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ABSTRACT: The behavior of accelerating Unruh-DeWitt detectors coupled with a
spinor field in (3+1)-dimensional spacetime is investigated. For a single point-like
detector with Gaussian switching function, the transition probability increases with
the acceleration and thus the antiUnruh effect effect cannot occur. Due to the spinor
structure of the Dirac field, UV divergences are encountered in the calculation of
the entanglement between the detectors. After introducing some UV cutoff A, the
logarithmic negativity of detectors is shown to behave nonmonotonically with respect
to the acceleration. Besides, the logarithmic negativity increases with the cutoff A
and decreases with the distance between the detectors. The mutual information
between the two detectors is also discussed.
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1 Introduction

Quantum field theory in curved spacetime (QFTCS) [1-5] deals with the behavior of
quantum fields in presence of classical gravitational fields. Despite not being a funda-
mental theory, it provides deep insights to what a theory of quantum gravity should
look like in low energy. The most important implications in QFTCS are Hawking
effect [6] and Unruh effect [7-9]. It is well known that quantum entanglement plays a
key role in Unruh and Hawking effects. On the other hand, Unruh-DeWitt detectors,
as important tools in the study of QFTCS, can be regarded as qubits in perspective
of quantum information theory. As a result, the concepts and methods of quantum
information can be naturally extended to the study in QFTCS, giving rise to a new
research area named relativistic quantum information (RQI).

The study of RQI [10, 11] investigates how concepts in quantum information
theory are affected by relativistic motions or gravitational fields. In particular, there
are numerous studies on accelerating Unruh-DeWitt detectors coupled with a scalar



field. The behavior of a single detector has been carefully studied [12] and the de-
coherence of Unruh-DeWitt detectors due to acceleration was noted [13]. For two
Unruh-DeWitt detectors, people are interested in their entanglement properties. It
has been discovered that the entanglement is degraded due to acceleration [14, 15].
Detectors in separable states remain separable if they interact with different scalar
fields [14, 15]. However, separable detectors could be entangled if they interact with
the same scalar field. Such a process arises from the entanglement structure of quan-
tum fields and is called “entanglement harvesting” [16-21]. There are few studies,
however, on the correlations of Unruh-DeWitt detectors coupled with a Dirac field.
These questions are conceptually important [22-26] but hard to deal with, because
ultraviolet divergences are encountered even for the problem of one detector [27]. At
first it was expected that the divergences are mainly due to the detector quadrati-
cally coupled to the field, with the interaction given as ¥ in the Takagi model [28],
rather than the statistics of the quantum fields [29]. Recently [30], however, it was
shown that the entanglement between detectors quadratically coupled with a scalar
field is finite. In [30], the perspective of Rindler rather than inertial observers is
used. Moreover, the entanglement depends on the acceleration nonmonotonically.
Therefore, given the results for quadratic coupling with scalar fields, it is natural to
extend the methods in to the case of Dirac fields.

In this paper, we study accelerating Unruh-DeWitt detectors coupled with a
spinor field, by using the methods developed in [30]. We show that despite the
finiteness found in [30], ultraviolet divergences are still encountered for detectors
quadratically coupled with a Dirac field. However, our calculation explicitly shows
that such divergences come from the statistical property of the spinor field. In
order to study the dependence of entanglement on the acceleration, we introduce
a UV cutoff A in the frequency of the Rindler modes. The nonmonotonicity of
entanglement discovered in [30] is also possible in the case of spinor fields if we choose
a relatively large cutoff A. Such nonmonotonicity vanishes as the cutoff A decreases.
Besides, the entanglement between the detectors decreases with the increase of the
distance. We also investigate the mutual information between the two detectors.
It is not dependent on the divergences in the density matrix, and increases with
the acceleration monotonically. In addition, our calculation immediately gives the
results for a single detector. We find that the transition probability increases with
the acceleration and thus there is no antiUnruh effect effect [31].

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we briefly review the Takagi
model [28] for the interaction between the Unruh-DeWitt detectors and the Dirac
field. Then the reduced density matrix for the final state of each detector is obtained.
In Section 3, we calculate the convergent terms in the density matrix. These terms
reduce to the transition probability for a single detector and the existence of antiUn-
ruh effect is discussed. In Section 4, we calculate the divergent terms in the density
matrix. We introduce a UV cutoff to discuss the logarithmic negativity between the



detectors. Section 5 is the conclusion and outlook.

2 Model

We consider two accelerating two-level Unruh-DeWitt detectors in (3+1)-dimensional
spacetime whose trajectories are given as

1

t=a"'e"sinhar, z=a"'e®coshar (2.1)

where ¢ fixed and 7 is the proper time of the detectors. It is considered here that
these two detectors share the same acceleration and coincide in the accelerating
direction z. The coordinate frame is set to be such that they also coincide in one
of the remaining direction y and are separated with distance zy along direction x.
The interaction between the detectors and the spinor field is described by the Takagi
model [28] and the Hamiltonian is

Hy=Hy + Hp, (2.2)

and for j = a, b,

= 2o() [ N [U] [£@0) e + f@ya e ) Vool (23)

X

where A is the coupling constant; y is the switching function; f is the shape function;
o™ and o~ are the raising and lowering operators of the two-level system and € is
the energy gap. We introduce the normal ordering of the field operators N [\II\II}
to ensure its vacuum expectation value to be zero, so that unnecessary divergences
can be avoided. For simplicity, we assume the initial state of the detector to be the
ground state |G) and the field is in Minkowski vacuum state |0y7). Then following
the standard perturbation procedure as in [29], we obtain the final reduced density
of the detectors. We have used the fact that the vacuum expectation value of the
field operator N [W¥] is zero.
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Sometimes we omit the determinant of the metric tensor, as later we would assume
¢ = 0 in our calculation.
The entries of the reduce density matrix take the form of the Fourier transforma-
tion of the time-ordered Wightman function of the field operator (0| N (\Ill \Ifl) N (\Ilg\lfz) 10ar).
It is well known that the propagators of fields with nonzero spins can be expressed in
terms of that of a field with spin-0 [32, 33]. Therefore we can reduce the Wightman
function of N [W¥] by (the proof can be found in Appendix B)
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In the third step we have made of a transformaiton of variables. The Wightman
function of the scalar field in terms of Rindler modes is given as [30]

0M|CI) Ty, 1) (727 72)[0ar)
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where vfh is the Rindler mode [34]
: 1/2
R smh(m.)/a) K a ik &) —iwT
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Therefore we are able to extend the method in [30] to the case of Dirac fields. The
calculation techniques in this paper is quite similar to that in [30].



3 Calculation of L and the antiUnruh effect effect

In this section we are to calculate L by using the method developed in [30]. Calcula-
tion of P directly follows. It can be easily checked that P is the transition probability
of a single Unruh-DeWitt detector coupled with a Dirac field [35]. As a result, the
calculation of L allows us to discuss the existence of antiUnruh effect for spinor fields
in (341)-dimensional spacetime.

According to Eq. (2.6) and Eq. (2.9), we divide L% as
LY, =4\ ahp ( LY+ L% + Lq’“> —om2AaNp LY, (3.1)

where L%B is the L term for quadratic coupling with scalar fields and has already
been treated in [30]. Later we will assume the Dirac field to be massless so this term
is somewhat irrelevant in our final calculations. We write the forms of other terms
as following. For i = 7,§ and ¥,

1
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where the I terms can be calculated as in [30] by means of the Rindler modes and
the Fourier transformation of switching functions, for instance,

70 o — QAT +HIQ BT —2a 3= px 3 =
leglL waks | _/dTl/dTQXAD(BZe AT B 2/ € gld :UlfAl/ d foBQ
2Al 232
R R R+ Rx*
x <8T1U1‘*’1E11-> (aTlvlw2E2L> Youn ks Yook

_ —1Q +iQ —2a 3= px 3 =
——w1w2/d7'1/d72XA1X326 AT BTz/ e 2%1q xlfAl/ d°%s fpo
YAl 32

% 'UR . R R+ _ Rx
lwlk‘u_ 1w2k21_ 2wikyy 2woka)
0B
= — wywan’ N o (3.3)

wlku wakay wiky | wakay

The 7 terms in Eq. (3.3) are the same as those for quadratic coupling with a scalar
field in [30]. Therefore, compared to the case of quadratic coupling with a scalar
field, we have extra factors wiws due to the derivative of the Rindler modes for the
case of coupling with a Dirac field. The same results apply to I7+ terms, with the
extra factors being /% - EQ 1. The details are given in the Appendix C.

The Rindler modes depend on & in the form of modified Bessel function in

Y



Eq. (2.10). The derivation is given in Appendix A. Therefore,
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where G4 and G are the Fourier transforms of the switching function . The other
terms are also given in Appendix C.
3.1 Point-like and Gaussian detectors: antiUnruh effect effect

As in [30], we assume the detectors to be point-like and the switching function is
Gaussian, i.e.

a(r) = — exp( o
(T —

r ) Jann) = SO0, 35)
() = o [T fate ) = 0@ - ast). 60

The Fourier transform of the switching function is given explicitly,

Ga(v) = exp (-‘%A;ﬂ) (3.7)

0.2

Gp(v) = exp (—73V2 + i1/7‘0> : (3.8)
With such assumptions the space integral is immediately carried out and in order to
calculate L% ; we are left with the integrals over w and k1. Due to the symmetry
in x — y plane, the integral over k| can be done using polar coordinates (the Dirac
field is considered to be massless in this step). The calculation and results are given
in Appendix C.

Here we further require the two detectors to be identical (79 = 0, xy = 0) and L
terms reduce to the transition probability P as

Pi = 3273 / dwl/ duy sinh le/a; si2nh(7rw2/a)
x {—exp [—0® (w1 + ws + Q)% + T(w1 + wa)/a] + exp [0 (Q + wy — w2)® + T(wi — w2)/al
+exp [—0%(Q — w1 + wa)® — (w1 — w2)/a] —exp [—0* (2 —wi — w2)? — (w1 + w2)/al },
(3.9)
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(3.10)
PyE = 0. (3.11)

The integral over wy; and ws can be done numerically using Mathematica, and we
draw the relation between transition probability and the acceleration in figure 1.

Figure 1. Transition probability of a detector coupled with a Dirac field (¢ = 1,2 = 1)

After some attempts on different parameters, one can observe that the transition
probability increases with the acceleration monotonically, which implies that there
is no antiUnruh effect for point-like and Gaussian Unruh-DeWitt detectors which
are coupled with a Dirac field in (3+1)-dimensional spacetime. Same results hold
for detectors coupled with a scalar field linearly or quadratically [30]. On the other
hand, antiUnruheffect is found for the same detectors but coupled with scalar fields
in (1+1)-dimensional spacetime [31]. Therefore, our discussion seems to indicate the
increase of the spacetime dimensions suppresses the antiUnruh effect , (this is in
contrast with some other studies such as [36] which claims that the Unruh effect in
small spacetime dimensions is able to become the antiUnruh effect in large spacetime
dimensions).



4 Calculation of M and the correlations between Unruh-
DeWitt detectors

The calculation of M involves the “time-ordered Wightman function” which can be
written as

(Oar|T [N (T101) N (To05)] [0ar)
Je2aé1 (8 © |<i> b, ’0M>)2+46_2a§1 <(’)£<()M|<f>1cf>2’()M>)2
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The explicit form of Ds directly follows from Eq. (2.9) and is given in Appendix
D. Substitute Eq. (4.1) into Eq. (2.7), and we can also divide MY into

MY = g hp (— MY+ MY+ MY7) — 2m2A A MY, (4.2)

where MY is of the form (for i = 7, £, %)

1
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The meaning of Ws is similar to that of Is in Eq. (3.2): W's correspond to terms
arising from the ’i’ derivative of the Wightman functions. For example,
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(4.4)

where in the last step we use the same technique in [30]. That is, we replace the
Heaviside step function € by contour integrals in complex u plane, and then we make



use of the positive frequency modes and the Fourier transform of the switching func-
tion to integrate 7. Note that our method of contour integral is valid only when £ = 0
(so the detectors are point-like and thus the integral over space vanishes). As before,
we assume the switching functions of the detectors to be synchronously Gaussian,
i.e., the Fourier transform is G;(v) = exp (—%’21/2). Then by the formula [30]

2,2 2,2

o0 670' u 7.{.670' w
d = fe (i 4.5
/0 Y2 — o2 + i€ 2w cliow), (45)
we obtain
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(4.6)

As in section 3, compared to the case of quadratic coupling with scalar field, we gain
extra factors wiwy due to the derivative of the Rindler modes and the same results
apply to W%t terms, with the extra factors being /;1 IR I;Q 1.

The W¢ terms can be obtained in similar ways. For example,

€0 _ Kikgsinh(7w; /a) sinh(rw,/a) [ A (ﬂ) ‘ <ﬂ> ]
Ww1E1L,UJ2E2L o 4(477'4@)2/271- KZWI/G_l a + KZWI/(H_I a
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[ () B () [ e (T ) B ()

% 6—0292ei(k1x+k2x)$06*‘72(‘”1+°"2)2€rf0 [ZO'(Wl + CUQ)] .
(47)

The readers may refer to Appendix D for the other W terms.

As in section 3, the integral over k, can be carried out by polar coordinates and
we end up with integrals over w; and w, to get MY (see Appendix D for further
details). As is expected, MY differs from M ®* with factors wiws.

Unlike the case in which the detectors interact with a scalar field quadratically,
the integrals over w; and w, diverge, as we can draw a picture of the imaginary
part of the integrand in MY¥~. We see that apart from the fact that the integrand
is highly oscillatory, it diverges in the direction of the diagonal of w;-ws plane. Our

calculations show that the divergence comes from the extra factors such as wyws in
MY,

4.1 Logarithmic negativity

Despite the divergences encountered in M terms, we can still make some attempts
on studying the entanglement between two accelerating Unruh-DeWitt detectors
in a spinor field. We introduce a hard UV cutoff to the frequency of the Rindler
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Figure 2. Imaginary part of the integrand in MY (0 =1,Q =1,a = 1,209 = 1)

modes w; = wy = A. The entanglement between the detectors can be described by
logarithmic negativity, which in our case, takes the form [29]

N = max(|M| — P,0). (4.8)

Firstly, we choose a relatively large UV cutoff A = 80 (unfortunately it might
take quite a long time to numerically integrate MY if the cutoff A is too large).
The dependence of the logarithmic negativity on the acceleration of the detectors is
given by figure 3. It can be seen that the entanglement increases at first and then
decreases with the increase of the acceleration, and at last experiences sudden death
at a certain value of acceleration. Such behavior is quite similar to what is obtained
in [30] for detectors coupled quadratically with a scalar field. The nonmonotonicity
of logarithmic negativity as a function of the acceleration is also noted elsewhere
in different circumstances [37] . Combined with the conclusion in a previous pa-
per [30], it indicates the nonmonotonicity of entanglement to the quadratic form of
the interaction Hamiltonian.

What if we choose a relatively small UV cutoft? It is shown in figure 4 that the
nonmonotonicity of entanglement is still valid for cutoff A = 20.

The nonmonotonicity of entanglement could disappear if the distance between
the detectors is small enough, as shown in figure 5 (zo = 0.5). It is also natural that

— 10 —
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Figure 3. The logarithmic negativity of accelerating Unruh-DeWitt detectors in a Dirac
field (c=1,2=1,20 =0.7,A = 80)
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Figure 4. The logarithmic negativity of accelerating Unruh-DeWitt detectors in a Dirac
field (c=1,Q2=1,20 =0.7,A = 20)

the logarithmic negativity increases with the cutoff.

We are also interested in how the distance affects the entanglement between the
detectors. Comparing figures 5, 4 and 6, we note that with some parameter values,
the entanglement decreases with the distance, which is quite intuitive.

- 11 -
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Figure 5. The logarithmic negativity of accelerating Unruh-DeWitt detectors in a Dirac
field (c =1,Q2=1,29 = 0.5, A = 20)
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Figure 6. The logarithmic negativity of accelerating Unruh-DeWitt detectors in a Dirac
field (c =1,Q=1,20 = 1,A = 20)

4.2 Mutual information

We do not have a good description of quantum entanglement as it involves divergent
terms in the density matrix. However, mutual information, which describes the
overall correlations between the detectors, is related only to LY and therefore is well-
defined. The expression of the mutual information for the reduced density matrix is

- 12 —



given by [29]
I(pag) = Lylog(Ly) + L_log(L_) — Laalog(Laa) — Lpplog(Lgp) + O(X), (4.9)

where

1
Li=35 (LAA + Lpp +/(Laa — Lpp)? + 4|LAB|2> : (4.10)

Then it can be easily seen that the mutual information is always positive due to
the convexity of xlogx. Setting, for example, 2y = 0.1 and A\ = 0.00001, we ob-
tain the mutual information as in figure 7. It follows that the mutual information

0.0001

0.00008 -

0.00006 -

0.00004 -

0.00002

0.0000
0

Figure 7. Mutual information between two accelerating detectors in a Dirac field (o =
1,Q2=1,290 =0.1)

increases monotonically with the acceleration. This is because that when the two
detectors coincide in spacetime, the mutual information reduces to transition prob-
ability I(p) = (2log2) P, which has been shown in section 3 to increase with the
acceleration.

5 Conclusion and outlook

In this paper we have studied the behavior of accelerating Unruh-DeWitt detectors in
a spinor (Dirac) field in (341)-dimensional spacetime. For a single detector, there is
a probability of transition from the ground state to the excited state after interacting
with the field. We show that such probability increases with the acceleration of the
detector. Therefore no antiUnruh effect exists for point-like detectors with Gaussian
switching function.

— 13 —



The entanglement between the Unruh-DeWitt detectors involves divergent en-
tries in the density matrix. The divergence comes from the properties of the Wight-
man function, i.e. the spinoral properties of the Dirac field. After introducing
some UV cutoff, we show that logarithmic negativity of the detectors behaves non-
monotonically, as in the case of quadratic coupling with a scalar field. The mutual
information, which describes the classical and quantum correlations, is independent
of the divergent terms and increases with the acceleration monotonically.

Given the equivalence between the Schwarzschild metric and the Rindler metric
near the horizon, our results naturally extend to the case of a black hole. In future
work we wish to consider detectors which are initially entangled. As shown in [27],
extra terms with a time-ordered switching function should be included. We expect
our method to be valid in such case as well.
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A Special function and integrals

K is modified Bessel function of the second kind and J is Bessel function of the first
kind.

(B — Mg o) | K R a6} et
0Ky ja (ae > 5 [sz/a—l <ae ) + Kiwjat1 (ae ﬂ ke (A.1)
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B Correlation function

Here we give a detailed proof of Eq. (2.8).!
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=—Tr [S*(z1 — 22)S™ (22 — 21)]
=—Tr [(m“aﬁf + m) At (xy — x3) (iv”@acg + m) A" (zy — xl)}
=Ty [(Maﬁ +m) AT (z1 — x2) (i7" 0ny + m) AT (21 — 23)]
= — Tr (7"9") O AT (21 — 22)0py A* (1 — 29) + 4m> AT (11 — 15)?
=Tr (Y'9") O A (1 — 22) O A (1 — m3) + 4m> A (21 — 29)°
S (au<oM|<i>1<i>2\oM>) (a,,<oMyci>1ci>2\oM>) 42 (0] b1 Bo]0)?
— _gg (au, (0M|ci>1ci>2|0M>) (aw<oM|<i>1<i>2\oM>) 42 (0] b1 Do 042
= 47 (0, OB 8a]0n)) -+ e (3 (0|1 B2]041) )

A a 2 A a
+4 <VfL<0M|(D1(I)2|0M>> —4m2<0M|<I>1CI>2|OM>2
= — 4e VT 4 4e728VE 4 AV — amPVY, (B.1)

where S, is the Dirac propagator [32] and the Wightman function for scalar fields
is related to AT (x — y) as

iIAT(z—y) =W(x —y). (B.2)

C Calculation of L

In this section we display the results of the calculation.

1 1A% 1B
I S =Wiwan - - - C.1
wiky g ,wakal 1 277w1k11_,w2k21_ nwlku_,wzk‘u’ ( )

LA similar proof can be found in [35]; however, our proof in this Appendix is intended to fit the
context of the paper.
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2 2A % 2B
. - =W = - — - C.2
w1k ,wakal 1 277401 ki1 ,wakal nwl ki1 ,waka’ ( )

712 12A"x 12B
2 L= — Wi - = - C.3
w1kl wakal 1 277w1k11_,w2k21_nwlku_,mku ( )

Z,0 o —iQ AT +HiQBT B opx B =
'~ - = [dn [ droxaixpe “ATTEER A’ f d°Ts [ B2
wik1 ,wakay
Ya1 YB2
R R Rx Rx
X <V11LU1W1E1L) (vmuvlwﬂzzL) U2W1E1L’U2W2E2L

_ 7 7 — QAT +HIQBT: B o px 13 -
=—kii - k2L/dTI/dTQXA1XBQe ATITRB 2/ d fElfAl/ d’Ts fpo
YAl ¥B2

R . R . Rx* . Rx .
lwikiy lwoka) 2wikiy 2woka)

= — Ky ko™ LB C.4
11 2L770J1ku_7w27€21_nw11€u_,w2k21_ ( )

il O M 1B C5
w1k ,wakay 1L 2an1ku,w2kunwlku,wzku’ ( ’ )
T2 M 2B

w1k ,wakay 1L Qanku,mku nwl k11 ,waka’

Z,12 _ ];' . /2 12Ax 12B

w1k | waks | 1L zj‘nwlku,wku 77w1 k11 ,wakay

¢ _/d7'1/dT2XA1XB2€mATlHQBTQ/ 62@673551&1/ 07355"2]032
YAl

WIEIJ_7WQE2J_ o EB2
R R R R
X <8§11)1:1Eu> (a&vlwlzu) U2w1E1LU2:2E21_
_ sinh(7w; /a) sinh(7ws /a)
B 4(4rta)?/(2m)

BT f Bz (—Fy L +F L)@~
- / d xlfAl/ AP Ty fppe’heThe) (F1L—T20)
X1 Y B2

K K K K
X K1K2 [Kiwl/aq (jea&) + Kiw, Jat1 <;1€a£1>] [Kiwg/afl (fea&) + Kiws jat+1 (fea&)}

GB<QB — W1 +CU2>GA(—QA + w; — (UQ)

R1 K9
X Kiwl/a (;€a§2> K’iwg/a <Eea€2> y (CS)
2 —1 ; - 1B px 3 -
]leEu wnfal :/dTl /dTQXAIXB2€ zQAn—HQBTz/ e 2a£1d3$1fA1/ d3$2f32
7 Ya1 Y B2

R Rx Rx R
X <a€1 v1w1E1L> (agl /Ulwzlzgl> 'U2w11—€'1L’U2w2E2L
_ sinh(7w, /a) sinh(7ws/a)
B 4(47a)?/(2)

B px B i(k1y—FKo 1 ) (F1 L —7
X / d xlfAl / d x2fB2e ( 1L ZL) ( 1L 2J_)
YAl XB2

X K1K2 |:Kiw1/a—1 <%€a§1> + Kiwl/a—i—l <%6a£1>] [Kiwz/a—l (%6a£1) + Kiwz/a—i-l (%ea&)}

GB<QB + wy — CL)Q)GA(—QA —wi + wg)

— 16 —



X Kiwl/a <ﬁ€a£2> Kiw2/a <@ea§2> ; (Cg)
a a

152 :/dT1/dTQXAlXBze_mAnHQBTZ/ 6_2a£1673’flf:11/ d*F> i
a1

le1L7w2E2L EBQ
R R R R
X <a€11}1:1’;u> (6&2}1:21;2L> U2W151L’U2W2E2L
_ sinh(mw, /a) sinh(mws/a)
B 4(474a)?/(2m)

X / C?’.flle/ dN?’foB2ei(—Eu—Eu)‘(fu—fgl)
EAl EBQ
KR K P p
X K1K2 |:Kiw1/a—1 (;16&&) + Kiwl/a+1 (;16&€1>] [sz/a_l (;261151) + Kin/a_H <;2€a£1>i|

X Kiwl/a (ﬂ€a£2> Kiwg/a <@ea€2> . (C]_O)
a

a

GB<QB — W1 — UJQ)GA(—QA + wq + WQ)

Assuming point-like detectors and Gaussian switching functions, we have the
following results.

wik1l ,wakay

sinh(7wy /a) sinh(7rws /a) K1\ 2 Ko\ 2
ITO = - iwi/a <_) iwa/a (_)
G e o) e */
o4 2 O 2
X exp —7(9A+w1+w2) —7(93+w1+w2)
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- B sinh(7w; /a) sinh(wws /a) K1\ 2 Ko\ 2
wikyy wakal —Wiwz (471'4&)2/(271') Kiwl/a (_) Kiw2/a <_)

o 2 0h 2

X exp | — 7(9,4 —wi twp)” — 7(9B —wi + wy)

+ Z(QB —wq + OJQ)TO — 'é(—k’lx + k’gx)lb] s (012)
9 B sinh(7wy /a) sinh(7rws/a) K1\ 2 Ko\ 2
wiky L wakay —Wils (47T4a)2/(27r) Kiwl/a <_> Kiwg/a <_>

oA 2 0% 2
X €xp —7(9A+w1—w2) _7(QB+W1—W2)

-+ ’L(QB +w; — MQ)TO — ’L(klx — ]{7233)3')0 s (C13)
19 B sinh(7wy /a) sinh(7wws /a) K1\ 2 Ko\ 2
lelzu,wz/_c'u e (47T4a)2/(2ﬂ') Kiwl/a (_> Kiwz/a (_>
2 2
X exp [— %A(QA —wy —wy)? — U—QB(QB — Wy — wo)?
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+ Z(QB — W1 — WQ)’T() — i(—klx — k‘zw)I‘()] . (014)

-~ — sinh(7mw;/a)sinh(rws/a) K1\ 2 K2\ 2
lep L=k -k Kiw a <_> Kiw a <_>
wiky g ,waka 1L (4mta)?/(2m) 1/ 2/ a

0'2 O'2
X exp [— 7A(QA + w4 w)? — TB(QB + wi + wa)?

+ Z(QB +wi + CL)Q)TO — Z(klx + ka)xo N (015)
)1 _ 7 ¢ sinh(mwi/a) sinh(rws/a) . (@)2 ' <@>2
T e e YT Heasfe
o > Oh 2
X exp | — 7(9A —wy +wp)” — T(QB — Wi + wa)
+ Z(QB —wp + CL)Q>T0 — i(-]{?lz -+ k)gz>$0] s (C16)
0.2 _7 7 sinh(7w/a)sinh(mwy/a) (E)Q A <@>2
Iw1l€u_,w2/;21_ —ku_ k2l (47’{'4@)2/(27{') szl/a sz2/a
o > 0h 2
X exp | — 7(9,4 +wp —wy)® — T(QB + wp — wy)
+ Z(QB + wp — CUQ)TO — Z(klx — k‘zx)l‘o s (Cl?)
o, 12 _ 7 g sinh(mwi/a)sinh(rws/a) K1\2 K22
A ST (47%a)?/(2m) iw1/a < ) Kia/a ( )
o o?
X exXp [— —A<QA — W1 — (.02)2 — TB(QB — W1 — w2)2
—+ Z(QB — W — CUQ)TO — Z(—klm — kgx)l'()] . (018)
€0 B sinh(7wy /a) sinh(mws /a)
wifi o T (4ra)2  (2r)

oA > Oh 2
X exp —7(9A+w1+w2) —7(93+w1+w2)

+ Z(QB + w1 + CUQ)TO — Z(k‘lm + ka)«To

K KR K K
X [Kiuu/a—l (5) + Kiw1/a+1 < 1)] [KiWQ/a—l (f) + Kiw2/d+1 ( 2)]

a a
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% Ko /o (ﬂ) Kivn/a (%) , (C.19)

€1 sinh(7wy /a) sinh(7mws/a)

i wafer T A (drta)?(2m)

0,24 2 0129 2
X exXp —T(QA—wl—i-wg) —T(QB—wl—i-wg)

+ Z(QB —wy + WZ)TO - Z(_klx + k2:p)£0]

K1 K1 K9 Ko
[ Brasoer (5) + s ()] (Kot (T7) + Ko ()]

K K
X szl/a (_1> Kiw2/a (f) ) (C20)
€2 sinh(7wy /a) sinh(mws /a)
- . =K1K
wiky ,wakay 12 4(471’4@)2/(271')
2 2
X exp [— %(QA +wy —ws)” — 073(93 + wy — wo)

+i(Qp + w1 — w27 — i(k1z — K2z )Xo

KR K K K
X [Kiun/a*l <_1> + Kiw1/a+1 <_1>] [Kiwz/afl (_2> + Kiwz/a+1 <_2>]
a a a

K1 K9
X szl/a (-) Kiwg/a (z) , (021)
€12 sinh(7wy /a) sinh(7mws/a)
- - =K1K
w1k waka 12 4(47T4CL)2/(27T)

2 0.2

o
X eXp [_ 7A<QA —wy —wy)? - TB<QB — w1 —ws)”

+ Z(QB — Wi — (.UQ)TO - i(_klx - k'Zx)xOI

KR K K K
X [Kiwl/a—l <_1> + Kiwl/a+1 (;1)] [Kiwz/a—l (f) + Kiwz/a+1 <§>:|
X szl/a (ﬂ> Kiwg/a (%) . (C22)

Now we use polar coordinates to integrate £, .

LXIL = 471’4 / dwlf dws //d ki //d k2lk1i— kﬂ-

" smh (mwq/a) sinh(mwy/a) sz1/a (_) Kie (_2)

1— 6—27rw1/a 1 — —27rw2/a

0'2 02
Y {—exp [—7A<wl b Q02— D 0+ Q) — ks + o)
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+ exp [— (Qa +wi —wy)® —
+ exp [—

o
—exp |:—7A(QA — W1 — WQ)Z

2

2
-A
2
7
2

(QA — W1 +cu2)2 —

0,2

TB(QB + wp — CUQ)Q — Z(k‘lx — kgx)xo — 27rcu2/a]

2

%(QB — Wi + CL)Q)Q + Z(k’lx — k’gx)ZEo — 27T(JJ1/CL:|

b

5 (QB — W1 — UJQ)2 + Z(klx + kgx)l'o — 27T(W1 + Cdg)/a:| }

— 47T4 / dwl/ dWQ/ Ldle/kQLdeL

X K’iw1/a (

9 {exlf {

+exp |—
+ exp

+ exp

0.2

2

UA
2

0.2

VEL +m?
a
2

—A(QA—le —w2)2 _ B
(QA—oJ1 +w2) — 95

——(QA I wz) -

Kiwz/a (

2

kQ + m2
E) Ji(ky10) Ja (ko 20)

a

g 2 .
—TA(Wl + W9 + QA)2 — —B(w1 —{—UJQ + QB)Q + z(w1 +WQ + QB)TO + 7r(w1 —+ CUQ)/

!

2

2
2
2
2
0'2 .
T(QB — W1 — CL)Q) +Z<QB — W1 — CL)Q)TO — 7T((.d1 +UJ2)/CL

= 47T4 / dwl/ dwa F(w1, w0, a) F'(wa, To, a)

{exrf |

+exp | —

+exp |—

+exp |—

LAB 47r4 / dwl/ dWQ//d le\//d k/’QLI{,ll{Q

0.2

0.2

o

2

0’
7'4(9,4 +wr — w2)2 -

O’
7A(QA — W1 +w2)2 —

7(9,4 — Wi — w2)2 -

——(w1+w2+m) —%(wl+w2+93) 4w+ w4+ Q)T + T(wr + wa)/

!

(QB — W1 — CL)Q) +i(QB — W1 — CUQ)TO — 71'(601 +CU2)/(1

(C.23)

2

2
2

2
o2
2

sinh(7wy /a) sinh(rws/a)
7271'w1/a 1 —

e~ 2rwa/a

B(Qp+wi —wy)? +4(Qp + w1 — wa) 7o + m(wy — wa)/a

(QB —wy +wo)? + (g — wy + wo)To — T(w — wo)/a

(QB + wp — w2) +i(Qp +wi —wa)7o + T(wy —wa)/a

(QB — w4+ wo)? + (g — wi + wy)To — T(wy — wa)/a

K- 1( )+ Kugons ()] o (3 >+Kw/a+1<“2>}fw (5) e ()

2
y {exp {‘TA

+ exp {—

+ exp [

2

2
2

2

(wl + wo + QA)2

2

5 (w1 + wa + QB)2 — (k1 + k2x)330}

2
U—A(QA + wq — CL)2>2 — O-TB(QB +wp — w2)2 — Z(k)lx — k’QI)IO — 27TWQ/CL:|

(o) 0'2 X
——A(QA — W1 +w2)2 - TB(QB — w1 + CUQ)2 + Z(klx - kigx)l’o - 27T(,U1/CL:|
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0’2 0'2 .
+exp [—TA(QA —wy —ws)® — TB(QB — w1 — wy)? +i(k1g + kag)wo — 2m(wy + CU2>/Q:| }

42 47?4 )2/ dwl/ dwz/kudku/kudk‘u\/a k’glJo(k’uﬂfo)Jo(kuon)
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a

2 0.2
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. ;2 | -
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2 2
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o? . 1
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(C24)

D Calculation of M

In this section we display the results of the calculation.
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Now we use polar coordinates to integrate &, .
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