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W .G .Unruh and R.Sch�utzhold

Canadian Institute for Advanced Research Cosm ology Program ,

Departm entofPhysics and Astronom y,University ofBritish Colum bia,

Vancouver,British Colum bia,Canada V6T 1Z1,

em ail: unruh@physics.ubc.ca, schuetz@physics.ubc.ca

Although slow light (electrom agnetically induced transparency) would seem an idealm edium in

which toinstitutea \dum b hole" (black holeanalog),itsu�ersfrom a num berofproblem s.W eshow

thatthe high phase velocity in the slow lightregim e ensuresthatthe system cannotbe used asan

analog displaying Hawking radiation.Even though an appropriately designed slow-lightset-up m ay

sim ulate classicalfeatures ofblack holes { such as horizon,m ode m ixing,Bogoliubov coe�cients,

etc.{ itdoesnotreproduce the related quantum e�ects.

PACS:04.70.D y,04.80.-y,42.50.G y,04.60.-m .

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

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 e.g.[1]. The idea to use m atter

system sasanalogs[2]to the (yetunobserved)Hawking

e�ect[3]forblack holeshasraised the possibility ofex-

perim entallytestingcertain assum ptionswhich enterinto

those calculations,see e.g.[4].The dependence ofthose

analogson the detection ofsound waveshowevercauses

problem s,as the detection technology for light is m uch

m ore developed than for sound,and �nding an optical

analog to black holes [5{8]could m ake the experim en-

taldetection ofthe analog forHawking radiation easier,

cf.[9].

Recently Leonhardt[5,7]hassuggested thatslow light

system scould beused to createsuch an analog,butthat

approach hasbeen criticized by oneofus[9].Thispaper

isan am pli�cation ofthatcriticism ,looking in detailat

theuseofslow lightin such an analog,and trying to un-

derstand in whatsenseslow lightcould beused to create

and analogforblack holes,and why,despitethatanalog,

itwillnotcreate the therm alradiation characteristic of

the Hawking process.

II.D ESC R IP T IO N O F T H E SET -U P

In order to generate slow light, one �rst chooses

an atom with a convenient set of atom ic transitions,

cf. [1,10]. In particular, a system is chosen with two

long lived m eta-stable or stable states, and with one

statewhich iscoupled to thesetwo statesvia dipoleelec-

trom agnetic transitions(�-system ). Letuscallthe two

lowerm eta-stablestatesjaiand jbi.Thethird higheren-

ergy state isjci.The two statesjaiand jbiareassum ed

to have energy � !a; � !b,and jci has energy zero and

decay constant � > 0. (I.e.,this higher energy state is

assum ed to have decay channelsotherthan electrom ag-

netic radiation to the jaiand jbistates.)

The electrom agnetic �eld,which we willassum e has

a �xed polarization,willbe represented by the vector

potentialA whereE = @tA (tem poralgauge).

A .E� ective Lagrangian

Thee�ectiveLagrangianforthissystem can bewritten

as(~ = c= 1 throughout)

L =

Z

dx LA +
X

j

�

L
 

j + L
A  

j

�

; (1)

with the usualterm governing the dynam icsofthe elec-

trom agnetic�eld

LA =
1

2

�
E
2 � B

2
�
=
1

2

�
(@tA)

2 � (@xA)
2
�
; (2)

and the Lagrangian ofthe atom icstates

L
 

j = i
�
 
�
aj@t aj +  

�
bj@t bj +  

�
cj@t cj

�

+ !a  
�
aj aj + !b 

�
bj bj + i� �

cj cj; (3)

aswellasthe interaction term in dipole approxim ation

L
A  

j = E (xj)
�
�a  

�
cj aj + �b 

�
cj bj

�
+ h:c:; (4)

wherexj isthe location ofthe j-th atom .Here the  :::j
arethe am plitudesforthej-th particlebeing in the cor-

respondingstatejatom ji=  ajjai+  bjjbi+  cjjciand

�a;�b arethe associated dipole transition am plitudes.

In contrast to the usual set-up, i.e., a strong con-

trolbeam and a weak (perpendicular) probe beam ,let

us assum e that there is a strong background counter-

propagating electrom agnetic�eld

A 0(t;x)= 


�
cos�

�a!a
e
i!a (t� x)+

sin�

�b!b
e
i!b(t+ x)

�

+ h:c:;

(5)

i.e.,at the resonant frequencies ofthe two transitions.

The m ixing angle � controlsthe relative strength ofthe

left-and right-m oving beam and 
 denotestheaveraged
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Rabifrequency�.Forasinglebeam (� = 0or� = �=2)


reducesto the exactRabifrequency ofthatbeam . The

factthatthephasevelocity isunity (i.e.,thelightspeed)

pre�guresthefactthatthee�ectivedielectricconstantof

the atom s is unity at these transition frequencies when

the atom sarein the so called "dark state",cf.[1,10].

In the following we shallassum e thatwe can and are

m aking the rotating waveapproxim ation.O ne solution,

the only (up to an overallphase)non-decaying solution,

forthe atom sis

 
0
aj = + ei!a (t� xj)sin� ;

 
0
bj = � e

i!b(t+ xj)cos� ;

 
0
cj = 0: (6)

Since the Rabioscillations between the states jai and

jciinterfere destructively with those between the states

jbiand jci(leading to a vanishing occupation ofjci),this

solutionsiscalledadarkstate(nospontaneousem ission).

B .Linearization

Letusrede�ne ourelectrom agnetic�eld such that

A(t;x)=

�



cos�

�a!a
+ �a(t;x)

�

e
� i!a (t� x)

+

�



sin�

�b!b
+ �b(t;x)

�

e
� i!b(t+ x)+ h:c:; (7)

where we are going to assum e thatboth �b and �a are

slowlyvaryingfunctionsoftim eand space(i.e.,beat
uc-

tuations).

Furtherm ore,letusde�ne

 aj = (	 aj + sin�)ei!a (t� xj);

 bj = (	 bj � cos�)ei!b(t+ xj);

 cj = 	 cj; (8)

wherethenew variables	 arealso assum ed to beslowly

varying.

Substituting into the Lagrangian,retaining only the

second orderterm sy in the	;� b;�a,using therotating

wave approxim ation,and neglecting tim e derivatives of

�b and �a with respectto !a and !b wegetthee�ective

(approxim ated)Lagrangian forthe beat
uctuations

LA ’ 2i!a �
�
a(@t+ @x)�a + 2i!b�

�
b(@t� @x)�b; (9)

�
Note that
 isoften de�ned di�erently,i.e.,with an addi-

tionalfactoroftwo.
y
Thezeroth-ordercontributionsdecoupleand the�rst-order

term s vanish after an integration by parts, since the back-

ground �eldssolve the equationsofm otion.

and the atom icstates

L
	
j ’ i

�
	 �
aj@t	 aj + 	 �

bj@t	 bj + 	 �
cj@t	 cj + �	 �

cj	 cj

�

� i

�
	 �
cj	 ajcos� + 	�cj	 bjsin� � h:c:

�
; (10)

aswellasthe interaction

L
A 	
j ’ � i!a �a sin� �a(xj)	

�
cj + i!b�b cos� �b(xj)	

�
cj

+ h:c: (11)

III.EQ U A T IO N S O F M O T IO N

The equations ofm otion for the particle am plitudes

can be derived from the e�ective Lagrangian

@t	 aj = � 
 cos� 	cj;

@t	 bj = � 
 sin� 	cj;

@t	 cj = 
(cos� 	 aj + sin� 	bj)� �	cj

+ !a �a sin� �a(xj)� !b�b cos� �b(xj); (12)

and the equation ofm otion forthe �elds� a and �b are

2(@t+ @x)�a = � �a sin�
X

j

	 cj�(x � xj);

2(@t� @x)�b = + �b cos�
X

j

	 cj�(x � xj): (13)

Assum ingthattheparticlesaresu�cientlycloselyspaced

sothattherearem any particlesin aspaceoftheorderof

a wavelength ofthe�eld,thesum overjcan bereplaced

by the density ofthe particles

2(@t+ @x)�a = � �(x)�a sin� 	c(x);

2(@t� @x)�b = + �(x)�b cos� 	c(x): (14)

A .E� ective D ispersion R elation

Assum ing harm onic space-tim e dependence e� i!t+ i�x

ofallofthe variables,wecan solvethe equationsofm o-

tion fortheatom ic am plitudes(12)

	 cj(!)= [�a !a sin� �a(!;xj)� �b!b cos� �b(!;xj)]

�
i!

!2 � 
2 + i�!
; (15)

and inserting this resultinto Eq.(14) we �nally obtain

the dispersion relation

(! + X (!)� �)(! + Y (!)+ �)= X (!)Y (!); (16)

where

X (!)=
!

2

� !a �
2
a sin

2
�


2 � !2 � i�!
;

Y (!)=
!

2

� !b�
2
b cos

2 �


2 � !2 � i�!
: (17)
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B .A diabatic R egim e

For sm all ! and �, the dispersion relation derived

above turns out to be linear,i.e.,! / �. Let us spec-

ify therequired conditions.Asalready m entioned above,

Eq.(14)isvalid forwavelengthswhich are m uch larger

than the inter-atom ic distance �x (typically a few hun-

dredsofnanom eters)only

� �
1

�x
: (18)

In addition,the m anipulations ofthe previous Section

(rotating waveapproxim ation)arebased on theassum p-

tion that the �elds � b and �a are slowly varying,i.e.,

! � !a;!b. However,since the Rabifrequency 
 is

supposed to be m uch sm allerthan the atom ictransition

energies!a;!b and thedecay rateisassum ed tobesm all

� < 
,the knee frequency 
 ofthe abovedispersion re-

lation yieldsthe relevantfrequency cut-o�

! � m in

�


;! a;!b;

2

�

�

= 
: (19)

In this lim it,i.e.,in the adiabatic regim e,Eq.(12) can

be solved via

	 c =
!a �a sin�


2
_�a �

!b�b cos�


2
_�b: (20)

Rescaling the �eldsvia

~�a = !a �a sin� �a ;

~�b = !b�b cos� �b; (21)

Eqs.(13)and (14)becom e

(@t+ @x)~�a = �
� !a �

2
a sin

2
�

2
2

�

@t~�a � @t~�b

�

;

(@t� @x)~�b = +
� !b�

2
b cos

2 �

2
2

�

@t~�a � @t~�b

�

: (22)

In ordertocastthesetwo�rst-orderdi�erentialequations

into the usualsecond-order form ,let us choose � such

thatz

� !a �
2
a sin

2
�

2
2
=
� !b�

2
b
cos2 �

2
2
= @ ; (23)

where the dim ensionless quantity @ describes the slow-

down ofthe waves and can be very large @ � 1. In

term softhe �elds

�� = ~�a � ~�b; (24)

z O therwise one would obtain an velocity-like term even for

a m edium atrest,cf.Sec.V below.However,thisterm alone

cannotgenerate an e�ective horizon.

we can indeed com bine the two �rst-order equalities

aboveinto one second-orderequation

�
@2

@t2
�

@

@x

1

1+ 2@

@

@x

�

�+ = 0: (25)

O bviously,sm allbackground �elds,i.e.,sm allRabifre-

quencies
,m ay generatea drasticslow-down @ � 1.

Note,however,that the above wave equation di�ers

from theequation ofm otion describing a slow-lightpulse

in the usualset-up { i.e.,a strong controlbeam and a

weak (perpendicular)probebeam ,cf.[1,10]

([1+ @]@t� @x)� = 0: (26)

Hence the slow-down in Eq. (25) vgroup = vphase =

1=
p
1+ 2@ ofthe design proposed in the present arti-

cleisnotasextrem easthatoftheusualset-up vgroup =

1=(1+ @)6= vphase � 1,butstillsubstantial.

IV .EFFEC T IV E G EO M ET R Y

So far we considered a static m edium at rest with a

possibly position-dependent @ = @(x). Now we allow

fora space-tim e varying variable @ = @(t;x),where the

m edium isstillatrest. A change of@ can be generated

by varying �,i.e.,by adiabatically adding or rem oving

atom s. The other param eters in Eq.(23) rem ain con-

stant{ a tim e-dependent
,forexam ple,would generate

additionalsourceterm sand thereby invalidatetheback-

ground solution.

Furtherm ore,weshallassum e!a = !b aswellas�a =

�a (which isa reasonableapproxim ation)and hence � =

�=4forthesakeofsim plicity and absorb thesequantities

by rescaling the �elds� � .

A .E� ective A ction

Introducing the abbreviation 	 = (	 a;	 b;	 c)
T the

linearized Lagrangian governing the dynam icsofthe 	-

�eldsin Eqs.(10)and (11)can becastinto thefollowing

form

A 	 =

Z

d
2
x

�

i	
y
� _	 + 	

y
� M � 	

+

h

	
y
� N

i

�� +

h

N
y
� 	

i

��
�

�

; (27)

with M denoting a (self-adjoint)3� 3 m atrix and N a

three-com ponentvectorasdeterm ined by Eqs.(10)and

(11). In term s of the di�erentialoperator de�ned via

bD = i@t+ M and itsform alinverse bD
� 1

we m ay com -

plete the square

A 	 =

Z

d
2
x

�
e	
y

�bD �e	 � ��� N
y
�bD

� 1

� N ��

�

; (28)
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with

e	 = 	 + bD
� 1

� N �� : (29)

Assum ing that the quantum state ofthe 	-�elds is ad-

equately described by the path-integralwith the usual

(regular)m easure D 	 we are now able to integrate out

(i.e.,elim inate)thosedegreesoffreedom explicitly arriv-

ing atan e�ective action forthe �-�eldsalone

expfiA e�g=
1

Z	

Z

D 	 exp
�
i
�
A � + A 	

�	
: (30)

Asdem onstrated in Eq.(28),the above path-integralis

G aussian (D 	 = D e	 )and the associated Jacobideter-

m inantisindependentof�.Hence weobtain

A e� = A � �

Z

d
2
x ��

� N
y
�bD

� 1

� N �� : (31)

As usual, the inverse di�erentialoperator bD
� 1

causes

thee�ectiveaction to benon-local(in tim e){ butin the

adiabaticlim it! � 
,@! � ! a;b,� � 1=�x,and @� �

!a;b thelow-energy e�ectiveaction islocali@ �
�
�
_�� .An

easy way to reproduce this result is to rem em ber the

originalequation ofm otion

bD � 	 + N �� = 0 ; 	 = � bD
� 1

� N �� ; (32)

and its solution in the adiabatic lim it as given by

Eq.(20).Togetherwith Eq.(9)we�nally arriveat

Le� =
i

2

�

��
+
_�+ + [1+ 2@]��

�
_�� + ��

+ �
0
� + ��

� �
0
+

�

+ h:c: (33)

Strictly speaking,oneobtainsan e�ectiveaction foreach

atom

A
j

e�
/ i

Z

dt��
� (t;x

j)
d�� (t;x

j)

dt
+ h:c:; (34)

wherethetotale�ectiveaction incorporatesthesum over

allatom s.W ith theassum ption thattheatom saresu�-

ciently closelyspaced,cf.Eq.(18),and m ovingin adirec-

tion perpendicularto the beam (e.g.,in the y-direction)

only,we recoverEq.(33).

An alternativem ethod fore�ectivelychangingtheden-

sity � isto cause transitionsbetween the statesjaiand

jbiand furtherstatesjdiand jei,which do notcoupleto

the electrom agnetic �eld � � under consideration. The

dynam ics ofthese additionalstates is governed by the

Lagrangian

Ladd = i 
�
d
_ d + i 

�
e
_ e + !d 

�
d d + !e 

�
e e

+

�

i_� �d a + i_� �e b + h:c:

�

; (35)

where i_� denotes the space-tim e dependent transition

am plitude. (This particular param eterization will be

m oreconvenientlateron.)

Ifthe am plitude (population)ofthe statesjdiand jei

islarge  d;e �  a;b and the transition weak � � 1,we

m ay neglect the back-reaction ( a;b !  d;e) as wellas

the associated (quantum ) 
uctuations and describe the

processby a classicalexternalsourcefor a;b.

Furtherm ore,assum ing !a = !d and !b = !e aswell

as

 d = + ei!a (t� x)sin� + O (�2);

 e = � e
i!b(t+ x)cos� + O (�2); (36)

the background solution in Eq.(6) acquires an overall

pre-factor

 
0
a = + �(t;x)ei!a (t� x)sin� ;

 
0
b = � �(t;x)ei!b(t+ x)cos� ;

 
0
c = 0: (37)

This scale factor �(t;x) enters the subsequent form ulas

and e�ectively changes the density ofthe contributing

atom s�e� = �2�. In particular,the wave equation (22)

getsm odi�ed via

@t�� + @x�+ + 2@ �@t(��� )= 0; (38)

which is exactly the sam e equation as derived from the

e�ectiveaction in Eq.(33)with @ ! �2@.

B .E� ective Spinor-R epresentation

According to Eq.(33)thetotale�ectiveaction forthe

beat
uctuations� � ofthe electrom agnetic�eld can be

written as

A =
i

2

Z

d
2
x
�
(1+ 2@)

�
��
� @t�� � [@t�

�
� ]��

�

+
�
��
+ @t�+ � [@t�

�
+ ]�+

�
+
�
��
+ @x�� � [@x�

�
+ ]��

�

+
�
��
� @x�+ � [@x�

�
� ]�+

��
: (39)

Introducing the e�ective two-com ponent spinor  (not

to be confused with the atom icam plitudes a;b;c)

 =

� p
1+ 2@��

�+

�

; (40)

thisaction can be rewritten as

A =
i

2

Z
d2x

p
1+ 2@

�
p
1+ 2@

�

 
y
@t �

h

@t 
y
i

 

�

+

�

 
y
�x@x �

h

@x 
y
i

�x 

�

�
@x@

1+ 2@
 
y
i�y 

�

;

(41)

with �x;�y ;�z being the Pauli(spin)m atricesobeying

�2x = �2y = �2z = 1.

But this exactly corresponds to the expression for a

1+ 1 dim ensionalDirac�eld  
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A =

Z

d
2
x
p
� g

�
i

2

�
 


�r � �
�
r � 

�


�
 

�

� m   

�

; (42)

ifwede�ne the Dirac
-m atricesvia



0 =

p
1+ 2@�y ;



1 = � i�z ; (43)

and,accordingly,the Diracadjoint(  ; 
� 2 R)

 =  
y
�y ; (44)

aswellasintroducethe e�ective m ass

m = �
1

2

1

1+ 2@

@@

@x
: (45)

The e�ectivem etric isgiven by f
�;
�g= 2g��

ds
2 =

dt2

1+ 2@
� dx

2
; (46)

and displaysthe expected slow-down.

Forderiving theidentity ofEqs.(39)and (42)weneed

thepropertiesofthespin connection �� (Fock-Ivaneneko

coe�cient)which entersinto thespin derivative(rem em -

ber@�(  )= (r � ) +  r � )

r � = @� + �� ;r � = @� �  �� ; (47)

and isde�ned by (r �( 

�
 )= (r � )


�
 +  
�r � )

@�

� + ����


� = [
�;��]; (48)

with ���� being the Christo�elsym bol. In our1+ 1 di-

m ensionalrepresentation,the l.h.s.is a linear com bina-

tion of�y and �z,cf.Eq.(43),and,therefore,the spin

connection �� hasto be proportionalto �x.Asa result

weobtain the relation

f��;
�g= 0; (49)

and thuscon�rm the identity ofEqs.(39)and (42)

2iLm = 0 =
�
r � 

�


�
 �  


�r � 

=
�
@� 

�


�
 �  


�
@� �  f��;


�g 

=
�
@� 

�


�
 �  


�
@� : (50)

Finally, if we were to choose (over som e �nite region,

since@ > 0)

1+ 2@(t;x)= f(t)e� 4m x
; (51)

the e�ective m ass m in Eq. (45) would be constant

(which, however,is not necessary for the introduction

of an e�ective geom etry) and the analogy to the 1+ 1

dim ensionalm assiveDirac �eld com plete

(i
�r � � m ) = 0: (52)

C .E� ective Energy

Theenergy-m om entum tensorofa Dirac�eld reads

T�� =
i

2

�
 
(�r �) �

�
r (� 

�

�) 

�

=
i

2

�
 
(�@�) �

�
@(� 

�

�) 

�
; (53)

where the second equality sign holds in general only

in 1+ 1 dim ensions (in analogy to the sim pli�cations

above).Foran arbitrarily space-tim edependent@,how-

ever,there isno energy orm om entum conservation law

associated to thistensor.Butassum ing tim e-translation

sym m etry asdescribed by theK illingvector� = @=@twe

m ay constructa conserved energy via

E =

Z

d�� T
��
�� =

Z

dx
p
� g T

0
0 ; (54)

which,for the Dirac �eld in Eq.(53)and the m etric in

Eq.(46),reads

E =

Z

dx
i

2

�

 
y _ � _ 

y
 

�

: (55)

O n the classical level, this quantity is (even in 
at

space-tim e)notpositive de�nite (asiswell-known).For

quantum �elds the situation can be di�erent. Im pos-

ing ferm ionic (i.e.,anti) com m utation relations the en-

ergy operatoris{ afterrenorm alization ofthezero-point

energy and de�nition ofthe vacuum state as the �lled

Dirac sea { indeed non-negative (again in 
at space-

tim e). However,the �elds  = (
p
1+ 2@�� ;�+ )

T do

notobey ferm ionic but bosonic statistics(as one would

expect,cf.Sec.VI below) and,therefore,the e�ective

energy possessesnegativeparts.

This fact is not surprising in the context ofthe elec-

trom agnetic �eld, since one has the huge background

�eld with which theseperturbationscan exchangeenergy.

However,since in the laboratory fram e,the background

m etric isstationary,the energy isa conserved quantity,

and the potentialinstability ofthe negative energy will

notbe triggered.

D .Inner P roduct

Since the (classical) equation ofm otion (52) can be

described bym eansofan e�ectivem etricin Eqs.(46)and

(60)below,we can introduce a conserved innerproduct

for two solutions ofthe wave equation  1 and  2. As

usual,theinnerproductoftheDirac�eld can bederived

bym eansoftheNoethertheorem associated totheglobal

U (1)-sym m etry  ! ei’ and reads

( 1j 2) =

Z

d��  1 

�
 2 =

Z

dx
p
� g  1 


0
 2

=

Z

dx 
y

1 2 : (56)
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In contrast to the energy in Eq.(55),this quantity is

non-negative on the classicallevel(as wellas for quan-

tum �eldswith bosonic statistics).Ifwewere to im pose

ferm ioniccom m utation relations,theabovepseudo-norm

would equalthedi�erenceofthenum berofparticlesand

anti-particlesand hencenotbepositivede�nite.Butfor

bosonicstatisticsitisnon-negative.

Notethat,forascalar�eld,thesituation iscom pletely

di�erentsincein thatcase,theinnerproductisnotpos-

itivede�nite:(F �jF �)= � (F jF ).

V .B LA C K H O LE A N A LO G U E

After introducing the notion ofthe e�ective geom e-

try we can now design an analogue ofa black or white

hole. To thisend we m ove the m edium with a constant

velocity v in orderto be ableto correct(tune)the back-

ground beam according to the resulting Doppler shift.

Again the background solution,i.e.,
 and �,should be

hom ogeneousifwewantto avoid additionalsourceterm s

for the linearized �elds. (In the reference fram e ofthe

m oving atom s,an inhom ogeneous background becom es

tim e-dependentand thereby alsocausesa deviation from

the dark state.)

The only param eter left for in
uencing the e�ective

geom etry isthedensity �.In orderto arriveata station-

ary e�ectivem etric,thedensity pro�lein thelaboratory

fram e should be tim e-independent� = �(x). In the rest

fram eofthe 
uid,thisrequirem entim pliesa space-tim e

dependence of� = �(x � vt). At a �rst glance, such

a scenario seem s to be inconsistent with a constantve-

locity v, but one could arrange a 
ow pro�le such as

v = vex � vy�0ey=� which,fora lightbeam aty = 0,re-

producesthese properties. Asalready m entioned atthe

end ofSec.IV A,an alternative possibility is to cause

transitionsjdi;jei! jai;jbi.

Since we are stillworking with non-relativistic veloci-

tiesv � 1,the restfram e ofthe m edium and the labo-

ratory arerelated by a G alileitransform ation

@

@t
!

@

@t
+ v

@

@x
;
@

@x
!

@

@x
: (57)

Having derived a covariant,i.e.,coordinate-independent,

representation of the e�ective action in Eq.(42), this

transform ation iscom pletely equivalentto a correspond-

ing changeofthe e�ective geom etry



0 ! 


0
;


1 ! 

1 + v


0
: (58)

The e�ective m etric is then given by the well-known

Painlev�e-G ullstrand-Lem â�treform [11]

g
��

e�
= (1+ 2@)

�
1 v

v v2 � 1=(1+ 2@)

�

: (59)

The inversem etricsim ply reads

g
e�
�� =

�
1=(1+ 2@)� v2 v

v � 1

�

: (60)

O bviously,a horizon (ge�00 = 0) occurs for v2 = 1=(1+

2@),which could bea relatively low velocity and perhaps

experim entally accessible.

A .N egative E� ective Energy

For stationary (in the laboratory fram e) param eters

@ = @(x)and v = constone m ay constructa conserved

energy (Noethertheorem )ofthebeat
uctuations via

Eq.(54).Since fora m oving m edium ,the e�ective m et-

ric in Eq.(60) has o�-diagonalelem ents,the resulting

expression is m ore com plicated than in Eq.(55). For

the sake ofconvenience,we adopt the geom etric-optics

approxim ation !;� � @0=@ and obtain

E =

Z

dx 
y
! +

�
1+ �x v

p
1+ 2@

�
(! + v�)

2
 ; (61)

and,afterdiagonalization and norm alization ( j )= 1,

thesolutionsforthee�ectiveenergyassum ethefollowing

form

E e� =
1

2

�

! +

�

1� v
p
1+ 2@

�

(! + v�)

�

: (62)

W e observe that even the branch ! > 0 ofthe disper-

sion relation which corresponds to a positive energy in


atspace-tim e can becom e negative beyond the horizon

v > 1=
p
1+ 2@.Thispurely classicalphenom enon { i.e.,

thattheenergym easured atin�nity can becom enegative

beyond the ergo-sphere g00 = 0 { occurs for realblack

holes as welland can be considered as the underlying

reason forthe m echanism ofsuper-radiance,etc.

O fcourse,thetotalenergy ofthesystem asderived by

thetotalaction in Eq.(1)isalwayspositive.Them odes

with anegativee�ectiveenergy (pseudo-orquasi-energy,

cf.[12])possessa totalenergy which issm allerthan that

ofthe background.In thisregard a (classical)m ixing of

positiveand negative(e�ective)energym odesispossible.

B .B ogoliubov C oe� cients

Ifthe e�ective m etric possessesa horizon,one would

expectthe usualm ixing ofpositive and negative energy

solutionsasgoverned by the Bogoliubov coe�cients� E

and �E de�ned via

 
in
E = �E  

out
E + �E  

out
� E ; (63)

with the positive ( E ) and negative ( � E ) energy

m odes,respectively,which arenorm alized

�

 
in
E j 

in
E

�

=

�

 
in
� E j 

in
� E

�

=

�
 
out
E j 

out
E

�
=
�
 
out
� E j 

out
� E

�
= 1; (64)
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and orthogonal

�

 
in
E j 

in
� E

�

=
�
 
out
E j 

out
� E

�
= 0: (65)

O wingthethepositivityoftheinnerproductin Sec.IV D

the com pleteness relation has a plus sign instead of a

m inusasforthe scalar�eld,i.e.,

j�E j
2 + j�E j

2 = 1: (66)

Consequently we obtain the Ferm i-Dirac factor for the

scattering (Bogoliubov)coe�cients(instead oftheBose-

Einstein distribution forscalar�elds)

j�E j= e
�E =� sj�E j ; j�E j

2 =
1

e2�E =� s + 1
: (67)

However,it should be em phasized here that this m ode

m ixing isa prioria purely classicalphenom enon and in-

dependent ofthe quantum features (com m utation rela-

tions){ the �elds  ̂ do notobey Ferm i-Dirac statistics,

see the nextSection.O nly ifthe quantum com m utation

relationsassigned a physically reasonable particle inter-

pretation to the m odes E { asitisthe casefora truly

ferm ionic Dirac quantum �eld,forexam ple,butnotfor

the�elds�̂� (seebelow){onecould inferthe(quantum )

Hawking radiation.

The surface gravity ofthe e�ective horizon at v2 =

1=(1+ 2@)= c2slow dependson the rate ofchange ofthe

velocity oflightin the laboratory fram e acrossthe hori-

zon

�s =

�
�
�
�

@(jvj� cslow )

@x

�
�
�
�
horizon

=

�
�
�
�

@cslow

@x

�
�
�
�
horizon

=
1

p
(1+ 2@)3

�
�
�
�

@@

@x

�
�
�
�
horizon

: (68)

By com parison with Eq.(45),we observe that �s is of

the sam e orderofm agnitude asthe restenergy induced

by thee�ectivem ass(rem em berthehom ogeneousDirac

equation (i
0@t� m ) = 0)

!m =
m

p
1+ 2@

= �
1

2

1
p
(1+ 2@)3

@@

@x
: (69)

As a result,the relevantm ode-m ixing e�ects { i.e.,the

Bogoliubov �-coe�cients { are not strongly suppressed

by the e�ective m ass.

V I.C O M M U TA T IO N R ELA T IO N S

Havingderived an e�ectivem etricwhich m ay exhibita

horizon,oneisim m ediatelyled tothequestionofwhether

thesystem underconsideration could beused tosim ulate

theHawkinge�ect.Asitwillturn out,theansweris\no"

{ since the Hawking e�ectisa quantum e�ect,itisnot

su�cientto considerthe wave equation,one also hasto

checkthecom m utation relationswhich generatethezero-

point
uctuations(the sourceofthe Hawking radiation)

according to the Heisenberg uncertainty principle. For

convenienceweshalltransform backintotherestfram eof

them edium and assum eaconstant@ forthecalculations

in thisSection.

A .C om m utators

O bviously the e�ective action derived above isintrin-

sically di�erent from the one ofa charged scalar �eld,

for exam ple. To m ake the di�erence m ore explicit let

us consider the e�ective (adiabatic lim it) com m utation

relationsfollowing from Eq.(33).

Forany given tim et0,theequal-tim ecom m utation re-

lations ofthe �elds �̂� vanish. Since the equations of

m otion do notm ix �̂� with �̂
y

� ,thisrem ainstrueforall

tim es

h

�̂� (t;x);�̂� (t
0
;x

0)

i

=

h

�̂
y

� (t;x);�̂
y

� (t
0
;x

0)

i

= 0: (70)

AccordingtoEq.(33)thecanonicalconjugated m om enta

arei��
+ and i[1+ 2@]��

� ,respectively,and henceweob-

tain

h

�̂+ (t;x);�̂
y

+ (t;x
0)

i

= �(x � x
0); (71)

and

h

�̂� (t;x);�̂
y

� (t;x
0)

i

=
�(x � x0)

1+ 2@
: (72)

Therem aining (equal-tim e)com m utatorsvanish

h

�̂
y

+ (t;x);�̂� (t;x
0)

i

=

h

�̂+ (t;x);�̂
y

� (t;x
0)

i

= 0; (73)

and the com m utation relations for the tim e-derivatives

ofthe�eldscan beinferred from theequationsofm otion
_�+ + �0

� = 0 and (1+ 2@)_�� + �0
+ = 0.

Rem em bering the de�nition of the e�ective two-

com ponent spinor in Eq.(40) the above relations can

be castinto the com pactform

h

 ̂ A (t;x); ̂ B (t
0
;x

0)

i

=

h

 ̂
y

A (t;x); ̂
y

B (t
0
;x

0)

i

= 0; (74)

aswellas

h

 ̂ A (t;x); ̂
y

B (t;x
0)

i

= �A B �(x � x
0): (75)

Since the beat 
uctuation of the electrom agnetic �eld

(coupled to them edium )do notobey thePauliexclusion

principle,one cannot �llthe Dirac sea consisting ofall

negative(e�ective)energy (in 
atspace-tim e)statesand

thereby de�ne a new vacuum state{ asitispossible for

ferm ionicquantum �elds.
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B .C om parison w ith O ther Fields

Letuscom paretheabovecom m utation relationswith

thoseofa (1+ 1 dim ensional)Schr�odinger�eld  

h

 ̂(t;x); ̂(t0;x0)

i

=

h

 ̂
y(t;x); ̂y(t0;x0)

i

= 0; (76)

aswellas

h

 ̂(t;x); ̂y(t;x0)

i

= �(x � x
0); (77)

on theonehand and and with thecom m utatorsofa(1+ 1

dim ensional)charged scalar�eld �

h

�̂(t;x);�̂(t0;x0)

i

=

h

�̂
y(t;x);�̂y(t0;x0)

i

= 0;

h

�̂(t;x);�̂y(t;x0)

i

=

h

�̂
y(t;x);�̂(t;x0)

i

= 0; (78)

aswellas

h

�̂(t;x);@t�̂
y(t;x0)

i

= i�(x � x
0); (79)

on the other hand. In the latter case (charged scalar

�eld �), the equation of m otion can m ix positive and

negativefrequenciesand thereby lead to particleproduc-

tion { whereasin theform ersituation (Schr�odinger�eld

 ),the num berofparticlesisconserved.Thisdi�erence

becom es m ore evident when one decom poses the �elds

into real(self-adjoint) and im aginary (anti-self-adjoint)

parts.For ,theindependentcanonicalconjugated vari-

ablesare < and = { whereasfor�,they are <� and

< _� (aswellas=� and = _�).

O bviously,the com m utation relationsofthe �elds� �

areclearlyinconsistentwith thoseofachargedscalar�eld

� and show m oresim ilarity to the(bosonic)Schr�odinger

�eld. Therefore,the system underconsideration cannot

serveasatrueanalogforthequantum e�ectsin thepres-

enceofa black holehorizon { such asHawking radiation

{ although itreproducesallclassicalphenom ena.

Sincethe�elds�̂� describe
uctuationsoftheelectro-

m agnetic �eld,itisalso clearthatthey do notobey the

ferm ionic(anti)com m utation rules

n

 ̂ A (t;x); ̂ B (t;x
0)

o

=

n

 ̂
y

A (t;x); ̂
y

B (t;x
0)

o

= 0; (80)

aswellas

n

 ̂ A (t;x); ̂
y

B (t;x
0)

o

= �A B �(x � x
0): (81)

An e�ective Dirac �eld satisfying bosonic com m utation

relationsm ightseem ratherstrange in view ofthe spin-

statistics theorem . Indeed, one key ingredient needed

forthederivation ofthistheorem ,thespectralcondition

(which isoneoftheW ightm an axiom s),isnotsatis�ed in

ourcase,since the e�ective energy can becom e negative

owing to the huge totalenergy ofthe background �eld,

seealso Sec.IV C.

C .Particle C reation

In order to answer the question of whether there is

any particle creation at allin the described slow-light

system ,one hasto clarify the notion of(quasi)particles

to be created (ornot)and to specify the corresponding

(in/out)vacuum state.

For exam ple,an appropriate initialstate jini,which

isa coherentstate in term softhe fundam entalcreation

and annihilation operators ofthe electrom agnetic �eld,

could be chosen such that it is annihilated by all�elds

�̂� ,

8x : �̂+ (tin;x)jini= �̂� (tin;x)jini= 0: (82)

Thisispossiblebecausethe �elds �̂� arepurely decom -

posed ofpositive frequency partsofthe electrom agnetic

�eld,i.e.,the annihilators,cf.Eq.(7). Ifthe e�ective

Ham iltonian ofthe �elds �̂� (in an asym ptotically 
at

region,i.e.,fora hom ogeneousm edium atrest)isgiven

by a non-negativebilinearform such as

Ĥ e� =

�

D  ̂

�y�

D  ̂

�

; (83)

with D denoting a (di�erential) operator, the state

�̂+ jini = �̂� jini = 0 is indeed the (or at least one)

ground statex.

In thiscasetheinitial(vacuum )stateisannihilated by

the �elds �̂� atalltim es

8t;x : �̂+ (t;x)jini= �̂� (t;x)jini= 0; (84)

as the tim e-evolution does not m ix �̂� with �̂
y

� , and

thereisno particlecreation.

For another initial (vacuum ) state (e.g., a squeezed

state)and a di�erentparticleconcept,

f

h

�̂� ;�̂
y

�

i

jin0i= 0; (85)

however,som e e�ects of(quasi)particle creation m ight

occur.Thesephenom ena could betested by sending in a

(m ulti-m ode)squeezed state and com paring the num ber

ofphotonsperm ode in thein-and out-states.

Anotherpossiblesourcefor(quasi)particlecreation is

the �nite life-tim e ofthe atom ic state jciasrepresented

by the e�ective decay rate �. Realistically,this decay

correspondsto som e spontaneousem ission process gen-

erated by the quantum 
uctuations ofthe electrom ag-

netic�eld,forexam ple.Consistentwith the
uctuation-

dissipation theorem thiscoupling also introduces(quan-

tum ) noise,which isnotincluded in ourtreatm entand

could possibly lead to particlecreation.However,thisis

clearly a pure trans-Planckian e�ect and cannot be in-

terpreted asHawking radiation.

x Therefore,itcannotbetheequivalentoftheIsrael-Hartle-

Hawking [13]state,in which the Hawking radiation issom e-

whathidden by the factthatthere isno netenergy 
ux.
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V II.D ISP ER SIO N R ELA T IO N

Although slow light cannot be used to sim ulate the

Hawking e�ect itcan reproduce variousclassicale�ects

associated to horizons� �,such as m ode m ixing and the

associated Bogoliubov coe�cients,seeSec.V B.In view

ofthered-orblue-shiftnearthehorizon deviationsfrom

the linear dispersion relation have to be taken into ac-

count,cf.[16].W ith thechoicein Eq.(23)thedispersion

relation in Sec.IIIA sim pli�esbecauseofX (!)= Y (!),

and we obtain fora m edium atrest,cf.Figs.1 and 2

� = � !

r

1+ 2@

2


2 � !2 � i�!
: (86)

-10 -5 0 5 10

-10

-5

0

5

10

Real

Imag

FIG .1. O nebranch ofthedispersion relation ofthe�-�eld

in Eq.(86). Frequency ! and wave-num ber� are plotted in

units ofthe Rabifrequency 
 for @ = 10 and �=
 = 1=10.

These values (oforder one) are but illustrative and chosen

in order to resolve the characteristic features in one �gure {

realistically theordersofm agnitude are di�erent.The im ag-

inary partdescribesthe absorption and doesnotchange sig-

ni�cantly in the lim it � # 0. For very large as wellas for

very sm all! the m edium becom es transparent. The steep

slope within thetransparency window ! � 
 correspondsto

the reduced propagation velocity { whereas the e�ect ofthe

m edium for large ! is negligible. As one can observe, the

anom alousfrequency solutions! > 
 are separated from the

norm alones! < 
 by a large region ofabsorption.

W e observetwo m ajordi�erencesbetween the disper-

sion relation above and that for the sonic black hole

��O ther system s which are potentially capable ofsim ulat-

ing thoseclassicale�ectswith present-day technology aredis-

cussed in Refs.[14]and [15].

analogs,for exam ple in Bose-Einstein condensates (see

[17]and Sec.IX A)with

!
2 = c

2
sound�

2
�
1+ �

2
�
2
�
; (87)

where� denotestheso-called healinglength and provides

a wave-num bercut-o�,cf.Fig.3.

-10 -5 0 5 10

-10

-5

0

5

10

FIG .2. Therealpartofthedispersion relation in Fig.1 as

! vs.� with the sam e values. O ne can easily recognize that

the�rstdeviation from thelineardispersion relation at! � 


is\sublum inal" { although itbecom es�nally \superlum inal"

for ! � 
. The solutions with an anom alous (negative or

even in�nite)group velocity lie com pletely in the absorptive

region,cf.Fig.1.

Thesonicblack holeanalogsgenerateadeviation from

the lineardispersion relation via the spatialdependence

(�)and,consequently,foreach valueofthewave-num ber

� thereexisttwopossiblesolutionsforthefrequency (� !

for a m edium at rest). In contrast,for the black hole

analogs based on slow light the deviation is m ainlyyy

caused by the (non-local) tem poraldependence. (This

rem ainstrueforalldielectric/opticalblack holeanalogs,

cf.[6,8].) As a result,one has two values of� for each

value of!,butcan have m ore than two solutionsfor!

forsom evaluesof�.Even though theseanom aloussolu-

tionsfor! areseparated from thenorm alonesby a rela-

tively large region ofabsorption,itwould be interesting

to see underwhich circum stancesthispeculiarbehavior

m aygiveraisetoadditionale�ects(such asm odem ixing,

etc.).

yy
O fcourse,the�niteinteratom icdistanceresultsin a devi-

ation from the linear dispersion relation too,butthe cut-o�

given by the Rabifrequency isusually reached earlier.
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Another m ajor di�erence between the dispersion re-

lations (86) and (87) is that the sonic dispersion rela-

tion (87) is \superlum inal"/supersonic for large wave-

num bers vgroup = d!=d� > csound for �� 6� 1 whereas

the slow-light dispersion relation (86) is \sublum inal"

vgroup = d!=d� < 1=
p
1+ 2@ within the transparency

window,say j!j< 
=2,but j!j6� 
. For very large

frequencies! � 
 onerecoversthespeed oflightin vac-

uum ! = � { although this lim it is totally outside the

region ofapplicability ofourapproxim ations.

-2 -1 0 1 2

-4

-2

0

2

4

l-

s-

s+

l+

FIG .3. O ne branch of the dispersion relation of (zero)

sound wavesin Bose-Einstein condensatesatrest,cf.Eq.(87),

in arbitrary units. If the condensate is m oving the vari-

ous �-solutions for a given frequency ! in the laboratory

fram ecan befound by thepointsofintersection with straight

lines as determ ined by Eq. (88). For a subsonic velocity

v < csound,there is only one solution,denoted by s+ ,which

hasa sm allwave-num berand a positive pseudo-norm ,i.e.,a

positive !
uid0s rest�fram e (assum ing !lab�fram e > 0). For su-

personic velocities,on the other hand,i.e.,beyond the hori-

zon, there are three possible solutions { one with a sm all

wave-num berand a negative pseudo-norm (s-)aswellastwo

others with large wave-num bersand positive (l+ )and nega-

tive(l-)pseudo-norm ,respectively.Them ixingbetween these

m odesatthe horizon generatesthe Hawking radiation (s+ ).

V III.P R O B LEM S O F SLO W LIG H T

Thedirect(naive)way to usethem ostcom m on set-up

for slow-light experim ents { i.e.,a strong controlbeam

and a weak (perpendicular) probe beam { in order to

build a black hole analog goes along with a num ber of

(som ewhatrelated)di�cultieslisted below.W hereasthe

�rstthree obstaclesare can be avoided by the arrange-

m ent proposed in this article,the fourth one persists {

indicating thatthissystem isa classical,butnota quan-

tum analogueofa black hole.

-40 -20 0 20 40

-40

-20

0

20

40

Real

Imag

FIG .4. O nebranch ofthedispersion relation ofaslow-light

pulse(in theusualset-up)�2 = !
2[1+ }(! + !0)� }(! � !0)]

where }(!)= 2@(

2
=!0)!=(!

2
� 


2
+ i�!),see e.g.,[1,10],

in unitsofthe Rabifrequency 
 for! 0=
 = 20,�=
 = 1=2,

and @ = 5. Again,these unrealistic values have been cho-

sen in orderto illustrate the chracteristic features. Form ore

realistic values the peaks would be m ore pronounced, the

transpacency windowsj! � !0j� 
 narrower,and the slope

insidethem steeper,etc.,butthem ain structurerem ains.For

j!� !0j� 
thein
uenceofthem edium isnegligible.W ithin

the transpacency windows j! � !0j� 
,the steep slope in-

dicates a reduced group velocity and the solutions with an

anom alous group velocity j! � !0j= O (
)lie inside the ab-

sorptive regions.

A .Frequency W indow

Lightpulses(oftheprobebeam )areonly slowed down

drastically { or m ay propagate atall{ in an extrem ely

narrow frequency window in the opticalor near-optical

regim e. But the frequency ofthe particles constituting

the Hawking radiation cannot be m uch larger than the

surface gravity (e.g.,the gradientofthe 
uid’svelocity)

which m akesan experim entalveri�cationin thiswayvery

unlikely.

B .D oppler Shift

In a stationary m edium ,thefrequency asm easured in

the laboratory fram e is conserved { but the frequency

in the atom ’srestfram e changesassoon asthe velocity

ofthem edium (Dopplershift)orthewave-num ber(red-

shift) varies (which necessarily happens near the hori-

zon). Hence the beam willleave the narrow frequency
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window { which isgenerated by the(m oving)atom s{ in

general.

C .G roup and P hase V elocity

Since the group and the phase velocity ofthe probe

beam are extrem ely di�erent vgroup � vphase � 1,it is

notpossibleto describeitsdynam icsby an e�ectivelocal

waveequation resem blingascalar�eld in acurved space-

tim e.

-40 -20 0 20 40

-40

-20

0

20

40

FIG .5. The realpart ofthe dispersion relation in Fig.4

as! vs.� with the sam e values.The additionalline dem on-

strates the slope corresponding to a m otion ofthe m edium

with thereduced group velocity asin Fig.3.O bviously,there

can be no m ixing ofpositive and negative pseudo-norm svia

theusualm echanism sketched below Fig.3 in thiscase.Even

though thepeakscan bem uch higherforsm all� and thereby

could possibly intersect with the straight line,the resulting

solutionswould liecom pletely in theregion ofstrong absorb-

tion (cf.Fig.4)and therfore do certainly notm odelHawking

radiation.

D .Positive/N egative Frequency-M ixing

In orderto obtain particlecreation,onehasto havea

m ixing ofpositiveand negativefrequencies,or,m oreac-

curately,positiveand negativepseudo-norm (asinduced

bytheinnerproduct,cf.Sec.V B)solutions.In astation-

ary 
owing m edium (asused fortheblack holeanalogs),

this can occur by tilting the dispersion relation due to

the Dopplere�ectcaused by the velocity ofthe m edium

!lab� fram e = !
uid0srest� fram e + vm edium � : (88)

As soon as the velocity on the m edium exceeds j!=�j,

i.e.,thephasevelocity,a m ixing ofpositiveand negative

frequencies (in the 
uid’s restfram e)becom es possible,

cf.[9].However,sincethephasevelocity oftheslow-light

pulseisbasically thesam easin vacuum ,thism echanism

doesnotwork in thissituation and,consequently,there

isno particlecreation.

IX .C O M PA R ISO N W IT H O T H ER SY ST EM S

O ne ofthe m ain points ofthe present article is the

observation that an appropriate wave equation and the

resulting e�ectivegeom etry ofa black holeanalog isnot

enough for predicting Hawking radiation. Although all

theclassicale�ectscan bereproduced in such asituation,

the adequate sim ulation ofthe quantum e�ects requires

the correctcom m utation relationsaswell.

In view ofthisobservation onem ightwonderwhether

thisisactually thecaseforthecurrently discussed (e.g.,

sonic/acousticand dielectric/optical)black holeanalogs.

In the following we shalldealwith thisquestion fortwo

representative exam ples,forwhich the com m utation re-

lationscan be derived easily.

A .B ose-Einstein C ondensates

The dynam ics of Bose-Einstein condensates are to

a very good approxim ation described by the G ross-

Pitaevskiiequation

i_ =

�

�
r

2

2m
+ V (r)+ �

2j j2
�

 ; (89)

where  denotes the m ean-�eld am plitude,m the m ass

ofthe bosons,V an external(trapping)potential,and �

is the scattering param eter governing the two-body re-

pulsion ofthe constituents. Inserting the eikonalansatz

(M adelung representation),

 =
p
%e

iS
; (90)

and introducing the (m ean-�eld) velocity v = r S=m ,

one obtains the equation ofcontinuity _% + r (%v) and

the equivalent ofthe Bernoullior the Ham ilton-Jacobi

equation

_S + V + �
2
%+

(r S)2

2m
=

1

2m

r
2p

%
p
%

: (91)

W ithin the Thom as-Ferm iapproxim ation,one neglects

the quantum potential,i.e.,the term on the l.h.s.,and

hencerecoverstheusualequationsof
uid dynam ics,see

also [17]. The linearization around a given (stationary)

background pro�le%0 and S0 ! v0 yieldsthewell-known

waveequation

(@t+ r � v0)(@t+ v0 � r )�S =
�2

m
r %0r �S : (92)
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Thecom m utation relationsof�S,which weareinterested

in,can bederived from thecom m utatorofthefundam en-

tal�elds
h

 ̂(t;r); ̂y(t;r0)

i

= �
3(r � r

0): (93)

Inserting the linearization of  ̂ =
p
%̂exp(iŜ) around a

classicalbackground via %̂ = %0+ �%̂ andŜ = S0+ �Ŝ we

obtain (note that %̂ = %̂y and Ŝ = Ŝy)
h

�%̂(t;r);�̂S(t;r0)

i

= i�
3(r � r

0): (94)

Therelation between �%̂ and �̂S followsfrom Eq.(91)in

the Thom as-Ferm iapproxim ation

�%̂ = �
1

�2
(@t+ v0 � r )�̂S : (95)

Hence �%̂ is indeed the (negative) canonicalconjugated

m om entum to�Ŝ {provided thatoneinsertstheconstant

factor �2 correctly into the (e�ective) action { and the

com m utation relations are equivalent (within the used

approxim ation)to those ofa quantum �eld in a curved

space-tim e.

B .N on-D ispersive D ielectric M edia

Asanotherexam plewestudynon-dispersiveand linear

dielectric m edia,see e.g.[6]. For a m edium at rest the

fundam entalLagrangian describing the electrom agnetic

�eld,thedynam icsofthem edium (L[P ]),aswellastheir

m utualinteraction (E � P )isgiven by

L =
1

2

�
E

2
� B

2
�
+ E � P + L[P ]: (96)

Accordingly,using the tem poralgauge and introducing

thevectorpotentialvia E = @tA and B = � r � A ,the

canonicalm om entum isjustthe electricdisplacem ent

� = D = E + P : (97)

Perform ing basically the sam e steps as in Sec.IV A we

m ay integrate out the degrees offreedom associated to

the m edium P and thereby arrive at an e�ective (low-

energy)actionforthe(m acroscopic)electrom agnetic�eld

alone,cf.[6]. But, in contrast to the highly resonant

behaviorofP in slow-lightsystem s,non-dispersivem edia

respond adiabatically with a constantsusceptibility � =

" � 1, i.e., P = �E and thus � = D = "E , to the

external�eld (atsu�ciently low frequencies),cf.[6].

Ifthe (non-dispersive)m edium ism oving with theve-

locity � the electric and m agnetic �elds get m ixed and

oneobtains

� = D = "E + ("� 1)B � � + O (�
2
): (98)

Again, the com m utation relations �t to an e�ective-

m etric description { which is not com pletely surprising

because the e�ective action has the sam e form as in

curved space-tim es,cf.[6].

X .D ISC U SSIO N

Let us sum m arize: The naive application of slow

light (i.e.,the m ost com m on set-up) in order to create

a black hole analog goes along with severalproblem s,

cf.Sec.VIII.W ith the scenario proposed in thisarticle,

the problem s associated to the classicalwave equation

can be solved and itis{ atleastin principle { possible

to create a (classical)black hole analog for the � �eld.

Atlow wave-num ber,the corresponding dispersion rela-

tion representsaquadraticrelation between � and !,and

can thusbewritten in term sofan e�ectivem etric.Ifthe


uid isin m otion,thislow wave-num berequation can be

changed into a black holetype waveequation.

However,this classicalblack hole analog does notre-

producetheexpected quantum e�ects{such asHawking

radiationzz.In orderto sim ulatetheHawking e�ect,itis

notsu�cientto design a system with an equivalente�ec-

tiveequation ofm otion {thecom m utation relationshave

to m atch as well. This is indeed the case for the sonic

blackholeanalogsin Bose-Einstein condensatesand non-

dispersive dielectric black hole analogs { but for sound

waves in m ore com plicated system s,for exam ple,it is

notim m ediately obvious.

Nevertheless,in the scenario described in thisarticle,

the�eld � governing thebeat
uctuationsofan electro-

m agnetic background �eld obeys the sam e equation of

m otion asin the presenceofa horizon and hence can be

used to m odelseveralclassicale�ectsassociated to black

holes { for exam ple the m ode m ixing at the horizon as

described by the Bogoliubov coe�cients,see Sec.V B.

O ne way ofm easuring the Bogoliubov coe�cientscould

be to send in a \classical" pulse above the background

{ i.e.,a particular coherentsate in term s ofthe funda-

m entalelectrom agnetic �eld { and com pare it with the

outcom ingpulse.Asanother(m orefancy)possibilityone

m ight think ofa m ulti-m ode squeezed state { which in

som e sense sim ulatesthe vacuum 
uctuationswhich are

transform ed into quasi-particlesby the m odem ixing.

However, one should bear in m ind that, as the

wave-packetspropagate away from the horizon and get

strongly blue-shifted,they eventually reach the regim e

wheretheconceptofthee�ectivegeom etry breaksdown

and e�ects like dispersion,non-locality (in tim e) ofthe

e�ective action, and, �nally, absorption becom e rele-

vant. For a reasonably clean interpretation,therefore,

oneshould investigatethescattering ofthewave-packets

nottoo faraway from the horizon.

zz
This conclusion applies in the sam e way to the scenario

proposed in Ref.[7],where the Schwarzschild m etric is sim -

ulated by a m edium at rest with the horizon corresponding

to a singularity in the e�ective refractive index. Such static

analogsoftheSchwarzschild geom etry (seealso [18])go along

with furtherproblem s[19].
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A .M iles Instability

Anotherinterestingclassicale�ectisrelatedtotheneg-

ative partsofthe energy in Eq.(62). Since a conserved

positive de�nite energy functionalofthe linearized per-

turbations would dem onstrate linear stability,the neg-

ative contribution in Eq.(62) can be interpreted as an

indicatorfora potentialinstability (e.g.,super-radiance)

{ provided a suitablecoupling between positiveand neg-

ative(e�ective)energy m odes.

As an exam ple, let us assum e that the \superlum i-

nally" 
owing v > 1=
p
1+ 2@ slow-lightm edium inter-

actswith the environm entin the laboratory fram evia a

friction term such as�@t� (with possible spatialderiva-

tives).Forsm all! and � the resulting dissipation alters

the dispersion relation via

(! + v�)
2
=

�2

1+ 2@
� i!�(�); (99)

with the potentially �-dependent (additional spatial

derivatives)friction term �(�)describing theinteraction

ofthe �-�eld with the environm entatrest.

Forsm all� theim aginary partofthesolutionsforthe

frequency ! (assum ing a realwave-num ber� 2 R)reads

=(!)= �
�(�)

2

�

1� v
p
1+ 2@

�

: (100)

Consequently,beyond the horizon v > 1=
p
1+ 2@ one

of the allowed frequency solutions acquires a positive

im aginarypartand thusthedissipation (interaction with

theenvironm ent)generatesan instability.Notethatthe

relative velocity v > 1=
p
1+ 2@ between the slow-light

m edium and the environm ent(atrest)iscrucialsince a

friction term like �(@t + v@x)� ! i(! + v�)� would of

coursenotlead to any instability.

Thisinstability issom ewhatanalogousto theM ilesin-

stability [20]generating surface wavesin waterby wind

blowing overit. In Ref.[15],this phenom enon is called

therm odynam ic instability since itoccurswhen the free

energy of the m edium acquires negative parts in the

fram eofthe environm ent.

B .O utlook

Apartfrom the aforem entioned experim entsthere are

m any m oreconceivabletestsonecould perform with the

proposed classicalblack holeanalog based on slow light.

A m ore drastic way ofinvestigating the interior struc-

ture of the sam ple (than the m ere com parison of the

in-and out-states)could be to freeze the dark state by

com pletely switching o� the background �eld and take

a \snap-shot" of the state of the atom s by illum inat-

ing them with strong laser beam s with frequencies cor-

responding to certain atom ic transitionsand m easuring

the absorption.

Furtherm oreitwould be interesting to investigatethe

in
uenceoftheanom alousfrequency solutionsofthedis-

persion relation generated by thenon-localtem poralde-

pendence(cf.Sec.VII),forexam ple,on additionalm ode-

m ixing.Thisquestion isrelevantform oregeneral(non-

dispersive) dielectric black hole analogs and m ight also

lead to som einsightinto the trans-Planckian problem .
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