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The Unruh effect can not only arise out of the entanglement between modes of left and right
Rindler wedges, but also between modes of future and past light cones. We explore the geometric
phase resulting from this timelike entanglement between the future and past, showing that it can
be captured in a simple Λ-system. This provides an alternative paradigm to the Unruh-deWitt
detector. The Unruh effect has not been experimentally verified because the accelerations needed
to excite a response from Unruh-deWitt detectors are prohibitively large. We demonstrate that a
stationary but time-dependent Λ-system detects the timelike Unruh effect with current technology.

The Unruh effect is the intriguing idea that an acceler-
ating observer will view the quantum vacuum as a ther-
mal state [1]. It arises as a consequence of the theory
of relativity applied to quantum mechanics: quantum
states are dependent on the spacetime path of the ob-
server. The temperature measured by an accelerating
observer however is exceedingly small, requiring a proper
acceleration on the order of 1020 ms−2 for a temperature
of 1 K [2]. Detection of the Unruh effect typically re-
lies on the response of photon detectors. In its most
basic form, this is represented by the Unruh-DeWitt de-
tector, which is simply a two-level point monopole [3].
The Unruh-Dewitt detector has served as the founda-
tional probe detector of relativistic quantum [4–15] and
gravitational fields [16–21]. As such a detector requires
energy transfer to excite its response function, it is in-
sensitive to ultraweak fields where excitation events are
rare. It is also insensitive to fields in a noisy environ-
ments, as its response function is indifferent to noise and
signal. This has restricted progress in the detection of
the Unruh effect. To make progress in the detection of
ultraweak fields or fields in noisy environments, requires
a conceptual shift in the fundamental detector paradigm.
Here we introduce a probe detector model which does not
require energy exchange with the field in which it is mea-
suring. Our detector is a simple Λ-system with degener-
ate ground states. The measured field is not probed by
an excitation response, but through a geometric or Berry
phase response.

Previous works have proposed interferometry setups
to detect the geometric phase (GP) that result from ac-
celerating atoms [22, 23]. In these proposals, the atom
in one of the arms of the interferometer is accelerated,
whilst in the other arm the atom travels inertially. In
this setup one must slow down the accelerating atom to
precisely match the speed of the inertial atom, in order
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FIG. 1. A spacetime diagram separated into four quadrants:
the left and right Rindler wedges, and the future and past light
cones. The vacuum state can be written as an entangled state
between the Rindler wedges, or between the light cones. For
an observer in one of these quadrants (e.g. the future), tracing
out the unobserved modes (e.g. in the past) leads to the
(timelike) Unruh effect. The arrow represents the spacetime
trajectory of the detector.

to eliminate which-path information. This is particularly
challenging given that the required acceleration to detect
the Unruh effect is on the order of 1017 m/s

2
. That in

itself is problematic, as such large acceleration is likely
to change the structure of the atom or ionize it. We also
note a proposal to use muonium atoms in Trojan wave
packet states as an Unruh-DeWitt detector [24]. Here
we propose an alternative and more practical stationary
Λ-system to measure the Unruh effect by making use of
the entanglement between modes in the future and past
lightcones.
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A uniformly accelerating observer is most conveniently
described as a stationary observer in Rindler coordi-
nates [25]. Here the Unruh effect arises as the result of
spacelike entanglement between particles in the left and
right Rindler wedges [1] (Fig. 1). Specifically, the vac-
uum state can be written as an entangled state between
two sets of modes spanning the left and right Rindler
wedges. As an accelerating observer is confined to just
one of these wedges, tracing out the unobserved modes
leads to the prediction that such an observer will see a
thermalised vacuum. Recently, it has been shown that in
theory one could write down the vacuum state similarly
as entangled states between modes spanning the future
and past light cones [26–28]. If an observer or detector is
confined to a spacetime trajectory in one of these cones,
tracing out the unobserved modes again will lead to a
thermal vacuum states. Here we determine the GP for
an observer on one of these trajectories. We demonstrate
that the GP can be used to measure the timelike Unruh
effect with current technology.

Λ-detector. The Λ-detector is a three-level Λ-system
with two ground states as illustrated in Fig. 2. The
ground states (|g1〉, |g2〉) only couple to the excited state
(|e〉), with transition frequency ω/2π. For simplicity we
take the ground states to be degenerate. The Hamilto-
nian of the Λ-detector interacting with an electromag-
netic field in the detector’s proper time τ is H(τ) =
H0 + HI(τ), where H0 = ~ω|e〉〈e| gives the λ-system’s
free energy. The interaction Hamiltonian is given by
HI(τ) = −qr · E[x(τ)]|e〉(〈g1| + 〈g2|) + h.c., where h.c.
represents the Hermitian conjugate, qr is the electric
dipole moment, and E[x(τ)] = −∂A[x(τ)]/∂τ is the elec-
tric field with A the photon field. Defining the states
|±〉 ≡ (|g1〉 ± |g2〉)/

√
2, with corresponding annihilation

operators σ± ≡ |e〉〈±|, the interaction Hamiltonian can
be re-written as

HI(τ) = −qr ·E[x(τ)](σ+ + σ†+) . (1)

From this equation, it is clear that |−〉 is not only an
eigenstate, but also a dark state which does not inter-
act with the electric field. Representing the bright eigen-
states subspace as |p1〉 and |p2〉, we write down the bright
component as

|ψb(τ)〉 =

√
p1(τ)|p1(τ)〉+

√
p2(τ)|p2(τ)〉√

|p1(τ)|+ |p2(τ)|
, (2)

where

|pi(τ)〉 = eiαe(τ)
√
pi,e(τ)|e〉+ eiαg(τ)

√
pi,+(τ)|+〉 , (3)

with dynamical phases (DPs) α(τ). The total system
then evolves as

|ψ(τ)〉 = ei[β(τ)+αb(τ)+φ]
√
p1(τ) + p2(τ)|ψb(τ)〉

+ eiαg(τ)√p−|−〉 ,
(4)

(a) (b)

FIG. 2. (a) A three-level Λ-system with two degener-
ate ground states (|g1〉, |g2〉) which couple to the excited
state (|e〉), with time-dependent transition angular frequency
ω(t). (b) The Λ-configuration can be represented in an L-
configuration in the |±〉 ≡ (|g1〉 ± |g2〉)/

√
2 basis. Here |−〉 is

a dark state that does not couple to the other states of the sys-
tem {|+〉, |e〉} or the environment. As the |+〉 does couple to
the environment, a relative GP can arise in the system. This
GP is used to detect the thermal state of the environment.

where |p1(τ)| + |p2(τ)| + |p−| = 1. In Eq. (4), we make
the important observation that only the bright compo-
nent can pick up a GP β(τ), due to its cyclic interaction
with the electric field [22]. Both components also pick-
up DPs. We make a further observation that the GP
is path-independent in the associated parameter space,
and therefore is insensitive to noise [29, 30]. In contrast,
the DP is path-dependent, and sensitive to noise. Phase
φ = ∆E∆t is an initial phase shift that can be tuned by
lifting the energy degeneracy of |+〉 and |−〉 (∆E) for a
short period of time (∆t). This can be achieved via a
Stark shift of one of the transition frequencies, for exam-
ple.

The GP β(τ), can be experimentally determined by
monitoring the ground state population |g1〉 (or |g2〉),

P1(τ) = |〈g1|ψ(τ)〉|2

=
|p−|

2
+
|p+(τ)|

2
+
√
p−p+(τ)| cos[β(τ) + αb(τ) + φ] ,

(5)

where
√
p+(τ) =

∑2
i,j

√
pi(τ)pi,+(τ). See Implementa-

tion and feasibility section for further experimental de-
tails.
Response function in future-past coordinates. We have

explained how the GP can be experimentally measured in
a Λ-system. Now we explain the theoretical predictions
for the GP resulting from the timelike Unruh effect. The
future-past (FP) coordinates in the future (τ, ζ)FP and
past light-cones (τ̄ , ζ̄)FP, transform the usual Minkowski
coordinate (t, z)M as [26]

t = a−1eaτ cosh(aζ) , z = ca−1eaτ sinh(aζ) ,

t = −a−1eaτ̄ cosh(aζ̄) , z = −ca−1eaτ̄ sinh(aζ̄) , (6)

where a is a real number in units of s−1, while c is the
speed of light.

The thermal response of the time-like Unruh effect
does not require direct observation of the correlation of
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the modes of the future and past light cones. As such,
we will restrict ourselves to a detector in the future light
cone with world line (τ, 0)FP. For an observer on this
world line the Schrodinger equation in FP coordinates is
i~∂ψ/∂τ = Hψ. In Minkowski coordinates, this corre-
sponds to

i~
∂ψ

∂t
=
H

at
ψ . (7)

The 1/at factor is due to the change of variables to
Minkowski time. This tells us that a Λ-detector with
energy gap scaled with 1/at corresponds to a Λ-detector
on the (τ, 0)FP world line [26].

The two point function of the electric field with re-
spects to Minkowski time [E(t) = −∂A(t)/∂t] on the
detector world line (τ, 0)FP is

〈E(t[τ ])E(t′[τ ′])〉 = − ~
4π2c3ε0

∂t∂t′
1

(t− t′ − iε)2

=
3~

32π2c3ε0

a4e−2a(τ+τ ′)

sinh4[a2 (τ − τ ′ − iε)]
.

(8)

In comparison, the corresponding two point function of
the electric field with respects to conformal time [E(τ) =
−∂A(τ)/∂τ ] is

〈E(τ)E(τ ′)〉 = ea(τ+τ ′)〈E[t(τ)])E[t′(τ ′)])〉 . (9)

As dark states do not couple to the environment, only
the bright states will contribute to the response func-
tion. The bright state |ψb〉 is a two level system in the
{|e〉, |+〉} basis. Using Eq. (8) and (9) the detector re-
sponse function is (∆τ ≡ τ − τ ′)

G(ω) =
q2

~2
|〈e|r|+〉|2

∫ ∞
−∞

d(∆τ)e−iω∆τea(τ+τ ′)〈E(τ)E(τ ′)〉

= Γ(ω)
(

1 +
a2

ω2

)(
1 + coth

πω

a

)
(10)

where Γ(ω) = ω3q2|〈e|r|+〉|2
4πε0~c3 is the spontaneous emission

rate. Note the extra exponential factor arises out of
a change of variables to conformal time [26]. This re-
sponse function is similar to the uniformly accelerating
(a′) case [23], except a replaces a′/c. As such, the ther-
mal response corresponds to temperature T = ~|a|/2πkB,
where kB is the Boltzmann constant. One notes that this
Unruh temperature assumes the thermality predicted
from theory (as is usual) [20], and that a more sophisti-
cated experiment would be needed to confirm this ther-
mality, which is beyond the scope of this paper.

Interaction with the vacuum leads to a correction in the
transition frequency known as a Lamb shift: Ω = ω+ωL.
The renormalised correction term is given by [31]

ωL =
i

2
[K(−ω)−K(ω)] , (11)

with

K(λ) = P
1

iπ

∫ ∞
−∞

eiλt
G(ω)

ω − λ
, (12)

where P denotes principle value. Using Eq. (10) one finds
the Lamb shift is of second-order in Γ(ω)/ω. As we work
in the Γ(ω)/ω << 1 regime, we can assume the Lamb
shift to be negligible.
Geometric phase. Now that we have the response func-

tion for a particle on the (τ, 0)FP worldline, we can use
it to find the eigenstates required to calculate the result-
ing GP. The evolution of ρb = |ψb〉〈ψb| is given by the
Lindblad master equation

ρ̇b(τ) = −iω[σ3, ρb(τ)]+G(ω)L[σ+]−G(−ω)L[σ†+] , (13)

where L[O] = OρO† − 1
2{O

†O, ρ}. For initial state

ρb(0) = |ψb(0)〉〈ψb(0)| with |ψb(0)〉 = cos θ2 |e〉+ sin θ
2 |+〉,

the solution to Eq. (13) is

ρb(τ) = e−δ+τ
(

f(τ) 1
2e
−iωτ sin θ

1
2e
iωτ sin θ eδ+τ − f(τ)

)
, (14)

where f(τ) = e−δ+τ cos2 θ
2 −( δ−δ+ −1) sinh δ+τ , with δ± =

1
2 [G(ω)± G(−ω)].

The GP for a mixed state under a non-unitary quasi-
cyclic path τc = 2π/ω is [32]

β = arg

N∑
i=1

√
pi(0)pi(τP )〈pi(0)|pi(τP )〉e−

∫ τc
0
〈pi(τ)|ṗi(τ)〉dτ .

(15)
Hence, by diagonalising Eq. (14) we can get the GP. The
eigenvalues of ρb(τ) are

p1(τ) =
1

2
[1 + η(τ)] , (16)

p2(τ) =
1

2
[1− η(τ)] , (17)

where η(τ) =
√
δ2 + e−2δ+τ sin2 θ with δ =

e−2δ+τ cos θ + δ−
δ+

(e2δ+τ − 1). The corresponding eigen-
states are

|p1(τ)〉 = sin
λ(τ)

2
|e〉+ eiωτ cos

λ(τ)

2
|+〉 (18)

|p2(τ)〉 = cos
λ(τ)

2
|e〉 − eiωτ sin

λ(τ)

2
|+〉 (19)

where

tan
λ(τ)

2
=

√
η(τ) + δ(τ)

η(τ)− δ(τ)
. (20)

As p2(0) = 0, only the eigenstate corresponding to p1(τ)
will contribute to β: applying Eq. (16) and (19) to (15),
the GP is

β(a) = ω

∫ τc

0

cos2 λ(τ)

2
dτ . (21)
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FIG. 3. ∆β (normalised to Γ/ω) as a function of a/ω, after
one quasi-cycle (τc = 2π/ω).

To first order in Γ(ω)/ω,

β(a) = π(cos θ − 1)− π2Γ sin2 θ

2ω2

( a2

ω2
+ 1
)

×
(

cos θ + 2 coth
πω

a

)
coth

πω

a
.

(22)

For a stationary detector energy gap, the detec-
tor’s interactions with the zero point fluctuation of the
Minkowski vacuum gives rise to the GP [33]

β0 ≡ lim
a→0

β(a) = π(cos θ − 1)− π2 Γ

2ω
(2 + cos θ) sin2 θ .

(23)
When θ = 0 and π, which corresponds to |ψb(0)〉 = |e〉

and |+〉 respectively, ∆β(a) ≡ β(a) − β0 = 0. The GP
is maximised near θ = π/2. Fig. (3) plots ∆β(a) for an
initial detector state corresponding to θ = π/2.

Sensitivity. We compare the sensitivity of the Λ-
detector to that of a corresponding Unruh-Dewitt de-
tector. The GP of the Λ-detector is determined by
measuring the groundstate population P1 (or P2). As
we are only interested in the component of the popula-
tion attributed to the Unruh effect, we define δP1(τ) ≡
P1(a, τ)−P1(0, τ). We choose initial populations to max-
imise |δP1(τc)|: we find that this occurs when the dark
state population is p− ≈ 0.2. In Fig. 4 we plot the
shift in groundstate population due to the Unruh effect,
∆P1

(τ) = δP1(τ) − δP1(0). We see that over ten quasi-
cycle O[∆P1

] = 0.1. In comparison, the sensitivity of the
Unruh-Dewitt detector is measured by it’s probability of
excitation. As the Unruh-Dewitt detector is a two-level
system, and noting that the Λ-system reduces to a two-
level system if we do not populate the uncoupled dark
state, this probability can be calculated as

Pe(τ) = |〈e|ψ(τ)〉|2 = |pe(τ)| , (24)

where
√
pe(τ) =

∑2
i,j

√
pi(τ)pi,e(τ), with initial condi-

tion p− = 0 with θ = π. Under the same conditions as

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

-4

-3

-2

-1

0

FIG. 4. Shift in the groundstate population probability due to
the Unruh effect, over ten quasi-cycles. Parameters: a/ω = 1,
Γ/ω = 10−4.

that of the Λ-detector, O[Pe] never exceeds 10−4, mean-
ing that the Λ-detector is three orders of magnitude more
sensitive than the Unruh-Dewitt detector. Moreover,
such small signals in the Unruh-DeWitt detector may
not be discernable from noise; whereas in the Λ-detector,
the GP is insensitive to noise.
Implementation and feasibility. Λ-systems are ubiq-

uitous in the selection rules of atoms and molecules,
and can be manufactured in artificial-atoms [34]. Re-
cent work with nitrogen-vacancy (NV) centres has been
used to characterise the GP in a Λ-system [35]. How-
ever, the range over which the energy gap can be tuned
in atoms may be too restrictive. Instead, we propose a
capacitively shunted fluxonium as a possible implemen-
tation, which has already been successfully demonstrated
as a Λ-system [36]. Implementing such a system with gap
tunable flux qubits, one may vary the energy gap from 1
to 10 GHz [37–40].

As a feasibility case-study we consider a fluxonium im-
plementation with ωiM/2π = 5 GHz. For n quasi-cyclic
evolution in FP time, the corresponding Minkowski time
is

tc =
ω

aωi
M

(ena/ω − 1) , (25)

where ωM is a frequency in Minkowski time t. For a = ω,
over ten quasi-cycles, O[tc] = 1 µs. Over this time, the
final frequency is ωf

M/2π = e−a/ωωi
M/2π ≈ 0.2 MHz.

This requires a four-order magnitude change in the en-
ergy gap, which is impractical. However, when θ = π/2,
one observes that β(τ) and p+(τ) are independent of the
sign of parameter a, to first-order in Γ(ω)/ω. This pro-
vides a means to conduct the experiment over many cy-
cles without requiring a large change in the energy gap,
by alternating between positive and negative a. For ex-
ample, if one switches the sign of a every quasi-cycle,
the frequency oscillates between 5.0 GHz and 1.8 GHz.
Under these operating time scales and frequencies, which
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are well within current technology ranges [41–43], the de-
tector would be detecting an Unruh temperature of 0.6
K.

Although the GP is independent of the sign of a, the

DP is not. The DP is given by αb(t) =
∫ t+∆t

t
H(t′)dt′,

where H(t) = H/at from Eq. (7). Therefore, by period-
ically switching the sign of a, the DP can be eliminated
whilst the GP accumulates.

Finally, we note that the large energy gap at small
Minkowski time is not physically realisable. In practice,
the energy gap may be adiabatically switched on at small
time. This would be represented by a switching function,
χ(τ) = e−τ

2

for example [44].
We summarise the described experimental procedure

to determine the GP as follows:

1. Adiabatically turn on the energy gap (~ω/at).

2. Periodically (∆t) flip the sign of a.

3. Measure the ground population at P1(t), for some
phase shift φ.

4. Initialise the system, but with a different φ.

5. Repeat steps 1 to 4 until maximum P1 is identified.
At this point β = φ.

Conclusion. We have shown how the Λ-system can
be used to detect the timelike Unruh effect that arises
out of the entanglement between future and past light
cones, with practical operating parameters. This opens
the way for experimental verification of the Unruh effect
with current technology. More generally, the Λ-system
described here is also a general framework for the de-
tection of ultra-low temperatures. Instead of scaling the
energy gap to elicit a thermal response from the vacuum,
the GP of a time-independent Λ-system can detect ambi-
ent temperatures, offering a new platform for robust and
hypersensitive thermometry.

Acknowledgements. We thank Jay Olson for some use-
ful discussions. JQQ acknowledges financial support for
this work from the Ramsay fellowship.

∗ quach.james@gmail.com
[1] W. G. Unruh, Notes on black-hole evaporation, Phys.

Rev. D 14, 870 (1976).
[2] P. C. W. Davies, Scalar production in schwarzschild and

rindler metrics, Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and
General 8, 609 (1975).

[3] W. G. Unruh and R. M. Wald, What happens when
an accelerating observer detects a rindler particle, Phys.
Rev. D 29, 1047 (1984).

[4] P. C. W. Davies and A. C. Ottewill, Detection of nega-
tive energy: 4-dimensional examples, Phys. Rev. D 65,
104014 (2002).

[5] S. Schlicht, Considerations on the unruh effect: causality
and regularization, Classical and Quantum Gravity 21,
4647 (2004).

[6] J. Louko and A. Satz, How often does the unruh–DeWitt
detector click? regularization by a spatial profile, Classi-
cal and Quantum Gravity 23, 6321 (2006).

[7] S.-Y. Lin and B. L. Hu, Backreaction and the unruh ef-
fect: New insights from exact solutions of uniformly ac-
celerated detectors, Phys. Rev. D 76, 064008 (2007).

[8] E. G. Brown, E. Mart́ın-Mart́ınez, N. C. Menicucci, and
R. B. Mann, Detectors for probing relativistic quantum
physics beyond perturbation theory, Phys. Rev. D 87,
084062 (2013).

[9] D. C. Ostapchuk, S.-Y. Lin, R. B. Mann, and B. Hu, En-
tanglement dynamics between inertial and non-uniformly
accelerated detectors, Journal of High Energy Physics
2012, 72 (2012).

[10] G. Salton, R. B. Mann, and N. C. Menicucci,
Acceleration-assisted entanglement harvesting and
rangefinding, New Journal of Physics 17, 035001 (2015).

[11] S. Kukita and Y. Nambu, Entanglement dynamics in
de sitter spacetime, Classical and Quantum Gravity 34,
235010 (2017).

[12] E. Mart́ın-Mart́ınez and N. C. Menicucci, Entanglement
in curved spacetimes and cosmology, Classical and Quan-
tum Gravity 31, 214001 (2014).

[13] Y. Nambu, Entanglement structure in expanding uni-
verses, Entropy 15, 1847–1874 (2013).

[14] G. V. Steeg and N. C. Menicucci, Entangling power of
an expanding universe, Phys. Rev. D 79, 044027 (2009).

[15] B. L. Hu, S.-Y. Lin, and J. Louko, Relativistic quantum
information in detectors–field interactions, Classical and
Quantum Gravity 29, 224005 (2012).

[16] J. Louko and A. Satz, Transition rate of the un-
ruh–DeWitt detector in curved spacetime, Classical and
Quantum Gravity 25, 055012 (2008).

[17] L. Hodgkinson and J. Louko, How often does the unruh-
dewitt detector click beyond four dimensions?, Journal
of Mathematical Physics 53, 082301 (2012).

[18] L. Hodgkinson, J. Louko, and A. C. Ottewill,
Static detectors and circular-geodesic detectors on the
schwarzschild black hole, Phys. Rev. D 89, 104002 (2014).

[19] K. K. Ng, L. Hodgkinson, J. Louko, R. B. Mann,
and E. Mart́ın-Mart́ınez, Unruh-dewitt detector re-
sponse along static and circular-geodesic trajectories for
schwarzschild–anti-de sitter black holes, Phys. Rev. D 90,
064003 (2014).

[20] N. D. Birrell and P. Davies, Quantum fields in curved
space, 7 (Cambridge university press, 1984).

[21] P. Langlois, Causal particle detectors and topology, An-
nals of Physics 321, 2027 (2006).

[22] E. Mart́ın-Mart́ınez, I. Fuentes, and R. B. Mann, Using
berry’s phase to detect the unruh effect at lower acceler-
ations, Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 131301 (2011).

[23] J. Hu and H. Yu, Geometric phase for an accelerated
two-level atom and the unruh effect, Phys. Rev. A 85,
032105 (2012).

[24] M. Kalinski, Hawking radiation from trojan states in
muonic hydrogen in strong laser field, arXiv: quant-
ph/0501172 (2005).

[25] W. Rindler, Hyperbolic motion in curved space time,
Phys. Rev. 119, 2082 (1960).

[26] S. J. Olson and T. C. Ralph, Entanglement between the
future and the past in the quantum vacuum, Phys. Rev.

mailto:quach.james@gmail.com
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.14.870
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.14.870
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/8/4/022
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/8/4/022
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.29.1047
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.29.1047
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.65.104014
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.65.104014
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/21/19/011
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/21/19/011
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/23/22/015
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/23/22/015
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.76.064008
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.084062
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.084062
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/17/3/035001
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/aa8e31
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/aa8e31
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/31/21/214001
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/31/21/214001
https://doi.org/10.3390/e15051847
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.044027
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/29/22/224005
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/29/22/224005
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/25/5/055012
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/25/5/055012
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4739453
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4739453
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.104002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.064003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.064003
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2006.01.013
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2006.01.013
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.131301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.85.032105
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.85.032105
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.119.2082
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.110404


6

Lett. 106, 110404 (2011).
[27] A. Higuchi, S. Iso, K. Ueda, and K. Yamamoto, Entangle-

ment of the vacuum between left, right, future, and past:
The origin of entanglement-induced quantum radiation,
Phys. Rev. D 96, 083531 (2017).

[28] K. Ueda, A. Higuchi, K. Yamamoto, A. Rohim, and
Y. Nan, Entanglement of the vacuum between left, right,
future, and past: Dirac spinor in rindler and kasner
spaces, Phys. Rev. D 103, 125005 (2021).
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