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We consider an Unruh-DeWitt detector modeled as a harmonic oscillator that is coupled to a
massless quantum scalar field in the (2+1)-dimensional Minkowski spacetime. We treat the de-
tector as an open quantum system and employ a quantum Langevin equation to describe its time
evolution, with the field, which is characterized by a frequency-independent spectral density, act-
ing as a stochastic force. We investigate a point-like detector moving with constant acceleration
through the Minkowski vacuum and an inertial one immersed in a thermal reservoir at the Unruh
temperature, exploring the implications of the well-known non-equivalence between the two cases
on their dynamics. We find that both the accelerated detector’s dissipation rate and the shift of
its frequency caused by the coupling to the field bath depend on the acceleration temperature.
Interestingly enough this is not only in contrast to the case of inertial motion in a heat bath but
also to any analogous quantum Brownian motion model in open systems, where dissipation and
frequency shifts are not known to exhibit temperature dependencies. Nonetheless, we show that
the fluctuating-dissipation theorem still holds for the detector-field system and in the weak-coupling
limit an accelerated detector is driven at late times to a thermal equilibrium state at the Unruh

temperature.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Unruh effect [1-3] asserts that observers moving
with a constant acceleration of magnitude a in Minkowski
spacetime perceive the Minkowski vacuum as a thermal
state at a temperature proportional to their acceleration,
known as the Unruh temperature Ty = ha/(2wckp),
where A is the reduced Planck constant, ¢ the speed of
light and kp the Boltzmann’s constant. It is a direct
manifestation of the observer dependence of the notion
of the vacuum and hence of the particle content in quan-
tum field theory [4, 5].

Typical considerations of the Unruh effect employ the
concept of the Unruh-DeWitt (UDW) particle detector
[3, 6]: a point-like two-level system that interacts locally
with a quantum field through a monopole coupling while
moving along a worldline in Minkowski spacetime. The
excitation rate of a uniformly accelerated detector, ini-
tially prepared in its ground state, is then evaluated to
leading order in time-dependent perturbation theory [4]
and is found to follow a Planck distribution at the Unruh
temperature.

Nonetheless, the identification of the Unruh effect
through the Planckian form of the transition rate has
proven to be misleading. This is mainly because the par-
ticle detector approach is highly model-dependent. Dif-
ferent types of detectors and couplings to fields result in
different detector responses to the vacuum fluctuations of
a field [7, 8]. One striking example is the dependence of
the excitation rate of an accelerated detector in a scalar
field background on the number of the dimensions of the
underlying spacetime, with the Bose-Einstein distribu-
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tion observed for even dimensions being replaced by a
Fermi-Dirac one in odd dimensions [9, 10].

On the other hand, treating the detector as an open
quantum system [11] with the field playing the role of
the environment it can be shown that in the long-time
limit an accelerated detector reaches a Gibbs state at
the Unruh temperature regardless of the details of the
interaction or the intermediate dynamics (see, e.g., [12—
18]). The late time behavior of the detector provides a
more rigorous and universal way to interpret the Unruh
effect and its thermal character [14, 15].

In the present work, we model the detector as a har-
monic oscillator rather than a qubit. The oscillator de-
tector model is equivalent to a quantum Brownian mo-
tion (QBM) model [19-22] of an oscillator coupled to a
bath of an infinite number of non-interacting harmonic
oscillators. We study the response of an accelerated de-
tector interacting with a massless quantum scalar field
in its vacuum state in the (2+1)-dimensional Minkowski
spacetime. Working in the framework of open systems
we use a quantum Langevin equation [23, 24] to describe
its time evolution with the effects of the field bath be-
ing incorporated in the Pauli-Jordan and the Hadamard
functions of the field. Our aim is to explore the con-
sequences of the statistics reported in [9, 10] as well as
the emergence of thermality in the evolution of a QBM
detector model in a (2+1) dimensional spacetime back-
ground.

We consider the cases of a point-like detector moving
with constant acceleration through the Minkowski vac-
uum and a static one immersed in a heat bath at the
Unruh temperature. Although the accelerated oscilla-
tor behaves in exactly the same way as the static one in
(1+1) and (3+1) spacetime dimensions, this equivalence
ceases to hold when considering the (2+1)-dimensional
case [10]. We ask then the following question: What this
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non-equivalence in (2+1) dimensions implies for the dy-
namics of an accelerated Brownian oscillator?

We find that, as a result of this contradiction, both
the accelerated detector’s dissipation rate and the Lamb
shift depend on the acceleration temperature. This is in
contrast to the case of inertial motion in heat bath and
most importantly—to our knowledge-to any conventional
QBM model, where dissipation and frequency shifts are
not known to exhibit temperature dependencies. Finally,
we show that despite the aforementioned discrepancy
the fluctuating-dissipation theorem still holds and in the
weak-coupling limit an accelerated detector asymptoti-
cally reaches at late times a thermal state at the Unruh
temperature.

Throughout the paper we denote spacetime vectors
with sans-serif characters (x), while spatial vectors are
represented by boldface letters (x). We use the signature
(+——---—) for the Minkowski metric. Unless otherwise
specified we hereafter set h =c = kg = 1.

II. THE QUANTUM LANGEVIN EQUATION
AND ITS SOLUTION

We model an UDW detector as a harmonic oscillator
with unit mass and bare frequency €2, whose position op-
erator z is linearly coupled to a massless quantum scalar
field through the Hamiltonian [25, 26]

Hr = \i @ ®(x), (1)

where )\ is the coupling constant and é(x) is the pullback
of the field to the detector’s position x.

The oscillator detector model described by the inter-
action Hamiltonian (1) is a special case of the Caldeira-
Leggett [20] model of QBM, which has been extensively
employed in the theory of open quantum systems to in-
vestigate phenomena such as dissipation and decoherence
that appear in a Brownian particle when it is coupled to a
bath comprised by an infinite number of non-interacting
harmonic oscillators. The bath is usually assumed to be
initially in a (Gaussian) thermal state with a finite tem-
perature. In the case considered here, the quantum field
acts as the environment.

In the Heisenberg picture, the time evolution of the
detector’s position operator is given by the quantum
Langevin equation [27, 28]

i)+ @) 42 [ ds(r - i) = o(r), (2)
0
where ¢(7) := A®(x(7)) plays the role of a fluctuating
force that obeys Gaussian statistics with (@(7)) = 0 and
i .
X(Ta 7-/) = _5 <[‘P(T),(P(7J)]> (3)

is the dissipation kernel. The detector’s worldine x(7) =
(t(7),x(7)) is parametrized by its proper time 7.

The solution of the integro-diffrential equation (2) is

&(1) = G(1)2(0) + G(1)p(0) + /OT ds G(1 — s)p(s),
(4)

where G(7) is the solution of the homogeneous part of
Eq. (2) with initial conditions G(0) = 0 and G(0) = 1.
The homogeneous solution can be expressed as an inverse
Laplace transform through the Bromwich integral

1 a+1i00 627—

G(r)=— - dz, 5

(7) 271 /Q_ioo 22 + Q2 4 2x(2) (5)
where X(z) denotes the Laplace transform of the dissipa-
tion kernel and « is a real constant that is larger than
the real part of all the singularities of the integrand.

As the Hamiltonian of the oscillator detector is
quadratic to positions and momenta, its state is fully
described by its first moments (R,,) and the covariance
matrix o of its second moments [29]

1 ~ . . .
R (R (R o
where R, is an element of the vector R = (#,p)7, {-,-}
stands for the anticommutator and (-) is the average
taken over the initial state.

In terms of the solution (4) the covariance matrix ele-
ments are given by

011(7) = <9AC2(T)>
:/0 ds/o ds'G(t — 8)G(r — s (s, s"), (7)

= ds/o ds'G(t — 8)G(r — s (s, s'), (8)

0
A FRA
012(r) = 5 {H)P(r) + D))
:/Tds " ASGr — )C(r — (s, ), (9)
0 0
where
W) = ¢ (80, 6())) (10)

is the noise kernel. We have assumed that the detec-
tor and the field are initially prepared in an uncorre-
lated state, i.e., p(0) = pp(0) ® po(0), and that (£(0)) =
(p(0)) = 0. Note that since (¢(7)) = 0 the first moments
vanish.

We notice that the effects of the field bath are rep-
resented in the dissipation and noise kernels. They can
be identified with the Pauli-Jordan and the Hadamard
functions of the field respectively [4] and together they



constitute the Wightman two-point correlation function
of the field

T)$(7")

W(r, ') = (¢
v(r, ™) +ix(r,7) (11)

evaluated along the detector’s trajectory. We note that
when the state of the field is stationary and the detec-
tor follows a stationary spacetime trajectory [30]-special
cases of which are the inertial and the linear with con-
stant acceleration—the Wightman function depends only
on the proper time deference 7—7’ between the two points
on the detector’s worldline and it can be expressed as
W(r, ") =W(r —71").

III. UNIFORMLY ACCELERATED
OSCILLATOR DETECTOR

We consider an oscillator detector that is uniformly
accelerated in the z direction of the (2+1)-dimensional
Minkowski spacetime. In order to describe the detector’s
motion it is convenient to introduce the Rindler coor-
dinates (n,&,z) [31, 32], where x; denotes the spatial
coordinate transverse to the direction of the acceleration.
They are related to the Minkowski coordinates (¢, z, 2 )
through the transformation

1

t =a 'e®sinh(an), z=a 'e® cosh(an), (12)

under which the Minkowski line element takes the form

ds® = e (dn? — de?) — da? (13)
where 77 and & take values in the range —oo < 1,& < 0o
and a is a positive constant. They cover the spacetime
region with [t| < z, known as the right Rindler wedge.
An observer moving with constant proper acceleration a
can then be described as a static one that follows the
trajectory with £ = 0 and proper time 7.

In the Rindler coordinates the Klein-Gordon equa-
tion /=g~ ', (V=997 ,) ®

scalar field takes the form

32 R 32 2at 82 R
W@(nvgaxj_) = <a€2 +e M>¢(07£7$L)7 (14)

= 0 satisfied by a massless

and the field operator can be written in terms of the
creation &fL and annihilation dfh operators of the

Rindler modes as [8, 10]

b(n, &, 71) = /0 deo / dky (v, aF 4 He).

(15)
where
R _ Sinh(ﬂ—w/a) ‘kl‘ —i(wn—k,x
Voky = WKﬁu/a ne—aE ) ¢ (on=hies),

(16)

is the positive frequency mode function, k; the trans-
verse momentum and K, (x) is the modified Bessel func-
tion of second kind [33]. The creation and annihilation
operators satisfy the commutation relations

[Afklv AR/T]@’ ] = 6(0‘) - w/)é(kL - kl)a

~ ~ ~R ~R
(e, alw ) = (0} alh, 1 =0. (17)

A. The Wightman function

We evaluate the Wightman function of a massless
scalar field in the Minkowski vacuum state along the
worldline of an accelerated detector to obtain

Wace(s) = g /OOO dw <cos(ws) — i tanh (%) sin(ws)),
(18)

where we have set s = —1/, i.e., the correlation function
is stationary in the Rindler time. Note that the spectral
density of the environment is frequency-independent. In
order to compute Eq. (18) we have employed the expec-
tation values over the Minkowski vacuum state

N . 1

<a511ia5/kl> = maja 0@ wNo(kr — k1), (19)
A . 627rw/a

<a5kiafjkl> = m&w — Wk — k), (20)

and used the integral [34]

/OOO dr K2, () = Z’r @ + z,,L)

where I'(z) is the gamma function. For an alternative
derivation of Eq. (18), as well as its exact expression see
Appendix A.

Let us next consider an inertial detector following the
worldine x(7) = (7,0,0) and interacting with a scalar
field

2
7T2

(21)

1 cosh(mp)’

(&ke,i(wktka) + H.C.) , (22)

R d2k
N o

where wi, = /|k|? + m?2, m denotes the mass of the field,

d}; and ag are the creation and annihilation operators of
the filed mode with momentum k that satisfy the stan-
dard canonical commutation relations. We suppose that
the field is at a thermal equilibrium state with temper-
ature ' = 1/4. In this case, the Wightman function of
the field pulled back to the detector’s worldline is

W) = oo [ ) (ot (222 ) cos )
—isin(ons) ). (23)



where s’ = 7 — 7" and J(|k|) = |k|/wk. The hyperbolic
cotangent that appears in the noise kernel suggests that
the noise experienced by the detector is thermal. The
correlation function in (23) has the conventional form
of one characterizing an environment at a thermal state
with temperature T. Such forms (with spectral densities
following a power law J(|k|) ~ |k|”) are common in QBM
models.

Beyond the (2+1)-dimensional case considered above,
it can be shown that an oscillator detector moving with
constant acceleration through the Minkowski vacuum be-
haves exactly in the same way as an inertial one at
an Ohmic (in (3+1) dimensions) or a sub-ohmic (in
(141) dimensions) heat bath at the Unruh temperature
Ty = a/27, a behavior that is also implied by the sim-
ilarity of the dissipation and noise kernels between the
two cases [26, 35]. This equivalence offers one way to see
the Unruh effect. However, as pointed in [10], the two
pictures: (i) an inertial detector immersed in a thermal
field bath at the Unruh temperature and (ii) a uniformly
accelerated detector in Minkowski vacuum are not equiv-
alent in the (2+1)-dimensional spacetime.

The relation between the dissipation and noise kernels
and the Wightman function through Eq. (11) allows one
to evaluate the Fermi golden rule transition rate of an
oscillator detector (let’s assume it starts out in its ground
state) as [36]

o0
w(Q) = / ds e BSW(s). (24)
— 00

It is then straightforward to show that in the (2+1)-
dimensional case the transition rate of an acceler-
ated detector obeys a Fermi-Dirac distribution w ~
Exp'(27Q/a+1) at the Unruh temperature, in contrast
to the Planckian form w ~ Exp~'(27€/a—1) observed in
(141) and (3+1) dimensions and in the thermal inertial
case at all dimensions. The “statistics inversion” in the
distribution that characterizes the detector’s transition
rate spectrum in odd spacetime dimensions was origi-
nally reported in [9, 10]. Note that this does not mean
that the background scalar field bath somehow changed
its statistics; each field mode is populated by a Bose fac-
tor [37].

We notice that neither the discrepancy between the
Wightman functions in the accelerated and the thermal
inertial cases considered above nor the non-Planckian
form of the transition rate of an accelerated detector
means that the Unruh effect is not present in (24+1) di-
mensions. As we shall see next, in the long time limit
the detector reaches a thermal equilibrium state at the
Unruh temperature. It is the thermality of the detector’s
asymptotic state that offers a more robust and universal
way to interpret the Unruh effect, as has been pointed in
[14, 15].

We next demonstrate that the dependence of the dis-
sipation kernel on the acceleration temperature (see Eq.
(18)) gives rise to a temperature dependent damping rate
and Lamb shift. This is in contrast to any conventional

4

QBM model where the dissipation kernel (see Eq. (23))
does not depend on the temperature of the bath and both
the dissipation rate and the Lamb shift are temperature
independent.

B. Dissipation and noise

In order to avoid any convergences in the calculation of
the Laplace transform of the dissipation kernel integral
we introduce an exponential cut-off in it

P

x(s) = dw e™ tanh (%) sin (ws),  (25)

,EO

where €' denotes a high frequency cut-off. Although
the regularization of the high frequency behavior by the
introduction of the exponential factor e™* may seems
ad hoc, in UDW detector models it is shown that the
positive parameter € can be related to the size of the
detector, with the limiting case ¢ — 0T taken after the
computation of the integral, to correspond to the case of
a point-like detector [38, 39]. Note that also to calculate
the Laplace transform of the dissipation kernel through
its exact expression contained in (A5), a relevant regula-
tor that ensures the existence of the integral transform is
needed. We then evaluate the Laplace transform of the
dissipation kernel integral (25), for small but finite values
of €, to obtain

)\2

W)= |l -u (245)] o

where y is the Euler-Mascheroni constant and (z) is the
psi (digamma) function [33].

Working in the weak-coupling regime we look pertur-
batively for the poles of the integrand in (5), i.e., we look
for the solutions of equation 22 + Q2 + 2x(z) = 0. We
find that the poles are 24 = —y 4 + O(A\*), where

v = 7 tanh (T) (27)

is the dissipation rate with v¢ = ;‘—; denoting the damp-
ing constant obtained in the case of inertial motion in
a massless field bath at a thermal state, and 2 =
02 + Qp + 69, where

4762
O = 0%y, (e¥eQ) (28)
s
is an acceleration independent frequency renormalization
term and

50 = @ [m(g) + Re) (iz + ;)] (29)

is a finite frequency shift (the Lamb shift) due to ac-
celeration. To obtain Egs. (27) and (29) we have used
the functional relation Ima) (% + wc) = 7 tanh(7z). Note



that we have incorporated the divergent shift term Qg
into the definition of the oscillator detector’s frequency.
Alternatively, one may include a second order to the cou-
pling counter-term into the interaction Hamiltonian to
compensate for the renormalization [11, 40].

In Fig. 1 we plot the acceleration temperature de-
pendent dissipation rate (27) and frequency shift (29)
compared to the ones found in the case of an inertial
detector immersed in a heat bath at the Unruh tempera-
ture. We observe that the dissipation rate increases with
frequency until it reaches the temperature independent
value obtained in the thermal inertial case and becomes
constant. On the other hand, the frequency shift due
to acceleration significantly differs from the one found in
the thermal inertial case and which does not depend on
the temperature of the field bath.

Finally, employing the Cauchy’s residue theorem we
evaluate the Bromwich integral (5) to obtain the homo-
geneous solution

sin (Y
G(n) = e*””%. (30)
Note that the psi function t(z) is a meromorphic func-
tion with simple poles at z = —n, n € Ng. Thus, in
the homogeneous solution (30) there should be another
term with the sum of the residues of the poles of the
psi function. However, this extra term, which resembles
relevant branch-cut terms in QBM models, gives rise to
effects that are significant only at very early times, de-
caying fast in time [41-43]. As we are interested in the
late-time behavior of the detector we drop this term. For
similar non-Markovian poles that appear in the case of a
qubit detector and affect its evolution at early times see
[14].

C. Late-time covariances

In the long-time limit the position correlator in Eq. (7)
takes the form

o11(00) = 2% /0 "~ dw Gliw)G(—iw), (31)

where G (z) is the Laplace transform of the homogeneous
solution (30). It is given by

o 1
G(tiw) = FoER P (32)

and thus Eq. (31) reads

- l & ' Q’YOQ
o1(o0) = T /0 : (270Q)2 tanh?(7Q/a) + (w? — Q2)2°
(33)

It is also straightforward to obtain the asymptotic form
of the momentum correlator o,,(c0) by noticing that
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FIG. 1: Dissipation rate and frequency shift of a
uniformly accelerated oscillator detector (solid line)
compared to the ones found in the case of an inertial

detector immersed in a heat bath at the Unruh

temperature Ty (dashed line).

G(iw)G(—iw) = w?G(iw)G(—iw). The remaining covari-
ances 012(00) = 021(00) vanish.

In the vanishingly weak coupling limit, v/ — 0, the
Lorentzian function in (33) is replaced by the delta func-
tion

’ (Q2 ;1}:(3;/@)) 39

and we obtain

o11(00) = <A2(oo)> = % coth <2%]) , (35)
022(00) = <]§2(OO)> = 5 coth <2%]> s (36)

which describe a thermal state at the Unruh temperature
Ty [11].



D. The fluctuation-dissipation theorem

Taking the Fourier transform f(w) = [%_dse™* f(s)
of the noise kernel in Eq. (18) (or A5) we have

U(w) = 27§ (37)

Furthermore, the imaginary part of the Fourier trans-
formed dissipation kernel reads

Imy(w) = 272 tanh (%) . (38)
Combining Egs. (37) and (38) we obtain the fluctuation-
dissipation theorem

U

7e) = coth 5 ) (o) (39)

which implies that fluctuations in equilibrium are ther-
mal. It is identical to the conventional form obtained in
the case of a system in thermal equilibrium at some tem-
perature T (here this is the Unruh temperature). The
relation between the Fourier transforms of the expecta-
tion values of the commutator and anti-commutator of
the field expressed by the fluctuation-dissipation theo-
rem has also been deduced in [10] from the form of the
detector’s spectrum (24).

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We studied the response of a uniformly accelerated os-
cillator detector interacting with a massless scalar field
in its vacuum state in the (241)-dimensional flat space-
time. We showed that in the weak coupling limit the de-
tector reaches at late times a thermal state at the Unruh
temperature. This leads us to suggest that a uniformly
accelerated detector in Minkowski vacuum and an iner-
tial one immersed in a thermal field bath at the Unruh
temperature behave in the same way no matter what
the dimensions of the background spacetime are only in
terms of their late time behavior. As we have argued be-
fore [14, 15] it is this late time behavior of the detector
that offers a robust and universal way to interpret the
Unruh effect.

Apart from that, we revised in the framework of open
quantum systems an older result by Takagi [10] report-
ing the non-equivalence between the accelerating and the
thermal inertial case in (24+1) spacetime dimensions. In-
vestigating the implications of this non-equivalence on
the evolution of an accelerated oscillator we demon-
strated that in the (2+1)-dimensional case both the ac-
celerated detector’s dissipation rate and the shift of its
frequency caused by the coupling to the field bath depend
on the acceleration temperature, as opposed to analogous
QBM models in open systems, where neither of them ex-
hibits temperature dependencies.

We note that since the Caldeira-Leggett model of
Brownian motion and the quantum Langevin approach

are generally used to describe the dynamics in many real
systems, as, for example, in superconducting circuits el-
ements, it would be interesting to explore the emergence
of the unique characteristics of the Unruh (or any Unruh-
like [44]) effect in the (2+1) dimensional spacetime geom-
etry in analogue gravity experiments [45, 46].
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Appendix A: Alternative derivation and exact
expression for the Wightman function Eq. (18)

In the main text, we have employed the Rindler-Fulling
quantization scheme [1] for a massless scalar field in order
to obtain the Wightman two-point function Eq. (18).
Alternatively, we can calculate the Wightman function
in a straightforward manner through its definition (11),

2
W(r, ) = / _ Ak ikt —ie) ik (x(r) ()
’ (2m)22[k| ’
(A1)

along the accelerating detector’s trajectory x(7) =
(a~!sinh(ar),a"! cosh(ar),0) to obtain

1 oo a1 . a r
W(T _ 7_/) — E /0 dke—sza Slnh(E(T—T —15)) (A2)
1 1

~ 47 2ia-'sinh (&(r — 7" —ie))’

(A3)

where the limit € — 0T is understood in the distributional
sense. Note that we have omitted the coupling constant
that we previously absorbed into a redefinition of the field
in the main text. Furthermore, using the Sokhotsky’s
formula

lim -
e—0+ T E i€

= Find(x) + PVé7 (A4)

where PV denotes the Cauchy principal value, we have

W6 = g (790~ i)

where s = 7 — 7/, from which we can directly identify
the exact expressions for the noise and the dissipation
kernels respectively.

(A5)



We notice that the integral form (18) of the Wight-
man function can also be obtained through Eq. (A2) by

employing the relation [34]

e—za sinh(z/2) _

/ dvKs;, (a ( cosh(7v) cos(vz)

— isinh(mv) sin(V:L‘)) (A6)
and making use of the integral [34]
/ [ pp—— (A7)
0 TR = 2 cosh(mp/2)
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