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We theoretically propose an experimentally viable scheme to use an impurity atom in a dipolar
Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC), in order to probe analogue low-energy Lorentz violation from
the modified dispersion at high energies as suggested by quantum theories of gravity. We show
that the density fluctuations in the dipolar BEC possess a Lorentz-violating Bogoliubov spectrum
ωk = c0|k|f(c0|k|/M⋆), with recovery of approximate Lorentz invariance (LI) at energy scales much
below M⋆. When f is adjusted to dip below unity somewhere, the impurity, analogously dipole
coupled to the density fluctuations, experiences analogue drastic Lorentz violation at arbitrarily low
energies, reproducing the same responds of Unruh-DeWitt detector to Lorentz-violating quantum
fields. Being a fundamentally quantum mechanical device, our quantum fluid platform provides
an experimentally realizable test field to verify whether the effective low energy theory can reveal
unexpected imprints of the theory’s high energy structure, in quantum field theory.

I. INTRODUCTION

Lorentz invariance (LI) is one of the fundamental sym-

metries of relativity, however, and may be challenged

at sufficiently high energies suggested by many theories

of quantum gravity [1]. As a phenomenal embodiment

of quantum gravity, any discovery of Lorentz violation

thus would be an important signal of beyond standard

model physics. Testing LI has recently given rise to

widespread interest in diverse physical areas, spanning

atomic physics, nuclear physics, high-energy physics, rel-

ativity, and astrophysics, see Ref. [2–5], and references

therein.

In the LI violation theory, there may be an explicit

energy scale, such as the Planck energy M∗, which char-

acterizes the violation and at energies much below which

the LI is preserved approximately. The Planck energy,

about 1019 GeV, is much larger than any currently ex-

perimentally accessible energy scales, e.g., 1011 GeV for

the trans-GZK cosmic rays that is the highest known

energy of particles [4]. In this regard, direct observation

of Planck scale Lorentz violation seems impossible in any

experiments. Fortunately, strong Planck scale Lorentz vi-

olation could yield a small amount of violation at much

lower energies, and thus one can expect that the effec-

tive low-energy theory, for example in quantum field the-

ory, can reveal unexpected imprints of the theory’s high-

energy structure [4, 6, 7].

∗ tianzh@ustc.edu.cn
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Recently, it has been found that the transition be-

havior of low-energy Unruh-DeWitt detectors [8–13] is

ultra-sensitive to high-energy effects, such as polymer

quantum field theories [14–17]. It has also been shown

that the attainable sensitivity to nonlocal field theories

is expected to outperform that of LHC experiments by

many orders of magnitude [18]. Therefore, this feature of

Unurh-DeWitt detectors may have highly potential appli-

cation for the falsifiability of theoretical proposals, e.g.,

quantum gravity [16–18]. However, there is still no con-

crete experimental setup as a precursor to verify whether

the Unurh-DeWitt detector indeed will work as expected

before its future realistic application.

In this paper, we aim at closing this gap and propose

to study the relevant physics with an experimentally ac-

cessible platform consisting of a dipolar BEC [19] and an

immersed impurity [20, 21]. From the perspective of ana-

log, the density fluctuations in the dipolar BEC possess-

ing a roton spectrum [22–26], due to the dipole-dipole in-

teraction (DDI) between atoms (see below for a detailed

discussion), are modeled as Lorentz-violating quantum

fields. The impurity, analogously dipole coupled to the

density fluctuations in the condensate, is modeled as an

Unruh-DeWitt detector coupling to the Lorentz-violating

quantum fields. This specific quantum simulator in prin-

ciple allows us to test a possible manifestation of the

effects caused by high energy structure in the low-energy

quantum detection—drastic low-energy Lorentz violation

in the impurity modeled as Unruh-DeWitt detector—as

anticipated in Ref. [16].

Our paper is constructed as follows. In Sec. II we

simply introduce our model—dipolar Bose-Einstein con-
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densate, and show how the Lorentz-violating quantum

fields are simulated with the density fluctuation of the

condensate. In Sec. III we show how to simulate the

Unruh-DeWitt detector with an impurity immersed in

the dipolar BEC. In Sec. IV we study the spontaneous

excitation of the detector with inertial trajectory. Exper-

imental feasibility of the relevant simulation within the

current technologies of dipolar BEC is discussed in Sec.

V. Finally, a summary of the main results of our work is

present in Sec. VI.

II. SIMULATING LORENTZ-VIOLATING

QUANTUM FIELDS IN DIPOLAR

BOSE-EINSTEIN CONDENSATE

Let us begin with an interacting Bose gas comprising

atoms or molecules of mass m, whose Lagrangian density

is given by (~ = 1)

L =
i

2
(Ψ∗∂tΨ− ∂tΨ

∗Ψ)− 1

2m
|∇Ψ|2 − Vext|Ψ|2

−1

2
|Ψ|2

∫

d3R′ Vint(R−R
′)|Ψ(R′)|2, (1)

where R = (r, z) are spatial three-dimensional coordi-

nates. The system is trapped by an external potential of

the form Vext(R) = mω2
r
2/2+mω2

zz
2/2. We will assume

that over the whole time evolution the gas is strongly con-

fined in the z direction, with aspect ratio κ = ωz/ω ≫ 1.

The two-body interaction contains two terms

Vint(R−R
′) = gcδ

3(R −R
′) + Vdd(R −R

′), (2)

where gc is the contact interaction coupling, and

Vdd(R −R
′) =

3gd
4π

[1− 3(z − z′)2/|R−R
′|2]

|R−R′|3 (3)

describes the dipolar interaction with coupling constant

gd. Here the dipoles have been assumed to be polar-

ized along the z direction (or perpendicular to the x-y

plane) by an external field. In addition, gc and gd can

be controlled as required in the experiment. Let us note

that it is the interaction between atoms or molecules (in-

cluding both the contact and dipolar interaction) that

results in the Lorentz-violating quasiparticle spectrum,

similar to the case in Ref. [27], as shown in the following.

To guarantee the stability in the DDI-dominated regime

[25], we impose that the system remains sufficiently close

to the quasi-two-dimensional (quasi-2D) regime during

the whole physical process considered. We thus as-

sume that in the z direction, the condensate density

has a Gaussian form, ρz(z) = (π d2z)
−1/2 exp[−z2/d2z],

with dz =
√

1/mωz. Integrating out the z depen-

dence, we can obtain the effective quasi-2D interaction,

V 2D
int (r− r

′) =
∫

dzdz′ Vint(R−R
′)ρz(z)ρz(z

′) [24].

In the 2D case, we decompose the 2D field operator as

ψ̂ = ψ0(1 + φ̂) (4)

with ψ0 =
√
ρ0e

iθ0 , where |ψ0(r)|2 = ρ0 ≃ const rep-

resents the 2D condensate density, and φ̂ describes the

perturbations (excitations) on the top of the condensate.

The Bogoliubov-de Gennes equation for the fluctuation

field φ̂ reads [23, 28]

i∂tφ̂ = − 1

2m
∇2

rφ̂+ ρ0

∫

d2r′ V 2D
int, 0(r− r

′)

×
[

φ̂(r′) + φ̂†(r′)
]

, (5)

where the condensate has been assumed to be static, i.e.,

v = 1
m∇rθ0 = 0. By solving Eq. (5), we can write the

density fluctuations in Heisenberg representation as

δρ̂(t, r) ≃ ρ0(φ̂ + φ̂†)

=
√
ρ0

∫

[dk/(2π)2](uk + vk)× [b̂k(t)e
ik·r

+b̂†
k
(t)e−ik·r], (6)

where the Bogoliubov quasiparticle operators b̂k(t) =

b̂k e
−iωk t satisfy the usual Bose commutation rules

[b̂k, b̂
†
k′ ] = (2π)2δ2(k − k

′). Bogoliubov parameters are

given by

uk = (
√

Hk +
√

Hk + 2Ak)/2(H2
k + 2HkAk)

1/4,

vk = (
√

Hk −
√

Hk + 2Ak)/2(H2
k + 2HkAk)

1/4, (7)

and the quasiparticle frequency ωk =
√

H2
k
+ 2HkAk

with Hk = k2/2m and Ak = ρ0V
2D
int, 0(k) [23]. Here

k = |k| and the Fourier transformation of the effective

quasi-2D interaction is given by [25]

V 2D
int, 0(k) = geff0 (1− 3R

2
kdzw[

kdz√
2
]), (8)

with w[x] = exp[x2](1− erf[x]), an effective contact cou-

pling geff0 = 1√
2πdz

(gc +2gd), and the dimensionless ratio

is defined as

R =
√

π/2/(1 + gc/2gd). (9)

Note that the parameter R could be tunable via Fesh-

bach resonance [29, 30] and rotating polarizing field [31].

It ranges from R = 0 (when gd/gc → 0, i.e., contact

dominance), to R =
√

π/2 (when gd/gc → ∞, i.e., DDI

dominance).

The density fluctuations shown in Eq. (6) closely re-

semble a Lorentz-violating scalar field with an explicit

dispersion relation given by

ωk = c0|k|

√

1− 3R

2

√
A
c0|k|
M∗

w

[

√

A

2

c0|k|
M∗

]

+
1

4

c20|k|2
M2

∗

= c0|k|f(c0|k|/M∗), (10)



3

LI R=0 A=Ac/10

A=1.249 A=Ac = 3.4454

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

c0|k|/M*

f
(c
0
|k
|/
M

*
)

FIG. 1. (Color online) The dimensionless function f shown
in (10) as a function of c0|k|/M∗. LI is the Lorentz invariant
case where f = 1. R = 0 denotes the contact interaction
case, where f is independent of A. For DDI dominance, R =
√

π/2, f dips below 1 for an interval of c0|k|/M∗. Note that
f becomes negative when A > Ac = 3.4454, which means the
spectrum of quasiparticle becomes unstable.

where c0 =
√

geff0 ρ0/m is the speed of sound, another

dimensionless parameter

A = geff0 ρ0/ωz (11)

represents the effective chemical potential as measured

relative to the transverse trapping, and

M∗ = mc20 (12)

is the analog energy scale of Lorentz violation. In the

DDI dominance regime A should be assumed to be not

larger than the critical value Ac = 3.4454, since beyond

which the spectrum of quasiparticle becomes unstable

[23–25]. Therefore, to keep the stability of the spectrum

of quasiparticle in the DDI dominance regime, A ≤ Ac

will be taken throughout the whole paper and this con-

dition requires that the frequency of the confinement

along the z-direction satisfies ωz ≥ 2mg2

d
ρ2

0

πA2
c

. The dis-

persion relation (10) is approximately Lorentz invariant

(f(c0|k|/M∗) ≃ 1) for c0|k|/M∗ ≪ 1. By appropriately

setting the relevant parameters A and R, the dispersion

could be analogously superluminal (f(c0|k|/M∗) > 1)

and subluminal (f(c0|k|/M∗) < 1). In Fig. 1, we plot

the function f(c0|k|/M∗) shown in (10) to see how the

LI is violated in the dispersion. For the DDI dominance,

R =
√

π/2, the analogous subluminal spectrum develops

a roton minimum for sufficiently large A, and the LI is

strongly broken near c0|k|/M∗ ≃ 0.9 [23]. Alternatively,

f(c0|k|/M∗) could dip below 1 for an interval of c0|k|/M∗.

This feature will be very helpful for us to investigate in

quantum field theory, how to reveal unexpected imprints

of the theory’s high energy structure with well-tested low

energy detection in the following.

FIG. 2. (Color online) Schematic of the moving (with speed
parameter v) impurity with effective internal frequency Ω im-
mersed in a quasi-2D dipolar condensate (in purple). Here
the dipoles of atoms or molecules have been assumed to be
polarized along the z direction or perpendicular to the x-y
plane (in blue).

III. UNRUH-DEWITT DETECTOR MODEL IN

DIPOLAR BEC

In quantum field theory, usually the field is probed

with a linearly coupled two-level (1 and 2) Unruh-DeWitt

detector [8–13]. This detector model captures the essen-

tial features of the light-matter interaction when angular

momentum interchange is negligible [32, 33]. Inspired by

the seminal atomic quantum dot idea introduced in Refs.

[20, 21], we model an impurity consisting of a two-level (1

and 2) atom as the Unruh-DeWitt detector, and assume

the impurity is immersed in the quasi-2D dipolar BEC

discussed above (see Fig. 2). The impurity’s motion is

assumed to be externally imposed by a tightly confining

and relatively moving trap potential, so that we can focus

only on its internal degrees of freedom.

In this detector model, a monochromatic external elec-

tromagnetic field at frequency ωL, which is close to res-

onance with the 1 → 2 transition ωL ≃ ω21, is applied

to illuminate the impurity, and correspondingly the Rabi

frequency is Ω. We can write the system Hamiltonian in

the form

H(t) = HC +HA(t) =
∑

k 6=0

ωkb̂
†
k
b̂k

+ω21|2〉〈2| −
(

Ω

2
e−iωLt|2〉〈1|+H.c.

)

+
∑

s

gsρ̂(rA(t))|s〉〈 s|, (13)

where the last term is the collisional coupling between the

impurity and Bose gas. ρ̂(rA) = ψ̂†(rA)ψ̂(rA) denotes

the field density operator of the atomic Bose gas, and

rA(t) is the time-dependent impurity position. gs are

the interaction constant between the impurity in s = 1, 2

state and the condensate. In the rotating frame, the

detector’s Hamiltonian including its interaction with the
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Bose gas can be rewritten as

HA(t) = ω21|2〉〈2| −
1

2
ωL(|2〉〈2| − |1〉〈1|)− 1

2
Ω(|2〉〈1|

+H.c.) +
∑

s

gsρ̂(rA(t))|s〉〈 s|. (14)

Then, using the rotated |g, e〉 = (1/
√
2)(|1〉 ± |2〉) basis

and defining g± = 1
2 (g1 ± g2), we can further rewrite the

Hamiltonian (14) as

HA(t) =
Ω
2 σz +

δ
2σx + ρ̂(rA(t))[g+ + g−σx], (15)

where σz and σx are the conventional Pauli matrices, and

δ = ωL − ω21 is the detuning. In this rotated basis, the

Rabi frequency Ω determines the splitting between the

|g, e〉 states, while the detuning δ gives a coupling term.

Let us note the last term of the above Hamiltonian (15)

denotes the interaction between the impurity and Bose

gas. This interaction contains two terms: the first one

proportional to g+ is similar to the reminiscent coupling

of a charged particle to an electric field, while the other

resembles a standard electric-dipole coupling mediated

by a coupling constant g−. By suitably choosing the

internal atomic states and properly tuning the interaction

constants (e.g., via Feshbach resonances [29, 30]), the first

term could be cancelled as a result of g+ = 0 [34–36],

behaving like the analog charge neutrality. Furthermore,

the atomic density operator ρ̂(r), as shown above, can be

split into its average value ρ0 and small fluctuations δρ̂(r)

in (6). With the suitable detuning δ between driving

frequency and the impurity’s internal level space, one can

exactly compensate the coupling to the average density,

δ/2 + g−ρ0 = 0 [37, 38]. Under all these assumptions,

the impurity’s Hamiltonian including the its interaction

with the condensate can finally be written as

HA(t) =
Ω
2 σz + g−σxδρ̂(rA). (16)

The coupling of the impurity to the condensate in the

Hamiltonian (16) has the analogous form g−σxδρ̂(rA) of

a two-level atom dipole coupled to the quantum Lorentz-

violating scalar field at its position rA.

IV. SPONTANEOUS EXCITATION OF

INERTIAL DETECTOR

Consider the above impurity detector with the Hamil-

tonian given in (16), we assume that it is pointlike and

moves on the worldline (t(τ), r(τ)), where τ is the proper

time. In the detector’s frame, the coupling between the

impurity and the density fluctuations of the condensate

(or Bogoliubov field) in the interaction picture can be

rewritten as

Hint(τ) = g−
(

eiΩτσ+ + e−iΩτσ−
)

δρ̂(t(τ), rA(τ)).(17)

We take the initial state of joint system (the impurity

and the density fluctuations) before the interaction to be

|0〉 ⊗ |g〉. We pay attention to the probability for the

detector to be excited, i.e., at state |e〉, as a result of

the interaction. Since here the coupling constant g− is

treated as a small parameter, it enables this probability

to be calculated to first order in perturbation theory in

g− [10–13, 39–41],

P (Ω) =
∣

∣〈Ψ e|ig−
∫ ∞

−∞
dτ

(

eiΩτσ+ + e−iΩτσ−
)

⊗δρ̂(t(τ), rA(τ))|g 0〉
∣

∣

2

= g2−

∫ ∞

−∞
dτ ′

∫ ∞

−∞
dτ ′′e−iΩ(τ ′−τ ′′)W (τ ′, τ ′′),(18)

where |Ψ〉 is quantum state of the Bogoli-

ubov field satisfying |Ψ〉〈Ψ| + |0〉〈0| = 1, and

W (τ ′, τ ′′) = 〈0|δρ̂(t(τ ′), rA(τ ′))δρ̂(t(τ ′′), rA(τ ′′))|0〉
denotes the Wightman function of the Bogoliubov field.

We can consider situations in which the Wightman

function is stationary, i.e., W (τ ′, τ ′′) = W (τ ′ − τ ′′). It

implies that the correlations between two events depend

only on the difference of times between them. Then

we may convert P (Ω) into the transition rate per unit

time, as done in Refs. [39–41]. After some straight

transformations and calculations [39–41], the transition

rate per unit time finally is given by

F(Ω) = g2−

∫ ∞

−∞
dse−iΩ sW (s, 0), (19)

where s = τ ′ − τ ′′. We will use Eq. (19) in the following

study.

We consider an inertial detector with the trajectory

given by (t(τ), r(τ)) = (τ, c0τ tanhβ, 0), where c0 tanhβ

denotes the velocity with respect to the distinguished

inertial frame, and for simplicity is set to be positive.

Note that the detector’s velocity has been assumed to be

smaller than the sound speed, c0. Assuming both the

impurity and the Bogoliubov field initially in the ground

state and working in the frame comoving with the impu-

rity, we obtain the detector’s transition rate by substi-

tuting Eq. (6) into Eq. (19),

F(Ω) =

∫ ∞

−∞
ds

∫

dk
ρ0g

2
−

(2π)4
Hk

ωk

e−i(Ω+ωk−c0kx tanh β)s

=
ρ0M∗ g

2
−

(2π)3c−2
0

∫ ∞

0

dg
g2

f(g)

× Θ
(

g tanhβ − |Ω/M∗ + gf(g)|
)

√

g2 tanh2 β −
(

Ω/M∗ + gf(g)
)2
, (20)

where g = c0|k|/M∗, Ω denotes the effective energy space

between the impurity’s two levels, and Θ is the Heaviside

function. In the low-speed limit, i.e., when β ≪ 1, we
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Transition rate shown in (20) for excitations (Ω/M∗ > 0) vs β for different effective chemical potential

A, in units of
ρ0M∗ g2

−

(2π)3c−2

0

. Here we assume that the DDI dominance case (R =
√

π/2) is valid.

have tanhβ ≈ β, then the effective-energy expression in

Eq. (20) Ω+ωk−c0kx tanhβ is approximate to Ω+ωk−
c0kxβ, and the detector’s transition rate could be given

by

F(Ω) =
ρ0M∗ g

2
−

(2π)3c−2
0

∫ ∞

0

dg
g2

f(g)

× Θ
(

gβ − |Ω/M∗ + gf(g)|
)

√

g2β2 −
(

Ω/M∗ + gf(g)
)2
. (21)

In Eq. (20) the crucial issue, resulting from the defi-

nition of Heaviside function, is the behavior of the argu-

ment of Θ: Under what condition is the argument of Θ

positive for at least some interval of g? If f(g) ≥ 1 for all

g, the argument of Θ clearly is always negative for all pos-

itive Ω, and thus the corresponding transition rate F(Ω)

vanishes. The vanishing transition rate suggests the de-

tector does not become spontaneously excited. Note that

f(g) = 1 corresponds to the usual massless scalar field

(Lorentz-invaiant field) case, thus the Lorentz-invariant

vacuum field induces no spontaneous excitations in the

inertial detector [10].

An interesting case is when f(g) dips somewhere be-

low unity [16, 17]. Concretely, we assume fc = inf f ,

and 0 < fc < 1 (see more details in Fig. 1). In this sce-

nario, the detector behaves quite differently for rapidi-

ties below and above the critical value βc = arctanh(fc).

When 0 < β < βc, we see from the argument of Θ in

(20) that F(Ω) vanishes for Ω > 0. It implies that

the detector remains unexcited. This result is consis-

tent with that for the uniformly moving detector cou-

pled to a massless scalar field [10]. However, when

β > βc, the argument of Θ in (20) keeps positive for

0 < Ω/M∗ < supg≥0 g[tanhβ − f(g)], and thus F(Ω)

does not vanish. It suggests that the detector gets spon-

taneously excited, at arbitrarily small positive Ω. This

result is quite different from that of the uniformly moving

detector coupled to the massless scalar field, which never

gets spontaneously excited [10]. Besides, when Ω < 0,

no matter the rapidities are below or above the critical

value, the detector has a nonvanishing deexcitation rate

that depends on the rapidities.

We give a brief summary here: The Bogoliubov spec-

trum in (10) violates Lorentz invariance, but is approxi-

mately Lorentz invariant as c0|k|/M∗ approaches to zero.

Furthermore, its smooth positive-valued function f could

dip somewhere below unity, satisfying 0 < fc < 1 with

fc = inf f . Then, the broken LI, strongly at the energy

scale M∗, may induce the inertial Unruh Dewitt detec-

tor with rapidity β > βc = arctanh(fc) in the preferred

frame to experience spontaneous excitations and deexci-

tations at arbitrarily low |Ω|. The anticipation in Ref.

[16] could be verified in the analogue gravity system pro-

posed here.

In Fig. 3, we take the dispersion relation (10) in the

DDI domination regime (R =
√

π/2) and plot the tran-

sition rate F(Ω) in (20), as a function of β. Clearly, the

transition rate remains vanishing in the beginning, then

suddenly becomes a maximal value when the rapidity β

exceeds the critical βc, and decays with the increase of

the rapidity. Moreover, in the DDI domination regime

how the critical rapidity βc changes with the effective

chemical potential A is shown in Fig. 4. Since fc in

our setup could approach to zero when working in the

DDI dominance regime for sufficiently large A (see Fig.

1), correspondingly, the critical rapidity βc = arctanh(fc)

beyond which the detector gets spontaneously excited ap-

proaches to zero as well. It suggests that even for a quite

small rapidity, one can still observe the spontaneous ex-

citations of inertial detector as a result of the broken LI

of quantum fields. This ultralow-speed demand could
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FIG. 4. (Color online) The critical rapidity βc as a function
of the effective chemical potential A for the DDI dominance
case (R =

√

π/2).

reduce the experimental challenge.

V. EXPERIMENTAL IMPLEMENTATION

So far, the experimental realization of magnetic DDI-

dominated condensate [19] has been reported with dif-

ferent atoms [42–44]. Besides, the realization of BEC

made up of molecules with permanent electric dipoles

[45] is now at the forefront of ongoing research; cf., e.g.,

Refs. [46–50]. As a result of the DDI between atoms, the

excitation spectrum of dipolar BEC displays a deviation

from the Lorentz invariant one, and even displays a roton

minimum when the BEC is in the DDI-dominated regime

[22–26]. Experimental observation of roton modes in ul-

tracold dipolar quantum gases has been reported recently

[51–54]. The density fluctuations in the dipolar BEC, as

shown above, thus could furnish a quantum simulation

of the quantum field with broken LI, within current ex-

perimental reach. In addition, great advances in high-

precision measurements of correlation functions [55–58]

pave the way to explore the possible extraordinary prop-

agation of quantum field due to the broken LI.

The hybrid systems [59], consisting of trapped ions

and ultracold atomic systems, has recently emerged as

a new platform for fundamental research in quantum

physics. In experiment, a trapped single ion [60] and

single electron [61] coupled to a BEC have been imple-

mented. Moreover, the impurities’ dynamics can be used

to probe the density profile of BEC [62–65]. By designing

the external trap potential which tightly confines the im-

purity and moves uniformly, one can impose the comov-

ing motion on the impurity. A quasiparticle formed by

a mobile impurity interacting with a surrounding BEC,

was observed in two parallel experiments [66, 67], using

different physical systems and techniques. Thus, it is pos-

sible in principle, to design a hybrid system combining a

impurity and a dipolar BEC, in order to explore the dy-

namics of the impurity with the roton modes due to DDI

between atoms. This proposed cold atom setup could be

as the quantum simulator of the broken LI physics, as

discussed above.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this paper, we have proposed a cold atom setup

where an external potential trapped impurity immersed

in a dipolar BEC and coupled to its density fluctuations

serves as a quantum simulator of a two-level atom dipole

coupled to the quantum scalar field with broken LI. We

have shown that the Bogoliubov spectrum in the dipolar

BEC deviates from the Lorentz invariant one, and the

deviation could be tunable via Feshbach resonance and

rotating polarizing field. Due to the broken LI, the iner-

tial impurity modeled as a Unruh-DeWitt detector can

be spontaneously excited when its rapidity exceeds the

criticality βc = arctanh(fc). Interestingly, the critical

rapidity in our scenario can be controlled and even can

approach to zero if the ratio between the atomic contact

interaction and DDI is appropriate. Therefore, our pro-

posal can experimentally demonstrate that the effective

low energy theory can reveal unexpected imprints of the

theory’s high energy structure, in quantum field theory.

Note that the detector initially prepared at its ground

state could get excited when its velocity exceeds the crit-

ical one as discussed above, and the critical velocity is

smaller than the speed of sound as a consequence of the

spectrum function f(c0|k|/M∗) < 1. During the exci-

tation process the moving detector could also simulta-

neously create the excitations (or quasiparticles) in the

dipolar BEC, which have the spectrum as shown in Eq.

(10). Therefore, one can also indirectly observe the cre-

ated quasiparticles in the dipolar BEC by checking if the

detector becomes excited, or by measuring the energy of

the detector with the similar experimental methods in

Refs. [66, 67].

Our proposed quantum fluid platform has potential as

a quantum simulator [68] of quantum field theories: the

tunability of the impurity’s motion, of the sound speed,

of the Bogoliubov spectrum form, of the condensate’s

dynamics and geometry, allows us in the experimentally

accessible regime, to explore open questions concerning

Unruh effect [69], and why its robustness to high en-

ergy modifications of the dispersion relation [70] behaves

differently from that of its equivalence principle dual—

Hawking effect [71]. In addition, the impurity could also

be used as a detector to explore the intricate many-body

correlations between analogue high-energy quasiparticles

in the dipolar BEC [23] due to the DDI between atoms.



7

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was supported by the National Key R&D

Program of China (Grant No. 2018YFA0306600), the

CAS (Grants No. GJJSTD20170001 and No. QYZDY-

SSW-SLH004), and Anhui Initiative in Quantum Infor-

mation Technologies (Grant No. AHY050000). ZT was

supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of

China under Grant No. 11905218, and the CAS Key Lab-

oratory for Research in Galaxies and Cosmology, Chinese

Academy of Science (No. 18010203).

[1] Giovanni Amelino-Camelia, “Quantum-Spacetime
Phenomenology,” Living Rev. Rel. 16, 5 (2013),
arXiv:0806.0339 [gr-qc].

[2] Don Colladay and V. Alan Kostelecký,
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