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Abstract

An extended m onopoledetectoratconstantacceleration coupled to

a m assless scalar �eld is allowed to evolve quantum m echanically. It is

found thatwhilein theclassical,followed by thepointparticle,lim itthe

usualresult(Unruh e�ect)isrecovered,in thepointparticle(before the

classical)lim itthedetectordecouplesfrom thescalar�eld and therefore

the e�ectdisappears.
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I.Introduction

Hawking’srem arkablediscovery[1]thatblackholesevaporateduetoquantum

particleem ission and behaveasifthey had an e�ectivetem peratureof(8�M )� 1

with M the m ass ofthe black hole also encouraged,because ofthe equivalence

principle,the study of�eld theory in accelerated system s[2,3,4].In particularit

wasfound thata detectorwith uniform acceleration in theusualvacuum stateof


atM inkowskispace willbe therm ally excited to a tem peratureT = a=2�.

In thederivation oftheresult[5]a m assless,otherwisefree,scalar�eld (’)is

linearly coupled to a particledetector.Thisthen servesasa localized probeofthe

�eld which isassum ed to bein theM inkowskivacuum .The detectorisdescribed

by the DeW itt m onopole m om ent [6]and evolves on a trajectory of constant

acceleration. One then uses tim e dependent perturbation theory and exam ines

thetwo pointfunction ofthescalar�eld in term softhedetector’spropertim e.A

question which onecan naturally ask iswhathappensifoneconsidersdetectorsof

�nite extentwhich evolve quantum m echanically [7]. Such a m odelisconsidered

in the nextSection. W e shalluse unitsforwhich c and the Boltzm ann constant

aresetequalto unity.

II.A n Extended Q uantum M echanicalD etector

TheLagrangian density describingthe�eld ’ and itsinteraction with apoint{

likedetectorin fourdim ensionalM inkowskispace willbe given by:

L’ =

Z

d��
(4)�

x
�
� x

�
c(�)

�

Q (�)’(x
�
)�

1

2
�
��
@�’ @�’ ; (2:1)

where x�c(�) de�nes the world{line ofthe idealized classicalpoint{like detector,

Q (�) represents its m onopole m om ent at tim e � and �
(4)�

x� � x�c(�)
�

serves to

transform inertialtim eintegralsinto propertim eintegrals.
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Concerning x�c(�) it is convenient to introduce Rindler coordinates � and

� (associated with the transform ation to the accelerated fram e) related to the

M inkowskicoordinatesx0 and x3 through:

x
0
= a

� 1
e
a�

sinha�

x
3
= a

� 1
e
a�

cosha� ;

(2:2)

where the acceleration isin x3 direction and has a localvalue equalto a on the

hypersurface � = 0 and ae� a � elsewhere. In whatfollows we set � = 0 without

loss ofgenerality,further we denote by x0c and x3c the corresponding M inkowski

coordinates associated with this � = 0 trajectory. The uniform ly accelerating

classicalobserverwillthen have a path given by x0c,x
3

c (� zc),with propertim e

� and x1c(� xc)= x2c(� yc)= 0.

In Eq.(2.1)wehavetheLagrangian forthescalar�eld ’ and itscoupling to

the detector,to thiswe should add a Lagrangian forthe observerwhich leadsto

thedesired solution fortheclassicalpath x�c.A convenientLagrangian yieldingan

action whosestationarity leadsto theclassicalpath x�c is[8](itissu�cientto just

exhibitx3 � z since the acceleration isin thatdirection,and the corresponding

Lagrangians Lx, Ly along other directions are obtained by setting a = 0 and

replacing z by x,y respectively):

Lz =
m

2

��

dz

d�

� 2

+ a
2
z
2

�

=
m

2

�

_z
2
+ a

2
z
2

�

; (2:3)

wherem isthem assoftheobserverwhich issubjectto a �eld offorcem a2 z cor-

responding to an inverted harm onic oscillatorpotentialand the totalLagrangian

willofcourse be the sum ofEq. (2.3)with Lx and Ly. Furtherthe Ham iltonian

associated with Lz isgiven by:

H z =
m

2

�

_z
2
� a

2
z
2

�

; (2:4)
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which is a constant along the path. At this point we shallfurther pursue the

analogywith theharm onicoscillatorand ifwewritethetotalwavefunction forthe

three-dim ensionalm onopole detector in a factorized form  (x;�) (y;�) (z;�)

where foreach  we shalllaterconsidera gaussian wavepacket,we then obtain a

quantum Lagrangian density:

Lz = j (x;�)j
2
j (y;�)j

2

�

�

i�h 
�
(z;�) _ (z;�)�

�h
2

2m

�
�
�
�

@ (z;�)

@z

�
�
�
�

2

+
m

2
a
2
z
2
j (z;�)j

2

�

; (2:5)

which in theW KB approxim ation leadsto theLagrangian Eq.(2.3)[8].W enote

the dynam icsisassociated with the z coordinate (and notx1 � x,x2 � y)thus

again we have justexhibited the pertinentterm in the totalLagrangian density.

The corresponding term s for  (x;�) ( (y;�)) are obtained from the above by

setting a = 0 and interchanging z and x (y).

The inverted harm onic oscillator has been studied [9]and in particular the

associated G reen’sfunction K (z;�;z0;0)can be obtained from the corresponding

harm onicoscillatoronethrough thereplacem entofthefrequency ofoscillation by

ia.One then has:

K (z;�;z
0
;0)=

=

�

m a

2�i�h sinha�

� 1=2

exp

�

im a

2�h sinha�

��

z
02
+ z

2
�

cosha�� 2zz
0
�
�

; (2:6)

in which case ifone beginswith a gaussian wavepacket (z0;0):

 (z
0
;0)=

�

b�
1=2

�� 1=2
exp

�

�
(z0� z0)

2

2b2

�

; (2:7)

one willobtain:

 (z;�)=
1

�

b�1=2
�1=2

�

m a

2�i�h sinha�

� 1=2
�1=2

�
1

2b2
� i� cosha�

�1=2

� exp

�

i

�

�z
2
cosha�+

�

4b4

�

1

4b4
+ �

2
cosh

2
a�

� � 1

�
�

z
2

0
cosha�� 2zz0 � 4z

2
�
2
b
4
cosha�

�
��

� exp

�

�
�2

2b2

�

1

4b4
+ �

2
cosh

2
a�

� � 1
�

z� z0 cosha�
�2

�

; (2:8)
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where �� m a=(2�h sinha�)and:

j (z;�)j
2
=

1
�

b�1=2
�

m a

2��h sinha�

�
�

1

4b4
+ �2 cosh

2
a�

�1=2

� exp

�

�
�2

b2

�

1

4b4
+ �

2
cosh

2
a�

�� 1
�

z� z0 cosha�
�2

�

�
�
p
�
e
� �

2
(z� zc)

2

; (2:9)

where � � �=
�

b
�

1

4b4
+ �2 cosh

2
a�

�1=2�

and zc = z0 cosha�. Itisclearthatin

thelim itfor�! 1 theR.H.S.ofEq.(2.9)willtend to�(z� zc)and thissuggests

we replace L’ by:

L’ =

Z

d��
�

x
0
� x

0

c(�)
�

Q (�)j (x;�)j
2
j (y;�)j

2
j (z;�)j

2
’(x

�
)

�
1

2
�
��
@�’ @�’ ; (2:10)

where j (x;�)j2 (j (y;�)j2)isgiven by Eq.(2.8)with z0 = a = 0 and z replaced

by x (y)and leadsto �(x)(�(y))for�(a = 0)! 1 .Thusin thelim itfor�! 1 ,

�(a = 0)! 1 Eq.(2.10)leadsto Eq.(2.1).

As usual[5,6]we shallsuppose the detector has a discrete set ofinternal

eigenstates described by vectors jE i where E = 0 corresponds to the ground

state and evaluate the probability P (E )forthe detector m ake a transition from

thevacuum toan excited stateofenergy E (� �h!)whilethescalar�eld undergoes

a transition from the M inkowskivacuum to any �nalstate.One then has:

P (E )=
�
�hE jQ (0)j0i

�
�
2

Z L

0

d�

Z L

0

d�
0
e
� i(�� �

0
)E =�h

G (�;�
0
)

=
�
�hE jQ (0)j0i

�
�
2

Z L

0

dT

Z L � 2jT � L =2j

� L + 2jT � L =2j

dte
� i! t

G (t;T); (2:11)
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where,for convenience, we have considered a �nite tim e interval(0;L) for the

detector[10],de�ned � = T + t=2,�0= T � t=2 and:

G (t;T)=
�� 0
2 
0

2

�3

Z

dxdx
0
dydy

0
dzdz

0
h0j’(x;y;z;x

0

c)’(x
0
;y

0
;z

0
;x

0

c

0
)j0i

� exp
�

��
02
�

z
0
� z

0
c

�2
� �

2
�

z� zc
�2
� 


02
�

x
02
+ y

02
�

� 

2
�

x
2
+ y

2
�	

=
�� 0
2 
0

2

4�5

Z

dxdx
0
dydy

0
dzdz

0
exp

�

�

02
�

x
02
+ y

02
�

� 

2
�

x
2
+ y

2
�	

�
exp

�

��0
2
�

z0� z0c

�2
� �2

�

z� zc
�2	

(x � x0)2 + (y� y0)2 + (z� z0)2 � (x0c � x0c
0
� i�)2

(2:12)

wheretheunprim ed (prim ed)quantitiesareevaluated at� (�0)and 
= �(a = 0).

Ifwe now de�ne u = z � zc � z0+ z0c,v = (z � zc + z0� z0c)=2,p = x � x0,

q= (x + x0)=2,r= y� y0 and s= (y+ y0)=2 one obtains:

G (t;T)= �
�� 0
2 
0

2

4�5

Z

dudvdpdrdqds
exp

�

��0
2
(v� u=2)2 � �2 (v+ u=2)2

	

D � u2 � 2u�� p 2 � r2

� exp
�

�

02
�

(q� p=2)
2
+ (s� r=2)

2
�

� 

2
�

(q+ p=2)
2
+ (s+ r=2)

2
�	

= �
�� 0
2 
0

2

4�5

�

�

�2 + �0
2

� 1=2
�


2 + 
0
2

�

Z

dudpdr

exp

�

�
�2 �0

2

�2 + �0
2
u
2
�


2 
0
2


2 + 
0
2
(p

2
+ r

2
)

�

D � u2 � 2u�� p 2 � r2
; (2:13)

where D � 4

a2
sinh

2
�
a

2
(�� �0)� i�

�

and � � z c � z0c.

W e m ay now considertheintegraloverthe tim evariabletofG :

Z L � 2jT � L =2j

� L + 2jT � L =2j

dte
� i! t

G (t;T)=

= �

Z

dudpdr
a2

4

Z

dt
�� 0
2 
0

2

4�5

�

�

�2 + �0
2

� 1=2
�


2 + 
0
2
e
� i! t

�

exp

�

�
�2 �0

2

�2 + �0
2
u
2
�


2 
0
2


2 + 
0
2
(p

2
+ r

2
)

�

�

sinh a t

2
� u

+
� i�

� �

sinh a t

2
� u

�
� i�

� ; (2:14)
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where we haveinverted ordersofintegration and:

u
�
�
a

2

�

u sinhaT �
�

u
2
sinh

2
aT + u

2
+ p

2
+ r

2
�1=2�

= u
a

2

�

sinhaT �

�

cosh
2
aT +

p2 + r2

u2

� 1=2�

; (2:15)

which im pliestheexistenceofpolesat(weshallclosethecontourin thelowerhalf

plane):

t
�
= �

2�in

a
+ t

n

�
; (2:16)

where n > 0 and tn� ispurely realand isgiven by:

t
n

�
= (�1)

n 2

a
sinh

� 1
u
�
: (2:17)

On perform ing the integralwith respect to tin Eq. (2.14)using the theory

ofresiduesone has:
Z L � 2jT � L =2j

� L + 2jT � L =2j

dte
� i! t

G (t;T)= (2:18)

= �
a

2

+ 1Z

� 1

dudpdr

N
X

n= 1

(�1)n

2�4

e
�
2�n

a
!

u
+
� u

�

�
�
+
e
� i! t

n

+

(1+ u2
+
)1=2

�
�
�
e
� i! t

n

�

(1+ u2
�
)1=2

�

;

where we have om itted an integralalong the contour which does not contribute

forL largeand N isthe largestinteger� (L � 2jT � L=2j)a=2�.Further:

�
�
= �

�
�
0

�

�

�

�2
�
+ �0

�

2

� 1=2
�

2


2

� exp

�

�
�2

�
�0

�

2

�2
�
+ �0

�

2
u
2
�

2�

2
(p

2
+ r

2
)

�

; (2:19)

with:

�� =

�

1

4�2
�
b2

+ b
2
�

(�1)
n
(1+ u

2

�
)
1=2

coshaT + u� sinhaT
�2

�� 1=2

(2:20)

�
0

�
=

�

1

4�0
�

2
b2

+ b
2
�

(�1)
n
(1+ u

2

�
)
1=2

coshaT � u
�
sinhaT

�2

�� 1=2

(2:21)

�
�
=
m a

2�h

�

(�1)
n
(1+ u

2

�
)
1=2

sinhaT + u
�
coshaT

�� 1
(2:22)

�
0

�
=
m a

2�h

�

(�1)
n
(1+ u

2

�
)
1=2

sinhaT � u
�
coshaT

�� 1
(2:23)



�
= 


0

�
= �

�
(a = 0): (2:24)
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Finally,forthe transition probability Eq.(2.11)one willobtain:

P (E )=
�
�hE jQ (0)j0i

�
�
2

Z L

0

dT

+ 1Z

0

dudpdr
1

�4

N
X

n= 1

e
�
2�n

a
!

2u
�

cosh
2
aT +

p2+ r2

u2

�1=2

�

�
�
+
sin

�

! (�1)n tn
+

�

(1+ u2
+
)1=2

�
�
�
sin

�

! (�1)n tn
�

�

(1+ u2
�
)1=2

�

; (2:25)

and wenotetheappearanceofthefam iliarPlanck distribution factor.Concerning

the above expansion we note that the �rst integralm ay lead to a divergence as

L ! 1 which asusual[5]can be elim inated by considering the transition proba-

bility perunittim e,furtherweobservethattheu,p,r integrationsare�niteand

we m ay now considerthe lim itsfor�h ! 0 and b! 0.

Let us �rst consider �h ! 0,in such a lim it one has that �� ,�
0
� tend to

in�nity and the Com pton wavelength ofthe detector willdisappear from Eqs.

(2.20), (2.21) and (2.25), which willhowever rem ain a com plicated expression

which nonetheless stillexhibits a Planck distribution. The expression however

sim pli�es ifwe then consider the b ! 0 lim it (point detector),indeed in such a

case:

lim
b! 0

lim
�h! 0

�
�
= lim

b! 0

�1=2

p
2bcoshaT

exp

�

�
u2

2b2 cosh
2
aT

�

�

2b2
exp

�

�

�

p2 + r2
�

2b2

�

= �
3
�(u)�(p)�(r); (2:26)

wherewehaveom itted term sofhigherorderin (u;p;r).Thetransition probability

P (E )willthen becom e:

lim
b! 0

lim
�h! 0

P (E )=
�
�hE jQ (0)j0i

�
�
2

Z L

0

dT
!

2�

N
X

n= 1

e
�
2�n

a
!
; (2:27)

in agreem entwith previousresults[5].

One m ay now considerthe lim itb! 0,one then has:

lim
b! 0

�� = lim
b! 0

2b�� �
0

�

�

�

�2
�
+ �0

�

2

� 1=2

exp

�

�
4b2 �2

�
�0�

2

�2� + �0�
2
u
2

�

� 2�b
2
�
2

0
e
� 2b

2
�
2

0
(p

2
+ r

2
)
= 0 ; (2:28)
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where �0 = m =[�h(u2 + p2 + r2)1=2]. Since the u,p,r integralsin Eq. (2.25)are

�niteand furtherm orein thiscaseso istheT integraleven in thelim itforL ! 1 ,

one has:

lim
b! 0

P (E )= 0 ; (2:29)

thus im plying that a quantum {m echanically evolving point detector at constant

acceleration decouplesfrom thescalar�eld,which israthersurprising.

III.C onclusion

W e have considered a m assless scalar �eld coupled to a m onopole detector

which from a given tim eissubjected to a constantacceleration.Forthe detector

we considered a gaussian wavepacketwhich we allowed to evolve according to an

inverted harm onic oscillator potentialcorresponding to a constant acceleration.

On exam ining theprobability perunittim eforthedetectorto exciteitselfdueto

theabsorption ofscalarquanta,weobserved thaton �rstconsidering theclassical

lim it(�h ! 0)and then thepoint{likelim itforthedetectorwereproduced theusual

results. Ifhoweverone considersthe point{like lim it�rstthe detectordecouples

from the scalar �eld. This rather surprising result is due to the fact that once

quantum {m echanicalevolution isconsidered anotherlength entersthetheory:the

Com pton wavelength ofthedetector(letusrem em berthatwehavetaken b,m ,�h

and a asindependent).

Indeed in another,quite di�erent,situation a sim ilarresultisobtained [11].

One considers,rather than the quantum electrodynam ics ofpoint particles,the

point particle lim itofa theory ofextended particles and takes this lim iton the

quantum levelratherthan theclassicallevel.Then,in thenonrelativisticapprox-

im ation,such a m ethod leads to a vanishing self{energy and to the absence of

run{away and pre{acceleration e�ects.

One m ay also ask oneselfwhetheran approach such asthe above ispossible

for a black hole. Since black hole evaporation essentially takes place in s{waves
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one can m ake a 2-dim ensionalm odelfor a black hole and near the event hori-

zon the Schwarzschild m etric can be put in Rindler form [2,6]. Thus one m ay

hope thatsince the acceleration becom esin�nite nearthe eventhorizon itcould

com pensate the zero due to the pointparticle lim it. Howeverforthe scalar�eld

W ightm an function in twodim ension onehasalogarithm icsingularity ratherthan

a pole;usually through integration by partsone changesitto a pole,butforour

wavepacket case such an approach is considerably m ore involved. W e hope to

return to thispoint.
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