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Pedro Alcázar Guerrero,3, 4 Ivar Zapata,5 and Fernando Sols1

1Departamento de F́ısica de Materiales, Universidad Complutense de Madrid, 28040 Madrid, Spain
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As a contribution to a memorial volume, we provide a comprehensive discussion of resonant con-
figurations in analogue gravity, focusing on its implementation in atomic condensates and combining
review features with original insights and calculations. In particular, we analyze the analogues of the
Andreev and Hawking effects using a microscopic description based on the Bogoliubov approxima-
tion. We contemplate several resonant scenarios whose efficiency to enhance anomalous scattering
processes is compared to that of non-resonant setups. The presence of quantum signatures in
analogue configurations, such as the violation of Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities or entanglement, is
analyzed, observing that resonant configurations highly increase the entanglement signal, especially
for the Andreev effect. We also discuss how these results have served as inspiration for the rapidly
expanding field of quantum information in high-energy colliders. Finally, we study the physics of
black-hole lasers as further examples of resonant analogue structures, distinguishing three stages
in its time evolution. For short times, we compute the linear and non-linear spectrum for differ-
ent models. For intermediate times, we generalize the current analysis of the BHL-BCL crossover.
For long times, we discuss the emerging concept of spontaneous Floquet state and its potential
implications.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the 70s, Stephen Hawking [1] predicted, on the basis
of a semiclassical calculation (in which fields are quan-
tized but the background spacetime is treated as classi-
cal), that black holes spontaneously emit radiation with
a Planckian spectrum. This became known as Hawking
radiation, one of the most celebrated predictions of mod-
ern theoretical physics. As it involves thermodynamics,
quantum mechanics, and general relativity, understand-
ing Hawking radiation is regarded as the first step to-
wards a quantum theory of gravity. However, its detec-
tion in an astrophysical scenario is quite unlikely because
its effective temperature of emission, the Hawking tem-
perature, is of the order of TH ∼ 10−8 K for a black-hole
of several solar masses, much lower for instance than
the temperature of the cosmic microwave background,
TCMB ≃ 2.7 K.

It was later noted by Unruh [2] that the equations of
motion describing the fluctuations of an irrotational flow
are formally analogue to those of a massless scalar field
in a curved spacetime described by the so-called acous-
tic metric. This connection established the rich field of
analogue gravity, where tabletop experiments are used
to replicate gravitational effects in a controlled setup.
A number of vastly different systems have been proposed
for implementing analogue experiments, including atomic
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Bose-Einstein condensates [3, 4], water waves [5, 6], non-
linear optical fibers [7, 8], ion rings [9, 10], quantum flu-
ids of light [11, 12], and even superconducting transmon
qubits [13].

In the specific case of Hawking radiation, the sub-
sonic/supersonic regions of a flowing fluid are akin to
the exterior/interior of a black hole, since sound can-
not travel upstream in a supersonic flow, in the same
way as light is trapped inside a black hole. As a re-
sult, the analogue of the event horizon is provided by the
subsonic/supersonic interface, and Hawking radiation is
associated with the spontaneous emission of correlated
waves into the subsonic and supersonic regions. A classi-
cal stimulated version of this emission has been observed
in hydraulic [5, 6] and optical [8] analogues. Due to
their genuine quantumness, well-controlled behavior, and
low temperature, Bose-Einstein condensates are the most
promising candidates to exhibit the genuine Hawking ef-
fect, of a quantum nature. Indeed, the study of quantum
field theory in curved spacetimes using atomic conden-
sates can be regarded as another paradigm of quantum
simulation [14].

From the theoretical point of view, the initial proposal
of Ref. [3] was subsequently expanded in a number of
works [15–26]. From the experimental point of view, the
first analogue black hole in an atomic condensate was
achieved by the Technion group in 2010 [4]. After pro-
gressively improving the setup [27–29], the Technion ex-
periment provided the first claimed observation of the
Hawking effect in 2016 [30], which was later confirmed
by a precise agreement with the theoretical predictions
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[31, 32], including the measurement of the Hawking tem-
perature and the observation of the stationarity of the
spontaneous emission of Hawking radiation. The detec-
tion of the Hawking effect is far from being the end of
the road for the field, and analogues of the dynamical
Casimir effect [33], Sakharov oscillations [34], superradi-
ance [35], inflation [36], Unruh effect [37], quasinormal
ringdown [38], backreaction [39] or cosmological particle
creation [40], have also been observed in the laboratory.

Interestingly, subsonic-supersonic interfaces provide
yet another insightful conceptual connection, since it was
shown [41] that there also takes place the analogue of the
Andreev effect in superconductors [42], where an elec-
tron (hole) incident on a normal-superconductor inter-
face from the normal side is reflected as a hole (electron).
The Andreev effect has already been observed in super-
conductors [43, 44], as well as in superfluid 3He [45, 46],
but there is not yet experimental evidence of this behav-
ior in condensates.

During the quest for the detection of the Hawking ef-
fect, it was proposed [20] that setups involving multi-
ple internal reflections, similar to those occurring in a
Fabri-Perot interferometer, might be advantageous due
to the non-thermal character of the resulting spectrum.
The precedent existed of the black-hole laser (BHL) [47],
where multiple internal reflection on a pair of horizons
results in an increasing unstable output of Hawking radi-
ation. Moreover, it was later shown that resonant config-
urations may enhance the quantum contribution of the
Hawking effect [22, 25].

In this work, we provide a comprehensive discussion of
resonant analogue configurations in atomic condensates
and their most important features, including an origi-
nal unified analysis of the Andreev and Hawking effects,
which here are understood in their spontaneous, quantum
versions. We will devote special attention to key contri-
butions from Renaud Parentani, highlighted throughout
the article.

We begin by providing a general introduction to gravi-
tational analogues in atomic condensates in Section II. In
this respect, the work by Macher and Parentani [19, 48],
along with that of Recati, Pavloff, and Carusotto [18],
represented a milestone, since it established the micro-
scopic analogue of the Hawking effect without resorting
to any effective metric. This microscopic approach is the
framework upon which we will develop our results. In
particular, we draw an interesting analogy between the
Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) equations and the relativis-
tic Klein-Gordon equation, which provides an insightful
way to address the quantization of the problem.

Section III is devoted to the generation of Hawking
radiation in the context of resonant structures. In par-
ticular, we examine a double barrier structure with al-
ternating supersonic and subsonic segments in the re-
gion between the two barriers, in whose original proposal
Parentani directly contributed [20]. Another setup ana-
lyzed in this section is a resonant flat-profile structure,
involving a stationary homogeneous flowing condensate

with a piecewise modulated speed of sound, first dis-
cussed in Ref. [22].

It was noticed that an optical lattice, with its charac-
teristic multiple barrier structure, might enhance some
of the properties of a resonant structure [49, 50]. The
second part of Sec. III addresses the long-lasting quasi-
stationary outcoupling of a condensate through an opti-
cal lattice, which may have an ideal uniform or a Gaus-
sian shape, with a characteristic time scale much longer
than that of conventional black-hole configurations.

Section IV analyzes the quantumness of the Andreev
and Hawking effects by borrowing concepts and tech-
niques from quantum optics [51]. This allows to char-
acterize the Andreev and Hawking effects as the spon-
taneous production of hybrid Andreev-Hawking modes
from the non-degenerate parametric amplification of the
vacuum. The quantumness of the Andreev-Hawking ef-
fect is quantified through different quantum correlations
such as the violation of Cauchy-Schwarz (CS) inequalities
or entanglement. Originally, the violation of CS inequal-
ities by quantum Hawking radiation was first discussed
in Ref. [22]. In an almost parallel effort, Busch and
Parentani [24], as well as Finazzi and Carusotto [23], an-
alyzed the entanglement of Hawking radiation in conden-
sates using the generalized Peres-Horodecki criterion [52].
The inspiring visit of Renaud Parentani to our group in
Madrid in November 2013 motivated us to unify both ap-
proaches within a common framework in Ref. [25]. All
these techniques were later employed in the entanglement
detection of Hawking radiation of the 2016 experiment
[30].

In the last part of Sec. IV, we briefly discuss how the
study of quantum correlations in the Andreev-Hawking
effect has motivated the research on quantum informa-
tion in high-energy colliders [53], which has already led
to the first observation of entanglement in quarks, repre-
senting the highest-energy detection ever of entanglement
[54, 55]. A pedagogical introduction to this fascinating
topic for a readership outside the high-energy field is pre-
sented in Ref. [56].

Section V addresses the emergence of a black-hole laser
in resonant configurations. In an atomic condensate, the
BHL effect arises because of its superluminal dispersion
relation, which allows the radiation reflected at the inner
horizon to travel back to the outer one, further stimulat-
ing the production of Andreev-Hawking radiation [57–
63]. Other analogue setups have been proposed to ob-
serve the BHL effect [64–67]. The work by Parentani
and collaborators [60, 61] was instrumental in determin-
ing the properties of a BHL, including the first full mi-
croscopic BdG computation of the spectrum of dynamical
instabilities, in analogy with the microscopic derivation
of the Hawking effect [18, 19]. Parentani and Michel also
pioneered the study of the non-linear regime of a BHL
[68], achieved once the initial instability has grown up to
saturation, and the numerical study of its dynamics [69],
in parallel to the work by Muñoz de Nova, Finazzi, and
Carusotto [70].
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Our discussion of the black-hole laser further extends
the original work of Parentani in all the stages of its time
evolution. At short times, using the protocol to construct
BHL solutions of Ref. [71], we compute the linear and
non-linear spectrum for different BHL models, including
that of a double barrier structure, original of the present
work. Our results confirm all the trends anticipated in
Ref. [68].

At intermediate times in the evolution of a BHL,
one has to take into account the Bogoliubov-Cherenkov-
Landau (BCL) mode present in the supersonic region
[72], which is analogous to the undulation in hydraulic
setups [73]. Because of its zero-frequency, the BCL mode
is resonantly excited by any obstacle in the flow and over-
shadows the BHL effect in real experiments [29, 32, 74].
The BHL-BCL problem has attracted a number of stud-
ies in the theoretical literature [32, 74–81], and the obser-
vation of the BHL effect still remains a major challenge
in the analogue field. Here, we generalize the discussion
in Ref. [81] of the BHL-BCL crossover, originally based
on a flat-profile model, underlining the crucial role played
by the Z2 symmetry of a quantum BHL, first predicted
by Michel and Parentani [68].

For sufficiently long times, the BHL displays a dynam-
ical phase diagram where it can only reach two states
[70, 82]: the true non-linear ground state or the so-called
Continuous Emission of Solitons (CES) state, which rep-
resents a realization of a spontaneous Floquet state [83].
The original conception of spontaneous Floquet state was
heavily influenced by richful discussions with Renaud
Parentani during the visit of one of us (JRMdN) to Orsay
in 2015. Here we analyze in detail the CES state arising
from a flat-profile BHL solution, and discuss interesting
implications of spontaneous Floquet states, including a
specific and tangible realization of the time operator in
quantum mechanics.

The inspiration of Renaud Parentani, and in some
cases his direct involvement, is a common thread of the
work discussed in this article.

II. ANDREEV AND HAWKING EFFECTS IN
ATOMIC CONDENSATES

A. Gross-Pitaevskii and Bogoliubov-de Gennes
equations

We begin by reviewing the basic concepts and tech-
niques for the study of atomic condensates. We con-
sider the following general time-independent second-
quantization Hamiltonian for interacting bosons [84]:

Ĥ =

ˆ
dx Ψ̂†(x)

[
− ℏ2

2m
∇2 + V (x) +

g

2
Ψ̂†(x)Ψ̂(x)

]
Ψ̂(x),

(1)
where m is the mass of the atoms, V (x) is some exter-
nal potential, and the bosons interact through the con-
tact pseudopotential W (x − x′) = gδ(x − x′) [85]. The

field operator Ψ̂(x) satisfies the canonical commutation
relation [Ψ(x),Ψ†(x′)] = δ(x − x′), which leads to the
Heisenberg equation of motion

iℏ∂tΨ̂(x, t) =

[
− ℏ2

2m
∇2 + V (x) + gΨ̂†(x, t)Ψ̂(x, t)

]
Ψ̂(x, t).

(2)
Close to T = 0, the condensate can be described by
a coherent state, characterized by a macroscopic wave-
function Ψ(x, t) that is normalized to the total particle
number, ˆ

dx |Ψ(x, t)|2 = N. (3)

Quantum fluctuations around the condensate are ac-
counted by expanding the field operator around its co-
herent expectation value as

Ψ̂(x, t) = Ψ(x, t) + φ̂(x, t). (4)

Plugging this expansion into Eq. (2) yields, at leading
order, the time-dependent Gross-Pitaevskii (GP) equa-
tion,

iℏ∂tΨ(x, t) =

[
− ℏ2

2m
∇2 + V (x) + g|Ψ(x, t)|2

]
Ψ(x, t),

(5)
and, at linear order in the quantum fluctuations, the
time-dependent Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) equations

iℏ∂tΦ̂ = M(t)Φ̂, Φ̂ =

[
φ̂
φ̂†

]
, M(t) =

[
N(t) A(t)

−A∗(t) −N(t)

]
,

(6)
where

N(t) = − ℏ2

2m
∇2 + V (x) + 2g|Ψ(x, t)|2, A(t) = Ψ2(x, t).

(7)
The GP equation is thus a non-linear Schrödinger equa-
tion that describes the condensate dynamics, where the
non-linearity stems from the interactions between the
condensate atoms, while the linear dynamics of the quan-
tum fluctuations is governed by the BdG equations. No-
tice that the BdG equations also describe the linear
dynamics of the fluctuations of the GP wavefunction
Ψ′(x, t) around a reference solution Ψ(x, t), Ψ′(x, t) =
Ψ(x, t)+φ(x, t), resulting in the substitution φ̂ → φ(x, t)
in Eq. (6).

Stationary condensates are accounted by

Ψ̂(x, t) = [Ψ0(x) + φ̂(x, t)] e−iµt/ℏ, (8)

µ being the chemical potential. This results in the time-
independent GP equation

µΨ0(x) =

[
− ℏ2

2m
∇2 + V (x) + g|Ψ0(x)|2

]
Ψ0(x), (9)

and the stationary BdG equations

iℏ∂tΦ̂ = M0Φ̂, Φ̂ =

[
φ̂
φ̂†

]
, M0 =

[
N0 A0

−A∗
0 −N0

]
, (10)
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where now

N0 = − ℏ2

2m
∇2 + V (x) + 2g|Ψ0(x)|2 − µ, A0 = Ψ2

0(x).

(11)
Since M0 is time-independent, any solution to the sta-
tionary BdG equations can be expanded in terms of a
complete set of eigenmodes

M0zn = ϵnzn, zn ≡
[
un

vn

]
. (12)

The matrix operator M0 is non-Hermitian and it can pos-
sess complex eigenvalues, representing dynamical insta-
bilities which grow exponentially in time. For the present
moment, we assume that the system is dynamically sta-
ble and ignore the presence of Nambu-Goldstone modes;
we will come back later to this issue in Sec. V. Even
though M0 is non-Hermitian, the BdG eigenmodes do
form an orthonormal basis under the inner product

(zn|zm) ≡ ⟨zn|σz|zm⟩ =

ˆ
dx [u∗

num − v∗nvm], (13)

with ⟨zn|zm⟩ the standard scalar product for two spinors
and σi the usual Pauli matrices. This is because Λ ≡
σzM0 is indeed Hermitian, and thus M0 is pseudo-
Hermitian, i.e.,

(zn|M0zm) = ⟨zn|Λzm⟩ = ⟨Λzn|zm⟩ = (M0zn|zm), (14)

which implies the conservation of the inner product be-
tween solutions of the BdG equations and the orthogo-
nality between eigenmodes,

(ϵm − ϵ∗n)(zn|zm) = 0. (15)

Actually, the conservation of the norm for any solution z
of the BdG equations, iℏ∂tz = M0z, can be derived from
a continuity equation, in analogy with the Schrödinger
equation [see Eq. (42)],

∂t(z
†σzz) + ∇ · j = 0, (16)

j = − iℏ
2m

[u∗∇u− u∇u∗ + v∗∇v − v∇v∗] ,

where u, v are the components of the spinor z and j is
the quasiparticle current. However, in contrast to the
Schrödinger case, both M0 and the inner product are not
positive definite. Indeed, by noticing that σxM

∗
0σx =

−M0 and σxσzσx = −σz, we can define a conjugate mode
as z̄n ≡ σxz

∗
n, which has opposite eigenvalue and norm

M0z̄n = −ϵ∗nz̄n, (zn|zm) = −(z̄n|z̄m)∗. (17)

This symmetry stems from that of the field spinor Φ̂,

which is self-conjugate, ˆ̄Φ = Φ̂. Unless otherwise stated,
the modes zn are chosen with positive norm (zn|zn) = 1.

The above properties of the inner product suggest that
the correct analogy for the BdG equations should rather

be established with the Klein-Gordon (KG) equation for
an Hermitian scalar field,[

□− m2c2

ℏ2

]
ϕ̂ = 0, □ ≡ ∂µ∂

µ = ∇2 − 1

c2
∂2
t , (18)

where we take the Minkowski metric as ηµν =
diag[−1, 1, 1, 1]. By invoking its canonical momentum

Π̂(x), which satisfies the equation of motion Π̂ = ℏ∂tϕ̂
and the commutation relation [ϕ̂(x), Π̂(x′)] = iδ(x− x′),
the KG equation can be recasted as the BdG equations
(10),

iℏ∂tΦ̂ = M0Φ̂, Φ̂ =

[
ϕ̂

iΠ̂

]
, M0 =

[
0 1
H0 0

]
, (19)

with H0 ≡ −(ℏc∇)2 + m2c4. The KG modes are derived
from the eigenvalue problem

M0zn = ϵnzn, zn ≡
[
ϕn

χn

]
, (20)

equivalent to the more usual equation ϵ2nϕn = H0ϕn. No-
tice that M0 is again non-Hermitian, while Λ = σxM0 is,
which implies the conservation of the KG inner product

(zn|zm) ≡ ⟨zn|σx|zm⟩ =

ˆ
dx [ϕ∗

nχm + χ∗
nϕm]. (21)

Conjugate solutions are defined now as z̄n ≡ σzz
∗
n. Since

σzM
∗
0σz = −M0 and σzσxσz = −σx, Eq. (17) is satis-

fied. Moreover, the field spinor is also self-conjugate; this
property can be directly traced back here to the Hermi-

tian character of the field ϕ̂.
The field spinor can be expanded in terms of the com-

plete set of eigenmodes {zn, z̄n}. In both BdG and Her-

mitian KG cases, the self-conjugate character of Φ̂ implies
that this expansion is of the form

Φ̂(x, t) =
∑
n

ân(t)zn(x) + â†n(t)z̄n(x), (22)

where ân(t) ≡ (zn|Φ̂(t)) is the quantum amplitude of the
mode zn. The canonical commutation rules for the field
spinor can be expressed in matrix form as

[Φ̂(x), Φ̂†(x′)] = σiδ(x− x′), (23)

with σi the Pauli matrix characterizing the corresponding
inner product, Eqs. (13), (21). Using this relation, it is
straightforward to prove that the quantum amplitudes
ân behave as bosonic annhihilation operators,

[ân, â
†
m] = [(zn|Φ̂), (Φ̂|zm)] = (zn|zm) = δnm, (24)

whose equation of motion is simply

iℏ∂tân = (zn|M0Φ̂) = ℏωnân =⇒ ân(t) = âne
−iωnt,

(25)
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ℏωn = ϵn being the frequency of the mode. Hence, we
arrive at the usual result

Φ̂(x, t) =
∑
n

ânzn(x)e−iωnt + â†nz̄n(x)eiωnt. (26)

Remarkably, this expansion allows to diagonalize the KG
Hamiltonian in an elegant and compact way:

ĤKG =
1

2

ˆ
dx Π̂2 + (ℏc)2|∇ϕ̂|2 + m2c4ϕ̂2 (27)

=
1

2
(Φ̂|M0Φ̂) =

∑
n

ϵn

(
â†nân +

1

2

)
.

In the BdG case, the field expansion diagonalizes
the grand-canonical energy K̂ = Ĥ − µN̂ , with N̂
the particle-number operator, after expanding up to
quadratic order in the spirit of the Bogoliubov approxi-
mation:

K̂ ≃ K0 + K ′
V +

1

2
(Φ̂|M0Φ̂) = K0 + KV +

∑
n

ϵnâ
†
nân,

(28)
where K0 ≡ K[Ψ0] is the mean-field energy of the con-

densate, obtained by replacing Ψ̂ by Ψ0, and

K ′
V =

1

2

ˆ
dx [φ̂†, N0φ̂ + A0φ̂

†] = −1

2

∑
n

ϵn ⟨zn|zn⟩

KV = K ′
V +

1

2

∑
n

ϵn = −
∑
n

ˆ
dx ϵn|vn|2 (29)

are c-number contributions arising from the zero-point
motion of the quasiparticles. Notice that the time-
independent GP equation (9) is precisely the condition
for Ψ0 to be an extreme of the grand-canonical energy
K, which leads to the identification of the non-linear GP
eigenvalue as the chemical potential µ, and to the absence
of linear terms in the field fluctuations in Eq. (28). The
precise nature of the extreme is obtained by considering
small fluctuations of the stationary GP wavefunction:

δK ≡ K[Ψ′
0] −K[Ψ0] ≃ 1

2
(Φ|M0Φ) =

1

2
⟨Φ|Λ|Φ⟩ ,

Ψ′
0(x) = Ψ0(x) + φ(x), Φ =

[
φ
φ∗

]
. (30)

If Λ is a definite positive operator, then Ψ0 is a minimum
and the system is energetically stable. In that case,

⟨zn|Λ|zn⟩ = (zn|M0zn) = ϵn(zn|zn) > 0, (31)

so all energies are positive, ϵn > 0, and the ground state
is the quasiparticle vacuum ân |0⟩ = 0. If Λ is not definite
positive, we can have negative-energy modes, denoted as
anomalous, while positive-energy modes are denoted as
normal.

In general, the quantum state ρ̂ of an ensemble of
bosons at thermal equilibrium at a temperature T is

ρ̂ =
e−βK̂

Z
, (32)

with β = 1/kBT and Z = Tr(e−βK̂) the partition func-
tion. Within the Bogoliubov approximation, this leads in
an energetically stable condensate to a thermal Planckian
distribution for the quasiparticle occupation number

⟨â†nâm⟩ = Tr(â†nâmρ̂) =
δnm

eβϵn − 1
. (33)

B. Gravitational analogy

We now review how the original gravitational anal-
ogy [2] was established using a fluid flow. Specifically,
we consider the Euler equations for an ideal irrotational
barotropic flow,

0 = ∂tρ + ∇ · J, J = ρv, (34)

[∂t + v ·∇]v ≡ Dtv = − 1

m
∇V − 1

ρ
∇P.

where ρ is the mass density of the fluid, J is the cur-
rent, V is some external potential (e.g., gravity), Dt is
the total derivative, and P is the local pressure. The ir-
rotationality condition ∇×v = 0 implies that the flow is
potential, i.e., v = ∇ϕ. By invoking the barotropic con-
dition, P = P (ρ), we can arrive at a simplified equation
for the flow potential ϕ,

0 = ∂tρ + ∇ · (ρ∇ϕ), (35)

∂tϕ = −|∇ϕ|2

2
− V − h(ρ),

dh

dρ
=

1

ρ

dP

dρ
.

In the usual case of an isentropic flow, h(ρ) is the spe-
cific enthalpy. The gravitational analogy emerges when
considering small fluctuations of the density and the flow
potential δρ, δϕ around a certain background solution
characterized by ρ, ϕ. Specifically, after expanding up to
linear order, we get

Dt
δρ

ρ
= −1

ρ
∇ · (ρ∇δϕ), (36)

Dtδϕ = −c2
δρ

ρ
, c2 ≡ dP

dρ
,

where c is the local speed of sound. By combining both
equations, one arrives at a single equation for the flow
potential fluctuations that can be rewritten as

□δϕ = ∇µ∇µδϕ =
1√
−g

∂µ(
√
−ggµν∂νδϕ) = 0, (37)

which is precisely the covariant form of the KG equa-
tion (18) for a massless scalar field in a curved spacetime
described by the metric

gµν(x) =
ρ(x)

c(x)

[
−[c2(x) − v2(x)] −vT (x)

−v(x) δij

]
, x ≡ (t,x),

(38)
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whose line element simply reads

ds2 =
ρ(x)

c(x)

[
−c2(x)dt2 + |dx− v(x)dt|2

]
. (39)

The metric gµν is known as the hydrodynamic (or acous-
tic) metric, and parametrizes a whole class of metrics.
Thus, we can use fluid flows, accessible to us in the lab-
oratory, to study gravitational phenomena that can be
mimicked by an acoustic metric. Specifically, we can ad-
dress the physics of black holes since the acoustic metric
presents horizons at the subsonic/supersonic interfaces,
where v(x) = c(x), denoted as acoustic horizons. In
fact, the Schwarzschild metric can be rewritten using the
Gullstrand-Painlevé coordinates as a stationary acoustic
metric with

c(x) = c, v(x) = c

√
rS
r

x

r
, rS =

2GM

c2
, (40)

where rS is the Schwarzschild radius. Thus, the ex-
terior/interior of a black hole is analogous to the sub-
sonic/supersonic regions of a flowing fluid. A more thor-
ough discussion about ergoregions and horizons in acous-
tic metrics is presented in Ref. [86].

In condensates, the gravitational analogy emerges
within the Bogoliubov formalism in the so-called hy-
drodynamic regime. For that purpose, we invoke the
Madelung decomposition of the GP wavefunction,

Ψ(x, t) =
√

n(x, t)eiθ(x,t), (41)

which leads to a pair of hydrodynamic equations after
rewriting the time-dependent GP equation (5) in terms
of the condensate phase and density:

0 = ∂tn + ∇ · (nv), v =
ℏ∇θ

m
, (42)

ℏ∂tθ
m

=
ℏ2

2m2
√
n
∇2

√
n− 1

2
v2 − 1

m
V (x) − gn

m
.

The first line is a continuity equation, from where we
identify the particle current J = nv and the flow velocity
v; notice that n = |Ψ|2 is the particle density of the
condensate, related to the mass density as ρ = n · m.
Since v is given by the gradient of the phase, the resulting
flow is irrotational, with a flow potential ϕ = ℏθ/m. The
second line provides the dynamics for the potential flow,
from where we can identify the local pressure as

h =
gn

m
=⇒ P =

gn2

2
. (43)

The only genuine quantum-mechanical term involving ℏ
in Eq. (42) is the so-called quantum potential

Q ≡ − ℏ2

2m
√
n
∇2

√
n. (44)

Hence, in the so-called hydrodynamic regime where Q is
negligible, the GP equation reduces to the Euler equation

for an ideal irrotational barotropic flow, from where the
gravitational analogy is retrieved, as originally shown in
Ref. [3].

Further insight on the quantum aspects of the gravita-
tional analogy can be obtained from the time-dependent
BdG equations (6). By using the relative quantum fluc-
tuations, φ̂(x, t) ≡ Ψ(x, t)χ̂(x, t), we arrive at

iℏDtχ̂ =
[
Tn + mc2

]
χ̂ + mc2χ̂†, Tn ≡ − ℏ2

2mn
∇ · (n∇),

(45)
where the speed of sound is simply found to be c2 =
gn/m. The relative quantum fluctuations can be in turn
expressed in terms of the more physical density and phase
fluctuations from

Ψ̂(x, t) = Ψ(x, t) + φ̂(x, t) = Ψ(x, t)[1 + χ̂(x, t)]

=
√
n(x, t) + δn̂(x, t)ei[θ(x,t)+δθ̂(x,t)]. (46)

Expanding up to linear order in the density and phase
fluctuations yields

δn̂(x, t) = n(x, t)
[
χ̂(x, t) + χ̂†(x, t)

]
, (47)

δθ̂(x, t) = − i

2

[
χ̂(x, t) − χ̂†(x, t)

]
.

We can then rewrite the BdG equations (45) as

Dt
δn̂

n
= − 1

n
∇ ·

[
n∇ℏδθ̂

m

]
, (48)

Dt
ℏδθ̂
m

= −
[
Tn

2m
+ c2

]
δn̂

n
.

So far, within the Bogoliubov approximation, these equa-
tions are exact, resulting from a change of variables

{φ̂, φ̂†} → {δn̂, δθ̂}. Now, if we assume that the back-
ground condensate density smoothly varies on a suffi-
ciently large scale, in the long-wavelength limit we can
neglect the contribution of Tn at the r.h.s. of the second
line, which precisely amounts to work in the hydrody-
namic regime where all the contributions from the quan-
tum potential can be neglected. In this approximation,
we retrieve the quantum version of Eq. (36), from where

we find that □δθ̂ = 0.
Therefore, in condensates, the gravitational analogy

emerges in the hydrodynamic regime as an equation of
motion for the phase fluctuations which mimics that of a
massless scalar field in a curved spacetime described by
an acoustic metric (38).

C. Microscopic Hawking effect

Due to the low temperature and genuine quantumness
of Bose-Einstein condensates, the gravitational analogy
allows to study there the Hawking effect, which is trans-
lated into the spontaneous emission of phonon radiation
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FIG. 1. Dispersion relation of a homogeneous flowing condensate. The blue/red lines signal the ± branches of Eq. (53). a)
Subsonic regime with Mach number v/c = 0.5. b) Supersonic regime with Mach number v/c = 2. For a certain frequency
below the cutoff frequency ωmax, all wavevectors are purely real (horizontal dashed line). The BCL mode has zero frequency
and finite wavevector kBCL.

by an acoustic horizon. In a pair of seminal works, it
was shown by Macher and Parentani [19], and by Recati,
Pavloff and Carusotto [18], that the Hawking effect can
be studied within the full microscopic Bogoliubov frame-
work without the need of invoking the hydrodynamic ap-
proximation or even any metric at all.

We now derive the Hawking effect from a microscopic
approach along the lines of Refs. [18, 19]. For simplicity,
hereafter we focus on one-dimensional (1D) condensates,
where acoustic horizons are points where the flow un-
dergoes a subsonic/supersonic transition. We start by
considering a stationary GP plane-wave solution

Ψ0(x) =
√
nei(qx+θ0). (49)

The associated BdG spectrum, resulting from Eq. (12),
is also described by plane waves with wavevector k and
energy ϵ = ℏω, as given by the dispersion relation

(ω − vk)
2

= Ω2(k) = c2k2 +
ℏ2k4

4m2
= c2k2

[
1 +

(kξ)2

4

]
,

(50)
where

c =

√
gn

m
, v =

ℏq
m

(51)

are the homogeneous sound and flow speeds. This is
nothing else than the usual Bogoliubov dispersion rela-
tion Ω(k) for a homogeneous condensate at equilibrium
plus a Doppler shift ω → ω − vk, resulting from the
background condensate flow, which tilts the sound cones.
Remarkably, the Bogoliubov dispersion relation is super-
luminal, with the healing length ξ ≡ ℏ/mc playing the
role of a Planck length scale that controls the UV physics.

For given ω, the dispersion relation (50) provides 4
wavevectors, labeled as ka(ω) and given by the roots of

the fourth order polynomial, which can be either real
(describing propagating solutions) or complex (describ-
ing exponentially growing/decaying solutions). The cor-
responding BdG spinor for each wavevector ka reads

sa,ω(x) =
eika(ω)x√
2π|wa (ω) |

[
ei(qx+θ0)ua(ω)
e−i(qx+θ0)va(ω)

]
[
ua(ω)
va(ω)

]
= Na(ω)

[
ℏk2

a(ω)
2m + [ω − vka (ω)]

ℏk2
a(ω)
2m − [ω − vka (ω)]

]

Na(ω) =

(
m

2ℏk2a (ω) |ω − vka (ω)|

) 1
2

, (52)

with ua(ω), va(ω) the usual Bogoliubov components for a
homogeneous condensate, satisfying |ua(ω)|2−|va(ω)|2 =

1, and wa (ω) ≡ [dka (ω) /dω]
−1

the group velocity, in-
cluded here in order to normalize the propagating modes
in frequency domain, (sa,ω|sa,ω′) = ±δ (ω − ω′); all nor-
malization factors can be removed for complex wavevec-
tor solutions, where they do not play any role. It is easy
to check that the dispersion relation (50) possess the sym-
metry ka(ω) = −ka(−ω), which implies s̄a,ω = sa,−ω.
Hence, the ± branches of

ω(k) = vk ± Ω(k), (53)

depicted in blue (red) in Fig. 1, respectively, are conju-
gate of each other, with the ± sign also corresponding to
the norm of the modes.

The dispersion relation displays two qualitatively dif-
ferent regimes, depending on whether the flow is sub-
sonic (v < c) or supersonic (v > c). In the subsonic
regime, Fig. 1a, there are 2 real wavevectors and 2
complex ones. The propagating solutions are labeled as
u − in and u − out, where the in (out) indicates if the
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group velocity is positive (negative); the motivation be-
hind this notation will become clearer later. The flow
is energetically stable since all modes have positive en-
ergy. In the supersonic regime, Fig. 1b, for any frequency
−ωmax < ω < ωmax there are 4 different propagating so-
lutions; the in (out) label is reverted here and now in-
dicates if the group velocity is negative (positive). The
normal d1 modes are those with positive energy, while
the anomalous d2 modes have negative energy, reveal-
ing the energetic instability of a supersonic flow. This
is a consequence of the Landau criterion for superfluid-
ity, which predicts the appearance of a zero-frequency
mode in a supersonic flow, the celebrated Bogoliubov-
Cherenkov-Landau (BCL) mode, with a finite wavevec-

tor ℏkBCL = 2m
√
v2 − c2 computed by Ω(kBCL) = vkBCL

(black square in Fig. 1b). This results in the coherent
excitation of the BCL mode by the presence of any obsta-
cle in a supersonic flow, spoiling its superfluidity [72]; see
Eq. (189) and ensuing discussion for more details. Never-
theless, supersonic flows are dynamically stable [87] since
energetic instability is only a necessary condition for dy-
namical instability, but not sufficient [88]. This is directly
seen from Eq. (31): the presence of complex modes (dy-
namical instability), which have zero norm by virtue of
Eq. (15), necessarily implies that Λ cannot be a definite
positive operator (energetic instability).

We are now in a position to study a black-hole (BH)
solution, defined here as a stationary 1D GP solution
with two asymptotic homogeneous regions, one subsonic
and one supersonic, flowing from subsonic to supersonic.
When the flow travels from supersonic to subsonic, we
have a white hole (WH) solution, the time reversal of a
BH (obtained simply by conjugation of the wave func-
tion). Continuity of the GP wavefunction implies that
both BH and WH solutions always possess, at least, one
acoustic horizon, where v(x) = c(x). We denote the re-
gion between the two asymptotic regions, in which the
acoustic horizon is located, as the scattering region.

By convention, for BH solutions, we take the flow
velocity always positive, so the upstream subsonic re-
gion (labeled as “u”) is located at x → −∞, while the
downstream supersonic region (labeled as “d”) is located
at x → ∞. This convention hence matches the nota-
tion previously introduced since ‘in” modes are incoming
(traveling towards the horizon, located near x = 0), and
“out” modes are outgoing (traveling outwards, away from
x = 0). The asymptotic flow velocity, sound speed, and
healing length are labeled as vu,d, cu,d, ξu,d.

The BdG modes of a BH solution are asymptotically
given in terms of linear combinations of the plane-wave
spinors si−in/out,ω of Eq. (52), i = u, d1, d2, representing
the different incoming and outgoing scattering channels.
Throughout this work, we operate just with positive fre-
quencies ω > 0, and the remaining part of the spectrum
is obtained by conjugation. In particular, the scatter-
ing problem for any positive frequency 0 < ω < ωmax

involves the regular u, d1 channels, and the conjugate
of the anomalous d2 channel (horizontal dashed line in

Fig. 1), so sd2−in/out,ω has negative norm. The retarded

(“in”) scattering states z
(+)
i,ω are global eigenmodes of the

stationary BdG equations (12) with positive frequency,
presenting unit amplitude in the asymptotic incoming
channel i and zero in the other incoming channels. The
amplitude of the asymptotic “out” scattering channels is
determined by the S-matrix, as usual in scattering the-

ory. For example, the scattering state z
(+)
d2,ω asymptoti-

cally reads

z
(+)
d2,ω (x → −∞) = Sud2 (ω) su−out,ω(x), (54)

z
(+)
d2,ω (x → ∞) = sd2−in,ω(x) + Sd1d2 (ω) sd1−out,ω(x)

+ Sd2d2 (ω) sd2−out,ω(x).

Similar expressions can be provided for the remaining
“in” scattering states. The advanced (“out”) scatter-

ing states z
(−)
i,ω (x) are the outgoing analogues of the “in”

states, having unit amplitude in the outgoing channel i
and zero in the other outgoing channels. They are char-
acterized by the inverse of the scattering matrix S(ω),

z
(−)
i,ω (x) =

∑
j=u,d1,d2

S−1
ji (ω)z

(+)
j,ω (x). (55)

By invoking the conservation of the quasiparticle current
(16) for an arbitrary linear combination of “in” scattering
states, it is shown that the S-matrix is pseudo-unitary,
i.e.,

S†ηS = η ≡ diag(1, 1,−1). (56)

Thus, S ∈ U(2, 1), which implies S−1 = ηS†η.
Since they form a complete basis, the quantum fluctu-

ations of the field operator can be expanded in terms of
the scattering states as

Φ̂(x) =
∑

I=u,d1

ˆ ∞

0

dω [z
(+)
I,ω (x)âI(ω) + z̄

(+)
I,ω (x)â†I(ω)]

+

ˆ ωmax

0

dω [z
(+)
d2,ω(x)â†d2(ω) + z̄

(+)
d2,ω(x)âd2(ω)]. (57)

A similar expression can be written using the “out” scat-

tering states after replacing z
(+)
i,ω (x) by z

(−)
i,ω (x), and the

“in” quantum amplitudes âi(ω) by the “out” ones b̂i(ω),
which are related through the scattering matrix as b̂u

b̂d1
b̂†d2

 =

 Suu Sud1 Sud2

Sd1u Sd1d1 Sd1d2

Sd2u Sd2d1 Sd2d2

 âu
âd1
â†d2

 . (58)

This is a Bogoliubov relation, mixing annihilation with
creation operators. It stems from the anomalous char-

acter of the z
(+)
d2,ω, z

(−)
d2,ω scattering states, which have a

negative norm inherited from the corresponding anoma-
lous scattering channels and hence their amplitudes be-
have as creation instead of annihilation operators [see
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Eq. (24) and ensuing discussion]. In the following, we
reserve lowercase Latin indices i, j to label all channels,
i = u, d1, d2, while uppercase Latin indices I, J just label
normal channels, I = u, d1. Lowercase Latin indices a, b
will label general BdG modes, either outgoing or incom-
ing, either propagating or not.

The origin of the Hawking effect is the degeneracy of
the vacuum of the Bogoliubov theory, revealed by the
anomalous sector of K̂,

K̂H ≡
∑
i,j

ˆ ωmax

0

dω ℏωâ†i (ω)ηij âj(ω)

=
∑
i,j

ˆ ωmax

0

dω ℏωb̂†i (ω)ηij b̂j(ω). (59)

Both the incoming vacuum âi(ω) |0in⟩ = 0 and the

outgoing vacuum b̂i(ω) |0out⟩ = 0 satisfy K̂H |0in⟩ =

K̂H |0out⟩ = 0. However, they do not represent the same
quantum state, as can be seen from the non-vanishing
population of normal outgoing modes in the incoming
vacuum,

⟨0in| b̂†I(ω)b̂I(ω′) |0in⟩ = δ(ω − ω′)|SId2(ω)|2 ̸= 0. (60)

The Hawking effect is recovered for I = u, representing a
spontaneous outgoing flux of particles in the subsonic re-
gion (i.e., the exterior of the black hole) in the absence of
incoming radiation. This emission is correlated with that
of an anomalous outgoing d2 mode into the supersonic
region, which is referred to as the partner mode of the
Hawking effect. The case I = d1 characterizes the spon-
taneous version of the Andreev effect in superconductors
[41], to which we will simply refer as the Andreev effect
for brevity, consisting in the spontaneous emission of out-
going d1 modes into the supersonic region, also correlated
with a partner outgoing d2 mode. Actually, by using the
Ginzburg-Landau (GL) order parameter, which obeys a
non-linear Schrödinger equation equivalent to the time-
independent GP equation (9), we can extend the anal-
ogy with superconductivity and identify normal metals
with supersonic regions, and superconductors with sub-
sonic regions. Indeed, the physics of real black holes and
the physics of superconductors are in close relationship
[89, 90].

D. Analytical BH solutions

We present here canonical analytical BH solutions in
condensates. In the following, we set units and rescale
the GP wavefunction as

ℏ = m = cu = kB = 1, Ψ0 →
√
nuΨ0. (61)

The simplest BH solution is provided by the flat-profile
model, originally introduced in Ref. [17], where the plane
wave Ψ0(x) = eiqx is a solution of the GP equation (5)

at all times since the coupling constant g(x, t) and the
external potential V (x, t) are tuned in such a way that

g(x, t)nu + V (x, t) = Eb, (62)

with Eb some constant energy that can be subtracted
from the Hamiltonian. Nevertheless, even though the
flow velocity is constant and homogeneous, v(x, t) = q,
the BdG modes do experience non-trivial dynamics as
the sound speed is c2(x, t) = g(x, t)nu; see Eq. (48).

In particular, we can choose a time-independent piece-
wise homogeneous function for the coupling constant,
g(x, t) = g(x), where the BdG solutions within each ho-
mogeneous region are spanned by the spinors (52), thus
allowing for simple analytic calculations. Specifically, for
the BH solution,

g(x)nu =

{
1, x < 0,
c22, x ≥ 0,

, (63)

with c2 < q < 1, c2 being the supersonic speed of sound
and q representing the subsonich Mach number. Hence,
we reach a BH solution whose acoustic horizon is placed
at x = 0, as depicted in Fig. 2a.

However, in practice, the flat-profile condition (62)
is extremely challenging to implement experimentally.
More realistic models of BH configurations only involve
external potentials V (x), which can be easily manipu-
lated in the laboratory, leaving the interaction strength
g constant. Consequently, since the current J is uniform
for a stationary 1D solution as dictated by the continuity
equation [first line of Eq. (42)], we simply have that

c(x) =
√

n(x), v(x) =
J

n(x)
=

J

c2(x)
. (64)

Typically, these BH solutions are described by a gray
soliton in the upstream region

Ψ0(x) = ei(qx+θ0) [q + iγq(x− x0)] ,

γq(x) ≡
√

1 − q2 tanh(
√

1 − q2x). (65)

A gray soliton exponentially approaches a subsonic plane

wave Ψ0(x) −−−−−→
x→±∞

eiqx since γq(±∞) = ±
√

1 − q2,

with q < 1 the asympotic Mach number Mu = q. In
our units, q is also the minimum soliton amplitude as
well as the value of the conserved current, J = q. In the
downstream region, the BH solutions are given by the
supersonic plane wave

Ψ0(x) = cde
ivdx, vd =

q

c2d
, (66)

with cd < vd the corresponding supersonic sound and
flow velocities; notice that vd is fixed by current conser-
vation once cd is given.

For example, the waterfall configuration [21] acceler-
ates the atoms to supersonic speeds by means of an at-
tractive step potential of the form

V (x) = −V0Θ(x), V0 =
1

2

(
q2 +

1

q2

)
− 1, (67)
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where Θ(x) is the Heaviside function. This gives rise to
a stationary GP wavefunction

Ψ0(x) =

{
eiqx [q + iγq(x)] , x < 0,

qei
x
q , x ≥ 0,

(68)

which corresponds to half a gray soliton for x < 0, and
a homogeneous supersonic flow with cd = q < vd = 1/q
for x > 0, where the attractive potential is present. The
resulting BH solution is represented in Fig. 2b.

The waterfall configuration is quite relevant because
it provides a simple theoretical model of the analogue
experiment of the Technion group [4, 29–32].

Another possibility is to use a repulsive localized po-
tential, which can be modeled by a delta barrier of the
form

V (x) = Zδ(x), Z =
(1 − c2d)

√
c2d − q2

2c2d
. (69)

This delta potential introduces a discontinuity in the

derivative of the GP wavefunction, Ψ′
0(0+) − Ψ′

0(0−) =
2ZΨ0(0). The resulting BH solution is similar to that of
the waterfall model:

Ψ0(x) =

{
ei(qx+θ0) [q + iγq (x− x0)] x < 0,

cde
ivdx, x ≥ 0,

(70)

where x0, θ0 are such that the wavefunction is continuous
and

cd =

√
q2 +

√
q4 + 8q2

2
, vd =

q

c2d
. (71)

This BH solution is represented in Fig. 2c.

Remarkably, the scattering states associated to these
BH solutions can be also computed analytically because
the stationary BdG solutions for a gray soliton (65) are
known (see Ref. [20] for the technical details). They take
a similar form to the homogeneous solutions (52), namely

ζa,ω(x) =
eika(ω)x√
2π|wa(ω)|

[
ei(qx+θ0)ua,ω(x)
e−i(qx+θ0)va,ω(x)

]
,

[
ua,ω(x)
va,ω(x)

]
= Na(ω)


(

1 +
ka(ω)

ω

[
ka(ω)

2
+ iγq(x− x0)

])2

−
(

1 − ka(ω)

ω

[
ka(ω)

2
+ iγq(x− x0)

])2

 ,

Na(ω) =
ω√

8k2a(ω)|ω − vka(ω)|
. (72)

In fact, ζa,ω(x) −−−−−→
x→±∞

sa,ω(x) as the soliton asymptot-

ically approaches a subsonic plane wave eiqx, whose dis-
persion relation yields the wavevectors ka(ω). Thus, the

scattering states z
(±)
i,ω for the waterfall (68) and delta (70)

BH solutions are obtained by matching at x = 0 the up-
stream soliton spinors ζa,ω with the corresponding down-
stream supersonic plane-wave spinors sa,ω; notice that in
the subsonic region one also needs to include the evanes-
cent solution ζev,ω with complex wavevector kev(ω) which
exponentially decays at x → −∞, Im kev(ω) < 0. The
flat-profile BH solution does not even involve the soliton
spinors ζa,ω(x) because the upstream region is also homo-
geneous, and the homogeneous subsonic spinors sa,ω(x)
are used instead.

The resulting scattering coefficients |Sud2|2, |Sd1d2|2
characterizing the Hawking and Andreev effects are de-
picted in Figs. 2d-f as solid blue and red lines, respec-
tively. We can compare these results, fully derived within
the BdG microscopic framework, with the predictions
from the gravitational analogy in the hydrodynamic limit

[15]

|Sud2(ω)|2 =
1

e
ω

TH − 1
, |Sd1d2(ω)|2 = 0, (73)

where TH is the Hawking temperature, given here by [86]

TH =
1

2π
|c′(xH) − v′(xH)| , (74)

with xH the position of the acoustic horizon. Notice that,
for the flat-profile configuration, this temperature is for-
mally infinite due to the discontinuity of the sound speed.
On the other hand, for the waterfall and delta configura-
tions, it is easy to see that the acoustic horizon of a gray
soliton (65) is placed where c(x) = v(x) = q

1
3 , yielding a

predicted Hawking temperature

TH(q) =
3

2π

(
1 − q

2
3

)√
1 − q

4
3 ≤ TH(0) =

3

2π
<

1

2
.

(75)
As suggested in Ref. [21], we can check the agreement
with the gravitational analogy by fitting the Hawking
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FIG. 2. Upper row: Sound and flow velocity profiles for different analogue configurations with subsonic Mach number q = 0.5.
a) Flat profile. The shaded area indicates the supersonic region where c2 = 0.25. b) Waterfall potential. The shaded area
indicates the region where the step potential V (x) = −V0Θ(x) is present. c) Delta barrier. The arrow indicates the position
of the delta potential V (x) = Zδ(x). Lower row: d)-f) Hawking (solid blue) and Andreev (solid red) spectra of the BH
solutions above. Dashed black line is a gray-body fit of the Hawking spectrum, Eq. (76). Inset: Frequency-dependent Hawking
temperature TH(ω), Eq. (77). Horizontal dashed green line marks the predicted Hawking temperature for a soliton, Eq. (75).

spectrum to a gray-body distribution

|Sud2(ω)|2 =
Γ

e
ω

TH − 1
. (76)

The result is depicted as a dashed black line in lower row
of Fig. 2. Another way to quantify the Planckianity of
the spectrum, proposed by Macher and Parentani [19],
is a ω-dependent Hawking temperature TH(ω), defined
through

|Sud2(ω)|2 ≡ 1

e
ω

TH (ω) − 1
. (77)

The result is shown in the inset of lower Fig. 2 as a solid
black line, which can be compared with the predicted
Hawking temperature (75), horizontal dashed green line.

Both markers show an excellent agreement in all cases,
even for the flat-profile model (Fig. 2d), where the sys-
tem is far from the hydrodynamic regime and the pre-
dicted Hawking temperature is infinite. The agreement
is particularly good at low frequencies because, in gen-
eral, the scattering coefficients |Sid1(ω)|2, |Sid2(ω)|2 dis-
play a universal scaling ∼ 1/ω at low frequencies [22] (the
remaining column |Siu(ω)|2 approaches a finite value in
this limit). In the waterfall case, for low subsonic Mach
numbers (which imply large supersonic Mach numbers),
ωmax ≃ 1/2q2. This large cutoff frequency makes disper-
sive effects important in most of the spectrum, explaining

the strong deviations of TH(ω) from the predicted Hawk-
ing temperature (inset of Fig. 2e). Nevertheless, the
relevant part of the Hawking spectrum is still Planck-
ian (solid blue and dashed black lines in main Fig. 2e)
because it is restricted to the low-frequency dispersion-
less regime due to the smallness of the Hawking tem-
perature. On the other limit of the spectrum, close to
ωmax, the Planckianity is necessarily spoiled since there
|SId2(ω)|2, |Sd2I(ω)|2 vanish as ∼

√
ωmax − ω [22]. This

is revealed by the departure of |Sud2(ω)|2 from the gray-
body fit, especially in the flat-profile case, and the sudden
drop of TH(ω) in all configurations.

Regarding the Andreev spectrum, |Sd1d2(ω)|2 ≪
|Sud2(ω)|2 for both the waterfall and delta models, as ex-
pected from the gravitational prediction, Eq. (73), while
|Sd1d2(ω)|2 ∼ |Sud2(ω)|2 for the flat profile. This differ-
ence is due to the sharpness of the flat-profile horizon,
far from the hydrodynamic regime.

III. RESONANT ANDREEV-HAWKING
RADIATION

The thermal character of the Andreev and Hawking
spectra discussed above makes quite difficult to isolate
their signal in a real experiment, as it can be quite eas-
ily misidentified or overshadowed by another background
thermal component. It was suggested by Zapata, Al-
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FIG. 3. Upper row: Sound and flow velocity profiles for different resonant analogue configurations. a) Double delta. The
asymptotic subsonic flow velocity is q = 0.01. The arrows indicate the position of the delta barriers, whose amplitude is
Z = 2.2. The length of the resonant cavity is L ≈ 3.62. b) Resonant flat-profile. The global flow velocity is q = 0.75. The
shaded area indicates the supersonic resonant cavity of length L = 20 where the speed of sound is c2 = 0.25. The downstream
supersonic sound speed is c3 = 0.5. Lower row: c)-d) Hawking (solid blue) and Andreev (solid red) spectra of the BH solutions
above.

bert, Parentani and Sols [20] that resonant configurations
could provide a strategic advantage due to their highly
non-thermal frequency dependence. We discuss in this
section how resonant configurations emerge in gravita-
tional analogues and propose possible experimental real-
izations based on the use of optical lattices.

A. Resonant analogue configurations

The first proposed model of resonant analogue config-
uration [20] consisted of a condensate flowing through a
double-delta barrier

V (x) = Z

[
δ

(
x +

L

2

)
+ δ

(
x− L

2

)]
. (78)

The resulting BH solution, represented in Fig. 3a, corre-
sponds to a gray soliton for x < −L/2 and a supersonic
homogeneous plane wave for x > L/2, with the same re-
lation between the parameters q, cd, vd as the delta BH
solution, Eq. (71). The difference is that now the value
of Z is not fine-tuned as in Eq. (69), and the stationary
GP solution is described by a cnoidal wave for |x| < L/2,
given in terms of elliptic functions (see Ref. [20] for the
technical details). Specifically, for a certain value of the
asymptotic subsonic flow velocity q, there are only sta-
tionary GP solutions for Z ∈ [Zmin(q), Zmax(q)], and the
number of available solutions grows with the interbarrier
distance L, with an increasing number of cnoidal periods.
These BH solutions may include several local acoustic
horizons, always an odd number of them to ensure that
there is a global transition from an asymptotic subsonic
region to a supersonic one.
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The above configuration can be easily generalized to
provide analytical BH solutions by combining the three
models of Fig. 2, which yield piecewise homogeneous
GP equations, whose solutions are known. As a result,
an analytical resonant BH solution is typically given by
either a gray soliton or a homogeneous subsonic wave
in the upstream region, by a homogeneous supersonic
plane wave in the downstream region, and by a cnoidal
wave in between; the GP wavefunction in each region is
characterized by the same global current J and chemical
potential µ.

A particularly simple model of resonant BH solution,
represented in Fig. 3b, was provided in Ref. [22] by using
a flat-profile piecewise configuration

g(x)nu =

 1, x < 0,
c22, 0 ≤ x ≤ L,
c23, x > L,

(79)

with c2 < c3 < q.
Regarding the Andreev and Hawking spectra, they are

computed by solving the scattering problem between the
asymptotic upstream and downstream channels similar
to that which was solved for the non-resonant BH solu-
tions. The difference is that now there are two matchings,
one with the upstream region and one with the down-
stream region. Due to the periodic character of a cnoidal
wave, the corresponding BdG solutions take the form of
Bloch waves; analytical solutions can be obtained with
the help of mathematical tables (see for instance Ref.
[91]). In practice, a numerical integration of the time-
independent BdG equations for given frequency ω is quite
efficient as they can be rewritten as a simple 4×4 system
of linear ordinary differential equations.

The Andreev and Hawking spectra for the BH solu-
tions of Figs. 3a,b are presented in Figs. 3c,d, respec-
tively. In the case of the double delta barrier, Fig. 3c,
we observe that apart from the universal thermal 1/ω
peak of |SId2(ω)|2 at low frequencies, there is a strongly
non-thermal peak close to ≃ 0.6ωmax. This is because
the two delta barriers behave as a Fabry-Perot resonator
for the anomalous modes of the Andreev and Hawking
effect. We note that, like for the single delta barrier,
|Sd1d2(ω)|2 ≪ |Sud2(ω)|2.

In the resonant flat-profile case, Fig. 3d, we observe a
similar trend, i.e., apart from the universal thermal peak
at low frequencies, there is highly non-thermal peak at
large frequencies. However, unlike for the double delta
barrier case, here the Andreev signal is larger than the
Hawking signal, |Sd1d2(ω)|2 > |Sud2(ω)|2. This high-
lights that resonant structures may also be useful to en-
hance the Andreev effect, which is suppressed with re-
spect to the Hawking effect in non-resonant configura-
tions. It must be noted that, even though the cavity is
much longer than for the double delta barrier, the spec-
trum only displays one peak. This is because of the small-
ness of the cutoff frequency ωmax for the flat-profile con-
figuration, resulting in low frequencies for the spectrum
that are translated into low wavevectors, whose inverse

provides the typical length scale for the occurrence of
resonances.

B. Black hole from an outcoupled condensate
through an optical lattice

The resonant configurations discussed above displayed
a single resonant peak in the spectrum. Interestingly, the
opposite limit of a long cavity with many resonant peaks
can be experimentally reproduced with the help of an op-
tical lattice, a major paradigm in AMO physics [92–94].
In particular, Ref. [49] provided a thorough numerical
study of the quasi-stationary BH resulting from the out-
coupling of a condensate through an optical lattice, which
we proceed to discuss.

A 1D optical lattice can be created from the inter-
ference of two fixed-phase lasers of wavelength λ whose
wavevectors form an angle θ [95]. The resulting potential
can be written as

V (x, t) = V (t)f(x− L) cos2 [kL(x− L)] (80)

with kL = π/d and d = λ/ [2 sin(θ/2)] the lattice period.
In the above equation, f(x) is a dimensionless function
that characterizes the global shape of the optical lattice,
accounting for its finite size in real experiments, while
V (t) represents its (possibly time-dependent) amplitude.

In our specific configuration, we assume that our con-
densate is confined by a high-amplitude barrier placed
at x = 0, modeled by a hard-wall boundary condition
to the GP wavefunction Ψ(0, t) = 0. The position L in
Eq. (80) plays the role of the approximate localization of
the lattice, chosen here to be repulsive, so the condensate
is essentially confined between 0 ≤ x ≲ L. The lattice
amplitude is gradually lowered from V0 to V∞ as

V (t) =

{
V0, t ≤ 0,

V∞ + (V0 − V∞)e−t/τ , t > 0,
(81)

where τ is the characteristic timescale of the process.
This causes the condensate to outcouple through the op-
tical lattice from the initial reservoir.

Quantitatively, the problem is described by the time-
dependent GP equation[

−∂2
x

2
+ V (x, t) + |Ψ(x, t)|2

]
Ψ(x, t) = i∂tΨ(x, t), (82)

where the initial condition Ψ(x, 0) = Ψ0(x) is the wave-
function describing the equilibrium condensate, which is
solution of the time-independent GP equation[
−∂2

x

2
+ V (x, 0) + |Ψ0(x)|2 − µ0

]
Ψ0(x) = 0, Ψ0(0) = 0,

(83)
with the chemical potential µ0 determined by the normal-
ization condition (3). This chemical potential also defines
some relevant physical scales: density n0 ≡ µ0, length
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FIG. 4. Time evolution of an initially confined condensate which is outcoupled through an optical lattice. Upper row: Ideal
optical lattice (84) with L ≈ 125ξ0, d ≈ 2.36ξ0, and nosc = 30. The lowering time is τ = 500t0. a) Time-dependent profile
of the sound speed c(x, t) = |Ψ(x, t)|. b) Sound (solid blue) and flow (dashed red) velocity profiles of the quasi-stationary
regime, evaluated at the last snapshot of a). The initial sound speed profile is depicted in solid green (the initial flow velocity is
identically zero), while the optical lattice envelope is shown as a black line. c) Time evolution of the average chemical potential
µ̄(t) (solid black) and its relative fluctuations σ(t) (solid red). The instantaneous conduction band (energy gap) of the optical
lattice are depicted as white (gray) bands. Lower row: d)-f) Same as a)-c) but for a Gaussian optical lattice with L ≈ 1480ξ0,
d ≈ 1.73ξ0, and w̃ ≈ 220.5ξ0. The lowering time is τ = 500t0.

ξ0 ≡ 1/
√
µ0, velocity c0 ≡ √

µ0, and time t0 ≡ 1/µ0.

Typical orders of magnitude for 87Rb are ξ0 ∼ 0.1−1µm,
t0 ∼ 10−4 − 10−3 s, and c0 ∼ 0.1 − 1 mm/s. The lattice
period satisfies d > λ/2 ≳ ξ0 while the lattice amplitudes
can essentially take any value; they are chosen such that
V0 ≫ µ0 and V∞ ≳ µ0, so the lattice goes from providing
an essentially perfect confinement to allow some leakage.
On the other hand, τ ≫ t0, so the barrier lowering is adi-
abatic and does not introduce further distortions in the
condensate flow, and L ≫ ξ0, so we are in the Thomas-
Fermi regime where Ψ0(x) ≃ √

n0 is the bulk value (for
0 ≲ x ≲ L) of the condensate amplitude. Therefore, we
can regard L as the approximate size of the reservoir,
containing N ∼ n0L particles.

The time evolution of Ψ(x, t) is displayed in Fig. 4,
computed from numerical integration of Eq. (82). In
the first row, we consider an ideal finite optical lattice,
determined by an envelope

f(x) = χ

(
x− d

2

Llat

)
, (84)

χ(x) being the characteristic function of the interval
[0, 1]. Thus, a lattice with instantaneous uniform ampli-
tude V (t) extends from x0 = L− d/2 to x1 = x0 + Llat,
where the lattice length is chosen such that it contains

an integer number of periods nosc ∼ 10−50, Llat ≡ noscd
and V (x0) = V (x1) = 0.

In Fig. 4a, we represent the time evolution of the sound
speed profile c(x, t), proportional to the square root of

the local density, c(x, t) = |Ψ(x, t)| =
√
n(x, t) (this

choice improves the visibility of the condensate outside
the reservoir as compared to using the density). After
some transient times t ∼ 104t0, the condensate achieves
a quasi-stationary regime in which it flows through the
lattice and eventually leaks outside. The sound and flow
velocity profiles in the quasi-stationary regime are shown
in Fig. 4b, where we observe that a BH configuration is
achieved, with the downstream supersonic region located
outside the lattice.

We can quantify the degree of quasi-stationarity by
defining a local chemical potential as

µ(x, t) ≡ −1

2

∂2
xΨ(x, t)

Ψ(x, t)
+ V (x, t) + |Ψ(x, t)|2. (85)

For a stationary solution, µ(x, t) = µ is real and con-
stant. The current is also constant and uniform for a 1D
stationary solution, as dictated by the continuity equa-
tion (42). However, this latter condition is impossible to
fulfill strictly since the current is zero at x = 0 due to
the hard-wall boundary condition while the leaked down-
stream flux carries a non-zero current. Hence, there must
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be a current gradient, which, by the continuity equation,
implies a time-dependent density. This also implies a
non-homogeneous time-dependent complex chemical po-
tential as

∂t lnn = 2 Imµ. (86)

Nevertheless, in practice, such dependence can become so
weak that one can neglect it, effectively achieving a quasi-
stationary regime. This regime should be characterized
by a sufficiently uniform local chemical potential µ(x, t),
with small relative spatial fluctuations σ(t) around its
instantaneous average value µ̄(t),

µ̄(t) ≡
´ Lg

0
dx |Ψ(x, t)|2µ(x, t)´ Lg

0
dx |Ψ(x, t)|2

, (87)

σ(t) ≡ 1

µ̄(t)

[´ Lg

0
dx |Ψ(x, t)|2|µ(x, t) − µ̄(t)|2´ Lg

0
dx |Ψ(x, t)|2

] 1
2

,

where Lg is the total length considered for the average.
Typically, Lg is chosen well inside the downstream region,
and the results are quite insensitive to its specific value.

The time evolution of the real part of the average chem-
ical potential µ̄(t) and its relative fluctuations σ(t) is de-
picted in Fig. 4c (imaginary values can be neglected as
Im µ̄ ∼ 10−6 − 10−7µ0). In order to understand their
relation with V (t), we also represent the instantaneous
band structure of the lattice, computed using the linear
Schrödinger equation as the non-linear interacting term
is negligible in the lattice due to the smallness of the den-
sity. Specifically, the conduction band is placed between
E0(t) and E1(t), with a width ∆c(t) = E1(t) − E0(t),
where dimensional arguments show that

E0,1(t) = ER F0,1[ζ(t)], ζ(t) ≡ V (t)

16ER
, (88)

with F0,1 increasing functions of the dimensionless pa-
rameter ζ, and ER ≡ k2L/2 the recoil energy of the lat-
tice. The resulting conduction band (energy gap) is de-
picted as a white (gray) band. As we can see, the con-
densate smoothly approaches the bottom of the asymp-
totic conduction band, since tunneling is exponentially
suppressed for µ0 < E0. In this regime of small leaking,
the fluctuations of the chemical potential can become ex-
tremely small, σ(t) ∼ 10−4, ensuring a high-degree of
quasi-stationarity.

The formation of a quasi-stationary BH can be then
easily understood from energetic arguments: in the up-
stream region, where the reservoir is placed, the flow ve-
locity is negligible and the chemical potential is merely
due to interactions, i.e., µ̄ ≃ nu and vu ≃ 0. Due to the
conservation of the chemical potential as well as the small
density there, in the downstream region the condensate
flows with a high velocity vd ∼

√
2µ̄ ≫ cd, becoming

supersonic. By continuity, this implies that there must
be an acoustic horizon somewhere within the lattice. In
the bulk of the lattice, the wavefunction is a Bloch wave,

which is preferred to be subsonic due to its larger sta-
bility [88]. Thus, the acoustic horizon must be placed at
the right edge of the lattice.

In the second row of Fig. 4, we analyze a more realistic
Gaussian envelope

f(x) = e−2
x2

w̃2 , (89)

with w̃ the effective beam waist, which plays a similar
role to Llat for the ideal optical lattice. We require the
length hierarchy

d ≪ w̃ ≪ L, (90)

where the second condition is imposed in order to have a
sufficiently large and homogeneous condensate reservoir,
while the first one is satisfied for typical waists. This
implies that the overall Gaussian amplitude behaves as
a spatially adiabatic envelope, so the potential can be
regarded locally as an ideal optical lattice with an ampli-
tude VA(x, t) [96–98]:

V (x, t) = VA(x, t) cos2 [kL(x− L)] , (91)

VA(x, t) ≡ V (t) exp

[
−2

(
x− L

w̃

)2
]
.

We observe in Figs. 4d,e the same trends as for the ideal
lattice case, namely, a quasi-stationary BH solution is
achieved for sufficiently long times. Due to the hierar-
chy (90), we only depict the vicinity of the lattice peak
L− 2.5w̃ ≤ x ≤ L+ 2.5w̃ to better observe the structure
of the horizon; in turn, at this scale, the lattice struc-
ture cannot be resolved and the oscillations of the flow
and sound velocities appear as thickened lines. In Fig.
4f, the average chemical potential also descends to the
bottom of the conduction band, achieving a highly quasi-
stationary regime where the relative fluctuations σ(t) are
also insignificant, σ(t) ∼ 10−4. The band structure is
now evaluated at the lattice peak x = L, where the local
conduction band is determined by the energies E0,1(x, t)
obtained by taking ζ(x, t) = VA(x, t)/16ER in Eq. (88).
The fact that the lattice maximum is the transmission
bottleneck can be understood from the increasing char-
acter of the asymptotic energies E0,1(x) ≡ E0,1(x,∞)
with respect to the lattice envelope VA(x) ≡ VA(x,∞).
Thus, in order to place the chemical potential within the
local conduction band across the whole lattice, it must
be satisfied

E0(x) ≤ E0(L) < µ0 < ER < E1(x), (92)

where we have used that F1(0) = 1, so E1(0) = ER.
This implies that the asymptotic lattice amplitude V∞
must be below a certain critical value Vc so the condition
E0(L) < ER is met, which can be derived from

F0

(
V∞

16ER

)
< 1 =⇒ V∞ < Vc, Vc ≈ 2.33ER. (93)
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Another remarkable feature is that the acoustic hori-
zon is now placed exactly at the lattice peak (vertical
dashed black line in Fig. 4e). This is no coincidence
and a detailed local lattice calculation explicitly proves
that the acoustic horizon must be placed at the extremes
of the lattice envelope [49]. This is in agreement with
another result derived for a smooth potential within the
hydrodynamic approximation, stating that the acoustic
horizon must be located at the potential maximum [99].

We summarize now the computation of the scatter-
ing matrix for the above quasi-stationary BH solutions,
where the interested reader can consult Ref. [50] for
more details. From Eq. (85), and by invoking the
time-dependent GP equation (82), it is easily shown that
i∂t ln Ψ(x, t) = µ(x, t). Hence,

Ψ(x, t) = Ψ(x, ts)e
−i
´ t
ts

dt′µ(x,t′) ≡ Ψ∞(x, t)e−iRe µ̄(t−ts),
(94)

where the rightmost term provides a definition for
Ψ∞(x, t). If one chooses ts well inside the quasi-
stationary regime, when µ(x, t) ≃ µ̄ ≃ Re µ̄, then one can
approximate Ψ∞(x, t) ≃ Ψ(x, ts) = Ψ∞(x, ts) ≡ Ψ∞(x).
Thus, we can work with a fully stationary BH solution
whose chemical potential is µ = Re µ̄, and compute the
Andreev and Hawking spectra from the S-matrix by solv-
ing the associated BdG scattering problem, where the ex-
ternal potential is the asymptotically stationary optical
lattice, V (x) = V∞(x) ≡ V (x, t = ∞). Specifically, the
time-independent BdG equations for given ω are numer-
ically integrated and eventually matched with the cor-
responding scattering channels at the asymptotic homo-
geneous subsonic (the upstream bulk of the condensate
reservoir) and supersonic (the downstream leaking flux)
regions.

However, a major difficulty arises for the computation
in the Gaussian lattice, since its large size makes that ex-
ponentially growing modes, corresponding to local Bloch
waves with complex wave vector, explode above the prop-
agating modes, making the matching equations singular
within computer accuracy. This is known in general as
the Ωd problem [100], emerging in a wide range of scenar-
ios, ranging from the propagation of ultrasonic waves in
multilayered media [100] to Anderson localization [101].
Possible methods to deal with this specific Ωd problem
in the BdG context are the Global Matrix method [100]
or QR decomposition [101].

As expected, the resulting Hawking and Andreev spec-
tra display a highly non-thermal structure. In particu-
lar, since the speed of sound is negligible as compared
to the lattice potential, one can analyze the spectrum in
terms of the underlying Schrödinger problem, character-
ized by the band structure shown in Figs. 4c,d. Thus,
two main qualitative regimes arise: ωmax < ∆c, where
the spectrum is cut at its natural cutoff frequency, and
ωmax > ∆c, where the spectrum is abruptly cut by the
upper end of the conduction band. Hence, an optical
lattice can be behave as a low-pass filter of Andreev-
Hawking radiation, which may have potential applica-

tions in quantum transport and atomtronics.

IV. QUANTUM ANDREEV-HAWKING
RADIATION

Although resonant configurations are highly non-
thermal as shown in the previous sections, this does
not automatically imply that the observation of a non-
thermal Hawking spectrum is a signature of the Hawking
effect. This is because the BdG equations describe at the
same time the linear dynamics of both perturbations of
the GP wave function and quantum fluctuations of the
field operator around the mean-field expectation value.
Moreover, the quantum state of the system may be a
highly thermal state. Thus, the observed non-resonant
spectrum can result from the coherent or thermal stimu-
lation of Hawking radiation by a classical source, instead
of arising from a zero-point origin. The same applies to
the spontaneous Andreev effect. In this section, we dis-
cuss how to unambiguously signal the genuine quantum
character of the Andreev and Hawking effects as opposed
to classical stimulation using different types of quantum
correlations.

A. Lessons from quantum optics

A major front of the quantum-classical frontier is
present in the field of quantum optics, from where we
can borrow a number of concepts and techniques; the in-
terested reader is referred to Ref. [51] for a pedagogical
introduction to quantum optics and a thorough discus-
sion of a number of fundamental quantum topics in that
context.

For simplicity, we begin by considering a single bosonic
mode (as can be that of a photon) whose amplitude is
given by an annihilation operator â. The corresponding
Hilbert space is the Fock space spanned by the num-
ber states |n⟩, â†â |n⟩ = n |n⟩, n = 0, 1, 2 . . . A coher-
ent state is an eigenstate of the annihilation operator,
â |α⟩ = α |α⟩ , α ∈ C, and can be expressed as

|α⟩ = e−
|α|2
2

∞∑
n=0

αn

√
n!

|n⟩ = D(α) |0⟩ , D(α) ≡ eαâ
†−α∗â,

(95)
where D(α) is the displacement operator, which is uni-
tary, D†(α) = D−1(α) = D(−α). The coherent states
form an overcomplete basis of the Hilbert space since

| ⟨α|β⟩ |2 = e−|α−β|2 ̸= 0, 1 =

ˆ
d2α

π
|α⟩ ⟨α| , (96)

with d2α ≡ dαxdαy, α = αx + iαy. Another relevant
class of quantum states are the squeezed states

|ε⟩ = S(ε) |0⟩ , S(ε) ≡ e
ε∗â2−ε(â†)2

2 , ε ≡ rei2θ, (97)
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where S(ε) is the squeezing operator, also unitary as
S†(ε) = S−1(ε) = S(−ε). These squeezed states are the

vacuum of the annihilation operator b̂, b̂ |ε⟩ = 0, arising
from the Bogoliubov transformation

b̂ = S(ε)âS†(ε) = â cosh r + â†ei2θ sinh r. (98)

By noticing that â2, (â†)2, â†â + ââ† form a closed Lie
algebra, one can rewrite the squeezing operator in normal
order as

S(ε) =
1√

cosh r
e−

g
2 (â

†)2efâ
†âe

g∗
2 â2

, (99)

with g = ei2θ tanh r and f = − ln cosh r. This allows to
readily express the squeezed states as

|ε⟩ =
1√

cosh r

∞∑
n=0

(−1)nei2nθ
√

2n! tanhn r

2n · n!
|2n⟩ . (100)

The most general quantum state in this Hilbert space is
described by a density matrix ρ̂ of the form

ρ̂ =

∞∑
n,m=0

ρnm |n⟩ ⟨m| , (101)

which is completely determined by its characteristic func-
tion

χ(η) ≡ ⟨eηâ
†−η∗â⟩ = Tr[eηâ

†−η∗âρ̂]. (102)

One can also work with its normal and anti-normal ver-
sions

χN (η) ≡ ⟨eηâ
†
e−η∗â⟩ ,

χA(η) ≡ ⟨e−η∗âeηâ
†
⟩ . (103)

Alternative representations to the Fock expansion
(101) are provided by the distributions resulting from
the Fourier transform of the characteristic functions

P (α) ≡
ˆ

d2η

π2
e(η

∗α−ηα∗)χN (η),

Q(α) ≡
ˆ

d2η

π2
e(η

∗α−ηα∗)χA(η), (104)

W (α) ≡
ˆ

d2η

π2
e(η

∗α−ηα∗)χ(η).

All of them are quasiprobability distributions, properly
normalized,ˆ

d2α P (α) =

ˆ
d2α W (α) =

ˆ
d2α Q(α) = 1, (105)

but do not describe disjoint events since coherent states
are not orthogonal, and can even take negative values,
opening the door to genuine non-classical behavior.

The Glauber-Sudarshan P function is equivalent to a
diagonal representation in the coherent basis,

ρ̂ =

ˆ
d2α P (α) |α⟩ ⟨α| , (106)

since its momenta provides the normal-ordered expecta-
tion values

⟨(â†)nâm⟩ =

ˆ
d2α (α∗)nαmP (α), (107)

which are those typically characterizing correlation func-
tions. This is where the crucial role of the P function
in the understanding of the classical-quantum frontier
emerges: if it is non-negative, P (α) ≥ 0, we can un-
derstand these correlations as statistical averages over a
continuous classical variable α with a probability distri-
bution given precisely by P (α). Thus, quantum states
with a non-negative P function can be regarded as clas-
sical, admitting a conventional probabilistic description
in terms of a stochastic complex amplitude. Examples
of classical states are coherent states, chaotic states, as
well as quantum thermal states at high temperature. On
the other hand, number states and squeezed states are
intrinsically non-classical as they do not even have a well-
defined P -representation.

The Q-function yields the anti-normal expectation val-
ues

⟨âm(â†)n⟩ =

ˆ
d2α (α∗)nαmQ(α), (108)

and it is easily evaluated by inserting the identity repre-
sentation (96) in Eq. (103),

Q(α) =
⟨α|ρ̂|α⟩

π
, (109)

so it is non-negative and bounded, 0 ≤ Q(α) ≤ 1/π.
Finally, the Wigner function W (α) characterizes sym-

metric expectation values such as

1

2
⟨â†â + ââ†⟩ =

ˆ
d2α |α|2 W (α). (110)

Further insight on the physical meaning of the Wigner
function is obtained when working with the usual
coordinate-momentum representation

â =
q̂ + ip̂√

2
, α =

q + ip√
2

, (111)

whose eigenstates are labeled as |q⟩ , |p⟩, respectively.
After proper normalization, the Wigner distribution in
phase space reads

W (q, p) =
1

2π

ˆ
dq′ ⟨q − q′

2
|ρ̂|q +

q′

2
⟩ eipq

′
. (112)

Its marginal distributions

W (q) =

ˆ
dp W (q, p) = ⟨q|ρ̂|q⟩ ≥ 0, (113)

W (p) =

ˆ
dq W (q, p) = ⟨p|ρ̂|p⟩ ≥ 0.

are the spatial and momentum distributions of the quan-
tum state. As a result, the Wigner function represents
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a quantum version of the classical Boltzmann distribu-
tion function. However, it is not necessarily positive,
and the presence of negative values W (q, p) < 0 is hence
another quantum signature. Indeed, the negativity of the
Wigner function is a stronger condition than that of the
Glauber-Sudarshan function as they are related through
the convolution

W (α) =
2

π

ˆ
d2β e−2|α−β|2P (β), (114)

derived by noting that χ(η) = e−
|η|2
2 χN (η). For instance,

squeezed states do have a positive Wigner representation,
while number states do not. An interesting approach to
quantum optics from phase space can be found in Ref.
[102].

All the above concepts can be straightforwardly ex-
tended to multipartite Hilbert spaces describing an en-
semble of bosonic modes. Of particular interest is the
case of bipartite systems composed by two modes, la-
beled as i, j, whose corresponding annihilation operators
are âi,j . Their Hilbert space is spanned by the Fock prod-
uct states |ninj⟩ ≡ |ni⟩ ⊗ |nj⟩, and accordingly coher-
ent states and quasi-probability distributions now have
two complex arguments (αi, αj). For example, the P -
representation reads

ρ̂ =

ˆ
d2αid

2αj P (αi, αj) |αiαj⟩ ⟨αiαj | . (115)

Nevertheless, there are genuine bipartite quantum
states which cannot be expressed as a product of
monomode states. One example is the two-mode
squeezed state

|ε⟩ij ≡ U(ε) |00⟩ , U(ε) = eε
∗âiâj−εâ†

i â
†
j . (116)

In the same fashion of Eqs. (99), (100), it is shown that

|ε⟩ij =
1

cosh r

∞∑
n=0

(−1)neinθ tanhn r |nn⟩ . (117)

Remarkably, the reduced state

ρi = Trj(|ε⟩ij ij⟨ε|) =
1

cosh2 r

∞∑
n=0

tanh2n r |n⟩i i⟨n| ,

(118)
is then a thermal state, where the equivalent temperature
for a mode with energy ϵ is obtained by e−βϵ = tanh2 r.
The two-mode squeezed state is a non-classical state and
it is of paramount importance in quantum optics be-
cause it describes the time-evolution of the so-called non-
degenerate parametric amplifier, where one of the modes
is designed as the signal and the other as the idler [51].

B. Cauchy-Schwarz violation

Experimentally, the quantumness of a bipartite state,
such as the two-mode squeezed state (116), can be char-

acterized through the measurement of the first

gij ≡ ⟨â†i âj⟩ , cij ≡ ⟨âiâj⟩ , (119)

and second-order correlation functions

Γij ≡ ⟨â†i â
†
j âj âi⟩ > 0 . (120)

Since they are normal-ordered expectation values, they
can be computed from the P -representation (115). Inter-
estingly, for classical states, P (αi, αj) ≥ 0, and we can
write the averages as a scalar product

gij =

ˆ
d2α P (αi, αj)α

∗
iαj ≡ (αi, αj)C , (121)

with cij = (α∗
i , αj)C and Γij = (|αi|2, |αj |2)C . By invok-

ing the Cauchy-Schwarz (CS) inequality

|(αi, αj)C | ≤
√

(αi, αi)C(αj , αj)C , (122)

one can prove that classical states obey the inequalities

|gij |2 ≤ giigjj ,

|cij |2 ≤ giigjj , (123)

Γij ≤
√

ΓiiΓjj .

The violation of any of the above classical CS inequalities
requires a negative-valued P function, a genuine signa-
ture of quantumness. The first violation of a CS inequal-
ity in photons was observed in 1974 [103]. In condensates,
CS violation has been also observed in 2012 [104].

Actual mathematical CS inequalities that are never vi-
olated can be proven for quantum operators, which we
now review along the lines of the enlightening discussion
from Adamek, Busch and Parentani [105]. For two opera-

tor Â, B̂, one can associate a scalar product to a quantum
state ρ̂ as

(Â, B̂)Q ≡ ⟨Â†B̂⟩ = Tr[Â†B̂ρ̂], (124)

which satisfies the usual properties of a scalar product,
including the quantum CS inequality

| ⟨Â†B̂⟩ |2 ≤ ⟨Â†Â⟩ ⟨B̂†B̂⟩ . (125)

Notice that the only assumption here is that ρ̂ is a phys-
ical quantum state, specifically, a non-negative operator,
and this is satisfied by definition. We can now derive the
quantum versions of the CS inequalities (123), which are
then strict mathematical inequalities. For instance, by
substituting Â = âi and B̂ = âj in Eq. (125), we find

|gij |2 = | ⟨â†i âj⟩ |
2 ≤ ⟨â†i âi⟩ ⟨â

†
j âj⟩ = giigjj . (126)

This is the same CS inequality as in the classical case, so

it is always verified. However, taking Â = â†i and B̂ = âj
yields

|cij |2 = | ⟨âiâj⟩ |2 ≤ ⟨âiâ†i ⟩ ⟨â
†
j âj⟩ = (gii + 1)gjj . (127)
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Interestingly, the quantum CS inequality is |cij |2 ≤ (gii+
1)gjj , leaving the possibility of violating the classical CS
inequality |cij |2 ≤ giigjj . In order to quantify this viola-
tion, we define the CS witness

∆ij ≡ |cij |2 − giigjj , (128)

and we will denote the condition ∆ij > 0 as quadratic CS
violation. For the second-order correlation function, the
associated quantum CS inequality is obtained by setting

Â = â†i âi and B̂ = â†j âj ,

|Γij |2 = | ⟨â†i âiâ
†
j âj⟩ |

2 ≤ ⟨â†i âiâ
†
i âi⟩ ⟨â

†
j âj â

†
j âj⟩

= (Γii + gii)(Γjj + gjj), (129)

which also leaves the possibility of violating the classical
CS inequality |Γij |2 ≤ ΓiiΓjj , as quantified by the CS
witness

Θij ≡ Γij −
√

ΓiiΓjj . (130)

In analogy to the quadratic CS violation, we will refer to
the condition Θij > 0 as quartic CS violation. Remark-
ably, the origin of the violation of classical CS inequalities
can be pin-pointed to the non-commutativity of quantum
operators, a property present at the very core of quantum
mechanics.

C. Entanglement

Entanglement is perhaps the most genuine quantum
feature. It has been observed in a wide variety of
systems as different as photons [106], neutrinos [107],
quarks [54, 55], mesons [108], atoms [109], molecules
[110, 111], superconductors [112], nitrogen-vacancy cen-
ters in diamond [113], and even macroscopic diamond
itself [114]. In general, entanglement is defined as the
non-separability of the quantum state of a system [115].
In turn, a quantum state in a bipartite Hilbert space is
said to be separable iff it can be written as a convex sum
of product states,

ρ̂ =
∑
n

pnρ̂
(i)
n ⊗ ρ̂(j)n ,

∑
n

pn = 1, pn ≥ 0, (131)

where ρ̂
(i),(j)
n are states within the Hilbert subspaces as-

sociated to the i, j modes, respectively. Classical states
are separable, as directly seen from Eq. (115).

In order to characterize entanglement, we make use
of the generalized Peres-Horodecki (GPH) criterion [52],
which extends the celebrated Peres-Horodecki (PH) crite-
rion [116, 117] to continuous systems. The PH criterion
results from the fact that, if ρ̂ is separable, its partial
transpose ρ̂t with respect to one of the subsystems is
also a physical density matrix and, in particular, a non-
negative operator. Thus, the PH criterion states that,
if ρ̂t is not non-negative, then ρ̂ is necessarily entangled.
For 2×2 and 2×3 systems, the PH criterion is a necessary

and sufficient condition for entanglement; in general, it
is only a sufficient condition.

In order to obtain the partial transpose ρ̂t of the
density matrix ρ̂, we make use of its Wigner function
in phase space, W (X), computed through the analo-
gous version for bipartite systems of Eq. (112), where
we gather the phase-space variables in a single vector
X ≡ [qi, pi, qj , pj ]

T . Without loss of generality, we take
the partial transpose with respect to the subsystem j,
which amounts to transpose the matrix elements of ρ̂
with respect to the Hilbert subspace of the mode j. It is
straightforward to show then that the Wigner distribu-
tion Wt(X) associated to ρ̂t is simply given by

Wt(X) = W (ΛX), Λ = diag[1, 1, 1,−1]. (132)

Another way to put it is that the transposition operation
amounts to a time reversal transformation in the Wigner
function.

The effects of this seemingly innocuous transformation
can become critical, as revealed when evaluating the un-
certainties of the phase-space operators

Ŷ =

4∑
α=1

uα∆X̂α, (133)

where X̂ ≡ [q̂i, p̂i, q̂j , p̂j ]
T is the quantum version of the

phase-space vector X, ∆X̂ ≡ X̂ − ⟨X̂⟩, and uα are
the components of an arbitrary four-dimensional com-
plex vector u. Due to the positiveness of the scalar prod-
uct (124), ⟨Ŷ †Ŷ ⟩ ≥ 0, which in compact vector notation
reads

u†Mu ≥ 0, Mαβ = ⟨∆X̂α∆X̂β⟩ . (134)

This is an alternative expression of the uncertainty prin-
ciple, holding for any complex vector u, which implies
that M must be a non-negative matrix, M ≥ 0.

For its computation, we separate the matrix M into
its symmetric and antisymmetric part as

M = V + i
L

2
,

Vαβ =
⟨{∆X̂α,∆X̂β}⟩

2
, (135)

iLαβ = ⟨[∆X̂α,∆X̂β ]⟩ = ⟨[X̂α, X̂β ]⟩ .

where {. . .} is the anticommutator. The matrix V is
the symmetric covariance matrix and, since it contains
symmetric expectation values, it is readily evaluated with
the help of the Wigner distribution,

⟨Xα⟩ =

ˆ
d4X XαW (X), (136)

⟨{∆X̂α,∆X̂β}⟩
2

=

ˆ
d4X ∆Xα∆XβW (X).

On the other hand, the commutators between phase-
space operators are proportional to the identity, and thus
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L is a 4 × 4 matrix independent of the state ρ̂,

L =

[
J 0
0 J

]
, J =

[
0 1
−1 0

]
, (137)

J being the symplectic matrix in two dimensions.
The above decomposition not only allows to evaluate

M , but it also provides a straightforward way to derive
the corresponding uncertainty principle for ρ̂t. Indeed,
since its Wigner function Wt(X) satisfies Eq. (132),

it is immediate to see that the condition ⟨Ŷ †Ŷ ⟩t ≡
Tr[Ŷ †Ŷ ρ̂t] ≥ 0 is equivalent to Mt ≥ 0, with

Mt ≡ Vt + i
L

2
, Vt = ΛV Λ. (138)

We can finally formulate quantitatively the GPH crite-
rion: if ρ̂ is separable, ρ̂t must be a physical state sat-
isfying the uncertainty principle, which implies Mt ≥ 0.
Therefore, if Mt is not non-negative, the state is entan-
gled. Notice that, since M is always non-negative as the
original ρ̂ is a physical density matrix, by the Sylvester-
Jacobi criterion Mt is non-negative iff detMt ≥ 0. The
conditions detM,detMt ≥ 0 are respectively equivalent
to P±

ij ≥ 0, where

P±
ij ≡ detAi detAj +

(
1

4
∓ detCij

)2

(139)

− tr(JAiJCijJAjJC
T
ij) −

1

4
(detAi + detAj)

and the matrices Ai, Aj , Cij are the 2× 2 blocks forming
the covariance matrix V ,

V =

[
Ai Cij

CT
ij Aj

]
. (140)

We can put together both conditions by defining the GPH
function Pij as

Pij ≡ detAi detAj +

(
1

4
− | detCij |

)2

(141)

− tr(JAiJCijJAjJC
T
ij) −

1

4
(detAi + detAj),

where Pij < 0 is a sufficient condition for entanglement.
This is the entanglement witness that results from the
GPH criterion. Notice that, whenever detCij ≥ 0, ρ̂ is
separable, because then Pij = P+

ij ≥ 0, so only states
with detCij < 0 can be entangled.

In the usual case where the expectation values of the
operators ⟨X̂α⟩ = 0 vanish, the matrices Ak, Cij are ex-
pressed in terms of the first-order correlation functions
as

Ak =

(
gkk +

1

2

)
I2 +

[
Re ckk Im ckk
Im ckk −Re ckk

]
, k = i, j,

Cij =

[
Re(gij − cij) Im(gij + cij)

Im(−gij + cij) Re(gij − cij)

]
. (142)

Alternatively, we can work directly with the operators
X̂α instead of their fluctuations ∆X̂α. This allows to
prove that quadratic CS violation is a sufficient condition
for the fulfillment of the GPH criterion. Indeed, suppose
that Mt ≥ 0. Then, we can define an associated scalar
product as (u, v)t ≡ u†Mtv, satisfying the CS inequality
|(u, v)t|2 ≤ (u, u)t(v, v)t. By choosing

u =
1√
2

 0
0
1
i

 , v =
1√
2

 1
i
0
0

 , (143)

we obtain the quadratic CS inequality |cij |2 ≤ giigjj .
Thus, quadratic CS violation implies that the matrix Mt

is not non-negative, and hence the GPH criterion is sat-
isfied.

More generally, from the definition of separability, Eq.
(131), we can apply the following chain of CS inequalities
if the state is separable,

|cij | = | ⟨âiâj⟩ | = |Tr[âiâj ρ̂]| =

∣∣∣∣∣∑
n

pn ⟨âi⟩n ⟨âj⟩n

∣∣∣∣∣
≤
∑
n

pn| ⟨âi⟩n ⟨âj⟩n | ≤
∑
n

pn

√
⟨â†i âi⟩n ⟨â

†
j âj⟩n (144)

≤
√∑

n

pn ⟨â†i âi⟩n

√∑
n

pn ⟨â†j âj⟩n =
√
giigjj ,

where ⟨Â⟩n ≡ Tr[Âρ̂
(i)
n ⊗ ρ̂

(j)
n ]. Thus, quadratic CS viola-

tion is a sufficient condition for entanglement. However,
the above derivation does not work for quartic CS vio-
lation. As a counterexample, the product of two num-
ber states ρ̂ = |nm⟩ ⟨nm|, with n,m > 0, is clearly a
separable state that nevertheless violates the quartic CS
inequality.

Technically, the GPH criterion here explained is only a
sufficient condition for the negativity of ρ̂t; in general, an
infinite set of sufficient and necessary conditions for the
negativity of ρ̂t based on higher-order CS violations can
be derived [118]. Alternative entanglement criteria can
[119], However, in practice, the GPH criterion provides
a very powerful and simple tool to signal entanglement.
In particular, for Gaussian states, the GPH criterion is a
sufficient and necessary condition for entanglement [52].

D. Cauchy-Schwarz violation and entanglement in
Andreev-Hawking radiation

We finally switch back to analogue gravity and, in par-
ticular, we apply the above techniques to the study of
Andreev-Hawking radiation in condensates. We first note
that the mean-field formalism can be alternatively de-
scribed in the Schrödinger picture by a coherent ansatz
of the form

|Ψ⟩ = e
´
dx[Ψ(x,t)Ψ̂†(x)−Ψ∗(x,t)Ψ̂(x)] |0⟩MB , (145)
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where |0⟩MB is the many-body vacuum containing no

bosons, Ψ̂(x) |0⟩MB = 0. When this ansatz is inserted
into a variational principle, such as the Dirac-Frenkel one,
the time-dependent GP equation (5) is retrieved.

The genuine quantum character of the spontaneous
Hawking effect is revealed by reexamining the relation
of Eq. (58). After some algebra [25], it is shown that
any matrix S ∈ U(2, 1) can be written as S = B†SPAA

†,
with

SPA =

 eiϕ 0 0
0 e−i2θ cosh r sinh r
0 sinh r ei2θ cosh r

 , (146)

A =

 0
0

0 0 1

UA

, UA ≡ 1

sinh r

[
−Sd2d1 S∗

d2u
Sd2u S∗

d2d1

]
,

B =

 0
0

0 0 1

UB

, UB ≡ 1

sinh r

[
−Sd1d2 Sud2

S∗
ud2 S∗

d1d2

]
,

where

eiϕ = detS,

ei2θ cosh r = Sd2d2, (147)

sinh r =
√

|Sud2|2 + |Sd1d2|2 =
√

|Sd2u|2 + |Sd2d1|2.

Since the matrices UA, UB are unitary, the above trans-
formation amounts to a change of basis in the normal
u− d1 sector,[

âs
âAH

]
= U†

A

[
âu
âd1

]
,

[
b̂s
b̂AH

]
= U†

B

[
b̂u
b̂d1

]
. (148)

In this new basis, the scattering of the spectator (s) chan-
nel is a fully normal, unitary process. On the other hand,
the normal hybrid Andreev-Hawking (AH) channel cou-
ples to the anomalous d2 channel as[

b̂AH

b̂†d2

]
=

[
e−i2θ cosh r sinh r

sinh r ei2θ cosh r

] [
âAH

â†d2

]
. (149)

Apart from a trivial phase, this is precisely the same Bo-
goliubov relation arising from a two-mode squeezed op-
erator U(ε), Eq. (116). Moreover, the unitary transfor-
mation (148) does not change the incoming or outgoing
vacua. As a result, the “in” vacuum can be regarded as
a two-mode squeezed state for the “out” modes, and the
spontaneous production of outgoing AH modes simulta-
neously describes both the Andreev and Hawking effects,

⟨0in| b̂†AH(ω)b̂AH(ω′) |0in⟩ = δ(ω − ω′) sinh2 r(ω)

= δ(ω − ω′)
[
|Sud2(ω)|2 + |Sd1d2(ω)|2

]
. (150)

Thus, in the quantum optics jargon, the joint AH effect is
nothing else than a non-degenerate parametric amplifier,
where the outgoing AH mode is the signal and the out-
going partner d2 mode is the idler. Furthermore, as dis-
cussed in Eq. (118), the reduced state for the AH mode is

a thermal state, in analogy with the original prediction
of Hawking. Notice, however, that this transformation
applies independently to each frequency, which results in
a ω-dependent effective temperature.

Although the AH mode is very appealing from the the-
oretical point of view, in practice, the channels i, j =
u, d1, d2 are still more convenient since i) they are located
in separated physical regions and ii) quantum states are
typically defined in this basis. Specifically, a most rele-
vant class of quantum states is the family of incoherent
Gaussian states characterized by the following first and
second-order momenta in the incoming basis:

⟨âi(ω)âj(ω
′)⟩ = ⟨âi(ω)⟩ = 0

⟨â†i (ω)âj(ω
′)⟩ , = ni(ω)δijδ(ω − ω′) . (151)

Since the state is Gaussian, any higher-order momen-
tum can be put in terms of these expectation values via
Wick theorem. The above class of states includes ther-
mal states of incoming modes. A typical choice [19, 24] is
that where the incoming modes have thermalized in the
comoving frame of the condensate,

ni(ω) =
1

eβΩi−in(ω) − 1
. (152)

In order to assess the quantumness of the AH effect (151),
we compute the first- and second-order correlation func-
tions of Eqs. (119) and (120) for the “out” modes at
given ω,

gij(ω) ≡ ⟨b̂†i (ω)b̂j(ω)⟩ ,
cij(ω) ≡ ⟨b̂i(ω)b̂j(ω)⟩ , (153)

Γij(ω) ≡ ⟨b̂†i (ω)b̂†j(ω)b̂j(ω)b̂i(ω)⟩ ,

where we obviate all Dirac delta factors.
From the previous definitions, it is easy to show that

the only non-zero first-order correlations are

gII′ = α†
I · αI′ ,

gd2d2 = |αd2|2 − 1, (154)

cId2 = α†
d2 · αI .

On the other hand, since we are working with Gaus-
sian states, the second-order correlation functions are ex-
pressed in terms of the first-order ones as

ΓII′ = gIIgI′I′ + |gII′ |2 = |αI |2|αI′ |2 + |α†
I · αI′ |2,

Γd2d2 = 2g2d2d2 = 2(|αd2|2 − 1)2,

ΓId2 = |cId2|2 + gIIgd2d2 = (155)

= |α†
d2 · αI |2 + |αI |2(|αd2|2 − 1) .

In the above equations, we have compacted the notation
by defining the complex vector

αi(ω) ≡

 Siu(ω)
√

nu(ω)

Sid1(ω)
√
nd1(ω)

Sid2(ω)
√

nd2(ω) + 1

 . (156)
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FIG. 5. Entanglement witness ∆Id2 as function of ω for an incoherent thermal state, Eqs. (151), (152). Different colors label
different temperatures, as indicated in the legend of each panel. a)-c) ∆ud2 for the BH solutions of Fig. 2a-c. d)-f) Same as
a)-c) but for ∆d1d2.

This is equivalent to working with complex vectors αi

with components (αi)j = Sij , but whose scalar product
is given by a metric g = diag[nu, nd1, nd2 + 1].

With the help of the above results, we quantify the
quartic and quadratic CS violations using ∆ij(ω) and
Θij(ω), Eqs. (128), (130), respectively. Notice that, as
explained after Eq. (126), no CS violation is possible for
gud1. Moreover, the condition for quartic CS violation
for the u−d1 channels is equivalent to that for quadratic
CS violation, Θud1 = |gud1|2 − guugd1d1 ≤ 0. Thus, only
the Andreev and Hawking effects can give rise to genuine
quantum correlations, quantified by

∆Id2 = |α†
d2 · αI |2 − |αI |2(|αd2|2 − 1), (157)

ΘId2 = ∆Id2.

Similarly, only normal-anomalous modes can be entan-
gled. For a Gaussian state, entanglement is equivalent to
the condition PId2(ω) < 0, Eq. (141), which here takes
the simple form

PId2 = −∆Id2[(gII + 1)(gd2d2 + 1) − |cId2|2]. (158)

Since (gII + 1)(gd2d2 + 1) ≥ |cId2|2, Eq. (127), we ob-
serve that, for the class of states (151), entanglement,
quadratic and quartic CS violations are all equivalent
conditions, ∆Id2(ω) > 0. Therefore, we can use ∆Id2(ω)
simultaneously as both entanglement and CS witness. By
invoking the pseudounitarity of S, Eq. (56), a simple ex-

plicit expression for ∆Id2 can be derived:

∆Id2 = |SId2|2(1 + nu + nd1 + nd2)

− |Sd2d1|2nu − |Sd2u|2nd1

− |SI′u|2nd1nd2 − |SI′d1|2nund2 − |SI′d2|2nund1,

where I ′ = d1, u is the complementary normal channel
to I = u, d1.

We compute ∆Id2(ω) for different BH solutions assum-
ing a thermal quantum state in the incoming channels,
Eqs. (151), (152). In particular, at zero temperature,
there is entanglement across the whole Andreev-Hawking
spectrum,

∆Id2(ω, T = 0) = |SId2(ω)|2 > 0. (159)

At finite temperature, ni(ω) ̸= 0; in particular, nu(ω) is
the only divergent occupation number since Ωu−in(ω) ∼
ω at low frequencies, while the other comoving frequen-
cies are finite at zero frequency since their wavevector
is ki−in(ω = 0) = kBCL, i = d1, d2. Moreover, by in-
voking pseudounitarity and noting that |Sij(ω)|2 ∼ 1/ω
only for j = d1, d2, we have that |SId2|2 < |Sd2d1|2 in
this regime, which implies that there is no entanglement
close to ω ≃ 0 at finite temperature. On the other side of
the spectrum, ω ≃ ωmax, |SId2(ω)|2 ∼

√
ωmax − ω, and

entanglement is lost again.
The results for the non-resonant BH solutions of Fig.

2 are depicted in Fig. 5. We observe that, for the flat-
profile model (left column), entanglement only survives
at low temperatures and high frequencies for both An-
dreev and Hawking radiation. However, for the delta and
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FIG. 6. Entanglement witness ∆Id2 as function of ω for an incoherent thermal state, Eqs. (151), (152). Different colors label
different temperatures, as indicated in the legend of each panel. a)-b) ∆ud2 for the resonant BH solutions of Fig. 3a-b. c)-d)
Same as a)-b) but for ∆d1d2.

waterfall models (center and right columns, respectively),
entanglement is present even at relatively high tempera-
tures of the order of the chemical potential for Hawking
radiation (upper row), with a significant reduction of the
entanglement signal for Andreev radiation (lower row).
These features can be understood from i) the smallness
of ωmax for the flat-profile model results in large occupa-
tion numbers ni(ω) even at low temperatures, and ii) for
the delta and waterfall models, |Sd1d2(ω)|2 ≪ |Sud2(ω)|2
in the relevant part of the spectrum, explaining the re-
duction of the Andreev entanglement.

The above picture is modified for the resonant struc-
tures of Fig. 3, as shown in Fig. 6. For the double-
delta configuration (left column), there is a strong en-
tanglement signal near the resonant peak, close to the
zero-temperature value even at high temperatures for
both the Andreev and Hawking effects. For the reso-
nant flat-profile configuration (right column), although

entanglement is lost for low temperatures because of the
smallness of ωmax, the Andreev entanglement signal is
now larger than the Hawking one close to the resonant
peak since there |Sd1d2(ω)|2 ≫ |Sud2(ω)|2. These results
clearly demonstrate the potential of resonant structures
for studying the quantumness of the AH effect, in par-
ticular that of the Andreev effect, greatly attenuated in
non-resonant structures.

To conclude the discussion, we examine the physical
implications of both incoherent and Gaussianity condi-
tions. Gaussianity results from the BdG approximation,
see Eq. (28), and it is only expected to be broken in a
strongly interacting regime beyond Bogoliubov. On the
other hand, incoherence results from a stationary descrip-
tion in which the incoming modes that eventually scatter
at the horizon are populated in the asymptotic regions,
for instance by a thermal bath.

If we remove the incoherence in the incoming basis but
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Incoherent Gaussian CS4 CS2 GPH
✓ ✓ ⇔ GPH ⇔ GPH ⇔ Entanglement
✓ × EI ⇔ GPH ⇒ Entanglement
× ✓ EI ⇒ GPH ⇔ Entanglement
× × EI ⇒ GPH ⇒ Entanglement

TABLE I. Logical relations between the different quantum
criteria considered here, where CS2, CS4 stand for quadratic
and quartic CS violations, and EI means “Entanglement in-
dependent”.

not Gaussianity, the GPH criterion is still equivalent to
entanglement. However, the quadratic CS violation be-
comes only a sufficient condition for the GPH criterion
and the quartic CS violation is then independent of the
GPH criterion [see Eq. (143) and ensuing discussion].
On the other hand, if we remove Gaussianity but not
incoherence, the GPH criterion, now only a sufficient en-
tanglement condition, is independent from the quartic
CS violation but equivalent to the quadratic CS viola-
tion. For a general state which is neither Gaussian nor
incoherent in the incoming basis, the quadratic CS viola-
tion is only a sufficient condition for the GPH criterion,
which in turn is a sufficient condition for the presence of
entanglement; all of them are independent from quartic
CS violation. The above logical relations are summarized
in Table I.

E. Experimental considerations and conceptual
exports

Experimental proposals for the detection of CS viola-
tion and entanglement in an analogue context were per-
formed using time-of-flight (TOF) techniques in Ref. [22]
(see also Ref. [120]), and density-density correlations in
Ref. [121]. A regularization procedure for the infinities
arising from the Dirac delta factors ignored in Eq. (153),
based on the use of windowed Fourier transforms, was
presented in Refs. [22, 25] for each experimental scheme.
The first claimed observation of the Hawking effect [30]
was indeed based on the detection of the quadratic CS vi-
olation ∆ud2 > 0 from density-density correlations. Later
observations of the Hawking effect [31, 32], although ex-
hibiting a more accurate agreement with the theoretical
prediction for the Hawking correlations cud2(ω), did not
address the question of entanglement or CS violation.
Entanglement in the Andreev-Hawking effect still repre-
sents an active topic of research, and it can be of interest
for quantum technologies, since then an analogue horizon
behaves as a source of entangled phonons.

Remarkably, the concepts and techniques discussed
here to signal quantum correlations can be exported to
qudits through the P -representation developed in Ref.
[122]. For simplicity, we consider the particular case of a
qubit, i.e., a two-level quantum system consisting of two
states |+⟩ , |−⟩. Furthermore, for the sake of definiteness,
we identify these states as spin projections along the z-

axis of a spin-1/2 particle, σz |±⟩ = ± |±⟩, although the
discussion can be trivially adapted to any type of qubit
using the pseudospin formalism.

The quantum state of a spin-1/2 particle is described
by a 2 × 2 density matrix of the form

ρ =
∑

n,m=±
ρnm |n⟩ ⟨m| =

I2 + B · σ
2

(160)

with In the n × n identity matrix and σ a vector con-
taining the Pauli matrices. The Bloch vector B fully
determines the quantum state, representing the spin po-
larization of the particle, B = ⟨σ⟩ = Tr[σρ], where we
have invoked the trace orthogonality of the Pauli matri-
ces, Tr[σi] = 0, Tr[σiσj ] = 2δij . The above expression for
the quantum state can be regarded as the qubit version
of the Fock expansion (101), where the spin states |±⟩
play the role of the number states |n⟩. The analogue of
the coherent states |α⟩ are the spin-coherent states |n̂⟩,

|n̂⟩ = cos
θ

2
e−iϕ

2 |+⟩ + sin
θ

2
ei

ϕ
2 |−⟩ , (161)

which are spin eigenstates with maximum projec-
tion along the direction of the unit vector n̂ =
[sin θ cosϕ, sin θ sinϕ, cos θ], (n̂ · σ) |n̂⟩ = |n̂⟩. These
states also form an overcomplete basis as

| ⟨n̂|n̂′⟩ |2 =
1 + n̂ · n̂′

2
, 1 =

1

2π

ˆ
dΩ |n̂⟩ ⟨n̂| . (162)

Moreover, there are spin-squeezed states [123], which
play a central role in metrology.

The spin-coherent basis allows for a P -representation,

ρ =

ˆ
dΩ P (n̂) |n̂⟩ ⟨n̂| ,

ˆ
dΩ P (n̂) = 1, (163)

where Ω is the solid angle associated to the unit vector
n̂. The function P (n̂) is also a quasi-probability distri-
bution, representing the spin analogue of the Glauber-
Sudarshan P -function. Since the density matrix (160) is
diagonalized in the |±n̂⟩ basis, with n̂ ∥ B, P (n) can be
always chosen as non-negative for one qubit.

Genuine quantum signatures arise when considering
two spin-1/2 particles, labeled as i, j, whose quantum
states are described by a 4 × 4 density matrix

ρ =
I4 + Bi · σi + Bj · σj + σi ·C · σj

4
(164)

with σi,j the Pauli matrices in each subspace, Bi,j the
individual spin polarizations and C the spin-correlation
matrix. From the definition of separability, Eq. (131),
and by using that any one-qubit state is diagonalized in
the spin-coherent basis, we find that separability is here
equivalent to a non-negative P -representation,

ρ =

ˆ
dΩidΩj P (ni,nj) |nini⟩ ⟨ninj | , P (ni,nj) ≥ 0.

(165)
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Thus, the presence of a negative-valued P function is
automatically a signature of entanglement. This implies
that any CS violation is then a sufficient condition for
entanglement. For instance,

|Tr[C]| = |⟨σi · σj⟩| =

∣∣∣∣ˆ dΩidΩj P (ni,nj)ni · nj

∣∣∣∣
≤
ˆ

dΩidΩj P (ni,nj) |ni · nj |

≤
ˆ

dΩidΩj P (ni,nj) = 1 (166)

is a classical CS inequality, based on the non-negativity
of the P function. Thus,

∆ ≡ −Tr[C] − 1 > 0 (167)

represents a CS violation that provides an entanglement
witness. Qualitatively, we can understand this CS in-
equality from the fact that the classical average of the
scalar product of two unit vectors (such as the spin ori-
entations ni,nj) is never larger than one.

Using the analogies discussed above as a pipeline, and
inspired by the techniques discussed here for the study of
quantum Hawking radiation as well as by the fact that
the Standard Model is based on a relativistic quantum
field theory in a flat spacetime, it was recently shown that
quantum correlations can be also studied at the Large
Hadron Collider (LHC) [53]. In particular, it was proven
that the spin quantum state of a pair of top-antitop
quarks, the most massive fundamental particles known to
exist, can be fully reconstructed from their decay prod-
ucts, implementing the so-called quantum tomography
in quantum information jargon. This is possible because
the large top mass is translated into a short lifetime that
avoids any other process, including hadronization, to af-
fect its spin before the decay.

Another remarkable source of inspiration was the study
of quantum steering in Hawking radiation by Robert-
son, Michel and Parentani [124], which directly moti-
vated the analysis of steering in top quarks [125]. In
general, the study of quantum information in high-energy
physics is becoming an active topic of research (see for
instance Refs. [56, 126–135]). Moreover, the experimen-
tal proposal of Ref. [53] has been implemented by both
the ATLAS and CMS collaborations [54, 55], leading to
the first observation of entanglement in quarks and to
the highest-energy entanglement detection ever achieved.
Specifically, the entanglement witness (167) was directly
measured from the angular distribution of the separation
between the leptons arising from the top-antitop decay,
obtaining ∆ > 0 with more than 5σ (the standard candle
for discovery in particle physics), which also represents
the violation of a CS inequality.

V. BLACK-HOLE LASERS

Another main topic of research involving resonant
analogue configurations is the so-called black-hole laser

(BHL) [47]. The BHL effect emerges in a configuration
similar to that of resonant BH solutions, but now the
asymptotic downstream region is again subsonic. As a
result, a BHL displays a pair of BH/WH horizons, and
the resulting finite-size supersonic cavity becomes unsta-
ble due to the successive bouncing of Hawking radiation
between the horizons. In condensates, the BHL effect
arises due to the superluminal Bogoliubov dispersion re-
lation, which allows the d2-in mode to travel back to the
BH horizon.

Qualitatively, we can understand the BHL instability
as the partner d2 modes from the Andreev-Hawking effect
being reflected at the WH horizon as d2-in modes that
bounce back towards the BH, further stimulating the pro-
duction of Andreev-Hawking radiation and thus leading
to a process of self-amplification, similar to that occur-
ring in a lasing cavity. Quantitatively, the BHL effect is
characterized by a discrete BdG spectrum of dynamical
instabilities, computed by extending the usual scatter-
ing problem [see Eq. (72) and subsequent discussion] to
complex frequencies and retaining only the asymptoti-
cally bounded modes outside the cavity. This procedure
bears some resemblance to the computation of the dis-
crete spectrum of bound states for an attractive potential
in the Schrödinger equation, where the usual scattering
problem for positive energies is extended to negative en-
ergies, keeping only the exponentially decaying solutions
at infinity.

A systematic procedure for the quantization of the
unstable lasing modes was provided by Finazzi and
Parentani [61]. For simplicity, we discuss the case of a
single unstable BdG mode zI with complex frequency
ω = γ + iΓ, where γ is the real, oscillatory part of the
frequency, and Γ is the imaginary part of the frequency,
determining the growth rate of the instability. We also
assume that the mode is non-degenerate, which means
that γ ̸= 0 so ω ̸= −ω∗. In general, any dynamically
unstable mode zI has associated a stable mode zS with
frequency ω∗ [57]. Their eigenvalue equation reads

M0zI = ωzI , M0zS = ω∗zS , (168)

with M0 the BdG matrix operator, Eq. (12). Because
of their complex frequency, both modes have zero norm
(zS |zS) = (zI |zI) = 0; see Eq. (15). However, we can
choose their normalization such that

(zS |zI) = −(z̄I |z̄S) = 1 (169)

Properly normalized states are defined through

Z+ ≡ 1√
2

(zI + zS), Z− ≡ 1√
2

(z̄I − z̄S), (170)

satisfying

(Z+|Z+) = (Z−|Z−) = 1, (Z̄−|Z+) = (Z−|Z+) = 0.
(171)

As a result, their quantum amplitudes

â± = (Z±|Φ̂), (172)
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do behave as proper annihilation operators. Their time
evolution is easily derived from the quantum amplitudes
of the original complex eigenmodes,

âI = (zS |Φ̂) =
1√
2

(â++â†−), âS = (zI |Φ̂) =
1√
2

(â+−â†−).

(173)
which evolve as expected from Eq. (25),

i∂tâI = (zS |M0Φ̂) = ωâI =⇒ âI(t) = âIe
−iωt,

i∂tâS = (zI |M0Φ̂) = ω∗âS =⇒ âS(t) = âSe
−iω∗t.

To invert the relation, it is quite convenient to employ
matrix notation. First, Eq. (173) can be rewritten as[

âI
âS

]
= U

[
â+
â†−

]
, U ≡ e−iπ

4 σyσz =
1√
2

[
1 1
1 −1

]
.

(174)
The matrix U = U† = U−1 describes a spin inversion in
the x-y plane plus a rotation of π/2 around the y-axis,
satisfying UσzU

† = U†σzU = σx. In this notation, the
time evolution of the unstable amplitudes simply reads[

âI(t)
âS(t)

]
=

[
e−iωtâI
e−iω∗tâS

]
= e−iγteΓtσz

[
âI
âS

]
. (175)

As a result, we trivially find[
â+(t)

â†−(t)

]
= U†

[
âI(t)
âS(t)

]
= e−iγteΓtσx

[
â+
â†−

]
(176)

= e−iγt

[
cosh Γt sinh Γt
sinh Γt cosh Γt

] [
â+
â†−

]
.

This is a similar evolution to that of a non-degenerate
parametric amplifier. This can be better seen by examin-
ing the contribution from these modes to the field spinor
Φ̂ of Eq. (22),

Φ̂L = Z+â+ + Z−â− + Z̄+â
†
+ + Z̄−â

†
−

= zI âI + zS âS + z̄I â
†
I + z̄S â

†
S . (177)

When inserted in the Bogoliubov expansion for the
grand-canonical energy (28), we obtain an orthogonal
contribution to that of the regular Bogoliubov sector with
real frequencies,

K̂L =
1

2
(Φ̂L|M0Φ̂L) =

[
â†+ â−

]
(γσz − Γσy)

[
â+
â†−

]
= γ(â†+â+ − â†−â−) + iΓ(â†+â

†
− − â+â−), (178)

where we neglect zero-point contributions. This explic-
itly shows that, apart from a global phase, the time evolu-
tion of a dynamical instability can be regarded as a non-
degenerate parametric amplifier whose amplitude grows
linearly in time, ε = Γt [see Eq. (116) and ensuing discus-
sion]. Indeed, the time evolution of a BHL is similar to
that of an unstable harmonic oscillator, which behaves

as a degenerate parametric amplifier described by the
Hamiltonian

Ĥ = ω
p̂2 − q̂2

2
= −ω

(â†)2 + â2

2
. (179)

The resulting time evolution operator e−iĤt is just the
squeezing operator (97) with a linearly increasing ampli-
tude ε = iωt.

Another remarkable consequence of dynamical insta-
bility is that there is no well-defined vacuum [136]. This is
immediately seen by noticing that any Bogoliubov trans-
formation[

b̂+
b̂†−

]
= euσx

[
â+
â†−

]
=

[
coshu sinhu
sinhu coshu

] [
â+
â†−

]
,

(180)

leaves invariant K̂L, with each b̂± giving rise to a different
vacuum.

Returning to the BHL, the above quantization proce-
dure is applied separately to each unstable lasing mode.
Due to the exponential growth of the amplitudes, at some
point the Bogoliubov approximation ceases to be valid
and one needs to take into account higher-order interact-
ing terms to describe the dynamics. Consequently, we
separate our discussion of the BHL effect following the
three different stages of its time evolution: i) short times,
when the dynamics is still governed by the linear BdG
equations; ii) intermediate times, when the evolution is
driven solely by the dominant unstable mode up to the
saturation regime, where the full interacting Hamiltonian
is required again; and iii) long times, when the system
reaches its final state after the collapse of the metastable
state reached in the saturation regime.

A. Short times: Linear and non-linear spectra

The microscopic derivation of Ref. [61] was extended
in another seminal work by Michel and Parentani [68]
using a simple analytical model based on the flat-profile
configuration, Fig. 2a, where the flow velocity is homo-
geneous, v(x) = q, and the speed of sound is changed to
c(x) = c2 < q for |x| < L/2, Fig. 7a (we still set the
asymptotic subsonic sound speed to cu = 1). We label
this stationary BHL solution as ΨBHL.

The discrete BdG spectrum of complex frequencies
arising from ΨBHL is depicted in Fig. 7d as a function of
L. The critical lengths of the cavity L = Ln at which the
n-th dynamically unstable mode emerges (vertical solid
lines) are given by

Ln =
φ0 + 2πn

kBCL
= L0 + nλBCL , n = 0, 1 . . . (181)

where

φ0 = 2 arctan

√
1 − q2

q2 − c22
, kBCL = 2

√
q2 − c22. (182)
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FIG. 7. a)-c) BHL solutions resulting from mirroring the BH solutions of Figs. 2a-c. d)-f) Linear BdG spectrum of dynamical
instabilities for the BHL solutions of a)-c). Solid (dashed) lines represent the imaginary (real) part Γn (γn) of the complex
frequency ωn. The dash-dotted blue line is the inverse of the round-trip time. Solid (dashed) vertical lines mark the critical
lengths Ln (Lm+1/2). g)-i) Non-linear spectrum of stationary GP solutions Ψn for the background configurations of a)-c),
where the color code is chosen to match the associated lasing modes in d)-f). The density profile of the initial BHL solutions
a)-c) is depicted as solid blue.

This equation can be simply understood as that, af-
ter some threshold length L0 = φ0/kBCL at which the
first unstable lasing mode appears, the cavity gives birth
to a new unstable mode each BCL wavelength λBCL =
2π/kBCL. The lasing modes are initially degenerate, i.e.,
they have purely imaginary frequency, ωn = iΓn. At
lengths L > Ln+1/2, with Ln+1/2 obtained by inserting
half-integer values n + 1/2 in the above equation (verti-
cal dashed lines), the n-th unstable mode becomes non-
degenerate, developing a non-vanishing real part of the
frequency γn ̸= 0. The dominant mode is that with
the largest growth rate Γn, and determines the overall
growth rate Γ of the lasing instability, Γ = maxn Γn. For
short cavities, this is typically the mode with the largest
n. However, as the cavity becomes longer and longer,
the competition between the different unstable modes
becomes stronger and stronger. We can compare these

exact results with an estimation for the growth rate re-
sulting from the qualitative picture of bouncing Hawking
radiation, Γ ∼ 1/τRT, with τRT the roundtrip time for a
zero-frequency d2 mode to travel back and forth between
the horizons; the zero-frequency choice is motivated by
the small value of γn of the dominant mode observed in
the plot. The result is depicted in dashed-dotted blue
line, finding that it provides a decent estimation for long
cavities. An elaborated WKB calculation shows a much
more accurate agreement with the exact BdG results [68];
however, it completely misses the existence of degener-
ate unstable modes, which are the dominant ones in short
cavities. Thus, WKB prescriptions can only be used re-
liably in the long-cavity limit.

Interestingly, the work by Michel and Parentani [68]
further established a perfect correspondence between the
emergence of dynamical instabilities in the BdG spec-
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trum and the emergence of non-linear stationary solu-
tions of the GP equation Ψn(x), n = 0, 1 . . .. Specifically,
these are stationary GP solutions for the same underlying
Hamiltonian that are smoothly connected (as a function
of L) to ΨBHL, sharing as a result the same conserved cur-
rent J and chemical potential µ. The correspondence is
shown in Fig. 7g, where the spectrum of stationary non-
linear GP solutions for the largest value of L in Fig. 7d is
represented using the same color code of the associated
lasing modes. The GP solution Ψn(x) first emerges at
L = Ln as a sinusoidal oscillation around the supersonic
cavity with the BCL wavelength [see for instance Ψ3(x)
in dashed-dotted magenta] and it eventually becomes a
non-linear cnoidal wave as the cavity enlarges. These so-
lutions have lower grand-canonical energy (30) than the
original BHL solution ΨBHL, following the hierarchy

K[Ψ0] < K[Ψ1] < K[Ψ2] < . . . < K[ΨBHL]. (183)

Michel and Parentani [69] conjectured that all of them
are also dynamically unstable except for the ground state
solution Ψ0(x), which accumulates particles in the cav-
ity in order to become fully subsonic and evaporate the
horizons. It can be proven that the degeneracy break-
ing at L = Ln+1/2 of the n-th unstable mode can be also
attributed to the emergence of a new non-linear GP solu-
tion, but this one is asymmetric and contains one soliton
minimum outside the cavity, thus being energetically un-
favored with respect to the symmetric solutions Ψn(x)
(i.e., their density Ψn(x)|2 has even parity with respect
to the center of the lasing cavity). Remarkably, this non-
linear spectrum of solutions is similar to that arising in
a superconductor-normal-superconductor junction [137]
due to the GP-GL analogy.

More realistic BHL models were provided in Ref. [71],
where it was shown that any BH solution leading to a ho-
mogeneous supersonic region, as those of Fig. 2, can be
mirrored to produce a WH solution by parity inversion of
the Hamiltonian and time-reversal symmetry of the GP
wavefunction. By matching the two BH/WH solutions in
the homogeneous supersonic region, one obtains a sym-
metric BHL solution ΨBHL(x) with a homogeneous lasing
cavity of arbitrary length L. Indeed, the flat-profile BHL
solution of Fig. 7a is a particular example of this gen-
eral result. Two more examples are the attractive well
and double-delta BHL solutions of Figs. 7b,c, obtained
from the corresponding waterfall and delta BH solutions
of Figs. 2b,c. Their spectrum of dynamical instabilities
is computed in Figs. 7e,f, which exhibits the same trends
as the flat-profile case. In particular, the critical lengths
Ln at which a new dynamical instability emerges are also
given by Eq. (181), where

φ0 = π, kBCL = 2
√
v2d − c2d = 2

√
1

q2
− q2, (184)

for the attractive-well BHL solution, while for the double-

delta BHL solution

φ0 = 4 arcsin

√
1 − r

2
, kBCL = 2

√
v2d − c2d, (185)

r = c2d

√
2(M2

d − 1)

2Z2c2d +
√
q4 + 8q2(1 − c2d)

,

with Md = vd/cd = q/c3d the supersonic Mach num-
ber and Z the amplitude of the delta barrier; see Eqs.
(68), (70) and ensuing discussion for the details of the
waterfall and delta configurations. Each lasing mode
has again associated a non-linear symmetric GP solution
Ψn(x) smoothly connected to ΨBHL(x) as a function of
the cavity length, Figs. 7h,i. Moreover, the n-th unsta-
ble mode also becomes non-degenerate at L = Ln+1/2,
coinciding with the emergence of an asymmetric GP so-
lution. The inverse of the roundtrip time still provides
an estimation for the growth rate that improves for long
cavities. In summary, all the trends predicted by Michel
and Parentani in Ref. [68] are further confirmed by these
alternative BHL solutions. The only exception is the
appearance of a dynamical instability in the attractive
square well at 0 < L < L0, labeled as the short-length
(SL) mode in Fig. 7e. This instability is not related to
the BHL effect itself but its origin lies in the fact that
ΨBHL(x) is here smoothly connected to the soliton solu-
tion (65) when no potential is present (L = 0). How-
ever, the soliton has larger energy than the homogeneous
plane wave Ψ0(x) = eiqx, which is smoothly connected
to the actual ground state, labeled as GS in Fig. 7h.
Thus, the SL mode is simply a consequence of the ener-
getic instability of the BHL solution for any L > 0. This
provides further numerical evidence for the conjecture of
Ref. [69]: in flowing scattering configurations, energetic
and dynamical instability are equivalent conditions.

B. Intermediate times: Quantum amplification in
the BHL-BCL crossover

The exponential amplification of the dominant lasing
mode drives the linear Bogoliubov dynamics for times
Γt ≳ 1 until the saturation regime, when it typically
reaches the non-linear stationary GP solution with the
largest n. However, due to the energetic instability of
the supersonic cavity, the exponential growth of the dom-
inant lasing mode can be overshadowed by the coherent
stimulation of the BCL wave resulting from the presence
of an obstacle in the flow. For instance, this can be the
case of the WH horizon itself in strongly time-dependent
configurations [77, 78], far from the fine-tuned stationary
BHL solutions of Fig. 7. Moreover, since the dominant
mode has a small real part of the frequency, it contains
wavevectors close to that of the BCL mode, something
that strongly complicates their clear distinction in real
setups [29, 32, 74–81]. This leads to a strong competi-
tion between the BCL and BHL mechanisms.
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 8. Schematic depiction of the three different regimes of the BHL-BCL crossover using an analogy with an unstable
pendulum. (a) Quantum BHL: Quantum fluctuations cause the unstable equilibrium position to collapse. (b) Classical BHL:
A small kick on the pendulum displaces it some angle θ from the unstable equilibrium position, falling down with a well-
defined classical trajectory as a result. (c) BCL: An external force (horizontal arrows) pushes the pendulum out of equilibrium,
governing the dynamics instead of gravity.

We can understand coherent BCL stimulation from a
simple model based on linear response theory [72]. We
consider a general stationary condensate, solution of the
time-independent GP equation (9). At t = 0, a small
external perturbation described by a potential W (x, t) is
introduced. Expanding the GP wavefunction as

Ψ(x, t) = [Ψ0(x) + φ(x, t)] e−iµt (186)

in the time-dependent GP equation (5) leads, at linear
order in the external perturbation, to the classical BdG
equations with a source,

[iℏ∂t −M0]Φ(x, t) = W (x, t)z0(x), (187)

Φ(x, t) =

[
φ(x, t)
φ∗(x, t)

]
, z0(x) =

[
Ψ0(x)

−Ψ∗
0(x)

]
,

where z0 is the zero-frequency Nambu-Goldstone mode
associated to the spontaneous U(1)-symmetry breaking
by the coherent GP wavefunction [138]; see Eq. (217)
and ensuing discussion. This equation can be solved by
performing a classical expansion in terms of the complete
set of BdG eigenmodes, analogous to that of Eq. (22),

Φ(x, t) =
∑
n

an(t)zn(x)e−iωnt + a∗n(t)z̄n(x)eiωnt, (188)

where we subtract here the intrinsic time evolution of
each mode. This leads to

i∂tan = eiωnt(zn|W (t)z0) =⇒ (189)

an(t) = −i

ˆ t

0

dt′ eiωnt
′
(zn|W (t′)z0).

Thus, for sufficiently long times, the amplitude of the
collective modes, corresponding here to the BdG solu-
tions, is determined by the Fourier spectrum of the ex-
ternal perturbation, as expected from the usual theory
of linear response. In the specific case of a supersonic
condensate, since the BCL mode has zero-frequency, it is

resonantly stimulated by any static obstacle in the super-
sonic flow: this is precisely the origin of Landau criterion
for superfluidity. Notice that this stimulation is coher-
ent, imprinted on the GP wavefunction, and thus it has
a completely classical nature.

In order to study the BHL-BCL crossover, we first
approximate the initial background condensate (before
the BHL and/or BCL onsets) within the bulk of the
lasing cavity by a supersonic plane wave of the form
Ψ0(x) ≃ √

n0e
iqx, with an associated healing length ξ0.

For the analysis, we focus on the expectation values of the
density and its correlations, measurable in the laboratory
through in situ imaging after averaging over ensembles of
repetitions of the experiment [27, 29–32]. After expand-
ing the density in terms of the quantum fluctuations of
the background condensate, one obtains

n̂(x, t) = Ψ̂†(x, t)Ψ̂(x, t) = n0 + δn̂(1)(x, t) + δn̂(2)(x, t),

δn̂(1)(x, t) = Ψ∗
0(x)φ̂(x, t) + Ψ0(x)φ̂†(x, t) = z†0σzΦ̂,

δn̂(2)(x, t) = φ̂†(x, t)φ̂(x, t), (190)

where we separate the linear contribution in the field fluc-
tuations δn̂(1)(x, t) [the same of Eq. (47), obtained within
the BdG approximation], from the quadratic contribu-
tion δn̂(2)(x, t). Since dimensional analysis implies that
the quantum fluctuations around Ψ0 scale as φ̂ ∼ 1/

√
ξ0,

we have the scalings

δn̂(1) ∼
√

n0

ξ0
, δn̂(2) ∼ 1

ξ0
. (191)

Using these results, we characterize the BHL and BCL
mechanisms through the first-order correlation function

G(1)(x, t) ≡ ⟨n̂(x, t)⟩
n0

− 1, (192)

which measures the developing density modulation above
the background condensate, and the normalized density-
density correlation function

G(2)(x, x′, t) ≡ n0ξ0g
(2)(x, x′, t), (193)
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which in turn measures the quantum fluctuations around
the density modulation, g(2)(x, x′, t) being the relative
density-density correlation function

g(2)(x, x′, t) ≡ ⟨n̂(x, t)n̂(x′, t)⟩ − ⟨n̂(x, t)⟩ ⟨n̂(x′, t)⟩
n2
0

≃ ⟨δn̂(1)(x, t)δn̂(1)(x′, t)⟩
n2
0

∼ 1

n0ξ0
, (194)

where we take the leading contribution in the Bogoliubov
approximation. The relative density-density correlation
function g(2) quantifies the quantum fluctuations around
the condensate, so we can regard (n0ξ0)−1 as the ini-
tial strength of the quantum fluctuations, which must
be small for the Bogoliubov approximation to be valid,
n0ξ0 ≫ 1. On the other hand, the normalization of G(2)

ensures that it is a dimensionless function that does not
depend explicitly on n0 in the Bogoliubov approxima-
tion, only implicitly through the healing length ξ0. Since
both BHL and BCL mechanisms involve modes with well-
defined wavevectors within the lasing cavity, we will use
the Fourier transforms in the supersonic region of the
above observables as figures of merit,

G
(1)
peak(t) ≡ max

k
|G(1)(k, t)|,

G
(2)
peak(t) ≡ max

k,k′
|G(2)(k, k′, t)|. (195)

In real space, this peaked Fourier structure is translated
as a ripple in the ensemble-averaged density profile and
as a checkerboard pattern in the density-density correla-
tions, respectively.

By borrowing the analogy with an unstable pendulum
from Eq. (179), we can distinguish three main regimes
in the BHL-BCL crossover, represented in Fig. 8, de-
pending on the interplay between quantum fluctuations
and classical BCL stimulation, where the former are con-
trolled by the dimensionless amplitude

AQF ∼ φ̂

Ψ0
∼ δn̂(1)

n0
∼ 1√

n0ξ0
≪ 1, (196)

while the latter is controlled by the relative amplitude of
the coherent BCL wave with respect to the background
condensate,

ABCL ∼ φ

Ψ0
. (197)

1. Quantum BHL

When ABCL ≪ AQF ≪ 1, the BHL instability is purely
triggered by quantum fluctuations (e.g., there is no BCL
stimulation, ABCL = 0), and the dynamics is driven by
the parametric amplification of the dominant lasing mode
zI , whose frequency and quantum amplitude are ω = γ+
iΓ and âI , respectively. The contribution of the dominant
mode to the quantum field fluctuations is

Φ̂(x, t) ≃ eΓt
[
zI(x)e−iγtâI + z̄I(x)eiγtâ†I

]
. (198)

In a quantum BHL, the phase of the amplitude of the
dominant mode is expected to be random and hence
we can take ⟨âI âI⟩ ≃ 0. This assumption yields that

G
(1)
peak, G

(2)
peak behave as

G
(1)
peak(t) ∼ ⟨δn̂(2)⟩

n0
∼ e2Γt

n0ξ0
,

G
(2)
peak(t) ∼ n0ξ0

⟨δn̂(1)δn̂(1)⟩
n2
0

∼ e2Γt. (199)

Hence, for a quantum BHL, the correlation functions

G
(1)
peak(t), G

(2)
peak(t) scale quadratically in the field fluc-

tuations. In the case of G
(1)
peak, this is because the Z2

symmetry of a purely quantum BHL sets ⟨φ̂(x, t)⟩ = 0
and thus, ⟨δn̂(1)(x, t)⟩ = 0, as originally discussed by
Michel and Parentani [69].

In the pendulum analogy, the unstable equilibrium po-
sition is the initial BHL solution and gravity is the lasing
instability. Due to the Heisenberg uncertainty principle,
the unstable equilibrium position collapses at the quan-
tum level, and then the pendulum falls, Fig. 8a. This is
akin to the parametric amplification of the lasing insta-
bility, where the Z2 symmetry can be understood as that
of the unstable equilibrium position of the pendulum.

The exponential growth of the dominant mode ceases
when the system reaches the saturation regime, corre-
sponding to one of the stationary GP solutions of the
spectrum, where the density modulation becomes of the

order of the background density itself, G
(1)
peak ∼ 1; see

lower row of Fig. 7. Since this saturation stems from the
amplification of the quantum fluctuations of the domi-

nant mode, we also have that g
(2)
sat ∼ 1. As a result,

the saturation values of both correlation functions are
roughly

G
(1)
sat ∼ 1 ∼ e2Γtsat

n0ξ0
,

G
(2)
sat ∼ n0ξ0 ∼ e2Γtsat , (200)

where tsat is the time needed to reach saturation,

tsat ∼
lnn0ξ0

2Γ
. (201)

2. Classical BHL

Here, AQF ≪ ABCL ≪ 1, so BHL amplification still
dominates the dynamics but the seed of the instability is
now the classical amplitude of the BCL wave in the con-
densate, leading to a well-defined mean-field trajectory.
Specifically, the perturbation of the flow gives a classical
coherent amplitude to the dominant lasing mode through
the stimulation of the BCL wave [see Eq. (186) and sub-
sequent results], which is then exponentially amplified as

Φ(x, t) ≃ eΓt
[
zI(x)e−iγtaI + z̄I(x)eiγta∗I

]
. (202)
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Hence, ⟨δn̂(1)⟩ ≠ 0, and the Z2 symmetry is broken,

G
(1)
peak(t) ∼ ⟨δn̂(1)⟩

n0
∼ ABCLe

Γt cos(γt + δ), (203)

with δ some phase. Precisely because of its classical de-
terministic character, at the linear level the BCL am-
plitude does not show up in the density-density correla-

tion function and G
(2)
peak(t) still follows Eq. (199) in this

regime. Therefore, the Z2 symmetry-breaking implies
now

G
(1)
peak(t) ∼ eΓt, G

(2)
peak(t) ∼ e2Γt. (204)

In the pendulum analogy, a classical BHL is akin to
separate the pendulum some small angle θ from its equi-
librium position, which consequently falls following a
well-defined classical trajectory, Fig. 8b. Here, the an-
gle θ plays the role of the Cherenkov amplitude ABCL

that seeds the BHL instability, breaking the original Z2

symmetry of the problem.

In the saturation regime, G
(1)
peak ∼ 1, which now implies

that

G
(1)
sat ∼ 1 ∼ ABCLe

Γtsat . (205)

Therefore, the saturation time is predicted to behave as

tsat ∼ − lnABCL

Γ
, (206)

and then

G
(2)
sat ∼ e2Γtsat ∼ A−2

BCL. (207)

3. BCL

When the BCL amplitude is highly non-linear, AQF ≪
ABCL ∼ 1, it dominates the mean-field dynamics to-
wards the saturation regime, overshadowing the lasing
mechanism. Since the BCL stimulation depends on the
specific perturbation of the flow [see Eq. (189)], in gen-
eral, no analytical formula is available for the evolution

of G
(1)
peak(t), G

(2)
peak(t). In the pendulum analogy, the BCL

regime is akin to applying a strong external force to the
pendulum that overcomes gravity, Fig. 8c, so its evolu-
tion depends on the specific force.

Regarding saturation, a large BCL amplitude is no
longer described by linear response theory, but it rather
requires the full GP equation. The saturation amplitude

then scales as G
(1)
sat ∼ A2

BCL by definition of BCL ampli-

tude. Regarding the density fluctuations G(2), the sharp
peaked structure of the BCL wave now acts as a new
mean-field background over which fluctuations evolve.
This gives rise to a checkerboard pattern in the correla-
tion function whose origin is completely different to that
from a BHL, which stems from the exponential amplifi-
cation of the quantum fluctuations of the lasing modes.

Therefore, we can expect G
(2)
sat = F (ABCL), where F is in

general a monotonically increasing function of ABCL that
also depends on the other parameters of the background
flow. Due to the strong BCL stimulation, the saturation
time is essentially limited by tsat ≳ τBCL, where τBCL is
the time that it takes the BCL wave to expand along the
whole lasing cavity.

4. Upshot

All the above scalings were originally derived in Ref.
[81] within a model based on a flat-profile BHL solu-
tion (Fig. 7a) with a delta barrier placed exactly at the
WH horizon to stimulate BCL radiation, which allows to
isolate the contribution of both mechanisms to the dy-
namics, finding a good agreement with numerical results.
Interestingly, it was also stressed there that each regime
of the BHL-BCL crossover can be characterized accord-
ing to its efficiency as a quantum amplifier. Specifically,
we measure the quantum amplification using the relative
density-density correlations. In the initial state,

g
(2)
peak(t = 0) ∼ 1

n0ξ0
≪ 1, (208)

which is the input of the quantum amplifier, while the

output is the saturation value g
(2)
sat. This implies that the

gain of the quantum amplifier G is directly proportional

to the saturation value G
(2)
sat since

G ≡ g
(2)
sat

g
(2)
peak(t = 0)

∝ n0ξ0g
(2)
sat = G

(2)
sat. (209)

For each regime, we find

GQBHL ∼ n0ξ0

GCBHL ∼ e2Γtsat (210)

GBCL ∼ F (ABCL)

This means that a quantum BHL behaves as a non-linear
quantum amplifier since it amplifies the initial quan-
tum fluctuations up to the same saturation amplitude

g
(2)
sat ∼ 1, so the gain depends on the input amplitude

1/n0ξ0. On the other hand, classical BHL and BCL do
behave as linear quantum amplifiers (i.e., their gain do
not depend on the initial quantum strength 1/n0ξ0). In a
classical BHL, the gain is exponentially large in the sat-
uration time tsat, which in turn decreases with the BCL
amplitude ABCL. This is because tsat is the lasing time
during which the exponential amplification of quantum
fluctuations takes place. Hence, for increasing ABCL, the
system starts closer to the saturation regime and less am-
plification is needed to reach it. In the BCL regime, the
gain is exponentially smaller as compared to that of a
classical BHL since there is no microscopic mechanism of
exponential amplification, and the enhancement of quan-
tum fluctuations stems just from the large BCL modula-
tion of the mean-field density. This also implies that the
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G
(1)
peak(t) G

(2)
peak(t) G

(1)
sat G

(2)
sat tsat Monotonic

Quantum BHL ∼ e2Γt/n0ξ0 ∼ e2Γt ∼ 1 ∼ n0ξ0 ∼ lnn0ξ0/2Γ No

Classical BHL ∼ ABCLe
Γt cos(γt+ δ) ∼ e2Γt ∼ 1 ∼ e2Γtsat ∼ A−2

BCL ∼ − lnABCL/Γ No
BCL —– —– ∼ A2

BCL F (ABCL) ≳ τBCL Yes

TABLE II. Summary of the different scalings for the three regimes of the BHL-BCL crossover: quantum BHL, classical BHL, and

BCL. There is no analytical prediction for G
(1)
peak(t), G

(2)
peak(t) in the BCL regime since they depend on the external perturbation.

F (ABCL) is an increasing function of ABCL and τBCL is the time that it takes the BCL wave to reach the black hole. The
column “Monotonic” indicates a monotonic dependence on the background parameters of the flow.

function F (ABCL) determining the gain increases with
ABCL, in stark contrast with the decrease expected for
lasing amplification. Thus, the dependence of the gain
with respect to the BCL amplitude can be used to dis-
tinguish between classical BHL and BCL in experiments.
It is also remarkable that, in the quantum BHL and BCL

regimes, the behavior of G
(1)
peak, G

(2)
peak is correlated since

they are dominated by the same mechanism (either ex-
ponential amplification of quantum fluctuations or clas-
sical BCL stimulation) while classical BHL is a hybrid

regime where G
(1)
peak has a classical nature while G

(2)
peak has

a quantum one. Another qualitative criterion of distin-
guishability is the non-monotonic behavior of the growth
rate of the density ripple and the checkerboard pattern
of the density-density correlations with respect to the pa-
rameters determining the background flow (for instance,
the cavity length L, as shown in central row of Fig. 7),
in contrast with the smooth behavior expected for BCL
stimulation. This non-monotonicity is a typical feature
of resonant structures, and it is also observed in the peak
structure of the Andreev-Hawking spectrum discussed in
Sec. III [20]. A summary of the main results for each
regime is presented in Table II.

C. Long times: Spontaneous Floquet states

As explained, the lasing instability grows up to the sat-
uration regime, where it reaches a certain stationary GP
solution. However, this solution is also dynamically un-
stable, with a lifetime much longer than that of the initial
BHL solution, and eventually collapses. After some (pos-
sibly very long) transient, where it may reach a number of
intermediate metastable GP solutions, it was numerically
observed [70] that the flat-profile BHL of Fig. 7a only has
two possible fates: it either reaches the true ground state
(solid black line in Fig. 7g) or the so-called Continuous
Emission of Solitons (CES) state, where the system self-
oscillates periodically while continuously emitting soli-
tons into the downstream region. Due to its periodic na-
ture, the CES state has been argued to be the bona-fide
black-hole laser [70].

Both trajectories are represented in Figs. 9a,b, where
we show the time evolution of the density |Ψ(x, t)|2 for
two different flat-profile BHL configurations where some
initial noise has been added to trigger the BHL instabil-
ity. We take a short cavity L = 2 in both cases since that

implies a large growth rate for the lasing instability as
well as only one stationary GP solution in the non-linear
spectrum, the ground state Ψ0(x), considerably shorten-
ing the transient towards the final state. In Fig. 9a, for
q = 0.7, c2 = 0.2, the system directly reaches the stable
ground state Ψ0(x) in the saturation regime (vertical red
stripe centered at x = 0). After further increasing the ini-
tial flow velocity to q = 0.9, Fig. 9b, the system also tries
to approach the ground state by increasing the density in
the cavity while expelling a soliton upstream to conserve
particle number; however, now the flow velocity is high
enough to drag the soliton back to the cavity (blue half-
rings at the left of the vertical red stripe), which then
passes to the downstream region and travels along the
flow (diagonal blue lines downstream). The process is
accompanied by the emission of waves (diagonal yellow
lines upstream) to ensure conservation of particle number
and energy. The passage of the dragged soliton through
the cavity restarts the process, giving rise to a periodic
behavior; this is the physical mechanism behind the CES
state.

The final state only depends on the background pa-
rameters of the flow (L, q, c2), being quite insensitive to
the particular details of the transient or the initial noise.
This gives rise to a dynamical phase diagram, shown
in Fig. 9c as a function of (L, q) for fixed c2 = 0.2.
Above the green region of dynamical stability (denoted
as DS), whose upper boundary is given by the condition
L = L0(q, c2) [see Eqs. (181), (182)], the initial BHL
solution first asymptotically reaches the ground state,
denoted as GS (blue region). Above some critical flow
velocity q = qc(L, c2), numerically obtained, the final
state is the CES state, which can be then regarded as
a non-linear extension of the Landau criterion (red re-
gion). Later work [82] numerically showed that the final
fate of BHL solutions from an attractive well (Fig. 7h)
is also either the ground state or the CES state, suggest-
ing the universality of the long-time behavior of a BHL.
Moreover, it was observed that the same CES state can
be reached even without starting from a BHL solution,
indicating that the CES state is an intrinsic state of the
system, and not some fine-tuned trajectory.

This observation, along with the periodicity of the CES
state, led to identify a novel type of quantum state [83]:
the so-called spontaneous Floquet state, which is a state
of a time-independent Hamiltonian that oscillates like
a Floquet state due to many-body interactions, with-
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FIG. 9. a) Spatio-temporal density profile |Ψ(x, t)|2 for an initial flat-profile BHL solution with c2 = 0.2, L = 2 and q = 0.7.
Some random noise is initially added to trigger the BHL instability. b) Same as a) but now q = 0.9. c) Phase diagram as a
function of (L, q) with fixed c2 = 0.2 for the final state of a flat-profile BHL, where SB denotes that the cavity is subsonic and
DS denotes the dynamically stable region. d) Fourier spectrum |Ψ(x, ω)|2 of the simulation in b) once in the CES state.

out the need of external periodic driving. The emer-
gence of a spontaneous Floquet state can be seen by
further examining the time-dependent GP equation for
a time-independent Hamiltonian, which is a non-linear
Schrödinger equation of the form

i∂tΨ(x, t) = HGP(x, t)Ψ(x, t), (211)

HGP(x, t) = −∂2
x

2
+ V (x) + g(x)|Ψ(x, t)|2,

where we allow for a possible inhomogeneous coupling
constant. Notice that the only possible time depen-
dence of HGP(x, t) results from that of the GP wave-
function itself. A periodic density |Ψ(x, t)|2, as that of
the CES state, implies an effective periodic Hamiltonian,
HGP(x, t+T ) = HGP(x, t), where T is the oscillation pe-
riod. Self-consistently, Ψ(x, t) becomes a Floquet state

of its own periodic Hamiltonian,

Ψ(x, t) = Ψ0(x, t)e−iµ̃t, Ψ0(x, t) =

∞∑
n=−∞

un(x)e−inω0t,

(212)
with Ψ0(x, t+T ) = Ψ0(x, t), ω0 = 2π/T , and µ̃ the quasi-
chemical potential, defined modulo ω0. By inserting this
expansion into the GP equation, we get self-consistent
equations for the Floquet components un(x),

nω0un(x) =

[
−∂2

x

2
+ V (x) − µ̃

]
un(x) (213)

+

∞∑
m=−∞

∞∑
k=−∞

g(x)u∗
k(x)uk+n−m(x)um(x).

The CES state provides a particular example of spon-
taneous Floquet state, as can be seen from its Fourier
transform Ψ(x, ω), represented in Fig. 9d. We observe
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FIG. 10. a) Dynamical phase diagram for the final state of an initially subsonic flowing condensate Ψ(x, 0) = eiqx, in which an
attractive delta barrier V (x) = −Zδ(x) is quenched at t = 0, as a function of (Z, q). (b) Critical behavior of the CES frequency
ω0 close to the phase transition along the green lines in (a), where the red line represents a fit to a power law. Main panel:
Velocity dependence. Inset: Delta-strength dependence.

that the Fourier spectrum consists of a series of equis-
paced lines at frequencies ω = µ̃ + nω0, which can be
identified as the Floquet components un(x). The domi-
nant Floquet component has a frequency of the order of
the initial chemical potential ω ≃ q2/2 [notice that for
the flat-profile BHL solution we subtract the interacting
contribution to the chemical potential, as discussed after
Eq. (62)], which we can identify as a non-trivial quasi-
chemical potential µ̃ ̸= 0.

Interestingly, the concept of spontaneous Floquet state
can be extended to any many-body system whose dynam-
ics can be described by a variational ansatz that leads
to an effective self-consistent Hamiltonian like the GP
equation, as proven in Ref. [83]. This includes several
canonical many-body descriptions such as the MultiCon-
figuration Time-Dependent Hartree method for bosons
and fermions [139, 140], the Hartree-Fock equations for
fermions [141], or the Gutzwiller ansatz in Bose-Hubbard
models [142].

Furthermore, since a spontaneous Floquet state breaks
the time-translation symmetry of the underlying Hamil-
tonian, the CES state represents a realization of contin-
uous time crystal [143, 144]. This in stark contrast with
discrete time crystals [145–148], arising in conventional,
driven Floquet systems, where the periodicity is imposed
by the subharmonic response to the external driving and
the resulting symmetry breaking is discrete, not contin-
uous. Actually, the CES state was shown [83] to sat-
isfy typical criteria of robustness (against the presence of
time-dependent disorder or variations of the parameters
of the Hamiltonian), independence from the initial state,
and universality (i.e., it is a feature of a wide class of
Hamiltonians). For instance, a simple realization of the
CES state is achieved by quenching an attractive delta
barrier V (x) = −Zδ(x) at t = 0 in a homogeneous flow-

ing condensate with velocity q, whose initial GP wave-
function is Ψ(x, 0) = eiqx. The resulting dynamics is de-
terministic, and the final state of the system is described
by a similar dynamical phase diagram solely function of
(Z, q), which only displays the ground state at low ve-
locities and the CES state at high velocities, Fig. 10a.
This is an example of dynamical phase transition [149–
151], where the ground state is the symmetry-unbroken
phase, with continuous time translation symmetry, while
the CES state is the time-crystalline phase, with discrete
time translation symmetry. Indeed, as predicted by Re-
naud Parentani himself during our visit to Orsay in 2015,
the oscillation frequency ω0 of a CES state exhibits a
critical behavior close to the phase transition, where the
critical exponents for q, Z (obtained from a fit in Fig.
10b) are both approximately α ≃ β ≃ 0.50, strongly sug-
gesting a possible analytical derivation.

Another remarkable feature of a spontaneous Flo-
quet state is that it conserves energy due to the time-
independence of the underlying Hamiltonian, unlike con-
ventional Floquet systems. After developing the so-called
(t, ϕ) formalism within the generalized Gibbs ensemble
[152–154], Ref. [155] showed that spontaneous Floquet
states have a unique conserved magnitude, the Floquet
charge F , whose conjugate thermodynamic variable is
the frequency ω. This allows to identify spontaneous
Floquet states as isofloquetic, conserving the total en-
ergy, and driven Floquet states as isoperiodic, conserv-
ing the Floquet enthalpy, I = E − ωF , in analogy with
isochoric and isobaric systems, respectively. This char-
acterization gives rise to the so-called Floquet thermody-
namics, which describes Floquet systems with the same
thermodynamical tools as stationary states.

The quantum fluctuations of a spontaneous Floquet
state in an atomic condensate are described by the BdG
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equations resulting from the expansion Ψ̂ = [Ψ0(x, t) +
φ̂(x, t)]e−iµ̃t, namely

i∂tΦ̂ = M(t)Φ̂, M(t) =

[
N(t) A(t)

−A∗(t) −N∗(t)

]
, (214)

where

N(t) = −∂2
x

2
+ V (x) + 2g(x)|Ψ0(x, t)|2 − µ̃,

A(t) = g(x)Ψ2
0(x, t) (215)

are periodic. Since the BdG matrix M(t) is a periodic
linear operator, following conventional Floquet theory,
the spectrum is described in terms of quasi-energy bands,

[M(t) − i∂t]zε,ν(t) = εzε,ν(t), (216)

with zε,ν(x, t + T ) = zε,ν(x, t), ε the quasi-energy (de-
fined again modulo ω0), and ν a discrete index labeling
the solution. This BdG expansion also results from a
conventional Floquet state, which takes the same form
of Eq. (212) but the period T there is imposed by the
external driving, while for a spontaneous Floquet state
T is spontaneously chosen by the system.

Of particular interest is the presence of Nambu-
Goldstone (NG) modes. In a stationary context, if the
GP wavefunction spontaneously breaks one of the con-
tinuous symmetries of the Hamiltonian in such a way
that, if Ψ0(x) is a stationary GP solution, then Ψα(x) =
e−iαGΨ0(x) is another stationary GP solution, a zero-
energy NG mode emerges in the BdG spectrum:

M0zα = 0, zα =

[
∂αΨ0

∂αΨ∗
0

]
=

[
−iGΨ0

i(GΨ0)∗

]
. (217)

This can be proven by expanding the symmetry transfor-
mation to linear order in α, where G is the infinitesimal
generator of the transformation. Since NG modes have
zero norm, their amplitude does not behave as an anni-
hilation operator but instead as a coordinate operator,
with a conjugate momentum that describes the fluctua-
tions of the conserved charge Q associated to the con-
tinuous symmetry [138, 156]. A major example is the
Goldstone mode z0 corresponding to the U(1)-symmetry
breaking, see Eq. (187). When several symmetries are
spontaneously broken, the quantization procedure is el-
egantly described by a geometric formalism involving
the so-called Berry-Gibbs connection, which is the Berry
connection associated to the GP wavefunction, the con-
tinuous parameters of the manifold being the conserved
charges associated to the broken symmetries [155].

For Floquet states, both conventional and sponta-
neous, spontaneous symmetry breaking is translated
into the emergence of Floquet-Nambu-Goldstone (FNG)
modes with zero quasi-energy. In a condensate, this
means [M(t)− i∂t]zα(t) = 0, where zα(t) is now periodic.
In the specific case of a spontaneous Floquet state, a gen-
uine temporal FNG mode arises from the spontaneous
symmetry breaking of time-translational invariance [155].

This is the characteristic hallmark of a bona-fide spon-
taneous Floquet state, reflecting also its time-crystalline
nature, which distinguishes it from trivial periodic behav-
ior such as traveling soliton waves in a ring, which do not
possess a proper temporal FNG mode. The CES state in-
deed has a genuine temporal FNG mode, stemming from
the fact that Ψ0(x, t + t0)e−iµ̃t is also a solution of the
time-dependent GP equation (211) for arbitrary t0.

Interestingly, the quantum amplitude of the tempo-
ral FNG mode provides a unique realization of a time
operator in quantum mechanics, which commutes with
the linear fluctuations of the grand-canonical energy, no
longer vanishing since Ψ0 is not here an extreme of the
grand-canonical energy as it is time-dependent [155].

VI. DISCUSSION

Resonant configurations represent a rich paradigm in
analogue gravity. They display a highly non-thermal
peaked structure in the Andreev and Hawking spec-
tra since they act as a Fabry-Perot resonator for the
negative-energy modes of the Andreev-Hawking effect.
This contrasts with standard analogue configurations,
whose spectra have a marked thermal character which is
easy to misidentify with any other background thermal
component, as in the real astrophysical scenario. An-
other interesting feature of resonant configurations is that
they highly enhance the Andreev signal, which can even
overcome the Hawking one, while in standard analogue
configurations the former is highly suppressed.

A feasible experimental scheme to implement a res-
onant configuration using atomic condensates relies on
outcoupling a large boson reservoir through an optical
lattice, eventually achieving a quasi-stationary black-hole
configuration. Remarkably, the optical lattice acts as a
low-pass filter of Andreev-Hawking radiation [50], some-
thing that could have potential applications in quantum
transport and atomtronics [157], further motivating the
interest for its experimental implementation.

By applying concepts and techniques originally de-
rived in quantum optics, we can view the joint Andreev-
Hawking effect as a non-degenerate parametric amplifi-
cation of the outgoing modes, where the hybrid Andreev-
Hawking channel is the signal, and the anomalous chan-
nel is the idler. Regarding quantum correlations, we have
analyzed the occurrence of violations of Cauchy-Schwarz
inequalities and entanglement, which are equivalent con-
ditions for a broad and relevant class of quantum states.
We have observed that resonant configurations highly en-
hance entanglement near the resonant peaks of the spec-
trum for both the Andreev and Hawking effects, allowing
for its detection even at high temperatures comparable
to the chemical potential. Thus they improve the per-
formance of standard analogue configurations, where en-
tanglement is highly attenuated with temperature, fading
away at low temperatures in the Andreev case.

The characterization of quantum correlations in the
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Andreev-Hawking effect, including tripartite entangle-
ment [158] and Bell nonlocality [159], is still an active
topic of research, which could lead to potential applica-
tions in quantum technologies, since an analogue horizon
behaves as a spontaneous source of entangled phonons.

An interesting spin-off of the study of quantum cor-
relations in analogue gravity is the research on quan-
tum information in high-energy colliders [53], which is
rapidly becoming a whole topic of research by itself. It
has already led to the first observation of entanglement
in quarks, in turn the highest-energy entanglement detec-
tion ever, by the ATLAS and CMS collaborations [54, 55].
This observation paves the way to use high-energy col-
liders for the study of fundamental quantum problems,
something of great interest due to their genuine relativis-
tic nature and fundamental character, representing the
current frontier of knowledge in Physics. In fact, a num-
ber of experimental analyses searching for genuine quan-
tum signatures at the LHC are currently ongoing.

A most important phenomenon arising in resonant con-
figurations is the black-hole laser effect. For its discus-
sion, we have separated the three main stages of its time
evolution. At short times, the dynamics is governed
by the spectrum of dynamical instabilities in the linear
BdG equations. By analyzing several BHL models, we
have observed the generality of the original predictions
by Michel and Parentani [68], namely: i) the lasing modes
emerge as degenerate at critical lengths equispaced by the
BCL wavelength, becoming non-degenerate at halfway
between the critical lengths; and ii) there is a perfect
correspondence between the emergence and later degen-
eracy breaking of the unstable modes, and the emergence
of stationary GP solutions in the non-linear spectrum.
Our results also confirm the conjecture of Michel and
Parentani [69]: in flowing scattering configurations, ener-
getic and dynamical instability are equivalent conditions,
and the only stable solution is the ground state, which
evaporates all the acoustic horizons to become fully sub-
sonic.

At intermediate times, we have theoretically studied
the BHL-BCL crossover, originally characterized in Ref.
[81]. By invoking the analogy with an unstable pendulum
[57, 61, 63, 81], three regimes can be identified: quantum
BHL, classical BHL, and BCL. Their most characteristic
trait is their efficiency as quantum amplifiers: a quantum
BHL is a non-linear quantum amplifier, increasing quan-
tum fluctuations up to the same saturation amplitude
regardless of their initial strength, while classical BHL
and BCL are linear quantum amplifiers, where the out-
put is proportional to the input. In particular, quantum
amplification in a classical BHL is exponentially large in
the lasing time, and much larger than in the BCL regime,
where there is no microscopic amplification mechanism,
and the amplification just stems from the strong back-
ground modulation induced by the BCL wave. The char-
acterization of each regime as a quantum amplifier can be
complemented with a qualitative analysis of the mono-
tonicity of their growth rate and their quantum gain,

providing practical experimental criteria for the unam-
biguous detection of the BHL effect, a major remaining
challenge in the analogue field. Furthermore, our analysis
identifies the classical BHL regime as the most reachable
target, where the BCL wave fuels the BHL effect by pro-
viding it with a classical seed, instead of undermining
it.

Remarkably, the study of the BHL-BCL crossover has
also allowed to identify novel analogue phenomena [81]
such as Hawking-stimulated white-hole (HSWH) radia-
tion at the start of the BHL process (where the part-
ner modes of the Andreev-Hawking effect stimulate the
continuous spectrum of white-hole radiation [87]), or
quantum BCL-stimulated Hawking radiation (the spon-
taneous resonant Hawking radiation above the nonlin-
ear saturated BCL wave). The analysis can be of in-
terest for other analogue setups in which low-frequency
undulations similar to the BCL wave hinder the BHL ef-
fect [73, 160, 161]. In general, a quantum/classical BHL
provides an ideal testing ground for the study of quan-
tum/classical backreaction [39, 162–164]. Apart from its
intrinsic interest for the analogue field, a BHL behaves
as a quantum amplifier, which could have potential ap-
plications in atomtronics.

At long times, a black-hole laser exhibits a dynam-
ical phase diagram with two states: the ground state,
with continuous time-translation symmetry, and the CES
state, with discrete time-translation symmetry, result-
ing from its periodic nature. Indeed, the CES state is
a universal feature of a flowing condensate, representing
a particular example of the much more general concept
of spontaneous Floquet state [83]: a Floquet state arising
from a time-independent Hamiltonian, whose periodicity
is spontaneously set by many-body interactions.

Spontaneous Floquet states are by themselves a novel
non-equilibrium paradigm. For instance, they conserve
energy, in contrast to conventional Floquet states, which
in turn conserve the so-called Floquet enthalpy as they
arise from periodically driven Hamiltonians, operating at
fixed frequency. These conserved magnitudes allow for a
thermodynamic description of Floquet states completely
analogous to that of stationary states, which has been
labeled Floquet thermodynamics [155].

Spontaneous Floquet states spontaneously break con-
tinuous time-translation symmetry, representing a spe-
cific realization of a continuous time crystal. This results
in the emergence of a genuine temporal Floquet-Nambu-
Goldstone mode with zero quasi-frequency, whose ampli-
tude provides a unique realization of a time operator in a
tangible condensed-matter setup [155]. We note that the
construction of a time operator is a fundamental subject
in quantum mechanics [165–168]. Therefore, the identi-
fication of a time operator in an analogue gravity setup
provides a rich scenario that could lead to fundamental
research on the quantum foundations of spacetime.

Although our discussion is restricted to atomic conden-
sates, the results of this work can be easily translated to
optical and polaritonic analogues due to the similarity of
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the equations of motion. For instance, Andreev reflection
has been studied in polaritonic condensates [169, 170].
The excitation of a quasi-normal mode from vacuum fluc-
tuations has been recently numerically observed in a res-
onant polaritonic configuration [171]. Quantum correla-
tions in optical and polaritonic analogues have been also
studied [172–175]. Similar periodic states to the CES
state are predicted for polaritons [176].

As a global remark, it must be noted that the low-pass
filter of Andreev-Hawking radiation provided by an op-
tical lattice, the stationary source of entangled phonons
provided by the Hawking effect [32], the behavior of a
black-hole laser as a quantum amplifier, and the spon-
taneous Floquet state represented by the CES state,
demonstrate the potential of interdisciplinary applica-
tions of analogue gravity concepts. This is further sup-
ported by the establishment of a line of research on quan-
tum information in high-energy colliders, conceptually
based on the study of quantum correlation in Andreev-
Hawking radiation.

We would like to conclude by emphasizing the pro-
found influence provided by the intellectual leadership of
Renaud Parentani in the shaping of the field of analogue
gravity. His ideas and inspiration permeate any coherent
narration of the evolution of this research field, and in
particular are ubiquitous in all the results discussed in
the article.
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C. Fey, R. Schützhold, U. Warring, and T. Schaetz,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 180502 (2019).

[11] I. Carusotto and C. Ciuti, Rev. Mod. Phys. 85, 299
(2013).

[12] H. S. Nguyen, D. Gerace, I. Carusotto, D. Sanvitto,
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