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There is a well-known correspondence between the physics of black hole evaporation and that of
moving mirrors in QFT. However, most analyses in this subject rely on prescribed mirror trajectories.
Here, we study the flat-space dynamics of 1 + 1-dimensional Conformal Field Theories interacting
with a relativistic boundary particle of mass m acting as a perfect mirror. The trajectory of the
latter is not fixed but follows its own relativistic equation of motion Fµ = maµ. For given initial
conditions at past null infinity, we find the boundary particle’s trajectory and the reflected energy-
momentum of the quantum fields. For incoming vacuum states, the solution yields mirror orbits that
correspond to extremal black holes. For the class of incoming states that produce orbits becoming
null in finite proper time – corresponding to the formation of a horizon – at the classical level, the
quantum backreaction avoids this endpoint rendering the mirror’s velocity in lightcone coordinates
finite. We investigate the behavior of the Averaged Null Energy Condition, which in this setup
reduces to a boundary term.

I. INTRODUCTION.

One of the most surprising features that distinguish
quantum theories from their classical counterparts is the
existence of zero-point energies. Although not directly
measurable, their differences can create real forces such
as the celebrated static Casimir effect [1]. A major gen-
eralization of this phenomenon was found by Moore [2],
who considered a quantized field contained within a per-
fectly reflecting cavity with moving boundaries, showing
that in addition to creating a force, an accelerating mirror
will produce radiation. This is known as the Dynamical
Casimir effect.

The connection between moving mirrors and black
holes was pioneered by Fulling and Davies [3], who
showed how to map this problem to that of a collaps-
ing star in GR as in Hawking’s setup [4]. They showed
that for any mirror trajectory that becomes asymptoti-
cally null as

x+(x−) = x+
0 − βe−x−/β , (1)

where x± = t ± x, the outgoing quantum state matches
precisely with that of the Hawking effect at late times for
a black hole at temperature (2πβ)−1.

In Fig. 1 we show a 1 + 1 dimensional graphic repre-
sentation of this correspondence, with the conformal di-
agram of the mirror moving along the trajectory (1) on
the left, and the corresponding one for gravitational col-
lapse on the right. The two systems share many features.
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Prepared in the initial vacuum at I−
R (I−), an observer

at I+
R (I+) will perceive a thermal state for late times.

The origin of the radiation in the mirror system is the
accelerated boundary, whereas in the collapsing star, it
is the rapidly changing gravitational field.

The large advantage of moving mirrors is that one can
study radiative effects of black holes while avoiding the
complications associated with the curvature of spacetime
and the corresponding non-linearities.
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FIG. 1: (a): Penrose diagram of a moving mirror (in red), that
smoothly departs from its inertial trajectory in the past to
become null asymptotically according to (1), approaching the
finite value x+

0 . (b): Penrose diagram of a four-dimensional
spherically symmetric black hole formed by collapsing matter.
The curve represents the surface of the collapsing star. After
it crosses its Schwarzschild radius, an event horizon is formed,
which in this diagram is represented by H. An outside ob-
server with a constant Schwarzschild radius will see the origin
(in red) recede away at late times precisely according to the
trajectory on the left.
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Most of the discussion on moving mirrors in QFT –
including the ‘dynamical’ Casimir effect – involves only
mirror trajectories that are ‘prescribed’, i.e. worldlines
that are specified a priori and are not the outcome of
some underlying dynamics. In this paper, we wish to
make progress in addressing the truly dynamical version
of this. We study the backreaction problem of a quan-
tum field interacting with a classical boundary particle
obeying its own equation of motion. The distinguishing
features of our work is that our approach for the backre-
action is fully relativistic, and valid for any CFT2.
We will only be concerned with perfectly reflecting

classical (non-quantum mechanical) mirrors. Although
real mirrors must become partially transparent at high
enough frequencies, this does not seem relevant for the
connection to gravitational collapse, as the mirror trajec-
tory is mapped to the origin of coordinates of the con-
tracting sphere.

As is well known from classical electrodynamics, the
radiation-reaction problem for perfectly reflecting mir-
rors suffers from certain pathologies. This is an old prob-
lem and we make no attempt to solve it. Rather, our
main concern will be to understand the response of the
mirror to the class of incoming energy-momenta associ-
ated with gravitational collapse in the gravity picture,
with a particular interest in the behavior of the system
just before a horizon would form.

The paper is organized as follows. In section II we in-
troduce the system and derive the equations of motion,
first for classical and then for quantum fields. In sec-
tion III we study the vacuum solutions, i.e. those with
zero incoming momentum from past null infinity. Section
IV contains the main results of this paper. We consider
the class of incoming stress tensors that are associated
with horizon formation in the gravity picture mentioned
above, solve for the quantum backreacted equations of
motion, and study the resulting trajectories. We iden-
tify the class of incoming data for which the introduction
of the conformal anomaly changes the causal structure
qualitatively, preventing the formation of a ‘horizon’. In
section V we reexamine our results in light of the Aver-
aged Null Energy Condition (ANEC) and its violations.
We end with a summary and outlook in section VI.

We use units where c = ℏ = 1.

II. FIELDS COUPLED TO A BOUNDARY
PARTICLE.

An elegant approach to the interaction between a clas-
sical relativistic particle acting as a mirror for a QFT in
1 + 1 dimensions was employed by Chung-Verlinde [5].

Let us begin by considering the problem of a boundary
particle with massm interacting with a classical field. We
impose perfectly reflecting boundary conditions and re-
strict the field to exist only to the right of the boundary.
Upon reflection, momentum is transferred from the field
to the particle. The worldline of the particle is parame-

terized in terms of proper time xµ(τ). The dynamics are
governed by Newton’s equation

Fµ = m
d2xµ

dτ2
, (2)

which, in terms of the null coordinates x± = t± x, reads

F± =
m

2

d2x∓

dτ2
. (3)

In the classical theory, energy flux is reflected according
to

T−−(dx
−)2 = T++(dx

+)2. (4)

To determine the force components F±, we consider the
proper time normalization condition

ẋ+ẋ− = 1, (5)

where an overdot represents differentiation with respect
to proper time. It follows that

F+ẋ
+ + F−ẋ

− = 0. (6)

By comparing Eq. (4) and (6), we can infer the classical
equations of motion for the boundary particle

m

2
ẍ± = ∓T∓∓ẋ

∓. (7)

A. Anomalous Equations of Motion.

Upon quantization, the classical fields are promoted
to operators. In computations, the corresponding ex-
pressions are replaced by their expectation values. As
the stress tensor is quadratic in the field, its expectation
value is divergent and has to be regularized, for example
by means of point-splitting. This explicit use of coordi-
nates breaks conformal symmetry and the reflected stress
tensor attains an anomalous term

T−− =

(
dx+

dx−

)2 [
T++ +

c

24π
{x−, x+}

]
, (8)

where the brackets { , } denote the Schwarzian deriva-
tive and c is the central charge of the CFT. We will now
derive the quantum analog of (7), by rewriting the quan-
tum reflection equation (8) in a similar form as (6) to
read off the respective force components. This method
is not unique; here we will proceed by casting the trans-
formation law in a symmetric form, which leads to can-
cellations that simplify the equations of motion. We can
write (8) as [

T−− +
c

48π
{x+, x−}

]
(ẋ−)2

=
[
T++ +

c

48π
{x−, x+}

]
(ẋ+)2.

(9)



3

Expressing the Schwarzian derivative in terms of proper
time gives

{x−, x+} = 2
( ...
x −ẋ− − (ẍ−)2

)
, (10)

with a similar expression for {x+, x−}. When inserted
into (9), the (ẍ±)2 terms cancel and the quantum equa-
tions of motion follow

m

2
v̇± ± T∓∓

v±
± c

24π
v̈± = 0, (11)

where v± = ẋ±. These differential equations are of third
order in time. This is typical for systems that account for
back-reaction effects of acceleration-induced radiation. A
canonical example that exemplifies this behavior is the
radiation reaction experienced by an accelerated charged
point particle within the framework of classical electro-
dynamics.

Since (11) depends only on the velocity and its deriva-
tives in a very simple way, we can integrate once to obtain

v± ± P∓ ± qv̇± = A±, (12)

with A± constants of integration. In (12) we have defined

q =
c

12mπ
, (13)

which has dimensions of length, and the integrated mo-
mentum

P±(x
±) =

2

m

∫ x±(τ)

−∞
dx̃±T±±(x̃

±). (14)

The case q = 0 corresponds to the previously discussed
classical system. The two components of (11) or (12)
are not independent but are related to each other via the
proper time normalization condition (5). When speci-
fying the quantum state at I−, as we shall do in the
following, P+ represents initial data, while P− is deter-
mined by the mirror trajectory. Thus, in this case, it is
simpler to solve the equation corresponding to x−.
We can express the equations of motion also in terms of

the coordinates, eliminating proper time. Parameterizing
the mirror trajectory as x− = f(x+), Eq. (12) can be
written as √

f ′ − q

2

f ′′

f ′ − P+ = A−. (15)

To summarize, there are two equivalent ways of de-
scribing the motion of the particle: Eq. (12), which uses
proper time to parameterize the two coordinate functions
x±(τ), and (15) where we eliminate proper time in fa-
vor of a single function x− = f(x+). Either description
proves more useful in different contexts: In the following
section, we will analyze the solutions when the incoming
state is the vacuum, hence P+ = 0. There it is natural
to use the simpler parameterization in terms of proper
time (12). However, as soon as we introduce an exter-
nal momentum in section IV, proper time is no longer a
convenient parameter so we will use (15).

III. VACUUM SOLUTIONS.

A. Classical

We begin by solving the classical equations of motion
for the incoming vacuum, i.e. P+ = 0. Obtained by
setting q = 0 in (12), the solutions are trivial

v± = A±, (16)

with inertial motion being the only solution. As ex-
pected, there is no radiation.

B. Quantum

The corresponding quantum equation reads

v− − qv̇− = A− ≡ A. (17)

This equation can be readily integrated, resulting in

v−(τ) = A+Beτ/q, (18)

where B is another integration constant. By integrating
v− and the inverse expression v+ = 1/v−, we obtain the
coordinates as functions of proper time

x+(τ) = − q

A
log
(
Ae−τ/q +B

)
, (19)

x−(τ) = Aτ +Bqeτ/q, (20)

where we have set the integration constants to zero for
simplicity.
For B = 0 the solutions again are inertial motion,

which can be easily seen from (18). In contrast to the
classical case, however, we also have non-trivial solutions,
corresponding to B ̸= 0. To examine the space of physi-
cal solutions, we note that future-oriented curves satisfy
v± > 0, resulting in four classes of vacuum trajectories
depending on the values of the integration constants A
and B, as shown in Fig 2.
Even though the incoming state is the vacuum, the out-

going state in general is not. The reflected stress tensor
is determined by (8), which in terms of proper time can
be compactly written as T−− = −cα̇/(12π(v−)2), where

α(τ) = − v̇−

v−
(21)

is the proper acceleration. Substituting (20) into this
expression yields the reflected energy as a function of
proper time along the worldline,

T−−(τ) =
cABeτ/q

12πq2
(
A+Beτ/q

)4 . (22)

Orbits (i)-(iii) share an interesting property: in their
asymptotic future the proper acceleration becomes con-
stant,

lim
τ→∞

α(τ) = −1

q
. (23)
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τ
→
∞

τ
→
−∞

(i) A > 0, B > 0

τ
→
∞

τ →
−∞

(ii) A = 0, B > 0

τ
→
∞

τ
=
τ
c

(iii) A < 0, B > 0

τ
=
τ
c

τ
→
−∞

(iv) A > 0, B < 0

FIG. 2: Conformal diagram of the four classes of vacuum so-
lutions. The quantum field exists only to the right of the
mirror. All future null left orbits have constant proper accel-
eration. For orbits (iii) and (iv) there is a finite proper time
along the worldline (indicated by the black dot) in the past
and future, respectively.

Thus, although there is no radiation at late times,
the causal structure in the future still resembles that
of the black hole. Indeed it has been recently shown
that trajectories of constant proper acceleration −1/q
correspond to extremal Reissner-Nördstrom black holes
of mass M = q

2G [6]. This means that the extremal black
hole that corresponds to our vacuum solutions has mass

M =
c

24π

1

Gm
, (24)

which is directly proportional to the number of degrees
of freedom in the CFT, and inversely proportional to the
mass of the boundary particle.

A crucial difference among the trajectories lies in the
range of proper time τ . Orbits (i) and (ii) have an infinite
range of τ to both past and future. On the other hand,
both (iii) and (iv) possess a critical time τc, i.e., mea-
sured from any point along the trajectory, the particle’s
velocity becomes singular in finite proper time towards
the past or future, respectively. This critical time is given
by

τc = q log (−A/B) . (25)

Interestingly, the radiated energy is strictly negative for
the trajectories (iii) and (iv), where A and B have a
relative sign. In section V we will study the averaged
null energy condition and return to those solutions and
their negative energy flux.
As explained above, the alternative representation (15)

eliminates proper time. For completeness, we also pro-
vide the vacuum solutions for x− as a function of the
coordinate x+,

x− = f(x+) =A2x+ +
qA

1−BeAx+/q

− qA log
(
A−ABeAx+/q

)
.

(26)

In the sense explained above, trajectories (i)-(iii) have
a ‘horizon’ located at x+

H = q/A log (1/B). In order to
understand the asymptotic behavior of the mirror, we
expand x+ ≈ x+

H which yields for those orbits

f(x+) ≈ q2

(x+
H − x+)

. (27)

The map (27) is a Möbius transformation, with vanishing
Schwarzian derivative, which shows again the correspon-
dence to extremal black holes.
In terms of x− the outgoing energy flux is given by

T−−(x
−) =

cW
(
B/Aex

−/Aq
)

12πA2q2
(
W
(
B/Aex−/Aq

)
+ 1
)4 , (28)

where W (x) is the Lambert function.

IV. FULLING-DAVIES STRESS TENSORS AND
BACKREACTION.

As explained above in the introduction, the prob-
lem of the gravitational collapse of a star towards its
Schwarzschild radius is closely connected to mirror world-
lines that in the asymptotic future follow the Fulling-
Davies (FD) trajectory

x+(x−) = x+
0 − βe−x−/β , (29)

where (2πβ)−1 is the associated Hawking temperature.

The proper time dτ =
√
dx+/dx−dx− along this trajec-

tory yields

τ = 2β

(
1− e−

x−
2β

)
→

x−→∞
2β, (30)

where we set τ = 0 at x−
0 = 0. Thus the proper time

towards the future is finite and determined by the asso-
ciated black hole temperature.
Let us consider this analogy between gravitational col-

lapse and accelerating mirrors more carefully. Take first
the purely classical level. In GR, the ‘classical’ (i.e. non-
anomalous) source could be a fluid obeying a given equa-
tion of state. One then solves Gµν = 8πGTµν which
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provides the classical background geometry. The coun-
terpart in the moving mirror setup corresponds to a clas-
sical field theory interacting with a boundary reflect-
ing particle, obeying the classical equation of motion
m
2 ẍ

± = ∓T∓∓ẋ
∓ as explained in (7). Both the grav-

ity and the mirror equations relate a ‘geometric’ second-
order operator to a source that depends on the energy-
momentum of the fields.

In the next level of approximation, we incorporate the
effect of the QFT stress tensor as an additional source to
the equations of motion of the geometry. In the gravita-
tional context, this corresponds to solving the problem of
gravitational collapse by including the effect of the QFT
stress tensor as the star contracts. Notice here that we
wish to retain the classical source as well, i.e. a fluid
obeying the same equation of state as before.

From this perspective a natural question to ask is the
following. Consider again the FD trajectory (29) asso-
ciated with classical gravitational collapse. What is the
incoming stress tensor PFD

+ (x+) that has the FD trajec-
tory (29) as its classical solution? For this will provide
the ‘background’ we want to perturb. The answer is of
course obtained by plugging this solution into the classi-
cal eom, yielding:

PFD
+ (x+) =

√
β

|x+|
. (31)

This is the incoming stress tensor that has the FD
orbit as its solution to the classical eom (7). It diverges
as we approach x+ = 0, as it should: an infinite amount
of energy is needed to accelerate a massive particle to
the speed of light. This discussion suggests considering
the more general class of incoming singular stress tensors
with the asymptotic form

P+(x
+) =

p

(−x+)a
, (32)

for x+ < 0, where p and a are positive constants. The
FD trajectory – related to non-extremal black hole evap-
oration – corresponds to a = 1/2.

Suppose that we fix this as the incoming data, but now
solve the anomalous equations of motion (11) for the par-
ticle. Will the mirror again become null as it approaches
the singular line x+ → 0? This is the question we ad-
dress next. We now proceed to solve the dynamics of (12)
with the incoming data set by (32), again comparing the
classical and quantum regimes.

A. Classical

First, consider the solutions to the classical equations
of motion (15) with q = 0 and incoming stress tensor
given by (32). The equation for the velocity f ′(x+) is
purely algebraic and we can immediately write down the

solution,

f ′(x+) =

(
A+

p

(−x+)a

)2

, A ≥ 0. (33)

The constant A must be non-negative, since for x+ →
−∞ we have

√
f ′ ≈ A. Now, depending on the value of

a, the solutions can be classified into three cases. As a
common feature, the particle becomes null for any a >
0. What differs among the solutions is the range of the
coordinate x− and of proper time τ as x+ approaches the
singular line x+ = 0. The latter are given by

x−(x+ → 0) = f(0) ≈ lim
x+→0−

∫ x+

x+
i

dx+

(
p2

(−x+)2a

)
(34)

and

τ(0) ≈ lim
x+→0−

∫ x+

x+
i

dx+

(
p

(−x+)a

)
. (35)

From these expressions, we can easily deduce the fol-
lowing. For a < 1/2, the value of the other coordinate
x− = f(x+ → 0) is finite, meaning the particle becomes
null inside the Penrose diagram (rather than asymptot-
ically at its boundary I). The proper time is finite ob-
viously in this case. For 1/2 ≤ a < 1, the proper time
is also finite, but since x− doesn’t converge, the particle
becomes null asymptotically as x− → ∞. For a > 1 the
particle also ends up at null infinity and proper time is
infinite. These cases are illustrated in table I.

a ∈ (0, 1/2) [1/2, 1) [1,∞)

f(0) finite ∞ ∞
f ′(0) ∞ ∞ ∞
τ(0) finite finite ∞

TABLE I: Classification of the classical solutions, depending
on the value of a: displayed are the coordinate x− = f(x+),
the velocity f ′(x+) and proper time τ(x+) as x+ → 0.

Since we are dealing with a purely classical field theory
here, the reflected stress tensor is determined by its ten-
sorial transformation law, in terms of x+

T−−(x
+) =

1

(f ′(x+))2
T++(x

+) =
map(−x+)3a−1

2 (A(−x+)a + p)
4 ,

(36)

where T++(x
+) = m

2 P
′(x+). We see that in the limit

x+ → 0, the stress tensor diverges for a < 1/3, is equal
to a constant for a = 1/3, and vanishes for a > 1/3.

B. Quantum.

After having discussed the response of the classical sys-
tem to the singular stress tensor, we now turn to the
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quantum counterpart. To this end, we consider again
(15), but now with q > 0. For convenience, let us restate
the equation√

f ′(x+)− q

2

f ′′(x+)

f ′(x+)
− P+ = A. (37)

One of the main aims of this work is to compare the
classical and quantum solutions with A, p, and a held
constant to the same values. In the gravitational con-
text, this would be analogous to solving the field equa-
tions without/with quantum backreaction, for the same
classical source.

Consider first a general incoming momentum P+(x
+).

We can write equation (37) alternatively as

f ′′(x+) = −2

q

(
(P+(x

+) +A)f ′(x+)− f ′(x+)
3
2

)
. (38)

Substituting u = 1/
√
f ′ yields the following first order

linear differential equation in u,

u′(x+)− P+(x
+) +A

q
u(x+) +

1

q
= 0. (39)

We can readily write down a solution for the above equa-
tion with an integrating factor. It is given by

u(x+) =
c1 −K(x+)

I(x+)
, (40)

where c1 is an integration constant and

I(x+) = exp

(
−1

q

∫
(P (x+) +A)dx+

)
(41)

and

K(x+) =
1

q

∫
I(x+)dx+. (42)

Resubstituting yields the velocity

f ′(x+) =
1

u(x)2
=

(
I(x+)

c1 −K(x+)

)2

. (43)

Equation (43) is the implicit solution to the quantum
back-reacted system for any incoming momentum.

As motivated above, our interest lies in the case where
the incoming momentum is given by (32). Analytic ex-
pressions for I(x+) are easily obtained,

I(x+) = exp

(
p(−x+)1−a

q(1− a)
− Ax+

q

)
, a ̸= 1 (44)

I(x+) = (−x+)p/q exp

(
−Ax+

q

)
, a = 1. (45)

The integral K(x+) lacks an analytic form for general
parameters a and A (but see the interesting case a = 1/2
below).

Now regardless of the explicit form of K, a comment
on the choice of the integration constant c1 and its phys-
ical interpretation is in order. Let x+

0 < 0. If, for
a given c1 there exists an x+

0 such that c1 = K(x+
0 ),

then the denominator of (43) vanishes there and the
particle becomes null. Now close to x+

0 we can expand
K(x+) ≈ K(x+

0 ) + (x+ − x+
0 )K′(x+

0 ), so it follows that

f ′(x+) ≈
(

q

x+ − x+
0

)2

. (46)

From (46) we see that these orbits correspond to the vac-
uum solutions (27) we observed before, where the particle
approaches a constant proper acceleration.
The physical interpretation of (46) is as follows. In

the previous section we found that, even if the incoming
state is the vacuum, the quantum backreaction makes the
particle runaway and become asymptotically null. For
trajectories of type (i)-(iii), this occurs along a line of
constant x+. This tendency to become null doesn’t go
away once we introduce non-vanishing incoming energy.
Indeed, if the incoming energy is very small or acts for
a very short time (i.e. for certain choices of initial con-
ditions or integration constants) the equation of motion
will again be dominated by the vacuum dynamics and
the particle will become null. This is what is happening
in (46). Since we have already examined the vacuum tra-
jectories in detail above, in this section we wish to focus
on the physics characterized by the incoming singular en-
ergy. Therefore we focus on those situations where the
vacuum runaway does not happen before we reach the
line x+ = 0 where the incoming stress tensor is diver-
gent. This corresponds to choosing x+

0 > 0.
For a power law behavior of the quantum velocity, the

anomaly term in (37) to leading order scales as

f ′′

f ′ ∼ 1

(−x+)
, (47)

which means that for a > 1 this term is sub-dominant
compared to the incoming momentum P+, implying that
the leading order contribution of the quantum velocity is
just the classical velocity

f ′(x+) ≈ p2

(−x+)2a
. (48)

Thus, in the following, we focus on a < 1 and specifi-
cally a = 1/2, where the anomaly term is dominant and
qualitatively changes the solutions.

C. Fulling-Davies (a = 1/2)

The main case of interest is the quantum backreacted
solution for a = 1/2, which is classically associated with
the well-known FD trajectories (29) and the black hole
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horizon. In this case, K(x) has a simple closed-form ex-
pression given by

K(x+) =
I(x+)

A3/2

(
2p

√
qF

(
p+A

√
−x√

A
√
q

)
−
√
Aq

)
,

(49)

where F (x) = e−x2 ∫ x

0
ey

2

dy is Dawson’s Function. The
velocity is then explicitly

f ′(x+) =
A2(

1− 2p√
Aq

F
(√

−x+A+p√
Aq

)
+Ac1e

Ax+−2p
√

−x+

q

)
2

.

(50)

q=0

q=0.3

q=0.7

q=1

-1.0 -0.8 -0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0.0
0

20

40

60

80

100

120

x+

f'(
x+
)

FIG. 3: Velocity f ′(x+) for the classical (q = 0) and the quan-
tum equation of motion with incoming energy given by the
Fulling-Davies one (a = 1/2). Here A = 1, c1 = 0.4, p = 1.
In the far past, the classical and quantum velocities match,
whereas the behavior differs close to x+ = 0, where the quan-
tum solution remains finite.

As explained above, (50) admits singularities, which
are associated, however, with the vacuum orbits that
have been previously examined. Our interest lies now
in exploring the new type of solutions, which are well-
defined across the domain of P+. These new solutions
satisfy

c1 > K(0) =
2p

A3/2√q
F

(
p√
A
√
q

)
− 1

A
. (51)

The reason for this is that the function K(x+) is mono-
tonically increasing, since I(x+) > 0, and finite at zero.
Thus if the above condition holds, c1 > K(x+) and there
are no poles in f ′(x+).
In the far past, i.e. x+ → −∞, the expansion of the

velocity yields

f ′(x+) ≈
(
A+

p√
−x+

)2

+
pq

(−x+)3/2
. (52)

The first term corresponds to the classical velocity (33),
such that the classical and quantum velocities match in

this limit. The second term is the first-order quantum
contribution, which is manifestly positive: the quantum-
backreacted particle accelerates faster initially than its
classical counterpart.
In Fig. 3 we show for a = 1/2 the classical velocity and

also the quantum velocity for different values of q. While
matching in the far past, a crucial difference between the
classical and the quantum solution is the behavior close
to x+ = 0. Expanding (50) around x+ = 0 leads to

f ′(x+) ≈ ξ
(
q + 4p

√
−x+

)
+O

(
(−x+)3/2

)
, (53)

with

ξ =
A3(

A3/2c1
√
q − 2pF

(
p√
A
√
q

)
+
√
A
√
q
)

2
. (54)

Thus, while the classical trajectory admits a ‘horizon’
as x+ → 0 – as reviewed in section IVA – the velocity
for the quantum backreacted boundary particle remains
finite. It is instead the acceleration that blows up in this
limit. For these new orbits, that are not associated with
the vacuum physics, the anomaly contribution prevents
the particle from forming a ‘horizon’, i.e. accelerating
and becoming null at I. This effect is depicted in Fig. 4.

x+

T++(x
+)

Classical
backreaction

Quantum
backreaction

FIG. 4: Conformal diagram depicting the solutions to the
equations of motion for the singular incoming momentum
(32), as shown in the right bottom of the diagram. Here
a = 1/2. The classical solution (33) and the quantum so-
lution (50) closely resemble for a long time. However, while
the classical solution becomes null and forms a horizon as the
singular point is approached, the quantum solution deviates
and the velocity remains finite.

For this case, we will not consider the region beyond
the singular line x+ = 0. Our approach was to use the in-



8

formation about the classical gravitational collapse to de-
termine the incoming stress tensor for the analogous mir-
ror system, which led us to the FD-type sources. How-
ever, the endpoint of the classical trajectory determines
the boundary of the black hole horizon, and as explained
above the black hole interior is not contained in the mir-
ror picture. Thus, the gravitational dynamics provides
no information on how to continue beyond the singular
line.

For the quantum velocity, there is exactly one turning
point with f ′′(x+) = 0. This can be understood with
a simple argument: At the turning point, the quantum
equation of motion reduces to the algebraic classical one,
such that the two graphs intersect. After the first in-
tersection point, the quantum graph falls off, while the
classical graph is monotonically increasing: there can’t
be another turning (intersection) point. Finding an an-
alytic expression for the turning point for generic values
of the integration constants is out of reach.

For the specific case A = 0 though, the turning point
can be computed, since (50) simplifies to

f ′(x+) =
4p4(

−2c1p2e
− 2p

√
−x+

q − 2p
√
−x+ + q

)
2

. (55)

For (55) the turning point f ′′(x+
t ) = 0 is given by

x+
t = −

q2 log2
(

2cp2

q

)
4p2

. (56)

In the classical limit, q → 0, this value goes to zero. At
the turning point the quantum crosses the classical graph
and as the classical solution diverges as x → 0, so must
the value of the quantum velocity at the turning point.

As a final point, let us discuss the reflected stress ten-
sor, which is determined by Eq. (8). It consists of the
Doppler-shifted incoming energy flux as well as the quan-
tum anomaly piece. In Fig. 5 we plot these two contribu-
tions for the velocity (50). The leading order contribution
of the anomaly piece for x+ ≈ 0 is given by

T−−(x
+) ∼ − 1

(−x+)3/2
, (57)

which diverges negatively as x+ → 0, as can be seen in
the Figure.

V. AVERAGED NULL ENERGY.

Dynamical moving mirrors are also an interesting
arena to study quantum energy inequalities in systems
with boundaries. These inequalities are of central im-
portance in general relativity, as they give restrictions
on the stress energy tensor to prevent exotic phenomena
like superluminal travel or traversable wormholes [7, 8].
Sufficient for this is the null energy condition (NEC),

Classical piece

Quantum piece

-1.0 -0.8 -0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0.0
-0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

x+

T
-
-
(x

+
)

FIG. 5: Reflected stress tensor T−−(x
+) for the quantum

velocity (50), consisting of the classically reflected incoming
stress tensor (in blue) and the quantum piece associated with
the conformal anomaly (in orange). Here A = 1, c1 = 1, p = 1,
q = 1/10.

Tµνk
µkν ≥ 0 with a null-vector k. As is well known, in

quantum theory such local energy conditions – like the
NEC – are generically violated. The most prominent ex-
ample is the aforementioned Casimir effect. Also, a mov-
ing mirror radiates according to (8). In the prescribed
setup, one can in principle create outgoing states with
arbitrarily negative energy from the incoming vacuum.
A weaker condition class of constraints is given by ‘av-

eraged’ conditions along certain geodesics. Although less
stringent, they can still prevent exotic phenomena from
occurring. We consider the averaged null energy condi-
tion (ANEC),

E =

∫
γ

dλ T tot
µν k

µkν(γ(λ)) ≥ 0, (58)

where the curve γ is a null geodesic and λ a affine pa-
rameter.
But if we are integrating over a null geodesic, what

should we do when it reaches the boundary mirror? One
proposal (in higher dimensions) [9] is that instead of the
perfectly reflecting boundary, we instead solve the prob-
lem of a boundary containing a small hole through which
the geodesic can travel and consider (58) there. The cal-
culation becomes more involved there, but the interpre-
tation of the ANEC is straightforward.
Here we will take a different route. We will integrate

the total stress tensor of the system – including the fields
and the boundary particle – that we will derive below.
As we will see, the contribution of the massive mirror will
enter as a pure boundary term.
Let us begin with the computation of the total stress

tensor. We assume the existence of an action describing
the system,

S = SCFT + Sp, (59)

where the first part constitutes the matter CFT and the
second part is the boundary particle. The stress tensor is
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then obtained in the usual way by taking the functional
derivative of the action with respect to the metric g,

T tot
µν =

2√
−g

δS

δgµν
. (60)

The action of the particle is given by

Sp = −m

∫
d2x

∫
dσ
√
gµν ẋµẋνδ2(x− x(σ)), (61)

where σ is an arbitrary parameter describing the trajec-
tory and the dot refers to the derivative with respect to
this parameter. The explicit form of SCFT is not relevant
to the discussion here. Varying the total action with re-
spect to the metric gives the total stress tensor

T tot
µν =Tµν +

m√
−g

∫
dσ

(
ẋµẋν√
ẋσẋσ

δ2(x− x(σ))

)
, (62)

where by definition

Tµν =
2√
−g

δSCFT

δgµν
. (63)

Evaluating for the flat metric and replacing the parame-
ter σ with proper time gives

T tot
±± = T±± +

m

2
v∓δ(x± − x±(τ)), (64)

with v∓ = dx∓/dτ as before. It is this quantity for which
we evaluate the ANEC in (58). In our setup, we have two
different null lines along which we can compute the aver-
aged energy. First, keeping x− constant and integrating
along x+,

E+(τ) =
∫ ∞

x+(τ)

T++dx̃
+ +

m

2
v−(τ), (65)

and second, keeping x+ constant and integrating along
x−,

E−(τ) =
∫ x−(τ)

−∞
T−−dx̃

− +
m

2
v+(τ). (66)

Note that the boundary contribution to the averaged en-
ergy is always positive for future directed curves, whereas
the field term can be positive or negative depending on
the energy flux T±±.
Some comments are in order. First, the limits in the

integral of T±± reflect the fact that all matter fields are
restricted to exist only on the right side of the mirror,
see Fig. 6 for the integration paths. Second, the averag-
ing above is performed along null lines that intersect the
worldline of the boundary particle, such that the coordi-
nates x± to specify the integration paths are functions of
proper time via the map x±(τ) and thus also E±.

Using the equations of motion (12), we can eliminate
the integral of the stress tensor to obtain a simple ex-
pression for the ANEC in terms of the v̇± as

E+(τ) =
m

2

(
A− + qv̇−

)
, (67)

E−(τ) =
m

2

(
A+ − qv̇+

)
. (68)

x −
(τ)

x
+ (τ

)

E− (τ)

E+
(τ
)

FIG. 6: Illustration of the integration paths for the averaged
null energy E±, here for the trajectory (iv) of the vacuum
solutions. For a given τ , E+(τ) is computed along a line of
fixed x−(τ); E−(τ) is computed along a line of fixed x+(τ).
Both integration paths pick up a contribution of the boundary
particle.

Remarkably, the ANEC – which is in general hard to
deal with given its non-locality – has become purely a
boundary term. Next, we will study its properties for
some of the situations studied above.

A. Examples.

Let us begin with the vacuum solutions studied in sec-
tion III. As T++ = 0, the averaged energy along x+ re-
duces to the manifestly positive contribution of the par-
ticle and the ANEC is trivially satisfied.
More interesting is the averaged energy along x−. Re-

garding the energy flux of the vacuum solutions, cases (i)
and (ii) have T−− > 0, i.e. the stronger NEC is satisfied
and consequently the ANEC. On the other hand, cases
(iii) and (iv) have T−− < 0 everywhere. For these cases,
it is not immediately clear from (66) how the averaged
energy behaves.
When evaluated for the vacuum solutions (18), the av-

eraged energy (68) takes the form

E−(τ) =
Bmeτ/q

2
(
A+Beτ/q

)2 +A+. (69)

The integration constant A+ relates to A as follows

A+ =
A

(v−(τi))2
, (70)

where x−(τi) is the lower boundary of the integration
in (66). For trajectory (iii), where A < 0, B > 0, the
first term is positive, but A+ as given by the expression
(70) is negative and singular, since the velocity v−(τ)
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becomes zero as τ → τ+c . For trajectory (iv), where
A > 0, B < 0, A+ is finite but the first term blows up
negatively as proper time approaches the critical time.
Thus, the averaged energy is negatively divergent in both
these cases.

Now more generally, (67) tells us that v̇+(τc) → ∞ is a
necessary and sufficient condition for E− to diverge neg-
atively. For the vacuum orbits, the trajectories that lead
to E− → −∞ have the property that they become null
at some finite proper time, τc, which are only a subset of
cases for which v̇+ → ∞. Interestingly, the non-vacuum
solution discussed in IVC, given by (50) corresponds to
the case where the velocity remains finite but v̇+ → ∞.
To see this, we first convert the expression given by (68)
to the different parameterization, namely x− = f(x+),
which reads:

E−(x+) =
m

2

(
A+ +

q

2

f ′′(x+)

(f ′(x+))2

)
. (71)

Now, as x+ → 0−, using the series expansion of f ′(x+),
given by (53), we get f ′′(x+)/(f ′(x+))2 goes to minus
infinity and so does the ANEC, as shown in Fig. 7.

We leave as future work a more thorough exploration
of the ANEC for systems with boundaries.

q=0

q=0.2

q=0.5

q=1

- 1.4 - 1.2 - 1.0 - 0.8 - 0.6 - 0.4 - 0.2 0.0

0.94

0.96

0.98

1.00

1.02

1.04

FIG. 7: Averaged null energy, E−(x
+) computed for the solu-

tion given by Eq. (50). Here A = 1, c1 = 1, p = 1. Case q = 0
corresponds to the classical backreaction.

VI. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK.

The interaction of moving mirrors and QFTs has been
extensively studied in connection to black holes and the
Dynamical Casimir effect. The usual approach is to con-
sider predetermined trajectories that are chosen to repro-
duce either of these effects by construction.

In this paper, we have investigated the dynamics of a
massive relativistic moving mirror acting as a perfectly
reflecting boundary of a CFT2. Instead of following a
predetermined trajectory, the boundary particle obeys
its own equation of motion, Fµ = maµ, and thus the
problem is fully dynamical.

Our goal was to study the effect of the quantum stress
tensor – via the 2d conformal anomaly – on the particle’s
trajectory, analogous to the challenges faced in General
Relativity when incorporating the stress tensor of quan-
tum fields into the semi-classical Einstein’s equation dur-
ing gravitational collapse. While being difficult in the
latter context, the simplicity of the moving mirror model
allows for a much more analytic approach.

Our main results are the following. Upon quantization
of the field, the backreaction produced by the conformal
anomaly emerges as a third-order term in the equations
of motion. If the incoming quantum state is the vacuum,
the massive particle suffers from a runaway (similar to
those familiar in electrodynamics), eventually becoming
asymptotically null, see Fig. 2. Interestingly, the asymp-
totic trajectories have constant proper acceleration and
although they produce no reflected radiation, they do
have an associated horizon. In fact as we saw in section
III, these vacuum solutions map to extremal black holes
of mass M = c

24π
1

Gm .

Next, in order to mimic the spacetimes of gravitational
collapse, we focused on singular incoming stress tensors
of the form P+(x

+) ∼ (−x+)−a that produce orbits with
a horizon when the field remains classical. We found
that for a < 1, the additional term accounting for the
quantum backreaction qualitatively alters the solutions,
preventing the formation of an acceleration horizon. In
particular, this includes the case a = 1/2, where the solu-
tions of the classical system are the Fulling-Davies orbits
corresponding to gravitational collapse.

Finally we considered the Averaged Null Energy Con-
dition (ANEC). Here we introduced a novel concept: for
a 1 + 1-dimensional spacetime with a dynamical bound-
ary, we defined the ANEC integral by including the stress
tensor of the field plus that of the boundary particle.
Via the particle’s equations of motion, the integral over
the field stress tensor is immediate, rendering the entire
ANEC operator a pure boundary term. We explored its
properties for some of the solutions presented above.

Future work may include several directions. Here we
considered the case where the fields are restricted to the
right side of the mirror, while the left component of the
spacetime doesn’t exist. Thus we could examine the dy-
namics with both sides included. On the other hand,
we restricted to considering a classical (non-quantum)
boundary particle. Quantizing the dynamics of the par-
ticle would lead to a fully quantum system. It would
also be interesting to understand the role of the ANEC
boundary terms for the standard Casimir effect.
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