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In this manuscript we confirm the presence of a Rindler horizon at CERN-NA63 by exploring its
thermodynamics induced by the Unruh effect in their high energy channeling radiation experiments.
By linking the entropy of the emitted radiation to the photon number, we find the measured spectrum
to be a simple manifestation of the second law of Rindler horizon thermodynamics and thus a
direct measurement of the recoil Fulling-Davies-Unruh (FDU) temperature. Moreover, since the
experiment is born out of an ultra-relativistic positron, and the FDU temperature is defined in the
proper frame, we find that temperature boosts as a length and thus fast objects appear colder. The
spectrum also provides us with a simple setting to measure fundamental constants, and we employ
it to measure the positron mass.

I. INTRODUCTION

The pursuits of quantum field theory in curved
spacetime have led to a wide array of surprising
discoveries. Most notably, it completely changed our
understanding of such simple questions as how many
particles are present in a given system. This ambiguity
in particle number gave rise to a new class of kinematic
particle production induced by horizons; namely the
Parker, Hawking, and the Fulling-Davies-Unruh effects
[1–7]. Most surprising of all is the fact that the particles
which are produced via these effects are thermalized at a
temperature which is characterized by the acceleration
scale of the system. In all cases, this acceleration
characterizes the location of a horizon, either real or
apparent, which is also present.

When considering these horizons, one can also ascribe
thermodynamic quantities to the system. Most notably,
via the second law of thermodynamics, the connection
between the area of the horizon, or area change, and
the entropy encoded within it [2, 8, 9]. All of these
notions combined paint a rather surprising picture;
that for an accelerated observer, the presence of these
thermalized particles along with the energy/momentum
flux of particles through the associated horizon gives rise
to an area change in the horizon, which is completely
determined by general relativity; i.e. the Einstein
equation is the thermodynamic equation of state of these
effervescent particles [10]. The implication being that
gravitation is an emergent quantity born out of these
vaccuum fluctuations.

The recent experimental observation of radiation
reaction and the Unruh effect by CERN-NA63 [6, 11]
provides us with an unprecendented opportunity to
investigate the various tenets of quantum field theory in
curved spacetime. In particular, we will now examine the
data via the thermodynamics of the Rindler horizon.

∗ morganlynch1984@gmail.com; New address: Max-Planck-
Institut für Kernphysik, Saupfercheckweg 1, 69117 Heidelberg,
Germany

II. RINDLER HORIZON THERMODYNAMICS

Thermodynamics offers a surprisingly simple technique
to examine the properties of both black holes as well
as Rindler horizons [8–10]. The temperatures of these
systems can also be explored via radiation reaction.
There we have a FDU temperature which is set by the

recoil kinetic energy, TFDU = (ℏω)2

2mc2kB
. Systems that are

thermalized at this temperature will then, by necessity,
obey the second law of thermodynamics,

dQ = kBTdS. (1)

As we shall see, this statement of the second law
not only describes the relationship between energy
flux and entropy generation, but it also describes the
spectrum of thermalized particles due to the Unruh
effect. Ultimately, this second law, and its application to
Rindler horizons, lies at the heart of our understanding of
gravity. As it has been shown [10], this second law along
with the Bekenstein-Hawking area-entropy relation, S =
1

4ℓ2P
A, with ℓ2P being the Planck area, is equivalent to the

Einstein equation of general relativity.

A. Experimental methods

The CERN-NA63 experimental site studies various
aspects of strong field QED [12, 13]. Here we analyse
their high energy channeling radiation experiement which
successfully measured radiation reaction [11]. There,
an ultra-relativistic 178.2 GeV positron traverses a 3.8
mm thick sample of single crystal silicon along the
⟨111⟩ axis. These “channeled” positrons are repelled by
the atomic lattice and undergo a transverse harmonic
oscillation which causes a photon to build up around
the positron as it is pumped up the ladder of harmonic
oscillator states. This photon becomes so energetic that
its energy is comparable to the positron rest mass and
upon emission, the positron experiences an enormous
recoil acceleration. This acceleration is sufficiently strong
enough to thermalize the system via the Unruh effect [6].
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In order to analyze the NA63 data set using the second
law, we must first transform their power spectrum,

dE
d(ℏω)dt into a photon spectrum, dN

d(ℏω) . We shall take the

crystal crossing time to be the time interval, dt = (3.8
mm)/c. Next, the single particle spectrum, is given by
dEsp

d(ℏω)
1
ℏω and the differential bin spectrum is given by

dE
d(ℏω)

1
∆Eb

, where ∆Eb = 1.007 GeV is the bin width.

It is this differential bin spectrum which we will analyze.
Thus we have,

dN

d(ℏω)
=

dEdata

d(ℏω)dt
3.8 mm

c∆Eb
(2)

A comparison of the different spectra is presented in Fig.
(1). We will now turn to the theoretical description of
this data based on Rindler horizon thermodynamics.

Bin Spectrum

Single Particle Spectrum

1 5 10 50 100
10

-4

0.001

0.010

0.100

1

10

100

ω [GeV]

d
N
/d
ω

[1
/G

e
V
]

FIG. 1. A comparison of the single particle photon spectrum
and the differential bin spectrum, Eqn. (2), of the CERN-
NA63 3.8 mm radiation reaction data set [11].

B. Thermalization time

To begin our analysis, we must first verify that
the system has time to thermalize. This is done by
computing the thermalization time, Ttherm, directly from
the data set; thereby providing a completely model
independent formulation. Recalling that the relationship
between the power spectrum, dP

dω , and the differential

emission rate, dΓ
dω , is dΓ

dω = dP
dω

1
ω . This relationship

applies, in general, to all emitters. Thus, if we take
an experimentally measured power spectrum, dPEXP

dω , we
can automatically compute its thermalization, or decay,
time;

Ttherm(ω) =

[∫ ω

0

dPEXP

dω′
1

ω′ dω
′
]−1

(3)

A plot of this thermalization time is contained in Fig.
(2). We do indeed find a thermalization threshold at 12
GeV. Beyond this energy scale, the system has sufficient
time to thermalize at TFDU .
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FIG. 2. Here we present the measured thermalization time
obtained from the data set, Eq. (3). We find a low energy
cutoff at 12 GeV. Based on a completely model independent
analysis, this implies that the system will have time to
thermalized beyond this threshold.

C. The Rindler entropy photon spectrum

Although it is comonly believed that thermal radiation
contains no information, there is, in fact, a persistance of
information in the particles radiated [14, 15]. Although
small, each photon emitted will carry away a portion of
the information content present prior to burning. This
provides us with a method to link the spectrum of a
thermal system to its information content via the second
law of thermodynamics.
We begin by exploring the information content of the

Rindler horizon. In particular, we shall examine the
entropy-information content which is “embedded” into
the the surface of the horizon by the radiation that passes
through it. In consideration of the entropy, S, we will
then have αS nats of information per N photons, i.e. S =
αSN . Finally taking the energy that crosses the horizon
to be that of the Rindler photons which resonantly couple
to our positron. By recalling the general form of the
energy gap of an Unruh-DeWitt detector for channeling-
like oscillations, we have ∆E = Ω+ β⊥ω + · · · . Here, Ω
is the channeling oscillation frequency and β⊥ is the max
transverse velocity. Thus, to leading order, the heat flux
which crosses the horizon is given by, dQ = β⊥dω. As
such, our second law can be written as

dN

d(ℏω)
=

β⊥

αS

1

kBT
. (4)

The above expression is the photon spectrum which has
been mapped from the entropy of the Rindler horizon
to the photons which have passed through it. These
photons will be thermalized at the FDU temperature,
T = TFDU . We must note that there is still a slight
ambiguity in the recoil temperature due to the photon
emission time. From the relativistic Newtons law, we
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have a proper acceleration of a = 1
m

∆p
∆t . We have

∆p = ℏω/c, however for radiation reaction we also expect
the time scale of emission to be on the order of a photon
period, i.e. ∆t ∼ 1/ω. What the precise proportionality
is, remains unknown. In the radiation analysis of the
Unruh effect [6], ∆t = π/ω was used, and here we
have used ∆t = 1/(πω) such that the temperature is
set to the recoil kinetic energy. The true form of the
recoil acceleration, and thus temperature remains an
open problem however. We simply note, that there
is still a constant of order unity which remains to be
fixed. As such, we will adopt a coefficient αT to rescale
our emission time, ∆t = αT /(πω) in the temperature,

TFDU = (ℏω)2

αT 2mc2kB
.

Finally, we note the fact that this is an ultra-relativistic
system that is thermalized and thus gives us insight
into how a temperature boosts [16–19]. We find that
temperature boosts like a length, i.e. Tlab = Tproper/γ.
As such, in order to match the data set, our temperature
must be boosted into the lab frame via, Tlab = TFDU/γ.
Thus, our spectrum is given by,

dN

d(ℏω)
= α

2mc2γ

(ℏω)2
. (5)

By taking a best fit of α = β⊥αT /αS , we can gain
insight into the number of bits associated with each
photon, the transverse oscillation velocity, as well as the
unknown emission timescale. With a threshold of 12
GeV based on the thermalization time of the system
and using the energy range of 30 GeV to 120 GeV,
where the chi-squared statistic lies within the 1 standard
deviation threshold in the radiation analysis [6], we find
α = 1.62 with a reduced chi-squared statistic of 1.90.
We must comment on the fact that although this chi-
squared is excellent, it is not below the threshold of
1.15. This is most likely due to the fact there are,
in principle, additional terms in our second law which
are not included in this analysis that would correspond
to chemical potentials. These reflect the various terms
which comprise the energy gap of the Unruh-DeWitt
detector. We can estimate the transverse velocity here
as well. Recalling that from the acceleration, a, we can

solve for the coefficient, αT = ω2π
am . This gives us the

following expression for the transverse velocity, i.e. the
Rindler term, β⊥ = ααSam

ω2π . In the asymptotic limit
where ω → E = 178.2 GeV, this expression reduces
to β⊥ = ααSa

Eγπ . From the radiation analysis we have

an acceleration at the chi-squared threshold of a ∼ 1
PeV. We also note the entropy content per photon of
blackbody radiation is given by [14, 15], αS = 2.7± 1.7.
Thus we have β⊥ = .022 ± .014. The best fit value
of the transverse velocity from the radiation analysis is
β⊥ = .012 [6]. As such, we have self consistency between
analyses as well as a method of directly measuring the
coupling to the Rindler bath. As such, the ambiguity
in the scale, α, due to these three parameters is an
overall factor of order unity. The measurement of which,

gives insight into various aspects of the interaction with
the Rindler bath β⊥, acceleration time αT , as well as
the entropy content emitted αS . What is important to
note, is that the entropy content, αS = 2.7, is for a 3-
dimensional blackbody and its value depends crucially
on the dimensionality of the system [20]. It is an
important concept to consider, that the dimensionality
that governs the thermodynamics of the Rindler horizon
may be 1 or perhaps 2-dimensional [21]. Moreover, the
fact that we are able to examine the entropy content
of the photons “brought on shell” and emitted by the
Rindler horizon may give us a platform to experimentally
explore processes related to black hole evaporation and
the information loss paradox [14, 15, 22–24].
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FIG. 3. Here we present the measured photon bin spectrum
compared to the theoretical prediction based on the second
law of Rindler horizon thermodynamics. Here, the 2nd law
spectrum is with αTS = 1 and the αTS-2nd law spectrum is
the best fit with αTS = 1.62. The reduced chi-squared per
degree of freedom for this fit is 1.90.

D. Measurement of the positron mass

Given a succesful description of the photon spectrum
based on the second law of thermodynamics, it is
interesting to note that within the temperature, one is
able to isolate any of the physical constants present;
namely c, kB , ℏ, or the positron mass mp. This
provides an interesting technique for measuring physical
constants. Although many of these constants are used as
experimental inputs prior to the measurement, it seems
reasonable that one, say the positron mass, mp, may be
left out of any preliminary experimental inputs and then
be measured via the overall coefficient on the frequency
dependent temperature, TFDU . Thus, we can solve for
the positron mass to yield,

m =
1

α

(ℏω)2

2c2γ

dN

d(ℏω)
. (6)

The measurement of the positron mass is presented
in Fig. (4). As such, we find, via the recoil FDU
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temperature, a thermometer capable of measuring
mass and/or other physical constants. From the data
set, we average the measured positron mass over
the region where the chi-squared statistic remains
below the 1-standard deviation threshold from the
radiation analysis; 30 − 120 GeV. We obtain a value of
mp = 1.03 ± .219 × 10−30 kg or .578 ± .123 MeV/c2.
Here the error comes from the standard deviation of the
mean. Note, the statistical error here is the dominant
source of error as the experimental error bars are smaller
than the data points. The accepted value of the positron
mass is mp = 9.11× 10−31 kg or .511 MeV/c2 [25].
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FIG. 4. Here we see the convergence of the experimental
data set to the positron rest mass. Given a recoil FDU

temperature, TFDU = (ℏω)2

2mc2kB
, one can use an Unruh-

thermalized spectrum to measure a selection of fundamental
constants.

III. CONCLUSIONS

In this manuscript, we have analyzed the Unruh-
thermalized photon spectrum of channeled positrons
undergoing the extreme accelerations of radiation
reaction measured by CERN-NA63. We employed an
analysis based entirely on the 2nd law of Rindler horizon
thermodynamics, at the recoil FDU temperature, and
found an excellent agreement with the data. Moreover,
the ultra-relativistic nature of the system revealed
that temperatures boost like a length, i.e. Tlab =
Tproper/γ. The technique also provides a novel way to
experimentally measure the positron mass.
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