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In thistalk Ishalldescribe an extension ofthe quantum -vacuum approach to sono—
Ium inescence proposed several years ago by J. Schw inger. W e shall 1rst consider
a m odel calculation based on Bogolubov coe cients relating the QED vacuum in
the presence of an expanded bubble to that in the presence of a collapsed bubble.
In thisway we shallderive an estim ate for the spectrum and totalenergy em itted.
T his latter will be shown to be proportional to the volum e of space over which
the refractive index changes, as Schw inger predicted. A fter this prelim inary check
we shall deal w ith the physical constraints that any viable dynam ical m odel for
SL has to satisfy in order to t the experim ental data. W e shall em phasize the
in portance of the tim escale of the change in refractive index. T his discussion w ill
led us to propose a som ew hat di erent version ofdynam icalC asim ire ect in which
the change in volum e of the bubble is no longer the only source for the change in
the refractive index.

2P resented by S. Liberati. To appear in the P roceedings of the \Fourth W orkshop on
Quantum Field T heory under the In uence of E xtermnal C onditions".
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1 Introduction

Sonolum Inescence (SL) is the phenom enon of light em ission by a sound-driven
gasbubbl In uidH. T he intensity of a standing sound wave can be increased
untilthe pulsations ofa bubble ofgas trapped at a velocity node have su clent

am plitude to em it picosecond ashes of light. The basic m echanisn of light
production is still controversial. W e shall start by presenting a brief sum m ary
ofthem ain experim entaldata (as currently understood) and their sensitiities
to extemal and intemal conditions. The m ost comm on situation is that of
an air bubbl In water. SL experim ents usually dealw ith bubbles of am bient
radiisR ap pient 45 m . Thebubbl is driven by a sound w ave of frequency
0f20 30 kH z. D uring the expansion phase, the bubbl radiis reachesa m axi-
mum oforderR, .x 45 m, llowed by a rapid collapse down to a m inin um

radius of order Ry, ax 055 m . The photons em itted by such a pulsating
bubbl have typical wavelengths of the order of visble light. The m ininum

observed wavelengths range between 200 nm and 100 nm . This light appears
distrdbuted w ith a power-law spectrum (W ith exponent depending on the noble
gas adm ixture entrained in the bubbl) wih a cuto in the extrem e ultravi-
olkt. If one tsthe data to a P lanck black-body spectrum the corresponding
tem perature is severaltens ofthousands ofK elvin (typically 70;000 K , though
estin ates varying from 40;000K to 100;000K are comm on). T here is consid—
erable doubt as to whether or not this tem perature param eter corresoonds to
any real physical tem perature. T here are about one m illion photons em ited
per ash, and the average totalpower released is 30 mW W 100 mW .
T he photons appear to be created in a very tiny spatio-tem poral region: of
order 10 ' m and on tin escales 50 ps (there have been claimn s that ash
duration is less than la fs, though m ore recent claim splace ash duration In
the range 50 250 psHd). A truly successfiil theory of SL m ust also explain
a whole serdes of characteristic sensitivities to di erent extermal and intemal
conditions. Am ong these dependencies the m ain one is surely the m ysterious
catalytic role ofnoble gasadm ixtures. O therextemalcondiionsthat in uence
SL arem agnetic elds and the tem perature of the water (seel).

T hese are only the m ost salient experin ental dependencies of the SL phe-
nom enon. In explaining such detailed and speci ¢ behaviour the C asim ir ap—
proach (the QED vacuum approach) encounters the sam e problem s as other
approaches have. Nevertheless we shall argue that SL explanations using a
C asim ir-lke fram ew ork are viable.



1.1 Quasistatic Casim ir m odels: Schw inger’s approach

The idea ofa \Casin ir ﬁgﬁ'ﬁg@h is due to Schw inger w ho severalyears ago
w rote a series of papers l Bl regarding the so-called dynam icalC asim ir
e ect. Considerable confusion has been caused by Schw Inger’s choice of the
phrase \dynam ical C asin ir e ect" to describe his model. In fact, his orig—
nalm odel is not dynam ical and is at best quasistatic as the heart of the
m odel lies in com paring two static Casin ir energy calculations: that for an
expanded bubbl with that for a collapsed bubble. Schw inger estim ated the
energy em itted during this collapse asbeing approxin ately equalto the change
In the static C asin ir energy. T he static C asin ir energy of a dielectric bubble
(of dielectric constant insige) In a dielectric background (of dielectric constant

outside ) is

1. 5, 1 1
Ecaviy = + - BR’K " p B +

inside outside

Here the dots stand for additional sub-dom Inant nite volum e e ects EF@E .
The quantity K is a high-wavenum ber cuto that characterizes the wavenum —
beratwhich the realparts ofthe refractive Indices drop to theirvacuum values.
Hence K is a physical cuto given by condensed m atter physics, not a requ—
larization param eter to be renom alized away. This cuto can be interpreted
as the typical length scale beyond which the notion of a continuous dielectric
medium is no longerm eanjngﬁﬂ_ﬁﬂ i @) can also be rephrased in the
clearer and m ore general form as ;E:

Z
E cavity = t 2V
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w here it isevident that the C asin ir energy can be interpreted asa di erence In
zero point energies due to the di erent dispersion relations inside and outside
the bubble. In the case 0of SL ! jhsige &) ck, !outsige k) = ck=n ork < K,
and ! gutside K) ck fork > K . In Schw inger’s originalm odel he took n
Niguia 133, R Rpax, and K 2 =400 nm !, leading to about three
m illion em ited photonsIT.
The three m ain strengths ofm odels based on zero point uctuations are:

1) The vacuum production ofphoton pairs allow s for the very short tin escales
that one requires to t data. Typically one expects these tin escales to be of
the order ofthe tin e that the zero point m odesofthe EM eld takes to be cor-
related on the bubblk scale. Roughly the light-crossing tim e for the bubbl.)
For a bubbl of radius 0:5 m icrons this tin e scale is about 1:6 fem toseconds,
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which is certainly su ciently rapid to be com patdble w ith observed ash du-
ration.

2) O ne does not need to achieve \real" tem peratures of thousands of K elvin
inside the bubble. Q uastthem albehaviour is generated in quantum vacuum
m odels by the squeezed nature ofthe tw o photon states created, and the \tem —
perature" param eter is a m easure of the squeezing, not a m easure of any real
physical tem perature ﬂ .

3) There is no actual production of far ultraviolt photons (pecause the re-
fractive Index goes to unity in the far ultraviolt) so one does not expect the
dissociation e ects in water that other m odels in ply. M odels based on the
quantum vacuum autom atically provide a cuto in the farultraviolet from the
behaviour of the refractive Index. M oreover this cuto appears to be sensitive
to the water tem perature in such a way to explain the form er describbed exper—
In ental depen cjes| this cbservation going back to Schw inger’s rst papers
on the sub gctH.

Thus one key issue in Schw Inger’s m odel is sin ply that of calculating
static C asin ir energies for dielectric sopheres. Tt m ust be stressed that there
is sfill considerable disagreem ent on this calculation. M ilton, and M ilton and
N gtd strongly crditicize Schw inger’s result. T hese points have been discussed
extensively in 11 where it is em phasized that one has to com pare two
di erent geom etricalcon gurations, and di erent quantum states, ofthe sam e
spacetin e regions. In a situation like Schw inger’s m odel for SL one has to
subtract from the zero point energy (ZPE) for a vacuum bubble in water the
ZPE for water 1ling all space. It is clear that in this case the buk tem
is physical and must be taken Into account. In the situation pertinent to
sonolum nescence, the totalvolum e occupied by the gas isnot at all conserved
(the gas is truly com pressed), and it is fartoo naive to sin ply view the ngoing
wateras ow Ing coherently from in niy (ravingvoids lled w ith air orvacuum
som ew here in the apparatus). Since the density of water is approxin ately but
not exactly constant, the in ux of water w ill instead generate an outgoing
density wave which w ill be rapidly dam ped by the viscosity of the uid. The
few phonons generated in this way are surely negligble.

PT his \false them ality" m ust not be confused w ith the very speci c phenom enon ofUnruh
tem perature. In that case, valid only for uniform ly accelerated observers in  at space, the
tem perature is related to the constant value of the acceleration. Instead, in the of
squeezed states, the apparent tem perature can be related to the degree of squeezing of
the realphoton pairs generated via the dynam icalC asin ire ect.
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12 Eberkin’s dynam icalm odel for SL

T he quantum -vacuum approach to SL was extended in the work ofE ber]ejnB .
T he basic m echanisn in Eberkin’s approach is a dynam ical Casin ir e ect:
P hotons are produced due to a change of the refractive index in the portion of
space between them inimum and the m axim albubble radiu related discus—
sion for tim evarying refractive index is due to Yablonovitchtd). T his physical
fram ew ork is actually in plem ented via a boundary between two dielectricm e-
dia which accelerates w ith respect to the rest fram e of the quantum vacuum
state. T he adiabatic change in the zero-point m odes ofthe eldsre ectsin a
non-zero radiation ux.

In the Eberlein analysis the m otion of the bubble boundary is taken into
acoount by introducing a velocity-dependent perturbation to the usual EM
Ham ilttonian:

Z ) z
3. D 2 3
dr — + B ; H= d’r

1
q = O ~B) *: ()

NI

T his is an approxim ate low -velocity resul com ing from a pow er series expan—
sion In the speed of the bubbl wall = R=c. (The bubblk wall is known to
collapse w ith supersonic velocity, values of M ach 4 are often quoted, but this
is still com pletely non-relativistic w ith 105 )

Eberlein’s nalresul for the energy radiated over one acoustic cyclk is:

Z
Wooael DT L b T EREO) @)
n2 480 & [ )
Eberlein approxin ates ni, side Nair 1 and sets Noytside = Nuwater | N.

The 1:16 is the result of an Integral is estin ated num erically.) In thism echa—
nisn them assive burst of photons is produced at and near the tum-around at
the m ininum radius of the bubbl. T here the velocity rapidly changes sign,
from collapse to reexpansion. T hism eans that the acceleration is peaked at
this m om ent, and so are higher derivatives of the velocity.

The m ain points of strength of the Eberlkein m odel are the sam e as pre—
viously listed for the Schw inger m odel. However, Eberkin’s m odel exhibits a
signi cant weakness (which does not apply to the Schw Ingerm odel) :

T he calculation isbased on an adiabatic approxin ation which does not seem
consistent w ith resuls H In order to t the experin ental values the m odel

°T he adiabatic approxin ation isactually justi ed in the case ofam odelbased on the bubble
collapse case by the fact that the frequency  ofthe driving sound (and hence the tin escale
ofthe bubble collapse) is of the order of tens ofkH z, w hile that of the em itted light is of the
order of 10'® Hz. The problem we stress here is instead related to the \selfconsistency" of
Eberlein’s m odel.



requires, as an extemal Input, the bubbl radius tin e dependence. This is
expressed as a function of a param eter which describes the tin e scale of the
collapse and re-expansion process. In order to t the experim ental values for
W onehasto x 10 fs. This is far too short a tin e to be com patble w ith
the adiabatic approxin ation. A though onem ight clain that this num ber can
ultin ately be m odi ed by the eventual inclusion of resonances i would seem
reasonable to take this ten fem tosecond gqureasa rst selfconsistent approx—
In ation for the characteristic tim escale of the driving system (the pulsating
bubbl). Unbrtunately, the characteristic tin escale of the collapsing bubble
then com es out to be ofthe sam e order ofthe characteristic period ofthe em i—
ted photons. T his show s that attem pts at bootstrapping the calculation into
selfconsistency instead bring it to a regin e w here the adiabatic approxin ation
underlying the schem e cannot be trusted.

T his discussion has lead us to discover a quite intricate situation. W e have
on the one hand sin ple estim ates of the vacuum energy that can be involved
In SL, estin ates that are still the ob fct of heated debate, and on the other
hand we have a dynam icalapproach to the problem that seem s to be partially
self contradictory. In order to resole the st issue and to understand the
proper fram ew ork to dealw ith the second we shallnow consider what we can
best view asa \toy m odel". In spite of its sim plicity this toy m odelw ill allow
us to capture som e basic resuls that we hope w illguide fiture research on the
\C asin ir route" to sonolum inescence.

2 Bogolubov approach on a single oscillation

Let us consider a single pulsation of the bubble. At this stage of developm ent,
w e are not concemed w ith the dynam ics ofthe bubble surface. Qﬁﬁﬁ@m
the subtraction re of the static calculations of Schw ing ; 7 or
ofCarlson et al. B1 we shall consider two di erent con gurations of space.
An \In" con guration w ith a bubble ofdielectric constant i, side (typically vac—
uum ) In am edium ofdielectric constant outsige, @and an \out" one in which one
has jist the latterm edium (dielectric constant oytsige) 1ing allspace. These
two con gurations w ill correspond to two di erent bases for the quantization
ofthe eld. Forthe sake ofsin plicity we take, as Schw lngerdid, only the elec—
tric part ofQED , reducing the problem to a type of scalar electrodynam ics).
T he tw o basesw illbe related by B ogolubov coe cients In the usualway. O nce
we determ ine these coe cients we easily get the num ber of created particles
perm ode and from this the spectrum . W e shall also m ake a consistency check
by a djrect'Poonﬁ:ontatjon betw een the change in static C asin ir energy and the
sum , E = « ! xnk, ofthe energies of the em itted photons.
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2.1 Bogolubov coe clents

W e use the Schw lnger fram ework. In spherical coordinates and wih a time
Independent dielectric constant

@—ZE r’E = 0: )
Qt )
Solutions are of the form
1:G (0)
E=e'—19?YJm()i (6)
Then one nds
0 1 o , 1+ 1=2)?
G + =G + ——— G =0: )
r r?
where 2 = 2, This is the standard Bessel equation, it adm its as solutions

Bessel functions of the st kind, J ( r), and Neum ann functions, N ( r)
(B es=l finctions of the second kind), with = 1+ 1=2.

Forthe \In" QED vacuum we have to take into account that the dielectric
constant changes at the bubbl wall. In fact we have

_ 1 = dielectric constant ofair ifr< R; ®)
o, = dielectric constant ofwaterifr> R.

W e now use the fact that the dielectric constant of air is 1agpproxjm ately equal
1 and shall deal only with the constant of water (n = s 1:3) For the
eigenm odes of the \in" state one has

A J ('inn) fr< R,

in ] er) —
GT @it BJ @!mr)+C N @!yr) ifr> R.

9)

The coe cientsA ,B and C are detem Ined by the m atching conditions

AJ(!mR):BJ(n!inR)‘FCN (I'I!j_nR);

AJ%€LR)=B J°%0!'y,R)+C N ‘! nR): 10

T he eigenm odes for the \out" QED vacuum are easily obtained solving the
sam e equation but or a space lled w ith an hom ogeneous dielectric E

G ;! o) = T (!oueD): 11)

4 K eeping Ry ;o nite signi cantly com plicates the calculation but does not give m uch m ore
physical inform ation.



T he Bogolubov coe cients are de ned as

5= BPNED); 5= @9 GED) 42)
w here the naive scalar product is as usualﬁ
Z
. s 3
(17 2)=+1 1 Qo 2d°x: 13)

W e are mainly interested 1 the coe cient  since j j? is linked to the total
num ber of particles created. By a direct substitution it iseasy to nd
(!j.n !out)ei(!Out+ tin )t 1 m;m?©

1

G ;! oueir) G ;! ;r) rdr: 14)

0
Aﬂ:erework,thesquared coe cientssumm ed overlandm can be shown
tobe 1 9

2 2 2x

. n 1 1R

I Cmito)d = ———2— e)n §
n toutt lin

WU O!own);d (nDk -

2
(n ! out)2 ! in

15)

T he num ber spectrum and totalenergy content of the em itted photons are
Z

|
M = 3 (!j_n;!out)jad!fm i e

d! out

E=h ————— !oudlout: a7

T hese expressions are too com plex to allow an analytical resolution of the
problem (exoept fortheR ! 1 Iim i).

22 Largevolum e analytic Iim it

In this lin it the total energy em itted should be approxin ately equal to the
leading contribution in R ofthe C asin irenergy in the \In" state (@ volum e term
if Schw inger was qualitatively correct, a surface or curvature one otherw ise).

eT are subtleties in the de nition of scalar product which we shalldealw ith m ore fully
in E¥Ed . T he naive scalar product adopted here is good enough for a qualitative discussion .
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Technically, ifR isvery large (but nite in orderto avoid infra-red divergences)
then the \In" and the \out" m odes can both be approxim ated by ordinary
Bessel functions: G (n;!;r) J (linr), G''m;!;r) J @!ouer). The
Bogolubov coe cients sin plify

1

5= BPTGER) 1 = e T a0 (i nloud): (8)
This In plies
, 1 *X R
J (Cinilou)¥ - @L+ Do— (i nlow); 19)

1

where we have invoked the standard scattering theory result that ( 3 (k))? =
V 3k)=@ )3, specialized to the fact that we have a 1-dim ensiongldelta filnc-
tion. The sum m ation over angularm om enta can be estin ated as

K ax | 5

@1+1) P _, (o) Rn ":t

=0
This nally gives

. R’

J tmitedf 0 DI (i 0 e @1)
W e can now com pute the spectrum and the totalenergy ofthe em itted photons

AN (lose) , n 1 ? r312

T - o & nlowo) 22)
- out
and
1 2
Tz - h&k RK )3: 23)

Hence, inserting ourresults 1)) nto Egs. {14) HrdN (!)=d! andE ,we deduce
a spectrum that is proportionalto phase space (@and hence is a power law ), up
to the cuto frequency wheren ! 1. W e Interpret this as de nitive proof
that indeed Schw inger was qualitatively right: The m ain contrdbution to the
Casin ir energy ofa (large) dielctric bubbl is a bulk e ect. T he totalenergy
radiated In photons balances the change in the Casin ir energy up to factors
of order one which the present analysis is too crude to detect. For n nite
volum e the whole calculation can be rephrased in temm s of plane waves to
accurately x the last few prefactors.)



Tt is in portant to stress that Eg. ﬂ) and Eq. @) are not identical (even
ifin the large R lim it the leading term ofC asim ir energy ofthe \in" state and
the totalphoton energy coincide). O ne can easy see that the volum e term we
Just ound Eqg. @)] isof second order n (n 1) and not of rst order lke
Eqg. EI) . This isultin ately due to the fact that the Interaction term respon
for converting the initial energy in photons is a paimw ise squeezing operatortd.
E quation @) dem onstrates that any argum ent that attem pts to deny the
relevance of volum e term s to sonolum inescence due to their dependence on
1) has to be carefully reassessed. In fact what you m easure when the
refractive index In a given volum e of space changes is not directly the static
C asin ir energy ofthe \In" state, but rather the fraction of this static C asin ir
energy that is converted into photons. W e have jist seen that once conversion
e ciencies are taken into account, the volum e dependence is conserved, but
not the power in the di erence of the refractive index .

2.3 Finitevolum e num erical estim ates:

For nite volum e one can no longer rely on analytic resuls. Fortunately we
know that for the totalC asin ir energy the next subdom nant tem is a surface
area term that_is suppressed by a factorofthe cuto wavelength divided by the
bubble radiuskd. Canonical estim ates are: cutorf=Rm ax 03 m=45 m
1=150. This suggests that the e ects of nite bubbl size will not be too
dram atic (1% in total energy?). Applying a m ixture of sam fanalytic and
num erical techniques E to formula @) we num erically derive the spectrum
dN =d! given in Fjg.ﬂ. For com parison we have also plotted the large volum e
analytic approxin ation (ie., the leading buk tem by itself).

f Indeed the dependence of j jz on @ 1)?> and the symm etry of the formm er under the

interchange of \in" and \out" state also proves that it is the am ount of change in the

refractive index and not its \direction" (from \in" to \out") that govems particle production.

T his also In plies that any argum ent using static C asim ir energy balance over a fullcycle has
to be used very carefully. A ctually the total change of the C asim ir energy of the bubble over
a cycle would be zero (ifthe nalrefractive index ofthe gas is again 1). N evertheless in the
dynam icalcalculation one gets photon production in both collapse as wellexpansion phases.
(A lthough som e destructive interferences between the photons produced in collapse and in

expansion are conceivable, these willnot be really e ective in depleting photon production
because of the substantial dynam icaldi erence between the two phases and because of the,
easy to check, fact that m ost of the photons created in the collapse w illbe far away from the

em ission zone by the tin e the expansion photons would be created.) T his apparent paradox

is easily solved by taking into account that the m ain source of energy is the sound eld and
that the am ount of this energy actually converted in photons during each cycle is a very tiny

am ount of the totalpower.

9For details, interested parties are referred tolkd.
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Figure 1: Spectrum obtained by num erical estim ate for

nite volum e. W e have m ade R
Ram bient 4:5 m and !cutoff

10'°H z. T he sharply peaked curve is that appropriate to
the (rescaled) in nite volum e lim it (Schw inger lim it).

24 Commenton the calculation

T he lessons we have leamed from this test calculation are:

(1) Them odelproves (in an indirect way) that the C asin irenergy liberated
via the bubble collapse includes (in the lJarge R 1lim i) a temm proportionalto
the volum e (actually to the volum e overw hich the refractive index changes). In
the case ofa truly dynam icalm odelone expects that the energy ofthe photons
so created w ill be provided by other sources of energy (eg., the sound wave),
nevertheless the presence of a volum e contribution appears unavoidable.

(2) In spite of its sin plicity (rem em ber that the m odel is still sem istatic),
the present calculation is already able to t som e of the experin ental require—
m ents, like the shape of the spectrum and the num ber of em itted photons In
the case of R = Ry ax -

O f course the present m odel is still unable to fully t other experim ental
features. For exam pl it provides (lke the original Schw ingerm odel) m axin al
photon release at m axin um expansion, and it is able to accomm odate only a
few argum ents to explain the experim ental dependencies. T hism eans that a
fully dynam ical calculation is required in order to dealw ith these issues, and
it is in order to understand w hat sort ofm odelw illultin ately be required that
we shallnow discuss in detail som e basic features of sonolum inescence.

3 H ints towards a truly dynam icalm odel

O ne of the key features of photon production by a space-dependent and tin e-
dependent refractive Index is that for a change occurring on a tin escale ,

the am ount of photon production is exponentially suppressed by an am ount
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exp( ! ).In an Appendix og we provided a speci c toy m odelthat exhibits
this behaviour, and argued that the result is In fact generic.

T he In portance for SL is that the experin ental spectrum is not exponen-—
tially suppressed at last out to the far ultraviolt. T herefore any m echanian
of C asin ir-induced photon production based on an adiabatic approximn ation
is destined to failure: Since the exponential suppression is not visble out to
! 105 Hz, it Hllows that if SL is to be attrdbuted to photon production
from a tin edependent refractive ndex (ie., the dynam ical Casim ir e ect),
then the tim escale or change In the refractive index m ust be of order ofa fem —
tosecond ﬁ . Thus any C asin ir{based m odel has to take into account that the
change in the refractive index cannot ke due jist to the change in the bukbk
radius.

T his m eans that one has to divorce the change in refractive index from
direct coupling to the bubbl wallm otion, and instead ask for a rapid change
In the refractive Index of the entrained gases they are com pressed down
to their van der W aals hard core. Yablonovich b] has em phasized that there
are a number of physical processes that can lad to signi cant changes in
the refractive Index on a sub-picosecond tim escale. In particular, a sudden
Jonization ofthe gas com pressed in the bubble would lead to an abrupt change,
from 1 to 0, ofthe dielectric constant.

Now to get fam tosecond changes in refractive index over a distance of
about 100 nm Which is the typical length scale of the em ission zone), the
change in refractive ndex has to propagate at about 10% m etres/sec, about
1/3 lightspeed. To achieve this, one has to adjust basic aspects of the m odel:
we feel that we must move away from the original Schw inger suggestion, in
that it isno longer the collapse from Ry 1x to Ry in that is in portant. Instead
wepostulate a rapid (fam tosecond) changein refractive index ofthe gasbubble
when i hits the van der W aals hard coreld.

W e stress that this conclusion, though it m oves slightly away from the
original Schw Inger proposal, is still m Iy within the realn of the dynam ical
Casin ir e ect approach to sonolum inescence. The fact is that the present
work show s clearly that a viable C asin ir \route" to SL cannot avoid a \ erce
m arriage" between QFT and features related to condensed m atter physics.

Tt is thus crucialto ook for possible unequivocal signatures of the dynam —
ical Casin ir e ect. To this end it is theoretically possble to have a sharp

Pt would be far too naive to assum e that fom tosecond changes in the refractive index
lead to pulse widths lim ited to the fem tosecond range. T here are m any condensed m atter
processes that can broaden the pulse w idth how eveggpidly it is generated. Indeed, the very
experin ents that seek to m easure the pulse w iddth Bl also prove that when calibrated w ith
laser pulses that are known to be of fem tosecond tim escale, the SL system responds w ith
light pulses on the picosecond tim escale.
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distinction between any C asin ir-likem echanisn and other proposals In plying
a them alSﬁctmm by looking at the variance of carefully chosen tw o-photon
observablestd. A s a short exam ple ofhow this can be done I shallgive a brief
description of a way to discrin inate between them al phofons and two-m ode
squeezed-state photons (for a m ore detailed discussion seeld).
D e ne the observable
Nap Na  Nypj 24)

and its variance
N )%= N2+ N2 2H_Npi+ 2H i pi: @5)

T he num ber operators N ;5 ;N , are Intended to denote two photon m odes, eg.
back to back photons. In the case of true them al light we get

N a2: Ii\Taj-(]d\Iaj-+ l); (26)
l’NaNbi= }Najl’Nbi; (27)

so that
N ap)fnerm a1 1igne = M ai@ i+ 1)+ N pi@Npi+ 1): @8)

For a two-m ode squeezed-state is easy to seea

2
N 25)t o m ode squeezed light — 0: 29)

In fact due to correlations, N ;N ,i 6 N ,ilN ,i. N ote also that, if you m easure
only a single photon in the pair, you get, as expected, a them al variance

N 2= H,i(N,i+ 1). Therefore am easurem ent ofthe variance (N ,p)? can
be decisive in discrim Inating ifthe pho‘iﬂs are really themm alor ifnonclassical

oone]amem een the photons occurtd.

n i is shown that the argum ents just discussed push dynam ical
Casin ir e ect m odels for SL into a rather constrained region of param eter
space and predict som e typical \signatures" for it. This allow s to hope that
these ideas w illbecom e experim entally testable in the near future.

4 D iscussion and C onclusions

T he present calculation unam biguously veri es that a change ofﬂthe ctive
ndex in a given volum e of space is, as predicted by Schw ingerl! , con—
verted into realphotons w ith a phase space soectrum . W e have also explained
why such a changem ust be sudden in orderto t the experin entaldata. This

13



Jeads us to propose a som ew hat di erent m odel of SL based on the dynam i-
calCasin ir e ect, a m odel focussed this tin e on the actual dynam ics of the
refractive Index (@s a function of space and tin e) and not just of the bubble
boundary (in Schw inger’s original approach the refractive Index changes only
due to m otion of the bubble wall). T his proposal shares the generic points of
strength attributable to the Casin ir route but i is now in principle able to
In plem ent the required sudden change in the refractive index.

In summ ary, provided the sudden approxin ation is valid, changes in the
refractive index w ill lead to e cient conversion of zero point uctuations into
realphotons. Trying to t the details of the observed spectrum in sonolum i-
nescence then becom es an issue of building a robust m odel of the refractive
Index of both the am bient water and the entrained gases as functions of fre—
quency, density, and com position. O nly after this prerequisite is satis ed will
webe in a position to develop a m ore com plex dynam icalm odelendow ed w ith
adequate predictive power.

In light of these observations we think that one can also derive a general
conclusion about the long standing debate on the actual value of the static
Casin ir energy and its relevance to sonolum Inescence: Sonolum inescence is
not directly related to the static Casin ir e ect. The static C asin ir energy is
atbest capable ofgiving a crude estin ate forthe energy budget n SL.W e hope
that this work w ill convince everyone that only m odels dealing w ith the actual
m echanism of particle creation (@ mechanisn which must have the general
qualities discussed in this articlke) w illbe able to eventually prove, or disprove,
the pertinence of the physics of the quantum vacuum to Sonolum inescence.
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