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Abstract

We study pair creation out of the vacuum, for a system consist-
ing of a massive Dirac field in 1 + 1 dimensions, contained between a
pair of perfectly reflecting boundaries, one of them oscillating. After
analyzing some general properties of the vacuum-decay process, we
evaluate the corresponding transition amplitude in a Magnus expan-
sion of the S-matrix. We show how this yields, besides the single-pair
creation amplitude, multipair ones, as well as corrections to the single
pair amplitude.

We also apply it to obtain an approximate, yet explicitly unitary
expression for the Bogoliubov transformation between the in and out
Fock spaces.

1 Introduction
Startling macroscopic phenomena arise when quantum fields are subjected to
non-trivial boundary conditions. Among them, the Casimir effect [1] stands
out as a prime example. In its static version, it manifests itself in the ex-
istence of forces which reflect the dependence of the vacuum energy on the
boundary conditions. This subject of study is the so called static Casimir
effect (SCE) [2]. On the other hand, the dynamical Casimir effect [3] (DCE),
delves with time-dependent changes in the boundary conditions. Within the
general framework of the DCE, we consider here a Dirac field, in a situation
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where the geometry of the boundaries changes, while the (bag model) condi-
tions they impose is unaltered. Under these assumptions, the DCE observ-
ables manifest features of the space-time geometry swept by the boundaries.
A particularly interesting effect is, under the appropriate circumstances, the
creation of particles out of the vacuum state. Those particles are real quanta
of the field, their nature being inherited from that of the field upon which the
boundary conditions are imposed. For instance, photons are emitted when
the boundaries are perfect electromagnetic conductors, and fermion pairs
when bag conditions [4] are imposed upon a Dirac field. The latter is the
kind of system we are interested in, among other reasons because it may be
relevant in Condensed Matter Physics, since Dirac fields, specially in lower
dimensions, appear as ingredients of many continuum models [5].

In [6] the fermionic DCE for a massless Dirac field in 1 + 1 dimensions,
satisfying bag conditions on two moving boundaries, has been been studied.
In [7] we used a perturbative approach, applicable to either massive or mass-
less Dirac fermions, to study fermion pair creation in an oscillating cavity,
also in 1 + 1 dimensions, to the lowest non-trivial order in the amplitude of
oscillation. It is the aim of this paper to improve upon that calculation, by
performing a different, yet related expansion: firstly, we just assume the part
of the action taken as perturbation to be small (in comparison to the un-
perturbed action). This approach keeps reparametrization invariance for the
curves swept by the boundaries, even when working at the lowest non-trivial
order in the new expansion. By the same token, relativistic corrections are
incorporated, since the perturbation involves a Lorentz factor. Secondly, we
use a Magnus expansion to derive transition probabilities, and interpret its
implications from the point of view of the vacuum decay amplitudes, and for
the mapping between in and out Fock spaces.

The paper is structured as follows: in Sect. 2 we define the model to be
considered, briefly reviewing its main aspects. Then, in Sect. 3, we discuss
some general aspects of the pair creation phenomenon, and in Sect. 4 we deal
with the perturbative evaluation of the decay amplitude, in the context of
the Magnus expansion. The latter is applied to obtain an explicitly unitary
approximation for the Bogoliubov transformation, in Sect. 5. Finally, in
Sect. 6 we convey our conclusions.

2 The model
The model we consider here has already been studied, to the lowest non-
trivial order, in [7] (we refer to that work for the properties which here are
applied without demonstration). The system consists of a Dirac field (ψ, ψ̄)
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in 1+1 dimensions which is subjected to bag boundary conditions by means of
its coupling to a ‘potential’ V , the role of which is to impose the appropriate
boundary conditions of the two borders (see below). The real-time action S
for the system is given by

S(ψ̄, ψ;V ) =
∫
d2x ψ̄

(
i ̸∂ −m− V

)
ψ , (1)

where m is the mass of the fermions. We adopt conventions such that
Planck’s constant ℏ and the speed of light c, are both set equal to 1. Space-
time coordinates are denoted by xµ (with µ = 0, 1 and x0 = t), and the
Minkowski metric is (gµν) ≡ diag(1,−1). For Dirac’s γ matrices, we choose
the representation γ0 ≡ σ1, γ1 ≡ iσ3, where σi (i = 1, 2, 3) are the standard
Pauli’s matrices.

Finally, we deal with the form of V which is required in order to impose
the desired boundary conditions, in the approach outlined in [8, 9]. The
field is assumed to be in the presence of two walls, labeled by L and R, but,
contrary to what we did in [7], we now assume that L moves while R remains
static. The first moves along the trajectory x1 = η(x0), while R remains at
the position x1 = a. This motion is constrained so that the walls do not
overlap, i.e., η(x0) < a.

Recalling [7, 10], the potential V for this scenario assumes the form:

V (x) = gL γ
−1(u) δ[x1 − η(x0)] + gR δ(x1 − a) , (2)

where γ(u) = 1/
√

1− u2 denotes the instantaneous Lorentz factor as a func-
tion of u = u(x0) ≡ η̇(x0). The dimensionless constants gL and gR deter-
mine the nature of the resulting boundary conditions: values differing from
2, result in imperfect boundary conditions, allowing for the possibility of
some current escaping from, or coming into, the cavity. Conversely, setting
gL = gR = 2 establishes ‘bag’ boundary condition as shown in [8]. For the
sake of completeness, we summarize those conditions, for the case at hand.
To that end, we introduce the projectors: PL(x0) = 1+i ̸n̂L(x0)

2 , for the mov-
ing boundary at L, and PR = 1+i ̸n̂R

2 , for the static one at R. Here, the unit
normals are given by:

n̂L(x0) = γ(η̇(x0))
(
η̇(x0), 1

)
, n̂R = (0,−1) , (3)

and the boundary conditions become:

PL(x0)ψ
(
x0, η(x0)+) = 0 = PR ψ(x0, a−) , (4)

where the + and − superscripts indicate ‘lateral’ limits, approaching the
respective point from the right and from the left, respectively.
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3 Pair creation
We want to compute the probability of vacuum decay, due to the motion of
the L wall. We make the usual assumptions of a finite temporal extent for the
external perturbation of a system, so that both the initial state (vacuum) and
the final state can be characterized in terms of the states of the Fock space
of a free Hamiltonian: the in and out spaces. In our case, that Hamiltonian
shall be the one corresponding to a situation where both boundaries are
static, and at the same distance before and after the motion occurs.

To be more explicit, we split the action as follows:

S = S0 + SI , (5)

with

S0(ψ̄, ψ) ≡
∫
d2x ψ̄(x)

(
i/∂ −m− V0(x)

)
ψ(x) , (6)

SI(ψ̄, ψ, η) ≡ −
∫
d2x ψ̄(x)φ(x)ψ(x) , (7)

and:
V0(x) ≡ 2

[
δ(x1) + δ(x1 − a)

]
,

φ(x) ≡ 2
[
γ−1(η̇(x0)) δ(x1 − η(x0)) − δ(x1)

]
.

(8)

Note that, contrary to our previous work with similar models, we are
not expanding the perturbation in powers of the departure η, keeping just
the lowest (linear) order term. On the contrary, we develop the expansion
keeping the structure for φ, and in principle also the γ factor which accounts
for relativistic corrections.

The free piece, S0, determines the basis of eigenstates of the Dirac oper-
ator with the boundary conditions which result from (4) when η ≡ 0. In the
case at hand, this implies finding the solutions to:

(i/∂ −m)ψ(x) = 0 , (9)

with the boundary conditions:

1 + iγ1

2 ψ(x0, 0+) = 0 = 1− iγ1

2 ψ(x0, a−) . (10)

A convenient basis of solutions to this system is the following:

ψp,±(x1) = 1√
m+ aE2

p

(
±Ep sin(px1)

p cos(px1) +m sin(px1)

)
, (11)
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where the + sign corresponds to positive (Ep) energy solutions and − to
negative (−Ep) energy ones. In both cases Ep ≡

√
p2 +m2 and the values of

p are determined by the transcendental equation:

ma sinc(pa) + cos(pa) = 0 , (12)

where the sinc function is, in our conventions, defined as: sincx = sin x
x

.
The solutions are orthogonal and normalized as follows:∫ a

0
dx1 ψ†

p,σ(x1)ψp′,σ′(x1) = δp,p′ δσ,σ′ . (13)

The spectrum of the system is discrete, and the interchange p→ −p does
not yield an independent solution. Thus, it is sufficient to consider (as we
do) p assuming non-negative values only.

When m = 0, the spectrum becomes: |Epn| = pn = (n+ 1
2)π

a
with n =

0, 1, . . . Solutions are labeled by the index pn, which is related to the particles’
spatial momenta when the size of the cavity tends to infinity, i.e., in the
limit a→∞. For practical purposes, we will use the term momenta to refer
specifically to the index pn.

Both the in and out spaces are isomorphic, and the associated annihi-
lation and creation operators correspond to a conveniently chosen basis of
solutions to the above equation. For instance, the mode expansion for the in
field operator (we omit the ‘in’ label in both the field and the operators),

ψ(x) =
∑

k

[
bk e

−iEkx0
uk(x1) + d†

k e
iEkx0

vk(x1)
]
, (14)

where uk(x1) ≡ ψk,+(x1) and vk(x1) ≡ ψk,−(x1), with b†
k and d†

k being creation
operators of fermions and anti-fermions, respectively. With the normalization
we have chosen for the solutions to the Dirac equation, the only non-vanishing
anti-commutators among these operators are:

{bk , b
†
p} = δkp , {dk , d

†
p} = δkp . (15)

Also note that a single non-negative discrete label is sufficient to charac-
terize either a fermion or anti-fermion state.

Before actually calculating the decay probability amplitudes, we see that,
since fermion number is conserved, the vacuum can only decay into one or
more fermion anti-fermion pairs. Let us first see how, for the action we are
considering, the knowing of just the single pair creation amplitude, all the
multiple pair ones can be obtained by Wick’s theorem combinatorics and
knowedge of the single pair decay amplitude. Indeed, assume that we want
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to consider a rather general vacuum decay amplitude, from the vacuum to a
certain number, n say, of fermion pairs. A rather straightforward calculation
shows that the reduction formulae [11] can be adapted to this system: indeed,
the connected transition amplitudes are determined by the corresponding
Green’s function. In this case (n pairs), it then involves a number n of ψ
and ψ̄ legs. To obtain the amplitude from such a Green’s function, one acts
with the inverse of the free propagator (in our case: the one in the presence
of static walls) on the legs of the function, and then attaches the respective
free spinor. In other words, the procedure is rather similar to the one used in
order to extract scattering amplitudes in free space, the difference being in
fact that the free evolution and wave functions correspond to a static cavity.

Since the full action of the system is quadratic in the Dirac field, Wick’s
theorem holds true for that Green’s function: it can be written in terms of
combinations invoving pairings, albeit with a contraction SF , the exact Dirac
propagator in the presence of a moving boundary:

SF (x, y) ≡ ⟨0|T [ψ(x)ψ̄(y)] |0⟩ , (16)

which satisfies:

(i ̸∂x −m− V (x))SF (x, y) = i δ2(x− y) . (17)

All the contributions to the n-pair amplitude can then be written in
terms of that propagator (which, in general, one cannot calculate exactly in
closed form). On the other hand, using the reduction formalism, the basic
amplitude, corresponding to the creation of a fermion anti-fermion pair, with
labels k and p, respectively, may be obtained as follows:

⟨k, p; out|0; in⟩ =
∫
d2x

∫
d2y ūk(x1) eiEkx0×

(i ̸∂x −m− V0(x1))SF (x, y) (i←−̸∂y +m+ V0(y1)) eiEpy0
vp(y1) . (18)

This allows us to write in a more explicit form the corresponding exact (yet
formal) matrix elements of the transition amplitude T , (S = I + iT , S:
S-matrix):

Tfi =
∫
dx1

∫
dy1 ūk(x1)M(x1, y1) vp(y1)

M(x1, y1) =
∫
dx0

∫
dy0 ei(Ekx0+Epy0)

[
φ(x)δ2(x− y) + φ(x)S(0)

F (x, y)φ(y)

+
∫
d2zφ(x)S(0)

F (x, z)φ(z)S(0)
F (z, y)φ(y) + . . .

]
. (19)
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Here, we have denoted the initial and final states by |i⟩ and |f⟩ respectively.
We shall have: |i⟩ = |0⟩ and |f⟩ = b†

kd
†
p |0⟩, where b†

p and d†
k create fermions

and anti-fermions, respectively. S(0)
F is the Dirac propagator for the fermions

in the presence of the static boundaries, which is determined by the equation:

(i ̸∂x −m− V0(x))S(0)
F (x, y) = i δ2(x− y) . (20)

Knowing the result for a single pair, it is possible to calculate the prob-
ability amplitude for n-pairs. For example, for the creation of two particle
pairs, we consider the states |i⟩ = |0⟩ and |f⟩ = b†

k1d
†
p1b

†
k2d

†
p2 |0⟩. Using the

reduction formula, the probability amplitude for the creation of two fermion
pairs can be expressed in terms of the single pair amplitude:

⟨k1, p1, k2, p2; out|0; in⟩ = ⟨k1, p1; out|0; in⟩ × ⟨k2, p2; out|0; in⟩
+ ⟨k1, p2; out|0; in⟩ × ⟨k2, p1; out|0; in⟩ .

(21)

Thus, the transition amplitude for multiple pairs can be systematically
constructed from the single pair amplitude by considering all possible combi-
nations of pairings. In the next section, we evaluate the transition probability
within the framework of the interaction representation.

4 Perturbation theory
The S-matrix may be written as follows:

S = 1 + i T = UI(∞,−∞) , (22)

with UI(tf , ti) denoting the evolution operator, from ti to tf , in the interaction
representation, while T is the transition matrix. The probability of fermion
and anti-fermion pair production, will be denoted as Pkp, in consonance with
the indices characterizing the respective momenta p and k.

In the interaction picture, the Hamiltonian for the perturbation becomes:

H′
I(x0) = 2 γ−1(x0)

∑
k,p

[
b†

kbp e
i(Ek−Ep)x0

gkp(η(x0)) + b†
kd

†
p e

i(Ek+Ep)x0
hkp(η(x0))

− dkbp e
−i(Ek+Ep)x0

hkp(η(x0))− dkd
†
p e

−i(Ek−Ep)x0
gkp(η(x0))

]
,

(23)
where, for an arbitrary argument x1, the functions appearing above are given
by:

gkp(x1) ≡ ūk(x1)up(x1) = −v̄k(x1)vp(x1) , (24)
hkp(x1) ≡ ūk(x1)vp(x1) = −v̄k(x1)up(x1) . (25)
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One can check that under the transposition of suffixes they satisfy:

gkp(x1) = gpk(x1) , hkp(x1) = −hpk(x1) , (26)

and that, when m ≡ 0, they adopt a rather simple form:

gkp(x1) = 1
a

sin((k + p)x1) , (27)

hkp(x1) = 1
a

sin((k − p)x1) . (28)

For later use, we render also their approximate form for small amplitudes of
motion, namely, for |η(t)| << a:

gkp(η(t)) ≃ 1
a

(k + p) η(t) , hkp(η(t)) ≃ 1
a

(k − p) η(t) . (29)

To recall the relation between the order in which is calculated the prob-
ability, and the one of the Dyson expansion for the S-matrix, given in terms
of the evolution operator,

S =
∞∑

n=0
S(n) , S(n) = U

(n)
I (+∞,−∞) , (30)

we see that:
Pkp =

∞∑
n=1

P
(n)
kp , P

(n)
kp =

n−1∑
l=1

S
(n−l)
kp

∗
S

(l)
kp , (31)

with S
(l)
kp denoting the lth-order term in the matrix element of the S-matrix.

In a previous work [7], we dealt with the lowest (second) order contribu-
tion to the probability, which involves just the first order term in the Dyson
expansion.

Let us now see how the Dyson expansion above is related to the Magnus
expansion [12], which in this case allows for the evolution operator to be
expressed as an exponential:

UI(t, t0) = exp{−iΩ(t, t0)} , Ω(t0, t0) = 0 , (32)

where the operator Ω(t, t0) can be written as a series:

Ω(t, t0) =
∞∑

n=1
Ωn(t, t0) , (33)
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where the first few terms are:

Ω1(t, t0) =
∫ t

t0
dt1H′

I(t1) ,

Ω2(t, t0) = 1
2

∫ t

t0
dt1

∫ t1

t0
dt2 [H′

I(t1),H′
I(t2)] ,

Ω3(t, t0) = 1
6

∫ t

t0
dt1

∫ t1

t0
dt2

∫ t2

t0
dt3

(
[H′

I(t1), [H′
I(t2),H′

I(t3)]]

+ [H′
I(t3), [H′

I(t2),H′
I(t1)]]

)
.

(34)

An important aspect of this expansion for Ω(t, t0) is its hermiticity at all
orders; namely, unitarity of the evolution operator at every order. In spite
of the previous assertion, of course one can connect the terms in both ex-
pansions, albeit, as we shall see, there is more content to be found than
making this connection. We see that equating the Dyson perturbative series
for UI(∞,−∞) (abbreviated as UI) and the Magnus series,

UI = 1 + (−i)U (1)
I + (−i)2 U

(2)
I + . . . = e−i (Ω1+Ω2+...) , (35)

where Ωn ≡ Ωn(∞,−∞), with the first terms of the series given by:

U
(1)
I = Ω1 , (36)

U
(2)
I = Ω2 + 1

2! (Ω1)2 , (37)

U
(3)
I = Ω3 + 1

2! (Ω1Ω2 + Ω2Ω1) + 1
3! (Ω1)3 . (38)

Let us evaluate now Ω1 and the corresponding contribution to the tran-
sition amplitudes to the first non-trivial order.

4.1 First order
The first term of the Magnus series (33) becomes

Ω1 =
∑
k,p

(
Gkp b

†
kbp −G∗

kp dkd
†
p +Hkp b

†
kd

†
p −H∗

kp dkbp

)
, (39)

where the coefficients Gkp and Hkp are defined as:

Gkp ≡ 2
∫ ∞

−∞
dt ei(Ek−Ep)t γ−1(η̇(t)) gkp(η(t)) , (40)

Hkp ≡ 2
∫ ∞

−∞
dt ei(Ek+Ep)t γ−1(η̇(t))hkp(η(t)) . (41)
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Note that Ω1 inherits the quadratic structure, in creation and annihilation
operators, of the interaction Hamiltonian in (23). In other words, the same
mononials in those operators appear. It is rather straightforward to see that
that kind of quadratic form also appears in all the Ωn: they are also bilinear,
and the same combinations of operators appear (the only ones which preserve
the fermion number). Of course the kernels defining the quadratic form will
in general be different for each order.

The operator structure of (39) implies that, at this order, the only pos-
sibility is the creation of a single particle pair, with the correspoding proba-
bility given by:

P
(1)
kp = | ⟨f |Ω1|i⟩ |2 = |Hkp|2 . (42)

We note that this result coincides with what we would obtain by considering
the modulus squared of the first-order term in the expansion of the transition
amplitude Tfi in (19).

Given the symmetry properties (26), the coefficients Gkp are hermitian
and Hkp are antisymmetric with respect to index swapping:

Gkp = (Gpk)∗ , Hkp = −Hpk . (43)

In scenarios involving small amplitudes and non-relativistic speeds, i.e.,
|η(t)| << a and |η̇(t)| << 1, these coefficients simplify to:

Gpk ≃
2
a

(p+ k) η̃(p− k) , (44)

Hpk ≃
2
a

(p− k) η̃(p+ k) , (45)

where η̃(ν) denotes the Fourier transform of η(t), with the convention: η̃(ν) ≡∫
dt eiνt η(t).

As a particular example, for a periodic motion such as:

η = η0 sin(ωt), η0 > 0, ω > 0 , (46)

under conditions of small amplitude η0 << a and non-relativistic motion
ωη0 << 1, the coefficients take the form:

Gpk ≃
2π
i

η0

a
(p+ k)

(
δ(k − (p+ ω))− δ(k − (p− ω))

)
, (47)

Hpk ≃
2π
i

η0

a
(p− k) δ(k − (ω − p)) . (48)

Thus, the first-order probability per unit time for pair creation is:

P
(1)
kp

T
= 2π
a2 η

2
0 (k − p)2 δ(k + p− ω) . (49)
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This result indicates that particle production is restricted to specific frequen-
cies of the boundary motion, and it only occurs when the oscillation frequency
ω matches the sum of the momenta of the particle pair. Furthermore, due
to the discrete nature of these values, particle production is constrained to
frequencies that satisfy the relation ω = nπ

a
, with n = 2, 3, . . ..

Now, let’s consider scenarios with small amplitude oscillations where ve-
locities are not necessarily small. The Lorentz factor, can be expanded into
a Fourier series:

γ−1(η̇(t)) =
√

1− η̇2(t) =
∞∑

l=0
al cos(2l ωt) . (50)

The coefficients al are defined as:

al =

2F1
(
−1

2 ,
1
2 ; 1; (ωη0)2

)
for l = 0 ,

2
l! (−1

2)
l 2F1

(
l − 1

2 , l + 1
2 ; 2l + 1; (ωη0)2

)
for l ≥ 1 ,

(51)

where (·)l is the Pochhammer symbol, and 2F1 is the Gaussian hypergeomet-
ric function. For this setup, the pair-probability per unit of time to the first
order in the Magnus expansion, results:

P
(1)
kp

T
= 2π
a2 η

2
0 (k − p)2

[
a2

0 δ(k + p− ω)

+ 1
4

∞∑
l=1

a2
l

(
δ(k + p− (2l + 1)ω) + δ(k + p− (2l − 1)ω)

) ]
.

(52)

The coefficients al represent the weight of the different contributions to the
creation of particles with higher momenta k and p. Figure 4.1 displays these
coefficients, showing |al| as a function of the peak velocity ωη0. The plot
shows that a0 ≃ 1 and al ≃ 0 for l ≥ 1, under small velocities, aligning with
the non-relativistic outcome (49). As velocities increase, higher al terms
become more significant, indicating that particles with k + p ̸= ω can be
created.
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Figure 1: Modulus of the Fourier expansion coefficients, al, as a function of
the mirror’s peak velocity, ωη0.

4.2 Second order
As it is evident in (37), the second order of the Dyson series, U (2)

I , receives
contributions from both the first order term in the Magnus expansion, Ω1,
and from Ω2. Let us consider the first one, which appears squared, and its
action on the vacuum:

(Ω1)2 |0⟩ =
{∑

k,l

[(G− trG)H]kl (b†
k d

†
l + d†

k b
†
l ) +

(∑
k,l

b†
kHkld

†
l

)2

− tr(H∗H) + (trG)2
}
|0⟩ ,

(53)

where tr denotes the trace.
Let us see how keeping the exponential form for the S matrix resulting

from the Magnus expansion yields the multipair transition amplitudes, a
property which, in fact, holds true as a consequence of the quadratic structure
of the Ωn operators-

The key is to identify each contribution to the multipair transition am-
plitudes by analyzing the operator structure applied to the vacuum in (53).
The first term, with its quadratic structure, contributes to the creation of
one pair, serving as a higher-order correction to the result in (42). The
second term, characterized by a quartic structure, leads to the creation of
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two pairs. Lastly, the term proportional to the identity accounts for the
vacuum-to-vacuum transition amplitude.

On the other and, the second-order term in the Magnus expansion, Ω2,
contributes just to the probability amplitude of creating one pair. Its contri-
bution is given by:

⟨f |Ω2|i⟩ =2
∑

l

∫ ∞

0
dt1

[
ei(Ek+El)t1 (glp ∗ hkl) (t1)− ei(Ek−El)t1 (hlp ∗ gkl) (t1)

(54)
+ ei(Ep+El)t1 (gkl ∗ hlp) (t1)− ei(Ep−El)t1 (hkl ∗ glp) (t1)

]
, (55)

with the definitions:

(glp ∗ hkl) (t1) ≡
∫ ∞

−∞
dt2 e

i(Ek+Ep)t2 γ−1(η̇(t2)) γ−1(η̇(t1 + t2))

glp(t2)hkl(t1 + t2) ,
(56)

(gkl ∗ hlp) (t1) ≡
∫ ∞

−∞
dt2 e

i(Ek+Ep)t2 γ−1(η̇(t2)) γ−1(η̇(t1 + t2))

gkl(t2)hlp(t1 + t2) .
(57)

As we did with the first order term, we can trace the origin of these
contributions to the one pair creation amplitude back to the terms in the
expansion of the transition amplitude, Tfi. In this case, these contributions
originate from the second term of the expansion of M(x1, y1) in (19).

5 Bogoliubov transformation
In this section, we examine how the dynamic boundary conditions affect
vacuum states and the creation and annihilation operators of the fermionic
field within the cavity. We specifically focus on how the in and out operators
are related, emphasizing the transformations induced by changes in boundary
conditions.

The in vacuum, |0⟩in, is the lowest energy state defined before the bound-
aries begin to oscillate. It serves as the foundation for the in Fock space,
which is constructed by the successive application of in particle and antiparti-
cle creation operators to this vacuum state. Similarly, the out vacuum, |0⟩out,
is the lowest energy state after the boundary motion ceases, and serves as
the basis for constructing the out Fock space through similar applications of
out creation operators. These two vacuum states are not equivalent, which is
manifested in the possibility of the in vacuum evolving into a state containing
particles in the out vacuum.
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The in and out operators are connected through the Bogoliubov trans-
formation U : (

b
d†

)
out

= U

(
b
d†

)
in
, (58)

where U is a unitary matrix that preserves the anticommutation relations
between operators in (15), for both in and out operators.

To explicitly express the Bogoliubov transformation, we organize the par-
ticle creation and annihilation operators into vectors. The components of
these vectors are the operators arranged in ascending order of their momenta,
as follows:

(b, d†)T = (bp0 , bp1 , . . . , d
†
p0 , d

†
p1 , . . .)

T
. (59)

Due to the confined nature of the system, these operators do not correspond
to well-defined momentum states. Instead, they are linked to quantized en-
ergy states that arise from the perfect reflective ‘bag’ boundary conditions
specified in equation (4). Moreover, we emphasize that the fermions are
strictly confined within the cavity due to these boundary conditions, and
there are no fermions outside of it.

To derive the transformation U , we examine a general operator A, for
which we know that the Ain and Aout operators are related by a canonical
transformation represented by the unitary operator UI :

Aout = U †
I Ain UI . (60)

At first order in the Magnus expansion, we have:

Aout ≃ eiΩ1 Ain e
−iΩ1 . (61)

Employing Hadamard’s formula, we express the right-hand side of (61)
as an infinite series of nested commutators of operators Ω1 and Ain:

Aout ≃
∞∑

n=0

in

n! [Ω1, . . . [Ω1, [Ω1︸ ︷︷ ︸
n times

, Ain]] . . .] . (62)

We then introduce a parameter-dependent operator A(s), where A(1) =
Aout and A(0) = Ain. Expanding A(s) as a Taylor series around s = 0, yields:

A(s) =
∞∑

n=0

sn

n! A
(n)(0) , (63)

where A(n) represents the nth derivative with respect to s. Substituting in
(63) the successive derivatives of the differential equation:

i
d

ds
A(s) = [A(s),Ω1] , (64)
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and evaluating at s = 1, recovers (62).
Extending this approach to our basis operators, (bk(s), d†

k(s))T , leads to
a differential equation for the operator vector:

i
d

ds

(
bk(s)
d†

k(s)

)
≃

∑
p

Mkp

(
bp(s)
d†

p(s)

)
, (65)

where p is summed over the discrete spectrum that results from solving (12),
and the operator mixing matrix M is:

Mkp ≡
(
Gkp Hkp

−H∗
kp −G∗

kp

)
. (66)

Finally, proceding as we did with A in (63), we obtain the Bogoliubov
transformation to the first order in the Magnus expansion for the basis of
operators: (

b
d†

)
out
≃ e−iM

(
b
d†

)
in
. (67)

We observe that, to this order in the Magnus expansion, particle pair pro-
duction requieres the mixing of the b and d† operators; therefore, the mixing
matrix M must be non-diagonal to enable pair creation. Consequently, to
produce a particle and anti-particle, the matrix element Hkp must be non-
zero for some values of k and p.

Now, we will calculate the Bogoliubov transformation U for the non-
relativistic oscillatory movement previously discussed, defined by equation
(46). For this motion, the values of Gkp and Hkp are provided in equa-
tions (47) and (48). To compute the transformation, we must evaluate the
exponential of the M matrix, (66). Given that the momenta spectrum is
unbounded, the M matrix is infinite dimensional. To derive an explicit ex-
pression for U , we introduce a cutoff pN for the state index. This results in
the vectors (b, d†)T in (67) becoming finite dimensional:

(b, d†)T = (bp0 , bp1 , . . . , bpN
, d†

p0 , d
†
p1 , . . . , d

†
pN

)T
, (68)

and consequently, leading to a finite dimensional Bogoliubov transformation
matrix.

We note that applying a momenta cutoff is equivalent to considering a
theory with a finite set of fermionic degrees of freedom. This is reflected in
the Fourier representation of the interaction Hamiltonian, (23), where the
sum over the mixing of particle and anti-particle creation and destruction
operators becomes finite.
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We conclude by presenting results for the Bogoliubov transformation U
at the threshold frequency ω = 2π

a
, and for the two lowest non-trivial cutoffs.

For a cutoff pN = p1 = π
2a

, we have:

U =


cos(N ) 0 0 sin(N )

0 cos(N ) − sin(N ) 0
0 sin(N ) cos(N ) 0

− sin(N ) 0 0 cos(N )

 , (69)

where N ≡ πη0T
a2 , and T is the total time.

For pN = p2 = 3π
2a

, we have:

U =



c 0 3s√
10 0 s√

10 0
0 c+9

10 0 − s√
10 0 3(c−1)

10
− 3s√

10 0 9c+1
10 0 3(c−1)

10 0
0 s√

10 0 c 0 3s√
10

− s√
10 0 3(c−1)

10 0 c+9
10 0

0 3(c−1)
10 0 − 3s√

10 0 9c+1
10


, (70)

where s ≡ sin
(√

10N
)
, and c ≡ cos

(√
10N

)
.

6 Conclusions
In this work, we analyzed the dynamical Casimir effect for fermions confined
by moving boundaries in a 1 + 1 dimensional setup, with a particular focus
on the role of higher-order perturbative terms and the Bogoliubov transfor-
mation between the creation and annihilation operators. Our methodology
incorporated both the Dyson series and the Magnus expansion to compute
the probability of fermion pair creation due to boundary oscillations. A no-
table advantage of the Magnus expansion is its capability to ensure a unitary
evolution of the system at all orders.

We derived formulas for the first and second orders in the Magnus expan-
sion, specifically calculating the pair creation probabilities at the first order
for both relativistic and non-relativistic periodic movements. These calcu-
lations revealed the dependence of pair creation probabilities on the speed
of the boundary’s movements. This analysis demonstrates how the velocity
of boundary movement influences the various contributions to the probabil-
ity of pair creation. Furthermore, we examined how each order contributes
not only to the single-pair creation amplitude but also to multipair creation
processes, along with corrections to the single-pair amplitude.
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Additionally, we explicitly computed the Bogoliubov transformation for
the case of non-relativistic periodic movement. This computation further
elucidated the mechanism by which the in operators are transformed into
a mixture of out operators due to the dynamic boundary conditions. This
shows how quantum states evolve in response to changes in the geometry and
dynamics of the boundary.
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