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I. INTRODUCTION

A. Motivation

Thermal Larmor radiation is a fundamental classical
phenomenon in which a single accelerating electron emits
electromagnetic radiation in accordance with a Planck
curve. As such, this process, which to our knowledge
has not been derived before, is of paramount importance
for understanding a wide range of physical phenomena to
which black body emission applies: from the behavior of
single moving point charges to the thermal properties of
fluctuation–dissipation in the unavoidable white noise of
a resistor.

With its far-reaching implications, such as the connec-
tion to the quantum understanding of the acceleration-
temperature relation, studying thermal Larmor radiation
promises to yield new experimental insights into the na-
ture of black hole evaporation [1], moving mirrors [2–4]
and acceleration radiation [5–7]. This simple system is an
endeavor with important observational implications that
offers an exciting opportunity for the research community
to further the collective knowledge of the fundamental
origin of the link between acceleration and temperature.

The blackbody energy spectrum for thermal radiation
is significant in the history of physics not because of its
own appeal, but because of its major effect in exposing
the inadequacy of classical theory and in presenting the
formulation of quantum mechanics. However, quantum
theory need not always be employed in regimes where
classical theory can do the trick. In the case of the Planck
radiation law we contend that classical theory alone pro-
vides insight into the connection between acceleration
and temperature via a direct derivation of moving point
charge thermal electromagnetic radiation. Our computa-
tion complements Boyer’s classical derivation of the black
body spectrum [8]. However, presented here, we require
no assumption of zero-point radiation, dipole oscillators,
or equal partition. Our classical radiation result is an in-
teresting illustration that even a moving point charge can
radiate like a black body without any notion of discrete
or discontinuous processes.
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B. Orientation

We will classically compute the temperature, T , of the
radiation from an accelerating electron, along with the
spectral angular distribution dI(ω)/dΩ, and the spec-
trum I(ω) = dE/dω. All together the results, in natural
units, ~ = µ0 = c = 1, with charge e, are:

Telectron =
κ

2π
(1)

dI(ω)

dΩ
=

e2s2 sin2 θ

16π3(1− s cos θ)2
2πω/κ

e2πω/κ − 1
, (2)

I(ω) =
e2

2π2

(η
s
− 1
) 2πω/κ

e2πω/κ − 1
. (3)

Here κ > 0 is the acceleration parameter defining the
trajectory of the electron; it is not the proper acceleration
(more on this later). The final speed of the electron is 0 <
s < 1, ω is the frequency of the light, and η = tanh−1 s
is the final rapidity of the electron. The polar angle is
0 ≤ θ ≤ π; while the electron travels rectilinearly in the
radial r̂ direction. It should be noted, in these units, that
e2 = 4πα where α is the fine structure constant.

C. Discussion

There have been several studies investigating the clas-
sical connections between acceleration and temperature;
most of which deal with uniform proper accelerated tra-
jectories. For instance, Cozzella et al [9] claim the ob-
servation of classical Larmor radiation is a signal of the
quantum Davies-Fulling-Unruh effect, suggesting that a
quantum effect can be verified through a classical com-
putation. They use a uniformly accelerated charge and
argue the Unruh thermal bath is codified in the Larmor
radiation [10] emitted from the accelerated charge.

Leonhardt et al [11] developed a water-wave model
with the boundary of the container acting like a mirror,
revealing a classical notion of the Unruh effect as the cor-
relation of noise in space and time. There they replaced
~ by the strength of classical noise and c by the speed
of the waves involved in the effect. They suggest the use
of non-uniform accelerated trajectories could help extend
the idea to the quantum regime.

Recently, Hegelich et al [12] relate the model detector
of the Davies-Fulling-Unruh temperature to experiment
by considering a point-like electron in its place. Since
the electron has no internal degree of freedom, thermal-
ization of this uniformly accelerated ‘detector’ occurs in
a unexpected way: fluctuations in the plane transverse
to the acceleration are amplified into radiated particles.

In fact, when considering accelerated detectors with
sufficient thermalization time in the limit of no internal
structure [10], the Davies-Fulling-Unruh power reduces

to the classical Larmor power formula for accelerated
electrons, [13]; see also the Multi-Petawatt Physics Pri-
oritization (MP3) Workshop Report [14]. This is a par-
ticularly suggestive result connecting Larmor radiation
with the Davies-Fulling-Unruh effect.

In an expanded version of the Gregori et al [15] presen-
tation at the MP3 workshop [14], it is emphasized that
the Davies-Fulling-Unruh effect is a very general process,
associated with all accelerated bodies, regardless of the
presence of an event horizon; supporting the importance
of studying horizonless and asymptotic inertial trajecto-
ries. In particular, Gregori et al. stress that to confirm
the Unruh effect, a framework is needed where the lab
acceleration is not constant. This is the approach we
take with an electron which has a non-uniform proper
acceleration.

Morever, Gregori et al [15] use a heuristic derivation of
the Unruh effect whose realization is dependent on quan-
tum discreteness. They highlight the use of the electron
as a detector with no internal structure; calling careful
attention to how to define and register a change of state.
Specifically they note that this issue is seldom discussed
and how controversial [16] the issues are in distinguishing
the Unruh effect from other classical and quantum radia-
tion processes when involving accelerating moving point
charges. Our classical approach confronts these impor-
tant points without the need for discrete energy levels.

Others argue similarily; for example, Pauri and Vallis-
neri [17] contend that the Unruh effect is deeply rooted
at the classical level and could have been predicted ear-
lier and by a different route, drawing from the analogy
of radiation in classical electromagnetism. Lin [18] found
the vacuum expectation value of the energy density for a
point-like electron is identical to its classical self-energy
density, pushing for a classical correspondence of the Un-
ruh effect.

Beyond the classical connections, such as those found
by Boyer [19] and Cole [20], who discussed the thermal
effects of acceleration within classical theory including
classical zero-point radiation, there is good motivation
for studying non-uniformly accelerated motions. Boyer
found it seemingly discouraging that in the classical elec-
tromagnetic case, an observer undergoing uniform accel-
eration [21], through classical electromagnetic zero-point
radiation, detects field correlation functions correspond-
ing to a spectrum different from Planck’s spectrum.

In much the same way, the present authors are not
alone in being perplexed by the non-Planckian spectrum
resulting from straightforward assumption of proper uni-
form acceleration, e.g. [22]. In our view, the fact that a
constant proper accelerated moving charge does not emit
thermal radiation underscores the importance of study-
ing alternative trajectories and potential connections to
the Planck spectrum.

The aforementioned moving mirror model is well-
suited to non-uniform motions and wide variety of ap-
plications. For instance, the moving mirror has recently
been applied to address finite-size [23, 24] and model en-
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tanglement [25, 26]. By applying this simple conceptual
analog to the study of radiation emitted by an electron,
we develop a connection between the electron and mirror.

An early clue this correspondence existed was perhaps
first recognized via radiation reaction by Ford-Vilenkin
[27] and substantially established by Nikishov-Ritus [28].
Further development on Bogolyubov-current connection
occurs in Ritus [29–32]. The correspondence to Larmor
power was derived in Zhakenuly et al [33]. The connec-
tion and recipe we develop here is general enough to be
applied to any integrable classical trajectory that emits
finite radiation energy but also precise enough to directly
calculate the relevant integrable spectra for specified elec-
tron accelerations. We explicitly do this and show that
the approach is consistent. In this analog, the electron is
treated as a moving mirror, similar to the way black holes
are treated as moving mirrors, e.g. Schwarzschild [34],
Reissner–Nordström [35], and Kerr [36], but with lim-
ited acceleration; i.e. asymptotic inertia characterized
by a proper acceleration A → 0. The specific solution
we focus on behaves as a remnant presciently described
in Wilczek [37]. The generality in this paper reveals a
previously unknown thermal electron acceleration radia-
tion spectra, which can help to establish links between
acceleration, gravity, and thermodynamics in a precisely
applied manner.

There is good reason to study the one-channel Planck
curve, Eq. (3). It is important because its fundamen-
tal thermal radiation is closely connected to Johnson-
Nyquist (white) noise [38]. A hot resistor produces elec-
tromagnetic waves along its single mode, transmitted
in one spatial dimension along the line just as a hot
body will produce electromagnetic waves isotropically in
free space, see e.g. [39]. One dimensional white noise
power from a resistor is equal to the power picked up
by an antenna pointed at a three dimensional blackbody
at the same temperature [40]. Beyond basic thermody-
namics, white noise has applications in applied electron-
ics, metrology, material science, signal processing, and
telecommunications. For instance, in microwave photon-
ics, the one-channel Planck curve provides a theoretical
framework for understanding and mitigating the impact
of thermal noise on electronic systems [41]; in particular
at high frequencies or low temperatures due to quantum
effects.

II. LARMOR ACCELERATION AND
TEMPERATURE

A. Prelude to Larmor Equilibrium

Larmor [42] found the non-relativistic formula for the
total power emitted by an accelerating point charge.
Written in SI units [43],

P =
2

3

e2

4πε0c3
a2 =

µ0e
2

6πc
a2, (4)

where the vacuum magnetic permeability, µ0, and the
vacuum electric permittivity, ε0, are related to the speed
of light by µ0ε0 = 1/c2. Here e is the electric charge and
a = v̇ is the non-relativistic acceleration.

At low speeds, and for limited motions with asymptotic
inertia, the total energy emitted is

E =

∫ ∞
−∞

P dt. (5)

In equilibrium, a uniformly accelerated point charge
might be expected to radiate thermally with constant
power. However, one can see eternal constant accelera-
tion will not give a global finite energy.

Recently, it has been shown that a specific relativistic
trajectory [44] with inverse velocity, v, final speed s, and
free parameter κ (with units of acceleration),

1

v
=

c

κz
+

1

s
, (6)

emits a total finite energy [45],

E =
µ0e

2κ

24π

(
tanh−1 s/c

s/c
− 1

)
, (7)

consistent with a finite period of constant power [46],

P̄c =
µ0e

2κ2

48πc
. (8)

In turn, this equilibrium emission is associated with uni-
form local1 acceleration [49],

κ̄(u) =
v′′(u)

v′(u)
→ κ, (9)

where v(u) is the advanced trajectory, v = t+r, in terms
of retarded time, u = t− r, using light-cone coordinates.
In the following section, we demonstrate this trajectory
emits a thermal radiation spectrum throughout its mo-
tion.

B. Classical Thermal Spectrum Derivation

A classical spectrum is obtained for the radiation emit-
ted by the moving point charge, demonstrating a Planck
distribution. This computation will result in the spec-
trum, I(ω) = dE/dω by first computing the angular
distribution, dI(ω)/ dΩ ≡ d2E/dω dΩ.

For clarity, SI units are employed and we start with
the general radiation spectrum of a moving point charge,

1 This is also called the ‘peeling function’, see e.g. [47, 48]. We
will call it the peel acceleration or ‘peel’ for short.
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(see, SI units e.g. Eq. 23.89 p. (911) of Zangwill [50] or
Gaussian units Eq. (14.67) p. (701) of Jackson [51]):

dI(ω)

dΩ
=
µ0e

2ω2

16π3c

∣∣∣∣∣∣n̂×
∞∫
−∞

dtβ(t)eiφ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

. (10)

where φ = ωt−k ·r(t), while n̂ is the direction of k. The
trajectory function is

r(t) =
sc

κ
W (eκt/c)r̂, (11)

where W is the Lambert product logarithm, and r̂ is a
unit vector in the movement direction (we choose it to be
along the z-axis). The dimensionful quantity 0 < s < c
is the final speed of the electron. Using k = (ω/c)n̂ and
simplifying the cross product,

dI(ω)

dΩ
=
µ0e

2ω2

16π3c

∣∣∣∣∣∣sin θ
∞∫
−∞

dt ż(t)eiφ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

, (12)

where φ = ω(t − [z(t)/c] cos θ). Inverting the trajectory
to remove the productlog gives

t(z) =
c

κ
ln
(κz
sc

)
+
z

s
, (13)

and integrating over z rather than t we obtain

dI(ω)

dΩ
=
µ0e

2ω2

16π3c

∣∣∣∣∣∣sin θ
∞∫
0

dzeiφ(z)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

, (14)

with

eiφ(z) =
(κz
cs

) icω
κ

ei
zω
s (1− sc cos θ). (15)

The integral here is computed in Appendix C, the result
is

dI(ω)

dΩ
=

µ0ce
2s2 sin2 θ

16π3(c− s cos θ)2
2πcω/κ

e2πcω/κ − 1
. (16)

This is the SI version of Eq. (2). See Figure 1 for a
spherical 3D plot of the distribution Eq. (16). Integration
over dΩ = sin θ dθ dφ gives

I(ω) =
µ0ce

2

2π2

(cη
s
− 1
) 2πcω/κ

e2πcω/κ − 1
. (17)

This is exactly Eq. (3) in SI units. Here η = tanh−1 s/c.
This is the SI version of Eq. (3). See Figure 2 for a plot
of the black body curve of I(ω), Eq. (17).

The spectral density Eq. (17) is very similar to the
Planck distribution for a black body in 1+1 dimensions.
Indeed, Eq. (17) corresponds to a radiation at a certain
temperature. We present the formula for the temperature
in Eq. (1), see Sec. II C for more details.

We emphasize that our derivation here was purely clas-
sical, and that the spectral density Eq. (17) suggests that
the radiation is legitimately thermal [8, 39]. This means
that we see a genuine temperature effect as a result of an
acceleration, i.e. the Davies-Fulling-Unruh effect, with-
out any appeal to quantum.

FIG. 1. A plot of Eq. (16), the distribution, dI/ dΩ. Here we
use unit charge, natural units and ω = κ = 1. The final speed
of the electron is s = 0.9. The spectral distribution is that
of rectilinear allocation peaking about the forward direction
but not actually in the forward direction.
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FIG. 2. A plot of Eq. (17), the spectrum, I(ω). Here we use
unit charge, natural units and κ = 1. The final speed of the
electron is s = 0.9, s = 0.99, and s = 0.999 for green, red,
and blue, respectively. This plot illustrates the shape of 1-D
black body radiation with peak deep infrared color, ω = 0

C. A Tale of Two Thermometers

We are left with the task of defining a temperature T
to conform with the one spatial dimensional blackbody
Planck distribution of Eq. (17),

I(ω) ∼ 2πcω/κ

e2πcω/κ − 1
. (18)

Do we use the pre-existing [52], classical scale of the prob-
lem: µ0ce

2?

2πcω

κ

?↔ µ0ce
2ω

kBT
. (19)

Or do we introduce an additional scale, by route of ~,
which is typically associated with quantum theory?

2πcω

κ

?↔ ~ω
kBT

. (20)
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The former could be called the Stoney scale2 [53] while
the latter is the Planck scale with unit of temperature
Kelvin. Using the latter, quantum-traditional defini-
tion of temperature associated with Planck’s constant,
Eq. (20), we find that the classical Larmor radiation is
the quantum Davies-Fulling-Unruh effect, with Planck-
distributed emission at temperature,

T =
~κ

2πckB
. (21)

Notice κ is the acceleration parameter of the local-
uniformly accelerated electron, whose trajectory is
Eq. (6). The dynamical meaning of the constant κ is
the late retarded time u → ∞, high-speed s → c dou-
ble limit of the peel [54]: κ(u) = v′′(u)/v′(u) = 2Aeη =
2 dη(u)/du, that is

lim
u→∞

lim
s→c

κ̄(u) = κ. (22)

Here A(u) is the proper acceleration, η(u) is rapidity, and
κ̄(u) is the peel acceleration [47, 48].

III. ELECTRON-MIRROR CONNECTION

In this section we are going to relate two systems that
are seemingly very different in their nature. One is a
point charge moving along some rectilinear trajectory in
3+1 Minkowski spacetime. The other is a mirror that
moves in 1+1 dimensions. It turns out that the radiation
spectra in these systems are the same, which signifies a
deep underlying connection between the two.

A. Setup of the Moving Point Charge

We consider a point charge with four-current3 (see, e.g.
Jackson Sec. 11.9 [51])

jµ = (ρ, j) (23)

with the charge and current densities

ρ = e δ3(r − r(t)) , j = ev(t)δ3(r − r(t)) . (24)

2 If the Stoney scale, Eq. (19), were used, α being the fine structure
constant, and ~ = µ0ce2/4πα, the temperature is written

T =
µ0e2κ

2πkB
= 2α

~κ
ckB

→ T = 2ακ.

The arrow indicating natural units set ~ = c = kB = 1.
3 From this point on we use natural units and set the speed of light
c, the Planck’s constant ~, the vacuum magnetic permeability µ0
and the Boltzmann’s constant kB to 1. In these units the vacuum
permittivity ε0 = 1, while electron charge is a dimensionless
number e2 = 4πα ≈ 0.092. Our choice for the spacetime metric
signature is (+,−,−,−), the same as in Jackson [51].

Moreover, we are going to focus on the case of a rectilin-
ear motion along the z axis, so that

jx = jy = 0 , (25)

In this case we have the following formula for the radiated
energy spectral density (cf. Eq. (10), see also Eq. (14.70)
of [51]):

dI(ω)

dΩ
=

ω2

16π3
sin2 θ |jz(ω, kz)|2 , (26)

where kz = ω cos θ (for such a rectilinear motion the
energy distribution does not depend on the kx, ky com-
ponents of the wavevector). The total radiated energy is
evaluated as an integral of the density:

Etot =

∞∫
0

dω

∫
dΩ

dI(ω)

dΩ

=
1

16π3

∞∫
0

dω

∫
dΩ ω2 sin2 θ |jz(ω, kz)|2 .

(27)

B. Connection to the Moving Mirror

Now consider a 1+1-dimensional moving mirror [2–4].
We take the mirror moving along the same trajectory as
the point charge from the previous subsection. This is
possible since the point charge is in rectilinear motion.

The 1+1 setup can be roughly described as follows,
e.g. [55]. Consider a massless scalar with the standard
Lagrangian. In a trivial Minkowski vacuum the space-
time is homogeneous, and there is no radiation. However
when one introduces a moving mirror (dynamical Casimir
effect), the vacuum is perturbed as there are non-trivial
boundary conditions now [56]. The mirror causes cre-
ation of scalar field quanta which are seen as radiation.
Total radiated energy for a mirror is given by the formula,
e.g. [57],

Eβtot =

∞∫
0

dp

∞∫
0

dq p |βpq|2 , (28)

where βpq is the beta Bogolubov coefficient [58]; with
frequency modes q for incoming plane wave form and p
for outgoing plane wave form, see e.g. [59]. Here the beta
coefficient accounts is the sum of the squares for each side
of the perfectly reflecting mirror [33, 60, 61].

Following Nikishov-Ritus [28], we want to relate |βpq|2
to some quantity characteristic to the moving point
charge, see also [29–32]. Since |βpq|2 corresponds to
a one-dimensional system, we can expect that the cor-
responding quantity in the 3+1 system should be a
Lorentz scalar. From the four-current jµ we build a scalar
−jµjµ = j2 − ρ2. In the Fourier space we consider the
corresponding quantity

|jµ(ω, kz)|2 ≡ |j(ω, kz)|2 − |ρ(ω, kz)|2 . (29)



6

In Eq. (29), ω is understood as a Fourier transform pa-
rameter and can take positive as well as negative values.
It is customary to take the physical frequency ω as a
positive quantity since the sign of the frequency has no
physical meaning. This is also motivated by the fact that
in calculating the total energy we have to integrate over
all frequencies, and we can just as well take the even
part of the distribution and integrate over non-negative
frequencies only, cf. Sec. 14.5 of [51].

To follow this convention instead of |jµ(ω, kz)|2 we
should consider the sum

|jµ(ω, kz)|2 + |jµ(−ω, kz)|2 . (30)

In this section we are going to check that Eq. (30) and
|βpq|2 are indeed related to each other. In fact, they turn
out to be proportional to each other. We present the
following formula for this correspondence:

|jµ(ω, kz)|2 + |jµ(−ω, kz)|2

(2π)2e2
= |βpq|2 . (31)

Note that the proportionality coefficient depends on the
conventions for the Fourier transform. For our conven-
tion see Eq. (38) below.

To support this proposed formula we are going to check
that the formulas for the radiated energy in the point
particle case and for the moving mirror give the same
result. We will start from the total energy, see Eq. (27)
and Eq. (28).

As it turns out the integrals in Eq. (27) and Eq. (28)
are transformed into one another by a change of integra-
tion variables. We show this by transforming the integral
in Eq. (28). First let us pass to the light-cone coordinates
in frequency space:

2p = ω + kz , 2q = ω − kz, (32)

The Jacobian is 1/2, and we have (note the integration
limits)

e2Eβtot =

∞∫
0

dω

+ω∫
−ω

dkz
1

2

ω + kz
2

|jµ(ω, kz)|2 + |jµ(−ω, kz)|2

(2π)2

=
1

16π2

∞∫
0

dω

+ω∫
−ω

dkzω(|jµ(ω, kz)|2 + |jµ(ω,−kz)|2)

=
1

8π2

∞∫
0

dω

+ω∫
−ω

dkz ω |jµ(ω, kz)|2 .

(33)
In the second line we used jµ(−ω, kz) = jµ(ω,−kz)∗,
which follows from the fact that the four-current in the
coordinate space is real-valued. Next we can compare to
the point charge formula Eq. (27). In the latter equation
only waves with |k| = ω contribute to the integral. This
helps us to figure out the next change of variables: in

Eq. (33) we pass from ω, kz to ω, θ according to kz =
|k| cos θ = ω cos θ. The Jacobian is ω sin θ, and we have

e2Eβtot =
1

8π2

∞∫
0

dω

+1∫
−1

d(cos θ) ω2 |jµ(ω, ω cos θ)|2

=
1

16π3

∞∫
0

dω

∫
dΩ ω2 sin2 θ|jz(ω, ω cos θ)|2 .

(34)
Here we used the charge conservation law

ωρ(ω,k)− k · j(ω,k) = 0 , (35)

which together with Eq. (25) allows us to express our
Lorentz scalar from Eq. (29) as

|jµ|2 =

(
1− k2z

ω2

)
|jz|2 = sin2 θ |jz|2 . (36)

As we can see, the last line in Eq. (34) is exactly the
formula Eq. (27) for the point charge,

Ept
tot = e2Eβtot . (37)

Moreover, since this equality holds for any rectilinear
trajectory, we must have the correspondence not just be-
tween the energies but between the energy densities. This
correspondence can be read off from the derivation that
we just presented, see Appendix A.

C. Application: specific trajectory

Now let us see how this general correspondence works
in particular case with the trajectory from Eq. (13). We
employ the following convention for the Fourier trans-
form:

jµ(ω,k) =

∫
d4xjµ(t,x)e−ik·x , (38)

where xµ = (t, r), kµ = (ω,k) and k · x = kµx
µ = ωt −

(k · r).
a. Fourier transforms Let us start from the Fourier

transform of the three dimensional part of the current
j. The delta functions allows us to perform the spatial
integration, and arrive at

j(ω,k) = e

∞∫
−∞

dtv(t)e−i(ωt−k·r(t)) . (39)

On our trajectory Eq. (13)

jz(ω, kz) = e

∞∫
−∞

dt
dz

dt
e−i(ωt−kzz(t))

= e

∞∫
0

dze−i(ωt(z)−kzz) .

(40)
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Note the dr integration in the second line, and the fact
that for such rectilinear trajectory the current does not
depend on kx, ky. Substituting the trajectory from
Eq. (13) we arrive at

jz(ω, kz) = e

∞∫
0

dz
(κz
s

)−iωκ
e−iz(

ω
s−kz) . (41)

This integral is computed in Appendix C, the result is

jz(ω, kz) = e

(
κ

ω − kzs

)−iωκ se−iπ2−πω2κ
ω − kzs

Γ
(

1− iω
κ

)
.

(42)
The absolute value squared is easily computed, see also
Eq. (C7),

|jz(ω, kz)|2 =
2πs2e2

(ω − kzs)2
|ω|/κ

e
2π|ω|
κ − 1

. (43)

This formula is valid for |ω| > |kz| (this is the case of
interest, cf. the discussion above).

The Fourier transform of the charge density can be
computed in a similar fashion:

ρ(ω, kz) = e

(
κ

ω − kzs

)−iωκ kzse−iπ2−πω2κ
ω(ω − kzs)

Γ
(

1− iω
κ

)
.

(44)
The absolute value is

|ρ(ω, kz)|2 =
k2z
ω2

2πs2e2

(ω − kzs)2
|ω|/κ

e
2π|ω|
κ − 1

. (45)

Note that Eq. (42) and Eq. (44) satisfy the charge con-
servation law Eq. (35), which is a good check. Using our
Fourier transforms from Eq. (43) and Eq. (45) we can
write down the scalar Eq. (30):

|jµ(ω, kz)|2 + |jµ(−ω, kz)|2

(2π)2e2

=

(
1− k2z

ω2

)
4πs2(ω2 + k2zs

2)

(ω2 − k2zs2)2
ω/κ

e
2πω
κ − 1

. (46)

Note that in this formula ω > 0 is the physical frequency.
b. Connecting to the mirror Now we want to make

a connection to the mirror moving in 1+1. The beta
Bogolubov coefficient for the corresponding mirror [45] is

|βpq|2 =
2s2pq

πκ(p+ q)

a−2 + b−2

e2π(p+q)/κ − 1
, (47)

where a = p(1 + s) + q(1− s), and b = p(1− s) + q(1 + s).
It can be easily checked that the change of variables

Eq. (32) brings this beta Eq. (47) to the absolute squared
current Eq. (46), thereby confirming our general formula
Eq. (31). By doing explicit integrations we verified that
the total radiated energies coincide, see Eq. (37). We also
checked that the algorithms presented in Appendix A are
consistent.

We checked this correspondence explicitly for several
other trajectories as well. Two important examples —
Schwarzschild and Carlitz-Willey — are described in Ap-
pendix B.

c. An Energy-Zeta Function To relate the point
charge and the mirror we used the light cone coordinates
above, see Eq. (32). However there is another interesting
set of coordinates which is also useful. Namely, consider
new variables m, ζ defined as

2p = ω(1 + cos θ) = meζ ,

2q = ω(1− cos θ) = me−ζ ,
(48)

This transformation can be equivalently represented as

ω = p+ q = m cosh ζ, kz = p− q = m sinh ζ (49)

or as

ζ = − ln tan
θ

2
, m = ω sin θ . (50)

These variables are not new, see e.g. Eq. (17) of [31], but
we believe their usefullness might be underestimated in
the literature.

An analytic “half-way” result is possible with this
change of coordinates. The total energy emitted can be
expressed as

E =

∫
p |βpq|2 dp dq, (51)

and using dp dq = (m/2)dmdζ = (1/4)dm2dζ, we can
integrate over m from 0 to ∞, using κ = µ0 = c = 1,

E(ζ) =
s2eζsech3ζ

48π

((
1 + s2

)
cosh(2ζ) + 1− s2

)
((1− s2) cosh(2ζ) + 1 + s2)

2 , (52)

and then integrating over ζ gives

E =

∫ +∞

−∞
E(ζ) dζ, (53)

resulting in Eq. (60). It is fortunate to have an analytic
result for E(ζ), as opposed to the intractability of e.g.
E(p), E(m), or E(q). A plot demonstrating behavior in-
dicative of thermal emission via a flatten energy plateau
is illustrated in Figure 3.

IV. RELEVANT REGIMES

A. Thermal Limit

In natural units, notice that our 1-D black body spec-
trum, Eq. (17),

I(ω) =
e2

2π2

(η
s
− 1
) 2πω/κ

e2πω/κ − 1
, (54)

is identically thermal in frequency ω. How can this
be seen using the quantum analog moving mirror? or,
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FIG. 3. A plot of Eq. (52), the energy emitted by the mir-
ror/electron as a function of ζ, where κ = 1 and ultra-
relativistic final speed s = 0.999, 999, 994. The final speed
is chosen so that the maximum Emax = 0.999 for the plateau
which occurs at approximately ζ0 = 5.00; here E(ζ) is scaled
by 24π. The plateau is indicative of constant energy emission
confirming a period of equilibrium radiation commensurate
with Planck-distributed particles.

namely using mode frequencies p and q? First we look
at the limit of Eq. (47) at high speeds,

lim
s→1
|βpq|2 =

p2 + q2

2πκpq
(
e2π(p+q)/κ − 1

)
(p+ q)

. (55)

Then, we follow Hawking [1] and take what he called the
‘high frequency limit’ of Eq. (47), which is q � p. To
lowest order in small q = (ω − kz)/2, the usual thermal
result is obtained, e.g. Eq. 1 of Fulling [62]

|βpq|2 =
1

2πκq

1

e2πp/κ − 1
. (56)

This formula is well-known as the thermal Planck distri-
bution associated with eternal black body emission, e.g.
Carlitz-Willey [54] or the DeSitter mirror [63]. It also ap-
pears at late-times for the aforementioned Schwarzschild
[34], Reissner–Nordström [35], and Kerr [36] black hole
mirror analogies. Thus our result confirms thermal radi-
ation in the ultra-relativistic limit, s → 1 and the high
frequency regime, q � p.
Interpretation We can offer the following interpre-

tation in terms of the 3+1 electron. As can be seen
from Eq. (2), the angular distribution is peaked at θ =
cos−1(s), and in the ultrarelativistic limit s → 1 most
of the energy is radiated almost forward at small angles
θ ∼

√
2(1− s).

To obtain the radiation spectrum I(ω) one must inte-
grate the angular distribution over the solid angle. How-
ever at high final speeds the integral is saturated at small
angles θ, so that

dI(ω)

dΩ

∣∣∣
θ∼0
∼ I(ω) (57)

up to a coefficient.

Now let us look back at the mirror. In terms of ω and θ
(see Eq. (48)) the condition q � p becomes simply θ � 1.
Therefore the ultrarelativistic mirror corresponds to a
forward radiation of the ultrarelativistic electron. Since
|βpq|2 is directly related to dI/ dΩ (see Appendix A 0 b),
Eq. (57) tells us that |βpq|2 is proportional to I(ω) in this
limit, i.e. it gives the thermal Planck distribution.

B. Infrared Limit

Our electron emits soft particles which have long wave-
lengths that lack the capability to probe the internal
structure of their source [64]. Is the spectrum, I(ω),
Eq. (3), consistent with the deep infrared?

In the deep infrared limit of ω → 0, the spectrum,
I(ω), Eq. (17), in SI units, becomes

Iinfra =
µ0ce

2

2π2

(
tanh−1 s/c

s/c
− 1

)
, (58)

independent of frequency ω. This agrees with the well-
known frequency-independent deep IR result and charac-
terizes the step-function trajectory, see e.g. Prob. 23.16
of Zangwell [50], Nikishov-Ritus Sec. 2 [28], or Jackson
Sec. 15.1A [51].

C. Global Limit

The total energy of the spectrum I(ω) is expected to
be finite. In the global limit, considering all the colors
emitted, the total energy can be found by integrating
I(ω) of Eq. (17) over ω,

E =

∫ ∞
0

I(ω) dω, (59)

which gives, in SI units,

E =
µ0e

2κ

24π

(
tanh−1(s/c)

s/c
− 1

)
. (60)

This is Eq. (7) and it agrees with the integration of the
relativistic Larmor power over time [46] see also [45].
This total energy has been experimentally confirmed; e.g.
[65] and has long been associated with beta decay [66].
It is also the energy from the instantaneous collision for-
malism [67, 68].

V. CONCLUSIONS

A classical computation reveals a moving point charge
can emit identically thermal radiation. The process re-
veals the temperature is proportional to the acceleration.
The relevance to the Davies-Fulling-Unruh effect in quan-
tum field theory reveals a correspondence between the
electron and moving mirror.
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Compelling experimental confirmation is possible. In
particular; three prominent future avenues stand out:

• Extreme accelerations experienced by an electron
during the process of radiative free neutron beta
decay [69], in the RDKII collaboration experiment
[70] provides an ideal system to examine the tra-
jectory of this particular electron-mirror, see the
recent analysis [71].

• More generally, the Analog Black Hole Evapora-
tion via Lasers (AnaBHEL) experiment [72] demon-
strates that the relativistic trajectory [73] of the
moving mirror is an important probe for the spec-
tral physics of quantum vacuum radiation, via an
accelerated plasma [74].

• Moving mirror inspired metrics, e.g. [75] from
[76], enable experimental investigation and can pro-
vide high-resolution observational data using opti-
cal analogues via a continuous-wave a light field
pulse filling the fibre [77].

On the theory side, one potentially interesting future
study would be the application of the above recipe to
non-thermal asymptotic resting motions with finite par-
ticle count; e.g. [78].
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Appendix A: Technicalities of the electron-mirror
correspondence

In this Appendix we present two algorithms for passing
between a 1+1 mirror and a 3+1 point charge in a rec-
tilinear motion. These instruction manuals can be read
off the derivation presented in Sec. III B.

a. Recipe: from |βpq|2 to I(ω)

1. On the mirror side take |βpq|2 and substitute p =
ω
2 (1 + cos θ), q = ω

2 (1− cos θ).

2. Integrate
+1∫
−1

d(cos θ).

3. Multiply by e2ω2/4. The result is I(ω) — radiated
energy density, the ‘spectrum’, from the accelerated
electron.

b. Recipe: from dI/ dΩ to |βpq|2 Use the following
formula:

|βpq|2 =
4π

e2ω2

[
dI

dΩ
(ω, cos θ) +

dI

dΩ
(ω,− cos θ)

]
, (A1)

where p+ q = ω and p− q = ω cos θ.

Appendix B: Further examples of the
electron-mirror correspondence

In this Appendix we present two further examples
of this correspondence, the Schwarzschild and Carlitz-
Willey trajectories. These examples are qualitatively dif-
ferent from the trajectory in Eq. (13) in that the electron
now approaches the speed of light. (On the mirror side
the 1+1 spacetime develops a horizon.)

The electron radiation flux becomes singular at certain
angles. The spectral distribution dI(ω)/dΩ exists, but
the integrated quantity I(ω) is in fact divergent. Still, we
can investigate the angle-dependent spectral distribution.

We find that in the receding-redshift limit dI(ω)/ dΩ
is thermal with temperature given by the same Eq. (1).
This means that the observer behind the electron will see
a redshifted thermal radiation.
a. Schwarzschild trajectory The so-called

Schwarzschild mirror investigated in [34] is a spe-
cial case of a moving mirror. The spacetime with such a
mirror develops a horizon at late times. This system is
directly related to the Schwarzschild black hole, see e.g.
[37, 79, 80].

The mirror’s trajectory for this case can be cast in the
form (late-time motion defined to be in the +ẑ direction)

t(z) = z − 4Me−z/2M . (B1)

The Fourier transform of the current Eq. (40) can be cal-
culated by passing to the variable h = e−z/2M and then
applying the result of Appendix C. The angular power
distribution is calculated using Eq. (26):

dI(ω)

dΩ
=
ω(1 + cos θ)

16π2κ

1

eπω(1−cos θ)/κ − 1
, (B2)

where κ = 1/4M (the analog of “surface gravity”). In the
receding-redshift limit θ ∼ π the distribution Eq. (B2)
reduces to a 1+1 Planck distribution. The temperature
in terms of the parameter κ is given by exactly the same
expression as Eq. (1).

The recipe from Appendix A indeed gives the beta Bo-
golubov for the Schwarzschild mirror (both sides of the
mirror)

|βpq|2 =
1

2πκ(p+ q)2

(
q

e2πp/κ − 1
+

p

e2πq/κ − 1

)
.

(B3)
For the background on this mirror see [81].
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b. Carlitz-Willey trajectory Another case of interest
is the trajectory first studied by Carlitz-Willey [49, 54],

z(t) = t+
1

κ
W
(
e−2κt

)
, (B4)

where W is the Lambert product logarithm, with the
above transcendental form introduced in [82] and studied,
e.g. in [83–86]. Late-time motion is in the +ẑ direction.

The Fourier integral in Eq. (40) is computed with the
help of the variable h = W (e−2κt) and Appendix C. The
result for the angular power distribution from Eq. (26) is

dI(ω)

dΩ
=

ω

4π2κ(1 + cos θ)

1

eπω(1−cos θ)/κ − 1
. (B5)

In the receding-redshift limit θ ∼ π the distribution
Eq. (B2) reduces to 1+1 Planck. The temperature in
terms of the parameter κ is given by exactly the same
expression as Eq. (1).

The recipe from Appendix A indeed gives the beta Bo-
golubov for the Carlitz-Willey mirror (both sides)

|βpq|2 =
1

2πκ

(
q−1

e
2πp
κ − 1

+
p−1

e
2πq
κ − 1

)
. (B6)

Appendix C: Calculation of Fourier integrals

In this section we will derive a general formula for
Fourier transforms that are used in this paper,

A(α, β, γ) =

∞∫
0

ziα+βeiγz dz (C1)

with α, β, γ ∈ R and α · γ > 0. For the complex multi-
valued function ziα+β we choose the standard Riemann
sheet with 1iα+β = 1 and the cut going from 0 to −∞.

To calculate this integral we make a change of variables
from z to ρ

z = ρ
ei
π
2 sign(γ)

|γ|
(C2)

and rotate the contour of ρ-integration to the real axis,
which yields

A(α, β, γ) =
e−|α|

π
2 +iπ2 (β+1) sign(γ)

|γ|iα+(β+1)

∞∫
0

dρρiα+βe−ρ .

(C3)
This is an integral representation of the Γ-function, so
that

A(α, β, γ) =
e−|α|

π
2 +iπ2 (β+1) sign(γ)

|γ|iα+(β+1)
Γ(iα+(β+1)) . (C4)

Using the identity

Γ(1− z)Γ(z) =
π

sinπz
(C5)

we can compute

|Γ(iα)|2 =
π

α sinhπα
, |Γ(iα+ 1)|2 =

πα

sinhπα
. (C6)

This gives two important cases:∣∣∣∣∣∣
∞∫
0

ziα−1eiγz dz

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

=
2π

|α|
1

e2|α|π − 1
,

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∞∫
0

ziαeiγz dz

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

=
2π|α|
γ2

1

e2|α|π − 1
.

(C7)

Note that the first expression does not actually depend
on γ.
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