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Abstract

This paper describes the canonical quantization of the U(1) gauge field across
all four regions in the Rindler coordinates in the Lorentz covariant gauge. In the
four regions (future, past, left and right Rindler-wedges) in the Rindler coordi-
nates, defining the gauge-fixed Lagrangian in the Lorentz covariant gauge, which
is composed of the U(1) gauge field, the B-field and ghost fields. Since the U(1)
gauge and B-fields are decoupled from the ghost fields by the property of the U(1)
gauge theory, the U(1) gauge field and the B-field are examined in this study.

Then, by solving the equations of motion obtained from the gauge-fixed La-
grangian, the solutions of each mode of the U(1) gauge field and the B-field can
be obtained. Following this, with the Klein-Gordon inner-product defined in the
Rindler coordinates, the normalization constants of each of those mode-solutions
are determined.

Subsequently, formulating the canonical commutation relations of the U(1)
gauge field and its canonical conjugate momentum, the commutation relations of
the coefficient of each mode-solution in each direction of the U(1) gauge field in
each region of the Rindler coordinates are obtained. From these, it can be seen
that those coefficients have physical meaning as creation/annihilation operators.
The polarization vectors in each region of the Rindler coordinates are also given
in this study.

From these, it is shown that the Minkowski ground state can be given as the
outer-product of the quantum states multiplied by the creation operators of the
U(1) gauge field in the left and right Rindler-wedge states. Then, obtaining the
density matrix of the U(1) gauge theory in the right Rindler-wedge from that, it is
shown that the U(1) gauge field in the constant accelerated system feels the Unruh
temperature as well.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2403.16423v1


1 Introduction

From the analysis of the uniformly accelerated motion, the Unruh temperature is derived
as TU = ~a/2πckB ≈ 4 × 10−23 a/(cm/s2)[K] [1, 2, 3]. Since the Unruh temperature
which can currently be produced is less than 3[K] CMB, its detection remains extremely
challenging. While detecting the Unruh temperature is a technologically important issue.
It is also important as experimental confirmation of Hawking radiation, and in terms
of the problem of how an event which is observed in the accelerated systems can be
observed in an inertial system.

Recent studies in the experimental field have touched upon the following topics: BEC [4],
neutrino oscillation [5, 6, 7], anti-Unruh effect [8, 9, 10, 11], cold atoms [12, 13], Berry
phases [14, 15], Casimir effect [16], classical analog [17] and others [18, 19].

In addition, the effects of the thermal excitation of the Unruh effect on the phe-
nomena currently reproducible in the laboratory have been analyzed as follows: analysis
of critical temperatures of the phase transitions [20, 21, 22, 23]; analysis of the ther-
mal radiation from a particle in constant accelerated motion [24, 25][26, 27, 28]; anal-
ysis of the Schwinger effect in a constant accelerated systems [34, 35]; and analysis of
quantum corrections in the energy-momentum tensors of gases in constant accelerated
systems [29, 30, 31]. Additionally, the Hagedorn transition in string theory due to the
Unruh effect has also been analyzed [36].

Theoretically, the coordinates of a constant accelerated motion are generalized to
the Rindler coordinates, which is equivalent to the geometry in the neighborhood of
the event-horizon of the Schwarzschild black hole, and in which the Killing horizons
exist. Therefore, the thermal radiation and the entropy akin to the Hawking radiation
and the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy, respectively, can be considered in the Rindler
coordinates. In addition, since the Rindler coordinates is the issue of the coordinates,
it can be considered at any points in the spacetime based on the general coordinate
transformation invariance. Exploiting these properties of the Rindler coordinates, it can
be shown that Einstein’s equation can be derived as a state equation at any point in
spacetime [37].

Furthermore, since spacetime is causally separated by the Killing horizon in the
Rindler coordinates, quantum entanglement arises between those regions in the Rindler
coordinates. Analysis of the entanglement entropy (EE) between the separated regions
in the Rindler coordinates has been performed in many studies, and as a result, the
area-proportional low is obtained, based on which the suggestion that the Bekenstein-
Hawking entropy would be a kind of EE between the inside and outside of the black hole
can be obtained [38, 39, 40].

In addition, the Rindler coordinates are extended to the AdS space: the Unruh
temperature in the AdS space has been given in [41], and the AdS/CFT given with the
AdS space patched by the Rindler coordinates has been studied in [42, 43, 44].

In terms of studies on the properties of the Rindler coordinates, the following stud-
ies seem particularly intriguing: the upper bound for acceleration [45] and another on
inversion between the bosonic and fermionic statistics occurring in the odd dimensional
Rindler coordinates [46].
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A review of the literature shows that until now, the canonical quantization (CQ) of
the gauge fields in the Rindler coordinates has not been properly performed yet, while
that of scalar and spinor fields has been done [47][48, 49]. Studies treating the U(1) gauge
field in the Rindler coordinates can be found as cited in [50]. However, in these studies,
the normalization constants (NC) of the mode-solutions contain some speculation and
have not been obtained exclusively from the analysis, or the discussion proceeds without
the NC. Furthermore, it appears that the solutions for the gauge field in all of the
directions in spacetime have not been explicitly obtained.

The NC have not been determined until now likely because the integrals in Appendix.B
in this study could not be calculated. Since those integrals appear in the Klein-Gordon
(KG) inner-products between the mode-solutions of the U(1) gauge field in the Rindler
coordinates, what those integrals cannot be calculated leads to the following four situ-
ations; 1) their NC cannot be determined, 2) accordingly, the canonical commutation
relations (CCR) cannot be robustly formulated (it is possible to formally write down the
CCR, if the form of the KG inner-product is known∗; however, since the mode-solutions
of the field are not completely determined due to the lack of the NC, the concrete CCR,
the CCR for each mode-solution, cannot be completely known), 3) analysis performed
using the KG inner-products cannot be done without ambiguities or speculation, and 4)
the creation/annihilation operators cannot be taken out. All of these would finally lead
to the first situation mentioned.

In these situations, we will calculate the integrals as demonstrated in Appendix.B.
Subsequently, utilizing these integrals, we determine the normalization constants (NC)
of the mode-solutions of the U(1) gauge field across all directions of spacetime within
each of the four regions: future, past, left, and right Rindler-wedges (see Fig.1). This
determination is based on the condition that all mode-solutions are mutually orthonormal
under the Klein-Gordon (KG) inner-product. In this study, these mode-solutions of
the U(1) gauge field are obtained by solving the equations of motion derived from the
Lagrangian formulated in the Lorentz-covariant gauge within the Rindler coordinates.

Next, by formulating the CCR of the U(1) gauge field within each of the four regions
in the Rindler coordinates, we examine the U(1) gauge field within these CCR using the
mode-expanded form based on the normalized mode-solutions we have obtained. Sub-
sequently, employing the Klein-Gordon (KG) inner-product, we derive the commutation
relations of the creation/annihilation operators for the coefficients of the mode-solutions
of the U(1) gauge field.

Subsequently, we demonstrate that the Minkowski ground state manifests as a quan-
tum entangled state of the left and right Rindler-wedges, excited by the creation oper-
ators of the U(1) gauge field. By deriving the density matrix from this entangled state,
we illustrate that the U(1) gauge field within a constant accelerated system will also
experience the Unruh temperature.

The following section discusses the organization of this paper. In Sec.2, the Rindler

∗If the KG inner-product (73) is known, from the demand that the commutation relations of the
creation/annihilation operators can be finally obtained like (95), it can be seen that the form of the
CCR is given as (85).
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coordinates used in this study are reviewed. In Sec.3, the Lagrangian of the U(1) gauge
theory in the Lorentz covariant gauge in the Rindler coordinates is obtained. In Sec.4,
the mode-solutions of the U(1) gauge field and the B-field in each region in the Rindler
coordinates and their normalization constants are obtained.

In Sec.5, the canonical quantization of the U(1) gauge field is computed for each
region in the Rindler coordinates, through which the commutation relations which the
coefficients of each mode-solution satisfy are finally obtained. From this, it can be con-
firmed that the coefficients of the each mode-solution have roles as creation/annihilation
operators in each region in the Rindler coordinates.

In Sec.6, we address the creation/annihilation operators of the U(1) gauge field,
providing the polarization vector for (S, L,±)-directions. From the expression of this
vector, it becomes apparent that the region where the polarization vector can be defined
is constrained within each region, as the norms of the 1-particle states in the S- and
L-directions can potentially be negative. The origins of these restrictions and their
implications are discussed.

In Sec.7, the density matrix of the U(1) gauge field in the right Rindler-wedge is

obtained. Regarding each subsection, in Secs.7.1 and 7.2, a
(M)⊥
~q is obtained in terms of

a
(R)⊥
~q and (a

(R)⊥
~q )† by analyzing the Bogoliubov coefficients (a

(M)⊥
~q and a

(R)⊥
~q represent

the annihilation operators in the Minkowski and Rindler coordinates, respectively). In

Sec.7.3, from the condition a
(M)⊥
~q |0M〉 = 0, the ground state in the Minkowski coordinates

is constituted by the Rindler states, from which in Sec.7.4, the density matrix is obtained
and it is shown that the U(1) gauge field in a constant accelerated system will also feel
the Unruh temperature.

In Sec.8, summarizing this study, the future directions of the study are discussed. In
Appendix.A, the analysis from (42) of the Lagrangian to the Lagrangian in the Lorentz-
covariant gauge (18) is noted. In Appendix.B, the integral formulas, which are essential
for the calculations of the KG inner-products to obtain the NC in Sec.4.3, are given.

2 The Rindler coordinates used in this study

In this section, we review the Rindler coordinates used in this study.

2.1 ds2 in the each region in the Rindler coordinates

We begin with the 4-dimensional Minkowski spacetime:

ds2 = dt2 −
3∑

i=1

(dxi)2. (1)
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For the Minkowski coordinates in (1), we consider the following four coordinate trans-
formations:

· x0 = a−1eaξ̃ sinh aτ̃ , x1 = −a−1eaξ̃ cosh aτ̃ , (2a)

· x0 = a−1 eaξ sinh aτ, x1 = +a−1 eaξ cosh aτ, (2b)

· x0 = + a−1eaη cosh aζ, x1 = a−1eaη sinh aζ, (2c)

· x0 = − a−1eaη̃ cosh aζ̃, x1 = a−1eaη̃ sinh aζ̃. (2d)

where

• the regions which are transformed to by (2a) and (2b) are the left and right Rindler-
wedges (LRW and RRW), respectively, and the regions transformed to by (2c) and
(2d) are the future and past Rindler-wedges (FRW and PRW), respectively.

On the left and right in Fig.1, the LRW/RRW and FRW/PRW are shown, respec-
tively.

• We have used (τ, ξ), (τ̃ , ξ̃), (ζ, η) and (ζ̃ , η̃) as the coordinates in the LRW, RRW,
FRW and PRW respectively, as shown in Fig.1.

• In the Rindler coordinates, a is considered to be fixed.

• In the LRW and RRW, there are world-lines of the constant accelerated motion; ξ
and ξ̃ label those, and τ and τ̃ parametrize them.

On the other hand, in the FRW and PRW, it is assumed that there is no object
performing constant accelerated motion. However, in the FRW and PRW, the lines
labeled by η and η̃ and parametrized by ζ and ζ̃ exist as lines analogous to the
world-lines in the LRW and RRW, which are plotted in Fig.1.

Applying (2) to (1), ds2 in each region can be obtained as follows:

ds2 =







e2aξ̃(dτ̃ 2 − dξ̃2)− (dx⊥)2 in LRW,

e2aξ(dτ 2 − dξ2)− (dx⊥)2 in RRW,

e2aη(dη2 − dζ2)− (dx⊥)2 in FKR,

e2aη̃(dη̃2 − dζ̃2)− (dx⊥)2 in PKR,

(3)

where x⊥ ≡ (x2, x3).
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Figure 1: These figures represent the Rindler coordinates on the Minkowski coordinates.
The coordinates in each region are defined in (3) and (5). On the left, those of LRW and
RRW are represented, and in the right, those of the FRW and PRW are represented.
(U, V ) are the light-cone coordinates defined in (9), and “the ξ → −∞ line” (and other
three) are defined in Sec.2.4, which are generally referred to as the Killing horizon.

Now, let us introduce ρ defined as follows:

ρ ≡
{

a−1eaξ̃ and a−1eaξ in the LRW and RRW,

a−1eaη and a−1eaη̃ in the FKR and PKR.
(4)

Considering this ρ, ds2 in (3) can be given as follows:

ds2 =







a2ρ2dτ̃ 2 − dρ2 − (dx⊥)2 in the LRW,

a2ρ2dτ 2 − dρ2 − (dx⊥)2 in the RRW,

dρ2 − a2ρ2dζ2 − (dx⊥)2 in the FRW,

dρ2 − a2ρ2ζ̃2 − (dx⊥)2 in the PRW.

(5)

From the above expressions, it can be seen that the τ - and τ̃ -directions are the Killing
vectors in the RRW and LRW, and the ζ- and ζ̃-directions are the Killing vectors in the
FRW and PRW. Therefore, in the RRW and LRW, the Hamiltonians are defined for the
τ̃ - and τ -constant surfaces and in the FRW and PRW, the Hamiltonians are defined for
the ζ- and ζ̃-constant surfaces. Therefore, in the Rindler coordinates in the RRW and
LRW, τ̃ and τ coordinate play the roles of the time, and in the Rindler coordinates in
the FRW and PRW, the ζ̃ and ζ coordinates play the roles of time.

As mentioned above, since ζ and τ play the role of time in the FRW and RRW,
respectively, we perform the Euclideanization as τ → −iτ and ζ → −iζ in (5). As a
result, the ds2 of the RRW and FRW in (5) are written as follows:

ds2E =

{

a2ρ2dτ 2 + dρ2 + (dx⊥)2 in the RRW,

dρ2 + a2ρ2dζ2 + (dx⊥)2 in the FRW.
(6)

where ds2E = −ds2. It can be seen that in (6), the τ - and ζ-directions are periodic
by β = 2π/a, the inverse of which agrees with the Unruh temperature in the constant
accelerated system with a. For the LRW and PRW, the Euclideanization is performed
in the same way as for the RRW and FRW, and the same Unruh temperature can be
obtained in the LRW and PRW.
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2.2 Solutions in the LRW (PRW) from the solutions in the
FRW (PRW)

If the solutions in the FRW and RRW are known, solutions in the LRW and PRW, which
are parity-symmetric, can be immediately obtained. In this subsection, this is discussed.

If a vector solution in the FRW is known, denoting it as fµ(ζ, η), it can be seen from
(2) and Fig.1 that the vector solution in the PRW being in a party-symmetric relation
with fµ(ζ, η) for the x0 = 0 line can be obtained simply by exchanging (ζ, η) to (ζ̃ , η̃)
leaving the forms of the functions of the solutions as

For the solution in the FRW to obtain the solution in the PRW:

• (f 0, f 1, f⊥)→ (f 0, f 1, f⊥) with(ζ, η)→ (ζ̃ , η̃). (7)

In the same way, denoting as gµ(τ, ξ) for a given vector solution in the RRW, the
party-symmetric vector solutions in the LRW for gµ(ζ, η) for the x1 = 0 line can be
obtained simply by exchanging (τ, ξ) to (τ̃ , ξ̃) as:

For the solution in the RRW to obtain the solution in the LRW:

• (f 0, f 1, f⊥)→ (f 0,−f 1, f⊥) with(τ, ξ)→ (τ̃ , ξ̃). (8)

2.3 Light-cone coordinates

We define the light-cone coordinates as:

U ≡ x0 − x1, V ≡ x0 + x1, (9)

where x0 and x1 are the Minkowski coordinates in (1). We show these in Fig.1, from
which we can see that

U

{

> 0 in LRW and FRW,

< 0 in RRW and PRW,
V

{

< 0 in LRW and FRW,

> 0 in RRW and PRW.
(10)

Based on (2a) and (2b), we can represent U and V in terms of the LRW and RRW
coordinates (τ̃ , ξ̃) and (τ , ξ) as follows:

(U, V ) =







a−1(eaũ, −e−aṽ) in LRW with (ũ, ṽ) ≡ (τ̃ + ξ̃, τ̃ − ξ̃),

a−1(−e−au, eav) in RRW with (u, v) ≡ (τ − ξ, τ + ξ),

a−1(e−as, eat) in FRW with (s, t) ≡ (−ζ + η, ζ + η),

−a−1(e−as̃, eat̃) in PRW with (s̃, t̃) ≡ (ζ̃ + η̃,−ζ̃ + η̃).

(11)
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2.4 The lines asymptotically approached to by taking ξ, η, ξ̃
and η̃ closer to −∞

2.4.1 The lines at ξ closer to −∞
Let us consider taking ξ in (2b) closer to −∞. Then, let us take |τ | to ∞ and refer to
the lines asymptotically approached to at that time as “the ξ → −∞ line”. Note that
the exact limit taking ξ to −∞ is excluded by the definition of the Rindler coordinates.

Then, at any points on x0 > 0 or x0 < 0 on the ξ → −∞ line, it can be seen that τ
and ξ in (2b) should be related as

|τ | ∼ |ξ|, (12)

otherwise, on the ξ → −∞ line, neither t nor x1 can be finite (therefore, the motion of
the object on the ξ → −∞ line in the finite τ is all packed into the neighborhood of
x0 = 0). This can be seen from the forms of x0 and x1 in (2b)†.

Therefore, on the ξ → −∞ line, since |τ | approaches∞, x0/x1 = tanh(aτ) approaches
±1. The lines obtained by the x0/x1 = ±1 are the ±45-degree straight diagonal lines in
the x1 ≥ 0 region in Fig.1.

These ±45-degree straight diagonal lines are generally referred to as the past and
future Killing horizons for x0 < 0 and x0 > 0, respectively. In this paper, we refer to the
lines obtained by taking ξ closer to −∞, which asymptote to those ±45-degree straight
diagonal lines, as “the ξ → −∞ line”, as noted on the lefthand side of Fig.1.

2.4.2 The lines at η closer to −∞
By the same logic in Sec.2.4.1, when η in (2c) is taken closer to −∞, it can be seen that
η and ζ should be related as follows:

|η| ∼ |ζ |, (15)

and x0/x1 = tanh(aζ) asymptotes to ±1.
The lines given by these x0/x1 = ±1 are the ±45-degree straight diagonal lines in the

x0 ≥ 0 region in Fig.1, where −1 and +1 correspond to the left and right future Killing
horizons respectively.

†x0 and x1 in (2b) can be roughly written as

x0 ∼ eaξ sinh aτ ∼ ea(ξ+τ) − e−a(−ξ+τ), (13a)

x1 ∼ eaξ coshaτ ∼ ea(ξ+τ) + e−a(−ξ+τ). (13b)

Then, on the ξ → −∞ line, if (12) is satisfied, x0 can take finite values behaves as follows:

x0 ∼
{

ea(ξ+τ) − e−2a∞ for τ ∼ −ξ,
e−2a∞ − e−a(−ξ+τ) for τ ∼ +ξ,

(14)

where “ξ ∼ ∓τ” mean that |ξ| and |τ | are in the same order. x1 also can take finite values on the
ξ → −∞ line, if (12) is satisfied, by the same logic.
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In this paper, we refer to the lines obtained by taking η closer to −∞ as “the η → −∞
line”, which asymptote to those ±45-degree straight diagonal lines, as noted on the
righthand side of Fig.1.

2.4.3 The lines at τ̃ or η̃ closer to −∞
By the same logic in Secs.2.4.1 and 2.4.2, we refer to the lines obtained by taking τ̃ and
η̃ closer to −∞ as “the τ̃ → −∞ line” and “the η̃ → −∞ line”, respectively, as noted
in both sides of Fig.1.

3 The Lorentz covariant U(1) gauge field Lagrangians

in the Rindler coordinates

In this section, the Lagrangian densities (referred to as the Lagrangian) of the U(1) gauge
field in the Lorentz-covariant gauge in the four regions in the Rindler coordinates are
obtained. Since the analysis to obtain the Lorentz covariant U(1) gauge field Lagrangian
in the LRW and PRW can be performed in the same way as those in the FRW and RRW,
this section mainly focuses on the analysis concerning the FRW and RRW. The result is
noted in (18).

First, let us begin with the actions of the U(1) gauge field in each of the four regions
in the Rindler coordinates:

S =

∫

d4x
√−gLU(1), LU(1) = −FµνF

µν/4, (16)

where the integral region is the RRW, FRW, LRW or PRW given by the coordinates
in (5), and ∇µ are covariant derivatives given by the metrices (5), and Fµν = ∇µAν −
∇νAµ = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ.

The Lagrangian in the Lorentz-covariant gauge given by ∂µA
µ = 0 in the Minkowski

coordinates is known to be given as

L̃(M)
U(1) = LU(1) +B ∂µA

µ +B2/2 + i c̄ ∂µ∂
µ c, (17)

where B is the auxiliary field (the B-field) and c, c̄ are the ghost fields. From this, we are
able to derive the Lagrangian in the Lorentz-covariant gauge in each of the four regions
in the Rindler coordinates by replacing the differentials with the gravitational covariant
derivatives as

L̃(R)
U(1) = LU(1) +B∇µA

µ +B2/2 + i c̄∇µ∇µ c, (18)

where the coordinates in the one above refer to those in (5).
However, since (17) is derived through the Lagrangian gauge-fixed by the Coulomb

gauge (a non-covariant gauge), we will check if (18) can be obtained in the Rindler co-
ordinates in the following subsection. As noted earlier, in the following subsections, we
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mainly focus on the analysis concerning the FRW and RRW.

Upon performing the analysis to obtain (18) in the following subsections, we note the
values of the Christoffel’s in each region in the Rindler coordinates:

· Γ0
01 = Γ0

10 = ρ−1, Γ1
00 = a2ρ, others = 0 in the RRW and LRW, (19a)

· Γ0
11 = a2ρ, Γ1

01 = Γ1
10 = ρ−1, others = 0 in the FRW and PRW. (19b)

Let us now evaluate the rationale behind solely considering Aµ and B in this study.
In this study, the U(1) gauge field is considered. In such a case, the Faddeev-Popov
determinant (FPd) does not include the gauge field (as indicated in (143)). As a result,
the partition functions of the ghost and the gauge fields decouple each other as Z =
ZAµ,B Zc,c̄. Therefore, we may consider only Aµ and B. With this in mind, let us focus
only on Aµ and B in the subsequent discussion.

3.1 The Hamiltonian in the RRW and FRW

Beginning with LU(1) in (16), the dynamical variables are Aµ, and x0 and x1 play the
role of the time-coordinate in the FRW and RRW, respectively, as mentioned under
(5). Therefore, the canonical conjugate momenta in the RRW and FRW are derived as
follows:

· ∂LU(1)

∂(∂0Ak)
= −F 0

k = g00Fk0 ≡ πk in the RRW, (20a)

· ∂LU(1)

∂(∂1Ak)
= −F 1

k = g11Fk1 ≡ πk in the FRW, (20b)

where k = 1,⊥ in RRW and k = 0,⊥ in the FRW (in what follows, the indices written
in lower case Latin alphabets refer to this). When πk are defined as above, πk are given
as follows:

· πk = F k0 =
∂LU(1)

∂(∂0Ak)
in the RRW, (21a)

· πk = F k1 =
∂LU(1)

∂(∂1Ak)
in the FRW, (21b)

πk and πk have physical meaning as the electric field:

· πk = Ek, πk = Ek in the RRW, (22a)

· πk = Ek, πk = Ek in the FRW. (22b)

As the electric fields have been defined, let us define the magnetic field in each region:

· Bk ≡ −εijkFij/2, Bk = εijkF
ij/2 in the RRW, (23a)

· Bk ≡ −εijkFij/2, Bk =

{

−εij0F ij/2 for k = 0

+εij⊥F
ij/2 for k =⊥

in the FRW, (23b)
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where k in Bk is the same as that in Bk in (23a) and (23b), respectively. Since i, j, k =
1,⊥ and = 0,⊥ in the RRW and FRW respectively, it can be seen that εijk = −εijk in
the RRW, and εijk = εijk in the FRW.

Regarding (20)-(23), the Lagrangian (16) can be written as

· LU(1) =−Ek(∇kA0 −∇0Ak)− (B2
k − g00E

2
k)/2 for the RRW, (24a)

· LU(1) =−Ek(∇kA1 −∇1Ak)− (B2
k − g11E

2
k)/2 for the FRW, (24b)

where B2
k = BkB

k (E2
k , E

2
0 and E2

⊥ are likewise), and g00 and g11 refer to those in (5).
The first term in the r.h.s. of (24a) can be rewritten as

·
∫

RRW

d4x
√−g Ek∇kA0 = −

∫

RRW

d4x
√−g ∂kEkA0, (25a)

·
∫

FRW

d4x
√−g Ek∇kA1 = −

∫

FRW

d4x
√−g ∂kEkA1, (25b)

where in the calculation (25a), expressing Ek as F k0, we have used∇kA
0 = (

√−g)−1∂k(
√−gA0)

and assumed the boundary condition that the fields vanish at the infinite far region which
is given by ξ or η to ∞. By that boundary condition,

∫

RRW
d4x ∂k(F

k
0

√−gA0) vanishes
(note that as can be seen from (3), the coordinates of the RRW and FRW reduce to
the Minkowski coordinates by a → 0, but do not by ξ or η to ∞). The calculation of
(25b) has been performed likewise. We perform these rewritings of (25) to change the
coefficients of A0 and A1 to numbers for the convenience in the calculation (38).

With (25a) and (25b),

· (24a) = Ek∇0Ak + ∂kE
kA0 − (B2

k − g00E
2
k)/2, (26a)

· (24b) = Ek∇1Ak + ∂kE
kA1 − (B2

k − g11E
2
k)/2. (26b)

With (26), the Hamiltonian densities (referred to as the Hamiltonian) can be obtained
as follows:

· H = ∇0Aµ π
µ − LU(1) = ∇0A

0 π0 − ∂kE
kA0 + (B2

k − g00E
2
k)/2 for the RRW, (27a)

· H = ∇1Aµ π
µ − LU(1) = ∇1A

1 π1 − ∂kE
kA1 + (B2

k − g11E
2
k)/2 for the FRW, (27b)

where π0 in the RRW and π1 in the FRW are vanished by the constraint conditions in
Sec.3.2.

3.2 The constitution of path-integral in RRW and FRW

In the system with the Hamiltonians (27), there are two constraint conditions in each
region, which we denote as φ(i) (i = 1, 2):

· φ(1) ≡ π0 = 0, φ(2) ≡ ∂kE
k = 0 for the RRW, (28a)

· φ(1) ≡ π1 = 0, φ(2) ≡ ∂kE
k = 0 for the sFRW, (28b)
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where π0 and π1 above are defined in (20), which are always vanished as can be seen
from (20); the value of φ(2), as given above, can be seen from the condition that the
time-development of φ(1) generated by the Hamiltonians (27) should be vanished‡.

For (28), we take the Coulomb gauge, and denote χ(i) (i = 1, 2), as follows:

· χ(1) ≡ A0 = 0, χ(2) ≡ ∇kA
k = 0 for the RRW, (30a)

· χ(1) ≡ A1 = 0, χ(2) ≡ ∇kA
k = 0 for the FRW, (30b)

where the gauge considered as the Coulomb gauge in the Minkowski coordinates is ∂µA
µ,

and χ(2) in the ones above are the extension of this to the Rindler coordinates; therefore,
∇µ in χ(2) are the gravitational ones, which do not include the gauge field.

Denoting (28) and (30) together as φ̃ ≡ {φ(1), φ(2), χ(1), χ(2)} ≡ {φ̃(i)} (i = 1, 2, 3, 4),
the Poisson bracket for φ̃ can be derived for each x0 in the RRW or x1 in the FRW as
follows:

[

{φ̃(i)(x), φ̃(j)(y)}P.B.

]
=







0 0 −1 0
0 0 0 −∂k∇k

1 0 0 0
0 ∇k∂

k 0 0






δ3(~x− ~y), (31)

where the Poisson bracket and δ3(~x− ~y) are given as follows:

{X(t, ~x), Y (t, ~y)}P.B. =

(
∂X(t, ~x)

∂Aµ(t, ~x)

∂Y (t, ~y)

∂πµ(t, ~y)
− ∂X(t, ~x)

∂πµ(t, ~y)

∂Y (t, ~x)

∂Aµ(t, ~y)

)

δ3(~x− ~y),

δ3(~x− ~y) =

{

δ(x1 − y1) δ2(x⊥ − y⊥) for RRW,

δ(x0 − y0) δ2(x⊥ − y⊥) for FRW.

X and Y represent fields, and t means x0 and x1 for the RRW and the FRW, respectively.
Since Det

[
{φ̃(x), φ̃(y)}P.B.

]
is non-vanishing, φ̃ forms a second-class constraint.

When the constraints in (28) and (30) are imposed in the phase space with (Aµ, πµ)
as its coordinates, the probability amplitude from the infinite-past ground state to the
infinite-future ground state in the RRW and FRW can be written by the following path-

‡The Hamiltonians (27a) and (27b) can be written using φ(2) as

· (27a) =∇0A
0 π0 − φ(2)A0 + (B2

k − g00E
2
k)/2, (29a)

· (27b) =∇1A
1 π1 − φ(2)A1 + (B2

k − g00E
2
k)/2. (29b)

The terms φ(2)A0 and φ(2)A1 contribute to the time-developments of φ(1) generated by the Hamiltonians
(27a) and (27b) in the RRW and FRW, respectively.
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integrals:

· TRRW ≡
∫

DADπ
∏

x∈RRW

[
δ[φ(1)] δ[φ(2)] δ[χ(1)] δ[χ(2)]

]
·
∏

x0

Mc

× exp
[
i

∫

RRW

d4x
√−gLpath

]
for the RRW, (33a)

· TFRW ≡
∫

DADπ
∏

x∈FRW

[
δ[φ(1)] δ[φ(2)] δ[χ(1)] δ[χ(2)]

]
·
∏

x1

Mc

× exp
[
i

∫

FRW

d4x
√−gLpath

]
for the FRW, (33b)

where

Lpath ≡
{

∇0A
µ πµ −H = LU(1) for the RRW,

∇1A
µ πµ −H = LU(1) for the FRW,

H is defined in (27a) and (27b), respectively, and LU(1) is given in (26a) and (26b)
respectively. Mc and DADπ are defined as

Mc ≡ Det
[
{φ(i)(x), χ(j)(y)}P.B.

]
= Det

[
[
−1 0
0 −∂k∇k

]

δ3(~x− ~y)
]
,

DADπ = C
3∏

µ=0

∏

x∈RRW/FRW

dAµ(x) dπµ(x),

where C means some constant and x refers to the coordinates in the RRW or FRW. Det
is the functional determinant of the functions on the three-dimensional space at constant
time in the RRW or FRW.

3.3 Analysis of path-integrals to obtain the Lagrangian in the

Lorentz covariant gauge in the RRW and FRW

Let us integrate out π0 in the RRW and π1 in the FRW in (33). This can be performed
readily as φ(1) = π0 and π1 in the RRW and FRW, respectively, as in (28), and as a
result, (33) can be written as

· TRRW =

∫

DADπk

∏

x∈RRW

δ[φ(2)] δ[χ(1)] δ[χ(2)] ·
∏

x0

Mc

× exp
[
i

∫

RRW

d4x
√−gLU(1)|π0=0

]
, (35a)

· TFRW =

∫

DADπk

∏

x∈FRW

δ[φ(2)] δ[χ(1)] δ[χ(2)] ·
∏

x1

Mc

× exp
[
i

∫

FRW

d4x
√−gLU(1)|π1=0

]
(35b)
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Since LU(1) in (35a) and (35b) do not include π0 and π1, respectively, as can be seen in
(26), we may write LU(1)|π0=0 and LU(1)|π1=0 as LU(1). Therefore, in what follows, we
write those as LU(1).

Now, introducing a functional variable η = η(x), we give δ[φ(2)] by a functional
integral:

δ[φ(2)] =

∫

Dη exp
[
i

∫

RRW/FRW

d4x
√−g η φ(2)

]
. (36)

Then, (35a) and (35b) can be written as

· (35a) =

∫

DADπk

∫

Dη
∏

x∈RRW

δ[χ(1)] δ[χ(2)] ·
∏

x0

Mc

× exp
[
i

∫

RRW

d4x
√−g

{
LU(1) + η φ(2)

}]
, (37a)

· (35b) =

∫

DADπk

∫

Dη
∏

x∈FRW

δ[χ(1)] δ[χ(2)] ·
∏

x1

Mc

× exp
[
i

∫

FRW

d4x
√−g

{
LU(1) + η φ(2)

}]
, (37b)

where

· LU(1) + η φ(2) = · · ·+ (A0 + η)φ(2) + · · · for the RRW, (38a)

· LU(1) + η φ(2) = · · ·+ (A1 + η)φ(2) + · · · for the FRW. (38b)

In the equations above, we have written only the part which is important in the following
analysis. Now we can integral out A0 for the RRW in (37a). Then, since χ(1) = A0 as
in (30a), the term concerning A0 in (38a) disappears. However, we can take η as A0, by
which the term which has just disappeared is now reintroduced. In the same way, in the
FRW in (37b), we integrate out A1 and take η as A1. As a result, (37a) and (37b) can
be given as follows:

· (37a) =

∫

DADπk

∏

x∈RRW

δ[χ(2)] ·
∏

x0

Mc · exp
[
i

∫

RRW

d4x
√−g LU(1)

]
, (39a)

· (37b) =

∫

DADπk

∏

x∈FRW

δ[χ(2)] ·
∏

x1

Mc · exp
[
i

∫

FRW

d4x
√−gLU(1)

]
. (39b)

Considering (26a) and (26b) as the expression of LU(1) in (39a) and (39b), respectively,
LU(1) includes the terms ∂kE

kA0 and ∂kπ
kA1, respectively. We can restate those terms

back by rewriting (25a) and (25b) in reverse. As a result, the component of LU(1) in
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(39a) and (39b) are provided, respectively, as

· LU(1) in (39a) =F0k π
k − (B2

k − g00 π
2
k)/2

= − g00
2

∑

k=1,⊥

((πk + g00F0k)(πk + g00F0k)− (g00)
2F0kF0k)−B2

k/2

= − g00
2

∑

k=1,⊥

(πk + g00F0k)(πk + g00F0k) + LU(1), (40a)

· LU(1) in (39b) =F1k π
k − (B2

k − g11 π
2
k)/2

=
g11
2

(

(π0 + g11F1k)(π0 + g11F1k)− (g11)2F10F10

− (π⊥ + g11F1k)(π⊥ + g11F1k) + (g11)2F1⊥F1⊥

)

− B2
k/2

=
g11
2
((πk + g11F10)(πk + g11F10)− (π⊥ + g11F1⊥)(π⊥ + g11F1⊥)) + LU(1).

(40b)

where B2
k = BkB

k and π2
k = πkπ

k as mentioned in (24). If Aµ and πµ were not indepen-
dent of each other and were in the relations (20a) and (20b) respectively, the r.h.s. of
(40a) and (40b) reduce to 0 + LU(1).

Then, πk in (39a) and (39b) can be integrated out (by redefining πk). As a result,

(39a) =

∫

DA
∏

x∈RRW

δ[χ(2)] ·
∏

x0

Mc · exp
[
i

∫

RRW

d4x
√−gLU(1)

]
, (41a)

(39b) =

∫

DA
∏

x∈FRW

δ[χ(2)] ·
∏

x1

Mc · exp
[
i

∫

FRW

d4x
√−gLU(1)

]
. (41b)

Once we have obtained the form
∫
DAΩCoulomb e

i
∫
d4xLU(1) such as the ones above

(ΩCoulomb denotes the parts
∏
[δ(χ(2))] ·∏Mc in the ones above), by proceeding in the

same way as the case of the Minkowski coordinates, we can replace the part of ΩCoulomb

with the one by the Lorentz-covariant gauge, and obtain the Lagrangian in Lorentz
covariant gauge in the RRW and FRW, which is (18). Since the analysis in the Minkowski
coordinates is well-known, we proceed with the analysis from (41) to (18) in Appendix.A.

3.4 The Lorentz covariant U(1) gauge field Lagrangians in the
LRW and PRW

Since the metrices of the FRW (RRW) and PRW (LRW) are mathematically the same,
as seen in (5), if the path-integrals in the FRW and RRW can be given as in (41), the
path-integrals which correspond to those in the PRW and LRW can be given as

TLRW =

∫

DA
∏

x∈LRW

[
δ(χ(2))

]
·
∏

x0

Mc · exp
[
i

∫

LRW

d4x
√−gLU(1)

]
, (42a)

TPRW =

∫

DA
∏

x∈PRW

[
δ(χ(2))

]
·
∏

x1

Mc · exp
[
i

∫

PRW

d4x
√−gLU(1)

]
, (42b)
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where the coordinates in (42a) and (42b) refer to the LRW and PRW given by (5);
therefore, x0 and x1 mean τ̃ and ζ̃ in (5), respectively. Then, performing the analysis in
the same way as (41a) and (41b), the Lagrangians of the U(1) gauge field in the Lorentz
covariant gauge in the LRW and PRW can be obtained as (18).

4 The solutions of the U(1) gauge field and the B-

field in each region in the Rindler coordinates

In the previous section, the gauge-fixed Lagrangian was obtained as given in (17). In this
section, by solving the equations of motion obtained from that Lagrangian, the mode-
solutions of the U(1) gauge field and the B-field in the RRW and FRW can be obtained.
The results are noted in (51) and (52), and the forms of fields as the solution are noted
in (59) and (60). The method for solving the equations of motion is noted under (60).
The forms of the U(1) gauge field and the B-field as the solutions in the LRW and PRW
and their mode-solutions are given in Sec.4.2, while the normalization constants of the
mode-solutions in the four regions are given in Sec.4.3.

4.1 The solution of the U(1) gauge field and the B-field in the
RRW and FRW

From the Lagrangian (17), the equations of motion can be obtained as follows:

0 = −∇µF
µν + ∂νB, (43a)

0 = ∇µA
µ +B. (43b)

From these, the equations of motion that the fields should satisfy in the RRW are derived
as follows:

The equations of motion in the RRW:

(gµν∂µ∂ν − 3ρ−1∂1)A
0 = −2a−2ρ−3∂0A

1, (44a)

(gµν∂µ∂ν − 3ρ−1∂1 − ρ−2)A1 = −2ρ−1(B − ∂⊥A
⊥), (44b)

(gµν∂µ∂ν − ρ−1∂1)A
⊥ = 0, (44c)

∂0A
0 + ∂1A

1 + ∂⊥A
⊥ + ρ−1A1 +B = 0, (44d)

(gµν∂µ∂ν − ρ−1∂1)B = 0, (44e)

where, combining (43a) and (43b), ∇ν∇νAµ = 0 can be obtained, from which (44a)-(44c)
can be obtained (in obtaining (44b), (44d) is used). From (43b), (44d) can be obtained.
Multiplying the entire (43a) by ∇ν , ∇µ∇µB = 0 can be obtained, from which (44e) can
be obtained. Non-zero Γµ

νλ are noted in (19). The 0- and 1-directions correspond to τ -
and ρ-directions, and ⊥ correspond to 2, 3-directions.

In the same way, the equations of motion for the fields in the FRW can be derived
from (43) as follows:
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The equations of the motion in FRW:

(gµν∂µ∂ν + 3ρ−1∂0)A
1 = 2a−2ρ−3∂1A

0, (45a)

(gµν∂µ∂ν + 3ρ−1∂0 + ρ−2)A0 = −2ρ−1(B + ∂⊥A
⊥), (45b)

(gµν∂µ∂ν + ρ−1∂0)A
⊥ = 0, (45c)

∂0A
0 + ∂1A

1 + ∂⊥A
⊥ + ρ−1A0 +B = 0, (45d)

(gµν∂µ∂ν + ρ−1∂0)B = 0, (45e)

where the 0- and 1-directions refer to the ρ- and ζ-directions, respectively.
Since the coordinate systems in the RRW and FRW are homogeneous for the (1, ⊥)-

and (0, ⊥)-directions, respectively, as seen in (5) the forms of fields in the RRW and
FRW can be supposed by the following Fourier-expansions:

The Fourier-expanded fields in the RRW:

Aµ(τ, ρ, x⊥) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dk0

∫ ∞

−∞

d2k⊥ Ñ (µ)
k e−ikx Ã

(µ)
k (ρ), (46a)

B(τ, ρ, x⊥) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dk0

∫ ∞

−∞

d2k⊥ Ñ (B)
k e−ikx B̃k(ρ), (46b)

The Fourier-expanded fields in the FRW:

Aµ(ρ, ζ, x⊥) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dk1

∫ ∞

−∞

d2k⊥ Ñ (µ)
k e−ikx Ã

(µ)
k (ρ), (47a)

B(ρ, ζ, x⊥) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dk1

∫ ∞

−∞

d2k⊥ Ñ (B)
k B̃k(ρ), (47b)

where

· k in the subscripts and kx in the shoulder of e in the r.h.s. of (46) are abbreviations
of “k0, k⊥” and “k0τ − k⊥x

⊥”, respectively.

On the other hand, k in the subscripts and kx in the shoulder of e in the r.h.s. of
(47) are abbreviations of “k1, k⊥” and “−k1ζ − k⊥x

⊥”, respectively.

· Aµ(τ, ρ, x⊥) and B(τ, ρ, x⊥) in this study are assumed to be real.

· Ñ (µ)
k and Ñ (B)

k are constants of each mode, which can take complex numbers.
These will be denoted by decomposing them as

Ñ (µ)
k = N (µ)

k a
µ
k , Ñ (B)

k = N (B)
k bk, (48)

where N (µ)
k and N (B)

k are the normalization constants to be determined by the

mode-solutions, Ã
(µ)
k (ρ) and B̃k(ρ), (as noted in (74)), and a

µ
k and bk are numbers

which become annihilation operators when the canonical quantization is performed
(as seen in Sec.5).
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Applying (46) to (44), the equations of motion for each mode in the RRW can be
derived as follows:

The equations of motion for each mode in the RRW:

((aρ)−2k2
0 + ∂2

1 − k2
⊥ + 3ρ−1∂1) Ñ (0)

k Ã0
k = −2a−2ρ−3 ik0 Ñ (1)

k Ã1
k, (49a)

(ρ−2(a−2k2
0 + 1) + ∂2

1 − k2
⊥ + 3ρ−1∂1) Ñ (1)

k Ã1
k = 2ρ−1(Ñ (B)

k B̃k − ik⊥ Ñ (⊥)
k Ã⊥

k ), (49b)

((aρ)−2k2
0 + ∂2

1 − k2
⊥ + ρ−1 ∂1) Ñ (⊥)

k Ã⊥
k = 0, (49c)

−ik0 Ñ (0)
k Ã0

k + (∂1 + ρ−1) Ñ (1)
k Ã1

k= Ñ (B)
k0

B̃k − ik⊥ Ñ (⊥)
k0

Ã⊥
k , (49d)

((aρ)−2k2
0 + ∂2

1 − k2
⊥ + ρ−1 ∂1) Ñ (B)

k B̃k= 0. (49e)

Since different directions of Ã
(µ)
k and B are included in each equation above, these equa-

tions of motion are given including the normalization constants as shown above.
Similarly, applying (47) to (45), the equations of motion for each mode in the FRW

are obtained as follows:

The equations of motion for each mode in the FRW:

((aρ)−2k2
1 + ∂2

0 + k2
⊥ + 3ρ−1∂0) Ñ (1)

k Ã1
k= −2a−2ρ−3 ik1 Ñ (2)

k Ã0
k, (50a)

(∂2
0 + ρ−2(a−2k2

1 + 1) + k2
⊥ + 3ρ−1∂0) Ñ (0)

k Ã0
k= −2ρ−1(Ñ (B)

k B̃k + ik⊥ Ñ (⊥)
k Ã⊥

k ), (50b)

((aρ)−2k2
1 + ∂2

0 + k2
⊥ + ρ−1 ∂0) Ñ (⊥)

k Ã⊥
k = 0, (50c)

ik1 Ñ (1)
k Ã1

k + (∂0 + ρ−1)Ñ (0)
k Ã0

k= −(Ñ (B)
k B̃k + ik⊥ Ñ (⊥)

k Ã⊥
k ), (50d)

((aρ)−2k2
1 + ∂2

0 + k2
⊥ + ρ−1 ∂0) Ñ (B)

k B̃k= 0, (50e)

Saving the explanation of how we have solved (49) for later, we first show the results
of the mode-solutions in the RRW and FRW obtained by solving them in the following:

The mode-solutions in the RRW:

• Ã
(⊥)
k = Kiα(bρ), (51a)

• Ã
(1)
k = ρ−1Kiα(bρ), (51b)

• Ã
(0)
k = − i

k0 ρ
∂1Kiα(bρ) =

ib

2k0 ρ
(K−1+iα(bρ) +K1+iα(bρ)), (51c)

• B̃k = ik⊥ Ã⊥
k , (51d)
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The mode-solutions in the FRW:

• Ã
(⊥)
k = Jiα(bρ), (52a)

• Ã
(0)
k = ρ−1Jiα(bρ), (52b)

• Ã
(1)
k =

i

k0 ρ
∂0Jiα(bρ) =

ib

2k0 ρ
(J−1+iα(bρ)− J1+iα(bρ)), (52c)

• B̃k = ik⊥ Ã⊥
k , (52d)

where

· The meaning of k in the subscripts of Ã
(µ)
k and B̃k is given under (46) and (47).

· ∂1 and ∂0 in (51c) and (52c) can be denoted as ∂/∂ρ congruent with the RRW and
FRW. α in (51) and (52) are respectively defined as α ≡ k0/a and α ≡ k1/a, and b
is defined as b ≡

√

k2
2 + k2

3 congruent with (51) and (52). Kiα(bρ) is the modified
Bessel function of the second kind, and Jiα(bρ) is the Bessel function of the first
kind. Kiα(bρ) and Jiα(bρ) are the real and imaginary functions, respectively.

· Ñ (⊥)
k = Ñ (B)

k is supposed in the process of obtaining B̃k0,k⊥ (specifically, seen (63)).
From this, using (48), the following condition is introduced:

N (⊥)
k a

⊥
k = N (B)

k bk. (53)

Here, since B̃k in the RRW and FRW are obtained as ik⊥ Ã⊥
k as seen in (51d) and

(52d), B̃k and Ã⊥
k are different only by the constant multiplication in the RRW

and FRW. Therefore, denoting as χ1,k ≡ N (B)
k B̃k and χ2,k ≡ N (⊥)

k Ã⊥
k , it can be

deduced from (78a) and (78b):

(χ1,k, χ1,k′)KG = (χ2,k, χ2,k′)KG. (54)

From this, it can be seen that χ1,k = χ2,k is identically maintained in the RRW

and FRW. From this, it is turned out that N (B)
k and N (⊥)

k in the RRW and FRW
are related as follows:

N (B)
k = (ik⊥)

−1N (⊥)
k . (55)

With this N (B)
k , it is concluded from (53) that there is the following relation be-

tween the coefficients a
(⊥)
k and bk: ik⊥ a

(⊥)
k = bk, at the classical level, which is a

conclusion led from the supposition of Ñ (⊥)
k = Ñ (B)

k .

· Next, in obtaining Ã
(1)
k0,k⊥

in the FRW and Ã
(0)
k0,k⊥

in the RRW, Ñ (1)
k = Ñ (0)

k is
supposed (see (64)). Using (48), this leads to

N (1)
k a

1
k = N (0)

k a
0
k (56)
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in the RRW and FRW.

However, in the RRW and FRW, since Ã
(0)
k0,k⊥

and Ã
(1)
k0,k⊥

are obtained as seen in

(51c) and (52c), Ã
(0)
k0,k⊥

and Ã
(1)
k0,k⊥

are not in the linear relation in the RRW and
FRW. Therefore, an identity such as χ1,k = χ2,k under (54) is unclear in the RRW
and FRW.

However, in the RRW and FRW, it is turned out that N (1)
k and N (0)

k are equivalent
to each other as seen in (75b) and (76b). Therefore, it can be found from (56) that
a
1
k = a

0
k at the classical level in the RRW and FRW, which is a conclusion which

leads from the supposition of Ñ (1)
k = Ñ (0)

k .

· From what is mentioned above, it can be seen that N (⊥)
k and N (B)

k (N (1)
k and N (0)

k )
are not independent each other, therefore these can be denoted using a notation.
Also, a⊥

k and bk (a1
k and a

0
k) can be denoted using a notation.

However, after the canonical quantization is performed, a⊥
k and bk (a1

k and a
0
k) be-

come annihilation operators vanishing the excitations in different directions. In this
sense, a

(⊥)
k and bk (a1

k and a
0
k) are physically distinct from each other. Therefore,

we distinctively denote those as a
(⊥)
k and bk (a1

k and a
0
k).

Corresponding to this, we distinctively denote N (⊥)
k and N (B)

k (N (1)
k and N (0)

k ) as

N (B)
k and N (⊥)

k (N (1)
k and N (0)

k ), as well.

Now that the mode-solutions have been obtained as given in (51) and (52), let us
write as:

· Aµ(τ, ρ, x⊥) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dk0

∫ ∞

−∞

d2k⊥N (µ)
k a

µ
k Ã

(µ)
k (ρ) e−ikx

=
(∫ 0

−∞

dk0 +

∫ ∞

0

dk0

)∫ ∞

−∞

d2k⊥N (µ)
k a

µ
k Ã

(µ)
k (ρ) e−ikx for RRW,

(57a)

· Aµ(ρ, ζ, x⊥) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dk1

∫ ∞

−∞

d2k⊥N (µ)
k a

µ
k Ã

(µ)
k (ρ) e−ikx

=
(∫ 0

−∞

dk1 +

∫ ∞

0

dk1

)∫ ∞

−∞

d2k⊥N (µ)
k a

µ
k Ã

(µ)
k (ρ) e−ikx for FRW. (57b)

Next, let us consider flipping (k0, k⊥) to (−k0, −k⊥) in (57a), and (k1, k⊥) to (−k1,
−k⊥) in (57b).

· There is symmetry for the k⊥-direction in our system (actually, Ã
(µ)
k (ρ) andN (µ)

k are

obtained independently of k⊥ as in (51), (52), (76) and (75)). In addition, a
(µ)
k0,−k⊥

=

a
(µ)
k0,k⊥

and a
(µ)
k1,−k⊥

= a
(µ)
k1,k⊥

can be assumed in (57a) and (57b) respectively.

· Next, for the flip of k0 to −k0, Re(K−iα(bρ)) = Re(Kiα(bρ)) and Im(Kiα(bρ)) = 0,

and J−iα(bρ) = J∗
iα(bρ), where Ã

(µ)
k (ρ) in (57a) and (57b) are Kiα(bρ) and Jiα(bρ)

respectively.
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In addition, a
(µ)
−k0,k⊥

= a
(µ)∗
k0,k⊥

and a
(µ)
−k1,k⊥

= a
(µ)∗
k1,k⊥

can be assumed in (57a) and
(57b) respectively.

From this, the first terms in the r.h.s. of (57a) and (57b) can be written as

· First term in r.h.s. of (57a) =

∫ ∞

0

dk0

∫ ∞

−∞

d2k⊥N (µ)
−k0,k⊥

a
µ∗
k Ã

(µ)
k (ρ) eikx, (58a)

· First term in r.h.s. of (57b) =

∫ ∞

0

dk1

∫ ∞

−∞

d2k⊥N (µ)
−k1,k⊥

a
µ∗
k Ãµ∗

k (ρ) eikx, (58b)

As the issue of the notation, we may denoteN (µ)
−k0,k⊥

andN (µ)
−k1,k⊥

in the equations above as

N (µ)
k0,k⊥

and N (µ)
k1,k⊥

respectively. (concrete expressions of these are determined in Sec.4.3.)
In conclusion, the fields as the solutions in the FRW and RRW can be expressed as

follows:

The solutions in the RRW:

Aµ(τ, ρ, x⊥) =

∫ ∞

0

dk0

∫ ∞

−∞

d2k⊥N (µ)
k (aµ

k e
−ikx + a

µ∗
k eikx) Ã

(µ)
k (ρ), (59a)

B(τ, ρ, x⊥) =

∫ ∞

0

dk0

∫ ∞

−∞

d2k⊥N (B)
k (bk e

−ikx + b
∗
k eikx) B̃k(ρ), (59b)

The solutions in the FRW:

Aµ(ρ, ζ, x⊥) =

∫ ∞

0

dk1

∫ ∞

−∞

d2k⊥N (µ)
k (aµ

k Ã
(µ)
k (ρ) e−ikx + a

µ∗
k Ãµ∗

k (ρ) eikx), (60a)

B(ρ, ζ, x⊥) =

∫ ∞

0

dk1

∫ ∞

−∞

d2k⊥N (B)
k (bk B̃k(ρ) e

−ikx + b
∗
k B̃

∗
k(ρ) e

ikx), (60b)

where the mode parts Ã
(µ)
k (ρ) and B̃k(ρ) are given by (51) and (52). The forms of (59)

and (60) guarantee that Aµ and B in the FRW and FRW are real.

We will explain how we have solved (49) and obtained (51).

· First, we obtain the solutions of Ã⊥
k in the FRW and RRW.

− We could solve (49c), and the general solution of Ã⊥
k is given by the linear

combination of Jiα(−ibρ) and Yiα(−ibρ). However, we considered Kiα(bρ),
instead of Jiα(−ibρ) and Yiα(−ibρ), and (51a) was obtained.

Since Kiα(bρ) can be defined with Jiα(ibρ), Kiα(bρ) can satisfy (49c). Note
that Kiα(bρ) is finite real except at ρ = 0§ (however, ρ = 0 is not included in
the definition of the Rindler coordinates as mentioned in Sec.2.4).

§In general, Kβ(x) is defined as

Kβ(x) =
π

2

I−β(x)− Iβ(x)

sin(βπ)
, (61)
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− Also, we can solve (50c), and the general solution of Ã⊥
k is given by the linear

combination of Jiα(bρ) and Yiα(bρ).

Jiα(bρ) is finite complex except at ρ = 0 (as for this finiteness, see the discus-
sion in the footnote above), but since Yiα(bρ) is singular at ρ = 0, the values
of Yiα(bρ) for some ρ extremely near 0 are singular-like. Since Ã⊥

k should be
well-defined for ρ near 0, Jiα(bρ) is considered as the solution of Ã⊥

k .

· The solution of B̃k satisfies (49e) and (50e), which are the same equations as (49c)
and (50c). Therefore, we can give the solution of B̃k in the same way as the
solutions of Ã⊥

k in (51a) and (52a). However, in fact, we obtained B̃k from the
following equations:

· r.h.s. of (49b) = Ñ (B)
k B̃k − ik⊥ Ñ (⊥)

k Ã⊥
k = 0, (63a)

· r.h.s. of (50b) = Ñ (B)
k B̃k + ik⊥ Ñ (⊥)

k Ã⊥
k = 0. (63b)

From (63a) and (63b), using the solutions of Ã⊥
k in (51a) and (52a) and supposing

Ñ (B)
k = Ñ (⊥)

k (we discuss this in (53)), B̃k can be obtained as seen in (51d) and
(52d). It can be seen that these (51d) and (52d) can satisfy (49e) and (50d).

· Since we have supposed the r.h.s. of (49b) and (50b) as 0, we can now put the
l.h.s. of these as 0, as well. Solving those, Ã1

k in the RRW can be obtained as seen
in (51b), and Ã0

k in the FRW can be obtained as seen in (52b).

· The r.h.s. of (49d) and (50d) are essentially the same as the r.h.s. of (49b) and
(50b), which are now being taken to 0 in (63). Therefore, we can put the r.h.s. of
(49d) and (50d) as 0. From those, the following equations are obtained:

· r.h.s. of (49d) = −ik0 Ñ (0)
k Ã0

k + (∂1 + ρ−1) Ñ (1)
k Ã1

k = 0, (64a)

· r.h.s. of (50d) = ik1 Ñ (1)
k Ã1

k + (∂0 + ρ−1) Ñ (0)
k Ã0

k = 0. (64b)

(∂1 + ρ−1)Ã1
k in (64a) and (∂0 + ρ−1)Ã0

k in (64b) can be rewritten as

(∂1 + ρ−1)Ã1
k(bρ) = ρ−1 ∂1Kiα(bρ), (∂0 + ρ−1)Ã0

k(bρ) = ρ−1 ∂0Jiα(bρ),

where Iβ(x) = i−βJβ(ix), and Jβ(ix) can be given by Tylar expansion around x = 0 as

Jβ(x) =
∞∑

n=0

(−1)n
n! Γ(n+ β + 1)

(x

2

)2n+β

. (62)

In our study, β is given as iα (α ≥ 0). Further, when the limit taking x to 0 is considered, by the
definition of the Rindler coordinates, x is not considered to be exactly 0, but some x extremely near 0
is considered. In this case, for some x extremely near 0, xi (i is the imaginary number, coming from
(x/2)2n+β (now β = iα)) is a finite complex number (this can be confirmed numerically), it can be seen
from (62) that the values of Jiα(x) for such x are also finite complex; correspondingly, Kiα(x) at some
x extremely near 0 is finite as well. Finally, since Kiα(x) is real, it can be concluded that Kiα(x) at
some x extremely near 0 is finite real.
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respectively. Then, from (64a) and (64b), using Ã1
k in (51b) and Ã0

k in (52b), and

supposing Ñ (0)
k = Ñ (1)

k (we discuss this in (56)), Ã0
k in the RRW can be obtained

as seen in (51c), and Ã1
k in the FRW can be obtained as seen in (52c).

· Although (49a) and (50a) are not used in the process above, they are satisfied by
the solutions obtained in the one above.

4.2 The solution of the U(1) gauge field and the B-field in the

LRW and PRW

In the previous subsection, the mode-solutions in the RRW and FRW were obtained in
(51) and (52), and the fields as the solutions have been given in (59) and (60). In the
Rindler coordinates, if a solution in one region is known, the parity-symmetric solution
for that in another side can be known according to (7) and (8). Therefore, in this sub-
section, the mode-solutions and the fields as the solutions in the LRW and PRW are
given according to what was been obtained in the previous subsection with (7) and (8).
The normalization constants of the mode-solutions in the LRW and PRW are obtained
in Sec.4.3.

According to (7), the forms of the fields in the PRW, which are parity-symmetric
solutions for the fields in FRW of (60) for the x0 = 0 line, can be given from the fields
in FRW of (60) as follows:

The solutions in the PRW:

Aµ(ζ̃ , ρ, x⊥) =

∫ ∞

0

dk1

∫ ∞

−∞

d2k⊥N (µ)
k (aµ

k Ã
(µ)
k (ρ) e−ikx + a

µ∗
k Ãµ∗

k (ρ) eikx), (65a)

B(ζ̃ , ρ, x⊥) =

∫ ∞

0

dk1

∫ ∞

−∞

d2k⊥N (B)
k (bk B̃k(ρ) e

−ikx + b
∗
k B̃

∗
k(ρ) e

ikx), (65b)

where the coordinates in (65) refer to those of the PRW in (5), and k and kx in the
subscripts and shoulder of e are abbreviations of “k1, k⊥” and “−k1ζ̃−k⊥x⊥” respectively.
N (µ)

k and N (B)
k are the normalization constants (which are obtained in Sec.4.3).

• Ã⊥
k = Jiα(bρ), (66a)

• Ã0
k = ρ−1Jiα(bρ), (66b)

• Ã1
k = i(k0 ρ)

−1 ∂0Jiα(bρ), (66c)

• B̃k = ik⊥ Ã⊥
k , (66d)

where the definitions of ∂0, α, b and Kiα are the same as those in (52). ρ in (66) are
given with η̃ as noted in (4).

In the same way, the fields and the mode-solutions in the LRW can be given from
those in (59) and (51) as follows:
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Solutions in LRW:

Aµ(τ̃ , ρ, x⊥) =

∫ ∞

0

dk0

∫ ∞

−∞

d2k⊥N (µ)
k (aµ

k e
−ikx + a

µ∗
k eikx) Ã

(µ)
k (ρ), (67a)

B(τ̃ , ρ, x⊥) =

∫ ∞

0

dk0

∫ ∞

−∞

d2k⊥N (B)
k (bk e

−ikx + b
∗
k eikx) B̃k(ρ), (67b)

where

• Ã⊥
k = Kiα(bρ), (68a)

• Ã1
k = ρ−1Kiα(bρ), (68b)

• Ã0
k = i(k0 ρ)

−1 ∂1Kiα(bρ), (68c)

• B̃k = ik⊥ Ã⊥
k , (68d)

and where the definitions of α, b and Kiα are the same as those in (51). The coordinates
in (67) refer to those of the LRW in (5), and k and kx in the subscripts and shoulder of

e are abbreviations of “k0, k⊥” and “−k0τ̃ − k⊥x
⊥” respectively. N (µ)

k and N (B)
k are the

normalization constants, which are obtained in Sec.4.3.

4.3 The normalization constants of the mode-solutions in each

region

In this subsection, the normalization constants in all directions of the mode-solutions of
the U(1) gauge field and the B-field in all four regions in the Rindler coordinates are ob-
tained. First, the normalization constants of the mode-solutions in the FRW and RRW
are derived from the explicit calculation based on the Klein-Gordon (KG) inner-product.
Then, from the fact that the coordinates and the mode-solutions in the PRW and LRW
can be considered to be the same as those in the FRW and RRW, the normalization con-
stants of the mode-solutions in the FRW and RRW are similarly obtained as those in the
FRW and RRW. Therefore, we immediately give the normalization constants in the PRW
and LRW from the results of those in the FRW and RRW. These results are noted in (76).

We begin by defining the KG inner-product. Then, in general, an integral with regard
to a vector on a three-dimensional (3D) hypersurface in four-dimensional (4D) spacetime
can be written as

∫

Σ

V µ dΣµ, (69)

where V µ represents some vector, and dΣµ are the components of the area element on
the 3D hypersurface.

Let us suppose the form of ds2 as ds2 = gii(dx
i)2 + gjkdx

jdxk (i means one direction
and the summation is not taken for i; on the other hand j, k mean all the directions
except for the i-direction and the summations except for i are taken for j, k). Then, if
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we take the 3D hypersurface as a xi-constant, the i-direction is perpendicular to the 3D
hypersurface, and V µ dΣµ in (69) is given as

V µdΣµ = giiVi

√

gii det (gjk) d
3x, (70)

where j, k take the 4D directions except for the i-direction.
Considering the Rindler coordinates defined by (5), let us take the ζ- or τ -constant

hypersurface in the FRW or RRW (our Rindler coordinates are defined in (5)) as the 3D
hypersurface discussed in above. At this time, (69) are given as

·
∫ 0

∞

dρ

∫ ∞

−∞

d2x⊥ (aρ)−1 V1 for FRW, (71a)

·
∫ 0

∞

dρ

∫ ∞

−∞

d2x⊥ (aρ)−1 V0 for RRW. (71b)

Next, let us define the conserved current as follows:

J (fA,gB)
µ (x) ≡ if ∗

A(x)
←→∇µ gB(x), (72)

where f ∗
A

←→∇µ gB ≡ f ∗
A∇µgB − gB∇µf

∗
A, and fA and gB are some solutions of equations

of motion.
From (71) and (72), the KG inner-products in the FRW and RRW are defined as

follows:

· (fA, gB)KG ≡
∫ 0

∞

dρ

∫ ∞

−∞

d2x⊥ (aρ)−1J
(fA,gB)
0 for FRW, (73a)

· (fA, gB)KG ≡
∫ 0

∞

dρ

∫ ∞

−∞

d2x⊥ (aρ)−1J
(fA,gB)
1 for RRW. (73b)

With (73), we, in what follows, determine the normalization constants N (µ)
k by the

following demand:

· (N (µ)
k Ã

(µ)
k , N (µ)

k′ Ã
(µ)
k′ )KG = δ(k0 − k′

0) δ
2(k⊥ − k′

⊥) for FRW, (74a)

· (N (µ)
k Ã

(µ)
k , N (µ)

k′ Ã
(µ)
k′ )KG = δ(k1 − k′

1) δ
2(k⊥ − k′

⊥) for RRW, (74b)

where k and k′ in the subscripts are defined under (46). Ã
(µ)
k are given in (51) and (60).

Saving the explanation for how we have obtained the normalization constants for later,
in conclusion, we can obtain these normalization constants as follows:

The normalization constants in the FRW:

• N (⊥)
k = ik⊥N (B)

k =
1

√

2(2π)2a sinh(πα)
, (75a)

• N (0)
k = N (1)

k =
α

2πb
√

a sinh(πα)
. (75b)
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The normalization constants in the RRW:

• N (⊥)
k = ik⊥N (B)

k =
1

2π2

√

sinh(πα)

a
, (76a)

• N (0)
k = N (1)

k =
α

2π2b

√

2 sinh(πα)

a
, (76b)

where α and b are defined under (51). The relation between N (⊥)
k and N (B)

k in the FRW
and RRW is the one given in (55), which is obtained from the condition supposed upon
obtaining the solution of B̃k.

As mentioned in the beginning of this subsection, the normalization constants of the
mode-solutions in the PRW and LRW are the same as those in (75) and (76); therefore,
we can give those normalization constants as follows:

The normalization constants in the PRW and LRW:

• N (⊥)
k = ik⊥N (B)

k = (75a), N (0)
k = N (1)

k = (75b), for PRW, (77a)

• N (⊥)
k = ik⊥N (B)

k = (76a), N (0)
k = N (1)

k = (76b), for LRW. (77b)

In what follows, we note the equations that we have calculated to obtain N (⊥)
k ,

N (0)
k and N (1)

k in (75) and (76). As for N (⊥)
k , we show the equations appearing in the

calculation process. The other N (⊥)
1 and N (⊥)

0 can be calculated in the same way as
those. The definition of the KG inner-product is given in (73), and the demands to

determine N (µ)
k are given in (74).

The calculation to determine N (⊥)
k :

· (N (⊥)
k Ã⊥

k , N (⊥)
k′ Ã⊥

k′)KG

= (N (⊥)
k )2

∫ 0

∞

dρ

∫ ∞

−∞

d2x⊥

aρ
g⊥⊥ i(A⊥∗

k ∇1A
⊥
k′ − A⊥

k′∇1A
⊥∗
k )

= (N (⊥)
k )2 (2π)2δ2(k⊥ − k′

⊥) e
i(k1−k′1)τ (α+ α′)

∫ ∞

0

dρ

bρ
Jiα(bρ)Jiα′(bρ)

= (N (⊥)
k )2 2(2π2)2 a sinh(πα) δ(k0 − k′

0) δ
2(k⊥ − k′

⊥) for the FRW, (78a)

· (N (⊥)
k Ã⊥

k , N (⊥)
k′ Ã⊥

k′)KG

= (N (⊥)
k )2

∫ 0

∞

dρ

∫ ∞

−∞

d2x⊥

aρ
g⊥⊥ i(A⊥∗

k ∇0A
⊥
k′ − A⊥

k′∇0A
⊥∗
k )

= (N (⊥)
k )2 (2π)2δ2(k⊥ − k′

⊥) e
i(k0−k′0)τ (α+ α′)

∫ ∞

0

dρ

ρ
Kiα(bρ)Kiα′(bρ)

= (N (⊥)
k )2

a (2π2)2

sinh(πα)
δ(k0 − k′

0) δ
2(k⊥ − k′

⊥) for the RRW, (78b)
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where in (78a), in the second line, ∇1A
⊥
k = ∂1A

⊥
k +Γ⊥

1µA
µ
k is just ∂1A

⊥
k ; from the second

to third lines, we put b′ = b based on the appearances of δ(k0 − k′
0) and δ2(k⊥ − k′

⊥) in
the equation; in the third line, we used (149a) in Appendix.B to perform the integral.
From the last line, (75a) can be obtained. (78b) is calculated in the same way as (78a),
and (76a) can be obtained as well.

Next, we note the concrete expressions of (N (1)
k Ã1∗

k , N (1)
k′ Ã1

k′)KG and (N (0)
k Ã0∗

k , N (0)
k Ã0

k′)KG

that we have computed to determine N (1)
k and N (0)

k in (76) and (77).

The calculation to determine N (1)
k in the FRW and RRW:

· (N (1)
k Ã1∗

k , N (1)
k′ Ã1

k′)KG

= (N (1)
k )2

∫ 0

∞

dρ

∫ ∞

−∞

d2x⊥

aρ
i g11

(
Ã1∗

k ∂1Ã
1
k′ + Γ1

10 Ã
1∗
k Ã0

k′ − (k′ ↔ k)∗
)

for FRW, (79a)

· (N (1)
k Ã1∗

k , N (1)
k Ã1

k′)KG

= (N (1)
k )2

∫ 0

∞

dρ

∫ ∞

−∞

d2x⊥

aρ
i g11

(
Ã1∗

k ∂0Ã
1
k′ + Γ1

00Ã
1∗
k Ã0

k′ − (k′ ↔ k)∗
)

for RRW. (79b)

The calculation from (79a) and (79b) can be performed in the same way as (78), and N (1)
k

can be finally determined as noted in (75b) and (76b). To integrate out the ρ-integrals,
(149c), (149d), (150c) and (150d) in Appendix.B were used.

The calculation to determine N (0)
k in the FRW and RRW:

· (N (0)
k Ã0∗

k , N (0)
k′ Ã0

k′)KG

= (N (0)
k )2

∫ 0

∞

dρ

∫ ∞

−∞

d2x⊥

aρ
i g00

(
Ã0∗

k ∂1Ã
0
k′ + Γ0

11Ã
0∗
k Ã1

k′ − (k′ ↔ k)∗
)

for the FRW,

(80a)

· (N (0)
k Ã0∗

k , N (0)
k Ã0

k′)KG

= (N (0)
k )2

∫ 0

∞

dρ

∫ ∞

−∞

d2x⊥

aρ
i g00

(
Ã0∗

k ∂0Ã
0
k′ + Γ0

01Ã
0∗
k Ã1

k′ − (k′ ↔ k)∗
)

for the RRW.

(80b)

From (80a) and (80b), N (0)
k in (75b) and (76b) can be obtained, where (149b), (149c),

(150b) and (150c) in Appendix.B are used to integrate out the ρ-integrals.

5 The canonical quantization of the U(1) gauge field

in the Rindler coordinates

In this section, formulating the canonical commutation relations (CCR) of the U(1)
gauge field in the FRW and RRW, it is shown that the coefficients of each mode of the
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U(1) gauge field in each region have physical meaning as creation/annihilation operators.
Since we have explicitly obtained the mode-expanded solution of the U(1) gauge field
in the FRW and RRW including the normalization constants as seen in (51), (52), (75)
and (76), we can formulate the CCR without ambiguity or speculation. Then, by pro-
ceeding with calculation following the definition, we can obtain the results (94) and (95).

The CCR in the FRW:

Let us formulate the CCR of the fields in L̃(R)
U(1) in (18) in the FRW as follows:

[Ai(ρ, ζ, x⊥), πj(ρ
′, ζ, x′⊥)] = −(aρ)−1 iδijδ(ρ− ρ′)δ2(x⊥ − x′⊥), (81a)

[A1(ρ, ζ, x⊥), π1(ρ′, ζ, x′⊥)] = −(aρ)+1 iδ(ρ− ρ′)δ2(x⊥ − x′⊥), (81b)

[Aµ(ρ, ζ, x⊥), Aν(ρ′, ζ, x′⊥)] = 0, (81c)

[B(ρ, ζ, x⊥), π(B)(ρ′, ζ, x′⊥)] = −(aρ)+1 iδ(ρ− ρ′)δ2(x⊥ − x′⊥), (81d)

[B(ρ, ζ, x⊥), B(ρ′, ζ, x′⊥)] = 0. (81e)

πi, π1 and π(B) in the FRW above are given as follows:

πi = −F 1
i, π1 =

∂L̃(R)
U(1)

∂(∂1A1)
= B = −∇µA

µ, π(B) =
∂L̃(R)

U(1)

∂(∂1B)
= −A1, (82)

where πi is the same as the one already given in (20b). In π1, (43b) is used. π
(B) is ob-

tained by changing the term B∇µA
µ in L̃(R)

U(1) to−∂µBAµ using∇µA
µ = (

√−g)−1∂µ(
√−gAµ)

and assuming
∫

FRW
d4x ∂µ(

√−g B Aµ) = 0. The ghost fields are not addressed for the
reason mentioned previously in Sec.3.1.

When a is taken to 0, aρ in (81) become 1 (ρ is defined in (4)) and (81) can agree
with the CCR in the Minkowski coordinates except for the difference of the sign. The
difference of the sign can be considered to be due to the difference between the Killing
vector at a = 0 in the FRW and the Killing vector in the Minkowski coordinates.

With (82), (81a), (81b) and (81d) can be given as follows:

[Ai(τ, ρ, x⊥),−∂1Aj(τ, ρ
′, x′⊥)] = −(aρ)−1 iδijδ(ρ− ρ′)δ2(x⊥ − x′⊥), (83a)

[A1(τ, ρ, x⊥),−∂1A1(τ, ρ′, x′⊥)] = −(aρ)+1 iδ(ρ− ρ′)δ2(x⊥ − x′⊥), (83b)

[B(τ, ρ, x⊥),−A1(τ, ρ′, x′⊥)] = −(aρ)+1 iδ(ρ− ρ′)δ2(x⊥ − x′⊥). (83c)

Since B = −∇µA
µ as seen in (82), it can be seen that (83b) and (83c) are equivalent to

each other, therefore let us look at (83a) and (83b) as follows.
Now, −∂1Aj in (83a) can be rewritten as −g11gjj∂1Aj . Here, g11 = −(aρ)−2, and

g00 = +1 and g⊥⊥ = −1. Considering these, (83a) can be written as

[Ai(τ, ρ, x⊥), ∂1A
j(τ, ρ′, x′⊥)] =







−(aρ)+1 iδ(ρ− ρ′)δ2(x⊥ − x′⊥) for i = j = 0,

+(aρ)+1 iδ(ρ− ρ′)δ2(x⊥ − x′⊥) for i = j =⊥,
0 for i 6= j.

(84)
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Writing (83a) and (83b) together as one relation, the CCR of the U(1) gauge field in the
FRW can be written as follows:

• [Aµ(τ, ρ, x⊥), ∂1A
ν(τ, ρ′, x′⊥)] = −(aρ)+1g(M)µν iδ(ρ− ρ′)δ2(x⊥ − x′⊥), (85)

where g(M)µν = diag(+,−,−,−) and (aρ)+1 =
√

|g11|−1
.

The CCR in the RRW:

The CCR of the fields in L̃(R)
U(1) in the RRW is also formulated as follows:

[Ai(τ, ρ, x⊥), πj(τ, ρ
′, x′⊥)] = +(aρ)−1 iδijδ(ρ− ρ′)δ2(x⊥ − x′⊥), (86a)

[A0(τ, ρ, x⊥), π(0)(τ, ρ′, x′⊥)] = +(aρ)+1 iδ(ρ− ρ′)δ2(x⊥ − x′⊥), (86b)

[Aµ(τ, ρ, x⊥), Aν(τ, ρ′, x′⊥)] = 0, (86c)

[B(τ, ρ, x⊥), π(B)(τ, ρ′, x′⊥)] = +(aρ)+1 iδ(ρ− ρ′)δ2(x⊥ − x′⊥), (86d)

[B(τ, ρ, x⊥), B(τ, ρ′, x′⊥)] = 0, (86e)

πi, π0 and π(B) in the RRW above are given as follows:

πi = −F 0
i, π0 = B = −∇µA

µ, π(B) = −A0, (87)

where πi is the same as the one already given in (20a), and π0 and π(B) are known from
(18) in the same way as the case of the FRW above. When a is taken to 0, (86) can
agree with the CCR in the Minkowski coordinates.

Using (87), (86a), (86b) and (86d) can be written as

[Ai(τ, ρ, x⊥),−∂0Aj(τ, ρ
′, x′⊥)] = +(aρ)−1 iδijδ(ρ− ρ′)δ2(x⊥ − x′⊥), (88a)

[A0(τ, ρ, x⊥),−∂0A0(τ, ρ′, x′⊥)] = +(aρ)+1 iδ(ρ− ρ′)δ2(x⊥ − x′⊥), (88b)

[B(τ, ρ, x⊥),−A0(τ, ρ′, x′⊥)] = +(aρ)+1 iδ(ρ− ρ′)δ2(x⊥ − x′⊥), (88c)

Since (88b) and (88c) are equivalent to each other by the relation concerning B in (87),
we look at (88a) and (88b) in what follows.

Then, −∂0Aj in (88a) can be written as −g00gjj∂0Aj (g00 = (aρ)−2 and gjj = −1 for
all j), and (88a) can be written as

[Ai(τ, ρ, x⊥), ∂0A
j(τ, ρ′, x′⊥)] =

{

(aρ)+1 iδ(ρ− ρ′)δ2(x⊥ − x′⊥) for i = j,

0 for i 6= j.
(89)

Therefore, (88a) and (88b) can be written together into one relation as follows:

• [Aµ(τ, ρ, x⊥), ∂0A
ν(τ, ρ′, x′⊥)] = −(aρ)+1g(M)µν iδ(ρ− ρ′)δ2(x⊥ − x′⊥), (90)
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where g(M)µν = diag(+,−,−,−) as well as (85) and (aρ)+1 =
√

g00
−1
.

When Aµ satisfies the commutation relations (85) or (90), the following commutation
relation can be satisfied for arbitrary fA (A denotes some indices or labels) in each region:

· [(fA(x), A
µ(x))KG, (A

ν(y), fB(y))KG]

=−
∫

d3x

∫

d3y
√

g11(x)
√

g11(y) ( f ∗
A(x)∂ζfB(y) [∂ζA

µ(x), Aν(y)]

+ fB(y)∂ζf
∗
A(x) [A

µ(x), ∂ζA
ν(y)])

=− g(M)µν(fA(x), fB(x))KG for the FRW, (91a)

· [(fA(x), A
µ(x))KG, (A

ν(y), fB(y))KG]

=−
∫

d3x

∫

d3y
√

g00(x)
√

g00(y) ( f ∗
A(x)∂τfB(y) [∂τA

µ(x), Aν(y)]

+ fB(y)∂τf
∗
A(x) [A

µ(x), ∂τA
ν(y)])

=− g(M)µν(fA(x), fB(x))KG for the RRW, (91b)

where the KG inner-product defined in (73) has been used in the equations above.

Here, in general, let us consider φ =
∑

i(aifi + a
†
if

∗
i ), where φ means a real func-

tion and fi is supposed to satisfy (fi, fj)KG = −(f ∗
j , f

∗
i )KG = δij and (f ∗

i , fj)KG =
−(fj , f ∗

i )KG = 0. These φ and fi satisfy the following relations:

(fi, φ)KG =
∑

j

(fi,ajfj)KG =
∑

j

aj(fi, fj)KG = ai, (92a)

(φ, fi)KG =
∑

j

(ajfj , fi)KG =
∑

j

a
†
j(fj , fi)KG = a

†
i , (92b)

(φ, f ∗
i )KG =

∑

j

aj(f
∗
j , f

∗
i )KG = −ai. (92c)

Then, denoting (91a) and (91b) respectively as

· [(fA, A
µ)KG, (A

ν , fB)KG] = − g(M)µν (fA, fB)KG, (93a)

· [(fA, A
µ)KG, (A

ν , f ∗
B)KG] = − g(M)µν (fA, f

∗
B)KG, (93b)

when fA are given by the mode-functions (51) or (52) normalized by (76) or (75) for the
RRW or FRW respectively, it can be seen from the general relations (92) that the coeffi-
cient of each mode aµ

k1,k⊥
and a

µ
k0,k⊥

in (60a) and (59a) satisfy the following commutation
relations:

In the FRW:
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•
[aµ

k1,k⊥
,aν†

k′1,k
′
⊥

] = −g(M)µνδ(k1 − k′
1) δ

2(k⊥ − k′
⊥),

[aµ
k1,kT

,aν
k′1,k

′
⊥

] = [aµ†
k1,k⊥

,aν†
k′1,k

′
⊥

] = 0,
(94)

In the RRW:

•
[aµ

k0,k⊥
,aν†

k′0,k
′
⊥

] = −g(M)µνδ(k0 − k′
0) δ

2(k⊥ − k′
⊥),

[aµ
k0,kT

,aν
k′0,k

′
⊥

] = [aµ†
k0,k⊥

,aν†
k′0,k

′
⊥

] = 0.
(95)

From these, it can be seen that aµ
k1,k⊥

and a
µ
k1,k⊥

have physical meaning as annihila-
tion operators.

The CCR of the U(1) gauge field and the B-field in the PRW and LRW are formulated
in the same way as (81) of the FRW and (86) of the RRW, as the metrices of the PRW
and LRW are mathematically the same as those in the FRW and RRW as can be seen
in (5) and the Lagrangian (18) is common in the four regions in the Rindler coordinates.
Therefore, from the results of (94) and (95), the coefficient of each mode of the U(1)
gauge field in the PRW and LRW in (65a) and (67a), a

µ
k1,k⊥

and a
µ
k1,k⊥

, satisfy the
following commutation relations:

In the PRW:

•
[aµ

k1,k⊥
,aν†

k′1,k
′
⊥

] = −g(M)µνδ(k1 − k′
1) δ

2(k⊥ − k′
⊥),

[aµ
k1,kT

,aν
k′1,k

′
⊥

] = [aµ†
k1,k⊥

,aν†
k′1,k

′
⊥

] = 0,
(96)

In the LRW:

•
[aµ

k0,k⊥
,aν†

k′0,k
′
⊥

] = −g(M)µνδ(k0 − k′
0) δ

2(k⊥ − k′
⊥),

[aµ
k0,kT

,aν
k′0,k

′
⊥

] = [aµ†
k0,k⊥

,aν†
k′0,k

′
⊥

] = 0.
(97)

and have physical meaning as the annihilation operator, as well.

6 Polarization vectors

In the previous section, it was shown that the coefficient of each mode-solution in each
direction of the U(1) gauge field within each region of Rindler coordinates has the physi-
cal meaning as the creation/annihilation operators. In general, the creation/annihilation
operators in each direction are decomposed with the polarization directions. Therefore,
in this section, polarization vectors in each region within the Rindler coordinates are
given. As a result, the values of the coordinates of η and ξ in the FRW and RRW
and η̃ and ξ̃ in the PRW and LRW are restricted, as the region where the norms of
the 1-particle states in the scalar and longitudinal polarization directions are less than
zero. Regarding the origin of those restrictions, it can be concluded that those can be
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attributed to the non-covariance in the canonical quantization (85).

Let us decompose the annihilation operators in each region with the polarization
vectors as follows:

· a
µ
k1,k⊥

=
∑

σ=S,L,±

ε(σ)µ a
(σ)
k1,k⊥

for the FRW and PRW, (98a)

· a
µ
k0,k⊥

=
∑

σ=S,L,±

ε(σ)µ a
(σ)
k0,k⊥

for the RRW and LRW. (98b)

We take the polarization directions as the scalar, longitudinal, positive and negative
helicity directions, and S, L and ± in the indices of the summations refer to these. With
(98a) and (98b), the relations in (94)-(97) can be written as

·
∑

σ,σ′

ε(σ)µε(σ
′)ν∗ [a

(σ)
k1,k⊥

,a
(σ′)†
k′1,k

′
⊥

] =− g(M)µν δ(k1 − k′
1) δ

2(k⊥ − k′
⊥) for the FRW and PRW,

(99a)

·
∑

σ,σ′

ε(σ)µε(σ
′)ν∗ [a

(σ)
k0,k⊥

,a
(σ′)†
k′0,k

′
⊥

] =− g(M)µν δ(k0 − k′
0) δ

2(k⊥ − k′
⊥) for the RRW and LRW,

(99b)

where g(M)µν is defined under (85).
Now, let us introduce the matrix η(σσ

′) as follows:

· [a
(σ)
k1,k⊥

,a
(σ′)†
k′1,k

′
⊥

] = η(σσ
′)δ(k1 − k′

1) δ
2(k⊥ − k′

⊥) for the FRW and PRW, (100a)

· [a
(σ)
k0,k⊥

,a
(σ′)†
k′0,k

′
⊥

] = η(σσ
′)δ(k0 − k′

0) δ
2(k⊥ − k′

⊥) for the RRW and LRW. (100b)

η(σσ
′) plays the role of the metric of the norms of the 1-particle states in each of the

polarization directions of the U(1) gauge field. By applying (100a) and (100b) to (99a)
and (99b), g(M)µν can be written, applicable across all four regions within the Rindler
coordinates, as:

g(M)µν = −
∑

σ,σ′

ε(σ)µ ε(σ
′)ν∗ η(σσ

′). (101)

Multiplying this by ε
(ρ)∗
µ ε

(ρ′)
ν , the following relation can be obtained in common for all

the four regions:

ε(ρ)∗µ ε(ρ
′)

ν g(M)µν = −
∑

σ,σ′

(g
(R)
µλ ε(σ)µε(ρ)λ∗) (g(R)

ντ ε(σ
′)ν∗ε(ρ

′)τ ) η(σσ
′), (102)

where g(R)µν means the metric in the FRW, PRW, RRW or LRW in (5).
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Let us express kµ, the four-dimensional momentum of the U(1) gauge field, as follows:

· kµ = (k, ω, 0, 0)

with ω = |~k|√
|g11|

= |~k|
|aρ|

and ~k = ( k
︸︷︷︸

0

, 0, 0
︸︷︷︸

⊥

) for the FRW and PRW, (103a)

· kµ = (ω, k, 0, 0)

with ω = |~k|√
|g00|

= |~k|
|aρ|

and ~k = ( k
︸︷︷︸

1

, 0, 0
︸︷︷︸

⊥

) for the RRW and LRW. (103b)

where ~k is the three-dimensional vector obtained from kµ by removing ω from kµ,
and the indices of the under-breath’s refer to the direction of those components. These
kµ satisfy the conditions as a massless field, as 0 = kµk

µ, in the four regions within the
Rindler coordinates.

Let us discuss how the (S, L,±)-directions of the polarization vectors correspond to
the directions in the four-dimensional (4D) Rindler coordinates. First, from 0 = kµk

µ,
we can see that the direction of the world-line of the U(1) gauge field (the direction of
travel in the four-dimensional Rindler coordinates) is either of parallel or perpendicular
to the Killing horizon.

Then, since τ and τ̃ play the role of time in the RRW and LRW, the world-line of
the U(1) gauge field in the RRW and LRW should be parametrized by τ and τ̃ (as noted
under (5)). Then, since the direction parallel to the Killing horizon is parametrized by
τ and τ̃ (while the direction perpendicular to the Killing horizon is τ or τ̃ constant), the
direction of the world-line of the U(1) gauge field is supposed as parallel to the Killing
horizon. In the same way, in the FRW and PRW, the direction of the world-line of the
U(1) gauge field is assumed to be parallel to the Killing horizon.

Then, since the longitudinal direction in the polarization vector is the direction of the
world-line of the U(1) gauge field, the (S, L)-directions of the polarization vectors agree
with the (1, 0)-directions in the FRW and PRW (here, the ± polarization-directions and
⊥-directions in the RIndler coordinates do not agree with each other, although those
have a common normal vector), and the (S, L)-directions of the polarization vectors
agree with the (0, 1)-directions in the RRW and LRW.

Now, let us assume that,

when the polarization vectors are considered, ρ is taken as constant. (104)

The definition of ρ is given in (4). It can be seen that this assumption means to take the
acceleration of motion as constant in each region (to be exact, there is no accelerated
motion in the FRW and PRW, and the lines ρ labels in the FRW and PRW are lines
analogous to the world-lines of constant accelerated motion in the LRW and RRW). Since
we are considering the constant accelerated motion, we can impose this assumption (104).

This assumption is crucial in defining the polarization vectors. This is because, as can
be seen in (103), ω depends on a coordinate ρ. Then, as can be seen later, ε(S)µ and ε(L)µ

depending on the coordinate ρ through ω are led, which means that aµ
k1,k⊥

and a
µ
k0,k⊥

de-
pend on the coordinate ρ are led. Then, the equations of motion become unsatisfied. In
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such a situation, if ρ is fixed by (104), ω becomes substantially coordinate-independent.
Accordingly, ε(S)µ and ε(L)µ becomes substantially coordinate-independent as well, and
the problem mentioned above does not occur.

In the situation where kµ is given as (103), we can take the polarization vector for
the S-, L-, and ±-directions, ε(σ)µ, as follows:

• ε(+)µ = −(0, 0, 1, i)/
√
2, ε(−)µ = ε(+)µ∗, (105a)

• ε(L)µ = −ikµ, (105b)

• ε(S)µ =

{

i(−k, ω, 0, 0)/2|~k|2 for the FRW and PRW,

i(ω,−k, 0, 0)/2|~k|2 for the RRW and LRW,
(105c)

where ε(L)µ and ε(S)µ are common across the four regions. By the assumption in (104),
this ε(σ)µ is substantially constant for the Rindler coordinates. Below, we mention how
(105) was obtained.

· If ~k is given as (103), ε(±)µ can be immediately determined as (105a) in the four
regions in the Rindler coordinates.

· Due to the fact that the L-polarization direction is parallel to kµ in the 4D Rindler
coordinates, ε(L)µ should be a constant multiplication of kµ. In addition, it should
be able to reduce to the one in the Minkowski coordinates, which is ε

(L)µ
0 in (106)¶,

at a = 0. From these conditions, ε(L)µ is fixed, as noted in (105b).

Actually, since g00 in the LRW and RRW in (5) reduce to 1 at a = 0, ε(L)µ in the

LRW and RRW reduce to −i(|k|, k, 0, 0) at a = 0, which is ε
(L)µ
0 in (106).

On the other hand, as for ε(L)µ in the FRW and PRW, g11 in the FRW and PRW re-
duce to 1 at a = 0 as well, but ε(L)µ in the FRW and PRW reduces to −i(k, |k|, 0, 0)
at a = 0, which does not agree with ε

(L)µ
0 = −i(|k|, k, 0, 0) in (106).

As for this disagreement, from comparison of (2b) and (2c), it can be seen that in
the FRW, x0 is the direction of the constant accelerated motion, and x1 is the time-
direction for that constant accelerated motion. Therefore, in the alignment of the
components of FRW vectors, the first component has the spatial meaning and the
second component has time-like meaning. Considering this fact, the disagreement
of (k, |k|, 0, 0) with ε

(L)µ
0 at a = 0 does not pose a problem. The disagreement in

the PRW is likewise.

¶The polarization vectors in the Minkowski coordinates which are referred to in the body of the text
are the following one:

ε
(+)µ
0 = −(0, 0, 1, i)/

√
2, ε

(−)µ
0 = ε

(+)µ∗
0 , ε

(L)µ
0 = −ikµ, ε

(S)µ
0 = i(ω,−~k)/2|~k|2, (106)

where kµ here is (ω, k, 0, 0) with ω = |~k| (~k is the three-dimensional spatial vector, (k, 0, 0)). ε
(L)µ
0

should be a constant multiplication of kµ. The reason for the multiplication by −i is that η(σσ′) can be
real by that.
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· Let us look at ε(S)µ. In the Minkowski case, ε(S)µ is normally determined according
to one of the equation of motion including Aµ and B (as B is a scalar field, the
polarization vector for the scalar direction can be fixed‖), which in this study
corresponds to (44d) and (45d), which lead to (49d) and (50d).

However, in this study, B is obtained not by the whole (49d) and (50d), but by
the r.h.s. of (49d) = 0 and (50d) = 0 in the RRW and FRW, respectively. Then,
now that k⊥ = 0, therefore those equations no longer work as the equations ε(S)µ

should adhere to.

However, this means that we can freely take ε(S)µ. Therefore, we have taken ε(S)µ

as noted in (105c), which can reduce to the Minkowski one ε
(S)µ
0 as mentioned in

(106). (In the FRW and PRW, there is a similar type of the disagreement as the
one discussed above in the case of ε(L)µ; however, similar to the discussion mention
here, those disagreements do not pose any problem either.)

Applying (105) to (102), we can obtain η(σσ
′) as follows∗∗:

η(σσ
′) = −







S L + −
S ε

(L)∗
µ ε

(L)
ν g(M)µν ε

(L)∗
µ ε

(S)
ν g(M)µν 0 0

L ε
(S)∗
µ ε

(L)
ν g(M)µν ε

(S)∗
µ ε

(S)
ν g(M)µν 0 0

+ 0 0 ε
(+)∗
µ ε

(+)
ν g(M)µν ε

(+)∗
µ ε

(−)
ν g(M)µν

− 0 0 ε
(−)∗
µ ε

(+)
ν g(M)µν ε

(−)∗
µ ε

(−)
ν g(M)µν







=













(|g11| − 1)/4k2
1 (1 + |g11|)/2 0 0

(1 + |g11|)/2 (|g11| − 1) k2
1 0 0

0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1







for the FRW and PRW,







(1− |g00|)/4k2
0 (1 + |g00|)/2 0 0

(1 + |g00|)/2 (1− |g00|) k2
0 0 0

0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1







for the RRW and LRW,

(108)

where ε
(σ)
µ = g

(R)
µν ε(σ)ν .

Then, it can be seen from (100) that the norms of the 1-particle states in the S- and

‖In the Minkowski case, as one of the equations of motion, ∂µA
µ + αB = 0 (α = 1) is obtained.

From this, an equation that ε(S)µ should satisfy is obtained as −kµε(σ)µ = δσS , where k⊥ = 0.
∗∗If we assign as ρ = ρ′ = S in (102), (102) can be calculated as follows:

ε(S)∗
µ ε(S

′)
ν g(M)µν = −

∑

σ,σ′

(g
(R)
µλ ε(σ)µε(S)λ∗) (g(R)

ντ ε(σ
′)ν∗ε(S)τ ) η(σσ

′) = −η(LL), (107)

where (105) has been used. Performing this for each component, the first line in (108) can be obtained.
The second line in (108) can be obtained by assigning (105) to each component in the first line.
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L-directions are given as follows:

·
〈0R|a(S)

k0,k⊥
a
(S) †
k0,k⊥
|0R〉 = (|g11| − 1)/4k2

1,

〈0R|a(L)
k0,k⊥

a
(L) †
k0,k⊥
|0R〉 = (|g11| − 1) k2

1,
for the FRW and PRW, (109a)

·
〈0R|a(S)

k0,k⊥
a
(S) †
k0,k⊥
|0R〉 = (1− |g00|)/4k2

0,

〈0R|a(L)
k0,k⊥

a
(L) †
k0,k⊥
|0R〉 = (1− |g00|) k2

0,
for the RRW and LRW. (109b)

Here, η(SL) = η(LS) > 1/2, which is the same situation with the Minkowski case in
the sense that η(SL) and η(LS) are always positive and pose no problem.

To ensure that (109a) and (109b) are less than zero, the following conditions should
be satisfied:

· |g11| − 1 ≤ 0 for the FRW and PRW, (110a)

· 1− |g00| ≤ 0 for the RRW and LRW. (110b)

Since g11 = −a2ρ2 and ρ = a−1eaη in the FRW and PRW and g00 = a2ρ2 and ρ = a−1eaξ

in the RRW and LRW, (110a) and (110b) can be rewritten as

· eaη ≤ 1 and eaη̃ ≤ 1 for the FRW and PRW, respectively, and (111a)

· 1 ≤ eaξ and 1 ≤ eaξ̃ for the RRW and LRW respectively. (111b)

From these, the region where the polarization vector (105) can be defined in the sense
that the norms of the 1-particle states in the S- and L-directions are less than zero is
restricted as follows:

• η, η̃

{

≤ 0 for a ≥ 0

> 0 for a < 0
in the FRW and PRW, (112a)

• ξ, ξ̃

{

≥ 0 for a ≥ 0

< 0 for a > 0
in the RRW and LRW, (112b)

for η, η̃, ξ, ξ̃ ∈ (−∞,∞). The regions restricted by (112) are shown in Fig.2.
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ξ=0 lineξ
˜
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ξξ
˜

ζ

η

ζ
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Figure 2: In the left- and righthand figures, supposing the bold dashed lines as the ξ̃ = 0
and ξ = 0 lines and the η = 0 and η̃ = 0lines, respectively, the regions restricted by
(112), in which the norms of the 1-particle states in the S- and L- polarization directions
are less than 0, are shown in the blue region.

As can be seen in (112), (112) are constraints which are irrelevant of the relativity.
Below, we discuss why such constraints can appear.

First, (99a) and (99b) are the equations with regard to the quantities defined in
the Rindler coordinates, but the metrices in the l.h.s. of those equations are not the
Rindler metrices, but the Minkowski metrices; therefore, (99a) and (99b) are some non-
covariant equations. Therefore, when some equation is derived based on (99a) or (99b),
that equation is irrelevant of the relativity. Therefore, since η(σσ

′) in (108) is obtained
based on (99a) or (99b), constraints irrelevant of the relativity, such as (112), appears.
(Therefore, if some polarization vector other than (105) is considered, some constraint
different from (112) would appear from η(σσ

′) at that time.)
Therefore, since the cause of (112) is the appearance of the Minkowski metrices in

(99a) and (99b), let us consider the origin of those metrices. We can see that, in (85) and
(90), the canonical commutation relations in the Rindler coordinates are defined with
the Minkowski metrices; once (85) and (90) are given, (99a) and (99b) follow from (85)
and (90) by proceeding with a calculation following the definition. Therefore, as long
as (85) and (90) are considered, the appearance of the Minkowski metric in (99a) and
(99b) is inevitable. Why the Minkowski metric appears in the equation considered in the
Rindler coordinates can be considered as a general property of canonical quantization
that the relativistic covariance is not maintained in canonical quantization.

In conclusion, the appearance of (112) can be attributed to the general property
of canonical quantization mentioned above, and (112) is not a problem of the classical
solutions obtained in Sec.4-4.3. In this sense, (112) is no more than what specifies the
region where the polarization vector (105) can be defined in each region in the Rindler
coordinates.

Lastly, when (112) is not satisfied, since all four directions are positive norm states,
the U(1) gauge field should be massive. However, we could not find any effective mass
term at that time. Yet, this is no problem because the relativistic consistency is not
maintained in (112) for the reason mentioned above. Therefore, even if (112) is not
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satisfied and all four directions become positive norm states, it is not necessary that the
effective mass term of the U(1) gauge field must occur.

7 The density matrix and Unruh temperature of the

U(1) gauge field in RRW

In this section, the density matrix of the U(1) gauge field in the RRW is obtained. For
each quantity in the Minkowski, LRW or RRW coordinates, we will respectively attach
‘(M)’, ‘(L)’ and ‘(R)’ in its superscript; for example, we denote A⊥ given in the RRW as
A(R)⊥ in this section.

7.1 The expression of a
(M)⊥
~q

With V defined in (9) (but here defined in the D-dimension), we can denote this as
follows:

A(M)⊥ =

{

A(L)⊥ in the LRW for V < 0,

A(R)⊥ in the RRW for V > 0,
(113)

where A(M)⊥ is obtained by ∂µx
(L)⊥A(L)µ or ∂µx

(R)⊥A(R)µ for V < 0 or > 0 as a trans-
formation of the contravariant vectors between the Minkowski and Rindler coordinates.
However, this is trivial, and we can write A(M)⊥(V ) in the following manner:

A(M)⊥ = Θ(−V )A(L)⊥ +Θ(V )A(R)⊥, (114)

where Θ(x) is the step function.
We denote A(L)⊥ and A(R)⊥ as follows:

A(L,R)⊥ =

∫ ∞

0

dk0

∫ ∞

−∞

d2k⊥
(
a
(L,R)⊥
k0k⊥

f
(L,R)
k0k⊥

+ c.c.
)
, (115)

where A(L,R)⊥ is the ellipsis notation of A(L)⊥ and A(R)⊥, using the results in (51) and

(76), f
(L,R)
k0k⊥

are defined as

f
(L,R)
k0k⊥

≡ Nk0 Kiα(b|ρ|) e−ik0τ+ik⊥x⊥

=

√

sinh(πα)

a(2π2)2
Kiα(b|ρ|) e−ik0τ+ik⊥x⊥

, (116)

where ρ is defined in (4) and α and b are defined under (51).

By the Bogoliubov transformation, we can denote f
(L,R)
k0,k⊥

in terms of modes in the

Minkowski coordinates, f
(M)
q1k⊥
≡ 1√

(2π)32q0
e−i(q0t−q1x1−k⊥x⊥), as follows:

Θ(−V ) f
(L)
k0k⊥

=

∫ ∞

−∞

dq1 (α
(L)
k0q1

f
(M)
q1k⊥

+ β
(L)
k0q1

f
(M)∗
q1k⊥

), (117a)

Θ(+V ) f
(R)
k0k⊥

=

∫ ∞

−∞

dq1 (α
(R)
k0q1

f
(M)
q1k⊥

+ β
(R)
k0q1

f
(M)∗
q1k⊥

), (117b)
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where α
(L,R)
k0k1

and β
(L,R)
k0k1

are the Bogoliubov coefficients, which will be obtained in Sec.7.2.

Applying (115) to (114), then with (117), we can represent A(M)⊥ in (114) as follows:

A(M)⊥ =

∫

d3~q
(∫ ∞

0

dk0

(

α
(L)
k0q1

a
(L)⊥
k0k⊥

+ (β
(L)
k0q1

)∗ (a
(L)⊥
k0k⊥

)† + (L↔ R)
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

a
(M)⊥
~q

f
(M)
q1k⊥

+ c.c.
)

,(118)

where
∫
d3~q means

∫∞

−∞
dq1

∫∞

−∞
d2k⊥. From (118), we can express a

(M)⊥
~q as follows:

a
(M)⊥
~q =

∫ ∞

0

dk0

(

α
(L)
k0q1

a
(L)⊥
k0k⊥

+ (β
(L)
k0q1

)∗ (a
(L)⊥
k0k⊥

)† + (L↔ R)
)

. (119)

7.2 The Bogoliubov coefficients

We obtain the Bogoliubov coefficients α
(L,R)
k0q1

and β
(L,R)
k0q1

in (119). For this purpose, we
use the fact that these are independent of the coordinates and k⊥. Then we can consider
the KG inner-product by the integral on the future Killing horizon (FKH), which is the
U = 0 hypersurface to be reached by ρ→ 0 (see Fig.1):

(f, g)
(FKH)
KG ≡ iV−1

∫ ∞

0

dV

∫ ∞

−∞

d2x⊥(f ∗ ∂V g − ∂V f
∗ g), (120)

where V ≡ (2π)−2
∫∞

−∞
d2x⊥.

The points in taking the FKH are that 1) t = x1 (which leads to x0 = x1 = V/2
based on (9)), 2) ρ→ 0 (ξ → −∞), and 3) k⊥ = 0. Here, when 3) is imposed, it follows
that k0 = ±k1; therefore, in what follows, we also use 3) in the sense of k0 = ±k1.

Therefore, now f
(M)
k1,k⊥

in (117) is given as follows:

f
(M)
k1,k⊥
|1,3) =

1
√

2k0(2π)3
e−i(k0−k1)V/2+ik⊥x⊥

∣
∣
3)
. (121)

With this,

(f (M)
q1,q⊥

, f
(M)
k1,k⊥

)
(FKH)
KG

∣
∣
3)

=
(q0 − q1) + (k0 − k1)

2
√
q0k0

δ((q0 − q1)− (k0 − k1))
∣
∣
3)

=
(|q1| − q1) + (|k1| − k1)

2
√

|q1||k1|
δ((|q1| − q1)− (|k1| − k1))

∣
∣
3)
.(122)

We evaluate (122) by dividing it into the following cases: i) q1 ≥ 0, k1 ≥ 0, ii) q1 ≥ 0,
k1 ≤ 0, iii) q1 ≤ 0, k1 ≥ 0, iv) q1 ≤ 0, k1 ≤ 0. Then, in cases i), ii) and iii), (122)
becomes zero, and from case iv) the following (123a) can be obtained:

(f (M)
q1,q⊥

, f
(M)
k1,k⊥

)
(FKH)
KG |3) = + δ(|q1| − |k1|), (123a)

(f (M)
q1,q⊥

, f
(M)∗
k1,k⊥

)
(FKH)
KG |3) =0, (123b)

(f (M)∗
q1,q⊥

, f
(M)∗
k1,k⊥

)
(FKH)
KG |3) = − δ(|q1| − |k1|), (123c)
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where (123b) and (123c) are obtained in the same way as (123a). Therefore, we can take

out the Bogoliubov coefficients α
(R)
k0,k1

and β
(R)
k0,k1

as follows:

(f (M)
q1q⊥

, f
(R)
k0k⊥

)
(FKH)
KG |3) = α

(R)
k0,+k1

, (124a)

(−(f (M)
q1q⊥

)∗, f
(R)
k0k⊥

)
(FKH)
KG |3) = β

(R)
k0,+k1

. (124b)

f
(R)
k0,k⊥

is given withKiα(bρ) as seen in (116), and in general, Kiα(x) =
iπ

2 sinh(πα)

( (x/2)iα

Γ(1+iα)
−

(x/2)−iα

Γ(1−iα)

)
+O(x2). Therefore, by 2), f

(R)
k0,k⊥

on the FKH can be given as

f
(R)
k0,k⊥
|2,3) =

i

2

1

(a sinh(πα))1/2
(
(b/2a)iαe−ik0u

Γ(1 + iα)
− (b/2a)−iαe−ik0v

Γ(1− iα)
)
eik⊥x⊥|k⊥=0

2π

=
i

2

1

(a sinh(πα))1/2
(
(b/2a)iα (−aU)iα

Γ(1 + iα)
− (b/2a)−iα (aV )−iα

Γ(1− iα)
)
1

2π

= C+(−aU)iα + C−(aV )−iα, (125)

where we have rewritten u and v to U and V using (11) and C± ≡ ±i
4π

(a sinh(πα))−1/2 (b/2a)±iα

Γ(1±iα)
.

With (121) and (125), we can have

l.h.s. of (124a) =
(

C1 e
−i(q0−q1)

V
2
e+iq⊥x⊥

2π
, C− (aV )−iα

)(FKH)

KG

∣
∣
∣
3)
, (126)

where C1 ≡ 1/
√
4πq0. In (126), there is no term of C+ in (125). This is because

u (= τ − ξ) is always diverged on the FKH (on FKH, −ξ ∼ τ ∼ ∞ as can be seen from
(12)), while v (= τ + ξ) takes values from 0 to ∞. Therefore, in the integration on the
FKH in terms of τ in the KG inner-product (126), the term of C+ oscillates hard, and
can be ignored. In the same way, we can give (124b) as

l.h.s. of (124b) =
(

−
(

C1e
−i(q0−q1)

V
2
e+iq⊥x⊥

2π

)∗

, C−(aV )−iα
)(FKH)

KG

∣
∣
∣
3)
. (127)

We can calculate (126) and (127), which are the l.h.s. of (124a) and (124b). Integrals
appearing in those can be performed (using the Mathematica, etc). Next, b2 = k2

⊥,
and k2

⊥ is common in the Minkowski and Rindler coordinates. Therefore, as the four-
dimensional momentum of the massless field, 0 = (aρ)2q20−q21−k2

⊥ = k2
0−k2

1−k2
⊥. From

this, b2 = k2
0 − k2

1, supposing 3). Using this, we can finally obtain α
(R)
k0,+k1

as follows:

• α
(R)
k0,+k1

= −eπαβ(R)
k0,+k1

=
1√

2πk0a

(
k0−k1
k0+k1

)iα/2

(1− e−2πα)1/2
. (128)

We can get α
(L)
k0,k1

and β
(L)
k0,k1

from the following links:

• α
(L)
k0,−k1

= α
(R)
k0,+k1

, β
(L)
k0,−k1

= β
(R)
k0,+k1

. (129)

39



7.3 The Minkowski ground state in the U(1) gauge field

We can perform the following computations:
∫ ∞

−∞

dq1 α
(R)
p0q1 (α

(R)
k0q1

)∗
∣
∣
3)

= − eπq/a
∫ ∞

−∞

dk1 α
(R)
p0k0

(β
(R)
q0k0

)∗
∣
∣
3)

= e2πq/a
∫ ∞

−∞

dk1 β
(R)
p0k0

(β
(R)
q0k0

)∗
∣
∣
3)

=
δ(p0 − k0)

1− e−2πp0/a
, (130a)

∫ ∞

−∞

dk1 α
(R)
p0k0

α
(R)
q0k0

∣
∣
3)

=

∫ ∞

−∞

dk1 α
(R)
p0k0

β
(R)
q0k0

∣
∣
3)

= 0, (130b)

where the integrals appearing in the computations can be performed and become delta-
functions by 1

2πa

∫∞

−∞
dq3

1
q0
( q0−q1
q0+q1

)i(p0−k0)/2a = 1
2πa

∫∞

−∞
dθ eiθ(p0−k0)/a = δ(p0 − k0)

(
θ ≡

1
2
log(k0+k1

k0−k1
)
∣
∣
3)

= 1
2
log(

√
k21+k2

⊥
+k1√

k21+k2
⊥
−k1

)
∣
∣
3)

)
.

Using (130) and a
(M)⊥
~q given in (119), we can obtain the following result:

∫ ∞

−∞

dq1 α
(R,L)
p0q1 a

(M)⊥
~q =

a
(L,R)⊥
p0k⊥

− e−πp0/a(a
(R,L)⊥
p0k⊥

)†

1− e−2πp0/a
. (131a)

Therefore, from the identity a
(M)⊥
~k⊥
|0M〉 = 0, we can obtain the following identity:

(a
(L,R)⊥
p0k⊥

− e−πp0/a(a
(R,L)⊥
p0k⊥

)†)|0M〉 = 0. (132)

Then, by (a
(L)⊥
p0k⊥

)† × (132)− (a
(R)⊥
p0k⊥

)† × (132), we can get the following relation:

(a
(L)⊥
p0k⊥

)†a
(L)⊥
p0k⊥
|0M〉 = (a

(R)⊥
p0k⊥

)†a
(R)⊥
p0k⊥
|0M〉. (133)

(133) means that the Minkowski ground state constitutes a linear combination of the
outer-product of the left and right Rindler states which have the same excited numbers
as each other, namely,

|0M〉 ≡
∞∑

n1,n2,···=0

Kn1,n2,···

[ ∞∏

i=1

(

(a(L)⊥
ωi

)†(a(R)⊥
ωi

)†
)ni

]

|0L〉 ⊗ |0R〉, (134)

where ωi is an abbreviated expression of p
(i)
0 k

(i)
⊥ (i labels values of p

(i)
0 k

(i)
⊥ ) and Kn1,n2,···

are coefficients of the linear combination.
Let us denote the r.h.s. of (134) as Ω |0L〉 ⊗ |0R〉, where

Ω ≡
∞∏

i=1

[ ∞∑

ni=0

Jni

(

(a(L)⊥
ωi

)†(a(R)⊥
ωi

)†
)ni

]

. (135)

Jni
can be recursively obtained according to the condition of (132)††, from which we can

give the Minkowski ground state as follows:

|0M〉 =
∞∏

i=1

[

J0i

∞∑

ni=0

e−π/a·nip
(i)
0

ni!

(

(a(L)⊥
ωi

)†(a(R)⊥
ωi

)†
)ni

]

|0L〉 ⊗ |0R〉, (138)

where J0i are constants of the first terms in each series of Jni
(see footnote).

††For some i, |0M〉 ∼
(
J0+J1 a(L)†

i a
(R)†
i +J2 (a(L)†

i a
(R)†
i )2+· · ·

)
|0L〉⊗|0R〉. From the |0M〉 multiplied
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7.4 The density matrix and Unruh temperature of the U(1)
gauge field in the RRW

In (138), putting all J0i as 1, we can obtain the density matrix in the RRW as‡‡

ρ̂R = TrL
[
|0M〉〈0M|

]
=

e−β ĤR

TrR(e−β ĤR)
, (140)

where β = 2π/a. From this, we can see that the Minkowski ground state in the RRW
is the density matrix in temperature β−1. Therefore, we can conclude that the U(1)
gauge field in a constant accelerated system with the acceleration a will feel the Unruh
temperature β−1 = a/2π as well.

8 Summary

To briefly summarize this study, since the Unruh temperature has been described around
1975 [1, 2, 3] up until the present, while the canonical quantizations of the scalar and
spinor fields have been performed, that of the gauge field has not been done, in the
Rindler coordinates. As those three fields are the fundamental fields in the expression of
the Lorentz group, it is desirable that the canonical quantization of the gauge field are
also performed. Therefore, we have tackled this problem in this study.

It can be considered that the integrals appearing in the KG inner-product of the
mode-solutions of the U(1) gauge field in the Rindler coordinates have remained unclear
(those integrals are not even included in [51]). This means that the KG inner-product
cannot be concretely performed and the normalization constants of the mode-solutions
cannot be determined, which are crucial in actually performing the canonical quantiza-
tion of the U(1) gauge field in the Rindler coordinates.

In this study, calculating those integrals, the normalized mode-solutions of the U(1)
gauge field have been obtained in the Lorentz-covariant gauge in all directions of space-

by a
(R)
i and the |0M〉 multiplied by a

(L)†
i e−πp,

(
J1 a(L)†

i + 2J2 a(R)†
i (a

(L)†
i )2 + · · ·

)
|0L〉 ⊗ |0R〉, (136a)

(
J0a(L)†

i + J1 a(R)†
i (a

(L)†
i )2 + 2J2 (a(R)†

i )2(a
(L)†
i )3 + · · ·

)
e−πp |0L 〉 ⊗ |0R〉, (136b)

where roughly [a
(R)
i ,a

(R)†
i ] ∼ 1. Using (132), (136a) − (136b) =

(
a
(R)
i − a

(L)†
i e−πp

)
|0L〉 ⊗ |0R〉 = 0,

while

(136a)− (136b) = (J1 − J0 e−πp)a
(L)†
i + (2J2 − J1 e−πp)a

(R)†
i (a

(L)†
i )2 + · · · . (137)

From this, J1 = J0 e−πp, J2 = J0 e−2πp/2, · · · , and we can get (138).

‡‡Using the orthogonal vectors in the state space of the LRW |ni,L〉 ≡
(
(a(L)⊥

ωi
)†
)
ni

√
ni!

|0L〉,

TrL
[
|0M〉〈0M|

]
=
∏

i

[∑

ni

〈ni,L|0M〉〈0M|ni,L〉
]
=
∏

i

[∑

ni

e−2π/a·nip
(i)
0 |ni,R〉〈ni,R|

]
= (140). (139)
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time within the Rindler coordinates, and the canonical quantization of the U(1) gauge
field in the Rindler coordinates has been performed.

Based on those calculations, we have shown that the coefficients of the normalized
mode-solutions of the U(1) gauge field have the role of the creation/annihilation operators
in the Rindler coordinates. Therefore, the U(1) gauge field in the constant accelerated
system will feel the Unruh temperature as well.

Regarding the future directions which can be immediately derived from this study,
extending this study to the non-Abelian gauge theory is considered. However, it is well
known that in the non-Abelian gauge theory in the Minkowski coordinates, the BRST
invariant Lagrangian can be formulated, but the equations of motion cannot be analyti-
cally solved. Therefore, in the case that this study is extended to the non-Abelian gauge
theory, it would be probably possible to formulate the BRST invariant Lagrangian, how-
ever it would be impossible to obtain the classical solutions of the gauge fields. As a
study in which the creation/annihilation operators of the U(1) gauge field in the Rindler
coordinates are active, issues concerning photon antibunching can be considered. Cur-
rently, many ways to detect the Unruh effect have been investigated, and this would be
interesting as one of those new ways.

Acknowledgments This work was performed with the Mathematica of the Yukawa
Institute Computer Facility.

A Analysis of path-integrals from (41) by replacing

the Coulomb gauge to a Lorentz covariant gauge

Let us replace the Coulomb gauge in (41), which is the part ΩCoulomb in the text under
(41), to the Lorentz-covariant gauge. The Lorentz-covariant gauge which we will consider
is

f [Aµ(x)] = C(x), f [Aµ(x)] ≡ ∇µA
µ(x), (141)

where the gauge to be considered as the Lorentz-covariant gauge in the Minkowski co-
ordinates is usually ∂µA

µ, and this f is the extension of this to the Rindler coordinates;
therefore ∇µ in this f is the gravitational one, which does not include the gauge field. C
is some real function (since C is finally integrated out as seen in (148), there is no need
to specify C).

Then, the inverse of the Faddeev-Popov determinant is given as

∆FP[A
µ]−1 =

∫

DU
∏

x∈RRW/FRW

δ(f [AUµ]− C), (142)

where AUµ denotes a gauge transformed Aµ such as Aµ + ∂µU . Under the assumption
that AU satisfying f = C exists only in the neighborhood of U = 1, ∆FP[A

µ] can be
given as follows:

∆FP[A
µ] = Det

[
∇µ∂

µ δ4(x− y)
]
, (143)
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where this Det is the functional determinant of the functions in the RRW or FRW. Here,
note that since ∇µ in f does not include the gauge fields if the gauge field is the U(1),
accordingly ∆FP[A] does not include the gauge fields if the gauge field is the U(1), which
leads to a situation where the gauge and ghost fields do not couple each other (as can
be seen from (147)). Therefore, we denote ∆FP[A

µ] as ∆FP in what follows.
Then, inserting the unity obtained from (142) into (41), and exploiting the gauge

invariance, (41a) and (41b) can be given as follows:

· (41a) =

∫

DA
[ ∫

DU
∏

x∈RRW

[
δ(χ(2))

]
·
∏

x0

Mc

]

∆FP

∏

x∈RRW

[
δ(f [Aµ]− C)

]

× exp
[
i

∫

RRW

d4x
√−gLU(1)

]
, (144a)

· (41b) =

∫

DA
[ ∫

DU
∏

x∈FRW

[
δ(χ(2))

]
·
∏

x1

Mc

]

∆FP

∏

x∈FRW

[
δ(f [Aµ]− C)

]

× exp
[
i

∫

FRW

d4x
√−gLU(1)

]
. (144b)

∫
DU∏

x[δ(χ
(2))] in (144a) and (144b) can be given as

·
∫

DU
∏

x∈RRW

[
δ(χ(2))

]
=

∏

x0

(

Det
[
∇k∂

k δ3(~x− ~y)
])−1

, (145a)

·
∫

DU
∏

x∈FRW

[
δ(χ(2))

]
=

∏

x1

(

Det
[
∇k∂

k δ3(~x− ~y)
])−1

, (145b)

where it is assumed that AUµ satisfying χ(2) = 0 exists only in the neighborhood of U = 1;
δ3(~x−~y) are defined in (31). Since (145a) and (145b) are the inverse of

∏

x0/x1 Mc given

in (33a) and (33b) respectively, (144a) and (144b) can be given as follows:

· (144a) =

∫

DA∆FP

∏

x∈RRW

[
δ(f [Aµ]− C)

]
· exp

[
i

∫

RRW

d4x
√−gLU(1)

]
. (146a)

· (144b) =

∫

DA∆FP

∏

x∈RRW

[
δ(f [Aµ]− C)

]
· exp

[
i

∫

RRW

d4x
√−gLU(1)

]
. (146b)

Reweighting ∆FP[A] in (146a) and (146b) using the ghost and anti-ghost fields c and
c̄ as

∆FP =

∫

DcDc̄ exp [ i
∫

RRW/FRW

d4x
√−g i c̄∇µ∂

µc], (147)

we incorporate the contribution of ∆FP into the Lagrangian. Then, inserting the unity
defined as

1 =

∫

DBDC exp
[
∫

RRW/FRW

d4x
√−g (B C +B2/2)

]
, (148)
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we integrate out C, where C in (148) is identified with C in the Lorentz-covariant gauge
in (141). From the form of the path-integral obtained performing these, we can obtain
the Lagrangian of the U(1) gauge field in the Lorentz-covariant gauge in the Rindler
coordinates given in (18).

B Integral formulas

In this Appendix, we give the integral formulas used in Sec.4.3 to determine the nor-
malization constants in the mode-solutions of the U(1) gauge field in the four regions
in the Rindler coordinates. The integral formulas in this Appendix are essential in the
calculation of the KG inner-product between those mode-solutions. We have obtained
those in this study to calculate those KG inner-products.

First, we note the integrals and their results in the following:
∫ ∞

0

dx x−1Jiu(x)Jiv(x) =
sinh(πu)

u
δ(u+ v), (149a)

∫ ∞

0

dx x−3Jiu(x)Jiv(x) = −
sinh(πu)

2u(1 + u2)
δ(u+ v), (149b)

∫ ∞

0

dx x−2Jiu(x)(J−1+iv(x)− J1+iv(x)) = −
sinh(πu)

u(1 + u2)
δ(u+ v), (149c)

∫ ∞

0

dx x−1(J−1+iu(x)− J1+iu(x))(u↔ v) =
2u sinh(πu)

1 + u2
δ(u+ v). (149d)

∫ ∞

0

dx x−1Kiu(x)Kiv(x) =
1

2u

π2

sinh(πu)
δ(u− v), (150a)

∫ ∞

0

dx x−3Kiu(x)Kiv(x) =
1

4u(1 + u2)

π2

sinh(πu)
δ(u− v), (150b)

∫ ∞

0

dx x−2Kiu(x)(K−1+iv(x) +K1+iv(x)) = −
1

2u(1 + u2)

π2

sinh(πu)
δ(u− v), (150c)

∫ ∞

0

dx x−1(K−1+iu(x) +K1+iu(x))(u↔ v) = − u

1 + u2

π2

sinh(πu)
δ(u− v), (150d)

where Jiu(x) and Kiu(x) are the Bessel function of the first kind and the modified Bessel
function of the second kind, respectively. (149) and (150) are used to determine the
normalization constants of the mode-solutions in the FRW and RRW, respectively.

The equations same as (149a) and (150a) can be found in [51] (2 of 6.574 and 4 of
6.576), however the definition ranges of those and (149a) and (150a) are different [51].
Regarding the remaining (149b)-(149d) and (150b)-(150d), those are not included in [51].

In what follows, how we have obtained (149a) and (150a) is shown. The remaining
(150b)-(149d) and (150b)-(150d) can be obtained in the same way.
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Using the formula in [51], (149a) can be written as follows:

∫ ∞

0

dx x−1Jiu(x)Jiv(x) =
Γ(1− ω) Γ( i(u+v))

2
)

2Γ( i(−u+v)
2

+ 1) Γ( i(u+v)
2

+ 1) Γ( i(u−v)
2

+ 1)

=
−2i

u2 − v2
sinh(π u−v

2
)

π
(151)

We put as u+ v = iε, then perform the expansion around ε = 0 to the leading-order.

(153) =
1

u sinh(πu)

1

iπiε
, (152)

1
iπ

1
iε
in the last line can be put as δ(u+ v). As a result, (149a) can be obtained.

Next, using the formula in [51], (150a) can be written as follows:

∫ ∞

0

dx x−(1−ω)Kiu(x)Kiv(x)

=
2−2−(1−ω)

Γ(1− (1− ω))
Γ(

1− (1− ω) + i(u+ v)

2
) Γ(

1− (1− ω) + i(−u+ v)

2
)

× Γ(
1− (1− ω) + i(u− v)

2
) Γ(

1− (1− ω)− i(u+ v)

2
), (153)

where ω represents some infinitesimal quantity. We can equate all ω to zero except for
that in Γ(ω). As a result, (153) can be expressed as follows:

(153) =
2−3

Γ(ω)
Γ(

i(u+ v)

2
) Γ(

i(−u+ v)

2
) Γ(

i(u− v)

2
) Γ(
−i(u+ v)

2
)

=
2−3

Γ(ω)

2π

iε sinh(π
2
iε)

π

u sinh(πu)

=
1

iπ

1

iε

π2

2u sinh(πu)
, (154)

where we put as u − v = iε, then performed the expansions around ω = 0 and ε = 0 to
the leading-order, respectively, and identified ω with ε. 1

iπ
1
iε
can be put as δ(u− v). As

a result, (150a) can be obtained.
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