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The Lamb shift in the BTZ spacetime
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Abstract

We study the Lamb shift of a two-level atom arising from its coupling to the conformal massless
scalar field, which satisfies the Dirichlet boundary condition, in the Hartle-Hawking vacuum in
the BTZ spacetime, and find that the Lamb shift in the BTZ spacetime is structurally similar to
that of a uniformly accelerated atom near a perfectly reflecting boundary in (2+1)-dimensional flat
spacetime. Our results show that the Lamb shift is suppressed in the BTZ spacetime as compared
to that in the flat spacetime as long as the transition wavelength of the atom is much larger than
AdS radius of the BTZ spacetime while it can be either suppressed or enhanced if the transition
wavelength of the atom is much less than AdS radius, depending on the location of the atom. In
contrast, the Lamb shift is always suppressed very close to the horizon of the BTZ spacetime and
remarkably it reduces to that in the flat spacetime as the horizon is approached although the local

temperature blows up there.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The Lamb shift, which describes a subtle energy level shift of an atom, was first discovered
in experiment in 1947 [1] and later theoretically explained as arising from the coupling of
the atom with fluctuating quantum fields in vacuum. The Lamb shift is regarded as one
of the most remarkable effects predicted in quantum theory and marks the beginning of
modern quantum electrodynamics [2]. So far, the Lamb shift has been investigated in
various circumstances, such as in the presence of cavities [3], in a thermal bath [1—0], in
de Sitter (dS) and the Schwarzschild black hole spacetimes [7, &], as well as for atoms in
noninertial motion [9-12]. These studies show that the Lamb shift is singularly impacted
by the topology and structure of spacetime, the motion status of the atom and the ambient
thermal radiation.

In this paper, we are interested in the Lamb shift in the BTZ spacetime, which is an exact
solution of the Einstein equation in (241)-dimensional gravity found by Banados, Teitel-
boim, and Zanelli (BTZ) in 1992 [13]. The BTZ solution has attracted a lot of attention
since its discovery, as it is generally believed that the general relativity in (2+1) dimensions
can be considered as a quite useful laboratory for exploring the foundations of classical
and quantum gravity after the seminal work of Deser et al. [11, 15]. It has been found that
the BTZ solution displays interesting features different from black holes in other dimensions,
such as the absence of a curvature singularity at the origin and the lack of global hyperbolic-
ity [16, 17], as well as clear advantages such as an explicit expression for the Green’s function
of quantum fields and the simplicity of some exact analytical calculations [16, 18]. Inter-
esting quantum phenomena associated with the BTZ spacetime, for instance, the response
of the Unruh-DeWitt (UDW) particle detectors [19], quantum fluctuations [20], entangle-
ment harvesting [21], anti-Unruh effect [22-21] and holographic complexity [25], have been
explored. As a further step, we plan to investigate, in the present paper, the Lamb shift
for a two-level atom arising from its coupling with the fluctuating conformal massless scalar
fields in vacuum in the BTZ spacetime, hoping to further understand the properties of the
BTZ spacetime in terms of the Lamb shift.

Our calculation of the Lamb shift will be carried out with the elegant formalism proposed
by Dalibard, Dupont-Roc, and Cohen-Tannoudji (DDC) [26, 27], which allows for a separa-

tion of contributions of vacuum fluctuations and radiation reaction to an atomic observable



by adopting a symmetric operator ordering between the operators of the atom and the field.
The paper is organized as follows. We begin in Sec. II by presenting the basic formulae
for the relative radiative energy shift of a two-level atom following the DDC approach. In
Sec. 111, we compute with the DDC approach the Lamb shift for a uniformly accelerated
atom in the (2+1)-dimensional flat spacetime with a perfectly reflecting boundary. We then
calculate the Lamb shift for the atom in coupling with conformal massless scalar fields in
the Hartle-Hawking vacuum in the BTZ spacetime in Sec. IV, and compare it with that of
a uniformly accelerated atom near a perfectly reflecting boundary. The properties of the
Lamb shift are analyzed not only by the analytical approximations in some special cases but
also by numerical computation. Finally, we end with conclusions in Sec. V.

For convenience, the natural units h = ¢ = kg = 8G = 1 and the metric signature

(—1,1,1) are adopted throughout this paper.

II. THE BASIC FORMALISM

Let us now consider a two-level atom locally interacting with a fluctuating conformal
massless scalar field ¢(x(7)) in vacuum. For simplicity, the worldline of the atom is denoted
by z(7) which is parameterized by its proper time 7. In Dicke’s notation, the Hamiltonian

of the atom H4(7) can be written as
Ha(T) = woRs(7) , (1)

while that of the scalar field Hp(7) as

dt
Hp(1) = /d3k wkaTkakE , (2)

where wy denotes the energy gap between the ground state |—) and excited state |+) of
the atom, Rs(0) = (1/2)(|+)(+| — |=)(=|) ', and a}, ay are the creation and annihilation

operators of the scalar field. The interaction Hamiltonian for the atom-field coupling is

assumed to be [9]

Hi(1) = pRy(m)¢(x(7)) | (3)

! The time evolution of the atomic operators, which will be given later, can be obtained from the Heisenberg
equations.



where p is a small coupling constant and Ry(0) = (i/2)[R-(0) — R4+(0)] with R_(0) =
=)+, By (0) = [+) (=]

To obtain the energy level shifts of the two-level atom, we begin with the Heisenberg
equations of motion of dynamical variables of the atom and the field. For an arbitrary
atomic observable O(7), the Heisenberg equation of motion is given by

%mﬂ:4WMJMﬂ+mﬁN (4)

In the solution of the equation of motion, we can split the atom and field operators into two
parts [9]: the free part that exists even when there is no coupling between the atom and
the field and the source part that is induced by the interaction and characterized by the

coupling constant, that is

Rs(7) = R(7) + R3(7), Re(r) = RL(T) + Ri(7), ¢(a(7)) = ¢/ (a(7)) + ¢°(a(7)) ,  (5)
where superscripts f and s denote the free and source part respectively. A integration of
the Heisenberg equations yields [25]

Ri(7) = R}(0), R3(r) = ip /0 Lar' ! (o) RS ('), Ri(T)]

RL(r) = RL(0)e™™ ™, Ri(r) = iu /O "ar's (a(r IR, RL() (6)

and

a(t(r)) = a (t(0)e DO g (1(7)) = ip /O L R e, et )] . ()

Here, Ry(7) = Ry(7) + R3(7) = (i/2)[R (1) — R{(7) + R2(r) — R%.(7)] leads to R}(r) =
(i/2)[e~ 0" R_(0) — ™ R, (0)] and Ry(0) = R}(0) as expected. According to the formalism
of DDC [26, 27], one can identify the contribution of vacuum fluctuations (which is related
to the free part of the field and denoted by subscript “vf”) and that of radiation reaction
(which is related to the source part of the field and denoted by subscript “rr”) to the rate of
change of O(7) by adopting a symmetric ordering between the atom and the field variables,

i.e., the equation of motion (4) can be recast as

- (490, (97, o

with

(P90) = Sin(¢f e [Aa(), 0] + [Relr). 0@ (x()) . O
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and

(P0D) = (6 e) [Ral). O] + [Ral). O (w(r))) . (10)

Taking the average value of Eqgs. (9) and (10) over the vacuum state of the scalar field, one

obtains [9]

Ol(Z), .

where the effective Hamiltonian to the order p? reads

O> = Z[Heff (1), O(7)] + non-Hamiltonian terms , (11)

vf,rr

Hf! (1) = int [ dr'C" ar) o (DR, B0 (12
H{1 () = —gin [ de (el o R, B} (13

Here, CF(x(7),2(7")) and x¥(x(7),x(7")) are respectively the symmetric correlation and

linear susceptibility function of the field, which are defined as

CF (1), 2(1)) := %<0|{¢f(93(7>), ¢! (2())}0) , (14)

X" (@(7), (7)) = %(0\[¢f(37(7)),¢f($(7'))]!0> : (15)
Then averaging Eq. (12) and Eq. (13) over the atomic state |b) (here b € {—,+}), we obtain

the contributions of vacuum fluctuations and radiation reaction to the energy shift of level

) [9
(OFy) oy = —ip? / 47’ CF (a(r), 2(7))xi (7. 7') (16)

70

(6Ey)y = —its? / " (), 2 )G, ) (17)

70

where the symmetric correlation function of the atom is

Gr7) = SUOHRL). RN = 3 SR e 7] ()
and the atomic linear susceptibility

i (r,7) =5 <b|[Rf( ), R Z| (B Ro(0)|d)[* [era =) — emteralT=T0] - (19)

Note that wyy = wp — wy is the atomic energy gap between the two levels. In particular,
wo = |wp — wa| when b # d, and the sum over d should extend over a complete set of atomic

states. For a two-level atom, the Lamb shift as the relative energy shift is given by
A= (6E+)Uf + (5E+)7"r - (5E—)Uf - (6E—)rr . (2())

In what follows, we will estimate the Lamb shift of the atom with the statistical functions (14)

and (15) evaluated along its world line.



III. THE LAMB SHIFT FOR AN ACCELERATED ATOM NEAR A REFLECT-
ING BOUNDARY

Let us first consider the Lamb shift in a simpler situation for a later comparison with
that in the BTZ spacetime, i.e., that of a uniformly accelerated atom near a perfectly
reflecting boundary in the (2+41)-dimensional flat spacetime. Suppose that the reflecting
boundary locates at x = 0, and the spacetime trajectory of the accelerated two-level atom
parameterized by its proper time 7 is given by (see Fig. (1))

() = ésinh(aT), 2(r) = L, y(r) = 2cosh(a7), (21)

where a denotes the constant proper acceleration along the y axis and L is the distance

between the atom and the reflecting boundary.

FIG. 1: An atom is uniformly accelerated along the y-axis with a proper distance L from a reflecting

boundary in (2+1)-dimensional flat spacetime.

By the method of images [29], one can obtain the Wightman function for vacuum massless
scalar fields in (2+1)-dimensional Minkowski spacetime with the presence of the reflecting

boundary

Ghp(a(r),a(7')) =(01¢! ()¢ (')]0)
1 1

TR T,

S . (22)




Substituting the spacetime trajectory (21) of the two-level atom into Eq. (22), we have
_a 1 a 1
5T\~ [sinh (437 —ic)]* 7/~ [sinh (447 —ic)]” + (aL)?

Ghp(a(7), x(r") (23)

with AT =7 — 7.

Now we will calculate the corrections to the Lamb shift because of the presence of the
boundary and acceleration. That is, what we actually calculate is the Lamb shift relative
to that when the atom is at rest in a free space. In (3+1)-dimensional spacetime, directly
calculating the relative Lamb shift instead of the total one avoids the tricky issue of regu-
larizing the Lamb shift in free space. Normally, in a non-relativistic quantum field theoretic
approach such as what we are using here, a suitable cutoff is needed in the regularization.
However, let us note that no regularization is actually required for the (2+41)-dimensional
case, as now the Lamb shift in free space is finite. Nevertheless, since our main concern in
the present paper is the corrections due to the boundary and acceleration here and the BTZ
spacetime later, we only examine the relative Lamb shift.

So, in our calculation of the atomic energy-level shifts, we shall use the Wightman function
G35 (2(7), z(r")) which is obtained by subtracting from the Wightman function (23) that

of the massless scalar field in the Minkowski vacuum in (2+1)-dimensional flat spacetime

given by [30]
G (@ (r),a(7)) = ! __ - LYY
ar/t— T2t (Y —yP -t —ic)?  4m/— (DT — ic)?
to give
GHR(e(r), (7)) = Ghp(a(r), a(r)) — Ghya(e(r), 2(7)) (25)

Then, two statistical functions of the field can be written as the symmetrized and anti-

symmetrized Wightman functions:

Cpp((r),2(r) = %[GEIB(:U(T), w(1)) + Ghp(a(r), 2(7))] (26)
Xpp(@(7), (7)) = %[Géﬁ(w(ﬂ,x(f')) — GEp(a(r),=(7))] . (27)

Substituting the above statistical functions into Egs. (16) and (17), we can separately cal-
culate the contributions of vacuum fluctuations and radiation reaction to the energy shift

of level b. Generally, it is difficult to directly compute the integrals involved by using the



residual theorem and the contour integration technique. So, we now first write the statistical

functions as the following Fourier integrals

/ 1 > iw(T—71' —iw(T—7’

Chpla) o) = 4= [ [T Ffpw) + e B w)]do (29
/ 1 = iw(T—7' —iw(r—7’

ole(r)2() = 1= [ B ) - B e, (9

where FJ,(w) represents the Fourier transform of the Wightman function G5E (A7), that
is
+00 ]
iy (w) = / GER(AT)e AT dAT = Fp(w) — Froa(w) (30)
Here, the Fourier transform of the Wightman function G},(A7), which is actually the
response function of a uniformly accelerated particle detector near the reflecting boundary,
takes the following form (see Appendix A for details)
Fpp(w) = 1;[1 — P 1 (87TLL* + 1)} (31)
BD 2 ew/Tu + 1 ﬁ_ﬁ u
with the Unruh temperature T, = a/27, and P,(z) representing the associated Legendre
function of the first kind [31]
cosh[(v + %
P,(cosha) : \/_/ * )Yl du, «a>0, (32)

1
(cosha — coshu)z

while the Fourier transform of Eq. (24) can be straightforwardly carried out as

+o00 ) 1
Froalw) = / GELa(AT)eATdAT = S9(—w) (33)

oo

with 6(x) representing the Heaviside step function. Thus, we have

11 11
Fp(w) =5 -5 P i (STTPLY +1) -

0(—w)
2 ew/Tu _I,_ 1 2 ew/Tu _|._ ]_ 27Ty, '

2

(34)

As we can see that the first, the second and the third term in FZ,(w) respectively
originates from the first, the second term in Eq. (23) and the Fourier transform of the
Wightman function of the static atom, and therefore they respectively correspond to terms
associated with the accelerated atom, the image of it and the static atom. A substitution
of Eq. (34) into Eq. (28) yields the symmetric correlation function for the field

1 > ) )
Chp(e(r), a(r) =~ [ do(e“> + )P .

87T 0 27Ty

(87°ToL* +1) , (35)



where the identity P,(z) = P_,_1(x) has been used. Here, the integration of Frp4(w) cancels
out that over the first term of F%,(w), i.e., (2¢¥/T« +2)~! in Eq. (34). Similarly, the linear

susceptibility function of the field works out to

Xep(@(1),z(7) = — % OOO dw <eiwm — e‘iwm> { tanh (2%)
x [1 — P ) (STTILY 4+ 1)] - 1} . (36)

Inserting above equations into Eqgs. (16) and (17) and extending the range of integration
to infinity for sufficiently long time interval, the contributions of vacuum fluctuations and
radiation reaction to the energy shift of the level state [b) (b € {—,+}) are found to be

respectively given by

(5Eb)vf:—gZKb‘RQ(O)‘dHQ/OOOde(w Lo 1)

+ Whd W — Wpd

X Piiw_%(87T2T3L2 + 1) , (37)

21Ty,

1 1
(0Ep)r = — Ry §‘<6‘R2 ’d>‘/ duw P w+wbd+w—wbd)

x { tanh (

where P denotes the principal value integral. It follows from Egs. (37) and (38) that
(0EL )y = —(0E_)ys and (0EL ), = (0E_),,. So, the Lamb shift for the accelerated atom

) 1= Py (37T202 4+ 1)] — 1} (38)

27Ty,

near the reflecting boundary is determined by (§E. ), s only, and it is given, after considering

Zd: |(bR2(0)[d)|* = 1/4, by

T 1 1 22 72
Asp=—1¢- | de(erwo—w_wO)P%_;(&r T2L2 4 1) . (39)

It is interesting to note that here only the contribution from the image of accelerated
atom retains, and the contribution from the accelerated atom cancels that of the static
atom, meaning that uniform acceleration does not induce corrections to the Lamb shift in

free space without boundary. Furthermore, from the following properties of the associated

Legendre function of the first kind,

lim B-y_l/Q(:pQ +1) =0, y € Reals (40)
Tr—r00



and

lim Py 1pp(z* +1) =0, 2#0, (41)
Yy—>00

we can see that Apgp vanishes when L — oo which means there is no the correction to the
Lamb shift of the accelerated atom in a free space in (2+1)-dimensional spacetime. So does
the result in the limit of a — oo (or T, — oo) for a finite distance L, meaning that the
corrections to the Lamb shift near a reflecting boundary approach zero as acceleration grows

extremely large.

IV. THE LAMB SHIFT FOR A STATIC ATOM IN THE BTZ SPACETIME

In this section, we consider the Lamb shift for a static two-level atom coupled to conformal

massless scalar fields in vacuum in the BTZ spacetime of which the line element can be

written in Schwarzschild-like coordinates [10, 17] as
2 7" -Mme & 2,272
ds® = ” dt* + 2_M£2dr + redo” . (42)
The metric describes an asymptotically anti-de Sitter space with A = —1/¢? a negative

cosmological constant, which has a horizon at r, = v/M¢ with M representing the mass of
the BTZ solution.

To obtain the Lamb shift in the BTZ spacetime, we need the Wightman function of the
conformal scalar field to evaluate the contributions of vacuum fluctuations and radiation
reaction to the atomic energy level shifts. In this paper, we assume that the scalar field is
in the Hartle-Hawking vacuum in the BTZ spacetime. Note that since the BTZ spacetime
can be obtained by a topological identification of AdSs; spacetime, the Wightman function
for the conformal massless scalar field in the Hartle-Hawking vacuum in the BTZ spacetime
can be expressed in terms of the corresponding Wightman function in AdS3; spacetime by

using the method of images [16, 17]
Gprzla, o) Z Glas(a,T"a') (43)

where G ;¢ (, 2') is the Wightman function in AdS; spacetime and 'z’ represents the action
of the identification ¢ — ¢+ 27 on point /. Assuming, for simplicity, that the field satisfies
the Dirichlet boundary condition at spatial infinity due to lack of global hyperbolicity of the

10



BTZ spacetime, the Wightman function can be found analytically as follows [16]

1 - 1 1
G+t N — — 44
przl8) = n:zoo L/a— \/m} ’ .
where
/ 2 _ 2.2 12 __ 2
BES % cosh \/M(Agb — QWH)] —-1- vir T% Sy cosh [T_;At} ’ (45)
(ot i 14

with A¢p = — ¢/, At =t —1t.

In the following discussions, we suppose that the two-level atom is spatially fixed at a
constant 7 in the BTZ spacetime such that Ap = 0, A7 =7 — 7" = /—geoAt. Since our
interest is the relative Lamb shift in the BTZ spacetime, we shall use the Wightman function
which is obtained by subtracting that in the Minkowski vacuum in (241)-dimensional flat
spacetime in the subsequent discussions, i.e., G2, (AT) := G, (AT) — GFp4(AT). Then

the Fourier transform for the Wightman function G3%, (A7) reads

+oo
FgTZ(w) = / Gg?z(AT)e_ZWATdAT = FBTZ<W) — FFLA(UJ) . (46)
Note that Frpa(w) is given by Eq. (33). Here, the Fourier transform of the Wightman
function (44), Fprz(w), along the trajectory of the static atom is given by [10], which is the

response function of a static detector in the BTZ spacetime as well

+oo
FBTz(CL)) = GETZ(AT%B*Z'WATOZAT
11 >
i) Z [P%%h%(coshan) —Pﬁfé(coshﬁn)] , (47)

where T}, is the local temperature given by

T+
= 48
N (48)
and the auxiliary functions cosh «,, and cosh 3,, are defined as
r2 r?
coshay, := — + 5 [—2 cosh <27m\/ M) — 1] ,
r? —rilry
2 2
cosh 3, = 2—+2 [—2 cosh (27m\/ M) + 1] . (49)
r2—rilri
Let us note that the local temperature of the BTZ spacetime can be rewritten in the following
form [22]
2 )2
T, = BTz (50)
27

11



with apryz = r/(¢ \/W) representing the acceleration of the constant r trajectory in
the BTZ spacetime. Here T}, is analogous to the temperature felt by an accelerated ob-
server in AdSs spacetime [32]. It is demonstrated in Ref. [32] that there exists a critical
acceleration, 1/¢, in AdSs spacetime, and only the observer with a constant super-critical
acceleration a (i.e., a > 1/¢) can register the quasi-thermal response with a temperature
equal to v/a2 — £=2/(27). Noteworthily, the response function (47) displays the Fermi-Dirac
distribution as was noted in Ref. [10].

Consequently, we can reexpress the Fourier transform of the Wightman function

Grp(a(r), (7)) as

Fiirz(w) = Filo(w) + Fibg(w) (51)
with
Flo(w) = %ew/T1 1 %ew/Ti 1 -y (cosh fo) - 9(;@ ’ (52)
and .
F,géo(w) = ew/Tl—i—l Zl [Pz%h_%(cosh ap) — Pﬁ_%(cosh Bn)l s (53)

where we have used the identity P,(1) = 1 for the associated Legendre function of the first
kind and split F;,(w) into n = 0 and n # 0 terms for convenience.

With the symmetric correlation function defined in (14), we have

1 o= [ . ,
Chry(x(T), 2(7)) =1 Z/o dw (e“"m + e_WAT> [P%z%h_% (cosha,) — P%z%h_%(cosh ﬁn)]
n=1
1 > TWAT —iwAT .
) dw (e +e )Pﬁ*% (cosh fy) . (54)

One can see from Eq. (54) that the inverse-Fourier integration over Frp4(w) also cancels
out that over the first term in F2 (w), i.e., (2¢¥/Tn +2)71 in Eq. (52). Similarly, the linear

susceptibility function takes the following form

XgTz(x<T>>I(T/>> _ ﬁ ;/0 dw (eiwA-r _ 64&;AT> tanh <2wTh> [Pﬁ_;(COSh Oén)

Ty, 2
1 [ 4 ) w
— P i h . :| o ( IWAT fzwA‘r){ h (_)
m_%(cos Bn) 87?/0 dwle e tan o,
X [1 — Pﬁfé(coshﬁo)} — 1} . (55)

12



Inserting above equations into Eqgs. (16) and (17), the contributions of vacuum fluctuations

and radiation reaction to the energy shift of the level state |b) are found to be respectively

given by
X, [ 1 1
(0E0)os _Z zd: [G1R(0)1d) Z/ de<w Fup W Wbd> [P#WT;L*%(COSh )
- sz;—;h 1(cosh ) ] T r Z| bl R, (0 |d>|2/ de(w +1Wbd W —1wbd>
X P#%hfé(cosh Bo) , (56)
and
2 1 1 w
(OF:)rr = Ar Xd: Bl Z/ de w + Wea o= wbd) tanh (2_Th>
X [ i %(coshozn) P%%hfz(coshﬁn } - —Z| b|R2(0)|d)|?
o 1 1
- /o de(w + Wea Tz wbd>{tanh (2_Th) [1 B Pziwhﬁ(COShﬁo)} a 1} '
(57)

So, it is easy to get that the Lamb shift for the two-level atom in the BTZ spacetime is
determined by (0E. ), only, that is

ABTZ = 2(6E+)vf :AnZO + A71760 (58)
with
2 [e's}
L 1 1
Apg=—1— [ 4 ( _ )P h
0 167 J, wP TR ;(cos Bo)
_ [T dw73< L1 )P w1 (87T + 1), (59)
167 J, wH+wy w—wp/ =TT, 3
and
A “2oo/ood7>( ! ! )Py (coshan) = P sy (cosh )]
n = — w — tw 1{cosn &y, iw 1| COS n
#0 87_[_ — 0 w _l_ wo w — wo 2nTy, 2 ‘ITTh 2

(60)

Here A, —q represents the contribution from the second term of the response function F_ (w)
in (51), and A, results from Fo(w).

Recalling the Lamb shift of the accelerated atom near the reflecting boundary, Agp (i.e.,

Eq. (39)), we find that Egs. (39) and (59) become the same if one replaces T, and L in

13



Eq. (39) with T}, and ¢ (or equivalently, let a = \/a%,, — (=2 and L = ¢). In fact, this
equivalence between A,y and Agp can also be seen from the response functions, since the

n = 0 term in the response function (47) in the BTZ spacetime, i.e.,

1 1 ) 22 p2

coincides with Eq. (31).
Let us now analyze the contribution of n # 0 terms in the response function to the Lamb

shift. Considering that the auxiliary functions in Eq. (49) can be rewritten as

cosh o, = &7*Tr? sinh® (nmvV M) /M + 1 ,

2
coshﬁn:87r2T,f[rMsinh2 (mrvM)+€2]+1, (62)
we have
2 00
H 1 1 2272
Apso =1 dwP( - )Py (STTRLE, +1
0 871'; [/0 WP wH+wy w—wo QWTh_é(ﬂ- nLa, +1)
—/Oode< L )Pm L (8TPT2L2 + 1) (63)
0 w+wy w—wy/ =T 2 B

with L, = rsinh (nmv/M)/vVM and Lg, := [r?sinh® (nmv/M) /M + ¢2]/2. A comparison
of the above result with Eq. (39) suggests that the contribution of each n # 0 term to the
Lamb shift can be understood as that from a pair of a source, which is accelerated along a
reflecting boundary at an effective distance to L,, in a flat spacetime with an acceleration
a = 21Ty, = \/a%p, — 02 = \/M/(r? — M{?), and an image with the same acceleration

but at a different effective distance Lg,.

Now, let us turn our attention to analytically evaluating the Lamb shift Agry in some
special cases. First, for the case of the atom in the asymptotic region far form the horizon,
ie., 7> ry. In this case, the temperature T, is very small while both T7?L?% and T7L3
approach sinh®(nmv/M)/(47?), and then according to Eq. (41), we only need to take A,—g

into account, which is now given by (see Appendix B for details)

MQ 72
Aprz = Ap—g = T Ho(2wol) — T—;f@wog)} ; (64)
with
1
f(2w0£) = m [4W§£2H_1(2W0£) + 4WO£H0(2CUO£) — H1 (2W0£)j| y (65)

14



which can be further expressed, in the limit of » — oo (or agry — 1/¢) as
2wol

12 - M;)TO ) wol K 15
Aprz = _EHO<2W0€) ~ 2 . (66)

2CUO€ — —> s WQE >1.

Y (
16/ mwol i 4

It is worthwhile to note that Aprz in the asymptotic region is negative when wol < 1 or

0/ g < 1. Here A\g := 1/wy denotes the transition wavelength of the atom. This means that
the Lamb shift is always suppressed in the BTZ spacetime, while it can be either positive or
negative when wol > 1 or £/\g > 1, signaling either enhancement or suppression contingent
on the value of wgl.

When the atom is in the region near the horizon of the BTZ spacetime, i.e., r —r . < ry,
since both L,, and Lg, are finite and the temperature T}, is extremely large, A, o is also
negligible. So again, only A, _y needs to be considered for the Lamb shift, which can now
be approximated as (see Appendix B for details)

s e o

Interestingly, as the atom approaches the horizon, i.e., r — r,, the above results suggest
that Apgrz would vanish, implying that the Lamb shift reduces to that in the flat spacetime.
This is remarkable since the temperature 7} or acceleration agrz blows up as the horizon
is approached.

We now examine the properties of the Lamb shift at a generic spatial position r. We will
resort to numerical calculation since exact analytical results are unobtainable. In Fig. (2),
the Lamb shift is plotted as a function of the spatial position r/r, with given mass M and
¢/Xo. As shown in Fig. (2), the Lamb shift approaches a fixed value, i.e., —u?Hy(20/)g) /16,
in the asymptotic region of the BTZ spacetime, which is always negative for £/A\g < 1 (see
Fig. (2a)) but can be either positive or negative for £/ > 1 depending on the value of £/
(see Fig. (2b) (2¢)). This is in agreement with our previous results obtained by analytical
analysis in Eq. (66). Moreover, at r/r, ~ 1, all plots in Fig. (2) reveal a vanishing Lamb
shift, and this is again in accordance with our analytical result (Eq. (67)) very close to the
horizon.

Notably, Fig. (2a) also indicates that the Lamb shift is always suppressed in the BTZ
spacetime as compared to that in the flat spacetime as long as £/\g < 1, i.e., when the

transition wavelength of the atom is much larger than the AdS radius of the BTZ spacetime,
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FIG. 2: The Lamb shift is plotted as a function of r/ry for (a) £/Ag = 0.05, (b) £/ = 6.00, (c)
and £/Ag = 7.00 with the transition wavelength of the atom defined by A\g = 1/wy. Here, we have
taken ji2 = p?/(8v/27) and M = 0.20. The dashed red lines in all plots indicate the corresponding
convergent values of Aprz/ji® (i.e., approximately equal to —0.1413 in (a), 0.3833 in (b), and

—0.3831 in (c)) in the limit of r — oo.

not just in the asymptotic region as our analytical result may seem to suggest. However, if
the atomic transition wavelength is much less than the AdS radius, i.e., £/\g > 1, the Lamb
shift exhibits obvious oscillations as the atom is moved away from the horizon. Moreover,
Fig. (2b) shows that, for a given value of ¢/ )\ that gives a positive asymptotic Lamb shift,
the Lamb shift may be significantly suppressed with a few oscillations in the vicinity of
the horizon as compared to that in the flat spacetime and oscillates around the positive
asymptotic value as the atom is moved far away from the horizon of the BTZ spacetime, while
Fig. (2¢) demonstrates that, for a given value of £/)\g that leads to a negative asymptotic
Lamb shift, the Lamb shift may instead be significantly enhanced with a few oscillations in
the vicinity of the horizon as compared to that in the flat spacetime and oscillates around the
negative asymptotic value. Finally, let us note that the qualitative behaviors of the Lamb
shift are not very sensitive of the value of M which is dimensionless in the BTZ spacetime.

So, a value of 0.2 is chosen in our plots of numerical computations.

V. CONCLUSION

We have studied the Lamb shift of a two-level atom arising from its coupling to the
conformal massless scalar field, which satisfies the Dirichlet boundary conditions, in the

Hartle-Hawking vacuum in the BTZ spacetime, and compared it with that of the uniformly
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accelerated atom near a perfectly reflecting boundary in the (2+1)-dimensional flat space-
time.

We demonstrate that, for a spatially fixed atom in the BTZ spacetime, its Lamb shift
is structurally similar to that of a uniformly accelerated atom near a perfectly reflecting
boundary in the (2+41)-dimensional flat spacetime with an acceleration a = 27T}, where
T}, is the local temperature of the BTZ spacetime. Both analytical analysis and numerical
computation show that the Lamb shift is suppressed in the BTZ spacetime as compared to
that in the flat spacetime as long as the transition wavelength of the atom is much larger than
the AdS radius while it can be either suppressed or enhanced if the transition wavelength of
the atom is much less than the AdS radius. In contrast, the Lamb shift is always suppressed
very close to the horizon of the BTZ spacetime and remarkably it rolls back to that in the

flat spacetime as the horizon is approached although the local temperature diverges there.

Acknowledgments

We would like to thank Jiawei Hu for helpful discussions. This work was supported in
part by the NSFC under Grants No.12075084 and No.12175062, the Research Foundation
of Education Bureau of Hunan Province, China under Grant No.20B371.

Appendix A: The derivation of Fpp(w)

According to the definition of the Fourier transform, we have

+00
Fgp(w) :/ GLp(AT)e AT dAT

o0

_i 400 efiwArdAT B \/§a +00 efz‘wA-rdAT
8T J—oo \/— [sinh (“ATT _ @'E)]Q 8m J_ o /coshBp — cosh(aAT — ic) ’

(A1)
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with cosh Bp := 2a?L? + 1. The first integral in Eq. (A1) can be obtained as follows:

a +oo fiwATdA,r

\/ smh “AT —1 )]2

A e A -1
_la e~ AT ginh (u — z'e) dAT — ﬂ/ e~ AT ginh (a T_ z'e) dAT
87T 2 8 2
%) ) 1
-4 g~ WAT [z sinh (H> + 6} dAT
8 2
1 1
_ - A2
2 e2rw/a 4 17 (A2)

where in the second line an appropriate branch of the square root cut along the negative
real axis has been considered via ie factor (see similar treatments in Ref. [10]). Similarly,
the second integral in Eq. (A1) can be performed

V2a [0 e~ WATIAT

8™ J_o /coshBp — cosh(aAT — ic)

2 _BB iwu
= 8£ e a (coshu — cosh ) “adu — —/ " (cosh g — coshu)™ 2du
i

o .
_iwu

e a (coshu — cosh 63)_%du

8w 85
1
= ——Q iw 1(CoshﬁB) - ZP“” 1(coshﬁB)—|— sz 1(coshﬁB)
1 1
= —§mpg_%(COShﬁB) , (A3)

where @, (z) denotes the second associated Legendre function and the identity, Q,(x) —
Q_,—1(z) = weot(vm)P,(x), has been used in the last line. Combining Eqs. (A2) and (A3),

we have
F ! L 1— P 20%L% + 1
BD(W) _5 e27rw/a + 1 [ - %}7%( a - )}
1 1 22 72
T (1= P (s7°T2L2 +1)] (Ad)

where T, = a/(2m).
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Appendix B: Approximations of Agry

Following the definition of the associated Legendre function of the first kind (32), Eq. (59)

can be rewritten as

WU

Bo 1 1 cosh
Ao = 2/ / dwP( ) 55)
167 w Tw w—w (cosh By — coshu)?

//30 / . 73 1 ) Cos (27TT )
167r2 w +wo/ (cosh By — coshu)

V212 ()

27Ty

sin (
167 / \/cosh Bo — cosh(sfy)

[ ) v (32)
w COS = S1n
B 0w ) \wtwy/ O \ogT,

(e}

NI

(B1)

where we used

and s = u/f in the last line.
For the case of r > r,, after considering T}, = sinh(5/2)/(27¢) and a power series for

the integrand in Eq. (B1) about small 5y, we have

: wols
V2B, Sin [smﬁ(,@f})z)]
Aprz = Apg = d
167 \/cosh By — cosh(sﬁo)
o ,u_2 ! dssm(Zwoés) LM 2wol 32 dss cos(2wols)

81 Jo 1—s2 96T J, V1—s?
u? B2 /1 ds<1 + 5%) sin(2wols)

* 1927 V1—2s2
2
.
~ 1—6[H0(2w0€) = (20.;05)} , (B2)
where
F(2wol) = [4woe H_1(2w0f) + dwol Ho(2wol) — H1(2w0€)] , (B3)
12&)06

with H,(z) denoting the Struve function.

For the case of (r —ry) < ry, By will be extremely large. Thus, we have

A . \/_,u260 d sin <U-2)(7)TSI@O)
n=0 —
167 \/cosh By — cosh(s)
2By ', sin[wosfBo/(21T})]
" 167 / R

2
T Swo silihﬁoﬂ) [1 s (%H ' (B4)
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According to Eq. (B4), the Lamb shift can be further written as
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