

(B23)

where

∆T +
S (t, xL1 , xAI) =

∫ xAI

xL1

H+(t− xL1 + x′, x′)dx′ ,

∆T −
S (t, xL2 , xAI) = −

∫ xAI

xL2

H−(t+ xL2 − x′, x′)dx′ .

(B24)

In the frequency domain, Eqs. (B23) can be compactly expressed as

∆t̃
(k)
grad,S(ω)

∣∣∣
L1

=− eiωkL
[
∆T̃ +

S (ω, xL1 , xAI)− eiωL∆T̃ −
S (ω, xL2 , xAI)

] ∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

,

∆t̃
(k)
grad,S(ω)

∣∣∣
L2

= eiωkL
[
eiωL∆T̃ +

S (ω, xL1 , xAI)−∆T̃ −
S (ω, xL2 , xAI)

] ∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

.

(B25)

Note that all of the gradiometer time-delay expressions in frequency space appear with a factor of

exp(iωkL), where k is summed from zero to n− 2 with only the even k’s. Since the k-dependence of all
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contributions can be isolated in this term, the gradiometer phase shifts appear with an overall factor

n−2∑

k=0
even

eiωkL =
n

2
eiω(n−2)L/2 sinc(nωL/2)

sinc(ωL)
. (B26)

Making use of Eqs. (B20), (B21), (B22), (B25) and (B26), the gradiometer phase shift contributions in

frequency space may be rewritten compactly as

∆ϕ̃LMT
grad,E(ω) =

1

2
keff T

2 ω2KMZ(ω)

×
[
− 1

2iω
h̃00(ω, xAI)

(
K+

LMT(ω)e
iω(xAI−xL1

) −K−
LMT(ω)e

iω(xL2
−xAI)

)] ∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

,

∆ϕ̃LMT
grad,D(ω) =

1

2
keff T

2 ω2KMZ(ω)

×
[
niδx̃

i(ω, xAI)
(
K+

LMT(ω)e
iω(xAI−xL1

) +K−
LMT(ω)e

iω(xL2
−xAI)

)] ∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

,

∆ϕ̃LMT
grad,S(ω) =

1

2
keff T

2 ω2KMZ(ω)

×
[
K+

LMT(ω)∆T̃ +
S (ω, xL1 , xAI)−K−

LMT(ω)∆T̃ −
S (ω, xL2 , xAI)

] ∣∣∣∣∣

xAI1

xAI2

,

(B27)

with keff = nωa and the LMT-specific response functions defined as

K±
LMT(ω) =

sinc(nωL/2)

sinc(ωT/2)





sinc(ω(T−(n−2)L)/2)
sinc(ωL)

(
1− (n−2)L

T

)
for outgoing photons (+) ,

sinc(ω(T−nL)/2)
sinc(ωL)

(
1− nL

T

)
for incoming photons (−) .

(B28)
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Appendix C: Tools for Computing the Gradiometer Phase Shift Induced by a Slow-varying Weak

Newtonian Potential

In this appendix we provide tools for computing the single-photon gradiometer phase shift induced

by a slow-varying weak Newtonian potential. We first derive the metric sourced by a massive point-like

object moving at constant velocity vs ≡ vis. Finally, we collect key results which are necessary for

computing the gradiometer phase shift induced by such an object (e.g. expressions for the potential in

the frequency-domain, geometric factors, etc.).

In the rest frame of the source, spacetime can be described by the Schwarzschild metric. In the

weak-field limit, the Schwarzschild metric in isotropic coordinates can be written as [63]:

ds2 = (−1− 2Φ)dt2 + (1− 2Φ) dxidxi , (C1)

where Φ(r) ≡ −GM/r = −GM/
√
xixi is the gravitational potential sourced by the massive point-like

object. Boosting to the laboratory frame, the metric becomes

ds2 =

[
−1− 2

(
1 +

2v2s
1− v2s

Φvs

)]
dt2 +

[
1− 2

(
1 +

2v2s,i
1− v2s

)
Φvs

]
dxidxi

− 8
vs,i

1− v2s
Φvsdtdx

i − 8
vs,ivs,j
1− v2s

Φvsdx
idxj ,

(C2)

where Φvs = −GM/|γ(r− vt)− (γ − 1)(r− (r · n)n)| is the boosted potential, with γ = 1/
√

1− v2s ,

and the last term is evaluated for i ̸= j. For a slow moving source, we can express the metric to O(vs),

i.e.

ds2 = − (1 + 2Φ) dt2 + (1− 2Φ) dxidxi − 8Φvs,idtdx
i . (C3)

We note that the diagonal terms reproduce the static weak field metric in the isotropic coordinates, and

the leading order relativistic corrections appears in g0i.

We now derive the Fourier transform of the Newtonian potential due to a moving point source, which

enters the Fourier-transformed signal in Eqs. (50)-(55). The trajectory of a point mass moving with a

constant velocity vs can be written as rs = b+vs(t− ts), where b is its impact parameter (defined with

respect to the origin), and ts is the time when it is closest to the origin. The potential evalauted at (t,x)

is then given by

Φ(t,x) = − GM

|b+ vs(t− ts)− x| , (C4)
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where M is the mass of the object. The Fourier transform of the potential is

Φ̃(ω,x) = −2GM

vs
e−iωtseiω

v̂s·x
vs K0

(
r⊥
vs
ω

)
, (C5)

where we have defined the transverse component r⊥ and its magnitude to be

r⊥(x) ≡ b− x+ (v̂s · x)v̂s , (C6)

r⊥(x) ≡
√

|b− x|2 − (v̂s · x)2 , (C7)

and vs ≡ |vs|. The gradient of the potential, which induces accelerations to test masses, takes the

following form in Fourier space

∇Φ̃(ω,x) = −2GM

v2s
e−iωtseiω

v̂s·x
vs ω

[
r̂⊥K1

(
r⊥
vs
ω

)
+ i v̂sK0

(
r⊥
vs
ω

)]
. (C8)

The argument x is the location of the AI that measures the phase shift. For gradiometer configurations,

these functions should be evaluated at the two baseline-separated AIs, with the difference evaluated

according to, e.g. , Eq. (50) and Eq. (53). Lastly, the Shapiro phase shift is related to the integrated

potential along the baseline, given by

∫ ∞

−∞
dt e−iωt

∫ L/2

−L/2
dx′Φ(t± x′, r+ x′n̂) = −GM

n′
e−iωts





1
ω exp

[
− |n′×(b−r)|

vs
ω
]
, for b≪ L/2

2L
vs
K0

(
|b−r|
vs

ω
)
, for b≫ L/2

, (C9)

where n′ ≡ n̂∓ vs with n′ ≡ |n′|. Here argument r is understood as the mid-point of the two baseline-

separated AIs, i.e. r = (x1 + x2)/2.
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