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Abstract

We demonstrate that Cherenkov radiation can be interpreted as ghost instability

of a certain type. Solutions of modified gravity theories often contain ghost insta-

bilities. One type of such ghost instability is associated with existence of different

types of species with causal cones that do not share common time, which leads to

vacuum decay via creation of particles with positive and negative energies. We show

that this ghost instability can be seen as Cherenkov radiation and vice versa.

1 Introduction

Cherenkov radiation is a well-known effect, it is normally referred to electromagnetic

radiation emitted by a charged particle that passes through a medium with velocity greater

than a speed of light in the medium [1, 2]. The mechanism of the Cherenkov radiation

can be understood in terms of interference of radiation emitted by a moving particle, or

as a resonance effect [1]. With these interpretations it is clear that Cherenkov radiation

arises for waves of any kind. In particular, a shock wave generated by a fast moving

aircraft can be also considered as Cherenkov radiation. From a more general viewpoint,

the Cherenkov effect exists for a particle moving faster than the speed of propagation of

perturbations in any medium, provided that there is an interaction between the moving

particle and the medium. For simplicity, we will refer to perturbations in a medium as

phonons.

In this paper we give yet another point of view on Cherenkov radiation. We show

that it can be considered as ghost instability. Ghost is commonly understood as a state

or a particle with negative energy. Therefore if there is an interaction between a ghost

particle and normal non-ghost particle (that is one with positive energy), one may expect

a catastrophic vacuum decay. Indeed, if there are particles with both positive and negative

energies, the energy conservation does not forbid creation ‘from nothing’ normal and ghost

particles, thus making the state with the ghost particles in the spectrum unstable, see

e.g. [3].
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Ghosts and other types of instabilities are quite common in modern modifications of

gravity, see e.g. Refs. [4, 5, 6, 7] for review on gravity modifications. Apart from insta-

bilities, there are other pathologies that can accompany new theories, including strong

coupling and the problem of caustics [8, 9, 10, 11]. Since normally theories are highly

non-linear, the standard approach is to consider linear perturbations on top of a back-

ground solution and then to conclude based on the properties of linearised degrees of

freedom, whether the solution is stable or not. It is then worth mentioning that there

are subtleties related to the identification of negative energy (or Hamiltonian) and the

question of stability. Indeed, the Hamiltonian unbounded from below does not necessarily

imply instability of a solution, it might be an effect of a bad choice of coordinates [13].

In this paper we will be interested in a certain type of a ghost instability that often arise

in solutions of modified gravity. Our consideration here is however fully general, since we

do not make any reference to a specific gravity theory.

Here we show that one can consider two seemingly very different physical effects,

Cherenkov radiation and ghost instability, from the same perspective. I.e. we will demon-

strate that one can interpret Cherenkov radiation as instability with creation of ghost

carrying negative energy. And the other way around, the vacuum decay process due to

the presence of a ghost can be seen as Cherenkov effect. The latter gives an unusual

insight into the instability in modified gravity from the perspective of common physics.

2 Cherenkov radiation in 2D and higher dimensions

For simplicity we will first focus on the case of 1+1 dimensions and then discuss higher

dimensional cases. In this section we consider basic properties of wave propagation that

are important to describe the Cherenkov radiation in a convenient way in the following

discussion. Throughout the paper we assume flat spacetime with non-dynamical metric.

A massless scalar field in 1+1 dimensions with the speed of propagation cs obeys the

equation

ϕ̈− c2sϕ
′′ = 0. (1)

The above equation is written in coordinates where the cone of propagation is symmetric.

By doing any Lorentz boost with the speed different from cs (in particular, with the speed

of light c = 1), Eq. (1) takes a more complicated form, see e.g. [12]. The solution of (1)

can be presented in terms of Fourier modes,

ϕ = Ake
−iωt+ikx, (2)

such that

ω = ±csk. (3)

The above equation is the simplest dispersion relation, it relates the frequency of the

wave ω to the momentum k. Usually ω is associated to the energy, so that in Eq. (3)
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one assumes positive ω, while k runs from −∞ to +∞. The wave (2) propagates along

the constant phase Φ ≡ −ωt + kx = const, which also corresponds to characteristics of

Eq. (1).

It is worthwhile to make a distinction between the propagation vector Nµ along which

the wave propagates, and the momentum kµ corresponding to the massless particle in this

model. Indeed, the momentum is found as the gradient of the phase,

kµ = ∇µΦ = {−ω, k} → kµ = {ω, k} (4)

where in the last relation one easily recognise the standard expression for the momentum

of a particle. The energy of the particle is given by ω, while k gives the spatial momentum.

If the particle is subluminal, then we have ω < k. In particular for the case of dust ω = 0.

For the particles propagating with the speed of light ω = k. In the case of superluminal

particles one can see that ω > k.

On the other hand, the propagation vector Nµ is found from the expression Nµkµ = 0,

since it is tangential to the surface Φ = const. In the case under consideration, one easily

finds that

Nµ = {k, ω}. (5)

Comparing (4) and (5) it is clear that Nµ and kµ are in general two different vectors. An

important object for us in what follows is the wave vector kµ for different species of par-

ticles, rather than the propagation vector, since it is kµ which is engaged in conservation

of energy-momentum, the key notion for both Cherenkov radiation and ghost instability.

However, when necessary, we will also make a reference to the propagation cones, in order

to keep the discussion clear.

Let us take a look at the Cherenkov radiation in the simplest case of 1+1 dimensions.

We consider medium at rest with a subluminal speed of perturbations cs < 1 and we will

refer to particles corresponding to perturbations of the medium as to phonons. We also

take one massive particle with the standard dispersion relation

ω2 = m2 + k2,

where m is the mass of the particle, that moves through the medium. Provided that there

is an interaction between the particle and the medium (or, rather, with phonons), the

moving particle may transfer energy to phonons, if the energy-momentum conservation

is satisfied. For simplicity we assume that the energy of the Cherenkov particle is much

larger than the emitted phonon energy, so that we can neglect the change in the energy

of the moving particle when a photon is emitted.

The Cherenkov radiation occurs when the speed of the particle becomes equal to

the speed of phonons, see Fig. 1. Indeed, it is not difficult to see that the particle can

lose energy to a phonon with some probability; and the energy-momentum conservation is

satisfied as long as vector tangential to the curve ω = ω(k) = ±
√
m2 + k2 of the particle is

parallel to the straight line ω = ±csk corresponding to the dispersion relation of phonons.

3



<latexit sha1_base64="MehlKn2w/oITDXAsk7UsRSUjU3Q="></latexit>x

<latexit sha1_base64="FA1DaT7AEl6btYAKyyMAcIrSGqc="></latexit>

t
<latexit sha1_base64="qEefNjMjBH0oZO6a7MT9jy0/gAo="></latexit>Ê

<latexit sha1_base64="agZ6tcfYLAfelFLBQWBNPhzE6G8="></latexit>

k

Figure 1: On the left plot the cone of propagation (blue) of the perturbations of

the medium, and the momentum vector of propagation of a particle propagating at a

subsonic (dotted red), sonic (solid red) and supersonic (dashed red) speed, are shown.

The corresponding dispersion relations are depicted on the right plot. When the veloc-

ity of the particle becomes equal to the speed of phonons, Cherenkov radiation occurs.

The particle looses its energy and momentum (red solid arrow) by creating a phonon

(blue arrow).

This happens when the velocity of the particle is equal to the speed of perturbations. Note

that here we neglected the backreaction of the emitted radiation on the moving particle,

as discussed above. If the particle has the momentum states pµ1 and pµ2 before and after

it loses energy to the phonon, then the following relation holds,

pµ1 = pµ2 + kµ,

which we rewrite more conveniently as

0 = ∆pµ + kµ, (6)

where kµ is the momentum of the phonon and ∆pµ = pµ2 − pµ1 .

If the particle has even higher velocity than the phonon speed, the standard Cherenkov

radiation does not take place in 2 dimensions. This happens due to the kinematic reason:

the momentum cannot be conserved in this case, as it can be seen from Fig. 1: −∆pµ

cannot be equal to the phonon momentum kµ, meaning that the process with emitting

one phonon by the Cherenkov particle is impossible, i.e. Eq. (6) cannot be satisfied.

Instead, as we discuss later, emission of two phonons is possible, although this process is

suppressed as compared to the standard Cherenkov radiation.

The kinematic constraint for the Cherenkov particle moving at the speed higher than

the speed of perturbations in 1+1 is evaded if another spatial dimension (or more) is

added. The Cherenkov process then takes place in a standard way with the presence of
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Figure 2: The dispersion relation for the phonons of the medium, shown by the cone,

and the tangential plane to the mass surface of the massive particle, moving through the

medium at the speed higher than the speed of perturbations, in 2+1 dimensions. The

intersection of the two surfaces, shown by red lines, corresponds to the kinematically

allowed values of the momenta and energy of emitted phonons. The projection of these

lines to the {kx, ky} plane gives the direction of propagation of Cherenkov radiation,

which corresponds to the Cherenkov angle.

the Cherenkov cone of radiation [1, 2]. To find the Cherenkov cone, we need to replace

the right plot of Fig. 1 by a 3D picture where two components of the spatial part of

momentum are present, kx and ky, see Fig. 2. The dispersion relation for phonons is

represented by the cone in Fig. 2,

ω2 = c2s
(
k2
x + k2

y

)
,

while the dispersion relation for the Cherenkov particle becomes the mass surface (not

shown in Fig. 2),

ω2 = m2 + k2
x + k2

y.

We assume that a particle propagates along x direction, so the change in its momentum

is given by

∆pµ = {v∆px,∆px,∆py}, (7)

where v is the velocity of the particle and we again assumed that the particle is heavy

enough to neglect the backreaction of the emitted raditation. The vector ∆pµ of the

change of momentum of a moving particle is located on the surface that is tangential

to the mass surface, it corresponds to the plane in Fig. 2. The emitted phonon has the

momentum

kµ = {±cs

√
k2
x + k2

y, kx, ky} (8)
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and are shown by the cone in Fig. 2. By conservation of energy-momentum, one arrives

at the well-known expression for the Cherenkov cone:

cos θ =
cs
v
. (9)

This is a standard result for Cherenkov radiation [1, 2]. Graphically in Fig. 2, the con-

servation of energy-momentum means that there is an intersection (shown by red lines)

of the two surfaces — the plane, corresponding to the change in the momentum of the

moving particle ∆pµ, and the cone of dispersion relation for propagating phonons (8).

It is also clear from (9) that in case of 1+1 dimension, the velocity of the particle

must be exactly equal to the speed of the perturbations of the medium in order for the

Cherenkov effect to happen. As we discussed in the above, due to kinematic reasons,

the Cherenkov radiation is forbidden for particles traveling with higher speeds in this

case, and one needs to add another dimension, so that the Cherenkov radiation would be

kinematically allowed. However, if we remains in two dimensions, is it still possible to

have an analogue of the Cherenkov radiation in a multiple-particle process. For example,

a process with two created phonons is possible:

0 = ∆pµ + kµ + k̃µ. (10)

Indeed, using (7) and (8), one can find the the energy-momentum conservation (10) is

satisfied provided that

∆pµ ∝ {−v, 1}, kµ ∝ v + cs
2

{1,−1}, k̃µ ∝ v − cs
2

{1,−1}. (11)

In case of higher dimensions this process is subdominant compared to the standard

Cherenkov radiation, however, in 1+1 dimension, when the standard Cherenkov radi-

ation is absent for v > cs, the emission of two phonons (10) is the dominant contribution.

3 Ghosts and vacuum instability

Now we turn to the question of ghosts and associated vacuum instability. We stress

that here we do not consider Ostrogradsky ghosts, that generically arise in theories with

higher derivatives. Rather, we have in mind a species which energy is negative is some

coordinates, while some other species has a positive energy in the same coordinates. The

full analysis of all possible scenarios have been treated in [13], where the criteria for the

system of two (or more) species in 1+1 dimensions to be stable have been presented. Here

we will be interested in particular case of [13], when two cones of different species have a

common Cauchy surface, but they do not have a common time, as it is depicted in the

right plot of Fig. 3. As it was shown in [13], the species corresponding to the red cone of

propagation have negative energy, while the blue particles carry positive energy. Therefore
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Figure 3: Three different mutual configurations of cones are shown. On the left plot

the cones have a common Cauchy surface as well as common time, therefore there is

no vacuum decay. On the right plot the cones do not have a common time, therefore

the energy of the system of two fields is not positive definite, so that vacuum decay is

possible. The middle plot is the marginal case, when the cones just touch each others

from outside. In this case the vacuum decay just becomes possible.

the vacuum decay may become possible. Indeed, one may expect creation of particle

with positive energy and a particle of negative energy from nothing, thus the vacuum

destabilises, provided that the process is kinematically allowed. Therefore a solution,

corresponding to the case of the right panel of Fig. 3 should suffer from instability.

Here we discuss the instability of such a system suggested in [13] and consider in detail

creation of a pair of particles with kinematics of the process taken into account. We also

relate this process of vacuum decay the Cherenkov radiation described in the previous

section.

Let us first consider the marginal case when the two cones touch, in 1+1 dimensions,

the situation depicted in the middle plot of Fig. 3. In order to check whether the vacuum

<latexit sha1_base64="qEefNjMjBH0oZO6a7MT9jy0/gAo="></latexit>Ê

<latexit sha1_base64="agZ6tcfYLAfelFLBQWBNPhzE6G8="></latexit>

k

<latexit sha1_base64="qEefNjMjBH0oZO6a7MT9jy0/gAo="></latexit>Ê

<latexit sha1_base64="agZ6tcfYLAfelFLBQWBNPhzE6G8="></latexit>

k

<latexit sha1_base64="qEefNjMjBH0oZO6a7MT9jy0/gAo="></latexit>Ê

<latexit sha1_base64="agZ6tcfYLAfelFLBQWBNPhzE6G8="></latexit>

k

Figure 4: The dispersion relations corresponding to the situations depicted in Fig. 3.

On the left figure, the energy of the red particle can be negative, however, the vacuum

decay is kinematically forbidden. On the right plot the vacuum decay is possible. The

middle plot is the marginal case, when the vacuum decay starts.
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Figure 5: The cones corresponding to the dispersion relations of the two species, a 2+1

analogue of the right plot of the Fig. 4. The particle with positive energy is represented

by the blue cone, while the ghost particle is shown by orange. The intersection of the

two cones, shown by red lines, corresponds to the kinematically allowed values of the

momenta and energy of created pairs of particles. The projection of these lines to the

{kx, ky} plane gives the direction of propagation of created particles, which is similar

to the Cherenkov cone of radiation.

decay is possible, we draw the dispersion relation corresponding to propagation of the two

cones, see Fig. 4. It is clear from the middle plot of Fig. 4, that the creation of a couple

of two particles, corresponding to two different species, is possible,

0 = pµ + kµ, (12)

where kµ and pµ are the particles corresponding to the blue and red cones respectively.

Now, comparing the Cherenkov radiation, shown on the right plot of Fig. 1, and the

vacuum decay demonstrated in the middle plot of Fig. 4, we can see that kinematic pictures

of these two processes are fully equivalent. In both cases phonons with positive energy

(blue particles) are created when it becomes kinematically allowed for the negative energy

to be compensated with: in the case of Cherenkov radiation it is a difference between the

energies of the two states of a moving particle ∆pµ, while in the case of vacuum decay it

is emergence of a ghost with wave vector pµ.

In fact this analogue goes for all the aspects of the Cherenkov radiation that we

considered in the previous section. Indeed, similar to the case of the Cherenkov radiation

in 2D, the vacuum decay involving only 2 particles — one normal particle and one ghost

— is only possible in the marginal case, when the cones touch each other from outside.

This is equivalent to the Cherenkov radiation of a particle moving with the velocity equal

to the speed of propagation of phonons, as we discussed above. When the cones are

separated, as it is shown on the right plot of Fig. 3, the vacuum decay as described above

is kinematically forbidden, similar to the case of Cherenkov radiation, when the particle
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moves at velocity higher than the speed of phonons. However, when an extra dimension is

added, exactly like in the case of Cherenkov radiation, the vacuum decay into to particles

becomes again possible. Indeed, in 2+1 dimensions, one needs to extend the right plot

of Fig. 4 to include an extra dimension, and to consider a 3D picture in coordinates

(kx, ky, ω). The dispersion relations are then graphically represented by cones, see Fig. 5.

Then the kinematically allowed values of the momenta and frequency will correspond to

intersection of these two cones in the momenta space. Such an intersection always takes

place when the cones of propagations are separated, i.e. the situation shown on the right

plot of Fig. 3, which automatically implies the existence of lines of intersection as it is

depicted in the Fig. 5 in the momenta space. In this case the products of vacuum decay

form two cones with opposite momenta: one being composed of normal particles and

the other made of ghost particles. This is similar to Cherenkov radiation, with the only

exception that there are now two cones instead of one Cherenkov cone.

If we however stick to 1+1 dimension, the vacuum decay into two particles is forbidden

in case of separated cones, see the right plot of Fig. 3. The ‘decay cones’ do not exist

in this case, similar to the non-existence of the Cherenkov cone for very high velocity

of the particle. This can be easily understood from the right plot of Fig. 4: there is no

intersection of dispersion relation cones in this case. Instead, one can consider a multi-

particle decay. To keep a close analogue to the Cherenkov case, we consider a creation

of one ghost particle (corresponding to the red cones in Figs. 3 and 4) and two normal

(blue) particles:

0 = pµ + kµ + k̃µ. (13)

For this process, the technical derivation is fully equivalent to the process of the multiple

particle “Cherenkov” radiation, considered in the previous section, see Eq. (10). One

simply needs to replace ∆pµ of the Cherenkov case to pµ in the case of vacuum decay.

Two normal particles created in the process are equivalent to two Cherenkov phonons,

while the ghost particle that emerge from the vacuum decay, Eq. (13), is equivalent to

the difference of the momenta ∆pµ of the Cherenkov particle.

4 Discussion

In this paper we discussed the relation between standard Cherenkov radiation arising

when a particle moves in a medium at the velocity higher than the speed of propagation

in this medium, and ghost instability that is common, in particular, in modified gravity

theories.

In the simplest case of 1+1 dimensions, the conventional Cherenkov radiation arises

when the velocity of a particle is equal to the speed of phonons of the medium, see Fig. 1.

In this case it is kinematically allowed that the Cherenkov particle loses its energy and

momentum by emitting one phonon. This process is fully equivalent to the vacuum decay

in 2D, when the cones of two species touch each others from outside, see the middle plots
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of Figs. 3 and 4. On the level of equations the two processes are the same. The physical

interpretation, however, may naively seem to be different. Indeed, in case of Cherenkov

radiation, a moving particle loses its energy by transferring it to perturbations of the

medium. For the vacuum decay, as it rather often occurs in gravity theories, the two

particles are born from nothing, one of those is a normal particle with positive energy,

while the other is a ghost particle carrying negative energy. In order to see why for these

physical situations the underlying mechanism is the same, one may think of a moving

Cherenkov particle as a part of a collection of many particles that form dust, i.e. medium

with a zero speed of propagation of perturbations. Then, if one assumes the initial energy

of the dust configuration to be zero, the change in energy of each particle due to the

Cherenkov emission can be viewed as appearance of a perturbation with negative energy

on top of the dust background. The cone of propagation of these ghost-like Cherenkov

perturbations shrinks to a line, and the Cherenkov radiation can be interpreted in terms

of ghost instability by identifying the red cone in Fig. 3 (which is infinitely thin in this

case) with the change of energy-momentum of Cherenkov particles. Thus the Cherenkov

process is fully analogous to the vacuum decays as it has been described in Sec. 3.

This correspondence between Cherenkov and ghost instability goes further. In 2D case,

strictly speaking, the conventional Cherenkov radiation is absent for a particle moving

faster than the speed of phonons. The reason is purely kinematic: the energy-momentum

conservation does not allow for such a process, Fig. 1. The same is true for the vacuum

decay, when the cones of propagation are separated, the right plot of Fig. 3, the vacuum

decay into two particles is forbidden for the same kinematic reason. However, a multiple-

particle vacuum decay is possible instead, in particular, creation of one ghost particle

and two normal particles is allowed, Eq. (13). Therefore the vacuum decays by multiple

particle creation in this case. Analogously, a multiple-particle version of Cherenkov radi-

ation is possible, see Eqs. (10) and (11). These two effects — multiple-particle Cherenkov

radiation and the multiple-particle vacuum decay in the presence of a ghost — are fully

equivalent. To see this more clearly, one should take a point of view that the Cherenkov

particles form a cloud of dust with zero energy of perturbations originally, and when the

Cherenkov emission occurs, negative perturbations on top of background dust solution

appear. This process is are fully equivalent to a ghost particle creation, considered in

Sec. 3.

To make the analogy between two physical processes even more compelling, we con-

sidered a slightly more complicated case of 2+1 dimensions. In 2+1 dimensions, when the

particle moves in the medium faster than the speed of propagation in the medium, the

Cherenkov cone appears. I.e. the moving particle transfer its energy to phonons have a

particular emission angle with respect to the moving particle, Eq. (9). It is the presence

of an extra spatial dimension that allows the phonons to be emitted, while the kinematics

defines the angle of emission, the Cherenkov cone. By examining the vacuum decay in

2+1 dimensions, one arrives to a similar result: normal and ghost particles are created

by vacuum decay with a certain ‘decay’ angle. In this regards, again, the Cherenkov
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radiation and the vacuum decay are two analogous processes.

A natural question then can be posed. The Cherenkov radiation is a realistic process,

which has been observed in many physical situations. On the other hand, the vacuum

decay due to the presence of a ghost is considered to be a dangerous instability that

sometimes thought to be instantaneous. There is no contradiction, however, if one takes

into account the physics of the Cherenkov radiation. In physical situations Cherenkov

process is not instantaneous, i.e. a Cherenkov particle does not stop momentarily, due

to the physical cutoff for the process. Indeed, the phonons cease to exist for very high

energies, when the cutoff of the momentum is at least at the inverse distance between

atoms. In case of photons, the dispersion relation in medium is momentum-dependent,

i.e. cs = cs(k), so that the speed of photons grows as k increases. In both cases there is

no Cherenkov radiation for high energies of emitted particles, either because the pertur-

bations of the medium ceases to exist, or the speed of propagation in the medium exceeds

the velocity of a particle. This defines a natural cutoff and, as a consequence, the time of

slowing down of Cherenkov particles.

The same, in fact, must be true also for the process of vacuum decay as described in

Sec. 3. Indeed, if a modified gravity theory is considered to be an effective field theory, then

there is a cutoff of the theory, beyond which the description in terms of a specific modified

gravity model becomes invalid. The cutoff and the background solution determine the

largest momenta of created pairs of normal particles and ghosts. This in turn yields a

finite rate of a ghost instability.

Note that apart from the cutoff of the effective field theory, there is yet another lim-

itation for the rate of a ghost instability, which applies to majority of modified gravity

theories. Similar to the Cherenkov radiation, a situation of two different species having

different cone orientation, as shown in Fig. 3, can only occur if at least one of the species

corresponds to perturbations on a non-trivial background. This is because the theories we

have in mind are in fact Lorentz invariant, while spontaneous breaking of Lorentz invari-

ance happens only on non-trivial background. The background is eventually destroyed by

the creation of more and more perturbations on top of it, therefore the process of decay

will stop at some moment. This is again very similar to Cherenkov radiation: eventually

all Cherenkov particles slow down and stop emitting radiation.

To conclude on vacuum decay described in Sec. 3, a presence of this type of ghost

renders solution in a theory of gravity to be unstable, in accordance with Ref. [13]. This

decay is analogous to the instability of Cherenkov particles that loose energy due to

emission of radiation. This instability is not instantaneous: the time of instability is

determined by the cutoff of the theory under consideration.

It would be interesting to study a scenario, when such an unstable configuration in

modified gravity would be quasi-stable, that is the time of instability being much larger

than relevant physical processes. For example, one can think of a black hole with presence

of a ghost, but with instability rate smaller than the frequency of quasinormal modes.

It would be also interesting to investigate analytically and numerically how such type of
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ghost instability is developed for particular solutions in various gravity theories.
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