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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 Λ, the

logarithmic negativity of detectors is shown to behave nonmonotonically with respect

to the acceleration. Besides, the logarithmic negativity increases with the cutoff Λ

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
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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 µΨ̄Ψ 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 Λ 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 Λ. Such nonmonotonicity vanishes as the cutoff Λ 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
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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

t = a−1eaξ sinh aτ , z = a−1eaξ cosh aτ (2.1)

where ξ fixed and τ 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 x0 along direction x.

The interaction between the detectors and the spinor field is described by the Takagi

model [28] and the Hamiltonian is

H2 = HA +HB, (2.2)

and for j = a, b,

Hj = λjχj(τ)

∫
Σj

N
[
Ψ̄Ψ
] [

fj(x⃗)σ
+
j e

iΩjτ + fj(x⃗)
∗σ−

j e
−iΩjτ

]√
−gd3x⃗, (2.3)

where λ is the coupling constant; χ is the switching function; f is the shape function;

σ+ and σ− are the raising and lowering operators of the two-level system and Ω is

the energy gap. We introduce the normal ordering of the field operators N
[
Ψ̄Ψ
]

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 |0M⟩. 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
[
Ψ̄Ψ
]
is zero.

ρΨr =


1− PΨ

A − PΨ
B 0 0 MΨ∗

0 PΨ
A LΨ∗

AB 0

0 LΨ
AB PΨ

B 0

MΨ 0 0 0

+ o(λ2), (2.4)
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and

PΨ
j =λ2

j

∫
dτ1

∫
dτ2χj1χj2e

iΩj(τ2−τ1)

∫
Σj2

d3x⃗2fj2

∫
Σj1

d3x⃗1f
∗
j1

× ⟨0M |N
(
Ψ̄1Ψ1

)
N
(
Ψ̄2Ψ2

)
|0M⟩, (2.5)

LΨ
AB =λAλB

∫
dτ1

∫
dτ2χA1χB2e

−iΩAτ1+iΩBτ2

∫
ΣA1

d3x⃗1f
∗
A1

∫
ΣB2

d3x⃗2fB2

× ⟨0M |N
(
Ψ̄1Ψ1

)
N
(
Ψ̄2Ψ2

)
|0M⟩, (2.6)

MΨ =λAλB

∫
dτ1

∫
dτ2χA1χB2e

iΩAτ1+iΩBτ2

∫
ΣA1

fA1d
3x⃗1

∫
ΣB2

fB2d
3x⃗2

× ⟨0M |T
[
N
(
Ψ̄1Ψ1

)
N
(
Ψ̄2Ψ2

)]
|0M⟩. (2.7)

Sometimes we omit the determinant of the metric tensor, as later we would assume

ξ = 0 in our calculation.

The entries of the reduce density matrix take the form of the Fourier transforma-

tion of the time-orderedWightman function of the field operator ⟨0M |N
(
Ψ̄1Ψ1

)
N
(
Ψ̄2Ψ2

)
|0M⟩.

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
[
Ψ̄Ψ
]
by (the proof can be found in Appendix B)

VΨ =⟨0M |N
(
Ψ̄1Ψ1

)
N
(
Ψ̄2Ψ2

)
|0M⟩

=− 4ηµν
(
∂µ⟨0M |Φ̂1Φ̂2|0M⟩

)(
∂ν⟨0M |Φ̂1Φ̂2|0M⟩

)
− 4m2⟨0M |Φ̂1Φ̂2|0M⟩2.

=− 4e−2aξ
(
∂τ ⟨0M |Φ̂1Φ̂2|0M⟩

)2
+ 4e−2aξ

(
∂ξ⟨0M |Φ̂1Φ̂2|0M⟩

)2
+ 4

(
∇x⃗⊥⟨0M |Φ̂1Φ̂2|0M⟩

)2
− 4m2⟨0M |Φ̂1Φ̂2|0M⟩2

≡− 4e−2aξV τ
Ψ + 4e−2aξV ξ

Ψ + 4V ⊥
Ψ − 4m2V m

Ψ . (2.8)

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 |Φ̂(τ1, x⃗1)Φ̂(τ2, x⃗2)|0M⟩

=

∫ ∞

0

dω

∫∫
d2k⃗⊥

(
vR
1ωk⃗⊥

vR∗
2ωk⃗⊥

+ vR∗
1ωk⃗⊥

vR
2ωk⃗⊥

e−2πω/a
) 1

1− e−2πω/a
, (2.9)

where vR
ωk⃗⊥

is the Rindler mode [34]

vR
ωk⃗⊥

=

[
sinh(πω/a)

4π4a

]1/2
Kiω/a

(κ
a
eaξ
)
eik⃗⊥·x⃗⊥−iωτ . (2.10)

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].
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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 (3+1)-dimensional spacetime.

According to Eq. (2.6) and Eq. (2.9), we divide LΨ
AB as

LΨ
AB =4λAλB

(
−LΨτ

AB + LΨξ
AB + LΨx⃗⊥

AB

)
− 2m2λAλBL

Φ2

AB, (3.1)

where LΦ2

AB 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 = τ ,ξ and x⃗⊥,

LΨi
AB =

∫ ∞

0

dω1

∫ ∞

0

dω2

∫∫
d2k⃗1⊥

∫∫
d2k⃗2⊥

1

1− e−2πω1/a

1

1− e−2πω2/a
(3.2)

×
[
I i0
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

+ I i2
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

e−2πω2/a + I i1
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

e−2πω1/a + I i12
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

e−2π(ω1+ω2)/a
]
,

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,

Iτ0
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

=

∫
dτ1

∫
dτ2χA1χB2e

−iΩAτ1+iΩBτ2

∫
ΣA1

e−2aξ1d3x⃗1f
∗
A1

∫
ΣB2

d3x⃗2fB2

×
(
∂τ1v

R
1ω1k⃗1⊥

)(
∂τ1v

R
1ω2k⃗2⊥

)
vR∗
2ω1k⃗1⊥

vR∗
2ω2k⃗2⊥

=− ω1ω2

∫
dτ1

∫
dτ2χA1χB2e

−iΩAτ1+iΩBτ2

∫
ΣA1

e−2aξ1d3x⃗1f
∗
A1

∫
ΣB2

d3x⃗2fB2

× vR
1ω1k⃗1⊥

vR
1ω2k⃗2⊥

vR∗
2ω1k⃗1⊥

vR∗
2ω2k⃗2⊥

=− ω1ω2η
0A′∗
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

η0B
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

. (3.3)

The η 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 ω1ω2 due to the derivative of the Rindler modes for the

case of coupling with a Dirac field. The same results apply to I x⃗⊥ terms, with the

extra factors being k⃗1⊥ · k⃗2⊥. The details are given in the Appendix C.

The Rindler modes depend on ξ in the form of modified Bessel function in
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Eq. (2.10). The derivation is given in Appendix A. Therefore,

Iξ0
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

=2π
sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

4(4π4a)2
GB(ΩB + ω1 + ω2)GA(−ΩA − ω1 − ω2)

×
∫
ΣA1

d3x⃗1f
∗
A1

∫
ΣB2

d3x⃗2fB2e
i(k⃗1⊥+k⃗2⊥)·(x⃗1⊥−x⃗2⊥)

× κ1κ2

[
Kiω1/a−1

(κ1

a
eaξ1
)
+Kiω1/a+1

(κ1

a
eaξ1
)] [

Kiω2/a−1

(κ2

a
eaξ1
)
+Kiω2/a+1

(κ2

a
eaξ1
)]

×Kiω1/a

(κ1

a
eaξ2
)
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a
eaξ2
)
, (3.4)

where GA and GB are the Fourier transforms of the switching function χ. 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.

χA(τ) =
1√
2πσA

exp

(
− τ 2

2σ2
A

)
, fA(ξ, x, y) = δ(ξ)δ(x)δ(y), (3.5)

χB(τ) =
1√
2πσB

exp

[
−(τ − τ0)

2

2σ2
B

]
, fB(ξ, x, y) = δ(ξ)δ(x− x0)δ(y). (3.6)

The Fourier transform of the switching function is given explicitly,

GA(ν) = exp

(
−σ2

A

2
ν2

)
, (3.7)

GB(ν) = exp

(
−σ2

B

2
ν2 + iντ0

)
. (3.8)

With such assumptions the space integral is immediately carried out and in order to

calculate LΨ
AB we are left with the integrals over ω and k⃗⊥. Due to the symmetry

in x − y plane, the integral over k⃗⊥ 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 (τ0 = 0, x0 = 0) and L

terms reduce to the transition probability P as

PΨτ
AB =

1

32π3

∫ ∞

0

dω1

∫ ∞

0

dω2
ω2
1ω

2
2

sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

×
{
− exp

[
−σ2(ω1 + ω2 + Ω)2 + π(ω1 + ω2)/a

]
+ exp

[
−σ2(Ω + ω1 − ω2)

2 + π(ω1 − ω2)/a
]

+exp
[
−σ2(Ω− ω1 + ω2)

2 − π(ω1 − ω2)/a
]
− exp

[
−σ2(Ω− ω1 − ω2)

2 − π(ω1 + ω2)/a
]}

,

(3.9)
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PΨξ
AB =

a2

32π3

∫ ∞

0

dω1

∫ ∞

0

dω2
ω1ω2

sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

×
{
exp

[
−σ2(ω1 + ω2 + Ω)2 + π(ω1 + ω2)/a

]
+ exp

[
−σ2(Ω + ω1 − ω2)

2 + π(ω1 − ω2)/a
]

+exp
[
−σ2(Ω− ω1 + ω2)

2 − π(ω1 − ω2)/a
]
+ exp

[
−σ2(Ω− ω1 − ω2)

2 − π(ω1 + ω2)/a
]}

,

(3.10)

PΨx⃗⊥
AB = 0. (3.11)

The integral over ω1 and ω2 can be done numerically using Mathematica, and we

draw the relation between transition probability and the acceleration in figure 1.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
0

1

2

3

4

a

P λ
2

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

⟨0M |T
[
N
(
Ψ̄1Ψ1

)
N
(
Ψ̄2Ψ2

)]
|0M⟩

=θ(τ1 − τ2)
[
− 4e−2aξ1

(
∂τ ⟨0M |Φ̂1Φ̂2|0M⟩

)2
+ 4e−2aξ1

(
∂ξ⟨0M |Φ̂1Φ̂2|0M⟩

)2
+ 4

(
∇x⃗⊥⟨0M |Φ̂1Φ̂2|0M⟩

)2
− 4m2⟨0M |Φ̂1Φ̂2|0M⟩2

]
+θ(τ2 − τ1)

[
− 4e−2aξ2

(
∂τ ⟨0M |Φ̂2Φ̂1|0M⟩

)2
+ 4e−2aξ2

(
∂ξ⟨0M |Φ̂2Φ̂1|0M⟩

)2
+ 4

(
∇x⃗⊥⟨0M |Φ̂2Φ̂1|0M⟩

)2
− 4m2⟨0M |Φ̂2Φ̂1|0M⟩2

]
≡− 4Dτ

Ψ + 4Dξ
Ψ + 4D⊥

Ψ − 4m2Dm
Ψ . (4.1)

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 MΨ into

MΨ = 4λAλB

(
−MΨτ +MΨξ +MΨx⃗⊥

)
− 2m2λAλBM

Φ2

, (4.2)

where MΨi is of the form (for i = τ, ξ, x⃗⊥)

MΨi =

∫ ∞

0

dω1

∫ ∞

0

dω2

∫∫
d2k⃗1⊥

∫∫
d2k⃗2⊥

1

1− e−2πω1/a

1

1− e−2πω2/a
(4.3)

×
[
W i0

ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥
+W i2

ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥
e−2πω2/a +W i1

ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥
e−2πω1/a +W i12

ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥
e−2π(ω1+ω2)/a

]
.

The meaning of W s is similar to that of Is in Eq. (3.2): W is correspond to terms

arising from the ’i’ derivative of the Wightman functions. For example,

W τ0
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

=

∫
dτ1

∫
dτ2χA1χB2e

iΩAτ1+iΩBτ2

∫
ΣA1

fA1d
3x⃗1

∫
ΣB2

fB2d
3x⃗2

×

[
θ(τ1 − τ2)e

−2aξ1
(
∂τ1v

R
1ω1k⃗1⊥

)(
∂τ1v

R
1ω2k⃗2⊥

)
vR∗
2ω1k⃗1⊥

vR∗
2ω2k⃗2⊥

+ θ(τ2 − τ1)e
−2aξ2

(
∂τ2v

R
2ω1k⃗1⊥

)(
∂τ2v

R
2ω2k⃗2⊥

)
vR∗
1ω1k⃗1⊥

vR∗
1ω2k⃗2⊥

]

=− ω1ω2
2π sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

(4π4a)2
−2(ω1 + ω2)

2πi

∫
du

GA(ΩA + u)GB(ΩB − u)

u2 − (ω1 + ω2)2 + iϵ

×Kiω1/a

(κ1

a

)
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)
Kiω1/a

(κ1

a

)
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)
e−i(k⃗1⊥+k⃗2⊥)·(x⃗1⊥−x⃗2⊥),

(4.4)

where in the last step we use the same technique in [30]. That is, we replace the

Heaviside step function θ by contour integrals in complex u plane, and then we make
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use of the positive frequency modes and the Fourier transform of the switching func-

tion to integrate τ . Note that our method of contour integral is valid only when ξ = 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 Gi(ν) = exp
(
−σ2

i

2
ν2
)
. Then by the formula [30]

∫ ∞

0

du
e−σ2u2

u2 − ω2 + iϵ
=

πe−σ2ω2

2iω
erfc(iσω), (4.5)

we obtain

W τ0
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

=− ω1ω2
sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

(4π4a)2/2π
Kiω1/a

(κ2

a

)2
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)2
e−σ2Ω2

× ei(k1x+k2x)x0e−σ2(ω1+ω2)2erfc [iσ(ω1 + ω2)] .

(4.6)

As in section 3, compared to the case of quadratic coupling with scalar field, we gain

extra factors ω1ω2 due to the derivative of the Rindler modes and the same results

apply to W x⃗⊥ terms, with the extra factors being k⃗1⊥ · k⃗2⊥.
The W ξ terms can be obtained in similar ways. For example,

W ξ0

ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥
=
κ1κ2 sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

4(4π4a)2/2π

[
Kiω1/a−1

(κ1

a

)
+Kiω1/a+1

(κ1

a

) ]
×
[
Kiω2/a−1

(κ2

a

)
+Kiω2/a+1

(κ2

a

) ]
Kiω1/a

(κ1

a

)
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)
× e−σ2Ω2

ei(k1x+k2x)x0e−σ2(ω1+ω2)2erfc [iσ(ω1 + ω2)] .

(4.7)

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 ω1 and ω2 to get MΨ (see Appendix D for further

details). As is expected, MΨτ differs from MΦ2
with factors ω1ω2.

Unlike the case in which the detectors interact with a scalar field quadratically,

the integrals over ω1 and ω2 diverge, as we can draw a picture of the imaginary

part of the integrand in MΨτ . We see that apart from the fact that the integrand

is highly oscillatory, it diverges in the direction of the diagonal of ω1-ω2 plane. Our

calculations show that the divergence comes from the extra factors such as ω1ω2 in

MΨ.

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 MΨ (σ = 1,Ω = 1, a = 1, x0 = 1)

modes ω1 = ω2 = Λ. 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 Λ = 80 (unfortunately it might

take quite a long time to numerically integrate MΨ if the cutoff Λ 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 cutoff? It is shown in figure 4 that the

nonmonotonicity of entanglement is still valid for cutoff Λ = 20.

The nonmonotonicity of entanglement could disappear if the distance between

the detectors is small enough, as shown in figure 5 (x0 = 0.5). It is also natural that
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Figure 3. The logarithmic negativity of accelerating Unruh-DeWitt detectors in a Dirac

field (σ = 1,Ω = 1, x0 = 0.7,Λ = 80)
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Figure 4. The logarithmic negativity of accelerating Unruh-DeWitt detectors in a Dirac

field (σ = 1,Ω = 1, x0 = 0.7,Λ = 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.
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Figure 5. The logarithmic negativity of accelerating Unruh-DeWitt detectors in a Dirac

field (σ = 1,Ω = 1, x0 = 0.5,Λ = 20)
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Figure 6. The logarithmic negativity of accelerating Unruh-DeWitt detectors in a Dirac

field (σ = 1,Ω = 1, x0 = 1,Λ = 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 LΨ and therefore is well-

defined. The expression of the mutual information for the reduced density matrix is
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given by [29]

I(ρAB) = L+ log(L+) + L− log(L−)− LAA log(LAA)− LBB log(LBB) +O(λ4), (4.9)

where

L± =
1

2

(
LAA + LBB ±

√
(LAA − LBB)2 + 4|LAB|2

)
. (4.10)

Then it can be easily seen that the mutual information is always positive due to

the convexity of x log x. Setting, for example, x0 = 0.1 and λ2 = 0.00001, we ob-

tain the mutual information as in figure 7. It follows that the mutual information

0 2 4 6 8 10 12
0.0000

0.00002

0.00004

0.00006

0.00008

0.0001

a

ⅈ

Figure 7. Mutual information between two accelerating detectors in a Dirac field (σ =

1,Ω = 1, x0 = 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(ρ) = (2 log 2)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 (3+1)-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.
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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.

∂ξKiω/a

(κ
a
eaξ
)
= −1

2

[
Kiω/a−1

(κ
a
eaξ
)
+Kiω/a+1

(κ
a
eaξ
)]

κeaξ (A.1)∫ 2π

0

e±iu cosαdα = 2πJ0(u) (A.2)∫ 2π

0

cosαe±iu cosαdα = ±2πiJ1(u) (A.3)∫ ∞

0

kKiω/a(k/a)
2J0(kx0)dk =

πa

x0

√
a2x2

0 + 4 sinh(πω/a)
sin

2ωarcsinh(ax0/2)

a

(A.4)∫ ∞

0

k2[Kiω/a−1(k/a) +Kiω/a+1(k/a)]Kiω/a(k/a)J0(kx0)dk = (A.5)

2a2π

(a2x2
0 + 4)2 sinh(πω/a)

[
(a2x2

0 + 4)ω cos
2ωarcsinh(ax0/2)

a
+

2

x0

√
a2x2

0 + 4 sin
2ωarcsinh(ax0/2)

a

]
(A.6)∫ ∞

0

k2Kiω/a(k/a)
2J1(kx0)dk = (A.7)

2πa
sinh(πω/a)

[
−
√

a2x2
0 + 4ω cos 2ωarccsch(2/ax0)

a
+

2+a2x2
0

x0
sin 2ωarccsch(2/ax0)

a

]
√

a2x2
0 + 4x0(a2x2

0 + 4)
(A.8)
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∫ ∞

0

kKiω/a(k/a)
2dk =

πωa

2 sinh(πω/a)
(A.9)∫ ∞

0

k2[Kiω/a−1(k/a) +Kiω/a+1(k/a)]Kiω/a(k/a)dk =
πωa2

sinh(πω/a)
(A.10)

B Correlation function

Here we give a detailed proof of Eq. (2.8).1

VΨ =⟨0M |N
(
Ψ̄1Ψ1

)
N
(
Ψ̄2Ψ2

)
|0M⟩

=⟨0M |Ψ̄+
1aΨ

+
1aΨ̄

−
2bΨ

−
2b|0M⟩

={Ψ+
1a, Ψ̄

−
2b}⟨0M |Ψ̄+

1aΨ
−
2b|0M⟩

=iS+
ab(x1 − x2)iS

−
ba(x2 − x1)

=− Tr
[
S+(x1 − x2)S

−(x2 − x1)
]

=− Tr
[(
iγµ∂xµ

1
+m

)
∆+(x1 − x2)

(
iγν∂xν

2
+m

)
∆−(x2 − x1)

]
=Tr

[(
iγµ∂xµ

1
+m

)
∆+(x1 − x2)

(
iγν∂xν

2
+m

)
∆+(x1 − x2)

]
=− Tr (γµγν) ∂xµ

1
∆+(x1 − x2)∂xν

2
∆+(x1 − x2) + 4m2∆+(x1 − x2)

2

=Tr (γµγν) ∂xµ
1
∆+(x1 − x2)∂xν

1
∆+(x1 − x2) + 4m2∆+(x1 − x2)

2

=− 4ηµν
(
∂µ⟨0M |Φ̂1Φ̂2|0M⟩

)(
∂ν⟨0M |Φ̂1Φ̂2|0M⟩

)
− 4m2⟨0M |Φ̂1Φ̂2|0M⟩2

=− 4gµ
′ν′
(
∂µ′⟨0M |Φ̂1Φ̂2|0M⟩

)(
∂ν′⟨0M |Φ̂1Φ̂2|0M⟩

)
− 4m2⟨0M |Φ̂1Φ̂2|0M⟩2

=− 4e−2aξ
(
∂τ ⟨0M |Φ̂1Φ̂2|0M⟩

)2
+ 4e−2aξ

(
∂ξ⟨0M |Φ̂1Φ̂2|0M⟩

)2
+ 4

(
∇x⃗⊥⟨0M |Φ̂1Φ̂2|0M⟩

)2
− 4m2⟨0M |Φ̂1Φ̂2|0M⟩2

≡− 4e−2aξV τ
Ψ + 4e−2aξV ξ

Ψ + 4V ⊥
Ψ − 4m2V m

Ψ , (B.1)

where Sab is the Dirac propagator [32] and the Wightman function for scalar fields

is related to ∆+(x− y) as

i∆+(x− y) = W (x− y). (B.2)

C Calculation of L

In this section we display the results of the calculation.

Iτ1
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

=ω1ω2η
1A′∗
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

η1B
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

, (C.1)

1A 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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Iτ2
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

=ω1ω2η
2A′∗
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

η2B
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

, (C.2)

Iτ12
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

=− ω1ω2η
12A′∗
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

η12B
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

. (C.3)

I x⃗⊥0

ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥
=

∫
dτ1

∫
dτ2χA1χB2e

−iΩAτ1+iΩBτ2

∫
ΣA1

d̃3x⃗1f
∗
A1

∫
ΣB2

d̃3x⃗2fB2

×
(
∇x⃗1⊥v

R
1ω1k⃗1⊥

)(
∇x⃗1⊥v

R
1ω2k⃗2⊥

)
vR∗
2ω1k⃗1⊥

vR∗
2ω2k⃗2⊥

=− k⃗1⊥ · k⃗2⊥
∫

dτ1

∫
dτ2χA1χB2e

−iΩAτ1+iΩBτ2

∫
ΣA1

d̃3x⃗1f
∗
A1

∫
ΣB2

d̃3x⃗2fB2

× vR
1ω1k⃗1⊥

vR
1ω2k⃗2⊥

vR∗
2ω1k⃗1⊥

vR∗
2ω2k⃗2⊥

=− k⃗1⊥ · k⃗2⊥η0A∗
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

η0B
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

. (C.4)

I x⃗⊥1

ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥
=k⃗1⊥ · k⃗2⊥η1A∗

ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥
η1B
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

, (C.5)

I x⃗⊥2

ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥
=k⃗1⊥ · k⃗2⊥η2A∗

ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥
η2B
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

, (C.6)

I x⃗⊥12

ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥
=− k⃗1⊥ · k⃗2⊥η12A∗

ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥
η12B
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

. (C.7)

Iξ1
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

=

∫
dτ1

∫
dτ2χA1χB2e

−iΩAτ1+iΩBτ2

∫
ΣA1

e−2aξ1 d̃3x⃗1f
∗
A1

∫
ΣB2

d̃3x⃗2fB2

×
(
∂ξ1v

R∗
1ω1k⃗1⊥

)(
∂ξ1v

R
1ω2k⃗2⊥

)
vR
2ω1k⃗1⊥

vR∗
2ω2k⃗2⊥

=
sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

4(4π4a)2/(2π)
GB(ΩB − ω1 + ω2)GA(−ΩA + ω1 − ω2)

×
∫
ΣA1

d̃3x⃗1f
∗
A1

∫
ΣB2

d̃3x⃗2fB2e
i(−k⃗1⊥+k⃗2⊥)·(x⃗1⊥−x⃗2⊥)

× κ1κ2

[
Kiω1/a−1

(κ1

a
eaξ1
)
+Kiω1/a+1

(κ1

a
eaξ1
)] [

Kiω2/a−1

(κ2

a
eaξ1
)
+Kiω2/a+1

(κ2

a
eaξ1
)]

×Kiω1/a

(κ1

a
eaξ2
)
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a
eaξ2
)
, (C.8)

Iξ2
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

=

∫
dτ1

∫
dτ2χA1χB2e

−iΩAτ1+iΩBτ2

∫
ΣA1

e−2aξ1 d̃3x⃗1f
∗
A1

∫
ΣB2

d̃3x⃗2fB2

×
(
∂ξ1v

R
1ω1k⃗1⊥

)(
∂ξ1v

R∗
1ω2k⃗2⊥

)
vR∗
2ω1k⃗1⊥

vR
2ω2k⃗2⊥

=
sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

4(4π4a)2/(2π)
GB(ΩB + ω1 − ω2)GA(−ΩA − ω1 + ω2)

×
∫
ΣA1

d̃3x⃗1f
∗
A1

∫
ΣB2

d̃3x⃗2fB2e
i(k⃗1⊥−k⃗2⊥)·(x⃗1⊥−x⃗2⊥)

× κ1κ2

[
Kiω1/a−1

(κ1

a
eaξ1
)
+Kiω1/a+1

(κ1

a
eaξ1
)] [

Kiω2/a−1

(κ2

a
eaξ1
)
+Kiω2/a+1

(κ2

a
eaξ1
)]
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×Kiω1/a

(κ1

a
eaξ2
)
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a
eaξ2
)
, (C.9)

Iξ12
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

=

∫
dτ1

∫
dτ2χA1χB2e

−iΩAτ1+iΩBτ2

∫
ΣA1

e−2aξ1 d̃3x⃗1f
∗
A1

∫
ΣB2

d̃3x⃗2fB2

×
(
∂ξ1v

R∗
1ω1k⃗1⊥

)(
∂ξ1v

R∗
1ω2k⃗2⊥

)
vR
2ω1k⃗1⊥

vR
2ω2k⃗2⊥

=
sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

4(4π4a)2/(2π)
GB(ΩB − ω1 − ω2)GA(−ΩA + ω1 + ω2)

×
∫
ΣA1

d̃3x⃗1f
∗
A1

∫
ΣB2

d̃3x⃗2fB2e
i(−k⃗1⊥−k⃗2⊥)·(x⃗1⊥−x⃗2⊥)

× κ1κ2

[
Kiω1/a−1

(κ1

a
eaξ1
)
+Kiω1/a+1

(κ1

a
eaξ1
)] [

Kiω2/a−1

(κ2

a
eaξ1
)
+Kiω2/a+1

(κ2

a
eaξ1
)]

×Kiω1/a

(κ1

a
eaξ2
)
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a
eaξ2
)
. (C.10)

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

following results.

Iτ0
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

=− ω1ω2
sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

(4π4a)2/(2π)
Kiω1/a

(κ1

a

)2
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)2
× exp

[
− σ2

A

2
(ΩA + ω1 + ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB + ω1 + ω2)

2

+ i(ΩB + ω1 + ω2)τ0 − i(k1x + k2x)x0

]
, (C.11)

Iτ1
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

=ω1ω2
sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

(4π4a)2/(2π)
Kiω1/a

(κ1

a

)2
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)2
× exp

[
− σ2

A

2
(ΩA − ω1 + ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB − ω1 + ω2)

2

+ i(ΩB − ω1 + ω2)τ0 − i(−k1x + k2x)x0

]
, (C.12)

Iτ2
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

=ω1ω2
sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

(4π4a)2/(2π)
Kiω1/a

(κ1

a

)2
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)2
× exp

[
− σ2

A

2
(ΩA + ω1 − ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB + ω1 − ω2)

2

+ i(ΩB + ω1 − ω2)τ0 − i(k1x − k2x)x0

]
, (C.13)

Iτ12
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

=− ω1ω2
sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

(4π4a)2/(2π)
Kiω1/a

(κ1

a

)2
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)2
× exp

[
− σ2

A

2
(ΩA − ω1 − ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB − ω1 − ω2)

2
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+ i(ΩB − ω1 − ω2)τ0 − i(−k1x − k2x)x0

]
. (C.14)

Ix⊥0

ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥
=− k⃗1⊥ · k⃗2⊥

sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

(4π4a)2/(2π)
Kiω1/a

(κ1

a

)2
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)2
× exp

[
− σ2

A

2
(ΩA + ω1 + ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB + ω1 + ω2)

2

+ i(ΩB + ω1 + ω2)τ0 − i(k1x + k2x)x0

]
, (C.15)

Ix⊥1

ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥
=k⃗1⊥ · k⃗2⊥

sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

(4π4a)2/(2π)
Kiω1/a

(κ1

a

)2
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)2
× exp

[
− σ2

A

2
(ΩA − ω1 + ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB − ω1 + ω2)

2

+ i(ΩB − ω1 + ω2)τ0 − i(−k1x + k2x)x0

]
, (C.16)

Ix⊥2

ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥
=k⃗1⊥ · k⃗2⊥

sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

(4π4a)2/(2π)
Kiω1/a

(κ1

a

)2
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)2
× exp

[
− σ2

A

2
(ΩA + ω1 − ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB + ω1 − ω2)

2

+ i(ΩB + ω1 − ω2)τ0 − i(k1x − k2x)x0

]
, (C.17)

Ix⊥12

ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥
=− k⃗1⊥ · k⃗2⊥

sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

(4π4a)2/(2π)
Kiω1/a

(κ1

a

)2
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)2
× exp

[
− σ2

A

2
(ΩA − ω1 − ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB − ω1 − ω2)

2

+ i(ΩB − ω1 − ω2)τ0 − i(−k1x − k2x)x0

]
. (C.18)

Iξ0
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

=κ1κ2
sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

4(4π4a)2/(2π)

× exp

[
− σ2

A

2
(ΩA + ω1 + ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB + ω1 + ω2)

2

+ i(ΩB + ω1 + ω2)τ0 − i(k1x + k2x)x0

]
×
[
Kiω1/a−1

(κ1

a

)
+Kiω1/a+1

(κ1

a

)] [
Kiω2/a−1

(κ2

a

)
+Kiω2/a+1

(κ2

a

)]
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×Kiω1/a

(κ1

a

)
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)
, (C.19)

Iξ1
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

=κ1κ2
sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

4(4π4a)2/(2π)

× exp

[
− σ2

A

2
(ΩA − ω1 + ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB − ω1 + ω2)

2

+ i(ΩB − ω1 + ω2)τ0 − i(−k1x + k2x)x0

]
×
[
Kiω1/a−1

(κ1

a

)
+Kiω1/a+1

(κ1

a

)] [
Kiω2/a−1

(κ2

a

)
+Kiω2/a+1

(κ2

a

)]
×Kiω1/a

(κ1

a

)
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)
, (C.20)

Iξ2
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

=κ1κ2
sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

4(4π4a)2/(2π)

× exp

[
− σ2

A

2
(ΩA + ω1 − ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB + ω1 − ω2)

2

+ i(ΩB + ω1 − ω2)τ0 − i(k1x − k2x)x0

]
×
[
Kiω1/a−1

(κ1

a

)
+Kiω1/a+1

(κ1

a

)] [
Kiω2/a−1

(κ2

a

)
+Kiω2/a+1

(κ2

a

)]
×Kiω1/a

(κ1

a

)
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)
, (C.21)

Iξ12
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

=κ1κ2
sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

4(4π4a)2/(2π)

× exp

[
− σ2

A

2
(ΩA − ω1 − ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB − ω1 − ω2)

2

+ i(ΩB − ω1 − ω2)τ0 − i(−k1x − k2x)x0

]
×
[
Kiω1/a−1

(κ1

a

)
+Kiω1/a+1

(κ1

a

)] [
Kiω2/a−1

(κ2

a

)
+Kiω2/a+1

(κ2

a

)]
×Kiω1/a

(κ1

a

)
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)
. (C.22)

Now we use polar coordinates to integrate k⊥.

LΨx⃗⊥
AB =

2π

(4π4a)2

∫ ∞

0

dω1

∫ ∞

0

dω2

∫∫
d2k⃗1⊥

∫∫
d2k⃗2⊥k⃗1⊥ · k⃗2⊥

× sinh(πω1/a)

1− e−2πω1/a

sinh(πω2/a)

1− e−2πω2/a
Kiω1/a

(κ1

a

)2
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)2
×
{
− exp

[
−σ2

A

2
(ω1 + ω2 + ΩA)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ω1 + ω2 + ΩB)

2 − i(k1x + k2x)x0

]
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+ exp

[
−σ2

A

2
(ΩA + ω1 − ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB + ω1 − ω2)

2 − i(k1x − k2x)x0 − 2πω2/a

]
+ exp

[
−σ2

A

2
(ΩA − ω1 + ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB − ω1 + ω2)

2 + i(k1x − k2x)x0 − 2πω1/a

]
− exp

[
−σ2

A

2
(ΩA − ω1 − ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB − ω1 − ω2)

2 + i(k1x + k2x)x0 − 2π(ω1 + ω2)/a

]}
=

(2π)3

4(4π4a)2

∫ ∞

0

dω1

∫ ∞

0

dω2

∫
k2
1⊥dk1⊥

∫
k2
2⊥dk2⊥

×Kiω1/a

(√
k2
1⊥ +m2

a

)2

Kiω2/a

(√
k2
2⊥ +m2

a

)2

J1(k1⊥x0)J1(k2⊥x0)

×
{
exp

[
−σ2

A

2
(ω1 + ω2 + ΩA)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ω1 + ω2 + ΩB)

2 + i(ω1 + ω2 + ΩB)τ0 + π(ω1 + ω2)/a

]
+ exp

[
−σ2

A

2
(ΩA + ω1 − ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB + ω1 − ω2)

2 + i(ΩB + ω1 − ω2)τ0 + π(ω1 − ω2)/a

]
+ exp

[
−σ2

A

2
(ΩA − ω1 + ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB − ω1 + ω2)

2 + i(ΩB − ω1 + ω2)τ0 − π(ω1 − ω2)/a

]
+exp

[
−σ2

A

2
(ΩA − ω1 − ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB − ω1 − ω2)

2 + i(ΩB − ω1 − ω2)τ0 − π(ω1 + ω2)/a

]}
=

(2π)3

4(4π4a)2

∫ ∞

0

dω1

∫ ∞

0

dω2F (ω1, x0, a)F (ω2, x0, a)

×
{
exp

[
−σ2

A

2
(ω1 + ω2 + ΩA)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ω1 + ω2 + ΩB)

2 + i(ω1 + ω2 + ΩB)τ0 + π(ω1 + ω2)/a

]
+ exp

[
−σ2

A

2
(ΩA + ω1 − ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB + ω1 − ω2)

2 + i(ΩB + ω1 − ω2)τ0 + π(ω1 − ω2)/a

]
+ exp

[
−σ2

A

2
(ΩA − ω1 + ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB − ω1 + ω2)

2 + i(ΩB − ω1 + ω2)τ0 − π(ω1 − ω2)/a

]
+exp

[
−σ2

A

2
(ΩA − ω1 − ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB − ω1 − ω2)

2 + i(ΩB − ω1 − ω2)τ0 − π(ω1 + ω2)/a

]}
.

(C.23)

LΨξ
AB =

2π

4(4π4a)2

∫ ∞

0

dω1

∫ ∞

0

dω2

∫∫
d2k⃗1⊥

∫∫
d2k⃗2⊥κ1κ2

sinh(πω1/a)

1− e−2πω1/a

sinh(πω2/a)

1− e−2πω2/a

×
[
Kiω1/a−1

(κ1

a

)
+Kiω1/a+1

(κ1

a

)] [
Kiω2/a−1

(κ2

a

)
+Kiω2/a+1

(κ2

a

)]
Kiω1/a

(κ1

a

)
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)
×
{
exp

[
−σ2

A

2
(ω1 + ω2 + ΩA)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ω1 + ω2 + ΩB)

2 − i(k1x + k2x)x0

]
+ exp

[
−σ2

A

2
(ΩA + ω1 − ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB + ω1 − ω2)

2 − i(k1x − k2x)x0 − 2πω2/a

]
+ exp

[
−σ2

A

2
(ΩA − ω1 + ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB − ω1 + ω2)

2 + i(k1x − k2x)x0 − 2πω1/a

]
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+exp

[
−σ2

A

2
(ΩA − ω1 − ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB − ω1 − ω2)

2 + i(k1x + k2x)x0 − 2π(ω1 + ω2)/a

]}
=

(2π)3

42(4π4a)2

∫ ∞

0

dω1

∫ ∞

0

dω2

∫
k1⊥dk1⊥

∫
k2⊥dk2⊥

√
k2
1⊥

√
k2
2⊥J0(k1⊥x0)J0(k2⊥x0)

×
[
Kiω1/a−1

(κ1

a

)
+Kiω1/a+1

(κ1

a

)] [
Kiω2/a−1

(κ2

a

)
+Kiω2/a+1

(κ2

a

)]
Kiω1/a

(κ1

a

)
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)
×
{
exp

[
−σ2

A

2
(ω1 + ω2 + ΩA)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ω1 + ω2 + ΩB)

2 + i(ω1 + ω2 + ΩB)τ0 + π(ω1 + ω2)/a

]
+ exp

[
−σ2

A

2
(ΩA + ω1 − ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB + ω1 − ω2)

2 + i(ΩB + ω1 − ω2)τ0 + π(ω1 − ω2)/a

]
+ exp

[
−σ2

A

2
(ΩA − ω1 + ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB − ω1 + ω2)

2 + i(ΩB − ω1 + ω2)τ0 − π(ω1 − ω2)/a

]
+exp

[
−σ2

A

2
(ΩA − ω1 − ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB − ω1 − ω2)

2 + i(ΩB − ω1 − ω2)τ0 − π(ω1 + ω2)/a

]}
=

(2π)3(2πa2)2

42(4π4a)2(a2x2
0 + 4)4

∫ ∞

0

dω1

∫ ∞

0

dω2
1

sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

×
[
(a2x2

0 + 4)ω1 cos
2ω1arcsinh(ax0/2)

a
+

2

x0

√
a2x2

0 + 4 sin
2ω1arcsinh(ax0/2)

a

]
×
[
(a2x2

0 + 4)ω2 cos
2ω2arcsinh(ax0/2)

a
+

2

x0

√
a2x2

0 + 4 sin
2ω2arcsinh(ax0/2)

a

]
×
{
exp

[
−σ2

A

2
(ω1 + ω2 + ΩA)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ω1 + ω2 + ΩB)

2 + i(ω1 + ω2 + ΩB)τ0 + π(ω1 + ω2)/a

]
+ exp

[
−σ2

A

2
(ΩA + ω1 − ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB + ω1 − ω2)

2 + i(ΩB + ω1 − ω2)τ0 + π(ω1 − ω2)/a

]
+ exp

[
−σ2

A

2
(ΩA − ω1 + ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB − ω1 + ω2)

2 + i(ΩB − ω1 + ω2)τ0 − π(ω1 − ω2)/a

]
+exp

[
−σ2

A

2
(ΩA − ω1 − ω2)

2 − σ2
B

2
(ΩB − ω1 − ω2)

2 + i(ΩB − ω1 − ω2)τ0 − π(ω1 + ω2)/a

]}
.

(C.24)

D Calculation of M

In this section we display the results of the calculation.

Di
Ψ =

∫ ∞

0

dω1

∫ ∞

0

dω2

∫∫
d2k⃗1⊥

∫∫
d2k⃗2⊥

1

1− e−2πω1/a

1

1− e−2πω2/a

×

{
θ(τ1 − τ2)e

−2aξ1

[(
∂i1v

R
1ω1k⃗1⊥

)(
∂i1v

R
1ω2k⃗2⊥

)
vR∗
2ω1k⃗1⊥

vR∗
2ω2k⃗2⊥

+
(
∂i1v

R
1ω1k⃗1⊥

)(
∂i1v

R∗
1ω2k⃗2⊥

)
vR∗
2ω1k⃗1⊥

vR
2ω2k⃗2⊥

e−2πω2/a

– 21 –



+
(
∂i1v

R∗
1ω1k⃗1⊥

)(
∂i1v

R
1ω2k⃗2⊥

)
vR
2ω1k⃗1⊥

vR∗
2ω2k⃗2⊥

e−2πω1/a

+
(
∂i1v

R∗
1ω1k⃗1⊥

)(
∂i1v

R∗
1ω2k⃗2⊥

)
vR
2ω1k⃗1⊥

vR
2ω2k⃗2⊥

e−2π(ω1+ω2)/a

]

+ θ(τ2 − τ1)e
−2aξ2

[(
∂i2v

R
2ω1k⃗1⊥

)(
∂i2v

R
2ω2k⃗2⊥

)
vR∗
1ω1k⃗1⊥

vR∗
1ω2k⃗2⊥

+
(
∂i2v

R
2ω1k⃗1⊥

)(
∂i2v

R∗
2ω2k⃗2⊥

)
vR∗
1ω1k⃗1⊥

vR
1ω2k⃗2⊥

e−2πω2/a

+
(
∂i2v

R∗
2ω1k⃗1⊥

)(
∂i2v

R
2ω2k⃗2⊥

)
vR
1ω1k⃗1⊥

vR∗
1ω2k⃗2⊥

e−2πω1/a

+
(
∂i2v

R∗
2ω1k⃗1⊥

)(
∂i2v

R∗
2ω2k⃗2⊥

)
vR
1ω1k⃗1⊥

vR
1ω2k⃗2⊥

e−2π(ω1+ω2)/a

]}
, (D.1)

D⊥
Ψ =

∫ ∞

0

dω1

∫ ∞

0

dω2

∫∫
d2k⃗1⊥

∫∫
d2k⃗2⊥

1

1− e−2πω1/a

1

1− e−2πω2/a

×

{
θ(τ1 − τ2)

[(
∇x1⊥v

R
1ω1k⃗1⊥

)(
∇x1⊥v

R
1ω2k⃗2⊥

)
vR∗
2ω1k⃗1⊥

vR∗
2ω2k⃗2⊥

+
(
∇x1⊥v

R
1ω1k⃗1⊥

)(
∇x1⊥v

R∗
1ω2k⃗2⊥

)
vR∗
2ω1k⃗1⊥

vR
2ω2k⃗2⊥

e−2πω2/a

+
(
∇x1⊥v

R∗
1ω1k⃗1⊥

)(
∇x1⊥v

R
1ω2k⃗2⊥

)
vR
2ω1k⃗1⊥

vR∗
2ω2k⃗2⊥

e−2πω1/a

+
(
∇x1⊥v

R∗
1ω1k⃗1⊥

)(
∇x1⊥v

R∗
1ω2k⃗2⊥

)
vR
2ω1k⃗1⊥

vR
2ω2k⃗2⊥

e−2π(ω1+ω2)/a

]

+ θ(τ2 − τ1)

[(
∇x2⊥v

R
2ω1k⃗1⊥

)(
∇x2⊥v

R
2ω2k⃗2⊥

)
vR∗
1ω1k⃗1⊥

vR∗
1ω2k⃗2⊥

+
(
∇x2⊥v

R
2ω1k⃗1⊥

)(
∇x2⊥v

R∗
2ω2k⃗2⊥

)
vR∗
1ω1k⃗1⊥

vR
1ω2k⃗2⊥

e−2πω2/a

+
(
∇x2⊥v

R∗
2ω1k⃗1⊥

)(
∇x2⊥v

R
2ω2k⃗2⊥

)
vR
1ω1k⃗1⊥

vR∗
1ω2k⃗2⊥

e−2πω1/a

+
(
∇x2⊥v

R∗
2ω1k⃗1⊥

)(
∇x2⊥v

R∗
2ω2k⃗2⊥

)
vR
1ω1k⃗1⊥

vR
1ω2k⃗2⊥

e−2π(ω1+ω2)/a

]}
, (D.2)

W τ1
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

=− ω1ω2
sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

(4π4a)2/2π
Kiω1/a

(κ2

a

)2
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)2
e−σ2Ω2

× ei(k1x−k2x)x0e−σ2(ω1−ω2)2
{
erfc [iσ(ω1 − ω2)]− 2

}
, (D.3)

W τ2
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

=ω1ω2
sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

(4π4a)2/2π
Kiω1/a

(κ2

a

)2
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)2
e−σ2Ω2

× ei(k1x−k2x)x0e−σ2(ω1−ω2)2erfc [iσ(ω1 − ω2)] , (D.4)

W τ12
ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥

=ω1ω2
sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

(4π4a)2/2π
Kiω1/a

(κ2

a

)2
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)2
e−σ2Ω2
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× ei(k1x+k2x)x0e−σ2(ω1+ω2)2
{
erfc [iσ(ω1 + ω2)]− 2

}
. (D.5)

W x⊥0

ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥
=− k⃗1⊥ · k⃗2⊥

sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

(4π4a)2/2π
Kiω1/a

(κ2

a

)2
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)2
e−σ2Ω2

× ei(k1x−k2x)x0e−σ2(ω1−ω2)2
{
erfc [iσ(ω1 − ω2)]− 2

}
, (D.6)

W x⊥1

ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥
=− k⃗1⊥ · k⃗2⊥

sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

(4π4a)2/2π
Kiω1/a

(κ2

a

)2
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)2
e−σ2Ω2

× ei(k1x−k2x)x0e−σ2(ω1−ω2)2
{
erfc [iσ(ω1 − ω2)]− 2

}
, (D.7)

W x⊥2

ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥
=k⃗1⊥ · k⃗2⊥

sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

(4π4a)2/2π
Kiω1/a

(κ2

a

)2
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)2
e−σ2Ω2

× ei(k1x−k2x)x0e−σ2(ω1−ω2)2erfc [iσ(ω1 − ω2)] , (D.8)

W x⊥12

ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥
=k⃗1⊥ · k⃗2⊥

sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

(4π4a)2/2π
Kiω1/a

(κ2

a

)2
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)2
e−σ2Ω2

× ei(k1x+k2x)x0e−σ2(ω1+ω2)2
{
erfc [iσ(ω1 + ω2)]− 2

}
. (D.9)

W ξ1

ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥
=− κ1κ2 sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

4(4π4a)2/2π

[
Kiω1/a−1

(κ1

a

)
+Kiω1/a+1

(κ1

a

) ]
×
[
Kiω2/a−1

(κ2

a

)
+Kiω2/a+1

(κ2

a

) ]
Kiω1/a

(κ1

a

)
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)
× e−σ2Ω2

ei(k1x−k2x)x0e−σ2(ω1−ω2)2 {erfc [iσ(ω1 − ω2)]− 2} , (D.10)

W ξ2

ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥
=
κ1κ2 sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

4(4π4a)2/2π

[
Kiω1/a−1

(κ1

a

)
+Kiω1/a+1

(κ1

a

) ]
×
[
Kiω2/a−1

(κ2

a

)
+Kiω2/a+1

(κ2

a

) ]
Kiω1/a

(κ1

a

)
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)
× e−σ2Ω2

ei(k1x−k2x)x0e−σ2(ω1−ω2)2erfc [iσ(ω1 − ω2)] , (D.11)

W ξ12

ω1k⃗1⊥,ω2k⃗2⊥
=− κ1κ2 sinh(πω1/a) sinh(πω2/a)

4(4π4a)2/2π

[
Kiω1/a−1

(κ1

a

)
+Kiω1/a+1

(κ1

a

) ]
×
[
Kiω2/a−1

(κ2

a

)
+Kiω2/a+1

(κ2

a

) ]
Kiω1/a

(κ1

a

)
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)
× e−σ2Ω2

ei(k1x+k2x)x0e−σ2(ω1+ω2)2 {erfc [iσ(ω1 + ω2)]− 2} . (D.12)

Now we use polar coordinates to integrate k⊥.

MΨτ =
2πe−σ2Ω2

(4π4a)2

∫ ∞

0

dω1

∫ ∞

0

dω2

∫∫
d2k⃗1⊥

∫∫
d2k⃗2⊥

sinh (πω1/a) sinh (πω1/a)

(1− e−2πω1/a)(1− e−2πω2/a)

×Kiω1/a

(κ1

a

)2
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)2
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×

{
− ω1ω2e

i(k1x+k2x)x0e−σ2(ω1+ω2)2erfc [iσ(ω1 + ω2)]

− ω1ω2e
i(k1x−k2x)x0e−σ2(ω1−ω2)2 [erfc [iσ(ω1 − ω2)]− 2] e−2πω1/a

+ ω1ω2e
i(k1x−k2x)x0e−σ2(ω1−ω2)2erfc [iσ(ω1 − ω2)] e

−2πω2/a

+ ω1ω2e
i(k1x+k2x)x0e−σ2(ω1+ω2)2 [erfc [iσ(ω1 + ω2)]− 2] e−2π(ω1+ω2)/a

}

=
2πe−σ2Ω2

4(4π4a)2

∫ ∞

0

dω1

∫ ∞

0

dω2

∫ ∞

0

dk1⊥

∫ ∞

0

dk2⊥

∫ 2π

0

dθ1

∫ 2π

0

dθ2k1⊥k2⊥

× ω1ω2Kiω1/a

(κ1

a

)2
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)2
×

{
− eik1⊥x0 cos θ1eik2⊥x0 cos θ2e−σ2(ω1+ω2)2erfc [iσ(ω1 + ω2)] e

π(ω1+ω2)/a

− eik1⊥x0 cos θ1e−ik2⊥x0 cos θ2e−σ2(ω1−ω2)2 [erfc [iσ(ω1 − ω2)]− 2] eπ(ω2−ω1)/a

+ eik1⊥x0 cos θ1e−ik2⊥x0 cos θ2e−σ2(ω1−ω2)2erfc [iσ(ω1 − ω2)] e
π(ω1−ω2)/a

+ eik1⊥x0 cos θ1eik2⊥x0 cos θ2e−σ2(ω1+ω2)2 [erfc [iσ(ω1 + ω2)]− 2] e−π(ω1+ω2)/a

}

=
(2π)3e−σ2Ω2

4(4π4a)2

∫ ∞

0

dω1

∫ ∞

0

dω2

∫ ∞

0

dk1⊥

∫ ∞

0

dk2⊥(k1⊥k2⊥)(ω1ω2)

×Kiω1/a

(κ1

a

)2
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)2
J0(k1⊥x0)J0(k2⊥x0)

×

{
− e−σ2(ω1+ω2)2erfc [iσ(ω1 + ω2)] e

π(ω1+ω2)/a

− e−σ2(ω1−ω2)2 [erfc [iσ(ω1 − ω2)]− 2] eπ(ω2−ω1)/a

+ e−σ2(ω1−ω2)2erfc [iσ(ω1 − ω2)] e
π(ω1−ω2)/a

+ e−σ2(ω1+ω2)2 [erfc [iσ(ω1 + ω2)]− 2] e−π(ω1+ω2)/a

}

=
(2π)3(πa)2e−σ2Ω2

4(4π4a)2x2
0(a

2x2
0 + 4)

∫ ∞

0

dω1

∫ ∞

0

dω2ω1ω2

sin
2ω1arcsinh(

ax0
2

)

a

sinh (πω1/a)

sin
2ω2arcsinh(

ax0
2

)

a

sinh (πω2/a)

×

{
− e−σ2(ω1+ω2)2erfc [iσ(ω1 + ω2)] e

π(ω1+ω2)/a

− e−σ2(ω1−ω2)2 [erfc [iσ(ω1 − ω2)]− 2] eπ(ω2−ω1)/a

+ e−σ2(ω1−ω2)2erfc [iσ(ω1 − ω2)] e
π(ω1−ω2)/a

+ e−σ2(ω1+ω2)2 [erfc [iσ(ω1 + ω2)]− 2] e−π(ω1+ω2)/a

}
. (D.13)
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MΨx⃗⊥ =
2πe−σ2Ω2

(4π4a)2

∫ ∞

0

dω1

∫ ∞

0

dω2

∫∫
d2k⃗1⊥

∫∫
d2k⃗2⊥

sinh (πω1/a) sinh (πω1/a)

(1− e−2πω1/a)(1− e−2πω2/a)

×Kiω1/a

(κ1

a

)2
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)2
×

{
− k⃗1⊥ · k⃗2⊥ei(k1x+k2x)x0e−σ2(ω1+ω2)2erfc [iσ(ω1 + ω2)]

− k⃗1⊥ · k⃗2⊥ei(k1x−k2x)x0e−σ2(ω1−ω2)2 [erfc [iσ(ω1 − ω2)]− 2] e−2πω1/a

+ k⃗1⊥ · k⃗2⊥ei(k1x−k2x)x0e−σ2(ω1−ω2)2erfc [iσ(ω1 − ω2)] e
−2πω2/a

+ k⃗1⊥ · k⃗2⊥ei(k1x+k2x)x0e−σ2(ω1+ω2)2 [erfc [iσ(ω1 + ω2)]− 2] e−2π(ω1+ω2)/a

}

=
2πe−σ2Ω2

4(4π4a)2

∫ ∞

0

dω1

∫ ∞

0

dω2

∫ ∞

0

dk1⊥

∫ ∞

0

dk2⊥

∫ 2π

0

dθ1

∫ 2π

0

dθ2k1⊥k2⊥

× k⃗1⊥ · k⃗2⊥Kiω1/a

(κ1

a

)2
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)2
×

{
− eik1⊥x0 cos θ1eik2⊥x0 cos θ2e−σ2(ω1+ω2)2erfc [iσ(ω1 + ω2)] e

π(ω1+ω2)/a

− eik1⊥x0 cos θ1e−ik2⊥x0 cos θ2e−σ2(ω1−ω2)2 [erfc [iσ(ω1 − ω2)]− 2] eπ(ω2−ω1)/a

+ eik1⊥x0 cos θ1e−ik2⊥x0 cos θ2e−σ2(ω1−ω2)2erfc [iσ(ω1 − ω2)] e
π(ω1−ω2)/a

+ eik1⊥x0 cos θ1eik2⊥x0 cos θ2e−σ2(ω1+ω2)2 [erfc [iσ(ω1 + ω2)]− 2] e−π(ω1+ω2)/a

}

=
(2π)3e−σ2Ω2

4(4π4a)2

∫ ∞

0

dω1

∫ ∞

0

dω2

∫ ∞

0

dk1⊥

∫ ∞

0

dk2⊥(k1⊥k2⊥)
2

×Kiω1/a

(κ1

a

)2
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)2
J1(k1⊥x0)J2(k2⊥x0)

×

{
e−σ2(ω1+ω2)2erfc [iσ(ω1 + ω2)] e

π(ω1+ω2)/a

− e−σ2(ω1−ω2)2 [erfc [iσ(ω1 − ω2)]− 2] eπ(ω2−ω1)/a

+ e−σ2(ω1−ω2)2erfc [iσ(ω1 − ω2)] e
π(ω1−ω2)/a

− e−σ2(ω1+ω2)2 [erfc [iσ(ω1 + ω2)]− 2] e−π(ω1+ω2)/a

}

=
(2π)3e−σ2Ω2

4(4π4a)2

∫ ∞

0

dω1

∫ ∞

0

dω2F (ω1, x0, a)F (ω2, x0, a)

×

{
e−σ2(ω1+ω2)2erfc [iσ(ω1 + ω2)] e

π(ω1+ω2)/a
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− e−σ2(ω1−ω2)2 [erfc [iσ(ω1 − ω2)]− 2] eπ(ω2−ω1)/a

+ e−σ2(ω1−ω2)2erfc [iσ(ω1 − ω2)] e
π(ω1−ω2)/a

− e−σ2(ω1+ω2)2 [erfc [iσ(ω1 + ω2)]− 2] e−π(ω1+ω2)/a

}
. (D.14)

MΨξ =
2πe−σ2Ω2

4(4π4a)2

∫ ∞

0

dω1

∫ ∞

0

dω2

∫∫
d2k⃗1⊥

∫∫
d2k⃗2⊥

sinh (πω1/a) sinh (πω1/a)

(1− e−2πω1/a)(1− e−2πω2/a)

×
[
Kiω1/a−1

(κ1

a

)
+Kiω1/a+1

(κ1

a

) ][
Kiω2/a−1

(κ2

a

)
+Kiω2/a+1

(κ2

a

) ]
×Kiω1/a

(κ1

a

)
Kiω2/a

(κ2

a

)
×

{
+ ei(k1x+k2x)x0e−σ2(ω1+ω2)2erfc [iσ(ω1 + ω2)]

− ei(k1x−k2x)x0e−σ2(ω1−ω2)2 [erfc [iσ(ω1 − ω2)]− 2] e−2πω1/a

+ ei(k1x−k2x)x0e−σ2(ω1−ω2)2erfc [iσ(ω1 − ω2)] e
−2πω2/a

− ei(k1x+k2x)x0e−σ2(ω1+ω2)2 [erfc [iσ(ω1 + ω2)]− 2] e−2π(ω1+ω2)/a

}

=
(2π)3e−σ2Ω2

16(4π4a)2

∫ ∞

0

dω1

∫ ∞

0

dω2

∫ ∞

0

dk1⊥

∫ ∞

0

dk2⊥(k1⊥k2⊥)
2J0(k1⊥x0)J0(k2⊥x0)

×
[
Kiω1/a−1

(
k1⊥
a

)
+Kiω1/a+1

(
k1⊥
a

)][
Kiω2/a−1

(
k2⊥
a

)
+Kiω2/a+1

(
k2⊥
a

)]
×Kiω1/a

(
k1⊥
a

)
Kiω2/a

(
k2⊥
a

)
×

{
+ e−σ2(ω1+ω2)2erfc [iσ(ω1 + ω2)] e

π(ω1+ω2)/a

− e−σ2(ω1−ω2)2 [erfc [iσ(ω1 − ω2)]− 2] eπ(ω2−ω1)/a

+ e−σ2(ω1−ω2)2erfc [iσ(ω1 − ω2)] e
π(ω1−ω2)/a

− e−σ2(ω1+ω2)2 [erfc [iσ(ω1 + ω2)]− 2] e−π(ω1+ω2)/a

}

=
(2π)3e−σ2Ω2

16(4π4a)2
(2a2π)2

(a2x2
0 + 4)4

∫ ∞

0

dω1

∫ ∞

0

dω2
1

sinh (πω1/a)

1

sinh (πω2/a)

×
[
(a2x2

0 + 4)ω1 cos
2ω1arcsinh(

ax0

2
)

a
+

2

x0

√
a2x2

0 + 4 sin
2ω1arcsinh(

ax0

2
)

a

]
×
[
(a2x2

0 + 4)ω2 cos
2ω2arcsinh(

ax0

2
)

a
+

2

x0

√
a2x2

0 + 4 sin
2ω2arcsinh(

ax0

2
)

a

]
×

{
+ e−σ2(ω1+ω2)2erfc [iσ(ω1 + ω2)] e

π(ω1+ω2)/a
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− e−σ2(ω1−ω2)2 [erfc [iσ(ω1 − ω2)]− 2] eπ(ω2−ω1)/a

+ e−σ2(ω1−ω2)2erfc [iσ(ω1 − ω2)] e
π(ω1−ω2)/a

− e−σ2(ω1+ω2)2 [erfc [iσ(ω1 + ω2)]− 2] e−π(ω1+ω2)/a

}
. (D.15)
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[27] D. Hümmer, E. Martin-Martinez and A. Kempf, Renormalized Unruh-DeWitt

Particle Detector Models for Boson and Fermion Fields, Phys. Rev. D 93 (2016)

024019 [1506.02046].

[28] S. Takagi, Vacuum Noise and Stress Induced by Uniform Acceleration:

Hawking-Unruh Effect in Rindler Manifold of Arbitrary Dimension, Prog. Theor.

Phys. Suppl. 88 (1986) 1.

[29] A. Sachs, R.B. Mann and E. Mart́ın-Mart́ınez, Entanglement harvesting and

divergences in quadratic unruh-dewitt detector pairs, Phys. Rev. D 96 (2017) 085012.

[30] D. Wu, S.-C. Tang and Y. Shi, Birth and death of entanglement between two

accelerating Unruh-DeWitt detectors coupled with a scalar field, 2304.12126.

[31] W.G. Brenna, R.B. Mann and E. Martin-Martinez, Anti-Unruh Phenomena, Phys.

Lett. B 757 (2016) 307 [1504.02468].

[32] F. Mandl and G. Shaw, Quantum Field Theory (1985).

[33] S. Weinberg, The Quantum theory of fields. Vol. 1: Foundations, Cambridge

University Press (6, 2005), 10.1017/CBO9781139644167.

– 28 –

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0375-9601(91)90952-5
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0375-9601(91)90952-5
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1022875910744
https://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0212044
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.71.042104
https://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0310058
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.044027
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.044027
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.045019
https://arxiv.org/abs/0910.5858
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/17/3/035001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1408.1395
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.74.032326
https://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0603269
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.045030
https://arxiv.org/abs/1007.1569
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.81.032320
https://arxiv.org/abs/1001.4302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.83.062323
https://arxiv.org/abs/1104.2307
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.84.042320
https://arxiv.org/abs/1108.1111
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.024019
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.024019
https://arxiv.org/abs/1506.02046
https://doi.org/10.1143/PTP.88.1
https://doi.org/10.1143/PTP.88.1
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.085012
https://arxiv.org/abs/2304.12126
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2016.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2016.04.002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1504.02468
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139644167


[34] L.C.B. Crispino, A. Higuchi and G.E.A. Matsas, The Unruh effect and its

applications, Rev. Mod. Phys. 80 (2008) 787 [0710.5373].

[35] F. Gray and R.B. Mann, Scalar and Fermionic Unruh Otto engines, JHEP 11

(2018) 174 [1808.01068].

[36] J. Yan and B. Zhang, Effect of spacetime dimensions on quantum entanglement

between two uniformly accelerated atoms, JHEP 10 (2022) 051 [2206.13681].

[37] Z. Liu, J. Zhang, R.B. Mann and H. Yu, Does acceleration assist entanglement

harvesting?, Phys. Rev. D 105 (2022) 085012 [2111.04392].

– 29 –

https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.80.787
https://arxiv.org/abs/0710.5373
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2018)174
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2018)174
https://arxiv.org/abs/1808.01068
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2022)051
https://arxiv.org/abs/2206.13681
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.085012
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.04392

	Introduction
	Model
	Calculation of L and the antiUnruh effect effect
	Point-like and Gaussian detectors: antiUnruh effect effect

	Calculation of M and the correlations between Unruh-DeWitt detectors
	Logarithmic negativity
	Mutual information

	Conclusion and outlook
	Special function and integrals
	Correlation function
	Calculation of L
	Calculation of M

