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A bstract

Sonolum nescence is explained in term s of quantum radiation by m oving interfaces
between m edia of di erent polarizability. In a stationary dielectric the zero-point
uctuations of the electrom agnetic eld excite virtualtw o-photon states w hich becom e
real under perturbation due to m otion of the dielectric. T he sonolum inescent bubble
ism odelled as an optically em pty caviy in a hom ogeneous dielectric. The problm of
the photon eam ission by a cavity of tin edependent radius is handled in a H am iltonian
form alisn which is deal with perturbatively up to rst order in the velocity of the
bubbl surface over the speed of light. A param eterdependence of the zero-order
Ham itonian in addition to the rst-order perturbation calls for a new perturbative
m ethod com bining standard perturbation theory w ith an adiabatic approxin ation. In
thisway the transition am plitude from the vacuum Into a two-photon state is obtained,
and expressions for the single-photon spectrum and the total energy radiated during
one ash are given both n full and in the short-wavelngths approxin ation when
the bubblk is larger than the wavelengths of the em itted light. A model pro ke is
assum ed for the tin edependence of the bubbl during the collapse, and in thism odel
the radiated energy and the spectrum are calculated num erically and In the short—
wavelengths Iim it also analytically. It is shown analytically that the spectral density
has the sam e frequency-dependence as black-body radiation; this is purely an e ect
of correlated quantum uctuations at zero tem perature. The present theory clari es
a num ber of hitherto unsolved problem s and suggests explanations for several m ore.
Possbl experin ents that discrin inate this from other theories of sonolum inescence
are proposed.
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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 State ofthe art

Sonolum inescence is the phenom enon of light em ission by sound-driven gasbubbles n uids,
ordinarily airbubbles in water. Sound m akes bubbles collapse or expand, and a rapid ash
of light is observed after each collapse. T his phenom enon has been known for 60 years [1],
but cam e under system atic investigation only recently when experim entalists sucoeeded In
trapping bubbles and m aintaining sonolum inescence as a stable process over hours or even
days B, (1.

D uring stable sonolum inescence [, [§] a bubblk is trapped at the pressure antinode of a
standing sound wave, which typically has a frequency ofabout 25 kH z. W ith an astonishing
clocklike precision the bubblk sends o one sharp ash of light per acoustic cyclke. Less
than 10 ps is comm only given as a conservative estin ate of the pulse length. T he observed
Jitter has been found to be extram ely an all and to show curious phase properties whose
origih could so far not be identi ed @]. The spectral density of the light em itted drops
w ith wavelength and resem bles the tailofa black-body spectrum of several tens of thousand
Kelvin [H].

W hereas the dynam ics of the bubble m otion hasbeen successiilly explained and a theo—
reticalm odelby Lofstedt, B arber, and P uttem an ] based on rather involved hydrodynam ic
calculations reproduces the experin entally m easured tin e-dependence of the bubbl radiis
[1] rem arkably well, the process of the light em ission has so far de ed any theoretical eluci-
dation. That is why the present paper focuses on the radiation process, m aking use of the
know ledge about the hydrodynam ics of the bubbl m otion as input.

T here have been several attam pts of explaining the light seen in sonolum inescence. The
apparent sim ilarity ofthe spectrum to a them al soectrum has led to the hypothesis that the
light m ight com e from a process ofblack-body radiation orbrem sstrahlung f§, 1. A Iong this
line it hasbeen argued that the gas in the collapsing bubble is com pressed so strongly that a
plaan a is form ed which then radiates. H ow ever, one can quickly convince oneself that neither
black-body radiation nor brem sstrahlung can possibly account for the radiation observed In
sonolum Inescence. E ither of them would lead to a continuous spectrum whose m a pr part
would lie below the absorption edge of water at 180nm and would therefore be absorbed by
it. Estin atihg from the corresponding visble part of the spectrum the am ount of energy
that would be absorbed, one obtains such a large number that one would expect to see
rather obvious m acroscopic consequences of the absorption [], as for instance dissociation
of the water m olecules, form ation of radicals etc., which have not been observed. M oreover,
black-body radiation is an equilbrium phenom enon and Involves several atom ic transitions;
it could very unlkely explain pulse lengths of less than 10ps. Neither is any explanation
Involving brem sstrahlung satisfactory, because it would entail the presence of free electrons
and rather slow recombination radiation.

R atherm ore convincing is Suslick’s theory [L(]which explains the sonolum inescence spec—
tra on the basis of pressure-broadened rotational and vibrational lines in diatom ic em ission
soectra. For silicone-oil sonolum inescence one nds an excellent agreem ent of synthetic and
observed spectra by considering em ission from excited-state C, [L(]. Forwater, however, any
attem pts to m odel the spectrum on the basis of this theory have so far been unsuccessfiil,
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although the weltknown 310nm system of OH is thought to be largely responsibl for the
broad peak around this wavelength in the cbserved spectrum {§,[171.

T he m ost recent speculation on the nature of sonolim inescence radiation is a theory of
collision-induced em ission @], which, however, in itspresent version contains still too m any
Indetermm inate points and adjustable param eters to pem it a judgem ent on its tenability.

1.2 Quantum vacuum radiation as a candidate

T his article pursues a Iine of thought loosely inspired by Schw inger [[3] who suggested that
sonolum nescence could be som e kind of dynam ic Casin ir e ect, which the present w riter
agrees w ith in so far as the light am ission observed in sonolum inescence has, jist lke the
Casin ir e ect, is origin In the interaction of the vacuum uctuations of the quantized
electrom agnetic eld wih a dielectric m ediim . Sonolum Inescence is, however, m uch m ore
clos=ly related to the Unruh e ect.

Let rst the Casinir e ect [14, be recalled: two paralkel conducting or dielectric
plates n vacuum feel an attractive force which arises from the boundary conditions the
plates Impose on the vacuum electrom agnetic eld. In a m ore intuiive picture one can
understand the Casin ir e ect In tem s of van-derW aals forces; the electrom agnetic zero—
point uctuations induce local uctuating dipoles in each of the plates and because of the
goatialcorrelations ofthe uctuationsthe interaction ofthese djpoles keadsto a net attractive
force.

The Unmih e ect [, [[7] is a dynam ic generalization of the Casin ir e ect and predicts
radiation by non-inertially m oving m irrors. This phenom enon is not exclusive to perfect
m irrors, ie. perfect conductors; quantum radiation by m oving dielectrics has also been in-
vestigated [[§], and m oreover som e of the pathologicalpoints of the perfect-re ector theories
can be circum vented in the m ore physical case of diekctrics. A galn, the ntuiive picture
of the process is that the zeropoint electrom agnetic eld excites uctuating dipols in the
(oerfect or in perfect) m irror and these dipoles are the source of radiation when the m irror
m oves non-unifom .

A more rigorous way of understanding why a m oving m irror that interacts with the
vacuum uctuations of the quantized photon eld em its radiation, is to start by considering
a nom nally stationary m irrvor, with the intention of eventually applying the uctuation—
dissjpation theoram . T he radiation pressure on them irror isgiven by the vacuum expectation
value of the force operator F , which is obtained from the stressenergy-m om entum tensor
of the electrom agnetic eld sub Ected to approprate boundary conditions on the surface of
them irror. T he net force on a single stationary m irrvor in vacuum is of course zero by virtue
of translation invariance,

F=Hh¥Pi=0:

H ow ever, the m ean-square deviation ofthis force does not vanish, since the force operatorF
does not com m ute w ith the H am iltonian. In otherwords, them irror is exposed to radiation—
pressure uctuations, whose m ean-square deviation is given by

4F?=10F*Pi HOF PiZ:

K now ing that the force operatorF is (jast like the H am ittonian) a functionalthat isquadratic
In the eld operators, ie. quadratic in the photon annihilation and creation operators, one
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can use the decom position of the identity into profction operators onto a com plete set of
photon eigenstates, of which then only two-photon states survive, and rew rite [L9]:

Z Z

4F?= dk  dk’ FOF k;k%F : 1.1)

N

This m eans that virtual two-photon states are perpetually excited by the m irror in the
vacuum , In accordance w ith the uctuating radiation pressure. Yet the uctuating forces
on the kft and right sides of the m irror are balanced against each other, so that no m ean
radiation pressure acts on the m irror. By virtue of Lorentz invariance, the sam e is true for
a m irror that m oves w ith constant velocity.

However, when the m irror m oves non-hnertially, the radiation-pressure uctuations on
opposite sites of the m irror are out of balance and the m irror experiences a non-vanishing
frictional force. T he virtual tw ophoton states tum into real states, and the loss ofm om en—
tum by the radiation ofthe photon pairs provides the physicalm echanian forthe friction felt
by the m irror. The uctuation-dissipation theorem puts this into form ulae and interrelates
the power spectrum ofthe uctuations on the stationary m irror and the dissipative part of
the response fiinction that connects the force on the m oving m irror to its velocity RQ].

Tt is a wellestablished fact that radiation by m oving m irrors show s them al properties
although one is dealing w ith zero-tem perature quantum eld theory. T he original statem ent
of the Unmuh e ect [, [7] is that a m iror m oving w ith constant proper acceleration a
In vacuum appears to be radiating particles as if it were a black body at a tem perature
Tynmn = ha=@ kgc). The reason for this behaviour is that the photons are radiated in
correlated pairs, in the Janguage of quantum optics | they form a two-m ode squeezed state,
and the observation of the sihglephoton spectrum involves a tracing over the other photon
of the pair which is weltknown to entail them al properties of the state B]]. Fom ally this
connection is established by representing the two-m ode state in a dual H ibert space and
m aking contact w ith the theory of them o eld dynam ics R7].

A s to an experin ental veri cation of the Unruh e ect, the record is em pty. U nderstand-
ably so, because the Unruh tem perature is tiny for comm only achievable accelerations. T he
only viable suggestion foran experin ent has com e from Yablonovitch 23], who thought that
the sudden ionization of a gas or a sam iconductor crystal m ight produce an accelerating
discontinuity in the refractive iIndex fast enough to radiate a m easurable am ount of photons.

From all of the above, quantum vacuum radiation seem s to be a good candidate for
explaining the radiation process in sonolum inescence. The surface of the bubbl is the
m oving interface of discontinuous polarizability, ie. the m oving m irror. In the visble range
water has a refractive Index of 1.3, and the gas inside the bubblk has a refractive ndex
of practically 1 even when strongly com pressed. A though the discontinuity of 0.3 in the
refractive lndex is not huge, i is Jarge enough to radiate an appreciable num ber of photons
ifthe m otion is su ciently fast. In fact, the discontinuity in the refractive index w ill enter
the nalresuls for the radiated spectrum m erely as a prefactor, and hence only its order of
m agnitude is In portant.

O fmudch greater signi cance is the highly non-Iinear dynam ics of the bubble m otion. At
the poInt when the bubble collapses and starts reexpanding, the velocity of the interface
changes its sign. A s known from experim ents []] as well as from m odel calculations of the
bubbl dynam ics @, f] this tum-around is extrem ely fast, which m eans that trem endous
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acelerations and higher m om ents of the m otion are nvolved. T he present theory predicts
a burst of photons as a consequence.

As it willbe shown in m ore detail in the course of this article, the theory of quantum
vacuum radiation resolves several to date unexplained issues.

T he fact that the photons are radiated In correlated pairs leads to them alproperties of
the onephoton spectrum , unrelated to the tem perature in the bubbl which is presum ably
fartoo an allto cause any majpre ect.

In accordance w ith a weakly frequency-dependent refractive index the radiation soectrum
show s features at the resonance frequencies ofthe dipolarm olecules iIn them edium . A swater
m olecules are highly polarizable, this is to be expected a discemible e ect; it explains the
relation of the peak around 310nm in the spectrum to the welkknown OH Ine.

Barely any photons are created below the absorption edge ofwater, as the polarizability
is far too amn all in this region. T herefore, faw photons are absorbed and no m acroscopically
noticeable changes of the water are to be expected.

T he pulse length predicted by the theory of quantum vacuum radiation is of the order of
the tin e it takes for the zero-point uctuations to correlate around the bubbl. W ih bubble
sizes of around 1 m or lss, the tin e light takes to cross the bubbk is in the fem tosecond
range. O themw ise the tim escale is of course in uenced by the dynam ics of the m otion ofthe
bubblk Interface at and jast after the collapse.

1.3 Outline and overview

T he theory of quantum vacuum radiation by a gasbubble n water w illbe expounded in the
follow Ing sections. W ater w ill be understood as a non-absorbing dielctric describable by a
constant refractive Index. This is a good approxin ation in the soectral region of interest
where water is only weakly disgpersive. By virtue of adiabaticity the refractive Index n can
be replaced by n (! ) iIn the end result forthe radiated spectrum . T he gas inside the bubblk is
optically so thin, even at the collapse of the bubble, that is refractive Index w illbe assum ed
to be 1 throughout the calculation.

T he bubblk will be considered as extemally driven, ie. the radius of the bubblk as a
prescribed function of tin e; the hydrodynam ics of the bubble m otion is not the concem of
this paper. H owever, the back-reaction of the radiation process on the m otion of the bubbl
w illbe speci ed.

Hence the problem is reduced to a m odel of a spherical cavity of radius R () In a hom o—
geneous non-dispersive dielectric described by a constant refractive index n. The radiated
oectral density w illbe obtained as a functional ofR (t).

The next section deals wih the quantization of the photon eld In the pressnce of a
stationary sohericalbubble in a hom ogeneous dielectric. In section ITT the Schrodinger equa—
tion for the photon stateector is w ritten down, and the vacuum -to-tw o-photon transition—
am plitude is calculated by a m ethod of tin edependent perturbation theory that acocom m o—
datesboth an adiabatic tin edependence of the H am iltonian and a perturbative addition to
the zero-order H am iltonian @]. Section IV states and exam ines the results for the radiated
energy and the spectraldensity. T he appearance of a them allike spectrum is dem onstrated
and num erical results are presented. Finally, section V gives a summ ary and a critical re—

ection on the theory of quantum vacuum radiation by sonolum inescent bubbles. Strengths
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and weaknesses of the theory are scrutinized, and open questions are voiced.

Readers not interested iIn the technicalities of the theory are encouraged to look over
section IV foran aggregate ofthe essential resuts and to read section V fora guided summ ary
and interpretation ofall results.

Several appendices contriboute technical details necessary for the clarity of the presenta—
tion. Appendix A calculatesthe H am iltonian fora unifom Iy m oving dielectric in preparation
for section ITT.A ppendix B gives them odeexpansion forthe H elm holtz equation In spherical
coordinates, which is essential throughout the paper. T he force on a stationary dielectric is
determ ined In appendix C .

CG S units are used everyw here In the paper; h and c are set equalto 1 unless explicitly
indicated. A 11 special fiinctions are de ned as i refs. 3, P4l.

2 QUANTIZATION OF THE PHOTON FIELD

The Ham ittonian for the electrom agnetic eld In the presence of a medium w ith dielectric
function " (r) reads |

_1 5. D 2,
Hy= d’r +B : @d)
2 "
A bubblk of radiusR is described by
"R)=1+ @® 1) @« R); @2)

where isthe Heaviside step function. T his isto say that the dielectric constant equals 1 in
the Interior of the bubble and n? in the surrounding m edium . The M axwell equations in ply
continuity conditions for the elds across the boundary; these are:

Dy
D, d — tin ’
» and — continuous ; 23)

B continhuous;

or In spherical coordinates

outside D outside
. D inside __
; =

inside _ outside ., inside _
D hside = p o ; D = . 5
n n 24)

B iﬁ.sﬁe =B iutﬁde ; B inside _ B outside ; B inside _ B outside .

The Ham ittonian .)) depends param etrically on the bubbk radiusR via the diekctric
function " (r;R ). A though a problem w ith a varying bubbl size is aspired to be solved, for
the purpose of quantizing the photon eld the radius of the bubble w illbe kept constant. In
order to quantize the system fOor a tin edependent radiusR (t) one would need to know the
eigenfunctions ofthe tin e-dependent H am iltonian (& §);but know ing them would am ount to
the exact solution of the whole problem which is of course unachievable. A s the calculation
to follow in the next section w illem ploy perturbation theory to rst order in the velocity of
the bubblk surface = R-(t) over the speed of light in vacuum , a quantization for constant
R is fully su cient.
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The el is quantized by ascrbbing operator nature to the eld variables and in posing
canonical com m utation relations for the vector eld A and its conjigate m om entum =
D . These arem ost easily in plam ented by expanding the eld operators in tem s ofphoton
annihilation and creation operators, a; and aiy respectively fora m ode ofm om entum k and
polarization s, and dem anding that the Jatter ful 1the standard com m utation relations

h o 1
S'y 0
aiae = Kk k) 07
h i 2 5)
ay ;a0 =0:

At the sam e tin e the nom akm ode expansions should be chosen such as to diagonalize
the Ham iltonian £.)) to the Ham iltonian ofa photon eld
X g 3 s 1
Ho= d’k ! akyai+§ ;v = k3 @.6)
S
A 1l this is achieved by the follow Ing expansion of the electric digplacem ent D and the
magnetic ed B :

R :I" hTE TE .
Drg =" d3kp—T a, A, HC ;
_R 1 h -
Brg="5" Ik p= a Ay +HC
R l! 'hTM ™™ . (2.7)
Dy =" d3kp—'_ a'Ay, HC
_R 1 h i
BTM=p" 013k1s—T a A’ +HC

Them ode functionsA ;) are two linearly Independent solutions ofthe H eln holtz equation.
They satisfy the Coulomb gauge condition r  Ajp, = 0. The eldshave been decom posed
Into their two transverse polarizations, chosen in soherical coordinates as the transverse
ekctric (TE), for which the radial com ponent of the displacement D vanishes, and the
transverse m agnetic (TM ), forwhich the radial com ponent ofthe m agnetic eld B vanishes.
Them ode functions A ;) and their properties are spelled out in appendix B .

A sm entioned above the quantization procedure isperform ed at an ardbitrary but constant
bubbl radius R . This inplies that although the H ibert space of the quantized system
stays always the sam e, the set of base vectors spanning it changes wih R. A unitary
transform ation from the base at radius R to the one at radius R ° exists .n principle, but is
hard if not inpossibl to nd explicitly. So the bubbl radiis R serves as a param eter In
traversing a continuous sequence of bases, and in a strict notation the photon annihilation
and creation operators and the photon eigenstates should be supplam ented by a labelR .
The vacuum or ground state ofthe eld isde ned by

a, R) jO;Ri= 0; h0;R jO;Ri=1;
single-photon states are w ritten as

jke;Ri= &Y R) jO;R1; hkg;R JkoRi= (k%) oo
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tw o-photon states are denoted by

0
Jke;k%iRi= alY R)al .’ R) jO;R1;
PkoikoiR 3biliRi= &k 1D o &° D) s+ & D) o & D o5

and so on for all higher photon num ber states.

3 TWO-PHOTON EM ISSION IN FIRST-ORDER PER—
TURBATION THEORY

The evolution of the state vector j i of the photon eld is govemed by the Schrodinger
equation

d
i—Jji= + H ; j i 31
o’ HoR) R; )13 @a1)
where, according to the Ham iltonian @ §) derived in appendix A,
!
12 . b2 _,
Ho = 5 d’r T+B H (3.28.)
Z 3 " l
H = d’r © "B (32b)

and R- is the velocity of the bubbl surface.

For the present pumposes antisym m etrization of the operator product m H can be
dispensed with. W hat w illbe extracted from the m ode expansion of O * B ), are products
oftw o photon creation operatorsa; a;o w hich induce tw o-photon transitions from the vacuum .
Since, however, creation operators com m ute m utually, operator ordering is nessential.

To describe the sonolum inescence process by the Ham itonian (32) means to ignore
variations of the refractive index due to the periodic com pression ofthe water in the vicinity
of the bubbl. This is a crude but Innocuous approxin ation as long as the energies of the
phonons excited In the water stay below those of the em itted photons.

Initially the photon eld is in its vacuum state while the bubble is at rest and has som e
radiis R . A s discussed at the end of the preceding section, the photon eigenstates depend
param etrically on the radiisR ofthe bubbl. Hence the initial condition forthe state vector
j 1reads

J ()i= iR )i: 33)

T he integration of the Schrodinger equation (3.]) poses a non-trivial problm since stan—
dard m ethods ofperturbation theory cannot be applied. The H am iltonian H ( cannot
be treated as an ordinary perturbation because H aswellasH o depend on the param eter
R . The established way of dealing w ih slow ly param eterdependent H am iltonians is the
adiabatic approxin ation P7]. However, the standard adiabatic approxin ation requires the
know ledge of the com plkte set of eigenfiinctions of the Ham iltonian for any allowed valie
of the param eter. In the present case only the eigenfunctions of part of the H am ittonian,
nam ely those ofH o, areknown. Hence w hat is required isa jadicious com bination of standard
perturbation theory and the standard adiabatic approxin ation; needed is a theory that is
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capabl ofdealing both w ith a perturbative Interaction H am iltonian and w ith a H am iltonian
depending on a slow Iy varying param eter.

Follow ing the adigbatic theory by Pauli P7], one starts w ith the elgenvalue equation for
the unperturbed Ham iltonian H (, solved for all possibl values of the param eter R

HR)PR)1I=E,R)NR)L; 34)

where B, R) isthe nth eigenvalue and 1 R )i the corresponding eigenvector. Here n is just
a label; the eigenvalue spectrum need not be discrete. In general the kevels can bemultiply
degenerate, so that 7 R)1 In fact stands for a whol subspace of orthonom al eigenvectors
to the sam e eigenvalue E,, R ). W here degeneracy m atters i w ill be explicitly indicated by
states N°R )i also belonghgto E, R ).

D i erentiating B4) with respect to R and calculating the overlap with a state lm R )J

one obtains
hrn'@HO"+E hn'@ ni @Enhn"+Ehn'@ ni
i o i= — i a iz
Ter 7' g T er Jr &

T hus, provided no levelcrossing occurs, £ ifform 6 n sE;, R) E, R) isdi erent from
zero for allpossbl R, as i willbe the case in the present application, one has

tm e 1 - @H,
i = B
r T B, B, "er

hi form 6 n: 3.5)

Seeking a solution ofthe Schrodinger equation 3.), one expands the wavevector j ()i
Into the eigenvectors of the instantaneous H ¢ R (t))

e
J i= TR O®)IMR ©))] ©1i: (3.6)

n
Then the Schrodinger equation (3.]) becom es

" ! L #
£ S @Rhn"+"' @hn" £ E,himj i+ H hinj i]
i —Hhi — i+ ipi — i = i il ;
@Rfﬂ at J J1 et J n UM ] himj ;

n n

which by taking the scalar product w ith an eigenstate Im jis tumed into
£ Q Q £
ilrnjjhnj@—thi+ i&hnjiz E,ohm3j i+ m JH hinj i:

n n

From here, application of the relation J) yields
%

Q Q
i—mji E,lm3ji+ i m% im 33— %
@t mOCEmCJ:Em) @R
£ 0 mji . eH,, ¥
= i hm 3 Thi+ m JH hinj i;

n mhém) En En @R n

where the sum over m ° takes states degenerate with m into account. Since eventually the
transition probability jm j if and not the transition am plitude lm j i w ill be of physical
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Interest, one can gauge away the second tem on the left-hand side of the above equation by

de ning
Z t

mji=g exp 1 d En() ; @.7)
to
one nds
@ 3 @
oy G, obm — 30 %
et mOE_ o0=En) @R
£ 0 Z
(o QHo | .
= m 3 i i d N
n M6ém) En Em J@R e to CE )
£ Z ¢
i cmjH hiexp i d Eq E.) (3.8)
to

n

which is the key ormula for the present approxin ation m ethod. If it were not for the tem
containing H , this expression would lead to m erely the standard adiabatic approxin ation
(cf. for instance ref. P§]). I should be noted that both tem s on the right-hand side of
@) are of the sam e order, namely ?!; the m atrix elem ent of @H (=RR ismultiplied by ,
and H is iself of order

The initial condition (83) for the wave function j i transhtes into the ollow ng nitial
conditions for the coe cients ¢y, (t) de ned by (.7)

@) =17 Gnso ()= 0: (3.9)

A s soon as the bubbl starts m oving, i the interface velocity (£ > tp) beocom es di erent
from zero, the rate of change ofthe g, isnon-zero, as described by eq 8.d). Fortinest> t,
one has ¢ (b) land gieoft) = O () or higher. Hence, working only to rst order n ,
one has to retain only the vacuum state in the summ ation over n on the right-hand side of
eq B9.

H andling the tin edependence of the energy eigenvalues E,, requires special care. Fora
cavity, ke the bubbl in the present problem , one has two lin iting cases. The rst is that
the cavity walls are very poor re ectors; then it is convenient to label the cavity m odes by
w avenum ber or energy as these are adiabatically conserved. H ow ever, ifthe cavity hasa very
high Q value, ie. is close to perfectly re ecting, the number of nodes of the eigenfunction
w il be the adiabatically conserved quantity and not the wavenum ber. The probability of
re ection from an Interface of a medium of refractive index n w ith the vacuum is given by
M 1)>=(n+ 1)2. Foran airwater interface in the visble spectrum wheren = 13 this Jeads
to a re ection probability of less than 2% . Hence the bubblk is a poorquality caviy and
the energy eigenvalues are adiabatically conserved. This justi es the use of wavenum bers for
the labelling of elgenstates.

Since H, and hence @H (=GR, and H are quadratic in the elds, the only transitions
they can induce from the niial vacuum state lead to two-photon states, whenoe to rst
order n [RJ] the system ofdi erential equations (§.8) forthe coe cients ¢ , reduces to

Qg @

—+ hO;R3—9P;Ri= 10;RjH P;R1; 310

ot J@RjJ i JH P;R1 (310a)
@Ckko 1 @

H i+ ! . . i+
e 1+ 'Ohk;kO;R 1—@RO P;RieTIE ) kORI H P;Rie T IE B L (310p)
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The st equation is ofno special interest, but the second equation w ill readily provide the
solution of the problem posed | the perturbative description of the photon creation by the
m oving bubble surface. A coording to (3.]) the transition am plitude from the vacuum into a
tw o-photon state is given by

hk;kGR S 1= qooln) e 10 @) (3.11)

and the Initial vacuum evolves into the state
121 Z o
j i= PiRit - ) dk 1 dk’ o) e HFIE ) kR 312)
The factor 1/2 takes care of the identical photon states k;k%Ri = %%k;Ri, not to be
double counted.
It rem ains to evaluate the two m atrix ekments in eqg BI0H). W ith Hy asin 24) one
nds for the rst
I

0., -GHo .1 1 2 Oup = 2 202 .
hk;k ,'Rj@R P;Ri= > 1 ) R d hk;k5RIDZ+ nE; P;,Ri; (313)
in the obvious notation E, = € ;E ). Deriving this, one should bear n m ind that H,

depends on R both through " R ) and through the discontinuity ofDy = © ;D ).
W ith H asin (J2b] the second m atrix elem ent in (3.10b]} reads

z
1
hk;k%R 3 H P;Ri= 1 — drik;k%RI0 2 B),.P;Ri: (3.14)
r R
A s photon states are eigenstates of H 3, one can w rite

it + 19hk;k%RI0 ~ B) . PRE

hk;k%GRI1H ;O ~ B) IP;R1

hk;k%R j@Et O ~B).P;Ri: 345)

to rstorderin . In furtherm anijpulating this expression, one can m ake use ofthe classical
energy-m om entum conservation law in a bulk dielectric

&(DAB)i+ rsTH9=10; (3.16)

w here the stresstensor in them edim is given by
!

o D D ; 1 D ? 5

Since the photon eld is a non-selfinteracting eld In M inkow ski space, there is no doubt
that this conservation law is valid also quantally. U sing this and the above relation 319),
one can rew rite (3.14)

k;k%RJ H P;Ri= 1

1 3 O = ri .
T 10 1 ? Rdrhk,'k;Rjro P;Ri:
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Applying G auss’ theorem Jads to
I

.10, 5 . L J R2 i .1 O, I Al .
hk;k5RJ H P;Ri= i 1 d hk;k%RITTP;RA
1+ 10 n? '
— . R2 1 ! 0 l 2 2 DJZT 2 2. .
= l! R 1 ; d hk;k ;R 35 n°E . _n2 + B, B: P;Ri: (318)

Inserting @13) and 31§) into the expression (3I0H) one nds for the tin ederivative
of the transition am plitude between the vacuum and a two-photon state %;k%

; I
(cron 1 RZEtHIE 0 0.0 1 2 2 2 :
at = 1 ; 2 T4 10 d hk;k5RJ l+; Dy By+B,;Ri:

C om parison w ith the force operatorF . given by eq. (CJ) uncovers the relation of the photon
creation to the pressure on the bubble; @g =@t can be reexpressed as

@g‘t}‘o = !Oei“+“’>(t ©) He; k%GR 9F, P;Ri: (3.19)
Thisisa truly rem arkable result as it exposes the uctuations ofthe radiation pressure asthe
origin ofthe photon-pair creation . A sdescribed by eq. (L) orthem ean-square deviation of
the force, the uctuationson a stationary m irror are tied In w ith the excitation ofvirtualtwo-
photon states. The non-uniform ) m otion of a m irror or a dielectric Interface m akes these
virtual states becom e real, which has been explained in the two paragraphs follow ing eg.
(L) and is shown m anifestly by eq. §19). The uctuation-dissipation theorem underlies
this connection; it how ever predicts only the dissipative force acting on the m oving interface
and not the photon-creation am plitude. Hence, the uctuation-dissipation theoram cannot
supersede the above derivation, but is nevertheless a usefill check on it ].
The integration of eq. 3.19) is com plicated by the fact that the force m atrix-elem ent
dependsparam etrically on R and therefore on tin e. Fom ally, the transition am plitude reads

Z ¢

Qo (6) = ()el® 0 B HokGR ()FF L PR ()i (3.20)

P+ 10 g
The m atrix elem ents of the foroe operator, which is given by J), are calculated by ex—
panding theD and B elds into nom alm odes as detailed in section 2 and appendix B.An
unsophisticated calculation yields

, , n 1 P—X (1)
Prsikeg/RIF PR (ML = — 1 — !!0‘m ST TR ST KD 5
n (0]
“(+ 1) 3 kR) FkR)+ kR 3 &R)P KR 5 &R)T
YY" )Y K9 ; @ 21a)
_ , n 1 P—X (1)
hkry jky ;RIF: PR ()i = > 1 — !!0‘m g™ lg)ys™t™ 1 OW
n (@]
kkR?2 (+1) F&R)FIKR)Y" RK)Y® KY; 321b)

Hkry ;K3 ;RIF, ;R ()1 = 0 (3210)
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TE;TM

w here the nom alization constants S. ' k) are as given n egs. B9 and B9).

T he probability of creating a photon pair in them ode *;k% from the initialvacuum state
is given by the m odulus square of the am plitude guo, eq. §20), featuring the above m atrix
elem ents of the force operator. T he state of the photon  eld is speci ed by eq. I12). Hence
G0 carries all inform ation one needs to detem Ine the expectation values of all interesting
observables, egpecially the total radiated energy and the spectral density, which are the
sub Ect of the follow Ing section.

4 RADIATED ENERGY AND SPECTRALDENSITY

A's Piyo (B) F is the probability of creating a photon pair in the m ode k;k%, the totalenergy
of the photons radiated by the bubbl Interface during one acoustic cycle reads
121 21 Z
w=- d &k k¢ + 1) doed]; (41)
2 0 1 1
where T isthe period ofthe sound eld. Inserting co (£) from 32() and (321) one obtains
forw
(n2 1)2Z1 Z 3 110 27 Z 1

W=-——0" " 4 d°~—— 4 d° 0 ettt
8 2n? o 0 P+ 19 o 0 (1 (De

%)

=K;kSR ()R (D) ; @2

w ith the auxiliary function = de ned as

%
= K;kGR ( ;R (9) = @Y+ 1)

=1
n

sh?E "RR()STE TR (NSTE KR () STE L TKR (1Y) .
CHDHKR () FER(ON+ KR () FKR(NPKR () &R (NI
h‘(‘+ 15 KR (9 3 6R (D + KR (9 368 (NPER (O 5 &R (NP
+ 83" kR (1)) s li(]?f“ )) s l<1<R(io>>s?M "R (%)
KkR2() (+ 1) kkR*(9Y) (+1)
FER (N FEKR(NDFIKR (D FER (g ; 4.3)

and the nom alization factors ST =" ! (k) as given by egs. B89 and 9.

A spectrom eterm easures the single-photon spectrum , which by sym m etry is isotropic for
a sphericalbubble. T he quantity of interest is therefore the angle-integrated spectral density
radiated during one acoustic cycle,

z. I Z
P()=1!> dt d 4 k% Jauo © F ; 4 4)
0 1
w hich becom es
A 0 A Z
(n2 1)2 2 ! 0 ! * ' 0 0y di(t+10 0
P(l)y= ——— 1 [ — d d it+ 1Y) ( )
¢) 4 2p2 0 '+ 192 o 0 () (e

=Kk;kGR ()R (D) : @5)
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Theman di culy in calculating the radiated energy W and the spectrum P (!) is the
evaluation ofthe auxiliary finction = . To nd an analytical approxin ation for= isa rather
laborious task.

F irst, note that both W and P (!), egs. ) and {3J), contain a prefactor @*  1)?
multiplying =, so that they vanish In the Imitn ! 1, asthey should; In this lim it there is
no dielectric interface to produce radiation. This justi es an expansion around n= 1 In =,
which to rst order does nothing but reduce the nom alization factors S TEAM 14 @) to
1, by virtue ofeq. B1Q); otherw ise = is independent ofn.

In the present application the argum ents ofthe B essel finctions In = are generally greater
than 1, partly appreciably much greater, so that expansions for Bessel functions of an all
argum ents are of no use here. As the summ ation over the index ' runs up to In nigy,
the sum will be dom inated by tem s for which argum ent and index of each of the Bessel
functions are com parabl in m agnitude. Hence D ebye’s uniform asym ptotic expansion has
to be em ployed (cf. 4] omulae 9.3.3 and 9.3.7). So, for nstance, one obtains in the regin e
X M+ 1=2)

1 1

&) ! — p=————— oos( tan —)
sec tan 4
and s
. 0 tan .
k&I ! —— sin( tan —);
sec 4
w here the abbreviations M+ 1=2) and x sec  have been introduced.

W ih the help of the above asym ptotic approxin ations and by tuming the sum m ation
over ‘ into an integration one can derive that = behaves approxin ately ke kk®R ( )R ( 9
in the short-wavelengths regin e, ie. when the photon wavelengths are shorter than the
m ininum bubbl radius. Num erical investigation of the behaviour of = con m s this and
yields

= 146kkR ()R () : 4.6)
Em ploying this approxin ation one can Integrate the expression {£J) orW and cbtainsafter
a short calculation:
m*> 1> 1 “Tt  @R?()

W =116 o7 480 . d TR() (): @4.7)

O ne of the Interesting consequences of this result is that the dissipative force acting on
the m oving dielectric interface can be seen to behave lke R? “ (t) + tem s with lower
derivatives of ). This dependence tallies w ith resuls of calculations for frdictional forces on
m oving perfect m irrors (see esp. BQ)); the disspative part of the radiation pressure on a
m oving dielectric orm irror is proportional to the fourth derivative of the velocity.

The expression {4.]) indicates also that any discontinuity n =~ © (t) or low er derivatives of

unavoidably keadsto a divergence n W  (and also in the spectraldensity P (!)). E specially,

one is not pem ited to assum e a step-function pro k OrR () during the collapse of the
bubbl, since this would give the physically m eaningless result of in nite photon production,
which is not salvageabl by a cut-o or any other arti cial reqularization [L3].

W hat produces the m assive burst of photons from a collapsing sonolum nescent bubble
is the tum-around of the velocity at them Inimum radius ofthe bubbl. There the velocity
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rapidly changes sign, from oollapse to reexpansion of the bubbl. This m eans that the
acceleration is peaked at thism om ent and so are higher derivatives of the velociy.

In order to estin ate the total energy radiated during one acoustic cycle, one can use the
approxin ation {.4) to rew rite the expression {@J) as

(n? 1)221d , BT @r?()

— e 48
960 2n? o 0 e @

W = 1:16

where isthe sum of the photon frequencies In a pair. AsW is a functional of the tin e~
dependent radius R (t), one has tom odelR (t) appropriately in order to be able to obtain a
num ber forW . At the collapse of the bubble the fnction R (t) has a sharp dip; hence it is
reasonable to adopt the m odelpro ke

1
2 _ 2 2 2
R*®=R; Ry Ry =)t 1

4.9)
for the tin edependence of the bubblk radiis. Figure 1 illustrates R 2 (t) for various values
of the param eter which describes the tin escale of the collapse and reexpansion process.
The shorter the faster is the tum-around of the velocity at m ininum radius and them ore
viclent isthe collapse. In the gure ishalfofthe width ofthe dip halfway between R S and
R2Z . . In this sin ple m odel the total radiated energy {@.§) reads in SIunits

(4.10)

E xperim ental data on sonolum inescent bubbles [{] suggest that R 10m and R 4
05 m are sensbl valuesto assume. W ith n 13 one obtains

W =18 10¥J for 1f5; @11)

which corresponds roughly to the experin entally observed am ount of energy perburst. Calk
culating the radiated spectral density in the sam e m odel gives
2 2
P(!)=1:16%£ RZ R2,  1%e?': (412)

T his is one of the m ost in portant end—resuls of this calculation, as it exhibits the same !
dependence asbladk-body radiation. Equating the exponent In (414) toh! =kT one derives
that a tum-around tine of 1fs corresoonds to a tem perature of around 4000K . This is
however jist a very crude estin ate, as a lot of sin pli cations and approxin ations have been
m ade In proceeding from @J) to @I13); in general, the finctional dependence of P on !
w ill not be as sin pl, although its overall behaviour is as characterized by eq. @13).

Them aprproblem in the above derivation is that the approxin ation (4.4) is good only
at photon wavelengths that are sn aller than the bubbl radius R, ie. when all products
kR and kR are greaterthan 1. Once kR reaches down to the order of 1 or even below , one
has to expect resonances of the photon wavelengths w ith the bubbl radiis. An exploration
of any such resonance e ects requires taking Into acoount the fiilll kR dependence of the
auxiliary integral= in eq. {J), which is fairly di cul even num erically.
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The results of a com puter sinulation of a m odel like the one speci ed by §.9) with
Rop=45m,Rypn = 3m,and = 1l0fsare shown in gures 2 and 3. Comparing these
w ith the values of P predicted by eq. {@13J), one sees that the num erical resuls show an
enhancem ent ofabout a factor 1000 in P relative to the analytical approxin ation. T hisisdue
to resonant behaviour n {@.9), since Ry, 1, is not any m ore appreciably much larger than the
wavelength of the observed light. Num erical studies n the regine kR i < 1 are hindered
by substantial expense in com putation tin ; work by the present author is in progress B11.
One can expect to see an even greater enhancam ent in P over the predictions of eq. {4.13)
for what are believed to be realistic values of R, i, ie. values around 0:5 m . Thus, one can
presum ably substantially relax the requirem ent on how an allthetum-around tine between
collapse and reexpansion of the bubbl has to be In order for the present theory to yield
the experim entally cbserved num ber of photons. The crude m odel that led to the estin ate
@ 11) would demand  to be as short as 1f5, if it were to account for the experin ental data
for the sonolum inescence of an air bubble in water. T he num erical calculation resulting In
the gures 2 and 3 suggests that 10fs is fully su cient; calculations orR i, an aller
than 3 m willm ost lkely require m erely 100fs:::10ps, which is closer to what one
expects this tim escale to be on physical grounds.

The features seen In the spectrum In  gure 2 seem to be due to resonances between
photon wavelengths and bubbl size, but again, extensive num erical studies are needed to
explre them [BJ]]. Comparison of the gures 2 and 3 makes it very clear that plotting
data over photon wavelength rather than frequency tends to conceal such features; it m ight
therefore be bene cial to plot experin ental data over photon frequency aswell.

G ven the tim edependence of the bubblk radius R (t), one can In principle, technical
di culties aside, predict the sonolum inescence soectrum radiated by the bubbl from egs.
#3) and {#3). The next section summ arizes the questions answered by the theory of
quantum vacuum radiation and spells out som e of the as yet unanswered ones.

5 SUMMARY AND CRITICAL REFLECTION

5.1 Successfully resolved issues

51.1 Results for the spectral density and restrictions on the turn-around
tin e
T he resuls of the previous section seem in concord w ith the experim entally observed facts
In sonolum inescence. Know Ing the tin edependence of the bubbl radius R (t) one can
evaluate the radiated spectral density from egs. $.9) and {43). The analytical estin ate
@ I1) for the total energy radiated during one acoustic cycle and the resuls of num erical
calculations presented In  gs. 2 and 3 show good qualitative and quantitative agreem ent
w ith the experim ental data E]. The function R (t) has been m odelled by a dip, as w ritten
down in eq. 49) and made visualin g. 1. The width of this d is characterized by
the In portant param eter , whose physical signi cance is that it is a m easure of the tin e~
scale of the tum-around of the velocity between the collapse and the reexpansion of the
bubble. Tom odelthe experim entally ocbserved data on the basis ofthe num erical calculations
worked through so far, this tum-around has to happen in about 10fs. Further num erical
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analysis ofegs. @) and @J3) in the regin e where the radiated photon wavelengths get in
resonance w ith the bubble size can be anticipated to relax this requirem ent to a tum-around
tin e of roughly 100fs:::10ps, which seem s quite realistic. Unfortunately, it is notoriously
di cul to determ ine experin entally, as it is arduous to m easure the bubbl radiis close
to the collapse; the laser light that is used to detem ine the bubbl radiis by m eans of

tting the scattering data to the M ie theory, is then most lkely re ected by the shodk—
wave front propagating through the water rather then by the actualbubble surface []]. Tn
addition, one m ight also have to take into acoount that the bubbl shape deviates, perhaps
even substantially, from spherical. A lthough this does not a ect the present theory of the
radiation m echanisn to any discemible extent, since the spectrum ofthe vacuum uctuations
isknown tobea ected by the shape only to higherorder [B3], it w illnoticeably alterthe light—
scattering properties so that the M e scattering theory is no longer applicablk. N evertheless,
the currently available experin ental data seem to suggest that lies somewhere in the
interval 1001s: : 10ps[i].

512 Them alproperties of the spectral density

The sim ilarity of the ocbserved photon spectrum to a black-body spectrum has its origin
In the fact that the photon radiation em erges in coherent pairs. To cbtain the single-
photon spectrum , which is the one m easured in spectral analyses, one has to trace over one
photon in the pair, as done by integrating over k° in eq. ¢4). This process of tracing
is known to engender them al properties of the sihglephoton soectrum , even though the
originaltw o-photon state was a pure state and one hasdeal w ith zero-tem perature quantum

eld theory throughout RI]]. In other words, it is the particular correlations w ithin the
radiated photon pairs that engender the therm aHike properties ofthe soectrum , and them al
processes are com pltely ndependent ofthisand iIn the case of sonolum nescence presum ably
ofno signi cance whatsoever.

5.1.3 Features in the spectrum

Features In the otherw ise am ooth experin ental soectra can be explained by a com bination
of three things:

(1) Resonance e ects In the radiation m echanisn occur when the size of the bubblke R (t)
and the photon wavelengths are ofthe sam e order of m agnitude. T he features seen in the
num erically calculated spectraldensity In  gure 2 are due to higherorder resonances of this
kind where theR isan Integerm uliple of ; fordirect resonances one expectsm uch stronger
e ects. G eneral predictions for such features can hardly be m ade as their detailed qualities
are determ ined by the tin edependence of R, which leads over to the next point.

(ii) Choosing gases other than air for the bubble contents leadsto a m odi ed dynam ics of
the bubbl surface, as gas solubilities In water vary; but even a slightly di erent R (t) around
the collapse w ill change the structure ofthe resonance e ectsbetween and R, which iswhy
one expects a strong dependence of the sonolum nescence soectra on the gas that saturates
the water, as indeed observed in experim ents [L1, [33].

(ii1) The experim entally seen features in the spectrum m ight Jjust as wellbe caused by
dispersion, ie. the dependence of the refractive lndex n on the photon frequency ! . A s long
asn dependsonly weakly on !, one can replacen by n (! ) in egs. @J) and {@I13) by virtue of
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adiabaticity. This explains that the experim ental data show features at frequencies close to
the vibration—otation excitations of the water m okecule 1. E specially, one can expect this
to be the dom Inant e ect in the spectra ofm ultibubbl sonolum Inescence, as the resonances
discussed under (i) above w ill average out ifbubbles grow and collapse In a random m anner.

514 P redicted pulse length

Apart from predicting the radiated spectrum , the theory ofquantum vacuum radiation solves
several conosptual problem s that previous theordes have not been able to deal w ith satis-
factorily. M ost In portantly, the present theory has no di culty in explaining the extram e

shortness of the em itted light pulses; their duration is detem Ined by the param eter de-
scribing the tum-around tim e at the collapse and the tim e it takes for the uctuations to
correlate around the bubbl. A s the latter is on the scale of m erely one or a few fem tosec—
onds, isthe decisive quantity. T hus one expects the pulse length to lie between 100fs and
10ps, which tallies w ith the experin ental ocbservations.

515 Absence of radiation in the UV

Another m a pr question that is successfilly answered by the present theory concems the
absence of radiation below the absorption edge ofwater at around 180nm . W ater has essen-
tially no polarizability below this wavelength, so that the realpart of its refractive index is
very close to 1. Hence them echanisn ofexciting vacuum uctuations into realphoton pairs
is noperative below 180nm ; no radiation is em itted and no radiation has to be reabsorbed.
T his explains the absence of any m acroscopically discemible e ect on the water by the large
am ounts of absorbed light predicted by theories of black-body radiation or brem sstrahlung
(ct. Sec. IA).

52 Suggested experin ents

Thinking about experin ents that distinguish the present from other theories of sonolum i
nesoence, one quickly comes up with two relatively sin ple ones. One is to look for pho—
tons em itted In the X —ray transparency w indow ofwater [B4]; both the black-body and the
bram sstrahluing theories predict a perosptible am ount of photonsw ith wavelengths of around
1A , whereas the present theory denies any photon am ission at such short wavelengths since
the polarizability of water is essentially zero for X ways, ie. m 1) 0.

T he second presum ably easily set up experin ent is to force the bubble into an elongated
rather than spherical shape by using piezoelectric transducers on two or all three axes and
to exam ine the angular distrbution of the em itted light. For such a case the present theory,
unlike others, predicts an anisotropic intensity; the num ber of photons radiated Into a given
direction is roughly proportional to the crosssection of the bubbl perpendicular to that
direction. T hus, ifthebubble is spheroidal rather than spherical during the radiation process,
one expects anisotropy.
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53 A genda and open questions

The m ost in portant point still to be attended to is to extend the num erical calculations of
the spectraldensity @) down to realisticm ininum bubble sizes of onem icron or less B1]1.
Thiswillallow one to m ake m ore precise statem ents as to the tum-around tine required
to produce the experim entally observed num ber ofphotons (cf. Sec. A 1) and to explore the
e ects of resonances if the bubbl size is com parabl to the photon wavelengths (cf. Sec. A
3).

Another e ect to be studied In detail is the photon radiation produced by the rapid
variation of the refractive ndex of water due to the rapidly varying com pression around the
outside of the bubbl @]. P relim nary estin ations have shown that this m echanisn is of
secondary in portance for the sonolum inescence problem ; to understand the principle of it
m ight, however, be useful in view of other applications.

An academ ic, but nevertheless Interesting question to ask is where the photons actually
areproduced. A m odelcalculation fora one-din ensionalm oving dielectric 1ling a halfspace
[9] has indicated that, although the em ission of this kind of quantum vacuum radiation
depends on the existence of a m oving interface between two m edia of di erent refractive
Indices, the photonsdo not com e directly from the interface but from w ithin a certain vicinity
of i, as suggested also by physical ntuition. However, inconsistencies between where the
photons are produced and which the support of the radiation pressure on the dielectric is,
are buried in the assum ption of a perfectly rigid dielectric.

T he hydrodynam ics of the bubbl has been considered as given in the present work; is
theory has been quite successfully established []. However, especially in view of relaxing
restrictions on the velocity and the acceleration of the bubble surface in that theory and
of scrutinizing the bubble dynam ics at the m om ent of collapse, the in portant role of the
back-reaction ofthe photon radiation onto the bubble should be recognized. T hem om entum
Joss due to the radiation proocess m ight have a signi cant e ect on the bubbl. W hik the
em ission lasts the equations m otion of the liquid-gas Interface will be supplem ented by a
frictional force which is roughly proportional to the fourth derivative of the velocity of the
interface, as discussed Just below eq. @.]).

O ne of the puzzlks that ram ain is why stabl sihglebubbl sonolum inescence is seen
only In water, although multibubble sonolum nescence has been observed In a variety of

uids. The present author’s con ecture is that the reason for this is buried in the unusual
properties of gas solubility of water, which consoire w ith hydrodynam ic m echanisn s to
lead to a exosptionally sharp and violent collapse of a driven bubble. In other uids such
conditions m ight be reached at random , but not in a regular fashion to produce radiation
from stably m aintained bubbles.

54 Credo

To close a conceptual ram ark m ight be appropriate. At rst sight, the idea that the burst
of photons seen In sonolum nescence has its origih in the zero-point uctuations of the
electrom agnetic eld m ight seem utterly strange, as one tends to think of low -energy photons
em itted from m aterialm edia as com Ing from atom ic transitions. P ondering on this, one has
to adm i that all we really know is that photons com e from som e kind of m oving charge
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or, eld-theoretically speaking, from the coupling to a fefrm ion eld. A s we structure our
thinking, we arem ost Inclined to consider atom s as the basic entities ofallm aterials and try
to explain all physical phenom ena on this basis. H owever, there is no reason for so doing;
we are com plktely at Iberty to m entally regroup these charges in a varety ofdi erent ways
and should choose whichever is m ost appropriate for the problem at hand. In the case of
sonolum Inescence atom s are obviously not the basic entities to be considered, since atom ic
transitions are about a thousand tim es slow er than a sonolum inescence pulse. H ere the basic
structure of the m edium w ith respect to the radiation process is m ost suitably thought of
as an assambly of dipoles wih a certain dielkctric response. This point of view enables
one to oconsider the cooperative regponse of the charges to the zeropoint uctuations of
the electrom agnetic eld, and quantum vacuum radiation em erges as a consequence quite
naturally.
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APPENDIX A:HAM ILTONIAN FOR A DIELECTRIC
IN UNIFORM M OTION

T he standard way of deriving a Ham iltonian is to proceed from a Lagrangian density. The
Lagrangian density for a hom ogeneous dielectric m oving rigidly and uniform Iy is a function
of the diekctric constant " of the medium and of the velocity ofthe medium relative to
the fram e of the cbserver;
L=L("):

Tt is uniguely detem ined by the follow ing three requirem ents:

(1) Inthelm itof = 0 it should reduce to the fam iliar Lagrangian density fora stationary
dielectric 1

D? 5
LM =0)= — B : @Al

N
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(i1) For an optically trangparent m ediim one should recover the Lagrangian density of
the vacuum , which, by Lorentz invariance, is ndependent of the velocity ;

1 1 5 5
L"=1; )= ZF F =§E B : A2)

The symbolF denotesthe eld strength tensor ofthe electrom agnetic ed,F = r A
r A .Tksdualisde ned FF = 1=2 F

(iil)) L must be a Lorentz scalar. The only true scalars that are quadratic in the elds
and that depend sokly on the eld strength F  and on the Purvelocity u ofthe m edium
areF F ,uF uF ,anduF ulF

From the above the Lagrangian density is found to be

1 "ol
L™ )= ZlF F uF ubfbF A 3)
Now the Ham iltonian can be derived by going through the canonical form alian
L
= z; A 4a)
H = A L: A 4b)
T his leads to the H am iltonian density
! ] #
B 1" 2) 2 5 " 1 R 1w 1 ( a
H_E " 2 1] +B 1] 2 ( B)+§ 1] 2 1] + ( B3 : (A5)
Substituting = D and, with a perturbative treatm ent In m ind, expanding in powers of
the velocity , one cbtains
Z "1 D2 ! | #
H = oPr5 — +B? + — © "B)+0(?) : @ 6)

This is a very natural resul; the H am iltonian for a stationary dielectric is augm ented by an
energy— uxlike correction which vanishes for a transparent m edium .

Another way of arriving at the sam e resul is to appealto the Lorentz invariance of the
M axwell theory. T he H am iltonian density must In any fram e be given by

1
H=-0 E+B H); A7)

where the elds are asm easured in this fram e. For a non-m agnetic diekctric B = H , but
the D and E elds are connected by som e non-trivial constitutive relation which can be
und by Lorentz-transfom ing the constitutive relation D = "E ° valid in the rest—fram e of
the m edium into the laboratory fram e. T here the constitutive relations read

Ex (A 8a)

Il
@)
o

1 2
E? = —(l )D')

" 2 " : "

~B (A 8b)

U tilizing these to replace E and H i egq A7) one recovers the Ham iltonian density @)
cbtained earlier by di erent m eans.
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APPENDIX B :MODE EXPANSION FOR THEHELMHOL
EQUATION IN SPHERICAL COORDINATES

TE;TM

Them ode finctionsA /7" In the expansions {2.]) are solutions of the Heln holtz equation
12"@)A k) + r2A @k)=0; ! = k3: B1)
R ew riting this equation as

1 ,1 p- ,P

P=r = "A = ! FA (Bz)

m akes cbviousthat this isthe eigenvalue equation ofthe H em itean operator (l=p My 2 (l=p m,
and hence them ode functions™ "A form a com plete set of orthogonal fiinctions.
In order to diagonalize the Ham iltonian {2.J) into the Ham iltonian @.§) of the photon
eld by m eans of them ode expansions €.7), them ode functions should satisfy the orthonor-

m alization conditions

7
TE;TM
@)

TE;TM
1)

TE;TM
@)

h i
dFre A (rik)A k) + A wkAa L™ @k = Pk k) @83
foreach the TE and the TM polarizations.

To nd the solutions of the H elm holtz equation @1]) one conveniently proceeds from the

scalar solution

= — el ifos  Jkp)+ sn cymko)]Y® QYT @) B4)

which is nom alized to behave lke a plane wave e™* =2 )32 orkr ! 1 . The phase
w illbe chosen to m eet the required continuity conditions across the surface of the bubble.
The vector eld operators nvariant under rotation arer,r , L = iIr r,andr L.
Since r fails to commute wih r ?, only the last three operators m ay be used to generate
rotation-invariant vector solutions ofthe H elm holtz equation. However, r isan irrotational
eld; only the sokenoidal eldsL and (r L) can beenplbyed for representations ofthe
transversely polarized electrom agnetic eld. ChoosingA 3y L andA  1=@k)r L
and observing the correct nom alization @) one cbtains for the m ode functions outside the
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bubble
r . N
n X e e 1 . . m ( m) m
Ag = — g——— [os « Jkr) + sh y- k)] Y" &) —Y" @) ;
“m \(\+ l) sn
TAXx et { , , o RYM @)
Aqy = — g—— [os + Jhkr)+ sn y-kn)]Y" k) (D) ——;
*m ‘N+ 1) C
A(1)1: OI
r — 1
A n X e i . . 0
ey = - S hkr cos + j(hkr) + nkr sin .+ y. (kr)]
W (1) DRE
- QY™ ()
Y" )i e
"mx  ei'i 1 , _ .
Apgy = — G hkr cos + j (nkr) + nkr sin .y (nhkr)]
m ‘(4 1) nkr
m
YY" K) (. )Ym@),
r . \ S
n X e i iM(“+ 1) ) . m m
Agr= — F— os « Jkr) + sy ko)1 YT R) Y™ @) ;
- ‘(*+ 1) nkr
B5)
and for those nside the bubble
rﬁx 1 . m ( ITl) m
Ag = — Ste——3knY" &) —Y"®);
m (+ 1)
r \
n X i QY™ @)
Agy = — S lte=——3knY" K) (1 ;
;m ‘(+ 1) e
A(l)r_ gl
n X i 1 , AL QYT @)
Ag = - Slte— = kri&oly" ®)i—; ®6)
' Y+ 1) KE @
"HoX . i 1 , 0 m (m) .
Agr= - Sle——— kriknlY" &) —— YY" ®;
) ‘(v+ 1) kr sin
r = \
T X i O+ 1)
A — S\ te—m— k) Y®R R)Y™ @) :
' (+1) Kk

Here and in the follow ing a prim e behind a bracket m eans a derivative w ith respect to the
argum ent of the spherical Bessel function. T he m ode functions for the Inside of the bubblk
have zero phase shift because the eldshave to be reqularat the origih r= 0, which excludes
any contributions from the spherical Bessel functions of the second kind y. as these diverge
for zero argum ent.

The phase shifts ~°"™ and the nom alization constants S1°"" ! are determ ined by
the continuity conditions @) across the bubbl surface at r= R . O ne ocbtanns

TE N ™

N 3
TE _ . ™ _ .
tan « _D?E ;  tan ¢ _D?M ; B7)
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and
1 1 1 !
sTF 1= . jos™ = - i B3)
(kR) ( DI® iN1F) &R) ( DTM AN M)
where 0 0
N ® = 3 kR) hkR j»nkR)] J @kR) kR j+&R)] ;
. 0 . 0
D% = y.mkR) kR 3 ®R)I' 3 kR) PkR y:(kR)] ; ®9)
. . , . 0
NT™ = 5 &kR) hkR 3 @kR)’ n? 5 @kR) kR 3+ &R)T ;
DT = n? y.kR) kR 3 &R)T 3 &R) hkR y-(kR)T :
N ote that
Tm SE‘EE;TM 1_ 1; B10)
n! 1
due to the fact that i this I i the D 1*”™ are sinpli ed by the W ronskian of the spherical
Bessel functions 1
IRV PRy &)= ek
and the N { """ obviously reduce to zero.

APPENDIX C: FORCE ON A STATIONARY D I-
ELECTRIC

T here are several ways of deriving an expression for the force applied by an electrom agnetic
eld on a dielectric body; the physically m ost Intuitive one is to consider the force asensuing

from Induced currents and surface-charge densities.
In Lorentz gauge or In Coulom b gauge w ithout firee charges the vector potential satis es

the wave equation

@ 2
— ("A- r“A =0: C1l
@t( ) Cc1)
On rew riting this equation as

A r’A=dna;

one obtains an induced current density

da= (" 1A : €2)
By continuity
@@jltw1 trodas o
one nds that the lnduced surfacecharge density is
= T " lD : Cc?3)

T herefore a stationary dielectric is acted upon by a force density

f= jndE+jindAB : (C4)
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O n integrating this density over a dielctric w ith a cavity one has to bear in m ind that the
radial com ponent of the electric eld is not continuous across the boundary. H owever, the
gradient of (" 1)="in (C3) brings about a function on the surface of the cavity, which
ismuliplied by the ekectric eld .n eg €4) for the force density. The m athem atically and
physically correct prescription is to substitute the electric eld by the average of is values
on the two sides of the boundary. Then one obtains for the radial com ponent of the force
on a soherical bubbl of radiis R

1 Rr2T 1
— — d 1+ —= D2+BZ B? B?® ; (C5)

F =
* n¢ 2 n?

w here the Integral runs over the com plete solid angle; the tangential com ponents of the force
are zero as obvious from symm etry.

Strictly speaking, the expression (CJ) is of course the force on the diekctric and not the
force on the bubble. Nevertheless, since the two are com plem entary and the force density
has -support on the boundary, ie. the force is really applied only to the interface, it seem s
reasonabl to gpeak of the force as acting on the bubble.

Another, lss palpabl and more fom al way of calulating the force density {C4) is
to proceed from the stressenergy-m om entum tensor of the electrom agnetic eld. In this
approach carem ust be taken when Interpreting form ulae, because them om entum density of
the photon eld in a dielectricm edium is sub Ect to am biguity. H owever, this issue w ill not
be addressed here as the force density is unequivocally de ned and interpretable.

The stress exerted by the elds alone, ie. the elds as In vacuum and exclusive of the
polarization elds inside the dielctric, is given by the space-like com ponents of the stress-
energy-m om entum tensor In vacuum

TH "=1)= EE; B-B-+} B2+ B?): C6)
0) =3 =3 2 1 °
In vacuum there is no doubt about the m om entum density carried by the eld; it reads
T(ig) "=1)= iEsBx; c7

which is jast the Poynting vector. O verallm om entum balance requires that the change In
the m echanicalm om entum density of the m aterdial (ie. the force density on the dielectric)
together with the change in the momentum of the elds alone €7) equal the negative
gradient of the stress C §) due to the elds,

< h i 0 w_ . — i m_

ot Mient T("=1) = rTg"=1):

T hus the force density is given by

ij

) *

_@Mrjr-lech_ @TiO

@t et~ @

A few trivialtransformm ations taking into account vector dentities and the M axwell equations
yied

fi r jT

1 1,
fj_: 1 " Brr «B; EriB +EirjEj:
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Upon Integration over the bubble the rst part of this expression is easily seen to lead to
the B dependent temm s in the foree (CJ). In order to recognize the second part one should
notethatr sE5y r E iszero inside aswell as outside the dielectric, but non—zero at the
nterface; r sE 5 gives a  function on the surface multiplied by the di erence of the outer
and the inner electric elds. Thus one recovers the induced surfacecharge density €3), the
force on which engenders the sam e D ,-dependent term as in CJ) bebre.
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F igure captions

Figure 1

Themodelpro k ofeq. 4.9) for the squared radiis at the collapse of the bubble, printed
for four di erent values of the param eter . The solid line corresponds to the function w ith
the largest

Figure 2

T he spectraldensity calculated num erically from eq. (4.5) asa function ofphoton frequency,
forthemodelpro e @9) withRy=45m,R = 3 m,and = 101fs.

Figure 3

The sam e data as In gure 2 but as a function of photon wavelength. Note that one can
barely m ake out the features that are clarly visble n gure 2.
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