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Condensed m atter analgs of the coan olgical environm ent have raised the
hope that bboratory experim ents can be done to test theoretical ideas in cos—
mology. I will describe Unruh’s sonic analg of a black hok (\dum bhok")
that can be used to test Hawking radiation, and som e recent proposals on
how one m ight be abk to create a dumbhok in the lab. In this context, I
also discuss an experin ent already done on the Helium 3 AB system by the
Lancaster group.

C oam ology is a unique science w here observations of the current or re—
cent universe are used to Infer about the very early universe. Furthem ore,
the physical ideas used to extrapolate back to the early universe are based
on ideas that were developed in a non-cogn ological setting. Surprisingly
m ost of these ideas work extram ely well. Yet there are also ideas that have
no experin entalveri cation but are used on the basis of theoretical extrap—
oltion. \Cosm ology in the lab" is an em erging research area to search for
analogs ofthe cosn ological environm ent to enable experin entaltests of ideas
n coam ology.

C oam ological problem s are of two types. The rst type contains prob-—
Jem s that are based on physics n which the coam ological environm ent is not
crucial. Tt is jast that the particular problem ism ore relevant to cosm ology
than to som e terrestrial system . T he outcom es of phase transitions 21l into
this class of problem s. In cogn ology, rem nants of a phase transition, such as
topological defects, are crucial since they could be observed today and lead
to in portant clies about an earlier epoch.

P roblem s of the second type are strongly based on the gravitational
environm ent. For exam ple, these could Involve quantum e ects in the pres—
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ence of a \horizon". In m odels of cogn ic In ation, quantum eld theoretic
e ects on scales larger than the coam ic horizon are supposed to have led
to density uctuations that then grew into galaxies. H owever, these quan-
tum eld theoretic e ects are built upon the success quantum  eld theory
@FT) hashad on very an all (atom ic) scales. System s w ith horizons have
not been constructed In the b so far, and there are no experin ental tests
of QF T on superhorizon scals. Another system with a horizon is a black
hole. Particles w ithin the black hole cannot classically escape to the region
outside the horizon. H owever, quantum e ects are supposeollI to m odify this
picture, lrading to Hawking radiation from the black hok ¥. It would be
very desirable to nd a way to experim entally test these ideas.

Research on \cosm ology in the lab" should be understood strictly as
an attem pt to sim ulate the coan ological environm ent in laboratory system s.
Tt should not becom e an attem pt to equate cosm ological (or gravitational)
phenom enon to som e feature ofa particular laboratory system . For exam ple,
cogn ology In the lab cannot say if there is an underlying atom istic struc—
ture to spacetim e. However, if there was an atom istic theory of spacetin e,
condensed m atter experim ents m ight prove to be usefiil analogs. From my
perspective, cosn ology in the lab is sim ilar to num erical studies of system s
carried out on a com puter. Ifthe sim ulation isaccurate, experin ents can tell
us things about coan ology that we would otherw ise have no hope of nding
out. .

In 1981 Unruh ¥ proposed an experin ental analog of a black holk. He
considered a uid that is ow Ing at subsonic speed in the upstream region
and at supersonic speed In the downstream region (see Fjg.:i'). Any sh
in the downstream region cannot send sound signals to the <h in the up-—
stream region. T herefore there is a sonic event horizon. C lassically, the <h
upstream w ill receive no sound from the sonic hol ie. the holk is \dumb".
W ih quantum e ects taken into acoount, however, there w ill be H aw king
radiation of sound from the horizon ofthe dum bhol jist asthere isH aw king
radiation of light from a black hole.

To put Unruh’s dum bhole on a m ore quantitative footing, the wuid is
assum ed to obey the irrotational, Inviscid, N avier-Stokes equations:

r v=0,; —+r (v)=0
Qt
@v+ 1 W
—+4+vVv rvs= -r r
at P

where  denotes an external potential (e.g. gravitational potential). The
pressure (o) isassum ed to bea function ofthedensity ( ) alone. F lictuations
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Fig.1l. Unruh’s vision of a waterfall as a sonic black hole or \dum bholk". The
sh In the subsonic ow region cannot hear the scream softhe sh In the supersonic
region because the em itted sound travels too slow Iy to propagate upstream . The
sh upstream sees a sonic horizon at the location where the uid velocity becom es
supersonic.

around som e background ow w ill correspond to sound. If ( and vy denote
the background ow,
= o+t

v=vpgt+trr

Then it can be shown that
1 (p_
r r =p:g@ gg @ )=0 )

where them etric, g , experienced by the sound is given by:
ds*= (& §)df+ 2vpdtdr dFf  £d 2 @3)

This is the Painlev eG ullstrand-Lem dtre orm of a black hole m etric ifwe
assum e a spherically symm etric, stationary, convergent, badkground ow .
The horizon is at vy = ¢4, that is, at the location where the uid velociy
equals the sound speed.

The next step is to include quantum eld theoretic e ects. For this
we have to go back to Eq. ('_2), nd the m ode functions, and com pare their
behavior near the horizon to that in the asym ptotic region. T his isthe usual
Haw king calculation and we w illnot show it here. W e sin ply state Unruh’s
result for the H aw king tem peratlu:e:;2 :

1a Imm
=% -3 107 K) —=

)
2 Qr o 300m =s R

TH=

where R is the distance over which ¢ changes.
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Unruh’s estim ate highlights the di culty of the problem . W e need to
accelerate the uid by 300 m /s over a distance of 1 mm to get a tem per-
ature of a m ere 107 K . In units of the accelkration due to gravity, the
required uid acceleration is 18g! A chieving such an enom ous acceler—
ation is in practical given that we also want the uid to ram ain very cold
( K), so that we are ablk to detect the Hawking radiation. There are all
sorts of nstabilities that set In under such extrem e conditions for all know n
system s2.

W hat is the a]ten}‘atjye? A ray of hope aem erges when one considers
V isser’s generalization # of Unruh’s result. Unruh in his pioneering contri-
bution only considered a uid In which the sound speed is xed. Visser
generalized the setting to include the possibility that the sound speed m ay
vary within the uid. Then he found:

h @

Ten = — 5
st 2 kB Qr (CS V) hor ( )

where ¢ = ¢ (;x) is the sound speed and the derivative is evaluated at the
Jocation of the hor:lzqul V= c).

T he ray ofhope? is that we need not have huge gradients in v. Instead
wem ight be abl to arrange ¢ to vary very rapidly. An extrem e case would
bewherev 0 everyw here but the propertiesofthe uid change at a bound-
ary that ism oving. The uid is stationary w ith respect to the container but
ism oving w ith respect to the boundary.

Thigwas also the underlying idea in a proposalm ade by Jacobson and
Volovik g where they considered a m oving texture or dom ain wall .n *He.
The sound speed w ithin thewallisdi erent from that outside. And thewall
needs to bem oved relatively slow Iy w ith respect to the container for there to
be H aw king radiation. O ne com plication there is that the order param eter
varies w ithin the wallin such a way that there is also radiation due to other
e ects.

T he basic experin ental set-up seem svery sin ple (seeFjg.EZ) .Thereisa
tubew ith the uid In one phase on one side and a second phase on the other
side. W e assum e that the sound speed in phase 2 is lessthan the sound speed
in phase 1: ¢ > . If the phase boundary propagates from phase 2 into
phase 1 at a speed v such that ¢ > v> o, sound from w ithin the phase 2
region cannot enter the phase 1 region. A Iremately, in the rest fram e of the
boundary,the uidis ow ingw ih velocity v tow ard the phase 2 side, and the
Unruh set-up is exactly duplicated. T he phase boundary is the location of
the sonichorizon. Sincethe uid isnotm oving w ith respect to the container,
there won't be any instabilities due to surface e ects. A lthough, the phase
boundary does m ove w ith respect to the container and one needs to worry
ifthis w ill lead to Instabilities.
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Phase 1 Ve Phase 2

Fig.2. A supercooled or superheated system w ith two phases can be a black hole
analog if the phase boundary propagates w ith subsonic speed w ith respect to Phase
1 but supersonic speed w ith respect to Phase 2 (¢ > v> ). In the rest fram e of
the boundary, the uid ism oving to the right at a speed v that is subsonic to the
left of the boundary and supersonic to its right.

T he H aw king tem perature for the propagating phase boundary can be
calculated In the rest fram e of the boundary. Then the m etric is of the
Painlkv e6 ullstrand-Lem dtre fom Eqg. @)) and one can directly use the
calculations in Refs.i1)8 in which Hawking radiation is viewed as the tunnel-
ing of ingoing particles from inside the black hol to outgoing particles on
the outside. T he advantage ofthis approach is that it is largely system inde—
pendent. It does require, how ever, that the particles bem asskessboth inside
and outside the black hol. Let us now outline this calculation follow ing
Ref. §.

In both the exterior and interior regions of the sonic hole Phases1 and
2 In Fig. :_2), the dispersion relation is assum ed to be that for a m assless
ferm ionic particke. In the uid rest fram e:

E )= gp; exterior 6)

E P) = ¢p; interior (7)

For convenience we w ill w rite these equations as:

EfpP)= o @)

where c(x) is ¢ In the exterior region and ¢, In the interior region. The
transition in c(x) is assum ed to be sharp com pared to any other length scale
of Interest but cx) is still assum ed to be continuous.

A s forany ferm ion, the digpersion relation has states w ith both negative
and positive energy. T he negative energy lvels are all occupied and fom
the D irac sea.

Ifwe work in the rest fram e of the phase boundary, the uid m oves to
the right w ith speed v In FJg::Z Now the velocity of a quasiparticle, de ned
asr pE, is shifted by the uid velocity. So the digpersion relation becom es:

E@=( ctvp 9)
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Fig. 3. The dispersion relation outside (left diagram ) and inside (right diagram )
the dum bhole. D ue to the supersonic ow inside the dum bhol the occupied levels
in the D irac sea (dashed lines) em erge and get positive energy. N ow parul'p]es n the
em erged states can tunnel to an unoccupied state in the exterior region €.

The usual situation is when v < ¢ < ¢. Then the lled lvels O irac
sea) ofboth branches of the dispersion relation have negative energy. W hat
happens if v > ? Then one branch of the D irac sea in the interior region
haspositive energy as illistrated In FJgEfq’ This iswhatm akes i possible for
particles ofenergy E 1n the interior vacuum to em erge out of the dum bhole.
Asshown In Fjg.:ja’, it is the particles that have velocity directed to the right
(further nto the interdor of the dumbholk), that can tunnel out onto the
brandh for the keft-m oving particles in the exterior region and then escape
out to the asym ptotic region.

T heenergy isrelated to them om entum ofthepartickeviaE = ( ot v)p.
W e are interested in the particke that is outgoing in the exterior region,
therefore we choose the sign.

The Hawking tem perature is calculated by nding the tunneling rate,
which can be obtained from the im agihary part of the action:

Z +1 Z +1 E
Im (S)= I p&)dx = Im —dx (10)
1 1 v ck)

The function v cx) has a zero at the location of the phase boundary
(x = 0). So we need to go over to the com plx plne, deform the contour
of Integration around the polk at the origin, and then evaluate the integral
using the residue theorem . T his gives:

Im S)= —4. 11)
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where $*jisthem agnitude ofthe derivative ofthe sound speed at the Iocation
of the horizon. T he rate at w hich particles can tunnel to the exterior region
isgiven by exp2 InS) = exp @ =Ty ) where Ty = 7’32 is the Hawking
tem perature.

T hen the form ula for the H aw king tem perature isthe sam easin Eq. (-f!) .
T he H aw king tem perature is estin ated to be:

Ty = 004K ¢ 100A 12)
st ) 300m =s

where, isthe thickness of the phase boundary.

N ote that v enters the estin ate since i detem ines the location of the
horizon at which gradient of ¢ is evaluated. However, we w ill assum e that
Ty Is (roughly) independent of v as long as it satis esg@ > v> o.

T he hardest problem , of course, isto nd an experin ental realization of
a dum bhole. Since the Haw king tem perature is very low, the system must
eitherbea uidorasolid.Onlyafew uidsare known at this tam perature.
Solids m ay be used too if there is a suitable m elting transition. A nother
possibility is to use BoseE instein condensates that have been discussed In
other related contexts in Refs.$,10,11.

O ne particularly intriguing system is super uid>He since the AB phase
boundary has been studied quite extensively both experim entally and the-
oretically. Indeed the AB interface has been m ade to oscillate by applying
suitable m agnetic  elds, and the Lancaster group has also m easured the ra-
diation from the oscillating phase boundary 2%. T he experin ental setup is
essentially that shown In Fig. EZ, exoept that the container is vertical. The

uid is kept at 150 K and 0 bar pressure. At such low tem peratures there
are few excitations present and the system isessentially in its vacuum state.
A non-uniform m agnetic eld is applied along the vertical such that it is
stronger in the lower part of the container than in the upper part. This
causes the lower part to be in the A -phase and the upper part to be in the
B-phase. The AB phase boundary is at the location where the m agnetic

eld attains a critical value, Bag . Next, a am all oscillating m agnetic eld is
applied along the vertical so that the totalm agnetic eld is:

B (tiz) = Bo(2z) + Bac sin(! t) 13)

T he location ofthe AB phase boundary in the absence of dissipation can be
be found by setting B (t;z) = Bag - D ue to the oscillating com ponent of the
m agnetic eld, the equilbrium location of the Interface is tim e-dependent:
zo = ash (!t). The am plitude of oscillation is given by: a = Bac=r By.
(T he gradient ofB ( is roughly constant in the region w here the phase bound-
ary oscillates.) The frequency of oscillation of the phase boundary can be
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Fig.4. The data show ing the dissipation from themoving AB interface asa func-
tion of the driving frequency as given in Ref. :_1@ . See text for further explanation.

changed by changing the frequency, = =2 , of the applied oscillating
eld. The quasiparticle radiation is detected by a vbrating w ire resonator
placed at the upper end of the container. T he data for the radiated power
versus oscillation frequency is shown in FJg:fl
T he behavior of the experim ental curves in F ig. :fl are explained phe-
nom enologically as follow s. A ssum ing a linear restoring foroe and dissipative
m otion, the equation ofm otion for z (t), the position of the interface, is:

ke g0) 2= 14)
Z —_—

8 dt
where zp (t) = asin(!t) @ = Bac=rB) is the equilbrium posiion of the
Interface. T hen,

z
viEg) = — = vpoos(lt +o0Et*" 15
() i 0 ( ) e ") (15)
w here
k a ! !
= -3 VO: pi; an = — (16)
2+!2

Thereforevg / ! for ! << and vy is independent of ! for ! >>
T he average pow er dissipated over an oscillation tin e period is

P = hAi a7

and this grow s quadratically with ! for ! < and is constant for ! >
T his is consistent w ith the log-dog plot ofthedata or < 1Hz in Fjg.[4 for
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the larger value ofB ¢ , and over the whole range of for the an aller value
0ofBac provided we treat asa ttihg param eter that dependson Bpc .
T here are three unexplained features ofthe data as discussed in Ref.idd.

1. Theoreticalestin ates of are am allby several orders ofm agnjij.lde'H .

2. For the an aller value of B ¢ , the required value of isabout 5 tines
an aller than what is needed to t the data for larger Boc . If is
calculated from the Bac = 0643 m T data, and used to predict the
Bac = 0214 m T curve, one gets the lower solid curve shown in Fjg.:fl

and this does not even com e close to m atching the data.

3. The data clearly show s an unexpected increase in dissipation at fre—
quencies > lHzwhen Baec = 0643 mT.

Can Hawking radiation play any role in the increased dissipation seen
for > 1Hzwhen Bac = 0643 m T? The data does seem to indicate a new
source of dissipation at high frequencies. The velociy of the interface at

1Hzisaboutl an /s. This also happens to be close to the quasiparticle
velocity In the A phase in the direction orthogonal to the Interface (@ = 3
an /s for certain excitations as explained below). It is also less than the
quasiparticke velocity In the B phase (@ = 55 m/s). Furthem ore, the
power em itted in H aw king radiation using the tem perature In Eq. C_l-a) isof
order 1 pW and is in the range seen. Hawking radiation is only expected
during the part of the oscillation when the velocity of the interface lies in
the suitable range: ¢z > v > G . A s this duration Increases, we expect the
am ount of H aw king radiation to grow proportionally.

At 1 Hz in the experin ent, the sin ple m odel or the m otion of the
Interface must break down. This could happen In two ways. T he restoring
force m ight get non-linear corrections, or the dissipation param eter could
get som e velociy dependent corrections. P urely for ilustrative purposes, let
us assum e that the form of the velocity Eqg. @.-5)) continues to hold even at
large ! butwih a di erent am plitude:

v= loos(lt 7) 18)

The am plitude is assum ed to be an ! independent param eter In the fre—
quency range of interest. The exact form of v is not crucial for us. For
exam ple, the power of | in the am plitude could be di erent from 1.

Letusnow assum ethat H aw king radiation at tem perature Ty Eg. -'_1-2))
isemitted when v= z> & . Then, for j \light" species of radiation, this
gives:

. t . 1 G
Py = J TyA — =3 T A-cos’ P 19)
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where t= isthe fraction oftine or which v > g . Note that the ormula
holds only for radiation for which the m ass is less than the Hawking tem —
perature. Since Tgy 3mK > 3 1Jm K this is selfconsistent. (If the
H aw king tem perature is less than the m ass of the particlks, the radiation is
exponentially suppressed.) Let usw rite

P
Py = —Ooosl — (20)

w here !
. 2 2 T4
J d G 100A
Py 116 = PW (21)
2 43mm 60m =s

and d isthe celldiam eter @3 mm In the expermm ent). The value ofPj isin
the cbserved range if 300A .
Can we estin ate the critical frequency ? In our illustrative m odel

o
= — 22
5 22)
If = Bac=r Boiutermce then the values of are shown In the follow ing
Tablk.
rBoT/m | Bac mT Hz
2.00 0.643 148
1.00 0.643 74
0.53 0.643 3.9
1.00 0214 222

C learly the values of , the critical value of the frequency at which Hawk-
ing radiation starts, do not agree w ith data. T he experin ent show s anom a-—
lous radiation starting at som e critical frequency, w hereas H aw king radiation
would start at som e critical velocity. O n the other hand, there is no reason
to adopt = Bac=r By except that this holds at low frequencies. The
H aw king radiation explanation can only work if is independent ofr By at
high frequencies. However, as we willnow see, the interpretation in tem s
of H aw kIng radiation has additional theoretical issues.

Themain di culty wih the interpretation is that, In our earlier esti-
m ate, we have assum ed that the sound quanta are m assless on either side of
the interface, w hereas this is not true in the AB system . T he quasiparticles
on the A -phase side of the interface iIndeed have a linear dispersion relation
very close to the nodal point. This can be seen from the full dispersion
relation in the rest fram e of the uid®4:

" # 1=2

2
E@)= v (P g)2+g§(i p¥ 23)
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w here v 55m /s isthe Fem ivelocity and g = m v is the Ferm im o—
mentum with m 3mye 3,and  a 202k T, where T, is the transition
tem perature from nom alto super uid phase'-lf-’ . At zero pressure and strong
magnetic eld T. 1mK . iseasy to check thatE (p) vanishes ifp = pj:.
H ence the dispersion relation has a node. Now consider excitations near the
node, p= g I+ p,wih

JPJ A

Pr Pr Vr

10° 24)

and w ith m om enta perpendicular to 1. P =0 E: For these excitations the
dispersion relation is linear,

E= @Jjp] 25)

wih c = aA=pr 3 an /s. Therefore we can expect a dum bhole to form
w henever the Interface velocity exceeds 3 an /s.
On the B-phase side, the digpersion relation in the rest fram e of the
uid is:

p? 1=
Ep)= f ) &+ i (26)
PF
where ()= p=2m , = (o ),andtheB-phassgap » 1576k T. wih

T, 093 mK at zero pressure and m agnetic eld. Since E only depends
on p? and i does not vanish at p? = pb% , there is no node in the digpersion
relation. In fact, orp= pj @ we have:

where we also assum e

Note that ( = )? 10°.

Since the B-phase dispersion relation is not of the usual reltivistic
form E = P2 + m 2, it isnot possble to think of the quasiparticles as
propagating on a m etric w ith just the usual second derivative kinetic term .
H owever the black hole analogy need not break down! T here is still a sonic
horizon from w ithin which quasiparticles m oving at 3 an /s in the A phase

N ote that the I vectors on the AB interface m ostly lie in the plane of the interface.
Hence excitations that cross the interface necessarily have non-vanishing m om enta per-
pendicular to 1.
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Fig.5. Vacuum wuctuations in the B phase can produce an ff pair, say with
f having positive energy and f having negative energy. £ falls into the dum bhole,
and if its velocity is very low , cannot escape back out into the B-phase region. £
escapes and fom s H aw king radiation.

region cannot escape. This is an in portant lngredient or a dum bhole (see
Fig. "53) . The present situation is m ore com plicated though, because not all
quasiparticles In the A -phase m ove at 3 an /s. O nly the quasiparticles close
to the nodalpoint have this velociy. So a negative energy particle that &lls
through the Interface and into the A -phase region cannot escape badk to the
B-phase region only if its velocity In the A phase region is of order 3 am /s.

T he dispersion relations given above are In the uid rest frame. In
the Interface rest fram e, the uid is m oving to the right w ith velocity v.
Q uasiparticle velocities In the Interface rest fram e w illbe shifted by v w ith
respect to the velocities In the uid rest frame. Since velociy is de ned
by r E , the dispersion relation in the interface rest fram e is cbtained by
adding v p to the dispersion relation in the wuid rest frame. A s before,
part of the D irac sea on the A -phase side of the interface w ill em erge into
the positive energy region. Furthem ore, the energy of som e occupied states
in the A phase side is the sam e as that of unoccupied states in the B-phase
side. So the basic set-up of the linear dispersion relation calculation given
above isavailable. The technicaldi culy isthattheequation = E (po;cx))
cannot as sin ply be Inverted to get p E ;c(xX)). Hence Jet us construct a toy
m odel for the digpersion relation that captures som e of the essential features
of the ullm odel.

C onsider the one-dim ensional dispersion relation:

q
E )= G PP+ 2+ wp (9)

wherec= v, = p IntheBphassregionandc= ¢, = 0ontheA-
phase. W ewilltakeP = pr By in theB-phassand P = 0 in the A phase,
but also keep open the possibility that Pg = 0. The functions c(x), )
and P (x) only vary appreciably w ithin the interface. T hisdispersion relation
goes over to Eq. {_2-_5) in the A-phase Wih v= 0) and lkew ise Eq. C_Z-j) in
the B—phase?:. N ote that the dispersion relation is w ritten in the rest fram e

2T hough the linear dispersion in the A -phase is due to the i term and not due to the
kinetic tem as in the toy m odel.
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of the Interface In which the uid ism oving to the right w ith speed v. A Iso,
we are looking at the one din ensionalproblem where them om entum isonly
along the x direction.

Inverting Eq. @-E_;) we get,

q p P-= g 30)

w here E vP . The discrin inant should be positive in the asym ptotic
regions for the particle to be physical @nd not \under the barrier"). This

In poses a constraint on the velocity:
|

2
V> 1 — (31)
In the A phase region, = 0, and the condition is trivially satis ed as seen
from Eq. @0). In the B-phase, the condition reads:
" 2#
V]
V> v o1 Eizp'” (32)

B

H aw king radiation can only occur if:
s

V2
E > 1 — 4+ VP 33
B Vg B (33)
or else if: s
2
E < 1 — + VP 34
B Vg B (34)

W e assum e that the condition in Eq. {_3-!:) is satis ed everyw here, ncluding
w ithin the interface. If this is not the case, the discussion w ill be m ore
involved.

In the expermm ent, v G 103w and so the square root factor is
essentially 1. Therefore eitherE > g + vPp orelek < g + VPp . Note
thatweare interested nv> a=pr = G and since B r We also have
vpr > g . S0 the thresholds for E are both positive if Pg = pr (out not
if, forexam ple, Pg = 0). The st possbility is one that is expected since
them nim um energy of quasiparticles in the B-phase is y In the uid rest
fram e. T he second possibility corresponds to the em ergence of the D irac sea
in the Bphase when viewed In the rest fram e of the interface. Let us discuss
both possbilities in som e m ore detail.

Atthe large values ofthe energy required by the rstpossbility CEq.:@_:S)),
our toy m odel starts becom ng sugpect and a m ore realistic calculation is
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called for. However, if we proceed w ith the toy m odel under the assum p—
tion that it still gives the correct qualitative behavior, we can calculate the
H aw king tem perature. T he calculation of the action follow s the linear case
described earlier. There is a pok at v= cx) and this gives the only contri-
bution to the mm agihary part of the action. H ow ever, the process requires a
brandh change. T he particles on the A -phase side are on the branch w ith the

sin in Eq.(29) while, after tunneling, the particles would end up on the
branch on the B-phase side that hasthe + sign. Further analysis is required
to determ ine if the branch change can take place.

Now we discuss the second possbility Eg. 6_3-4)). In this case, the
particle from the A -phase m ay tunnel to a state in the D irac sea of the B—
phase. However, the tunneling cannot take place since the corresponding
state In the B-phase D irac sea is occupied. Yet the process m ay still be
In portant. Suppose there is a vacuum uctuation in the B-phase in which
a particle from the D irac sea gets excited to the upper branch. Nom ally
the particle would 2ll back into the hole in the D irac sea wihh a tine
allowed by the uncertainty principle. However, in the present situation, a
particle from the A phase can tunnel Into the Bphase and 1 up the holk
before the original particle has had a chance to 2ll back. Then there is
no holk kft for the particke in the upper branch to retum to and it must
escape asa realparticke (seeF1ig. :_6) . This literally correspondsto the process
shown in Fjg.:-::*; where vacuum  uctuations in the B-phase create a pair of
positive and negative energy ferm ions and the negative energy particle falls
into the dum bhol. So the second possibility given by Eqg. @-ff) m ight indeed
be relevant.

The calculation of the H aw king tem perature proceeds as before. The
tunneling rate is calculated by nding the In aginary part of the action ob-
tained by Integrating gx). N ote that the + sign in Eq. 6'_3-9) m ust be chosen
for there to be a pole In g). T he tunneling rate m ust be m ultiplied by the
probability ofhaving a hole ofenergy E on the B-phase side. A s long as this
factor is not an exponential, the Bolzm ann factor w illbe given by the tun—
neling rate alone. Since the structure of the polk is the sam e as in the linear
calculation given above, the H aw king tem perature w ill stillbe Toy = 0352
in the interface rest fram e. N ote that since the tunneling occurs between the
branchesw ith a sjgnanq.le_b),E must lie In the range (forbPs = pr):

0< E < vpr 5 (35)

where we are assum ing v vy . Therefore, n the uid rest frame, the
radiated particle can only have energy & ) in the Interval:

B < Er < vpr (36)
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Fig.6. The gureshow sthe schem atics ofthe dispersion relations in the toy m odel
for the A —and B —phases. D ashed curves denote the lled states of the D irac sea.
If there isa vacuum uctuation in the B-phase, a hole can be created in the lower
branch, which can then be re- lled by a particle tunneling out ofthe A -phase. The
particle that had jum ped onto the upperbranch during the vacuum uctuation then
esca%es to In nity as Hawking radiation. T his process is ddentical to that shown in
Fig.5.

T his restriction on the range of energy of radiated particles w ill change if
brandch changing processes can occur. Then one can im agine several other
processes as well. T hese should be Investigated.

T he above discussion is based on a toy m odel of the AB system and
su ers from the danger that it is lnaccurate in som e essential way. In par—
ticular, since the Jast term in Eqg. ('_2-9) comes from v p, and the com ponent
ofp along v is taken to be sn allon the A -phase side, perhaps it would have
been better to replace the term by v P )). Then, wih By = pr and
foranallp @, the B-phase D irac sea would not em erge into the positive
energy region and the only possbility for tunneling would be via branch
changing processes.

C learly it is In portant to do a m ore thorough calculation and wih a
realisticm odelofthe AB interface. Such ane ortwouldbeaided by theearly
calculations on the dissipation from the AB interface 13, the pro ke of the
order param eter w_ithin the interface 29, and the scattering of quasiparticles
o the interface®?. To connect with experin ent, one would also need a
handle on the interface m otion at high frequencies and on othere ects that
could potentially explain the anom alous radiation.

E xperim entally, from the perspective of studying H aw king radiation, it
would be desirable to obtain the soectrum of the em itted radiation, and to
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be abl to correlate the em ited power w ith the dynam ics (say, the velocity)
of the Interface.

If i tums out that H awking radiation from the AB interface of He is
highly suppressed (or absent), we w illbe kft w ith the challenge of ndinga
quantum black hole analog. T his isan exciting quest. It isprobably also our
only hope for experim entally testing current ideas on quantum black holes
and other coam ological problam s.
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