arXiv:2207.02965v2 [quant-ph] 25 Aug 2022

Motion induced excitation and electromagnetic radiation from an atom facing a thin
mirror

César D. Fosco !, Fernando C. Lombardo?, and Francisco D. Mazzitelli!
L Centro Atémico Bariloche and Instituto Balseiro,
Comision Nacional de Energia Atomica, R8402AGP Bariloche, Argentina and
2 Departamento de Fisica Juan José Giambiagi,
FCEyN UBA and IFIBA CONICET-UBA, Facultad de Ciencias Fxactas y Naturales,
Ciudad Universitaria, Pabellon I, 1428 Buenos Aires, Argentina
(Dated: August 26, 2022)

We evaluate the probability of (de-)excitation and photon emission from a neutral, moving, non-
relativistic atom, coupled to the quantum electromagnetic field and in the presence of a thin, per-
fectly conducting plane (“mirror”). These results extend, to a more realistic model, the ones we
had presented for a scalar model, where the would-be electron was described by a scalar variable,
coupled to an (also scalar) vacuum field. The latter was subjected to either Dirichlet or Neumann
conditions on a plane. In our evaluation of the spontaneous emission rate produced when the accel-
erated atom is initially in an excited state, we pay attention to its comparison with the somewhat
opposite situation, namely, an atom at rest facing a moving mirror.

I. INTRODUCTION

Several important effects are associated with the quan-
tum vacuum fluctuations of the electromagnetic (EM)
field, ranging from the microscopic realm (spontaneous
emission by excited atoms, the Lamb shift, anoma-
lous magnetic moments of elementary particles, Van der
Waals interactions) to the Casimir interaction between
neutral macroscopic bodies [1]. The Casimir-Polder force
correspond to a hybrid situation, since it involves an
atom and a macroscopic medium. Different manifesta-
tions of the fluctuations of the EM field in analogous
situations correspond to the effect of a change in bound-
ary conditions on the probability of spontaneous emission
from an atom. This has been studied for an atom in the
presence of a perfectly conducting plane, or inside a cav-
ity [2].

New effects arise when one introduces time depen-
dence; for instance, when the atom or the macroscopic
media are in motion: photon creation by accelerated mir-
rors (Dynamical Casimir effect) and quantum friction for
an atom and a surface (or between two surfaces) in rela-
tive motion at constant velocity [3]. In the present work
we are concerned with a dynamical situation, focussing
on the changes in the decay probability (of an initially
excited atom) as well as on the possibility of excitation of
an atom which is initially in its ground state. Note that,
for this kind of system, one can even have the production
of photon pairs without any change in the atomic state,
what is the microscopic analog of the dynamical Casimir
effect [4].

In Ref. [5], authors considered an atom at rest near
an accelerating mirror shown that uniformly accelerated
motion of the mirror yields excitation of a static two-level
atom with simultaneous emission of a real photon. They
also found that the excitation probability oscillates as
a function of the atomic position because of interference
between contributions from the waves incident on and re-
flected from the mirror. In [6] an atom accelerating near

a mirror is considered and a radiative effect is reported.
From an inertial point of view, the process arises from a
collision of the negative vacuum energy of Rindler space
with the mirror. There is a qualitative symmetry under
interchange of accelerated and inertial subsystems, but it
hinges on the accelerated detector’s being initially in its
own Rindler vacuum.

In a previous work [7], we presented a study on the
excitation and decay probabilities for a moving atom
in front of a planar mirror, in a simplified model: the
“atom” was endowed with a scalar variable describing the
electron, and it was coupled to a real quantum scalar
field. Perfect conductor boundary conditions were re-
placed with Neumann and Dirichlet boundary conditions
on the mirror’s plane.

We paid particular attention to two different processes,
both taking place to the lowest order in the coupling con-
stant: transition of the atom from the ground state to
the first excited state, with simultaneous emission of a
photon, and spontaneous emission of an initially excited
atom. We considered a small-amplitude motion of the
atom, and analysed the spectral and directional depen-
dence of the radiation on the motion.

In this paper we generalise those results to the more
realistic case of an atom coupled to the quantum electro-
magnetic field, taking into account the v x B interaction
between the moving atom and the magnetic field, the so
called Réntgen term, which is a consequence of the vec-
tor character of the electromagnetic field and is crucial
to maintain Lorentz covariance [8] to the relevant order
in the velocity.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sect. II we
describe our model in terms of its classical action. In
Sect. III we compute the vacuum persistence amplitude
from the imaginary part of the effective action. After
recovering known results for an atom oscillating in free
space, we also present the calculation for the case of the
atom oscillating in front of a planar perfect mirror. In
Sect. IV, we compute the transition probabilities for two



processes: decay of an excited atom and excitation of an
atom initially in its ground state. We compare the re-
sults for a moving atom in front of a static mirror with
those for an oscillating mirror and a static atom [9, 10],
tracing the differences in terms of the Réntgen current.
Section V contains the conclusions of our work.

II. THE MODEL AND ITS CLASSICAL ACTION

Our starting point to define the model, shall be the
action S,, for an atom coupled to the EM field, in the
electric dipole approximation. This approximation, to be
unambiguous, must be formulated on a comoving system.
Indeed, let us assume that in the system where the atom
is at rest there is an electric dipole moment dy, and a
vanishing magnetic dipole: my = 0. Then, in the Lab
system, and to the first order in the velocity of the atom
(in our conventions, the speed of light ¢ = 1) we shall
have:
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Therefore, the action S, (in the Lab system) must also
include a coupling, to the magnetic field, of the motion-
induced magnetic dipole:

S, / at ["TR2(1) ~ V(x(1) + () B, x(0)
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= /dt{%xz(t) -
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V(x(t))

where x(t) denotes the position of the electron with re-
spect to the (center of mass of the) atom while r(t) does
so for the atom with respect to the origin of the Lab sys-
tem. Regarding the potential V' binding the electron, for
the sake of simplicity, we shall assume here that it has a
harmonic oscillator form: V = %QQXQ.

On the other hand, the free EM field action Sem(A) is
given by

Sant) = [ate [Amur  ean] @

with F,, = 0,4, — 0,A,, which includes a gauge-fixing
term Lg¢. We want to consider the cases of an atom
moving either in free space or in the presence of a perfect
mirror. The second case shall be dealt with when inte-
grating out the EM field fluctuations. Not unexpectedly,
the outcome will turn out to be the sum of the free space
result plus a “reflected” contribution (in the method of
images sense).

III. EFFECTIVE ACTION AND ITS
IMAGINARY PART

As a first step in the derivation of the effective action
[[r(¢)], which will only depend on the atom’s trajectory,
we first integrate out the electron’s degrees of freedom,
x(t), to obtain an intermediate effective action Seg(A;r).

Since we are assuming a harmonic oscillator form for
V in (2), the functional integral over x becomes a Gaus-
sian. The result of such an integral is (modulo an irrele-
vant constant) tantamount to replacing in the action the
integrated variable in terms of its source, using the clas-
sical equation of motion for x. The latter corresponds to
a harmonic oscillator forced by a time-dependent force,
which is the Lorentz force acting on r(¢) (not on x) .
Solving for x in terms of that force, and recalling that
Feynman conditions are to be imposed on the time de-
pendence of that solution, we find:

Sett (A1) = Semm(A) + 8 (A1) | (4)

with
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where we have used a shorthand notation
for the integration over time, for example:
fopeee=[T2a [T2ar .., and:
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We can produce an explicit expression for Ag(t — t'),
which will turn out to be quite useful:

Aq(t—t) = i [H(t—t’)e*m(t*t') +9(t’—t) eiQ(tft’)] .

2Q
(7)
The final form of the effective action of the system,
I[r(t)], is obtained by including the EM field fluctuations.
Namely,
f DA eiSeff(A;r)

il[r(t)] J 7
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where r( is the average position of the atom, which we
will assume to be time independent. Then, up to first
order in e? we obtain
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where the symbol < . > denotes the functional averaging

DA ... exp {i[Sem(A)]}
()= ‘
J DAexp {Z[Sem(A)]}

The presence of the mirror may be introduced in more
than one way; in the previous definition of the functional
averages, since the action is the one for free space, we
have implicitly assumed that it is dealt with by a proper
definition of the integration measure. Namely, the inte-
gral is over fields satisfying perfect boundary conditions
on the mirror. Our choice of coordinates is such that the
mirror occupies the z3 = 0 plane (for the sake of sim-
plicity, we shall make no distinction between lower and
upper indices, from now on. Thus, 3 = 23 = 2). From
(9), we see that we just need to perform functional av-
erages for pairs of fields (each factor involves derivatives
of the gauge field). Therefore, we shall only need the
gauge field propagator with perfect conductor boundary
conditions on the mirror.

Just before inserting the explicit expressions for the
EM field correlators, it is convenient to perform an ex-
pansion in powers of the departures about the aver-
age position of the atom, ry. To that end, we set
r(t) = ro+y(t), expand up to the second order in y(¢),
discard terms which, by their very structure, cannot con-
tribute to the imaginary part of the effective action.

Thus, with this in mind, we may present the expression
for the effective action, expanded to the second order in
y(t), as follows:
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The previous formulae, valid in free space, hold true when
a mirror is present, the difference between those two sit-
uations being the form of the EM field correlation func-
tions. Let us first consider the free space case.

A. Free space

We evaluate each one of the three terms into which we
have decomposed I in (11) in turn. They involve different
correlation functions between components of the EM field
in free space. Note that any time-local term appearing
in those correlation functions (namely, a polynomial in
d(t — t') and its derivatives) will not contribute to the
imaginary part and we shall therefore discard them. We
shall use a (0) to denote the free space version of an
object, to distinguish it from the one when the perfectly
conducting plane is present.

For F(EQEE we have:
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where (...)(®) denotes correlation functions in free space.
Here, Ay is defined as in (6), with k = |k| playing the
role of Q: Ag(t —t') = [Aq(t —t')]a—k. Therefore, from
(15) we derive:
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Inserting this into ng)ﬂ, we note that the resulting ex-

pression will contain the product AgAyg. This product
may be simplified by using the property, valid for any
pair 21, Qs:

Q1+ Q
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In our case, this leads to:
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Writing then Aq in terms of its Fourier transform, and
Fourier transforming the departures, we obtain
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The imaginary part of I'gp is then straightforwardly ob-

tained from the one of Aqyy:
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Performing the integration over k,

w(r] = [ 57 Mo oP (21)
62 v
= 24rmQ /;l; 0(v] = Q) (Iv] = ) [y ().

For the computation of I’%)I)B we start from the corre-
lation function:
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Upon insertion of this into the expression for F%Jg, the
product Aq0; Ay arises. For this object we use the prop-
erty:
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Integrating by parts and Fourier transforming,
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whence the imaginary part then becomes:
dv .
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Finally, to evaluate I‘(g})g, we need the correlator of two
magnetic fields. It is straightforward to see that:
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Proceeding in an analogous fashion as for the previous
two terms, we find:
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Adding the three contributions to the imaginary part
of the effective action, we get:

Im[M®] = T ] + Im[TP)] + Tm[TY)]
2
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This coincides with the result obtained in Ref.[4], if one
performs the angular integration of the probability dis-
tribution obtained there.

B. Perfect mirror

We now evaluate the different terms contributing to
the imaginary part of the effective action when a perfect
mirror is present. The difference is in the form of the
EM field correlation functions. They may be obtained
from the ones of the gauge field, which in turn can be
constructed, for example, by using the method of im-
ages. To that end, it is convenient to introduce first a
special notation to distinguish among spacetime coordi-
nates. We shall use: « = (x,,23), with z, denoting
Tg, T1, T2, the coordinates for which there is translation
invariance. When using indices, the ones from the be-
ginning of the Greek alphabet: «, 3,..., will be implic-
itly assumed to run over the values 0, 1 and 2. Besides,
a, b, ... will take the values 1 and 2 (these appear when
dealing with spatial coordinates on the plane).

Then, the correlator in the presence of the mirror,

<Au(x)AV(y)> = Dul/(xn - yll;$3,y3) 5 (31)
may be written as follows:
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where D,(S,) is the gauge-field propagator in free space,
and D,(ﬁ’) is the reflected contribution:

D;(fj) = _g;o; gg Déog(a:l\ —Z/u;$3,—y3) : (33)
Because of the fact that the EM field correlators will be
the sum of two terms, the first one identical to the free
space one, and the second a “reflection” (R) term, also
the effective action and its imaginary part will share this
property. Namely,

=10 410®
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We now evaluate each one of the three reflection terms

above, having in mind that they are to be added to the

free space terms; namely, they have no meaning by them-

selves and in particular their imaginary parts could be
negative.



F%RI% is obtained by using the reflection term instead
of the free space correlator in the analogous formula we
have already used for free space. Indeed,

Iy = 3 Jry 90y (t) Aot —t') (35)
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Now, because of the presence of the mirror, three-
dimensional rotation symmetry is lost. We will, as a

r)-E(t,r
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consequence, have different contributions to FSER]% (and its
imaginary part) depending on whether the motion is par-
allel or normal to the plane. It is rather straightforward

to see that FSERE) becomes the sum of two independent
contributions, one for each kind of motion:
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while for motion along the perpendicular, x3 direction:
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By using an entirely analogous procedure to the one
for the free space part, we find the respective imaginary
parts. Note that both can, and will, depend on a, the
distance of ry to the mirror:
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In particular, for parallel motion, we find:

cos(2ksa)k, % (k,? + 3k2)Aq(t — ) Ap(t —t'), (38)

(

with:
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The term which involves the mixed correlator between
the electric and magnetic fields, may be written as follows
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The imaginary parts for parallel and normal motion be-
come
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Finally, for I‘SBR]; we have:
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and the respective imaginary parts for parallel and nor-
mal motion,
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In Fig. 1 we plot m; = 1+ m /m for the par-

allel motion and my = 1 + mEE/mEE for the nor-
mal one, both as functions of the dimensionless vari-
able z = a(Jv| — Q). In both cases, the contribution

”’ In the other
limit, i.e., when z — 0, we get m /mEE = —7/10 and
(0)

mgp/meEp = 11/10. This case appears as qualitatively
similar to the Dirichlet contribution reported in Ref. [7],
(see comment in [12]). Figs. 2 and 3 show similar be-
haviour than the previous one. The rates goes to zero in

from mpy goes to zero as a|u\ — 0.

the large limit and m‘LﬂB/mg% =1/2, TrLEB/ﬂ”Lg3 =1,
and mlj‘BB/mgg = —1/4 and méB/mg))B = 1/2 when

x — 0. These limits show a different behaviour with
respect to the Dirichlet and Neumann cases reported in

[7].
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Figure 1: We plot m; =1+ 77”L|]‘3E/rn§&)LJ and
me =1+m¢g/ mgg as a function of the dimensionless
x=a(ly] — Q).
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Figure 2: m; =1+ mll‘;B/m(E(% and
me =1+ mzg /mgé as a function of the dimensionless
x =a(lv| — Q).

IV. TRANSITION AMPLITUDES

Let us now study the transition amplitudes and proba-
bilities for the EM field model. The first-order transition
matrix will now be given by:

Ty = e / dt (fIx(t) - [B(t, v(t)) + £(t) x B(t, v(t))]]i) .
(60)
where

|fa> & ‘fEM> ) (61)

with the "a" and "EM" indices denoting the atom and
electromagnetlc field states.

For the electron’s degrees of freedom we have, in the
interaction picture

i) = lia) @ |igm) |f) =

X(t) — ( —iQ2t + a th) . (62)

3 -~ ~
Here, a = ) ;_, a; €, where € are three orthonormal
vectors, since the Hamiltonian for the electron is essen-
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Figure 3: Ratios m; =1+ mljlgg/mgj)g and

me =1+m$p/ m(BPJ)B as a function of the dimensionless
xz=a(jv| — Q).

tially a three-dimensional harmonic oscillator. This im-
plies that, when considering a transition from the vacuum
to an excited state, that process will introduce a spatial
direction, in other words, a polarization. On the other
hand, for the gauge field in the Coulomb gauge we use
the expansion:

x):/koH/ dk, Z [0k

where A\ sums over the two independent modes for each k,
which are consistent with the perfect conductor condition
at z = 0. In this gauge, that amounts to a vanishing,
on that plane, of the components of the vector potential
which are parallel to that surface.

Including a global factor to normalize the states, we

J
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We now expand the results up to the second order in
y(t), which is the departure from rq = (0,0,a). Note
that, as the matrix elements have a contribution at zeroth
order, it is necessary to expand them up to the second
order, to compute consistently the decay probabilities be-
yond the static case. We denote the different orders by

T(dec)

_ (dec,0)
i =T

(dec,1)
pio Ty

+ T (69)

may write those modes as follows (see, for example [11]):
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(ﬁ,‘ and z denote unit vectors). The notation
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will be useful in what follows.

A. The decay process

Let us now consider a decay process, in which the ini-
tial state of the atom is an excited state and the EM field
is in vacuum

lia) = a]|0,) lipm) = [0EM), (66)
while final states are
| fa) = 10a) | fenr) = al (K)[0ga). (67)

Note that for the electronic transition we have in princi-
ple three independent polarizations (not necessarily along
the three coordinate axis), so we have to choose a polar-
ization for the excited state of the electron, and also for
the final state of the EM field.

The matrix elements for the decay process then read

[E(t,x(t) + 1) x B(t,x(t))]|02Mm)

[ @) + i) < (Vx5 @) - (68)

z=(t,r(t))

Performing the expansion we obtain
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Here we used the notation ' = 1 for A = 2 and vice
versa.

In practice, we expect the experiments not to detect
the polarization state of the excited state of the atom,;
therefore, it makes sense to consider the sum over the
3 posible values of | when evaluating the probabilities.
Namely, we obtain results for the probabilities which de-
pend only the polarization of the photon. Therefore, for
an unpolarized initial state, the total decay probability
reads

dP§(k) = dP$e°(k, 1) + dP§(k, 2) (72)

with

dPdee(k, \) fd3kZ|TdeC k1, )| (73)

Note that, when computing |T;}f°(k7 I,\)|?, there will

this probability is proportional to §(2 — k). It is cor-
rected by the second order contribution to the matrix
element. On the other hand, the first order contribution
to the transition amplitude produces an emission proba-
bility that, for a center of mass oscillation with frequency
Qcm, has lateral peaks at k = Q £ Q. This is the main
qualitative change induced by the center of mass motion
on the spectrum of emitted photons.

We now assume a normal motion for the center of mass
of the atom, with §; = §10;3. The zeroth order con-

tribution T(deC 9 in Eq. (70) generates the spontaneous

emission probablhty for a static atom. It reads

Te*N}
2mS)

P (k) = 216(Q — k) k2Z|g N (r0)2 %k .

(74)

The second order contribution in Eq.(70), when mul-

tiplied by the zeroth order, produces a correction to the
static probability in Eq.(74) that is given by

eN,f
2mS)

X (/Z dtyi(t)) d’k .

APy (k) = 2m6(Q — kK2 gl (xo)?
A

(75)

Note that the position of the peak is independent of the
center of mass motion of the atom.
‘We now consider the novel contribution to the emission

be a contribution of zeroth order that gives the emission  probability coming from T }?ec’l) in Eq.(70). Tt is given
probability for a static atom. By energy conservation, by
|
2
AP (I, 1) = 1 (k — Q)[2Q2k? cos? (ka cos 0)) cos? 0 sin 0 df dk
E 1272mQ
2
& ~ e .
= 1520 171 (k — Q)]2k? p1(ka, Qa, 0) sin 6 db dk (76)
and
2
AP (k,2) = 12:% 151 (k — Q)2k3[k2 sin® 6 cos? § sin? (ka cos 0)
+ (Q — ksin? 0)? cos? (ka cos 0)] sin 0 df dk
2
& - 9 .
= 5720 171 (k — Q) 2k pa(ka, Qa, §) sin 0 db dk. (77)

In both equations we have used spherical coordinates
in k-space and integrated over the angle ¢ (by symme-
try, the results do not depend on this angle). As the
correction in Eq.(75), these are of course contributions
quadratic in the amplitude of the center of mass motion.
In Fig. 4 we plot the total contribution to the emission

(

probability p (ka, Qa, 6) + p2(ka, Qa, ) per unit of solid
angle for two different values of ka at a fixed value of
Qa = 10.

The total decay probability can be obtained by sum-
ming Egs.(76) and(77) and integrating the 6 angle. The
result is



e

(a) ka =9,Qa =10 (b) ka=11,Qa = 10

Figure 4: Total contribution to the emission probability
p1(ka, Qa,0) + pa(ka,Qa, 0) per unit of solid angle as a
function of spherical angle §. We show two different
values of ka at a fixed value of Qa = 10.

APty g
dk  14472mQabd

s (k — Q)|2{8a5k3 (k2 — 2kQ + 20?)

+6ak (a®(k + Q)* — 6) cos(2ak) + 3 (4a*k*Q* — a® (9k* + 2kQ + Q%) + 6) sin(2ak)} .

If we assume that the normal displacement y, (t) is
an oscillatory function y, (t) = 39 sin(Qemt), where Qe
is the frequency of the center of mass, the spectrum of
the emitted photons has peaks at ,Q £+ Q.. In Fig.4
we choose two different values of ka (ka = 9 in Fig.4(a)
and ka = 11 in Fig.4(b)) in order to show that just be-
yond adiabatic approximation (ka =~ Qa) the emission
probability is non-symmetric with respect to the central
emission peak.

In a recent work [10], the decay probability of an atom
in front of an oscillating mirror has been computed us-
ing the adiabatic approximation €2 > Q.. In this limit,
our results for the moving atom have the same structure:
the spectrum of the emitted photons has the above men-
tioned peaks, the decay probability decreases with the
distance to the plane, and it shows oscillations with a
frequency 2ka ~ 2Qa. There is a disagreement, however,
between the coefficients of the terms appearing in our
result and the ones of [10]. We have verified that this
difference comes from the Rontgen term. Indeed, omit-
ting this contribution both results coincide. For the case
of a moving atom, it is well known that this interaction

term is crucial for Lorentz covariance. It would be inter-
esting to check if it also appears for the case of a moving
mirror and static atom, in the next to leading order of the
adiabatic approximation. Note that the boundary con-
ditions for the electromagnetic field on a moving perfect
mirror has a velocity-dependent term [13].

The adiabatic approximation is justified when € >
Qcm- It is noteworthy that, for some physical systems,
this inequality may be violated: for Rydberg or artificial
atoms may have ) of the order of GHz, and mechanical
resonators may attain such frequencies. In this situa-
tion, the decay probabilities may be qualitatively differ-
ent from those obtained in the adiabatic approximation.

B. Excitation process

We now consider the probability of excitation of an
atom that is initially in its ground state. This excitation
is accompanied by the emission of a photon. The initial
states read

|04) lipa) = [0p), (79)

|ia> =



while final states are

‘fa) = aj|0a>

It is not necessary to repeat all calculations. Indeed,
the matrix elements for the excitation process can be
obtained from those of the decay process just changing
the sign of the frequency 2, that takes into account the

J

|fEM) = O&(k)\OEM>~ (80)
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changes in the initial and final states of the atom. This
change of the sign produces the expected threshold for
the center of mass frequency, and the excitation occurs
only above it. Therefore, the zeroth order in the transi-
tion amplitudes is absent for this process.

From Eqgs.(76) and (77) we obtain

exc _ ~ 2021.3 2 2 .
dPgFe(k,1) = DIy |71 (K + Q)|*Q%k” cos® (ka cos 0)) cos” O sin 0 db dk (81)
and
2
exc _ e 273172 o: -2 202
dP§re(k,2) = 5m2ma |71 (K + Q)|“k°[k* sin” 0 cos” O sin” (ka cos §)
+ (Q + ksin? 0)? cos? (ka cos 0)] sin 6 df dk (82)

As before, in both equations we have used spherical co-
ordinates in k-space and integrated over the angle .

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we considered the interaction between
an accelerated atom near a perfect mirror and the vac-
uum fluctuations of the electromagnetic field. We first
computed the vacuum persistence probability, and then
the probabilities for excitation and decay, for an atom
that is initially in its ground or first excited state, re-
spectively. The results generalize our previous work in
which we studied, as a toy model, a quantum scalar field
instead of the full electromagnetic field.

We have compared our results for an atom in perpen-
dicular motion with respect to the mirror, with those
in which the atom is at rest and the mirror is oscillat-
ing. Up to the lowest order adiabatic approximation, the
Rontgen current does not appear for a moving mirror
[10], and this is a source of discrepancy between the re-
sults for both situations. It would be interesting to check
whether the next to leading order adiabatic correction
for the case of a moving mirror restores the equivalence
between these two different physical situations or not.

(

Our results for the moving atom are valid beyond the
adiabatic approximation, and we have pointed out that,
for artificial or Rydberg atoms, this approximation may
be violated. Therefore, one could observe signs of non-
adiabaticity in the spectrum of emitted particles

If the atom has a center of mass motion parallel to the
mirror, the excitation and de-excitation will depend both
on the acceleration and the distance to the mirror. Al-
though in this paper we have not presented an analysis
of the transition amplitudes for the parallel motion, the
presence of dissipative effects is clear from the computa-
tion of the imaginary part of the effective action. These
effects have no analogs for a static atom in front of a
moving (perfect) mirror.
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