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Abstract

We investigate the entanglement dynamics for a quantum system composed of two uniformly

accelerated Unruh-DeWitt detectors in different spacetime dimensions. It is found that the range

of parameters in which entanglement can be generated is expanded but the amount of generated

entanglement is decreased with the increasing spacetime dimension, by calculating the evolution

of two-atom states using the method for open quantum systems. We study the entanglement

evolution between two accelerated atoms for different initial two-atom states, and the influence of

corresponding spacetime dimensions for every initial state is discussed. When the spacetime dimen-

sions increase, the change of entanglement becomes slower with time. The influence of spacetime

dimensions on the change of entanglement also expands to the case of the massive field. The time

delay for entanglement generation is shown in different spacetime dimensions. In particular, en-

tanglement decreases more quickly with the increasing spacetime dimensions compared with that

in the case of the massless field. The recent found anti-Unruh effect is discussed, and a novel and

interesting phenomenon is found that the Unruh effect in small spacetime dimensions can become

the anti-Unruh effect in large spacetime dimensions with the same parameters.
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I. INTRODUCTION

When studying black hole evaporation, Unruh found that a uniformly accelerating ob-

server in the Minkowski vacuum with acceleration a would perceive a thermal bath of par-

ticles with the temperature T = ~a/2πckB [1–3], which is dubbed as Unruh effect. Since

then, it has been extended to many different situations (see the review [4] and references

therein). Some of them are related to the physical effects such as the dynamic Casimir effect

[5–7], the Lamb shifts [8, 9], the resonance interactions [10, 11] and so on.

Another closely related physical phenomenon influenced by the Unruh effect is quantum

entanglement. For a maximally entangled bipartite quantum state, it was found that the

state would become less entangled [12] and even sudden death [13] to an observer in relative

acceleration. The decrease of entanglement in these and other cases [14–21] could attribute

to the fact that accelerating observers only have partial access to the information encoded

in the quantum entanglement. However, several studies [22–24] based on the famous Unruh-

DeWitt detector model [25] have found that quantum entanglement could be enhanced by

the Unruh effect when coupling one or two detectors into the local quantum fields even if

they were spacelike separated. This entanglement enhancement is speculated to be extracted

from the quantum entanglement of vacuum with which the accelerated detectors interacted,

by a mechanism called entanglement harvesting [26–30]. But these enhancement phenomena

didn’t represent a stationary mechanism.

A recent study called as the anti-Unruh effect [31] can provide a stationary mechanism

[32] for entanglement enhancement. The anti-Unruh effect means that a uniformly acceler-

ating particle detector may cool down in certain conditions, opposite to the normal Unruh

effect. It has been shown to represent a general stationary mechanism that can exist un-

der a stationary state satisfying the Kubo-Martin-Schwinger (KMS) condition [33–35] and

is independent on any kind of boundary conditions [31, 32]. A recent calculation showed

that the anti-Unruh effect can lead to an increase in the quantum entanglement for the

bipartite [36–38] and many-body [39] quantum states. The experimental feasibility of test-

ing the anti-Unruh effect was theoretically analyzed using this multi-body state accelerated

in the thermal environment [40, 41]. Interestingly, the anti-Unruh effect can be applied

to Banados-Teitelboim-Zanelli (BTZ) black holes [42] and presented a novel phenomenon

called the anti-Hawking phenomena [43, 44].
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It is noted that all these works listed above about the fascinating change of entanglement

induced by the acceleration were discussed in the 2 or 4 spacetime dimensions. But the

response function of the accelerated detector in the vacuum, which is crucial for calculating

the change of entanglement, is dependent on the number of spacetime dimensions [47, 48].

In even spacetime dimensions, an accelerating observer would feel a Bose-Einstein distribu-

tion for the Bosonic field and a Fermi-Dirac distribution for the Fermionic field, which are

consistent with our intuition. Under the meaning of statistic inversion by S. Takagi [47], in

odd dimensions, the observer would feel a Bose-Einstein distribution for the Fermionic field

and a Fermi-Dirac distribution for the bosonic field. This counter-intuitive phenomenon is

interesting but it has not been fully understood because of the relativity of the notion of

acceleration. Some studies relevant to the statistical inversion by the acceleration have been

discussed, including 2-dimensional anyon field [49], geometric phase [50, 51], and fisher in-

formation [52]. Methods of optical lattice were used to simulate the Unruh effect in different

spacetime dimensions, and evident statistical inversion from Fermi-Dirac to Bose-Einstein

in 2-dimensional optical lattice with fermion gas might be observed, which could be a future

method to detect the statistic inversion experimentally [53, 54]. A recent study investigated

the thermal nature of the Unruh effect in arbitrary dimensions using open quantum systems

[55, 56] coupled to massless Minkowski vacuum [57], in which the relationship between the

Unruh effect and the thermal bath was also explored. In particular, it was pointed out that

the case for the massive field is quite different from the massless field because the statistical

factor would disappear [47, 57].

As far as we know, all studies about statistical inversion are restricted to a single-atom sys-

tem, and the entanglement behavior between two-atom systems in any spacetime dimension

has not been investigated up to now. In this paper, based on Gorini-Kossakowski-Linblad-

Sudarshan master equation [55], we will study entanglement dynamics of two-atom system

in different dimensions. Meanwhile, the different initial states including the product and en-

tangled states for the two-atom system are considered, and the massless and massive fields

for the vacuum are also discussed in our paper.

This paper is organized as follows. In the second section, we investigate the model of

quantum field theory for the Unruh effect and the theory of open quantum systems. We

also give the concrete Wightman functions and their Fourier transform in any spacetime

dimensions and analyze their behavior. This is followed in the third section by the evolution
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equations and concrete behavior in different parameter conditions for the accelerated two-

atom system. The possible anti-Unruh effect is discussed in this section. In the fourth

section, we consider the case for the massive field and compare it with the massless field

case. Finally, we summarize and give all conclusions in the fifth section. In all calculations

of this paper, we take the natural units ~ = c = kB = 1, where ~ is the reduced Planck

constant, c is the speed of light, and kB is the Boltzmann constant.

II. WIGHTMAN FUNCTIONS AND POWER SPECTRUM

In this section, we will discuss the Wightman functions and their Fourier transform (power

spectrum) for the massless field, and analyze their concrete function form, and behavior with

the change of ω.

A. Wightman functions

The Unruh-DeWitt detector is an idealized model that captures all important features of

quantum field theory for describing the Unruh effect. Consider the detector using a two-level

atom with ground |g〉 and excited |e〉 states which are separated by an energy gap ω.

The Wightman function (sometimes also called correlation functions or two-point func-

tions) for the massless Minkowski field can be written as [47]

G(x, x
′

) = CD[(−1)((t− t
′ − iǫ)

2 − |x− x
′ |2)]

−(D−2)/2
, (1)

where D represents the spacetime dimensions, ǫ → 0+, CD = Γ((D−2)/2)

4π(D/2) and Γ stands for the

Gamma function. When the two atoms accelerate, their trajectories can be expressed as

t1(τ) =
1

a
sinh aτ , x1

1(τ) =
1

a
cosh aτ , x2

1 = x3
1 = · · · = xD−2

1 , xD−1
1 = 0,

t2(τ) =
1

a
sinh aτ , x1

2(τ) =
1

a
cosh aτ , x2

2 = x3
2 = · · · = xD−2

2 , xD−1
2 = L, (2)

where L is the fixed separation between two atoms along the (D − 1) coordinate. For this,

the spacetime dimension should be D ≥ 3 in our consideration.

If the field state satisfies the KMS condition, one has [32, 47]

G(α̺)(τ, τ
′

) = G(α̺)(τ − τ
′

), (3)
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which implies that the Wightman function is stationary and depends only on the difference

between its two arguments. Inserting Eqs. (2) and (3) into Eq. (1), the diagonal components

are obtained as

G(11)(x, x
′

) = G(22)(x, x
′

) = CD
( a

2i

)D−2 [

sinh
(aτ

2
−iǫ
)]−(D−2)

(4)

and the off-diagonal components are obtained as

G(12)(x, x
′

) = G(21)(x, x
′

) = CD
( a

2i

)D−2
[

sinh
(aτ

2
− iǫ

)

2−a2L2

4

]−(D−2)/2

(5)

B. Power spectrum

The power spectrum is actually the Fourier transform of Wightman functions, and it

has four components in total. We discuss them with the diagonally components and off-

diagonally components, respectively.

1. Diagonal components

The power spectrum of (4) can be expressed as

G(a) = CD
( a

2i

)D−2
∫ ∞

−∞
dτe−iωτ sinh

(aτ

2
− iǫ

)−(D−2)

, (6)

where G(a) ≡ G(11) = G(22). We slightly downward the integration contour by iπ/a in such a

way that the integrand does not blow up in the singularity along the contour. Then, we get

G(a) = CD
( a

2i

)D−2
∫ ∞− iπ

2a

−∞− iπ
2a

dτe−iωτ sinh
(aτ

2

)−(D−2)

. (7)

Make a variable substitution by z = eaτ+iπ, and obtain

G(a) = CD
1

a

∫ ∞

0

dz
z

iω
a
+D−2

2
−1

(1 + z)D−2
. (8)

Using the Beta function [58]

B(p, q) =

∫ ∞

0

dz
zp−1

(1 + z)p+q =
Γ(p)Γ(q)

Γ(p+ q)
, (9)

and letting p = iω
a
+ D−2

2
, q = −iω

a
+ D−2

2
, we obtain

G(a) = CDe−
πω
a
1

a

Γ( iω
a
+ D−2

2
) + Γ(−iω

a
+ D−2

2
)

Γ(D − 2)
. (10)
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By the formula Γ(x+ iy)2 = Γ(x+ iy)Γ(x− iy) [58], the power spectrum is simplified into

G(a) = CD
1

a

|Γ(D−2
2

+ iω
a
)|2

Γ(D − 2)
. (11)

In order to present the power spectrum explicitly, the Euler’s formulae |Γ(ix)|2 =

π/(x sinh (πx)), |Γ(1/2 + ix)|2 = π/ cosh (πx), and the property of Gamma function

Γ(x+ 1) = (x+ 1)Γ(x) [58] are used to obtain the following form,

G(a) = 2πCD
1

Γ(D − 2)















aD−2

ω
1

e
2πω
a −1

(D−4)/2
∏

l=0

[l2 + (ω
a
)2], D is even

aD−3 1

e
2πω
a +1

(D−5)/2
∏

l=0

[(l + 1
2
)
2
+ (ω

a
)2], D is odd

(12)

For the case of the spacetime dimension D = 3, the continued product term should be

neglected. It is seen a Bose-Einstein factor in even dimensions and a Fermi-Dirac factor in

odd dimensions. This is consistent with the Takagi statistical inversion: for Bosonic field, the

accelerated observer sees a Bose-Einstein distribution in even spacetime dimensions and a

Fermi-Dirac distribution in odd spacetime dimensions. Moreover, it can be inferred directly

from Eq. (12) that the power spectrum G(a) satisfies the KMS condition [33, 34].

G(a)(ω) = e
−2πω

a G(a)(−ω), (13)

which means that the ratio between the power spectra with positive and negative frequency

is a Boltzmann factor.

The behavior of the power spectra from D = 3 to D = 6 are depicted in Fig. 1 with

the acceleration a = 1. It is noticed that when ω > 0, the value for G(a) is not zero though

very small, and it equals to the product of the corresponding negative frequency value and a

Boltzmann factor which restrains the corresponding numerical value, as in Eq. (13). From

Fig. 1 and Eq. (12), it is seen that when D = 3, G(a) completely obeys the Fermi-Dirac

distribution, which is the most special case; when D = 4, G(a) is equivalent to a product

between the inverse of the factor ω and the Bose-Einstein factor; in particular, when D ≥ 5,

the behavior of G(a) looks all similar since the continued product term would dominate.
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FIG. 1: Behavior of G(a) in different spacetime dimensions. The four subfigures stand for D = 3,

D = 4, D = 5, D = 6 respectively from left to right and top to bottom.

2. Off-diagonal components

Now we calculate the Fourier transform of the off-diagonal components in Eq. (5) with

the expression as

G(b) = CD
( a

2i

)D−2
∫ ∞

−∞
dτe−iωτ

[

sinh
(aτ

2
−iǫ
)

−a2L2

4

](D−2)/2

, (14)

where G(b) ≡ G(12) = G(21). Similar to the calculation of (6), slightly downward the integra-

tion contour by iπ, and we get

G(b) = CD(
a

i
)
D−2

∫ ∞−iπ

−∞−iπ

dτe−iωτ−D−2
2

aτ [(e−aτ − eγ)(e−aτ − eβ)]
−(D−2)/2

, (15)

where eβ = 2+a2L2+aL
√
a2L2+4

2
and eγ = 2+a2L2−aL

√
a2L2+4

2
. Let x ≡ aτ + iπ and we have

G(b) = aD−3e
−πω
a CD

∫ ∞

−∞
dx

e−iω
a
x−D−2

2
x

[e−x + eβ]
D−2

2 [e−x + eγ]
D−2

2

. (16)
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Make a further variable substitution, t = e−γ

ex+e−γ , and the Fourier form becomes

G(b) = aD−3CDeiγω−
D−2

2
β

∫ 1

0

dt(1− t)
D−2
2

−iω−1[1− t(1− eγ−β)]
−D−2

2 t
D−2
2

−1+iω. (17)

Using one kind of integration expressions of hypergeometric function [58]

1F
2(p, q;n, z) =

Γ(n)

Γ(q)Γ(n− 1)

∫ 1

0

dt(1− t)n−q−1(1− tz)−ptq−1, (18)

and letting p = D−2
2

, q = D−2
2

+ iω, n = D − 2, and z = 1− eγ−β , we obtain

G(b) = aD−3CDeiγω−
D−2

2
βΓ(

D−2
2

+ iω)Γ(D−2
2

− iω)

Γ(D − 2)
1F

2(
D − 2

2
,
D − 2

2
+ iω,D − 2, 1− eγ−β).

(19)

Using the same method as we tackle (11), an explicit expression for the Fourier form of the

off-diagonal components is given as

G(b) = T















aD−2

ω
1

e
2πω
a −1

(D−4)/2
∏

l=0

[l2 + (ω/a)2], D is even

aD−3 1

e
2πω
a +1

(D−5)/2
∏

l=0

[(l + 1
2
)
2
+ (ω/a)2], D is odd

(20)

where T = 2D−5Γ(D−2
2

)
1
F 2(D−2

2
, s;D − 2, 1− eγ−β)eγp, s = iω

a
+ D−2

2
, β =

log [1
2
(2 + a2L2 + aL

√
a2L2 + 4)], γ = −β.

When the spacetime dimensions D = 3, the continued product term should be neglected.

We can get directly from (20) that it still obeys KMS condition, G(b)(ω) = e
−2πω

a G(b)(−ω). In

particular, if we neglect all constant coefficients, G(b) can be regraded as the multiplication

of corresponding G(a) and a hypergeometric function.

The behavior of the power spectra from D = 3 to D = 6 are depicted in Fig. 2 with the

acceleration a = 1 and the distance between two atoms L = 1. It is seen clearly from Fig. 2

that for D = 3, the value for G(b) will decrease by an oscillating form with ω decreasing from

0 to negative values; for D = 4, G(b) oscillates periodically but the value is not decreasing

for ω 6 0; for D = 5 and D = 6, G(b) will oscillate with an inverse trend comparing with

the case D = 3 although the oscillation for D = 6 is more violent than that for D = 5.

The hypergeometric function term is responsible for the oscillation. These oscillation can

be understood form the expression of G(b). For example, when D = 4, the expression for

G(b) can be written as
1

2π

1

e
2πω
a − 1

sin (2ω
a
sinh−1 aL

2
)

L
√

1 + a2L2/4
. (21)
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FIG. 2: Behavior of G(b) in different spacetime dimensions. The four subfigures stand for D = 3,

D = 4, D = 5, D = 6 respectively from left to right and top to bottom.

It is seen that when ω < 0, the Bose-Einstein factor is negligible and the sin function would

dominate the oscillation. Thus, the oscillation amplitude would be not changed with the

frequency ω for the constant a and L.

III. ENTANGLEMENT DYNAMICS IN ANY DIMENSIONS

In the framework of open quantum systems [55] and with the help of Negativity, we study

the relationship between entanglement dynamics and spacetime dimensions in the case of

the massless field for the vacuum. The Unruh and anti-Unruh effects are also discussed in

this section.
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A. Master equation

Consider two atoms that consist of two energy levels for each one accelerating in the

Minkowski vacuum, and the total Hamiltonian for the interaction process between acceler-

ated atoms and the vacuum field can be written as

H = HA +HF +HI . (22)

HA is the Hamiltonian of the two-atom system,

HA =
ω

2
σ
(1)
3 +

ω

2
σ
(2)
3 , (23)

where σ
(1,2)
i = σi ⊗ σ0, the superscripts (1, 2) indicate the two different atoms, σi(i = 1, 2, 3)

is the Pauli matrices and σ0 is the 2× 2 unit matrix. ω is the energy gap of each atom. HF

is the Hamiltonian of the scalar fields that represents the massless vacuum field. We assume

the interaction Hamiltonian HI is weak, with the following form,

HI = µ[σ
(1)
2 φ(t, x1) + σ

(2)
2 φ(t, x2)], (24)

where µ is the coupling constant which is assumed to be small.

To make the calculation further, some approximations must be taken (see the detailed

discussion in Ref. [57]). Under the Born-Markov approximation [55], we can write the

master equation describing the dissipative dynamics of the two-atom system in the manner

of Gorini-Kossakowski-Lindblad-Sudarshan form,

∂ρ(τ)

∂τ
= −i[Heff , ρ (τ)] +D[ρ(τ)] (25)

where

Heff = HA − i

2

2
∑

α,β=1

3
∑

i,j=1

H
(αβ)
ij σ

(α)
i σ

(β)
j (26)

and

D[ρ(τ)] =
1

2

2
∑

α,β=1

3
∑

i,j=1

C
(αβ)
ij [2σ

(β)
j ρσ

(α)
i − σ

(α)
i ρσ

(β)
j − ρσ

(α)
i σ

(β)
j ] (27)

From the master equation (25), it is clear that the environment can lead to dissipation and

decoherence defined by the dissipator D[ρ(τ)], and the coefficients C
(αβ)
ij in the dissipator is

expressed as

C
(αβ)
ij = A(αβ)δij − iB(αβ)εijkδ3k − A(αβ)δ3iδ3j (28)
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where

A(αβ) =
µ2

4
[G(αβ)(−ω) + G(αβ)(ω)]

B(αβ) =
µ2

4
[G(αβ)(−ω)− G(αβ)(ω)]

(29)

and the concrete expression for G(αβ) can be found in Eqs. (12) and (20). H
(αβ)
ij is the

Hilbert transform of corresponding power spectrum Gij
(αβ),

K(αβ)(λ) =
1

πi
P

∫ ∞

−∞
dω

G
(αβ)
ij (ω)

ω − λ
, (30)

where P denoting the Cauchy principle value. Moreover, in this paper we just consider the

effect of environment (the vacuum field) on quantum entanglement between two acceler-

ated atoms in arbitrary dimensions, so the Hamiltonian for any single atom and vacuum

contribution terms can be neglected, and we just need to consider the effect of dissipator

D(ρ(τ)).

B. Measure for two-atom quantum entanglement

For convenience, we choose four Dicke states [59] as the bases for the expression of density

matrix,

|e〉 = |e1〉 ⊗ |e2〉,

|s〉 = (|g1〉 ⊗ |e2〉+ |g2〉 ⊗ |e1〉)/
√
2, (31)

|g〉 = |g1〉 ⊗ |g2〉,

|a〉 = (|g1〉 ⊗ |e2〉 − |g2〉 ⊗ |e1〉)/
√
2.

The density matrix of the system can be written as

ρ(t) =















ρee(t) ρeg(t) 0 0

ρ∗eg(t) ρgg(t) 0 0

0 0 ρss(t) 0

0 0 0 ρaa(t)















(32)

where ρIJ = 〈I|ρ|J〉, I, J = e, s, g, a. We take Negativity as measurement in order to define

the entanglement amount of the two-atom system.
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Negativity is an important measure for entanglement, it is defined [60, 61] according to

N = max

{

0,−2
∑

i

µi

}

(33)

where µi are the eigenvalues of the partially transposition [62, 63] of the density matrix ρ

of two-body system. It is not hard to confirm that N = 0 for untangled states of atoms

and N = 1 for maximally entangled states of atoms. Using the density matrix (32), the

Negativity is obtained as

N = max {0,N1,N2} (34)

where

N1 =

√

C1C+
1 + (ρgg + ρee)

2 − (ρgg + ρee),

N2 =

√

C2C+
2 + (ρaa + ρss)

2 − (ρaa + ρss),

C1 = |ρaa − ρss| − 2
√

ρgg − ρee, (35)

C2 = 2|ρge(t)| − (ρss(t) + ρaa(t)),

C+
1 = |ρaa − ρss|+ 2

√

ρgg − ρee,

C+
2 = 2|ρge(t)|+ (ρss(t) + ρaa(t)).

C. Entanglement change for initial product states

Combining (32) with (25), we can get a set of differential equations

ρ′gg = −4(Aa − Ba)ρgg + 2(Aa + Ba − Ab −Bb)ρaa + 2(Aa +Ba + Ab +Bb)ρss,

ρ′ee = −4(Aa +Ba)ρee + 2(Aa − Ba − Ab +Bb)ρaa + 2(Aa −Ba + Ab − Bb)ρss,

ρ′aa = −4(Aa − Ab)ρaa + 2(Aa − Ba −Ab +Bb)ρgg + 2(Aa +Ba − Ab −Bb)ρee, (36)

ρ′ss = −4(Aa + Ab)ρss + 2(Aa − Ba + Ab − Bb)ρgg + 2(Aa +Ba + Ab +Bb)ρee,

ρ′ge = −4Aaρge, ρ′eg = −4Aaρeg,

where ρ′IJ = ∂ρIJ (τ)
∂τ

, and the parameters A and B are defined in Eq. (29) with the corre-

sponding concise signs here, Aa ≡ A(11) = A(22), Ab ≡ A(12) = A(21), Ba ≡ B(11) = B(22),

and Bb ≡ B(12) = B(21).

In order to study the generation of entanglement, we choose the initial state to be a

product state |10〉, without loss of generality. From Eq. (31), it is easy to deduce that
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ρeg = ρge remains zero during the whole process, which leads to the result that N2 in Eq.

(34) is always negative. Thus, the Negativity can be calculated according to

N (ρ(τ)) = max (0,N1(τ)) (37)

From (36) and (37), we can get the expression for the derivative value of Negativity N1(τ)

at τ = 0,

N ′
1(0) = k(4|A2

b | − 4
√

A2
a − B2

a) (38)

where k is a coefficient related to the spacetime dimensions D, the acceleration a, the

difference ω of energy levels of atom and the separation between atoms L, and k is always

positive. If N ′
1(0) > 0, it is deduced that entanglement is produced.

In the following part, we will investigate how large it is for the region of different param-

eters (a, ω, L) in which entanglement could be generated in different spacetime dimensions.

At first, we study the region where entanglement could be generated in the a− L plane

with a fixed energy-level difference, ω = 1. Fig. 3 shows this, and the area of presented

entanglement region is estimated as 17.38, 13.63, 11.88, and 10.80 for D = 3, D = 4, D = 5,

D = 6, respectively. It is stressed that the numerical values for the entanglement area don’t

have the physical meaning, and it only indicates that the larger the area is, the larger it is

for the range of considered parameters with which entanglement can be generated between

atoms. It is not hard to find from Fig. 3 that the area of the entanglement region in the a−L

plane would decrease with the increasing spacetime dimensions. And we have calculated the

area of entanglement region for the same D but different ω, and found that the larger ω is,

the larger the area is.

Then, we investigate the entanglement-generated region in the ω − a plane with the

separation between atoms fixed as L = 3. As presented in Fig. 4, the area of entanglement

region is estimated as 55.39, 37.96, 30.15, and 25.86 for D = 3, D = 4, D = 5, D = 6,

respectively. Similar to the a−L figure in Fig. 3, the area of the entanglement region in the

ω−a plane is decreasing with the increasing spacetime dimensions. And we have calculated

the area of entanglement region for the same D but different L, and find that the smaller L

is, the larger the area is.

Finally, we fix a = 1 and investigate the entanglement-generated region in the ω − L

plane. Similarly, we calculate the area of entanglement region as 108.67, 72.93, 38.76 and

14



FIG. 3: Entanglement region in the a − L plane. The four subfigures stand for D = 3, D = 4,

D = 5, D = 6 respectively from left to right and top to bottom.

22.06 for D = 3, D = 4, D = 5, D = 6, respectively, as presented in Fig. 5. It is also found

that the area of entanglement region in the ω − L plane is decreasing with the increasing

spacetime dimensions. And we have calculated the area of entanglement region for the

same D but different a, and find that the smaller a is, the larger the area is.

We make some discussions for Fig. 3, Fig. 4 and Fig. 5. From all the three figures, it

is seen that for larger spacetime dimensions, the range of the parameters (a, ω, L) in which

entanglement can be generated is decreasing. According to the calculation, we can give

some interpretations. From the theory of the master equation, the change of entanglement

is derived from a similar effect to that environment induced entanglement change. Here the

vacuum in different spacetime dimensions can be regarded as the environment. When the

spacetime dimensions increase, the environment would become more sophisticated due to

the addition of the spatial dimensions, which can be manifested by our calculation to some
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FIG. 4: Entanglement region in the ω − a plane. The four subfigures stand for D = 3, D = 4,

D = 5, D = 6 respectively from left to right and top to bottom.

extent. It is not hard to understand that the entanglement region becomes smaller when

the separation between atoms or the acceleration increases, which means that the increased

parameters (L, a) would lead to the increase of difficulty for the generation of entanglement.

It is a little surprised that the entanglement region increases when the energy level of the

atom increases. More careful investigation finds that the entangled value measured by

Negativity would decrease for increasing energy level of the atom although the area of the

entanglement region increases.

Furthermore, if we combine KMS condition (13) with Eq. (38), another condition for the

entanglement region can be expressed as

∣

∣

∣
(1 + e

2πω
a )G(b)(−ω)

∣

∣

∣
− 2e

πω
a G(a)(−ω) > 0, (39)

which leads to a more refined result that the entanglement region is not simply connected.

For example, we fix D = 4, ω = 1, and check the partially amplified entanglement region
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FIG. 5: Entanglement region in the ω − L plane. The four subfigures stand for D = 3, D = 4,

D = 5, D = 6 respectively from left to right and top to bottom.

in the a − L plane, as given in Fig. 6. It is found that there are many small holes where

entanglement would not be generated. This reason is that there is no evident boundary

between entanglement region and no-entanglement region, which can be deduced by the fact

that the G(b)(−ω) term in (39) is oscillating with a or L (such oscillating behaviors cannot

be presented using the figures but it can be observed only by the analyzed expressions in

the second section) but G(a)(−ω) term is monotonous with a or L.

Now we discuss the change of entanglement generated after atoms are accelerated with

time in different spacetime dimensions. Fig. 7 presents this evolution by calculating the

amount of Negativity with the parameters L = 1, ω = 1, and a = 1. It is seen clearly

that when the spacetime dimension is smaller, entanglement is generated more quickly but

decays also more quickly. Meanwhile, when the spacetime dimension decreases, the maximal

value of entanglement increases, but the entanglement duration time (this is estimated by

17



FIG. 6: Partially amplified figure of the D = 4 case of Fig. 3.
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FIG. 7: Entanglement evolutionary process over time. Blue, red, yellow and purple lines stand for

D = 3, D = 4, D = 5, D = 6, respectively.

the half-width of the evolution curves) decreases.

Fig. 8 presents the change of maximal values of generated entanglement using Negativity

with a throughout the whole evolved process. We plot different results for different L. It is

seen that for small L, the maximum of Negativity will decrease monotonously with increasing

acceleration, and for larger spacetime dimensions, entanglement would decrease to zero more
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FIG. 8: Changes of maximal Negativity with acceleration for different atom separations. The six

subfigures stand for L = 0.3, L = 2, L = 3, L = 4, L = 4.4, and L = 30 respectively from left to

right and top to bottom. Blue, red, yellow and purple lines stand for D = 3, D = 4, D = 5, and

D = 6, respectively.

quickly. When L increases, the maximum of Negativity would not decrease monotonously

but increase first and decrease then to zero, and this phenomenon will happen for smaller

L under smaller spacetime dimensions. The increase of entanglement with the increasing

acceleration a looks like the phenomena appeared in the case of anti-Unruh effect [31, 36].

We will not discuss this here more detailed, and postpone it to the next section for the case

of the massive field. When L takes larger values, the maximum of Negativity will oscillate

with increasing acceleration. This oscillation is interesting but there is not an explicit

interpretation for it, which might deserve to be studied further in the future. Moreover, it

is also noted that the possible generated maximum of entanglement will decreases with the

increasing separation between atoms, as expected.
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FIG. 9: Entanglement evolutionary process over time for different initial entangled states. The

three subfigures stand for α = 1/
√
2, α = 1/(2

√
2), α = 0.01, respectively, from left to right.

We also calculate the change of maximal values of generated entanglement using Negativ-

ity with other parameters (e.g. L or ω) throughout the whole evolved process. The results

are similar to that presented in Fig. 8 and there is not any novel behavior, so we would not

discuss these here.

D. Entanglement change for initial entangled states

In this section, we study the change of entanglement with the initial entangled states,

α|10〉+β|01〉 (α, β 6= 0, α2 + β2 = 1). Fig. 9 presents the change of entanglement with time

with the parameters ω = 1, L = 0.3, a = 1. As shown in the left one of Fig. 9, the amount

of entanglement will decrease monotonously with time for initially maximally entangled

states. In particular, the larger the spacetime dimension D is, the later it is for time that

entanglement disappears. When the initial entanglement is not big enough, it will decrease

first to zero, followed by a slight increase, and then decrease to zero finally, as presented in

the middle one of Fig. 9. It is interesting for the small initial entanglement in the right one

of Fig. 9, it decreases to zero at first and then increases to a value larger than the initial

entanglement, and the generated maximal entanglement by accelerating two atoms with an

initial product state as in Fig. 7. It seems that the initial small entanglement can boost

the generated amount of entanglement by the acceleration. This looks like an amplification

mechanism for quantum entanglement, but the amplification will be not valid if the initial

amount of entanglement is large enough, as in the middle one of Fig. 9.
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In the following, we discuss the change of entanglement for initial entangled states in two

different asymptotic cases, L → ∞ and L → 0. At first, we discuss the case with L → ∞.

In this condition, G(b) = 0, Ab = Bb = 0. We can analytically solve (36) and obtain the

corresponding results as

ρaa =
A2

1 − B2
1 + A2

1e
−8A1τ − B2

1e
−8A1τ − 4A2

1αβe
−4A1τ + 2B2

1e
−4A1τ

4A2
1

ρee =
(A1 −B1)e

−8A1τ (−1 + e4A1τ )(A1 +B1 + A1e
4A1τ − B1e

4A1τ )

4A2
1

ρgg =
(A1 +B1)e

−8A1τ (−1 + e4A1τ )(A1 − B1 + A1e
4A1τ +B1e

4A1τ )

4A2
1

(40)

ρss =
A2

1 − B2
1 + A2

1e
−8A1τ − B2

1e
−8A1τ + 4A2

1αβe
−4A1τ + 2B2

1e
−4A1τ

4A2
1

Substituting this into (34), Negativity can be given in any time of the evolution progress.

It is found that Negativity will decrease rapidly to zero, no matter what initial state or

acceleration we choose.

Next, let L → 0, under which Aa = Ab, Ba = Bb. We can solve (36) analytically and

obtain the corresponding results as

ρaa =
1

2
(α− β)2, (41)

ρee =
(1 + 2αβ)(A1 −B1)

2

6A2
1 + 2B2

1

− ((1 + 2αβ)(−A1 +B1 +
√

(A1 −B1)(A1 +B1)))(A
3
1 − A1B

2
1 + 2B2

1

√

(A1 −B1)(A1 +B1))

+ ((A1 −B1)(A1 +B1)
3/2)e−4(2A1+

√
(A1−B1)(A1+B1))τ/(4B1

√

(A1 − B1)(A1 +B1)(3A
2
1 +B2

1))

+ ((1 + 2αβ)(A1 −B1 +
√

(A1 − B1)(A1 +B1)))(−A3
1 + A1B

2
1 + 2B2

1

√

(A1 − B1)(A1 +B1)

+ ((A1 −B1)(A1 +B1)
3/2))e−4(2A1−

√
A2

1−B2
1)τ/(4B1

√

(A1 −B1)(A1 +B1)(3A
2
1 +B2

1)),

(42)

ρgg =
(1 + 2αβ)(A1 +B1)

2

6A2
1 + 2B2

1

− ((1 + 2αβ)(A1 +B1 −
√

(A1 − B1)(A1 +B1)))(A
3
1 − A1B

2
1 + 2B2

1

√

(A1 − B1)(A1 +B1))

+ ((A1 − B1)(A1 +B1)
3/2)e−4(2A1+

√
(A1−B1)(A1+B1))τ/(4B1

√

(A1 −B1)(A1 +B1)(3A
2
1 +B2

1))

− ((1 + 2αβ)(A1 +B1 +
√

(A1 −B1)(A1 +B1)))(−A3
1 + A1B

2
1 + 2B2

1

√

(A1 −B1)(A1 +B1)

+ ((A1 − B1)(A1 +B1)
3/2))e−4(2A1−

√
A2

1−B2
1)τ/(4B1

√

(A1 − B1)(A1 +B1)(3A
2
1 +B2

1)),

(43)
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FIG. 10: The change of N with ω for different initial states, with α = 0 for the blue line, α = 0.1

for the red line, and α = 1/
√
2 for the yellow line.

ρss =
(1 + 2αβ)(A2

1 − B2
1)

2(3A2
1 +B2

1)
+

(1 + 2αβ)(A2
1 +B2

1 −A1

√

(A1 − B1)(A1 +B1))e
−4(2A1−

√
A2

1−B2
1)τ

2(3A2
1 +B2

1)

+
(1 + 2αβ)(A2

1 +B2
1 + A1

√

(A1 − B1)(A1 +B1))e
−4(2A1+

√
(A1−B1)(A1+B1))τ

2(3A2
1 +B2

1)
. (44)

Assume that when τ → ∞, the value for Negativity is N . The change of N with respect

to ω is shown in Fig. 10 with the parameters a = 1.4, D = 3. From this figure, it is found

that for a general entangled state initially (see the red line in Fig. 10), when ω is very small,

the Negativity will decrease to zero; after ω increases to some value, N will grows rapidly

to a fixed value, but this fixed value is related to the initial states; when ω becomes larger,

N will decrease suddenly to zero and keep zero for larger ω. That is to say, if there is no

separation between two atoms, entanglement will not disappear within a certain range of ω,

except for the initially maximally entangled state (α = β = 1√
2
) where entanglement always

remains at zero, as presented with the yellow line in Fig. 10. In particular, we find that

the amount of generated entanglement by the acceleration is maximal if the initial state is

a product state (α = 1 or β = 1), as presented with the blue line in Fig. 10.
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IV. MASSIVE FIELD

In the last section, we investigate the dynamics of entanglement for two accelerated atoms

under the condition that the vacuum field is considered as the massless field. In this section,

we will turn to the consideration of a massive field for the vacuum and discuss the influence

of acceleration on entanglement under different spacetime dimensions.

A. Wightman function and power spectrum

In D-dimensional Minkowski spacetime, the scalar field operator could be expanded as

φ(t, x) =

∫

dD−1k
1

√

2ωk2π
D−1

[ake
ikx−iωkt + a†ke

−ikx+iωkt], (45)

where ak (a
†
k) is the annihilation (creation) operator. The expression for Wightman function

is

G(α̺)(∆t) = 〈φ(tα(t), xα(t))φ(t̺(t
′

), x̺(t
′

))〉, (46)

where ∆t = t− t
′

is the difference of time. Inserting (45) into (46), one obtains

G(α̺)(∆t) =
1

(2π)D−1

∫

dD−1k
1

2ωk
e−iωk∆t+ikx. (47)

Here the integral of dD−1k can be regarded as the integral of the length and the direction of

the vector whose direction can be described by (D−2) angular coordinates. After integrating

all the angular variables, the Wightman function becomes

G(α̺)(∆t) =
1

(4π)
D−1
2 Γ(D−1

2
)

∫ ∞

0

dk
kD−3

ωk

sin (k|∆xα̺|)
|∆xα̺|

e−iωk∆tα̺ . (48)

Using the dispersion relationship ω2
k = k2 +m2 to replace the integration variable k by ωk,

we obtain

G(α̺)(∆τ) =

∫ ∞

m

dωk

(
√

ω2
k −m2)D−4

|∆xα̺|
sin (

√

ω2
k −m2|∆xα̺|)e−iωk∆tα̺ , (49)

where |∆xα̺| =
√

|xα − x′
̺|, ∆tα̺ = tα − t′̺.

Now inserting the trajectories (2) of two atoms into the expression (49), we obtain

G(11)(∆τ) = G(22)(∆τ) =
mD−2

(4π)
D−1

2 Γ(D−1
2

)

∫ ∞

1

dx(x2 − 1)
D−3

2 e−i 2
a
mx sinh a∆τ

2 , (50)
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and

G(12)(∆τ) = G(21)(∆τ) =
mD−3

L(4π)
D−1
2 Γ(D−1

2
)

∫ ∞

1

dx(x2 − 1)
D−4

2 sin(mL(x2 − 1)
1
2 )e−i 2

a
mxsinh a∆τ

2 .

(51)

Further, we can write the expressions (50) in the manner of K-Bessel function [58] as

G(11)(∆τ) = G(22)(∆τ) =
mD−2

(4π)
D−1
2 (im

a
sinh (a∆τ

2
)
D−2
2 Γ(1

2
))
KD−2

2

(

i
2m

a
sinh (

a∆τ

2
)

)

(52)

where K represents modified Bessel functions of the second kind. But for the off-diagonal

terms of the Wightman function, only when D = 4, they can be written in the manner of

K-Bessel function [58],

G(12)(∆τ) = G(21)(∆τ) =
m

(4π)
3
2Γ(3

2
)

1
√

L2 − 4
a2
sinh2 (a∆τ

2
)
K1

(

m

√

L2 − 4

a2
sinh2 (

a∆τ

2
)

)

.

(53)

It is found that the Wightman functions for the case considering the massive field can

be regarded as the multiplication of a K-Bessel function and the Wightman functions for

the case considering the massless field up to a constant related to mass m. Thus, it is not

easy to obtain the Fourier transform of the Wightman functions for the case considering

the massive field with numerical methods because the absolute values of the argument of

K-Bessel functions are highly oscillatory. In order to acquire the power spectrum in the case

of the massive field, we rewrite the Fourier transform of (50) as

G(a) =
amD−3

(4π)
D−1
2 Γ(D−1

2
)

∫ ∞

m
a

dx(
a2

m2
x2 − 1)

D−3
2

Ki2ω/a(2x), (54)

and rewrite the Fourier transform of (51) as

G(b) =
amD−4

L(4π)
D−1

2 Γ(D−1
2

)

∫ ∞

m
a

dx(
a2

m2
x2 − 1)

D−4
2

sin [mL(
a2

m2
x2 − 1)

1/2

]Ki2ω/a(2x), (55)

where we have used the integration formulae

∫ ∞

−∞
e−i(2ωk) sinhau/2eiωudu =

4

a
e

πω
a Ki2ω/a(2ωk/a). (56)

Note that the signs G(a) and G(b) represents the Fourier form of the diagonal and off-diagonal

terms for the Wightman functions.
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FIG. 11: Behavior of G(a) for massive field in different spacetime dimensions. The four subfigures

stand for D = 3, D = 4, D = 5, and D = 6, respectively, from left to right and top to bottom.

Fig. 11 and Fig. 12 show the power spectra in the case of massive field in arbitrary

spacetime dimensions by numerical integrating (54) and (55). Because of the modification

of K-Bessel functions, all power spectra for the diagonal terms decrease to zero gradually for

any spacetime dimension D, but it is special for the D = 3 case that including the oscillation

in the axis of negative frequency and differs from that for other spacetime dimensions, as

given in Fig. 11. For the off-diagonal terms as given in Fig. 12, the oscillation for the curves

of the power spectra in different spacetime dimensions has the same trend with the in Fig.

2 for the case of massless field but the period of oscillation becomes larger for the case of

massive field due to the modulation of K-Bessel functions. Note that the power spectra of

off-diagonal terms for D = 3 is also special, which, together with the case of diagonal terms,

derives from the function of statistical effect, as discussed in the case of massless field. But

for D = 4, the statistical effect is not evident for the case of massive field, which is covered

in the K-Bessel function. For D > 4, the behaviors of the power spectra for the cases of
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FIG. 12: Behavior of G(b) for massive field in different spacetime dimensions. The four subfigures

stand for D = 3, D = 4, D = 5, and D = 6, respectively, from left to right and top to bottom.

massless and massive field looks similar because the statistical factor in these cases doesn’t

dominate.

B. Entanglement change

Adopting the method of the master equation described in the last section but the power

spectra are used with Eq. (54) and (55), we calculate entanglement dynamics of two acceler-

ated atoms with the initial product state for the case of the massive field under the different

spacetime dimensions. Fig. 13 presents the evolution of entanglement with time with the

other parameters taking a, L, ω,m = 1 for the cases of the massless and massive field. By

comparison, the entanglement evolution in the case of massive field is always slower, which

is an interesting time-delay phenomenon. It seems that the speed of the massive field to

propagate the interaction information between two accelerated atoms is slower than that
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FIG. 13: Entanglement evolutionary process over time for massive field. Red and blue lines stand

for D = 3 and D = 4, respectively. Solid and dashed lines stand for the cases of massless and

massive field, respectively.

of massless field. Another interesting phenomenon for the case of massive field is that the

maximal amount of generated entanglement decrease more quickly when the spacetime di-

mension D increases than that for the case of massless field. The cases for D = 5 and D = 6

are consistent with these discussions here and don’t present any abnormal behaviors, so we

don’t plot them in Fig. 13.

Finally, let’s discuss the anti-Unruh effect in different spacetime dimensions. For this,

we add an extra Gauss switching function χ(τ) = e−τ2/2σ2
as made in Ref. [31, 32] and

calculate the Fourier transformation as

G(a) =

∫

dτdτ ′G(τ, τ ′)e−iω(τ−τ ′)χ(τ)χ(τ ′). (57)

For simplicity, we take τ ′ = 0 here, and obtain

G(a) =

∫

dτG(τ)e−iω(τ)χ(τ). (58)

This equation is proportional to the transition probability of an Unruh-Dewitt detector

[31, 32]. Inserting Eq. (52) into Eq. (58), we can integrate and obtain the power spectrum

by employing numerical method (the oscillatory phenomenon we mentioned before does not

matter now, because the Gaussian function has suppressed the oscillation to a very low
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FIG. 14: Anti-Unruh effect in different spacetime dimensions. The four subfigures stand for D = 3,

D = 4, D = 5, and D = 6, respectively, from left to right and top to bottom. Blue and red lines

stand for ω = 0.1 and ω = 10, respectively, with other parameters taking m = 0.1, σ = 1.

level). The integral range was chosen as [−10σ, 10σ] (σ = 0.8) to suppress the numerical

error at level of e−50 ∼ 10−22 due to the finite integration range. Fig. 14 presents the change

of G(a) with acceleration and the anti-Unruh effect is feasible in any spacetime dimension.

Interestingly, the anti-Unruh effect is robust to the influence of the spacetime dimensions.

But for the Unruh effect in the D = 3 and D = 4 cases, it changes into the anti-Unruh effect

in the D = 5 and D = 6 cases with the same parameters. This is a remarkable influence

from the spacetime dimensions but the fundamentally physical reason is unclear now and

remains to be explored in the future. In fact, the fundamentally physical reason for the

appearance of anti-Unruh effect is not clear up to now although the required conditions has

been discussed many times [31, 32, 36–41].
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V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have investigated the entanglement dynamics of a quantum system com-

posed of two uniformly accelerated Unruh-DeWitt detectors coupled with both fluctuating

massless and massive field in arbitrary dimensional Minkowski vacuum. The main results

focused on the influence of the spacetime dimensions on the change of entanglement.

At first, we investigate the behaviors of the power spectrum for different spacetime dimen-

sions. For the case of the massless field, the power spectrum obeys Bose-Einstein distribution

in even dimensions, and Fermi-Dirac distribution in odd dimensions. For diagonal compo-

nents, the power spectrum completely obeys Fermi-Dirac distribution when D = 3, but has

to be regarded as the multiplication of a polynomial multiplication term and a Bose/Fermi

factor when D ≥ 4 in which the statistical effect doesn’t dominate. For off-diagonal compo-

nents, the power spectrum can be regarded as the multiplication of the corresponding power

spectrum for diagonal components and a hypergeometric function. The power spectra for

off-diagonal components present the oscillating behavior with ω but differs for different

specetime dimensions.

Then, the influence of spacetime dimensions on change of entanglement between two

accelerated atoms is studied in the case of the massless field. Considering an initial prod-

uct state for two atoms, the acceleration leads to the generation of entanglement between

two atoms. It is found that the range of the parameters (ω, L, a) in which entanglement

between two atoms can be generated is expanded with increasing spacetime dimension D,

which is measured by the area of entanglement region from Fig. 3 to Fig. 6. However, the

maximal amount of generated entanglement decreases with increasing D, which is seen by

the entanglement evolution with time in Fig. 7. We also study the change of generated

maximal entanglement with acceleration for different atom separations and find that for the

proper separation between two atoms, entanglement can be enhanced for a certain range

of increasing acceleration, which is similar to the anti-Unruh effect, but this phenomenon

doesn’t appear at the same separation for different spacetime dimensions and it appears at

smaller separation for lower spacetime dimensions. When L is large enough, the maximal

entanglement will oscillate with increasing acceleration, which shows that the generated

entanglement is unstable and very small. When L is increased further (→ ∞), the entan-

glement will decrease very quickly to zeros in any spacetime dimensions. When the two
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atoms are placed at the same places (L → 0), entanglement is generated to the maximal

value at some certain ω, remains there for a certain range of ω, and then decreases to zero

suddenly at another certain ω. Note that these certain ω is dependent on the spacetime di-

mensions. Moreover, the change of entanglement for the initial entangled state of two atom

is also studied, and the difference of entanglement change with time for different spacetime

dimensions are presented with different initial entangled states for two atoms.

Finally, we expand the discussion to the case of the massive field. The Wightman func-

tions and the power spectra are obtained by adding an extra factor expressed by K-Bessel

functions in the basis of the results for the case of the massless field. When entanglement

evolution is calculated in this case, it is found that mass can lead to a time delay for en-

tanglement generation in any spacetime dimensions, compared with that for the case of

the massless field. But the generated maximal entanglement decreases more quickly with

increasing spacetime dimension than that for the case of massless field. When we study the

change of generated maximal entanglement with the acceleration, a surprised and attractive

result is found that the Unruh effect in the small spacetime dimensions can change to the

anti-Unruh effect in large spacetime dimensions with the same other parameters.
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[53] J. Rodŕıuez-Laguna, L. Tarruell, M. Lewenstein and A. Celi, Synthetic Unruh effect in cold

atoms, Phys. Rev. A 95 (2017) 013627.

[54] A. Kosior, M. Lewenstein and A. Celi, Unruh effect for interacting particles with ultracold

atoms, SciPost Phys. 5 (2018) 061.

[55] H.-P. Breuer and F. Petruccione, The theory of open quantum systems, Oxford University

Press, Oxford U. K. (2002).

[56] G. Kaplanek, and C. P. Burgess, Hot accelerated qubits: decoherence, thermalization, secular

growth and reliable late-time predictions, JHEP 03 (2020) 008.
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