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A though slow light (electrom agnetically induced transparency) would seem an idealm edium in
which to institute a \dum b hok" (olack hole analog), it su ers from a num berofproblem s. W e show
that the high phase velocity in the slow light regim e ensures that the system cannot be used as an
analog displaying H aw king radiation . E ven though an appropriately designed slow —light set-up m ay
sin ulate classical features of black holes { such as horizon, m ode m ixing, B ogoliubov coe cients,
etc. { it does not reproduce the related quantum e ects.
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I. NTRODUCTION

The astonishing ability to slow light to speeds of a
few m eters per second has been a striking developm ent
In quantum optics, see eg. th']. The idea to use m atter
system s as analogs g] to the (yet unobserved) H aw king
e ect r[_:1] for black holes has raised the possbility of ex—
perin entally testing certain assum ptionsw hich enter into
those calculations, see eg. [ff]. T he dependence of those
analogs on the detection of sound waves how ever causes
problem s, as the detection technology for light is much
m ore developed than for sound, and nding an optical
analog to black holes E_S'{-'g] could m ake the experin en—
taldetection of the analog for H aw king radiation easier,
cf. {1.

R-eoen‘dy Leonhardt E,‘j] has suggested that slow light
system s could be used to create such an analog, but that
approach hasbeen criticized by one ofus E_Si]. T his paper
is an am pli cation of that criticism , Jooking in detail at
the use of slow light in such an analog, and trying to un—
derstand in what sense slow light could be used to create
and analog for black holes, and w hy, despite that analog,
i will not create the them al radiation characteristic of
the H aw king process.

II.DESCRIPTION OF THE SET-UP

In order to generate slow light, one st chooses
an atom wih a convenient set of atom ic transitions,
ctf. E:,E-Cj] In particular, a system is chosen wih two
long lived m eta-stable or stable states, and with one
state which is coupled to these two states via dipole elec—
trom agnetic transitions ( —-system ). Let us call the two
lowerm eta-stable states piand Ji. T he third higheren—
ergy state is Fi. The two states pi and i are assum ed
to have energy 155 v, and i has energy zero and
decay constant > 0. (Ie., this higher energy state is
assum ed to have decay channels other than electrom ag—
netic radiation to the pi and i states.)

T he electrom agnetic eld, which we will assum e has
a xed polarization, will be represented by the vector

potential A whereE = @A (tem poralgauge).

A .E ective Lagrangian

Thee ective Lagrangian forthis system can be w ritten
as (~= c= 1 throughout)

1)

w ith the usualtem goveming the dynam ics of the elec—
trom agnetic eld

1= g2 B? =:—2L @A) @A) ; @)
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and the Lagrangian of the atom ic states
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aswellas the Interaction term in dipole approxim ation

A
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cj aj o3 by T hxi; 4)
where x4 is the location ofthe j-th atom . Here the ..4
are the am plitudes for the j-th particle being in the cor-
responding state ptom ji= .5 Rit pyPit 5 Fiand
a7 b are the associated dipole transition am plitudes.

In contrast to the usual setup, ie. a strong con—
trolbeam and a weak (perpendicular) probe beam , lt
us assum e that there is a strong background counter—
propagating electrom agnetic eld
@©s_ LTI

a!a b!b

ei!a t x)

Aj Gx) = + hwc:;
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ie., at the resonant frequencies of the two transitions.
Them ixing angle ocontrols the relative strength of the
kft-and right-m oving beam and denotes the averaged
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Rabifrequency . Fora singlkebeam ( = Oor = =2)
reduces to the exact Rabi frequency of that beam . The
fact that the phase velocity isuniy (ie., the light speed)
pre guresthe fact that the e ective dielectric constant of
the atom s is unity at these transition frequencies when
the atom s are in the so called "dark state", cf. {liG].

In the follow ing we shall assum e that we can and are
m aking the rotating wave approxin ation. O ne solution,
the only (up to an overallphase) non-decaying solution,
for the atom s is

0 _ ., ilaft x35) oo .
ay= te Jismn ;
1!
gj= g'r &) g
0 _ .
% =0: ®)

Since the Rabi oscillations between the states pi and
Ti Interfere destructively w ith those between the states
Piand i (leading to a vanishing occupation of ¥i), this
solutions is called a dark state (no spontaneousem ission).

B . Linearization

Let us rede ne our electrom agnetic eld such that

cos

|
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where we are going to assum e that both , and . are
slow Iy varying functions oftim e and space (ie. beat uc—
tuations).

Furthem ore, ket usde ne

. ila (t i) .
a3 = ( a3+ sh )el ( XJ),
i!p (B x5
pj= ( py ocos &>,
c3 T i @®)

where the new variables are also assum ed to be slow Iy
varying.

Substituting into the Lagrangian, retaining only the
second order term 35_’: Inthe ; ; a,usihgthe rotating
wave approxin ation, and neglecting tim e derivatives of

b and 5 wih resgpectto !, and !, we get the e ective
(@approxin ated) Lagrangian for the beat uctuations
LA 7 21,
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Note that is often de ned di erently, ie., with an addi-
tional factor of two.
YT he zeroth-order contributions decouple and the rst-order
tem s vanish after an integration by parts, since the back-
ground elds solve the equations ofm otion.

and the atom ic states

Ly "1 45@ a5+ 3@ pyt+ 5@ o5t cj ©j
i ey aj®@sS + 5 pjsin hc: ; (10)
aswell as the interaction
A . . .
Lj ’ ily 4 sin a(xj) cj+ ily p cos b(XJ) cj
+hwc: (11)

ITII.EQUATIONS OF M OTION

The equations of m otion for the particle am plitudes
can be derived from the e ective Lagrangian

@ aj = cos cir
@ py= sin 55
@ cj = (cos a3t sin bj) cj
+ly ash 4&y) b poos p&y); (12)
and the equation ofm otion forthe elds , and 1 are
X
2@+ Q) a= a sin cj x %);
J
X
2@ &) p=+ poos g & %): 3)

j
A ssum Ing that the particlkesare su ciently closely spaced
so that there arem any particles n a space ofthe order of
a wavelength ofthe eld, the sum over j can be replaced
by the density of the particles
2@+ Q) a=
2@ &)

x) 5 sin

cX);

p="1 K)poos c-&K): 14)

A .E ective D ispersion R elation

A ssum Ing ham onic space-tin e dependence e ¥t 1%
of all of the variables, we can sone the equations ofm o—
tion for the atom ic am plitudes {13)

s (P)=T[ala sn p!p Cos
i!
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and Inserting this result into Eqg. C_l-4_:) we nally obtain
the dispersion relation
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B .A diabatic R egim e

For small ! and , the dispersion relation derived
above tums out to be linear, ie., ! / . Let us spec-
:j_y the requjred conditions. A s already m entioned above,

(14.) is valid for wavelengths which are much larger
than the interatom ic distance x (typically a few hun-—
dreds of nanom eters) only

1
—: 18)
b4
In addition, the m anipulations of the previous Section
(rotating w ave approxin ation) are based on the assum p—
tion that the elds , and . are slowly varying, ie.,
! 27 'p. However, since the Rabi frequency is
supposed to be much am aller than the atom ic transition
energies ! ;; !y and the decay rate isassum ed to be an all
< , the knee frequency ofthe above dispersion re—
lation yields the relevant frequency cut-o

! m in ilvailps— = 19)

Tn this lin it, ie., in the adiabatic regin e, Eq. {I) can
be solved via

| 1 |
ta a SIn :p p COS
c= > —a 2 — : (20)

Rescaling the eldsvia

=1 ; .
a -aasm ar

"p=lp pCOS p; (21)

Egs. C_[g) and {_ifl) becom e

1. 2 sin?
@+ Q) "= # @c™a @7y 7
- 'p 5 cos’ - -

@ Q) Tp= 2 @~. &7 : @2
In orderto castthesetwo rst-orderdi erentialequations
into ‘the usual second-order form , let us choose such
that

', 2 si? 'y 2 cod
- - —2 =e; @3)
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w here the din ensionless quantity @ descrbes the slow —
down of the waves and can be very large @ 1. In
tem s ofthe elds

= "2 Tb; @4)

? O therw ise one would obtain an velocity-lke term even for
amedium at rest, cf. Sec:y: below . H ow ever, this term alone
cannot generate an e ective horizon.

we can indeed combine the two rst-order equalities
above Into one second-order equation
€ e 1 e
@2  @x 1+ 2Q@ex

+ =0: (25)

O bviously, sn all background elds, ie. smallRabi fre—
quencies ,m ay generate a drastic slow -down @ 1.

Note, however, that the above wave equation di ers
from the equation ofm otion describing a slow -light pulse
In the usual setup { ie. a strong controlbeam and a
weak (perpendicular) probe beam , cf. {i,l0]

(L+ek &) =0: (26)

Hence the slowdown in Eq. C_2-§') Vgroup Vohase =
1= 1+ 2@ of the design proposed In the present arti
cle is not as extram e as that of the usual set-up Vyroup =
I=(1+ Q) 6 Vphase 1, but still substantial.

IV.EFFECTIVE GEOM ETRY

So far we considered a static medium at rest with a
possbly position-dependent @ = @ (x). Now we allow
for a space-tin e varying variable @ = @ (t;x), where the
medium is still at rest. A change of @ can be generated
by varying , ie. by adiabatically adding or rem oving
atom s. The other param eters in Eq. {_2-;1‘) rem ain con-—
stant { a tin edependent , forexam ple, would generate
additional source term s and thereby invalidate the back—
ground solution.

Furthem ore, we shallassume !, = !, aswellas 5 =
a2 (Which is a reasonabl approxim ation) and hence =
=4 for the sake of sin plicity and absorb these quantities

by rescaling the elds

A .E ective A ction

Tntroducing the abbreviation = ( a; b; o) the
linearized Lagrangjan govemmg the dynam ics of the -
elds in Egs. QO ) and (le-) can be cast into the ollow ing

Z
A = dx i¥ —+ Y M
h i h i
+ Y N + N Y ; 7)

wih M denoting a (selffadpint) 3 3 matrixandN a
three-com ponent vector as determ ined by Egs. ClO) and
tl]: In tem s of the di erential operator de ned via

1
B = i8.+ M and its om al inverse wemay com —
plete the square

Z

y 1
Fx € » e

A = NY B N i (28)



w ith

1

e= +P® N ©29)

A ssum Ing that the quantum state of the - elds is ad-
equately described by the path-integral w ith the usual
(regular) measure D we are now able to Integrate out
(ie., elim Inate) those degrees of freedom explicitly arriv—
Ing at an e ective action for the - eldsalone

Z
1
expfih, g= — D

Z exp 1A + A : (30)

A s dem onstrated iIn Eq. {_2-§'), the above path-integral is

Gaussian @ = D ©) and the associated Jacobi deter—
m nhant is lndependent of . Hence we ocbtain
Z
A. = A fx NYB N (31)

A s usual, the Inverse di erential operator » causes
the e ective action to be non-local (in tin e) { but In the
adiabatic 1im it ! ,@! ! amr 1= x,and @

! 2 the Iow -energy e ective action is locali@ — .An
easy way to reproduce this result is to rem ember the
originalequation ofm otion

» +N =0 ; = P N 32)
and J_tls solution in the adigbatic lim i as given by
Eq. 20). Togetherw ith Eq. {4) we nally arrive at

L~ +tn+2e] — + ., %+ o

hwc: (33)

Strictly speaking, one cbtains an e ective action foreach
atom

g tix))
s ; X
Al /i dt ’

t;j
x4

+ hwc:; (34)
w here the totale ective action Incorporatesthe sum over
allatom s. W ih the assum ption that the atom sare su -
ciently closely spaced, cf.Eq. C_l-gl), and m oving in a direc—
tion perpendicular to the beam (eg., in the y-direction)
only, we recover Eq. C_S-.j}) .

An altemativem ethod fore ectively changing the den-
sity  is to cause transitions between the states pi and
Pi and further states @i and #i, which do not couple to
the electrom agnetic eld under consideration. The
dynam ics of these additional states is govemed by the
Lagrangian

Ladd:id—d+ie—e+ !d d qt !e e e

+ i—4 ati—, pt hc ; (35)
where i— denotes the spacetin e dependent transition

am plitude. (This particular param eterization will be
m ore convenient lJater on.)

If the am plitude (population) of the states @i and #i
is large g a;p and the transition weak 1, we
m ay neglect the back-reaction ( 54 ! dje) aswell as
the associated (quantum ) uctuations and describe the
process by a classical external source or ..

Furthemore, assuming !, = !qg and !y, = !¢ aswell
as

g=+ete®© Vg 4o (2);
o= e"L!b(ter)Cos +O(2); (36)

the background solution in Eqg. ('_6) aocquires an overall

pre—factor

=+ @Gx)&=®Xgn ;

= tx) &> E X g ;

=0: (37)
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This scale factor (t;x) enters the subsequent form ulas
and e ectively changes the density of the oonu:butipg
atoms . = 2 . In particular, the wave equation [22)
getsm odi ed via

)=10; (38)

G  + @ ++2€0 &

which is exactly the sam e equation as derived from the
e ective action n Eq. (:_33_:)wjth@ 2@,

B .E ective SpinorR epresentation

A cocording to Eq. Q-i) the totale ective action for the
beat uctuations of the electrom agnetic eld can be

w ritten as

.z

€ 2
A=§ d'x 1+ 2Q) @ [CH

+ + @t + [@: +] + T + @x [@( +]

+ @x + & 1.+ 39)
Introducing the e ective tw o-com ponent soinor (not
to be confiised w ith the atom ic am plitudes 4 ;c)

P
- Ty (@0)
n
this action can be rew ritten as
7 .
Aol o P v e v
2 1+ 2@ - ©
h i
@, @ ,
+ Y x @x @x Y x 1+ 2@ ¥i % ;
41)
with y; y ; . beingthePauli (spin) m atrices cbeying

2 2 2
= = =1.
X vy z
But this exactly corresponds to the expression for a

1+ 1 din ensionalD irac eld



A= dzxp_g - r r
2
m 42)
ifwe de ne the D irac -m atrices via
0o_ P——mx
= 1+2Q ;
=i @3)
and, accordingly, the D irac adpint ( ; 2 R)
= ¥ Y 44)
aswell as introduce the e ective m ass
1 1 @@
= - —: @45)
21+ 2Q@ @x
Thee ectivemetricisgivenby £ ; g= 2g
dae?
ds’ = d ; (46)
1+ 2@

and displays the expected slow down. _

For deriving the identity ofEgs. (39) and {44) we need
the properties of the spin connection (Fock-Tvaneneko
coe cjen_t) which enters J'ntgthe soin derivative (rem em —

ber@ ( )= ) + r )
r =@ + jr o=@ @7
andisde nedby ¢ ( )=@ ) + r )
@ + =03 1; 48)

w ih being the Christo el symbol. Tn our 1+ 1 di-
m ensional representation, the lhs. is a linear com bina-
tion of ; and ,, cf Eq. Cfl:_;), and, therefore, the spin
connection has to be proportionalto ,.Asa result

we obtain the relation
£ ; g=0; (49)

and thus con m the identity ofEgs. @-9:) and Cfl-g:)

2ilip=0= T r
=@ e Cf ;g
=@ e (0)

Finally, if we were to choose (over some nite region,
since @ > 0)

1+ 2@ (Gx) = fl)e ™*; (51)

the e ective mass m in Eq. ('f_f@‘) would be constant
Wwhich, however, is not necessary for the introduction
of an e ective geom etry) and the analogy to the 1+1
din ensionalm assive D irac eld com plete

i r m) =0: 52)

C.E ective Energy
T he energy-m om entum tensor ofa D irac eld reads

T =

(@ @ y 53)

N - N e
|
|

where the second equality sign holds in general only
In 1+1 dimmensions (In analogy to the sinpli cations
above) . For an arbitrarily space-tin e dependent @, how —
ever, there is no energy or m om entum conservation law
associated to this tensor. But assum ing tin etranslation
sym m etry as described by the K illing vector = @=@twe
m ay construct a conserved energy via
Z Z

E= d T = dxp_gTé); (54)
which, for the Dirac eld in Eq. (63) and the m etric in
Eq. Cfl-ﬁ), reads

Z

E= dax- Y- Y . (55)

2
On the classical level, this quantiy is (even In at
space-tin e) not positive de nite (as is welkknown). For
quantum elds the situation can be di erent. Impos-
Ing ferm jonic (ie. anti comm utation relations the en—
ergy operator is { affer renom alization ofthe zero-point
energy and de nition of the vacuum state as the lked
D irac sea { indeed non-negative (again In at space-
tine). However, the eds = ( 1+ 2@ ; )T do
not obey ferm ionic but bosonic statistics (@s one would
expect, cf. Sec. i_/-_i below ) and, therefore, the e ective
energy possesses negative parts.
This fact is not surprising in the context of the elec—
trom agnetic eld, since one has the huge background
eld w ith which these perturbations can exchange energy.
However, since in the laboratory fram e, the background
m etric is stationary, the energy is a conserved quantity,
and the potential instability of the negative energy will
not be triggered.

D . Inner P roduct

Since the (Classical) equation of motion (53) can be
described by m eansofan e ectivem etric in Egs. ('(_16_:) and
C_é(_i) below , we can introduce a conserved inner product
for two solutions of the wave equation ; and ,. As
usual, the nner product ofthe D irac eld can be derived
by m eansofthe N oether theorem associated to the global

17

U (1)-symm etry ! e and reads
Z Z o
(13 2)= d 1 2= ax g 1 ° 2
Z



In contrast to the energy n Eqg. @j‘), this quantity is
non-negative on the classical kevel (as well as for quan—
tum eldsw ith bosonic statistics). Ifwe were to In pose
ferm Jonic com m utation relations, the above pseudo-nom
would equalthe di erence ofthe num ber of particles and
antiparticles and hence not be positive de nite. But or
bosonic statistics it is non-negative.

Note that, fora scalar eld, the situation is com pletely
di erent since In that case, the Inner product is not pos—
ftivede nite: & F )= EF F).

V.BLACK HOLE ANALOGUE

A fter introducing the notion of the e ective geom e-
try we can now design an analogue of a black or white
hole. To this end we m ove the medium w ith a constant
velociy v In order to be able to correct (tune) the back-
ground beam according to the resulting D oppler shift.
A gain the background solution, ie., and , should be
hom ogeneous ifwe want to avoid additional source term s
for the lnearized elds. (In the reference fram e of the
moving atom s, an Inhom ogeneous background becom es
tin edependent and thereby also causes a deviation from
the dark state.)

The only param eter left for in uencing the e ective
geom etry isthe density . In orderto arrive at a station—
ary e ective m etric, the densiy pro l in the laboratory
fram e should be tin e-independent = (x). In the rest
fram e of the uid, this requirem ent In plies a space-tin e
dependence of = (x vt). At a st glance, such
a scenario seem s to be nconsistent w ith a constant ve-
locity v, but one could arrange a ow pro ke such as
v=ve, vy%,= which, Hra lightbeam aty= 0, re-
produces these properties. A s already m entioned at the
end of Sec. EI\Z:AE, an alemative possbility is to cause
transitions {i; ®i! Ri;ii.

Since we are still working w ith non-relativistic veloci-
ties v 1, the rest fram e of the m edium and the labo-—
ratory are related by a G alilei transform ation

@ @ @ @ @
! +

' — 57
@x @x ©7)

H aving derived a covariant, ie., coordinate-independent,
representation of the e ective action in Eq. Cfl-2_:), this
transform ation is com pletely equivalent to a correspond-—
Ing change ofthe e ective geom etry

0 0. 1 1
! ; ! + v

0, (58)
The e ective metric is then given by the welkknown
P ainleve6 ullstrand-Lem & tre Hom :_[1_1]

v

1
T+20) o 21—+ 20

9 = 59)

T he inverse m etric sin ply reads

e _ l=(+20) ¢ v
El v 1

(60)

Obviously, a horizon (g§, = 0) occurs for v = 1=(1 +
2@), which could be a relatively Iow velociy and perhaps
experim entally acocessble.

A .N egative E ective Energy

For stationary (in the laboratory fram e) param eters
@ = @ (x) and v = oonst one m ay construct a conserved
energy (N oether theorem ) ofthe beat uctuations via
Eq. (54). Since for a m oving m edium , the e ective m et~
ric in Eq. C_6-(_)') has o diagonal elem ents, the resulting
expression is m ore com plicated than in Eq. C_5§‘) For
the sake of convenience, we adopt the geom etric-optics
approxin ation ! ; @%@ and obtain

P
z '+ 1+ v 1+2@ (! +v )
E= dx 7Y ;o (e1)
2
and, after diagonalization and nom alization ( j )= 1,

the solutions forthe e ective energy assum e the ollow ing

Ee == !'+ 1 vp1+2@ ('+v ) (62)
W e observe that even the branch ! > 0 of the disper-
sion relation which corresponds to a positive energy in

at sp m e can becom e negative beyond the horizon
v> 1= 1+ 2Q. Thispurely classicalphenom enon { ie.,
that the energy m easured at In niy can becom e negative
beyond the ergo-sphere gpg = 0 { occurs for real black
hols as well and can be considered as the underlying
reason for the m echanisn of superradiance, etc.

O foourse, the totalenergy ofthe systam as derived by
the totalaction in Eq. ('_]:) is always positive. Them odes
w ith a negative e ective energy (pseudo-or quastenergy,
cf. t_lz_i]) possess a totalenergy which is sm aller than that
of the background. In this regard a (classical) m ixing of

positive and negative (e ective) energy m odes ispossble.

B .Bogoliubov C oe cients

If the e ective m etric possesses a horizon, one would
expect the usualm ixing of positive and negative energy
solutions as govemed by the Bogoliubov coe cients g
and g de ned via

én — s gut + g ouEt ; (63)
with the positive ( ;) and negative ( ) energy
m odes, respectively, which are nom alized

n. in in L in _
EJE — EJ E T
out_. out - out . out - l; (64)

E E E E



and orthogonal
::nj inE — gutj ouEt =0: (65)

O w ing the the positivity ofthe innerproduct in Sec.'_a-{-]_i)-:
the com pleteness relation has a plus sign instead of a
m Inus as for the scalar eld, ie.,

jef+ief=1: (66)

Consequently we obtain the Fem iD irac factor for the
scattering B ogolitbov) coe cients (instead ofthe B ose-
E instein distrdbution for scalar elds)

_ 1
@2 E= 1]

Jei=e® *Jej; Juf (67)
However, i should be em phasized here that this m ode
m xing is a priori a purely classical phenom enon and in—
dependent of the quantum features (com m utation rela—
tions) { the elds ” do not obey Ferm iD irac statistics,
see the next Section. O nly if the quantum com m utation
relations assigned a physically reasonable particle inter—
pretation to themodes  { as it isthe case fora truly
ferm jonic D irac quantum  eld, for exam ple, but not for
the eds ” (seebelow ) { one could Infer the (quantum )
Haw king radiation.
The surface graviy of the e ective horizon at v? =

1I=1+ 2Q) = cibw depends on the rate of change of the

velocity of light in the laboratory fram e across the hori-
Zon

_ @ (:Vj Glow ) _ @Cslow
° @x horizon @x horizon
1 @e
- : (68)

(l+ 2@)3 & horizon

By com parison wih Eq. dfl-lél), we observe that ¢ is of
the sam e order of m agniude as the rest energy induced
by the e ective m ass (ram em ber the hom ogeneousD irac

equation ( °%@. m) = 0)
m 1 1 Q@
In = p—== —Pp——_—": (69)
1+ 2@ 27 1+ 20)% @x

As a result, the relevant m odem ixing e ects { ie., the
Bogoluibov -coe cients { are not strongly suppressed
by the e ective m ass.

VI.COMMUTATION RELATIONS

Having derived an e ectivem etricwhich m ay exhibita
horizon, one is In m ediately led to the question ofw hether
the system under consideration could be used to sin ulate
theHawkinge ect. A sitw illtum out, the answer is \no"
{ since the Hawking e ect is a quantum e ect, it isnot
su cient to consider the wave equation, one also has to

check the com m utation relationsw hich generate the zero—
point uctuations (the source of the H aw king radiation)

according to the H eisenberg uncertainty principle. For
conveniencew e shalltransform back into the rest fram eof
them edium and assum e a constant @ for the calculations
in this Section.

A .Com m utators

O bviously the e ective action derived above is Intrin—
sically di erent from the one of a charged scalar eld,
for example. To make the di erence m ore explicit lt
us consider the e ective (adiabatic lim i) com m utation
relations Hllow ing from Eq. {3).

For any given tin e ty, the equaltin e com m utation re—
lations of the elds ”~ vanish. Since the equations of
motion donotmix © with 7Y, this rem ains true Hrall
tin es
h i h i

tix); " %% Y gx); Y %% = 0: (70)

AcocordingtoEqg. C_gg‘l) the canonicalcon jigated m om enta
arei ., and ill+ 2Q@] , respectively, and hence we ob—

tain
h i
"L ex); Y Gx) = ok H; 1)
and
h i
n ~ x B
x); Y GxY) = ———— ¢ 72
tx); ™Y %0 T 76 (72)

The rem aining (equaltin e) com m utators vanish
h i h i
Ygx); T Gx) = TLmx); 7Y Gx) =05 (73)

and the comm utation relations for the tim ederivatives
ofthe eldscan be inferred from the equations ofm otion
—~+ 9 =0and a+2@)— + ¢ =0.

Remembering the de nition of the e ective two-
com ponent spinor n Eg. Cfl(_)‘) the above relations can
be cast into the com pact form

h i h v v i
A Gx); T, %) = 7L mx); T, &%) =0; (74)
aswellas
h Yy
A Gx); T X)) = ap & D (75)

Since the beat uctuation of the electrom agnetic eld
(coupled to them edium ) do not cbey the P auliexclision
principle, one cannot 1l the D irac sea consisting of all
negative (e ective) energy (In at space-tin e) statesand
thereby de ne a new vacuum state { as i is possble for
ferm jonic quantum elds.



B .Com parison w ith O ther F ields

Let us com pare the above com m utation relationsw ih
those ofa (1+ 1 dim ensional) Schrodinger eld
h i h i
tx); "% = YEx); Y5x) =0; (76

aswellas
h i
“ox); Y Ex) = & D; a7)

on the one hand and and w ith the com m utatorsofa (1+1
din ensional) charged scalar eld

h i h i
“x); " k) = Yx); Y %x) = 0;
h i h i
"Ex); Y 6x) = YEx); @Gx) =0;  (78)
aswellas
h i
"mx)e Y x) =i & D (79)

on the other hand. In the latter case (charged scalar
eld ), the equation of motion can m ix positive and
negative frequencies and thereby lead to particle produc—
tion { whereas in the fom er situation (Schrodinger eld
), the num ber of particles is conserved. T his di erence
becom es m ore evident when one decom poses the elds
nto real (selfadpint) and im aghary @ntiselfadpint)
parts. For , the Independent canonicalconjigated vari-
ablesare< and = { whereas or , they are< and
< —(@aswellas= and=-).
O bviously, the com m utation relations ofthe elds
are ckarly inconsistent w ith those ofa charged scalar eld
and show m ore sim ilarity to the (posonic) Schrodinger
eld. Therefore, the system under consideration cannot
serve as a true analog for the quantum e ects in the pres-
ence ofa black hole horizon { such asH aw king radiation
{ although it reproduces all classical phenom ena.
Sincethe elds " descrbe uctuations ofthe electro—
m agnetic eld, it is also clear that they do not cbey the
ferm jonic (anti) com m utation rules

n @) n

A A AY
A Gx); 7, Gx) =

[e)
L EGx); s Gx) = 0; (80)

aswellas
n v (@]
A x); T Gx") = A & H: 81)

An e ective D irac eld satisfying bosonic com m utation
relations m ight seem rather strange In view of the spin—
statistics theorem . Indeed, one key ingredient needed
for the derivation of this theorem , the spectral condition
(Wwhich isone oftheW ightm an axiom s), isnot satis ed in
our case, shce the e ective energy can becom e negative
ow Ing to the huge total energy of the background eld,
see also Sec. |V C.

C . Particle C reation

In order to answer the question of whether there is
any particle creation at all in the described slow -light
system , one has to clarify the notion of (quasi)particles
to be created (or not) and to specify the corresponding
(n/out) vacuum state.

For exam ple, an appropriate niial state Jni, which
is a coherent state in temm s of the fundam ental creation
and annihilation operators of the electrom agnetic eld,
c/:\ou]d be chosen such that it is annihilated by all elds

14

8x : "4 (tnix) Jni= " (n;x) ni= 0: 82)

T his ispossible because the elds " are purely decom —
posed of positive frequency parts of the electrom agnetic

eld, ie., the anniilators, cf. Eqg. (:j) If the e ective
Ham itonian ofthe eds ~ (in an asym ptotically at
region, ie., ©r a hom ogenecousm ediuim at rest) is given
by a non-negative bilnear form such as

i (83)

(di erential) operator, the state

wih D denoting a
A 0 is indeed the (or at least one)

“ogni= " gni=
ground statel.

In this case the initial (vacuum ) state isannihilated by
the eds ~ atalltines

8t;x . Gx) Jni= " (Gx) jni= 0; (84)

as the tin eevolution does not mix ~ with Y, and
there is no particlke creation.
For another initial (vacuum ) state (eg. a squeezed

state) and a di eﬁ:ent part_jc]e conoept,
i
£ 7 ;7 = 0; 85)
however, som e e ects of (quasi)particle creation m ight
occur. T hese phenom ena could be tested by sending in a
(m ultim ode) squeezed state and com paring the num ber
ofphotons per m ode in the In—and out-states.

A notherpossble source for (quasi) particle creation is
the nite lifetin e of the atom ic state Ti as represented
by the e ective decay rate . Realistically, this decay
corresponds to som e goontaneous am ission process gen—
erated by the quantum uctuations of the electrom ag—
netic eld, for exam ple. Consistent w ith the uctuation-
dissipation theorem this coupling also ntroduces (quan-—
tum ) noise, which is not incluided in our treatm ent and
could possibly lead to particle creation. H owever, this is
clearly a pure transP lanckian e ect and cannot be in-
terpreted as H aw king radiation.

*T herefo_rg, it cannot be the equivalent of the IsraelH artle-
Hawking [13] state, n which the Hawking radiation is som e~
what hidden by the fact that there is no net energy ux.



VII.DISPERSION RELATION

A though slow light cannot be used to sinulate the
Hawking e ect it can reproduce various classicale ects
associated to hor_izons'_ I, such as mode m ixing and the
associated B ogoliibov coe cients, see Sec. ‘{-13-_: In view
of the red—-or blue-shift near the horizon deviations from
the linear dispersion relation have to be taken into ac-
count, cf. ﬂd W ith the choice n Eq. {23) the dispersion

relation in Sec. ']I[AISJmpll es because of X (! )— Y (1),
and we obtaln foram edium at rest, cf. F igs. -ZI. andd
r
2
= | - .
1+ 2@ —; PR (86)

-10

-10 -5 0 5 10

FIG .1. Onebranch ofthe dispersion relation ofthe - eld
in Eqg. @é) . Frequency ! and wavenumber are plotted in
units of the Rabi frequency for@ = 10 and = = 1=10.
These values (of order one) are but illustrative and chosen
in order to resolve the characteristic features In one gure {
realistically the orders ofm agnitude are di erent. The In ag—
inary part describbes the absorption and does not change sig—
nicantly in the limi # 0. For very large as well as for
very anall ! the mediuim becom es transparent. The steep
slope w ithin the transparency w indow ! corresponds to
the reduced propagation velocity { whereas the e ect of the
mediim for lJarge ! is negligbl. A s one can observe, the
anom alous frequency solutions ! > are separated from the
nom alones ! < by a large region of absorption.

W e cbserve two m a pr di erences between the disper-
sion relation above and that for the sonic black hol

O ther system s which are potentially capable of sinulat—
ing those cJassacale ectsw Ji'h present-day technology are dis—
cussed In Refs. QA ] and Q.S

ana]ogs, for exam 1ple In BoseE instein condensates (see
fl? and Sec. -]X A') w ith

12= ¢ 214+ 22, ®7)

sound

where denotesthe so-called healing length and provides
a wavenumber cuto , cf.Fi. @:

10 — I

. . .
-10 -5 0 5 10

FIG .2. The realpart of the dispersion relation in Fjg.:l: as
! vs. wih the sam e values. O ne can easily recognize that
the rstdeviation from the lineardispersion relation at !
is \sublum inal" { although it becom es nally \superlum inal"
for ! . The solutions wih an anom alous (negative or
even in nite) group velocity lie com pletely in the absorptive
region, cf. F ig. :l

T he sonicblack hole analogs generate a deviation from
the linear dispersion relation via the spatial dependence
( ) and, consequently, for each value ofthe wavenum ber

there exist tw o possble solutions forthe frequency (!
or a mediuim at rest). In contrast, for the black holk
analogs based on slow light the deviation is m ajn]y':j’M
caused by the (mon-local) tem poral dependence. (This
rem ains true or alldielectric/opticalblack hol analogs,
cf. E_G,:g].) A s a result, one has two values of for each
value of ! , but can have m ore than two solutions for !
for som e valuesof . Even though these anom alous solu—
tions for ! are separated from the nom alonesby a rela—
tively large region of absorption, it would be Interesting
to see under which circum stances this peculiar behavior
m ay give raise to additionale ects (such asm odem ixing,
etc.).

Y0 fcourse, the nite interatom ic distance results in a devi-
ation from the linear dispersion relation too, but the cut-o
given by the R abi frequency is usually reached earlier.



Another m apr di erence between the dispersion re- tum analogue of a black hole.

lations €86) and [87) is that the sonic dispersion rela-
tion &37 is \superlum inal"/supersonic for large wave-
num bers Vyroup = d'—d > Cyoung O 6 1 whereas
the slow -light disp n relation &36) is \sublum inal"
d!'=d < 1= 1+ 2@ wihin the transparency
=2,but 3 j6 For very large
frequencies ! one recovers the speed of light in vac—
uum ! { although this lim it is totally outside the
region of applicability of our approxin ations.

Vgroup
window, say ' j<

FIG . 3. One branch of the dispersion relation of (zexo)
sound w aves In B ose-E instein condensates at rest, cf.Eq. @7) ,
in arbitrary units. If the condensate is m oving the vari-
ous -solutions for a given frequency ! in the laboratory
fram e can be found by the points of intersection w ith straight
Ines as detem ined by Eqg. @8). For a subsonic velocity
Vv < Csound, there is only one solution, denoted by st , which
has a sn allwavenum ber and a positive pseudo-nom , ie., a
positive ! ,ig0s rest frame (@SSUM NG !1ap fame > 0). For su-—
personic velocities, on the other hand, ie., beyond the hori-
zon, there are three possble solutions { one wih a anall
wavenum ber and a negative pseudonom (s) aswellastwo
others w ith lJarge wavenum bers and positive (& ) and nega-—
tive (1) pseudo-nom , respectively. Them ixing between these
m odes at the horizon generates the H aw king radiation (st+).

VIII.PROBLEM S OF SLOW LIGHT

T he direct (haive) way to use them ost com m on set-up
for slow -light experin ents { ie., a strong controlbeam
and a weak (perpendicular) probe beam { in order to
build a black hol analog goes along w ith a number of
(som ew hat related) di culties listed below . W hereasthe

rst three obstacks are can be avoided by the arrange—
m ent proposed in this article, the fourth one persists {
Indicating that this system isa classical, but not a quan-—
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FIG .4. Onebranch ofthe dispersion relation ofa slow —light
pulse (in theusualset-up) 2= '2[0+} (! + o) }(! b)]
where } (1) = 20 ( *=lo)!=(1? 2+ 1i1), seeegqg, [L,10],
in units of the Rabi frequency for! (= = 20, 1=2,
and @ = 5. Again, these unrealistic values have been cho-
sen In order to ilustrate the chracteristic features. For m ore
realistic values the peaks would be m ore pronounced, the
transpacency w indow s j! 0] narrow er, and the slope
inside them steeper, etc., but them ain structure rem ains. For
3 (%] the in uenceofthem edium isnegligble. W ithin
the transpacency window s j! 107 , the steep slope In-—
dicates a reduced group velocity and the solutions w ith an
anom alous group velocity 7 1oj= O () lie nside the ab—
sorptive regions.

A .Frequency W indow

Light pulses (ofthe probebeam ) are only slowed down
drastically { or m ay propagate at all { In an extram ely
narrow frequency window in the optical or nearoptical
regin e. But the frequency of the particles constituting
the Hawking radiation cannot be much larger than the
surface graviy (eg., the gradient ofthe uid’s velociy)
w hich m akesan experin entalveri cation in thisway very
unlkely.

B .D oppler Shift

In a stationary m ediim , the frequency asm easured In
the laboratory fram e is conserved { but the frequency
In the atom ’s rest fram e changes as soon as the velociy
ofthemedium (@ oppler shift) or the wavenum ber (red—
shift) varies which necessarily happens near the hori-
zon). Hence the beam will leave the narrow frequency



window { which is generated by the (m oving) atom s { in
general.

C .G roup and P hase Velocity

Since the group and the phase velocity of the probe
beam are extrem ely di erent vgroup Vphase 1, £ is
not possible to describe its dynam icsby an e ective local
w ave equation resem bling a scalar eld In a curved space—
tine.

-20 0
K

20 40
n

FIG .5. The real part of the dispersion relation in Fig.4
as ! vs. with the sam e values. The additional line dem on—
strates the slope corresponding to a m otion of the m edium
w ith the reduced group velocity asin F Jg'é O bviously, there
can be no m ixing of positive and negative pseudo-nom s via
the usualm echanisn sketched below Fjg.t_i in this case. Even
though the peaks can bem uch higher for sm all and thereby
could possbly intersect with the straight line, the resulting
solutions would lie com pletely in the region of strong absorb—
tion (cf. Fjg.:ff) and therfore do certainly not m odel H aw king
radiation.

D . Positive/N egative Frequency-M ixing

In order to obtain particlke creation, one has to have a
m ixing of positive and negative frequencies, or, m ore ac—-
curately, positive and negative pseudo-nom (as induced
by the innerproduct, cf. Sec.V B) solutions. Tn a station—
ary owihgmedium (@sused for the black hol analogs),
this can occur by tilting the dispersion relation due to
the D oppler e ect caused by the velocity of the m edium

'1ab frame = !

(88)

uid%s rest frame T Vi edium

A s soon as the velociy on the mediim exceeds J1= j
ie., the phase velocity, a m ixing of positive and negative
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encies (In the uid’s rest fram e) becom es possible,
ctf. E_9']. H ow ever, since the phase velocity ofthe slow -light
pulse isbasically the sam e as In vacuum , thism echanisn
does not work in this situation and, consequently, there
is no particle creation.

IX.COMPARISON W ITH OTHER SYSTEM S

O ne of the m ain points of the present article is the
observation that an appropriate wave equation and the
resulting e ective geom etry ofa black hole analog isnot
enough for predicting H aw king radiation. A though all
the classicale ects can be reproduced In such a situation,
the adequate sin ulation of the quantum e ects requires
the correct com m utation relations as well.

In view of this observation one m ight wonder w hether
this is actually the case for the currently discussed (€4g.,
sonic/acoustic and dielectric/optical) black hol analogs.
In the follow ing we shalldealw ith this question for two
representative exam ples, for which the com m utation re—
lations can be derived easily.

A .Bose-E instein C ondensates

The dynam ics of BoseE instein condensates are to
a very good approxin ation describbed by the G ross-
P ftaevskii equation

2

v+ 5§ ©9)
2m

where denotes the m ean— eld am plitude, m the m ass

ofthe bosons, V. an extemal (trapping) potential, and

is the scattering param eter goveming the two-body re—

pulsion of the constituents. Inserting the ekonal ansatz

M adeling representation),
p

=35 (90)
and introducing the mean- eld) velocity v = r S=m,

one obtains the equation of conthhuity $+ r &v) and
the equivalent of the Bemoulli or the Ham ilton-Jacobi
equation

2P
134

ol

) €s? _1r

S+ V+ %+

1)

ol

2m 2m

W ithin the Thom asFem i approxin ation, one neglects
the quantum potential, ie., the term on the lh.s., and
hence recovers the usualequations of uid dynam ics, see
also [_1]‘] The Inearization around a given (stationary)
background pro ke %y and Sy ! vy yieldsthe welkknown
w ave equation

@+ r 3 @+ vo

r)



T he com m utation relationsof S, which we are interested
in, can be derived from the com m utator ofthe findam en—

tal elds
h i

"r); Y = ‘e O 93)
Inserting the linearization of = = pT%ex i$) around a
classicalbackground via $= %+ %and$ = So+ S we
obtain Mmote that 2= %Y and $ = $Y)
h i
&), §(t;r0) =33 (r ) : (94)

The relation between % and $ ollows from Eq. 1) i
the Thom asFem iapproxin ation
r)s: (95)
Hence % is indeed the (negative) canonical conjigated
momentum to $ { provided that one insertsthe constant
factor ? correctly into the (e ective) action { and the
comm utation relations are equivalent W ithin the used
approxin ation) to those of a quantum eld In a curved
Space-tin e.

B .N on-D ispersive D ielectric M edia

A sanotherexam ple w e study non-dispersive and linear
dielectric m edia, see eg. [_6]. For a medium at rest the
fiundam ental Lagrangian describing the electrom agnetic

eld, thedynam icsofthemediim L P 1), aswellastheir
m utual interaction E P ) isgiven by
Loge
2
A coordingly, using the tem poral gauge and introducing
the vectorpotentialvia E = @A and B r A , the
canonicalm om entum is just the electric displacem ent

2

L B® + E P+LP]:

D =E+P: (97)

Perform ing basically the sam e steps as in Sec. :}\-{-g:: we
m ay integrate out the degrees of freedom associated to
the mediim P and thereby arrive at an e ective (low—
energy) action forthe (m acroscopic) electrom agnetic eld
alone, cf. t_é]. But, in contrast to the highly resonant
behaviorofP in slow -light system s, non-dispersivem edia
respond adiabatically w ith a constant susceptibility
" 1, ie, P E and thus D "E , to the
extemal eld (at su ciently Iow frequencies), cf. [6].

Ifthe (non-dispersive) m edium ism oving w ith the ve—
Iocity  the electric and m agnetic elds get m ixed and
one obtains

=D ="E + (" +0 (%)

Again, the commutation relations t to an e ective-
m etric description { which is not com pltely surprising
because the e ective action has the same form as in
curved space-tim es, cf. E'§].

1)B (98)

(96)
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X .DISCUSSION

Let us summ arize: The naive application of slow
Iight (ie. the most comm on set-up) in order to create
a black holke analog goes along with several problem s,
cf. Sec.V II]. W ith the scenario proposed in this article,
the problem s associated to the classical wave equation
can be solved and i is { at last In principle { possblke
to create a (classical) black hole analog for the eld.
At low wavenum ber, the corresponding dispersion rela—
tion representsa quadratic relation between and !, and
can thusbe w ritten in term sofan e ective m etric. Ifthe

uid is In m otion, this low wavenum ber equation can be
changed into a black hole type wave equation.

H owever, this classicalblack hole analog does not re—
produce the expected quantum e ects { such asHawking
radiation?. In order to sin ulate the Hawking e ect, i is
not su cient to design a system w ith an equivalente ec—
tive equation ofm otion { the com m utation relationshave
to match as well. This is indeed the case for the sonic
black hol analogs in B oseE instein condensates and non—
dispersive dielectric black hole analogs { but for sound
waves In m ore com plicated system s, for exam ple, it is
not inm ediately obvious.

N evertheless, In the scenario described in this article,
the eld goveming the beat uctuations ofan electro—
m agnetic background eld obeys the sam e equation of
m otion as in the presence of a horizon and hence can be
used to m odel severalclassicale ects associated to black
holes { for exam ple the m ode m ixing at the horizon as
described by the Bogoliibov coe cients, see Sec. V _B_:.
One way ofm easuring the Bogoliubov coe cients could
be to send In a \classical" pulse above the background
{ ie., a particular coherent sate In temm s of the finda—
m ental electrom agnetic eld { and com pare it with the
outcom ing pulse. A sanother m ore fancy) possibility one
m ight think of a m ultim ode squeezed state { which In
som e sense sin ulates the vacuum  uctuations which are
transform ed Into quasiparticles by the m ode m ixing.

However, one should bear in mind that, as the
w ave-packets propagate away from the horizon and get
strongly blueshifted, they eventually reach the regine
w here the conoept of the e ective geom etry breaks down
and e ects lke dispersion, non-locality (in tin e) of the
e ective action, and, nally, absorption become rele-
vant. For a reasonably clean interpretation, therefore,
one should investigate the scattering of the wavepackets
not too far away from the horizon.

zz

This CODC]lJSJOII’ll applies in the sam e way to the scenario
proposed in Ref. [i], where the Schwarzschild m etric is sin -
ulated by a m edium at rest with the horizon corresponding
to a singularity in the e ective refractive index. Such static
analogs of the Schw arzsgl}jjld geom etry (see also [L8]) go along
w ith further problem s [19].



A .M iles Instability

A nother interesting classicale ect is related to the neg-
ative parts of the energy in Eq. (_62_3) . Since a conserved
positive de nite energy fiinctional of the linearized per-
turbations would dem onstrate Iinear stability, the neg-
ative contrbution in Eqg. l_6é) can be Interpreted as an
Indicator for a potential instability (eg., superradiance)
{ provided a suitable coupling betw een positive and neg—
ative (e ective) energy m odes.

As an example, et us assum e that the \superlum i-
nally" owihg v > 1= 1+ 2@ slow-light m edium inter-
acts w ith the environm ent in the laboratory fram e via a
friction tetm such as @¢ W ith possble spatialderiva—
tives). Foramall! and the resulting dissipation alters
the dispersion relation via

2

C+v )= it (); 99)

1+ 2@
wih the potentially -dependent (additional spatial
derivatives) friction term () descrlbing the interaction
ofthe - eld with the environm ent at rest.
Forsnall the im agihary part ofthe solutions for the

frequency ! (assum ing a realwavenumber 2 R) reads
() p
=)= — 1 v 1+ 2@ (100)
. P—
Consequently, beyond the horizon v > 1= 1+ 2@ one

of the allowed frequency solutions acquires a positive
In agihary part and thus the dissipation (nteraction w ith
the environm ent) gen an Instability. N ote that the
relative velocity v > 1= 1+ 2Q between the slow -light
mediim and the environm ent (at rest) is crucial since a
friction term lke @i+ v@y) ! i(! + v ) would of
course not lead to any instability.

T his instability is som ew hat analogousto theM iles In—
stability f_Z-C_i] generating surface waves in water by wind
blow ing over . In Ref. f_lg;], this phenom enon is called
them odynam ic instability since it occurs when the free
energy of the mediuim acgquires negative parts in the
fram e of the environm ent.

B .Outlook

Apart from the aforem entioned experin ents there are
m any m ore conceivable tests one could perform w ith the
proposed classicalblack hol analog based on slow light.
A more drastic way of investigating the interior struc-
ture of the sampl (than the mere com parison of the
In—and out-states) could be to freeze the dark state by
com plktely switching o the background eld and take
a \snap-shot" of the state of the atom s by illum inat-
Ing them wih strong laser beam s w ith frequencies cor-
responding to certain atom ic transitions and m easuring
the absorption.
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Furthem ore it would be interesting to Investigate the
In uence ofthe anom alous frequency solutions ofthe dis—
persion relation generated by the non—localtem poralde-
pendence (cf. Sec.V II), orexam ple, on additionalm ode-
m ixing. T his question is relevant for m ore general (non-
dispersive) dielectric black hole analogs and m ight also
Jead to som e insight into the transP lanckian problem .
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