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Abstract

In this note, we propose that an object moving with proper constant accelera-
tion, Ze, a Rindler observer experiences a sublimation (or evaporation) pro-
cess. In this first proposal, we do not consider the backreaction due to the
sublimation. We focus on charged matter particles for the discussion, but for
simplicity, we present the quantization of the neutrally charged massive scalar
field in Rindler space. The amplitude from the Minkowski observer perspec-
tive of detection of matter particles that have been emitted by a Rindler ob-
server, or accelerated detector, is computed in a new fashion. We make a
comparison between the Rindler observer sublimation and the black hole
evaporation. We present three variants of a new experimental setup, and we
show that in two of them, the Minkowski amplitude of detection of matter
particles corresponds to that of a thermal process. There is one, however, where
deviations from thermality can be found. It is numerically explored.

Keywords

Accelerated Detectors, Unruh Effect, Hawking Radiation, QFT on
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1. Introduction

Black holes evaporation [1] [2] [3] [4] is perhaps the most fantastic prediction in
modern physics. However, its experimental confirmation is far from being reached,
mainly because of the probability of emission of a stellar black hole is ridicu-
lously tiny. The lifetime, for instance, for a black hole of solar mass is much
longer than the age of the universe [1], this is an indication that this process is
possible but unlikely. Despite this unlikeliness, the efforts for understanding the
phenomena related to the quantum mechanics of the black holes have been in-
creasing over the last four decades. Nevertheless, so far, we do not have a full

understanding of this phenomenon.

A related phenomenon that could offer some hints about the black hole quan-
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tum mechanics is the Unruh effect [5] [6] [7]. A Rindler observer, an object with
proper constant acceleration (we refer to it as accelerated detector too), expe-
riences the vacuum as full of real pairs of entangled particle-antiparticle [8] [9],
and hence it perceives thermal radiation.

It turns out that under specific considerations, an object with proper constant
acceleration might evaporate too. In this paper regard the Rindler observers as
solid objects, and the final state of its constituents as a gas, for instance, of elec-
trons, this is why we refer to this process as Rindler observer sublimation.

In this paper, we discuss the sublimation process of an accelerated detector
without considering the backreaction due to the sublimation itself. We shall view
the amplitude of the detection of particles emitted from an accelerated object,
from the Minkowski perspective. Here we focus on electrons and positrons. We
shall also discuss the interpretation of the amplitudes and probabilities in cor-
respondence to the experiment. We will show that there are three possible expe-
rimental setups where we can get quantitatively different results related to the
thermal nature of the radiation perceived by the Minkowski observer.

Our results are presented in parallel to reference [3]. In the end, we conclude
that the sublimation of a Rindler observer is not too different from the evapora-
tion of a black hole. Although, no information paradox appears in the case under
consideration.

As we show, and it is well known for electromagnetic radiation [7], the proba-
bilities of emission and absorption of a uniformly accelerated particle correspond
to a thermal process. However, we will see how from the Minkowski observer
point of view, there could be situations where deviations from thermality can be
found. These deviations from thermality are intrinsically connected to the un-
iformly accelerated detectors and do not have any analog in black holes.

For motivating the idea we want to put forward, we would like to focus on the
accelerated objects. First, let us point out that usually, the Unruh effect is related
to electromagnetic fields. Nevertheless, it is universal and holds for any quantum
field in nature. Either by field quantization or by using some accelerated detector
model, the same effect comes out. Although, extra care is needed when consi-
dering detector models due to some discrepancies with the field quantization
[10].

Perhaps, the most popular detector models are the Unruh-DeWitt type [7]
[11]. When accelerated, they can absorb and emit electromagnetic radiation
(usually modeled as massless scalar fields). If the detector made of matter par-
ticles, electrons, for instance, is found in a state different than its ground state at
some time, it is said that the detector has detected a quanta of the electromag-
netic field.

Now, if the Unruh effect is also valid for matter particles, we could use accele-
rated detectors for probing these kinds of background too. Note, however, that it
is hard to apply the excited state argument to a matter particles detector after
having absorbed a particle of the same kind. In other words, electrons, for in-

stance, can absorb and emit photons but no electrons. So if we consider an acce-
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lerated detector made of electrons and the quantum vacuum that it is probing is
a background of electrons (and positrons), absorption or emission yield to the
gaining or losing of its constituents. In [12] [13] similar processes were described.
We could also view this phenomenon as a tunneling process similar to [14] for
black holes.

Perhaps the simplest model we could build for a matter particle detector would
be an accelerated box with a given number of particles (electrons, for instance)
confined within it, with a very high confining potential. If, after some time, the
number of particles within the box increases or decreases, it would be an indica-
tion that the detector has probed the vacuum. For this accelerated box, no inte-
raction term between the detector and a quantum field [7] [11] is needed.

Due to the similarity that the processes described above have with the subli-
mation process of a given substance, we have chosen to call it sublimation in-
stead of evaporation. Notice that when focusing only on the electromagnetic
field, unlike for black holes, for uniformly accelerated detectors (made of matter
particles), there is no room for introducing the idea of sublimation.

To derive the propagator between two points in the black hole geometry [3],
Hartle and Hawking used the Feynman’s worldline path integral (WPI) formula-
tion [15] [16] [17]. They consider one point inside the horizon and the other
outside. Two different patches are involved in the specification of these points
location, also, in the specification of the initial and final state.

In this work, with the end of getting the amplitudes we are interested in, we
work with the propagator between one point inside the Rindler wedge and the
other point anywhere in Minkowski space. We use two different patches, too, as
in [3]. Here, we do not present the derivation of the Green’s function using the
WPL. Still, supported by it, we extract some useful information that allows us to
make conclusions on which propagator is appropriate for obtaining the ampli-
tudes.

The worldline path integral formulation offers an intuitive way of representing
the emission and absorption processes. If one attempts to evaluate the amplitude
by applying the method of stationary phase to the integrals involved, one finds
that the stationary paths which connect the accelerated particle and the observa-
tion point are straight lines Figure 1.

The processes depicted in Figure 1 are unlikely, like for black holes [3]. We
arrive at this conclusion after computing the amplitudes related to them. Al-
though there is an experimental setup with a small window for confirmation.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, the quantization in Rindler
space using different boundary conditions to the ordinary ones in the canonical
quantization is reviewed. The interpretation of the amplitudes is discussed in
Section 3. In this section, a new derivation of the amplitudes is presented in pa-
rallel to reference [3]. Three new experimental setups for detecting the radiation
emitted from an accelerated detector are presented. In particular, one of them
leads to a non-thermal emission. Strictly speaking, it could be called “a non-

thermal detection by the Minkowski observer,” this is clarified in 3.1. The non-
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-10

Figure 1. Pictorial representation of the Rindler observer subli-
mation. The red straight lines represent the stationary paths which
connect the accelerated object and the observation points.

thermal radiance is numerically explored in 3.2. After conclusions, two Appen-
dixes are presented.

Notation and conventions

We use ¢, to denote the scalar field in Rindler coordinates, while ¢, de-
notes the scalar field in Minkowski coordinates. x’(z, )= psinh(7), and
x' (r, p)= pcosh(r), are used to denote the relation between the Minkowski
and Rindler coordinates. The normalized eigenfunctions in the p direction in
Rindler space are v, (p). Where v isa quantum number associated to the
energy in the Rindler frame; and « = |E |2 +m*)*, where k is de momentum
in the (x,,x,) directions, being m, the mass of the scalar particles. We refer to
the amplitudes and probabilities of emission and absorption of the accelerated
detectoras A4,,,and A4, ; P, ,and P, ,respectively. At the same time, they
can be regarded as the amplitudes and probabilities of absorption and emission
of a screen placed at some distance relative to the accelerated detector. We refer
to this screen as a Minkowski detector. J, (x), denotes the quantum mechanics
current of probability. While ¢,, and ¢,, are the quantum mechanics wave

functions as perceived from the Rindler and the Miskowski observer perspective.

2. Quantization

In this section, we review the quantization of a massive scalar field in Rindler
space following [8] [9]. For simplicity, we work with a massive neutrally charged
scalar field, but this work can be easily extended to massive charged scalars or
fermions.

In [8] [9] in contrast to the ordinary canonical quantization, the field operator
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is subjected to the boundary conditions
0 (7,.0.%) = 0y (x* (2. 9). % (7,..0). %),
oel2/PF) =0y (3 (5,.9):2'(1,20) ). 0
where
x*(z,p) = psinh(z),
x'(z,p)=pcosh(r). (2)

These are the boundary conditions that are consistent with the Lagrangian
approach of field theory. In the Rindler frame, ¢, , is specified at the initial and
final time 7,7, respectively. These are the slices that intersect the points where
the acceleration is turned on and off. The operator ¢,,, can be obtained in the
canonical quantization in Minkowski space from the solution of

(D—m2>¢M (xo,xl,f)=0. 3)

The massive scalar field action in the Rindler wedge 7, <7 <7, reads

Z__Idfjdpj dz{_ " (0.00)

r

a0 (4)
2 2
+p((ap¢R ) +(0.200) +(0.204) +mipk m
The variation of (4) subjected to ¢, (7;, 0,X) = 5, (r/»,p,f) =0, and
68 =0, leads to
(D—mz)(pR (7,p,%)=0. (5)
The general solution of (3) is
1 —i(koxo ! +/?-z)
o (3t.4') - [ 5 _( e
2 1{ (koK)

7 2m) (2K, )2 ©)

¥ i(k0x°+klx'+1?-§)
+a - :
4, )°

While the general solution of (5) reads [5]

0 © 2 -
op (7. 0,%) = .[dv I k1 (b( ,_;)e'”’ +b(*v’;)ei” )V,M (p)e"", ()

with
K:(|/?|2+m2);, (8)

and

1

k, =(k12+|1?|2+m2)5=(k12+1c2)2, 9)

|l; |2 =k; +k;,and v, (p),the normalized eigenfunctions of the equation
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2 d’ i_ 2 2 2 _
(p i Cap TP ]WV'K(p)_O’ o
v, (p)=n" (2vsinh(nv))%Kiv (xp), (11)
“d
1%y, (). (p)=01r =), )
0

where K, (&p), are the modified Bessel function of the second kind.
Imposing (1) we get the equations

—ivr; ivr; LT T l//‘”( P -ik ¥ X
e b, pte b‘ =(2v) 2-([ p_[cdzx#e “ou(zopx), (13
and
—ivr ive loo T !//VK p —ik-x -
b, gt bl =(2v) 2£ p:[cd2 p( )e o (7pp7), (14)

we have used the short hand notation
oy (1.0.%) =09 ( (7,p),x (r,p),)_c). (15)

Solving for b(v 7> we get

1
: (ZV)E T K 2 (//vr((p) ik-x ivrf —_
b o =—i———2  [dp([d P,
(v.F) IZSin[v(rf—r,.)]{ pr x p e [e @y (7,,p,%) (16)

—e"ig,, (Tf,p, f)]

In [8] [9], an alternative way of deriving the vacuum energy was presented
without using the Bogoliubov coefficients. It highlights the loops and the open
paths contributions to the Rindler vacuum energy.

Here we shall present the Bogoliubov coefficients derived from the boundary
conditions (1). It will be surprising for the reader, despite we are using different
boundary conditions to (51), from (1) we get exactly the Bogoliubov coefficients
we can obtain from the canonical quantization [5], see Appendix A.

For this purpose we solve integrals of the form

jdpjd2 "'V’;)(p) o, (2.0.7), (17)
which equals to
1 1 T ~ N1V —iv(r+z AV iv(r+z
g [() ]
42 (sinh(nv))2 - (18)

wal [0 )
where

z = arcsinh [ﬁj, (19)
K
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and

dz = «2 (cosh(z))% dz=——F1—. (20)

B = 2—;% Jaz(ea g val g)e (21)
( e2™ _ 1)2 —o
Using (19) and (20) we arrive at (55) which are the Bogoliubov coefficients as
presented, for instance, in [5]. We emphasize that here they have been obtained
from (1).
The vacuum energy EX_ in Rindler space is given by

E,, = T (j:;z Idvv<OM |b(fvj)b(v’;) |0M > +EF, (22)
where
EX = %5(0)3 [k fdv, (23)
-0 0

is the contribution of the loops inside the Rindler wedge, as discussed in [8].

Usually, this contribution is discarded. The Minkowski vacuum |0M >, satisfies
) |()M > =0. The thermal distribution can be easily computed using (55) and
(43),

E

vac N Vi+E s (24)
S(en) 2™ -1

R_szk]?dv v R

where

2m5(0)= [ de =V, 17 =V, (25)

—0

3. Rindler Observer Sublimation

The accelerated detector at some initial time can be idealized as a solid made of
electrons (and other particles). After some time, all these electrons would be part
of the radiation. Namely, they could be considered as a gas of electrons. How
likely could this process be? We answer this question in the next section by
computing the probability of emission and absorption of a uniformly accelerated
detector from the Minkowski perspective.

3.1. Amplitudes and Thermal Radiance

Let us now compute the amplitude associated with the emission or absorption of
one Rindler mode by the accelerated detector from the Minkowski observer
perspective. Namely, the amplitude for the process in Figure 1. This particular
amplitude tells us, like in [3], for a black hole, whether or not a Rindler observer
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can emit matter particles.
It is useful to know that if the accelerated detector emits a Rindler mode, we

regard the initial state as b(*v ) |0M > Conversely, if a Rindler mode is absorbed

by the accelerated detector the initial state is b(v 7 |OM > .
The amplitudes of the process described above, where the final state perceived

by a Minkowski observer is a Minkowski particle a(Jr ) |0M> , are
1»

Ay ={0" |a(k{,F’)b€v,F) o)

e 1 (k(; +k

(eznv _1)% \/kT; k(; _kl,

(26)

j (2n) 5 (P -F).

and

4, =0 ay zbon [07)

1.
' AN . (27)
S N ["O”‘IJZ (2r)’ 5 (R -F),

(6211\/ —1>% Jig kg =k

where k, = (kl'2 + |1?’|2 + mz) . Here we have used (55).

The total probability will be the sum over all initial modes for a given fre-
quency v, [3] of the square of the amplitude. A Rindler mode b(*v ) |0M > or
By |OM > is fully specified by three quantum number (v,k,,k; ) . For a definite

frequency mode the total amplitude is

© 2 A )
1361111' = J. d k2 = s
—o (2713) Vz
K dzl; Aabs ’
P, = | —1-20 28
abs _J;) (27‘[)2 I/2 ( )

The formal square of the § function is considered as

5 (k-F) = (ZV;)Z s(k-F), (29)

where we have used (25). One can avoid these formal manipulations using wave
packets, see for instance [18].
Notice that the total probability fulfill the relation [3] [19]

P
—abs _ g2V (30)

which indicates that the emission and absorption process is thermal with a tem-
perature

_ ha
2nck,

(31)

we have restored the acceleration a and the physical constants. Relation (30) im-
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plies that the probability of absorption is always smaller than the probability of
emission. Namely, for the accelerated detector, it is more likely emit than absorb.
Hence, gradually it loses its constituents. We recall at this point that we are con-
sidering emission and absorption of matter particles, although the same analysis
goes to electromagnetic radiation.

We want to make a parenthesis here to discuss what transition amplitudes we
are computing in (26) and (27). The final Minkowski state involved in (26) and
(27) is defined over a space-like slice at the Minkowski time x° =+o0. So, it
means that if we wait long enough, there will be transitions from Rindler modes
emitted by the accelerated object to Minkowski particles. However, (26) and (27)
do not tell us how and where to measure in the three-dimensional space to
detect these particles.

In what follows, we present a different derivation of the radiance of a Rindler
observer. It makes transparent how and where we should measure in the three-
dimensional space to detect some radiated particles. This calculation is made in
analogy to the one presented in [3] for the black hole radiance. It shows that the
radiative processes of a Rindler observer are not so different from those in a black
hole. In the end, we conclude that in the same way a black hole evaporates' [3] a
Rindler observer sublimates.

As we are dealing with the emission and absorption of one single particle, we

can use the probability current
1,(0)=-i(¢3(x)0 . 0(x)=2 .1 (x) 9 (x)). (32)

to compute the amplitude. By proceeding in this way, we will gain some intui-
tion on how to detect the radiated particles.

First, suppose we place a screen” which is our radiation detector (Minkowski
observer or detector) perpendicular to the direction of motion of the accelerated
object, as indicated in Figure 2 and Figure 3.

This screen measures on shell &, =k’ + |/€ |2 +m’, purely positive energy par-
ticles in modes ¢, (x). The location of the screen will be specified through the
calculation. We will consider three situations. The screen placed to the left/right
of xX'=p,and R— +w.

The amplitude of detecting a mode ¢, (x), at the screen x' =R, from the
Minkowski perspective, having started at p = p, in a mode ¢, (y), from the
Rindler perspective is given by the total flux of probability through the screen

A= [1, ()" = [ & [ &% T, (x)n'|,_ . (33)
where, using the Green’s third identity,
o(x)=p, .[ drj d2;<¢l (y)@pG(x,y)—G(x,y)&p(p1 (y))‘p:p1 , (34)

—0 —0

'We refer the reader to section IV of [3].
*The screen is the analogous of the spherical detector placed outside the horizon to collect the
Hawking radiation at a constant r [3].
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15}

Figure 2. Pictorial representation in spacetime of the experimental setup.
In blue, the screen (Minkowski detector). The thick black line represents
the accelerated object. In this setup, the screen is placed to the left of

x'=p,. J,, represents the current associated with an incoming wave

moving from right to left.

5

x2.3

Figure 3. Pictorial representation in spacetime of the experimental setup.
In blue screen (Minkowski detector). The thick black line represents the
accelerated object. In this setup, the screen is placed to the right of x' = p, .
J_,and J

- I+

, represent the current associated with the incoming waves
on each side of the screen. 7, is the Rindler time where the accelerated

particle meets the screen.

and n” = (0,1,0,0), is the normal vector to the screen. Here the coordinates x
are referred to the Minkowski observer, x = (xo,xl,)_c), while y=(z,p,y), are
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the Rindler coordinates. The appearance of p, in front of the integral (34) is
due to the volume measure on the surface p = p,, Le,

ds> =—p*dr? +dp’ +dy>, hence —h|  drd’y = p,drd’y . The surface

p = p,, could be taken anywhere inside the Rindler wedge, in a similar fashion
to [3] where the surrounding surface inside the horizon in taken at a constant r,
for simplicity we place it on the same location of the accelerated particle. The
Green’s function G(x,y), has one of its legs evaluated only in the Rindler
wedge.

Since one point is in the right Rindler wedge and the other could be outside
the wedge, the question now is, what Green’s function should we use in (34).
Note that if we were to compute a process involving only points inside the right
Rindler wedge, we could use the thermal Green’s function in Rindler space.

To answer the previous question, we can proceed as in [3]. In this reference,
one of the points where the Green’s function is evaluated resides inside the ho-
rizon while the other could be anywhere in the Schwarzschild space’.

For deriving the Green’s function between two points (no matter the location
of these points) one can use its worldline path integral representation and the

method of stationary phase [3] [17]

s x(1)=x 1
G(x,y) = Ids e s I Dx*" (r)exp {iLjdz’ X (z’)}
0 +(0)=y 4s % (35)
© —im’s 1 iS(x,y,s)
=| dse ——/D(x,y,5)e s
J.O (27[1)2 ( y )
where S(x,y,s) is the action evaluated on the classical path connecting y and

x, and

D(x,y,s)=det iiS(x,y,s) (36)
0,0,

The point xbelongs to the Minkowski patch. The point y belongs to the Rind-
ler patch, but this patch is just a part of Minkowski space. So, we can regard yas
belonging to Minkowski space. With this in mind, the path integration in (35)
should be over all the path starting at y and ending at x in whole Minkowski
space. The derivation of G(x,y) from (35) is a well known calculation, see for
instance [15] [16] [17]. For this case the method of stationary phase simply re-
duces to the evaluation of the action on the straight line connecting the emission
and observation points Figure 1, it leads to

. (0 (et +(-5)9)

G(x,y)zj d4p €

, 37
- (2n)4 p2 —m’ +ie (37)

in our case, with yrestricted to the right wedge, e,

»* = psinh(7),

*Although, in [3] the relevant portion of the space where the second point of the Green's function is
evaluated is the exterior part of the black hole.
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y' = pcosh(z). (38)
Relations (32), (33) and (34) can be combined in a more compact form

A=—[do" ()]do" ()6 (+)3,G ()30, (»): (9)

where the integral over xis taken over the surface x' = R, and the integral over
yis over the surface p=p,, and ad yb=0a0,b—b0,a. This formula is similar
to (4.1) of reference [3].

In order to further proceed we need to find ¢, (y),and ¢, (x). They are the
quantum mechanical wave functions. To be consistent with our conventions, we
use the mode expansion (7) together with (55) to compute the wave functions.

The emission wave function from the Rindler point of view is given by
0,.(7)=(0" |0 (7.2.3)8, 5 [0") =Ne™K,, ()7, (40)

—nv
e2
where N, = . On the other hand the absorption wave function is

\/775( 2nv )5

01(7) =(0"|0x (2.2.7)b, 1) [0") = NIe" K, (sp) " (41)

1
—ETCV
where N = e—. Notice that they have support only on the right
\/771:( 2nv )E

Rindler wedge. Finally, the Minkowski wave function is simple given by

?, (X) = <0M |¢’M (x (¥ | M> - ;eiikx = Nzeiikx- (42)

N

We have used the relation

w —i(v'-v)
IE[MT _(2m)8(v—v), 3)
o Po \ Po— P

which can be easily proved by the change of variable z = %Log (Po_prlj . Al-
Py~ D

though the Rindler wave functions have support only on the right wedge they
can be written as localized (inside Rindler space) Minkowski wave package (60)
and (61).

Let us present the calculation of the emission amplitude. For this we use (40)
and (42). After some algebra from (39) one arrives at

A = %Nlszleikl(Z)R (275)2 & (E(Z) ~k! )(Kiv (11)0, =0,K,, (xp, ))
=) - (44)

<o, ") fart e

1

ki
k)

recall that »° and ' are given in (38).
We shall consider first the case depicted in Figure 2, i.e, x' =R < p,, which
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implies that x'—y' =R—-p, COSh(Z’) <0, for all 7. Also, an incoming wave
moving from right to left with kl(z) <0, which represents a particle emitted by

the accelerated object. Under these considerations (44) reduces to
4, =INN,p, (2m)’ 8> (K9 V) (K, (0,)8,

@) (45)

-0,K,, (Kpl )) _T dTeikl(Z)yl”ko WO-ive

—0

p=p

where no R dependence appears. Being careful we can analytically extend the
previous integral, see Appendix B, to get

! (), 2"
N P Ty
4,, = SiINN,p, (2n) wio? (K -k )e 2™ | S0
2 PO (46)

X (HSIV) (iKpl )apHgi) (iKpl )~ apHgL) (ixpo, )HE‘Z/) (ixpo, )),

where Hfi) (z), a=1,2, are the Hankel functions, and we have used the rela-

tion (62). Notice that the expression in the last parenthesis of (46) is the Wrons-

kian involving the Hankel functions. It equals to
4i

. (47)
o

Plugging (47) in (46) we see that p, cancels out and after a few steps we get

A = e™ 1 [k(;-’-kl'

o (e21rv _1)% \/k7(3 k(; _kll

which numerically matches (26). Proceeding in the same way for the absorption

jz (2n)’ 8* (k'~k). (48)

amplitude we can obtain similar results.

Instead of explicitly compute the amplitudes, alternatively, one can Figure out
the thermal nature of the radiation by making on (39) a more elegant analysis, as
presented in [3] for a black hole and, more recently, in [19] in the context of the
Unruh effect. However, by proceeding with this analysis, we could miss some
distinctive aspects of the non-thermal character of the particles detected by the
Minkowski observer (the screen). In the subsequent discussion, we focus on
these distinctive features of the radiation.

We have computed the emission amplitude using the flux of probabilities, and
we have got the expected result, similar to (26) and (27), and we can conclude
that the radiation is thermal. So far, there are no new hints in this calculation
leading to experimental confirmation of this process. Detecting the flux of mat-
ter particles radiated from the accelerated detector is almost impossible since the
temperature is extremely low (31) for the reachable accelerations in the lab. Al-
though, we stress that now we have a better picture of how and where we could
detect these radiated particles.

These amplitudes are independent of Rand p, aslong as the screen is placed
to the left of p,. Another experimental option we have would be to place the
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screen, as depicted in Figure 3. In this case, there could be detection inside the
right Rindler wedge and in both faces of the screen.

The amplitudes for this case have a different behavior; this is mainly because
of now, the accelerated particle intersects the screen. For instance, the left face
perceives the process of emission and absorption of the accelerated detector
happening in a finite time. It is worth emphasizing that, unlike for black holes
where the spherical detector is placed outside the horizon, here we have the
freedom of placing the screen in several positions relative to the accelerated de-
tector. So, some of the results we present in the subsequent discussion are inhe-
rent to accelerated objects and do not have any analogous in black holes.

Let us sketch the calculation of the amplitude related to the experimental se-
tup in Figure 3. Suppose we prepare the screen in such a way there is no inter-
ference of the incoming waves with opposite momenta at the screen. We find it
convenient to work under this assumption because we can treat left and right
moving waves and amplitudes independently.

The amplitudes of detecting particles at the screen associated to the emission
by a Rindler observer are

_]idxo T d’x J_(x)

—0

emi—

©

A, = deo [dx 7, (x)

—0

where the subscripts * indicate the direction of the incoming wave Figure 3.

Under similar considerations as in our previous calculation, using (44), we get*

A4, =iNN,p, (2n)’ & (W —W)(KW (xp)0, -0,K,, (xp,))

emi

IR @ (2) 1,02 0
ik ™y +iky Ty —ive
X J' dr+ J. dr e 0 ,
—0

-1

(49)

p=p
with kl(z) <0, and
Ay =—ININ, py (275)2 s’ (];(2) _E(l))(Kiv (Kpl )ap -0,K;, (Kpl ))

% TJIS dz_eikl(z)y]+ik(()z)y0—ivr (50)

—TR P=p

with kl(z) >0, where 7., is the time where the accelerated particle meets the

R . .. . .
screen, 7, = arccosh (—] . Notice that none combination of the integrals in (49)
P

and (50) reproduces (45). We also have similar results for the absorption ampli-
tudes.

From this result, we can conclude that when the screen is placed to the right

“Note that the operator (‘7« —iklm) acting on the function jdrexp(—i ‘x' -p cosh(z')Hk,(z") se-

lects the 7 intervals according to the sign of (x‘ -5 cosh(r)) , and the sign of £ .
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of x'=p,, Figure 3 we can find deviation from thermality. From the Minkows-
ki perspective, the thermal character of the radiation emitted by the accelerated
object depends upon where this radiation is collected. 1t is the reason why we
mentioned in the introduction that, strictly speaking, it could be called “a
non-thermal detection.” It is a new result that can not be derived from the direct
calculation of the amplitude as in (26) and (27), and can not be found in any of
the detector models in the literature, see [10] and references therein for a discus-
sion related to detector models.

We would like to stress that we are discussing the detection of matter particles
emitted by the accelerated detector, but the previous results also hold for elec-
tromagnetic radiation. To our knowledge, this kind of experimental setups, and
results have not been presented before in the literature.

Let us now briefly present the third experimental option, the screen placed at
a very large positive R, or for mathematical purposes R — co. This limit can be
taken on expressions (49) and (50). When R — o, 7, — . The two integrals
of (49) vanish, while (50) coincides with (45) and hence (48). So, when the screen
is placed at R — oo we recover the thermal behaviour of the radiation.

One crucial feature of (45) is that the integral involved needs regularization,
see Appendix B. However, the integral (50) can be highly oscillating, but for fi-
nite 7, it is finite. Taking this into consideration in the next subsection, we
shall numerically explore the amplitudes A4, ,and 4, ., and their associated
probabilities. Could this deviation from thermality open a window for detecting
more easily the radiated particles? The answer to the previous question can be

found in the next section.

3.2. Non-Thermal Radiance

The amplitude of detecting particles at the screen related to J, (x), Figure 3, is

given by (50). Similarly for 4, .. The probability of detection follows the same

abs+ *
rules as in (28).

Lest us first present the plot for different values of kl(z), with k§2) = k§2) =0,
of the probability of detection from the Minkowski perspective, ie., the screen,
associated to the emission and absorption of a Rindler mode by the accelerated
detector Figure 4 and Figure 5. The probability takes its maximum value when
kgz) = k3(2) =0. For k§2> #0,and k3(2) # 0, the amplitude rapidly falls to zero.

From Figure 4 and Figure 5 we can see the oscillatory behavior of the non-
thermal probabilities. We have used natural units 7 =c=4k, =a=1. By restor-
ing the constants, we see that the probability is still insignificant. What is re-
markable is that for certain values of the frequency v, the non-thermal proba-
bility of detection is greater than the thermal. Perhaps in this setup, we could
enhance the probability of detection by considering several accelerated particles,
Le., several Rindler and Minkowski modes in the initial and final state, respec-
tively.

We are referring to this result as “non-thermal”’; however, so far, we do not
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know whether it is associated with a thermal process or not. We only know that
the amplitudes do not correspond to those associated with a thermal process. An
excellent test to diagnose the thermal nature of a given process comes from the

. P
ratio —%*,

emi

abs

In Figure 6, we present a comparison between the ratio =e”™ for a

emi

thermal detection and the same ratio but related only to J,, (x).

Pemi

Pemi
40 :

40
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Figure 4. Probability of detection at the screen associated to the emission by the accelerated object. In blue the thermal probability.
In black the non thermal probability for R=10 and p, =1.
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Figure 5. Probability of detection at the screen associated to the absorption by the accelerated object. In blue the thermal
probability. In black the non thermal probability for R=10 and p =1.

From Figure 6 we can see that from the Minkowski perspective, under the
conditions of the experiment, the process looks completely non-thermal. In this
case, we can not associate a temperature to this radiation.

For the sake of completeness we present the plot of the ratio between the
probabilities when kgz) #0, and kgz) #0 in Figure 7. We do not present the
probabilities associated to the emission and absorption independently because
they are difficult to appreciate in the Figure.

From Figure 7 we can see that for the intervals, we are considering for the
momentum klm and the frequency v ; there are values where we can find large
deviations from the thermal behavior.
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Figure 6. Ratio between the probabilities associated to emission and absorption by the accelerated object. In blue the thermal ratio.
In black the non thermal ratio for R=10 and p =1.

4. Conclusions

In these notes, we have proposed a new phenomenon that we have called Rindler
observer sublimation. We have followed the logical arguments in reference [3],
where similar calculations have been presented by Hartle and Hawking for a
black hole, to conclude that this process is possible. The critical assumption here
is that an accelerated detector made of given particles might probe the quantum

vacuum of the same kind of particles the detector is made.
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Pabs
Pemi

Figure 7. Ratio between the probabilities associated to emission and
absorption. In blue the thermal ratio. In black the non thermal ratio.

R=10, p =1 and (k) +(k?) =056.

To make the presentation more pedagogical, in Section 2, we reviewed the
quantization of a massive scalar field in Rindler space, highlighting that different
boundary conditions can be used. This section is complemented with Appendix
A, where the ordinary quantization of the massive scalar field has been pre-
sented, and can be contrasted with Section 2. In Section 3, we computed in two
different ways the amplitudes of emission and absorption of an accelerated de-
tector. We have made a parallel discussion between our calculation and refer-
ence [3], where a similar calculation has been presented for a black hole. Our
calculation shows that in the context of accelerated detectors, one gets similar
results to the amplitudes one gets for a black hole. Three experimental setups
have been presented. In particular, one of them shows that under certain cir-
cumstances, one can get a non-thermal outcome. The non-thermal probability
has been numerically explored. The graphics of the comparison between the
thermal and no-thermal amplitudes has been presented at the end of section 3.

Finding that the amplitude (39) is non-vanishing for the process we are con-
sidering is an irrefutable evidence that a Rindler observer may sublimate (or
evaporate). The calculation of the emission and absorption amplitudes from the
Minkowski perspective in Section 3 leads us to conclude that a screen placed in
the neighborhood of a uniformly accelerated particle could detect some thermal
radiation made of matter particles. Besides, we have found that when the un-
iformly accelerated particle intersects the screen, the collected radiation does not
have a thermal distribution. This new result does not have analogous in black
holes.

We find in this deviation from thermality a small window for confirmation of
this process. Also, if confirmation is achieved, it would shed some light on the
Unrubh effect. The fact that we cannot associate a temperature to the radiation in
this particular case, and that for some values of the frequency v the flux of de-

tected particles could be greater than the flux when the radiation is thermal Fig-
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ure 4 and Figure 5, make confirmation plausible.

We have presented two different ways for computing the amplitude, (26) and
(27) and, (33) (or (39)). Although they are quantitatively equal, we have to stress
that they also are qualitatively different. The interpretation is clear, (26), and (27)
gives us the transition amplitude between two states defined over two spacelike
surfaces. While (33) (or (39)) gives us the amplitude of detection at some par-
ticle detector, in our case, the screen. Note that the integrals (33) (or (39)) are
taken over timelike surfaces.

In this work, for simplicity, we did not consider the backreaction due to sub-
limation. To our purpose, proving that the process involved has a non-vanishing
amplitude was sufficient. We have implicitly assumed that the accelerated de-
tector is heavy enough. In this way, losing a few electrons does not affect its tra-
jectory.

The kind of accelerated detector we have presented in this work is that accele-
rated box with particles within it we mentioned in the introduction. The details
of the confining potential are not relevant in the calculation presented here.
They would show up only in an overall factor in front of the amplitudes, and for
simplicity, we have decided to omit it.

The next step in this project could be to engineer a detector model that takes
into account the backreaction. This way, we could make more precise statements
at any stage of the sublimation. Namely, we could track at any time the whole
process in more realistic systems. In this model, the details of the confining po-
tential would be relevant.

We want to stress one more time that we have focused on the sublimation
process for matter particles, but all the formalism presented here applies to elec-
tromagnetic radiation too. Of course, for electromagnetic radiation does not
make any sense to talk about sublimation. In particular, the results presented in
Section 3.2 regarding the non-thermal character of the radiation works for (mass-
less scalar fields) electromagnetic fields as well. So instead of designing an expe-
riment to confirm the sublimation of an accelerated object, one could design an
experiment to confirm the results of Section 3.2 related with the non-thermal
character for the electromagnetic radiation.

Although we have presented some evidence that the sublimation of Rindler
observers is possible, this is a minuscule effect, and like for black hole evapora-

tion, much more study is needed before establishing that it can occur in nature.
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Appendix A: Bogoliubov Coefficients, Canonical
Quantization

In the canonical quantization in Rindler space instead of imposing the boundary
condition (1), we impose.

ox (1.0.%) = 0, (x* (z.0).%' (z.0) %),
0.0 (7,0, X)=0.0,, (xo (7.p),x' (r,p),)_c), (51)

at some initial Rindler time 7.

In this case we have the equations

. . l 0 0 e
€y, gyt b =) [dp| dzx%(p)e'k‘x% (r.p.X),  (52)
0 -
and
1
. , vzt %
e—lvrb(vﬁl;) _elvrb(tv,;) :1( V) Idpj dle//‘/KT(p) ik - Xa ¢7M (‘L' P>X ) (53)
0 —

Solving for b, ;. we get

! ‘VT 2 Vi P ;;;
b(v,l:)zz (2v) (” 0 ]J.dPJ.d p( ) oy (7,0,%).  (54)

Now we can use the result (18) in Equation (54) to finally obtain (21). We
stress that the boundary conditions in the canonical quantization are different to

the ones used in section 2, but certainly they are equivalent. Using (19) and (20),
(21) can be written as

1 1 dp, [ P+ P *%W v
By = 2”(2nv_) I [po plj (e a(,,l,,;)+a(*pl,,,;))» &

where p, =+p +x°, (8).

Appendix B: Integral Representation of the Hankel
Functions

, in connection with

The integral representation of the Hankel functions can ‘P found in [20]. Here
we present the integral representation of F'?) (22 -¢? )Zj

the Amplitude calculation and the wave function in the Rindler wedge.
This function can be represented as

l

1 2"
H(Z) 2_ 2\ | Z+é’ dr —IZCOSh( )-i¢'sinh(7)-v: ) 56
v ((Z § ) J nie (z ; J ( )

—0

where v,z,{€C,and Im(z+¢)<0.
The integral in (45) can be rewritten as

]? dr e—i(—k](2)p)cosh(r)—i(—k(()z)p)sinh(r)—iV‘r' (57)

Now, the analytical extension of (57) is defined as
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0

1.
L (K@ 4 k) 2 2
“im)e2 |70 (2 @Y _(#®
(Cin)e [kw_km 0 oK) (k) | 58)
1
2 2
The on shell condition (k(()z)) —(kl(z)) —x> =0 reduces the integral (57) to
NIV
(—m)ez [W H (le), (59)
1 0

which is the result we have used in (46).
We can also use the integral representation of the Hankel function to relate
the one particle wave functions (40) and (41) in Rindler space with a wave pack-

age in Minkowski space. They are related as: for the emission wave function

1.
. L dntdhy (k)P (ko)
IVTK. :_62 L 20 ™ e . 60
e o (kP) 5 __[0 i [ko_klj (60)

for the absorption wave function

1.
. —lww k 75”/ i 0x0+ lxl
e""K,, (Kp)zle 2 J% ko—il e(k ‘ ) (61)
2 ko \ &, —k,

-0

Here we have followed three steps. First, we have performed the change of va-

1 X +x°
7 =—Log| ———|,
2 g[xl—on

_ 1\2 0)?
o=l (.
which is the inverse transformation of (2). Second, we have used the relation

K, (2) =3 ()" 1) (i2), (62)

riables

and the integral representation of H') (iz), see [20]. Finally, the change of va-
riables

ko =& cosh(r),
k, = xsinh(z),

brings the wave functions to the desired form.

It is worth to emphasize that (60) and (61), are valid only on the overlap be-
tween Rindler and Minkowski space. With this, we can conclude that the Rindler
one-particle wave function can be seen as a fully localized (inside the Rindler

wedge) wave package from the Minkowski perspective.
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