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A long-standing debate on Unruh effect is about its obscure thermal nature. In this Letter, we
use quantum Fisher information (QFI) as an effective probe to explore the thermal nature of Unruh
effect from both local and global perspectives. By resolving the full dynamics of UDW detector,
we find that the QFI is a time-evolving function of detector’s energy gap, Unruh temperature TU
and particularities of background field, e.g., mass and spacetime dimensionality. We show that the
asymptotic QFI whence detector arrives its equilibrium is solely determined by TU , demonstrating
the global side of Unruh thermality alluded by the KMS condition. We also show that the local side
of Unruh effect, i.e., the different ways for the detector to approach the same thermal equilibrium,
is encoded in the corresponding time-evolution of the QFI. In particular, we find that with massless
scalar background the QFI has unique monotonicity in n = 3 dimensional spacetime, and becomes
non-monotonous for n 6= 3 models where a local peak value exists at early time and for finite
acceleration, indicating an enhanced precision of estimation on Unruh temperature at a relative low
acceleration can be achieved. Once the field acquiring mass, the related QFI becomes significantly
robust against the Unruh decoherence in the sense that its local peak sustains for a very long time.
While coupling to a more massive background, the persistence can even be strengthened and the
QFI possesses a larger maximal value. Such robustness of QFI can surely facilitate any practical
quantum estimation task.

I.

INTRODUCTION

The celebrated Unruh effect predicts that an observer
with uniform acceleration a may perceive the ordinary
Minkowski vacuum as a thermal state of temperature
TU = a/2π [1]. It manifests the observer-dependence
of the particle content of quantum fields, which happens
naturally in various scenarios, such as Hawking radiation of black hole [2] or particle creation in inflationary
universe [3]. Thus, aside from its own interest, Unruh effect can also shed light on yet unknown issue of quantum
gravity that are much less tractable (see [4] for a recent
review).
The Unruh effect can be explicitly revealed by the response spectrum of a moving Unruh-DeWitt (UDW) detector that couples to the field modes of interest [5]. In
n = 4 dimensional flat spacetime, once being in equilibrium with a massless scalar background, the power spectrum of the accelerating detector exhibits a Planckian
form, agreeing precisely with the conventional thermal
spectrum in a heat bath, therefore strongly suggests the
interpretation of TU as a temperature. In an axiomatic
way, it has been proven [6, 7] that the Unruh effect is universal in arbitrary dimensions independently of whether
or not particles are interacting.
Nevertheless, the thermal nature of Unruh effect is
obscure and remains puzzles. Firstly, an oft-heard explanation on the thermal character of Unruh radiation
relies on so-called thermalization theorem [8, 9], which
indicates that an accelerating detector is causally disconnected from the degrees of freedom screened by the global

∗

Corresponding author:
j.feng@xjtu.edu.cn

Rindler horizon, causing an information loss presented
by a Kubo-Martin-Schwinger (KMS) state, described by
a canonical ensemble. However, this does not naively
lead to an observed detector’s spectrum in Planck form.
For example, within a massive scalar background, the response rate of detector can be far from the form with
Planckian factor. Indeed, the thermalization theorem
only guarantees the KMS condition [10], or equivalently
the principle of detailed balance, and nothing more. In
this light, instead of detector’s response spectrum, various measures of quantum correlation across the horizon, such as entanglement entropy [11, 12], quantum discord [13, 14], uncertainty relation [15, 16] and nonlocality [17, 18], have been employed to encapsulate the global
trait of Unruh thermality.
In generic n-dimensional spacetime, the detector’s local response may also exhibit an anomalous ”statistics inversion”, an apparent interchange between Bose-Einstein
and Fermi-Dirac distributions of the spectrum [19, 20].
In particular, for an UDW detector coupled to a massless scalar field, Takagi shown [19] that the excited power
spectrum obeys Bose-Einstein distribution with even n,
but turns to be Fermi-Dirac for odd n, even without any
fermionic degrees of freedom existing. Later pointed in
[21], this was ascribed to the absence of Huygens principle in odd dimensional spacetime, a result of the analytic
structure of Wightman function, leading to anticommutativity for timelike separated scalar correlator. Recent
works further argue [22, 23] that the spurious statistics
inversion should be viewed as a local feature of the detector, encoding the nontrivial density of states on the
Rindler wedge, or the way of the detector approaching
its thermal equilibrium [24]. Although such particularities of the response spectrum would not spoil the thermal
character of the Unruh effect, which is solely determined
by the KMS condition, it is interesting to ask [25] if any
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physical meaningfulness can be extracted from those local response.
In this Letter, we use quantum Fisher information
(QFI), a key concept in both quantum information theory and metrology, to explore the thermal nature of Unruh effect from both local and global perspectives. In
particular, we estimate the QFI for an UDW detector,
linearly coupled to scalar field background in arbitrary
dimensional flat spacetime. We treat the UDW detector as an open quantum system [26], whose dynamics
can then be derived from the time evolution of combined
system (detector+external field) by integrating over the
field degrees. In terms of its response function, the density matrix of detector can be explicitly resolved, which
asymptotically reaches a thermal mixed state [27, 28].
This approach enables us to investigate Unruh effect from
a refined perspective, rather than the asymptotic excitation rate of the detector only.
Our interests in using QFI to diagnose Unruh effect are
three-fold. Firstly, as an operational measure on the distinguishability of quantum states, Fisher information can
discriminate parameterized states ρ(X) and ρ(X + δX)
with infinitesimal change of parameter X. We will argue
that, given the time-dependent state of UDW detector,
the Fisher information FX (ρ) may encode the particularities of detector’s response function, e.g., those inherited
from the specific coupling ways [29, 34] or the statistics inversion in different spacetime dimensions, therefore reveals the local trait of the Unruh effect. Secondly, as a consequence of the Cramér-Rao inequality, the
QFI quantifies the highest-precision of parameter measurement achieved in a metrological scheme. For θ as
the parameter governing relativistic phenomena, intensive works have been made on utilizing QFI to probe
extremely sensitive quantum gravity effects [30–32] or
spacetime structure [33–35]. In our scheme, by choosing X = β ≡ 1/TU , the QFI bounds the metrological
accuracy of any quantum estimation on Unruh temperature. By efficiently designing an UDW detector, we may
significantly enhance the QFI and preserve it against environment noise. Finally, since an entangled state provides a higher precision than an ensemble of uncorrelated
particles, the inverse of QFI can serve as a genuine entanglement probe, based on the metrological performance
of the quantum states [36, 37]. This suggests that once
obtaining the QFI of UDW detector, we can find the imprint of the non-local nature of Unruh effect encoding
the quantum correlations across the Rindler horizon 1 ,
as well as its surviving in a noisy environment. Recall
that the entangled side of Unruh effect is directly related
to the universal thermalization, and has nothing to do
with having a strictly Planckian response function. This
may seem in conflict to the fact that QFI behaves differently for the same accelerating detector with different
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It is interesting to note [38, 39] that such connection between
Fisher information and entanglement has recently been identified
in holographic picture, where the holographic dual of QFI near
vacuum in CFT gives bulk entanglement and canonical energy.

local responses. Nevertheless, we will show that the universal thermal nature of Unruh effect can be represented
by the asymptotically convergent of QFI, which is ascribed to the KMS condition [34], for times much longer
than the scale of thermalized process.
The Letter is organized as follows. In Section II, we
solve the master equation of the UDW detector as an
open quantum system in n-dimensional flat spacetime,
and give explicitly its time-dependent state. In Section
III, we evaluate the QFI of UDW detector, whose time
evolution encodes the local response in different scenarios
and asymptotically convergent represents the universal
thermal nature of Unruh effect. In Section IV, the summary and discussion are given. Throughout this Letter,
we use units with G = c = ~ = kB = 1.
II. DYNAMICAL EVOLUTION OF UDW
DETECTOR IN n-DIMENSIONAL SPACETIME
II.1.

Master equation and KMS condition

To proceed, we should first explore the full dynamics of an accelerating UDW detector in n-dimensional
Minkowski spacetime. Treating the detector as an open
quantum system coupled to a bath of fluctuating quantum scalar field, its density matrix is governed by a master equation in Lindblad form and evolves non-unitarily,
due to the environment decoherence and dissipation on
the system.
The total Hamiltonian of the combined system of detector and quantum field is
H = Hatom + HΦ + µHI

(1)

where UDW detector is modeled by a two-level atom
Hatom = 21 ωσ3 , HΦ is the Hamiltonian of free scalar field
Φ(x), which satisfies the standard Klein-Gordon equation
in n-dimensional Minkowski spacetime. The atom-field
interaction is given by HI = (σ+ + σ− )Φ(x). Here, we
denote the atomic raising and lowering operators as σ± ,
and ω is the energy level spacing of the atom.
Assuming the detector and environment are weakly
coupled, such that the initial state of combined system
can be approximated as ρtot (0) = ρ(0) ⊗ |0ih0|, where
ρ(0) is the initial state of the atom and |0i is the field
vacuum respecting spacetime symmetry. Obviously, the
dynamics of ρtot should be governed by a unitary evolution via von Neumann equation ρ̇tot (τ ) = −i[H, ρtot (τ )],
where τ is the proper time of the detector. Whenever
the typical time scale of the environment is much smaller
than that of the detector, we can further assume it is under a Markovian evolution. The reduced dynamics of the
detector is then obtained by integrating over the background field degrees from the ρtot (τ ), governed by a quantum dynamical semigroup of completely positive map2 ,
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The Markov approximation enables the upper limit of the inte-
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and is represented by a Kossakowski-Lindblad master
equation [40, 41]
dρ
= −i [Heff , ρ(τ )] + L [ρ(τ )]
dτ

holding true for generic interacting fields with or without
mass.
It also useful to introduce the ratio

(2)
γ ≡ γ− /γ+ =

where
3
X



1
L [ρ] =
Cij σj ρσi − {σi σj , ρ}
2
i,j=1

(3)

1 − e−βω
= tanh(βω/2)
1 + e−βω

(9)

which depends only on the Unruh temperature TU = 1/β
due to the frequency KMS condition (7), but has nothing
to do with local correlator of the background.
For the UDW detector modeled by a two-level atom,
its density matrix can be expressed in a Bloch form

represents a dissipative evolution attributed to the interaction between the detector and external fields. The
Kossakowski matrix Cij can be explicitly resolved. Af3

X
1
ter introducing the Wightman function of scalar field
1+
ρ(τ ) =
ρi (τ )σi
(10)
2
G+ (x, x0 ) = h0 |Φ(x)Φ (x0 )| 0i, its Fourier transform
i=1
Z ∞
Z ∞
master equation (3), the Bloch
dτ eiλτ hΦ(x(τ ))Φ(x(0))i Substituting it into the
dτ eiλτ G+ (τ ) =
G(λ) =
vector ρ = (ρ1 , ρ2 , ρ3 )T satisfies [42]
−∞
−∞
(4)
∂ρ
determines the coefficients Cij through the decomposi+ 2K · ρ + η = 0
(11)
tion
∂τ
γ+
γ−
Cij =
δij − i ijk nk + γ0 δ3,i δ3,j
(5)
where η = (0, 0, −2γ− )T and K is
2
2


γ+ + γ0
ω̃/2
0
where
K =  −ω̃/2 γ+ + γ0 0 
(12)
γ± = G(ω) ± G(−ω), γ0 = G(0) − γ+ /2
(6)
0
0
γ+
up to an overall factor µ2 from detector-field coupling,
which usually can be set to 1 for the sake of simplicity. Moreover, the interaction with external scalar field
would also induce a Lamb shift contribution for the detector effective Hamiltonian Heff = 21 ω̃σ3 , in terms of a
renormalized frequency ω̃ = ω + i[K(−ω) − K(ω)], where
R∞
1
K(λ) = iπ
P −∞ dω G(ω)
ω−λ is Hilbert transform of Wightman functions.
For later purposes, we can rewrite (5) in a more instructive form. Following a trajectory of the accelerating
detector, one can find that the field Wightman function
fulfills the KMS condition, i.e., G+ (τ ) = G+ (τ + iβ).
Translating it into frequency space, one has
G(λ) = eβω G(−λ)

(7)

Further
using
the
translation
invariance
h0|Φ(x(0))Φ(x(τ ))|0i = h0|Φ(x(−τ ))Φ(x(0))|0i, after some algebras, we find that (6) can be represented
as
Z ∞

γ+ =
dτ eiλτ h0| {Φ(τ ), Φ(0)} |0i = 1 + e−βω G(ω),
−∞
Z ∞

γ− =
dτ eiλτ h0| [Φ(τ ), Φ(0)] |0i = 1 − e−βω G(ω),
−∞

(8)

gral can be lifted to infinite proper time, which is permissible as
the integrand disappear for the large time over which the field
correlation function decay sufficiently fast. This leads the Kossakowski coefficients (6) to be integrated over an infinite range
of detector’s proper time [26].

Assuming a general initial state |ψi = sin θ2 |0i + cos θ2 |1i,
the master equation (2) can be analytically resolved. The
time-dependent components of the state are given as
1

ρ1 (τ ) = e− 4 γ+ τ sin θ cos ω̃τ
1

ρ2 (τ ) = e− 4 γ+ τ sin θ sin ω̃τ
1

ρ3 (τ ) = e− 2 γ+ τ (cos θ + γ) − γ

(13)

It is easy to see that for large time τ  1, the detector’s state reaches at a thermal equilibrium with Unruh
temperature like


1 1−γ
e−βHatom
0
ρequil (β) =
=
(14)
0 1+γ
2
Tr [e−βHatom ]
An important insight [24] is that even for the same end
of thermalization, the detector can follow different paths
within its space of states (13) to reach thermal equilibrium, parameterized by its local features such as the initial state preparation and the spacetime dimensionality.
With the reduced density matrix (13), the full information of the nonunitary evolution of the atom can be
extracted. A best known example is the transition rate
of the detector between its initial and final states, i.e.,
Pi→f (τ ) = Tr [ρf ρ(τ )]. When initially ρ(0) ≡ ρi and ρf
are the ground and excited states of the detector, i.e.,
the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian Hatom = 21 ωσ3 in (1),
then the probability for a spontaneous transition of the
detector is [27]
P↑ =


γ+ − γ−
1 − e−2γ+ τ .
2γ+

(15)
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odd n, that clearly manifests Takagi’s statistics inversion. This phenomenon also convinces that Unruh effect
is essentially distinct from a simple thermal noise. To
see it, one only need to evaluate the Wightman function
in a thermal state with Unruh temperature TU [19], i.e.
hΦ(x)Φ (x0 )iβ , from which we evaluate (4) as

which gives the transition probability per unit time at
τ = 0 as
Γ↑ =

∂P↑
∂τ

= G (−ω)

(16)

τ =0

This spontaneous excitation rate is what usually referred
as the Unruh effect. We note that Γ↑ does not contain
the renormalized frequency ω̃ since it indeed manifests
the detection rate of the Rindler quanta from thermalized Minkowski vacuum, while the atom’s Lamb shift is
responsible for the AC Stark shift associated with these
quanta [43].

II.2.

1−n

Gthermal ∼ −

22−n π 2 ω n−3
1

n−1
−βω
e
−1
Γ 2

(24)

Apparently, the statistics perceived by the detector remains in arbitrary spacetime dimensions.
For a free massive scalar field in n-dimension, unfortunately, the integral (21) admits no simple analytic expression. Nevertheless, we can alternatively evaluate this
asymptotically [10], which will be sufficient for our concern on the possible mass effect encoded in QFI. In particular, for large field mass with m  TU , using the
asymptotic form of the modified Bessel function for large
argument, the profile function Dn (ω) can be evaluated,
which gives (20) like

State dynamics with various responses

To derive the complete dynamics of detector’s state
(13), we need to specify G(ω) following the trajectory of
atom with uniformly acceleration, like
x0 (τ ) = a−1 sinh aτ, x1 (τ ) = a−1 cosh aτ, x(τ ) = const
(17)
in n-dimensional Minkowski spacetime. Expending the
free scalar field as
Z

∗
Φ(x) = dn−1 k ak Uk (x) + a+
(18)
k Uk (x)

Gnmassive (ω) ≈

mn/2−2 e−mβ/π βω/2
e
2n/2 β n/2−1

(25)

Although does not contain Planck factor in an explicit way, (25) is still thermal in the sense that it fulfills the frequency KMS condition, i.e., Gnmassive (−ω) =
e−βω Gnmassive (ω).
Substituting (22) and (25) into (8), one can obtain the
Kossakowski coefficients for scalar background with large
mass

the positive field mode can be read as

−1/2

Uk = 2Ωk (2π)n−1
exp i k1 x1 + k · x − Ωk x0
(19)
= m2 + k12 + |k|2 and the crewhere Ω2k
ation/annihilation operators obey canonical communication relation [ak , a†k0 ] = δ n−1 (k − k 0 ).
Substituting (18) and (17) into (4), for an accelerating
UDW detector, we can formally obtain

massive
γ+,
=
n

mn/2−2 e−mβ/π
cosh(βω/2)
2n/2−1 β n/2−1

(26)

and for massless scalar field
π Dn (ω)
Gn (ω) = − −βω
ωe
−1

(20)

where the profile function Dn (ω) is given by an integral
of modified Bessel function [10]
Z
p

2
dn−2 k
2 + |k|2 /a
Dn (ω) =
K
m
iω/a
π|Γ(iω/a)|2
(2π)n−2
(21)
For a free massless scalar field in n-dimension, (20) has
an analytical form
n−5

π 2 β 3−n
 Γ
Gnm=0 (ω) =
2Γ n−1
2




βω
n
−1+
i
2
2π

2

fn (ω)
−βω
e
− (−1)n
(22)

with

fn (ω) =

n−5

2
n
βω
−1+
i
cosh(βω/2)
2
2π
(27)
Using Euler’s reflection formula |Γ(1/2 + ix)|2 =
π/ cosh(πx) and recurrence relation Γ(z + 1) = zΓ(z),
we give the first several cases of (27) as
m=0
γ+,
n

− sinh(βω/2) if n is even
cosh(βω/2)
if n is odd

(23)

We observe a Plankian factor with Bose-Einstein distribution for even n, but Fermi-Dirac distribution for

2

π 2 β 3−n
 Γ
=
2Γ n−1
2



1 m=0
ω −1
,γ
=
γ
2 +, 4
2π


π
ω 2 m=0
ω
ω3
=
+
,γ
=
+
γ −1 (28)
8β 2
8π +, 6
3β 2
12π 2
m=0
γ+,
3 =

m=0
γ+,
5

for later use. The hyperbolic factor γ −1 appears only for
even n, inherited from the statistics inversion.
We note that dimension n = 3 is quite unique in the
sense that its Kossakowski coefficient is a constant, while
those for other dimension are modulated by a polynomial
on β. Later, we will see that it is such speciality of n = 3
making the derived QFI evolves drastically different from
the models with other dimension.
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III.

QFI FOR UDW DETECTOR AND UNRUH
THERMALITY

Our aim is to explore the QFI of detector’s state (13),
with Unruh temperature β = 1/TU as a parameter chosen
to be optimally estimated. We anticipate that the different time evolution of QFI can manifest the local feature
of Unruh effect, ascribed to various detector’s response
under the interaction with scalar background. Moreover,
within a metrological task on estimating Unruh temperature, QFI bounds the maximal precision of estimator.
Therefore, how to effectively enhance the QFI by properly design an UDW detector, e.g., carefully selecting its
initial state, level spacing as well as its interacting way
to the background, may also be revealed for the particular cases fixed by (26) and (27). Finally, as the equilibrium state (14) depends solely on Unruh temperature,
we would naturally expect that asymptotic behavior of
QFI should represent the thermal nature of Unruh effect
which is guaranteed by the KMS condition alone.

background field, such as its mass and spacetime dimensionality n, encoded in detector’s local response. To access the highest precision of estimation, we have to maximize the value of QFI over all relevant parameters it
depends on.
For simplicity, we can choose the initial state with
θ = π, i.e., the detector is initially prepared in ground
state |0i, which gives ` = |ρ3 |. By straightforwardly calculation on (30), we obtain
Fβ (τ, ω; n) =


2
(1 − en ) ∂β γ − τ2 en (1 − γ)∂β γ+,n
2

1 − [en + γ(1 − en )]

(31)
with abbreviation en ≡ exp (−γ+,n τ /2). This expression
would be used later to analyze the QFI in various scenarios.
In later discussion, we will work with dimensionless
parameters by rescaling the Unruh temperature and field
mass apparently as
β 7−→ β̃ ≡ βω,

III.1.

Fisher information for UDW detector

In any quantum metrological tasks, QFI gives a lower
bound to the mean-square error in the parameter estima−1
tion via the Cramér-Rao inequality Var(X) > [N FX ] ,
where N is the number of repeated measurements. In
terms of the symmetric logarithmic derivative (SLD) operator LX , which satisfies ∂X ρ = 21 {ρ, LX }, the QFI is
defined as FX =P
Tr[ρ(X)L2X ]. For a diagonalized density
matrix like ρ = i=± λi |ψi ihψi |, the related QFI can be
further written as [44, 45]
FX =

X (∂X λi )2
X 2(λi − λj )2
+
|hψi |∂X ψj i|2
λ
λ
+
λ
i
i
j
i=±

m 7−→ m̃ ≡ m/ω

(32)

Particularly cautious is needed when we rescale the
proper time to a dimensionless parameter. Note that
the stationary state (14) is reached asymptotically via
the exponential decay of the τ -dependent term in (13).
−1
has a characteristic time scale for
This means that γ+
arbitrary dimension, and its combination with τ gives a
dimensionless parameter. Therefore, we define a dimensionless time parameter as3
τ 7−→ τ̃ ≡ µn τ,

(33)

where µn = ω n−3 . However, for convenience, we continue
to term β̃, τ̃ and m̃, respectively, as β, τ and m.

i6=j=±

(29)
where the summations run over all eigenvalues satisfying
λi 6= 0 and λi + λj 6= 0.
In our context, by diagonalizing the detector’s density
matrix (10), the related QFI on parameter β = 1/TU for
arbitrary initial state can be straightforwardly calculated
as [34]
2
2

(∂β `)
(∂β (ρ3 /`))
2
+
+ τ 2 ρ21 + ρ22 (∂β ω̃) (30)
1 − `2
1 − (ρ3 /`)2
pP
2
where ` ≡
i ρi is the length of Bloch vector. For
given mixed state (13), the length of Bloch vector should
satisfy ` < 1, which means each term of (30) is positive
and be periodic in θ. By varying θ only, it is not hard to
find [34] that the QFI can achieve its maximum once the
detector be prepared in the initial state with θ = (2k+1)π
(k ∈ Z).
The full dynamics of an UDW detector in ndimensional flat spacetime indicates that the QFI is a
time-evolving function as Fβ (τ, ω, θ; n), which relays on
the initial state preparation fixed by θ, the energy level
spacing of atom ω, as well as the particularities of the

Fβ =

III.2.

Asymptotic QFI and KMS condition

After evolving for enough long time, the QFI (30) of
the reached equilibrium state (14) has a simple form
Fβ

τ →∞

=

1 − γ2
4

(34)

as depicted in Fig.1. One can observe that the asymptotic QFI has nothing to do with the background field,
i.e., be irrelevant to the local response of the detector,
therefore representing the global thermal nature of Unruh effect.
As Unruh temperature growing, the QFI value increases which means higher precision of parameterestimation can be achieved for the detector with larger

3

This may seems strange since only µ4 has the dimension
[Time]−1 . However, the rescaling should actually be µn =
µ2 ω n−3 where the detector-field coupling µ2 has been absorbed
before. For n 6= 4, the coupling constant is dimensionful to maintain the combination γ+ τ dimensionless [24].
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FIG. 1. The QFI for the asymptotic equilibrium state of an
accelerating UDW detector, which is independent on the its
local response to the background and represents the global
thermal nature of Unruh effect.

Fasym=1/4

Fasym=1/4

(c) Fβ (n = 5)

acceleration. This is reasonable in the sense that it is
always easy to figure a distinctive signal, e.g., high TU ,
out from the average background. In a combined limit of
infinite acceleration and long evolving time, we have the
asymptotic QFI as Fasym (β → 0) = 0.25.

III.3.

(d) Fβ (n = 6)

FIG. 2. The QFI for the accelerating UDW detector coupled
with a massless scalar background in n = 3, 4, 5, 6-dimensional
Minkowski spacetime, as a function of dimensionless time parameter τ and temperature parameter TU /ω. For large acceleration and long time evolution, the QFI approaches an
asymptotic value Fasym = 1/4.

QFI and spacetime dimensionality

We now estimate the QFI of an accelerating detector
within massless field background. For arbitrary dimensional flat spacetime, the detector’s response function exhibits a statistics inversion manifested in (22). Our aim
now is to exploit that how spacetime dimensionality may
influence the QFI, through its evolution in various dimension.
Without loss of generality, we work in particular cases
with n = 3, 4, 5, 6 and substitutes the Kossakowski coefficients (28) into (31). We depict the time-evolving QFI
as a function of Unruh temperature in Fig.2.
The particularity of n = 3 model immediately steps
out via an unique behavior of its QFI. This can be ascribed to the β-independence of the Kossakowski coefficient, i.e., ∂β γ+,3 = 0, which simplify (31) into a monotonic function of β and proper time τ . With growing time
and increasing Unruh temperature, the QFI increases
and monotonically approaches an asymptotic value, e.g.,
Fasym = 0.25. In other word, for n = 3 case, the optimal
precision of estimation can only be achieved for both long
enough evolution time and extreme large acceleration.
For the detector moving in n = 4, 5, 6 dimension, however, we find that the QFI has a peak value located at
early time and finite acceleration, and be significantly
larger than their asymptotic value. This suggests that
one may achieve an enhanced precision of estimation on
Unruh temperature at a relative low acceleration. As we
mentioned, such non-monotonicity of the QFI is inherited
directly from the polynomial factor on β appearing in
Kossakowski coefficient (29), therefore hold for all models with massless scalar background in n 6= 3 dimension.

It is interesting to note that the location and magnitude of the QFI peak value can be used to distinguish
the different spacetime dimension. We illustrate this in
Fig.3 by comparing the refined evolution of QFI in various spacetime dimension. Apart from the striking monotonic behavior in n = 3, we see that the QFI in higher dimensional spacetime is more sensitive to the Unruh temperature and arrives at its maximum at a relative earlier
time, which indicates a more sharp peak during its time
evolution. Numerically analysis also shows that the peak
value of QFI would increase as the spacetime dimension
growing.
���

����

n =6

���

n=6

���
��� ���
���

n=5

����

n =5

�/ω=�

n =4

���
n =3

���

n=4

��� ����

�
������
������
������
��� ������
������
������
������

����
�/ω=���

��

��

��

n =5

��

��

��

��

��

n =6

n =4
n =3

�/ω=����
�

����
�

��

τ

n=3

���

���

���

���
τ

���

���

���

���

τ

FIG. 3. The peaks of the QFI for the accelerating detector in n = 3, 4, 5, 6 dimensional Minkowski spacetime. The
time-evolution of QFI for specific dimensionless parameter
TU /ω = 0.15, 0.5, 1 are given respectively. Within higher dimensional spacetime, the QFI has a bigger maximal value
which is approached in an earlier time.
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Finally, comparing the QFI evolution and detector’s
response (22), a crucial difference between them need to
be highlighted, where no inversion behavior of QFI as
a function of dimensionality was found. This may not
be surprising since the QFI evolution essentially distinguishes the way of the detector thermalizing, which is
irrelevant with spurious interchange of statistics encoded
in the functional form of response function [20].
III.4.

QFI and mass effect

For a massive scalar background, the Kossakowski coefficients (26) is mass-dependent, indicating that the related QFI of an accelerating detector may encode somewhat mass effect of the field.
The first mass effect we note is that, with a factor
massive
e−mβ/π appearing, the coefficients γ+,
are always
n
modulated by a polynomial on β. Therefore, we conclude
that the QFI should now be a non-monotonic function of
β for arbitrary spacetime dimension, i.e., no such monotonic QFI as shown in Fig.II.(a) within massless background can be found once the field acquires mass.
To further explore the mass effect encoded in (31),
we depict the time-evolving QFI for n = 3, 4, 5, 6 massive background with fixed Unruh temperature in Fig.4.
Since analysis should be enrolled in the large field mass
limit m  TU , we restrict the estimation with low Unruh
temperature, e.g., TU /ω = 0.5, m/ω = 50. We observe
that the non-monotonic QFI can reach a maximal value
much larger than the asymptotic value Fasym = 0.25,
indicating a significant enhancement of the precision of
quantum estimation. Similar as in massless background,
as the spacetime dimension growing, the QFI has a more
sharp peak which has a larger maximum located at an
earlier time.
��
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FIG. 4. The robust QFI for the accelerating detector coupled with a massive background in n = 3, 4, 5, 6 dimensional
spacetime. The QFI has peak value located at early time,
which increases for the growing spacetime dimension. For the
scalar background with larger mass, the QFI is significantly
enhanced.

Nevertheless, it is interesting to note that the massdependent QFI can be very robust against the environ-

ment decoherence, as its peak sustain for a significantly
longer time than it in massless case, whenever the quantum estimation process can be implemented. This is ascribed to the fact that the response of the UDW detector
is now suppressed by an exponential factor of the mass,
which makes the detector attain to its equilibrium in a
very long time [10]. To demonstrate this, we have compared the QFI for the backgrounds with different mass
in Fig.4, by plotting the case of dimensionless parameter
m/ω = 50, 51 with solid and dot-dashed line respectively.
We find that, for a more massive field, the persistence of
the related QFI is strengthened while its maximal value
increase.

IV.

CONCLUSIONS

We have reinvestigated the thermal nature of Unruh
effect by using quantum Fisher information as an effective probe. We treat an accelerating UDW detector as
an open quantum system coupled to n-dimensional scalar
background, whose complete dynamics is resolved from a
Lindblad master equation of density matrix. The related
time-evolving QFI (31) depends on detector’s energy gap,
the Unruh temperature TU , as well as the features of the
scalar background, such as its mass and dimensionality.
We find that the asymptotic QFI whence detector arrives equilibrium is irrelevant to the local response of the
detector but only determined by the Unruh temperature
TU , thus encapsulates the global side of Unruh thermality
guaranteed by the KMS condition. On the other hand,
we show that the local side of Unruh effect, i.e., the different ways to approach the same thermal equilibrium, is
encoded in the time-evolution of the related QFI. Within
massless scalar background, the QFI has unique monotonicity in n = 3 dimensional spacetime, and becomes
non-monotonous for n 6= 3 models, where a local peak
value at finite acceleration can exist. In a metrological
view, this means that an enhanced precision of estimation on Unruh temperature can be achieve at a relative
low acceleration. Finally, we emphasized that once the
field acquiring mass, the related QFI is robust against the
Unruh decoherence, in the sense that its local peak can
sustain for a very long time. For the background field
with larger mass, the persistence of the QFI can even
be significantly strengthened with larger maximal value.
Such robustness of QFI can surely facilitate any practical
quantum estimation task.
Our results agree with other previous studies [22–24],
claiming that the thermal nature of Unruh effect is correct and has nothing to do with the particularities of detector’s local response. With utilizing of QFI, we can
further refine the physical information extracted from
the local response as the maximal accuracy of possible
quantum estimation process [34]. It would be interesting
to extend our study to other background field, like the
fermionic fields considered in [20] or those related to intermediated statistics [46], where the analysis presented
in this Letter can apply.

8
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

This work is supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (No.12075178). J. F. would
like to thank Yao-Zhong Zhang for enlightening discus-

[1] W. G. Unruh, Phys. Rev. D 14, 870 (1976).
[2] S. W. Hawking, Commun. Math. Phys. 43, 199 (1975).
[3] G. W. Gibbons and S. W. Hawking, Phys. Rev. D 15,
2738 (1977).
[4] L. C. B. Crispino, A. Higuchi and G. E. A. Matsas, Rev.
Mod. Phys. 80, 787 (2008).
[5] B. S. DeWitt, Quantum gravity: the new synthesis,
in General Relativity: An Einstein Centenary Survey,
edited by S.W. Hawking and W. Israel (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1979), pp. 680.
[6] G. L. Sewell, Ann. Phys. 141, 201 (1982).
[7] K. Fredenhagen and R. Haag, Commun. Math. Phys.
127, 273 (1990).
[8] S. A. Fulling, Phys. Rev. D 7, 2850 (1973).
[9] P. C. W. Davies, J. Phys. A 8, 609 (1975).
[10] S. Takagi, Prog. Theor. Phys. Suppl. 88, 1 (1986).
[11] L. Bombelli, R. Koul, J. Lee and R. Sorkin, Phys. Rev.
D 34, 373 (1986).
[12] A. Pozas-Kerstjens and E. Martı́n-Martı́nez, Phys. Rev.
D 92, 064042 (2015).
[13] E.G. Brown, K. Cormier, E. Martı́n-Martı́nez and R.B.
Mann, Phys. Rev. A 86, 032108 (2012).
[14] J. Doukas, E. G. Brown, A. Dragan and R. Mann, Phys.
Rev. A 87, 012306 (2013).
[15] J. Feng, Y. Z. Zhang, M. D. Gould and H. Fan, Phys.
Lett. B 726, 527 (2013).
[16] J. Feng, Y. Z. Zhang, M. D. Gould and H, Fan, Europhys.
Lett. 122, 60001 (2018).
[17] N. Friis, P. Köhler, E. Martı́n-Martı́nez and R. A. Bertlmann, Phys. Rev. A 84, 062111 (2011).
[18] J. Feng, X. Huang, Y. Z. Zhang and H. Fan, Phys. Lett.
B 786, 403 (2018).
[19] S. Takagi, Prog. Theor. Phys. 74,142 (1985).
[20] J. Louko and V. Toussaint, Phys. Rev. D 94, 064027
(2016).
[21] H. Ooguri, Phys. Rev. D 33, 3573 (1986).
[22] L. Sriramkumar, What do detectors detect, in Gravity
and the Quantum, edited by J. S. Bagla and S. Engineer
(Springer Publishing 2017)
[23] L. Sriramkumar, Gen. Rel. Grav. 35, 1699 (2003).
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