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Scully et al. Phys. Rev. Lett. 91, 243004 (2003)]
have recently proposed a schem e to enhance the radi
ation em itted when ground-state atom s are accelerated
through a high Q caviy. There are a few basic points
which arenot so wellexpounded and conceptsnot so well
di erentiated In this paper, which m ay m iskad readers
Into believing that this proposed schem e w ill in prove the
chance ofdetectingUnruh e ect Ref. [L]1in Scully etal).
One simnpl fact to bear in m ind is that Unruh e ect is
not about radiation em itted by an accelerated detector
eg. a two-level atom ) and the key issue to recognize
is that there is a basic di erence between the themm al
distrbbution In the caviy when infecting a large num ber
of atom s at random tim es (as clain ed by Scully et al),
and the them albath experienced by an atom undergoing
uniform aoccekration (@s in Unruh e ect).

1) There isno radiation em itted by a uniform ly accel-
erated detector/atom . Unruh e ect attests to the fact
that a uniform ly acoelerated detector perceives the quan—
tum uctuations of the vacuum in M inkow ski spacetin e
as a them albath. N o direct reference ism ade to radia—
tion em itted by the detector. In fact, when a detector is
uniform ly accelerated in free space fora su clently long
tin e and the eld-detector Interaction is adiabatically
sw itched on and then adiabatically swiched o after a
given period of tim e, there is no energy ux em itted by
the detector during that period, jist am odi cation ofthe
vacuum polarization. @At least when the quantization of
the translhtionalm otion and recoil e ect are neglected,
asdone by Scully et al).

2) W hen the atom s are accelerated inside the cavity,
they no longerperceive the vacuum uctuationsasa ther-
malbath. In the presence of a cavity, the m ode spec—
trum of the electrom agnetic eld inside the cavity is no
longerLorentz invariant. Stationarity ofthe vacuum uc—
tuations perceived by the uniform Iy accelerated atom in
Unruh e ect requires Lorentz invariance of the vacuum
state. T herefore, the vacuum uctuations experienced by
an accelerated atom inside a cavity is not stationary and
the m otional e ect therein does not corresoond to that
of a them albath.

3) T he them aldistribution of photons in the cavity is
not In one-to-one correspondence w ith that ofthe Unruh
e ect. In the schem e of Scully et al. there is som e prob—
ability for the caviy m ode to becom e excited when an

atom is accelerated inside the cavity. Ifthe atom — eld in—
teraction is som ehow sw itched on adiabatically, the ratio
of the em ission and absorption coe cients is exponen-
tially suppressed by the Boltzm ann factor for a tem pera—
tureTc.= h =@ kp),which coincidesw ith the tem pera—
ture ofthe them albath perceived by a uniform ly acoeler—
ated atom in free space w ith the sam e acceleration. The
reason for such a coincidence can be understood qualita—
tively as follow s: In the \golden rule" lin it (large T w ith
nite ng ) one can show that the ratio of excitation and
de-excitation of a two-level atom w ith characteristic fre—
quency ! induced by each inertialm ode In free space is
given by the sam e Boltzm ann factorexp( 2 != ).Nev-
ertheless, this is not the sam e them aldistrdbution as in
the Unruh e ect. For one reason, the atom s accelerated
Inside the cavity are not In them al equilbrium . For
another, the them alpopulation ofphotons in the caviyy
results from statistically independent events asa result of
Incting a su cient num ber of atom s at random tim es.

4) The great enhancem ent in the em ission-absorption
ratio appears in a regin e dom inated by a phenom enon
unrelated to the accelerated motion of the atom s.
Ingcting the atoms Into the caviy at some iniial
tin e is e ectively equivalent to a sudden sw itch-on of
the atom — eld Interaction. In that case, the em ission—
absorption ratio is enhanced. In particular, in the
regin e ! , It isgiven by Ro,=R; ' =@ !).
A s recognized by Scully et al, this is entirely due to
the nonadiabatic sw itch-on of the interaction. H owever,
when the em ission is dom nated by the non-adiabatic
sw itch-on, the acceleration no longer plays a crucial
rolke. Indeed, In that regine the amission rate is

2q,% 7 %= 2 and is, thus, independent of the accel-
eration. It is true that the absorption coe cient still
depends on the acceleration, but this is not essential.
This point can be seen by oconsidering the case in
which the atoms are ingcted wih oconstant velociy
Into the caviyy. (U se the equation in Footnote [18] of
Scully et al). The essential features are then recovered
w ithout any need for an accelerated m otion ofthe atom s.
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