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Abstract
A n extended m onopole detector at constant acceleration coupled to
a masskss scalar eld is allowed to evolve quantum m echanically. It is
found that while in the classical, follow ed by the point particle, 1im it the
usualresult Unruh e ect) is recovered, in the point particle (pefore the
classical) lim it the detector decouples from the scalar eld and therefore

the e ect disappears.
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I. Introduction

H aw king’s rem arkable discovery [L]thatblack holesevaporate due to quantum
particle em ission and behave as if they had an e ective tem peratureof @ M ) !
with M the mass of the black hole also encouraged, because of the equivalence
principle, the study of eld theory in accelerated system s R,3,4]. In particular it
was found that a detector w th uniform acceleration in the usualvacuum state of

at M inkow ski space w illbe them ally excited to a tem perature T = a=2

In the derivation of the result [B]a m assless, otherw ise free, scalar eld (") is
Iinearly coupled to a particle detector. T his then serves as a localized probe ofthe

eld which is assum ed to be in the M inkow skivacuum . T he detector is described
by the DeW itt m onopole m om ent [6] and evolves on a trafctory of constant
acceleration. O ne then uses tim e dependent perturbation theory and exam ines
the two point function ofthe scalar eld in temm s of the detector’s proper tim e. A
question which one can naturally ask iswhat happens if one considers detectors of

nite extent which evolve quantum m echanically [/]. Such a m odel is considered
In the next Section. W e shall use units for which ¢ and the Bolzm ann constant

are sst equal to unity.

II.A n Extended Quantum M echanicalD etector

T he Lagrangian density describing the eld ’ and its interaction w ith a point{

like detector In our din ensionalM Inkow ski space w illbe given by:
1
L, = d X Xc()Q(),(X)E Qraer’; (2:1)

where x_ () de nes the world{line of the idealized classical point{lke detector,
(4)

Q () represents its m onopole mom ent at tine  and X X, () serves to

transform Inertial tim e integrals into proper tim e integrals.
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Conceming X, ( ) it is convenient to introduce R indler coordinates and
(associated w ith the transfom ation to the accelerated fram e) related to the

M inkow skicoordinates x° and x* through:

x°=2a 'e® gnha

@2)

a
x>=a lte oosha ;

where the acceleration is in x> direction and has a local value equalto a on the
hypersurface = 0 and ae ® elsswhere. Tn what llows we sest = 0 w ithout

loss of generality, fiirther we denote by x° and xg the corresponding M inkow ski

C

coordinates associated wih this = 0 trafctory. The unifom ly accelerating
classical observer w ill then have a path given by xg, xg ( zc), with proper tin e
and x{ (%)= xZ( yo)= 0.

In Eq. (2.1) we have the Lagrangian for the scalar eld ’ and its coupling to
the detector, to this we should add a Lagrangian for the observer which leads to
the desired solution for the classicalpath x_ . A convenient Lagrangian yielding an
action whose stationarity leads to the classicalpath x. is B] (it issu cient to just
exhibit x3 z since the acceleration is in that direction, and the corresponding
Lagrangians Ly, L, along other directions are obtained by setting a = 0 and
replacing z by x, y regpectively) :

m m 5 5
L,= — — +a°z" = — z2+ a"z ; 23
z > g > Z ; @2:3)

wherem isthem ass ofthe cbserver which issubfct to a eld of broem a’ z cor-
responding to an inverted hamm onic oscillator potential and the total Lagrangian
w ill of course be the sum of Eq. (2.3) with Ly and L, . Further the Ham iltonian

associated w ith L, is given by:

m
HZ=E 2_2 a® z° ; 24)



which is a constant along the path. At this point we shall further pursue the
analogy w ith the ham onic oscillator and ifwe w rite the totalw ave function forthe
three-din ensional m onopole detector in a factorized form x; ) ;) (z;)
where foreach we shall Jater consider a gaussian wavepadket, we then obtain a

quantum Lagrangian density:

L.=3 & )Ff3 i )F
2 2

ih ()~ ) 2h—m % + a5 @ )F  es)
which in the W KB approxin ation leads to the Lagrangian Eq. 2.3) B]l. W e note
the dynam ics is associated w ith the z coordinate (and not x! X, X° y) thus
again we have just exhibited the pertinent term in the total Lagrangian density.
The corresponding tem s for (x; ) ( (v; )) are obtained from the above by

setting a = 0 and interchanging z and x (y).
T he inverted ham onic oscillator has been studied [P] and in particular the
associated G reen’s function K (z; ;z%0) can be obtained from the corresponding
hamm onic oscillator one through the replacem ent ofthe frequency of oscillation by

ia. O ne then has:

K (z; ;2%50)=
1=2 .
m a im a o2 2 0
= ' ' exp —  z + z° cosha 222 ;. (2:©)
2 1ih sinha 2h sinhha

in which case ifone begins w ith a gaussian wavepacket (z%0):

0 2

1=2 (z"  zp)

%0)= b '7? exp e ; @2:7)
one w ill obtain:
1 m a 1= 1=2
(i )= 1=2 : : 1=2
b 1=2 2 ih sinha ﬁ i cosha
1
: 2 1 2 2
exp 1 z°ocosha + — — + cosh® a
4  4p
2 214
Zg cosha 2zzy 4z b* cosha
2 1
1 5 2 2
exp ﬁ 4—b4 + cosh” a z zg cosha ; 2:8)



where m a=(2h snha ) and:

m a
] (z; )T = .
3 @ )5 b =2 2 h sihha 414+ 2 osh?a 2
2 1
exp — i+ 2 cosh? a z zg cosha
¥ 4P 0
2 2
pme & =1, 2:9)
where =b g+ °? cosh?a ° and z. = z, cosha . It is clear that in

thelimitfor ! 1 theRH S.ofEqg. RI) willtendto (z z.) and thissuggests

we replace Ls by:

L= d x* x1()0o0)] & )Fj ;i )Fj @ H)F «)

@ e’ (2:10)

where § x; )¥ (3 v; )F) isgiven by Eq. 2.8) with zg = a= 0 and z replaced
by x (y) and leadsto &) ( ¢)) Pr @=0)! 1 .Thusinthelmitfor ! 1,
@=0)! 1 Eqgq. 2.10) keadstoEqg. 2.1).

A s usual (,6] we shall suppose the detector has a discrete set of intemal
eigenstates described by vectors jE i where E = 0 corresponds to the ground
state and evaluate the probability P E ) for the detector m ake a transition from
the vacuum to an excited stateofenergy E ( h ! ) while the scalar eld undergoes

a transition from the M inkow skivacuum to any nalstate. One then has:

i 7o | .
PE)= hE 0 0) 01 d  d % I JE=hg (; 9
0 0
2ZL Z L 2y 1=23 .
= hE §0 (0) 01 dar date ' Yo T); a1
0 L+2J L=2j



where, or convenience, we have considered a nite tim e interval (0;L) for the

detector [10],de ned =T + =2, °= T 2 and:

Z
0 2
0
G &T)= — dxdxodydyodzdzoho bl (x;y;z;xg) ’ (xo;yo;zo;xg ) J01i
exp 0220 222 2, Zc2 02X02+y02 2x2+y2
02 @ 2 2
- — dx dx’dydy’dzdz’exp ¥ x%+ vy 2 %24 P
2 0 02 2 2
ex z° z z  Z
P < ¢ (2:412)
® x9%2+ y y92+ z 29?2 &% x%° i)
where the unprim ed (orin ed) quantities are evalnated at  ( % and = (@= 0).
Ifwenow deneu=2z 2z 2°+20,v= @z z+2° 2)=2,p=x %,

g= x+ x9=2,r=y vy%and s= + y%=2 one obtais:

G &T) = S Z du dvdp dr dgds > v u=2? 2w+ u2)’
47 D wu?> 2u p? r
exp * @ p=2)’+ (s 1r=2)? 2 g+ p=2)2 + (s+ r=2)?
02 @ 1=2
= 4 5 2, @ 2. @
2 2 2 @
? =P ﬁlﬁ T © + %)
dudpdr D u2 2u 0?2 2 ; (2:13)
whereD % sinh® 2 ( % i and z. 20.
W em ay now consider the integral over the tim e variable t ofG :
2L 29 1n-23 .
dte it tG T) =
L+27 L=23
Z aZZ e - ilt
= dudpdrz dc RE P ﬁe
2 2 @
=P 2 4 02u2 2+ 02(92+r2)
@hi w1 amZ u 1 2a4)



w here we have Inverted orders of integration and:

a -
u EusjnhaT u? sinh?aT + w2+ p?+ 2 7
= uE sinhaT cosh”“aT + P ; (2:15)
u

which In plies the existence ofpoles at (we shall close the contour in the lowerhalf

plane):
2 in

t = + £ ; (2:16)

a
wheren > 0 and t' ispurely realand is given by:

2
= (1> shh "u : 2417)
a
O n perfom ing the Integralw ith respect to t In Egq. (2.14) using the theory

of residues one has:
Z 1 29 n=25

dte ' T T) = 2:18)
L+2 L=23
. 2 n | " "
7, ! B :
CaM L e a e ME JME
2 P o2t u o u @+u)t? @+ u?)
. _

where we have om ited an integral along the contour which does not contribute

forL large and N isthe largest integer (L 2 L=27ja=2 .Further:
1=2 2 02 2

_ 0 2 2 2 2 . (O
- — o 3 exp . o7 sz u 2(p+r) 7 2:19)
with:
1 5 1=2
= ;g tY (D a+ )P oshaT+u shhat @20)
1 5 1=2
0 - m+b2 ( D" @+ u?)™ coshaT u shhaT 221)
m a _
= o (D" @+ w7 shhaT+u coshal ! (222)
m a -
= 2o (D a+ )P smhaT u comal ! 223)
= %= @=0: (224)



F inally, for the transition probability Eg. (2.11) one w ill obtain:

) 2 n |
Z Z !
. L2 b 1 X e a
P E)= hE jO (0)jO1i dT dudpdr—; —
2 24 2 1=2
Csin (DR e sh ! (10 E o
. o 5
L+ u2)l=2 L+ u?)i=2 ’ @29)

and w e note the appearance of the fam iliar P lJanck distrioution factor. C onceming
the above expansion we note that the rst integralm ay lead to a divergence as
L ! 1 which asusual B] can be elin inated by considering the transition proba-—
bility per unit tin e, further we observe that the u, p, r integrations are nite and
wemay now considerthe Imitsforh ! Oandb! O.

Let us rst consider h ! 0, in such a lin it one has that , % tend to
in niy and the Com pton wavelength of the detector w ill disappear from Egs.
220), 221) and (225), which will however ram ain a com plicated expression
which nonetheless still exhibits a P lanck distribution. The expression however

sinpli es if we then consider theb ! 0 Ilim it (oint detector), indeed in such a

case:
1=2 2 o+
Iim Iim = lmn p=—— xXp exp —_—
Bl 0Oh! 0 ' 0° 2bcoshaT 2 cosh?aT 2P 2K
=7 @ e o; (226)

w here we have om itted temm sofhigherorderin (u;p;r). T he transition probability

P E ) willthen becom e:

2ZL R 2 n!
linm m P )= hE jQ (0) j0i dT — e a ; 227)
b! 0h! 0 0 2
n=1
In agreem ent w ith previous results [B].
Onemay now consider the Iimn it b ! 0, one then has:
1=2 4% 2 072
: _ 1 0 2
R 2 4 02 =P 2, oz ¢
2 2 .2 2
2 p2 2e P 0 E T, (228)



where o= m=h U?+ p* + r*)!7?]. Since the u, p, r ntegrals in Eq. 225) are
nite and furthem ore In thiscase so isthe T Integraleven n thelm it forL ! 1 ,
one has:

Im P E)=0; (229)
b! 0

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

acceleration decouples from the scalar eld, which is rather surprising.

IIT. C onclusion

W e have considered a m assless scalar eld coupled to a m onopole detector
which from a given tim e is sub ected to a constant acceleration. For the detector
we considered a gaussian wavepacket which we allowed to evolve according to an
Inverted ham onic oscillator potential corresponding to a constant acceleration.
O n exam Ining the probability per unit tim e for the detector to excite itself due to
the absorption of scalar quanta, we cbserved that on rst considering the classical
Im it (h ! 0) and then thepoint{like lim it forthe detectorw e reproduced the usual
results. If however one considers the point{like lim it rst the detector decouples
from the scalar eld. This rather surprising result is due to the fact that once
quantum {m echanicalevolution is considered another length enters the theory: the
C om pton wavelength of the detector (let us ram ember that we have taken b, m , h
and a as independent).

Indeed In another, quite di erent, situation a sin ilar result is obtained [11].
O ne considers, rather than the quantum electrodynam ics of point particles, the
point particle lim it of a theory of extended particles and takes this lim it on the
quantum level rather than the classical level. T hen, in the nonrelativistic approx—
In ation, such a m ethod leads to a vanishing selffenergy and to the absence of
run{away and pre{acceleration e ects.

Onem ay also ask oneself whether an approach such as the above is possible

for a black hole. Since black hole evaporation essentially takes place in s{waves



one can m ake a 2-din ensional m odel for a black hole and near the event hori-
zon the Schwarzschild m etric can be put in Rindlr form R,6]. Thus one m ay
hope that since the acceleration becom es In nite near the event horizon it could
com pensate the zero due to the point particle 1im it. H owever for the scalar eld
W ightm an function in two dim ension one has a logarithm ic singularity rather than
a pol; usually through integration by parts one changes it to a pole, but for our
wavepadcket case such an approach is considerably m ore involved. W e hope to

retum to this point.
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