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Particle scattering in a sonic analogue of special relativity
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We investigate a simple toy model of particle scattering in the flat spacetime limit of an analogue-gravity
model. The analogue-gravity medium is treated as a scalar field of phonons that obeys the Klein—Gordon
equation and thus admits a Lorentz symmetry with respect to ¢, the speed of sound in the medium. The
particle from which the phonons are scattered is external to the system and does not obey the sonic Lorentz
symmetry that the phonon field obeys. In-universe observers who use the exchange of sound to
operationally measure distance and duration find that the external particle appears to be a sonically
Lorentz-violating particle. By performing a sonic analogue to Compton scattering, in-universe observers
can determine if they are in motion with respect to their medium. If in-universe observers were then to
correctly postulate the dispersion relation of the external particle, their velocity with respect to the medium

could be found.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Analogue-gravity models provide an indirect way to
probe the physics of gravitational systems for which the
actual (i.e., nonanalogue) experiments are currently inac-
cessible. Perhaps most well known are the acoustic
analogues to black holes (also called dumb holes"), origi-
nally proposed by Unruh [1] to provide a theoretical and
experimental testbed for the study of Hawking radiation
[2,3] in a system where the microscopic physics is under-
stood. Subsequently, analogue models for a variety of
general relativistic and semiclassical gravitational phenom-
ena have been discovered, and many such models are now
being experimentally realized—notably, acoustic ana-
logues for Hawking radiation [4-7], optical-media ana-
logues for Hawking radiation [8], and analogues for
cosmological expansion and particle production [9] have
all successfully seen experimental realization to date. A
comprehensive list of analogue-gravity models and the
research into them as of 2011 can be found in the extensive
review article by Barceld, Liberati, and Visser and the
references therein [10], while references to some note-
worthy experimental results in the interim can be found in a
short article by Jacquet, Weinfurtner, and Konig [11],
which discusses both the history and future of experiments
within the analogue gravity research endeavor. The afore-
mentioned article by Jacquet et al. brings attention to
experimental work on superradiant scattering by Torres
et al. [12,13], as well as to developments on modeling
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gravitational phenomena within superconducting circuits
[14] (see Tian et al. [15,16] and Lang and Schiitzhold [17]
for additional work on superconducting circuits within the
context of analogue gravity). While by no means extensive,
a selection of noteworthy theoretical results since 2011
include [18-23].

Studying relativistic phenomena with analogue models
is, of course, only a valid approach provided that the
analogue system can be faithfully mapped back to the
actual physical system of interest. One obvious—and
seemingly detrimental—way in which the mapping
between analogue models and real physical systems of
interest seems to fail is that analogue models are not truly
relativistic. In the most obvious case, there exists a
preferred reference frame: the rest frame of the ana-
logue-gravity medium itself. Previous work by Barcel6
and Jannes [24] has highlighted that the natural way to
consider analogue-gravity systems as genuine relativistic
analogues is to use devices and observers that are internal
to the analogue medium (e.g., they can be constructed from
quasiparticle excitations of the medium itself) to make
internal measurements of phenomena within the analogue
universe. Phenomena like the Lorentz-FitzGerald contrac-
tion can be operationally shown to appear in a relativis-
tically reciprocal manner by utilizing this notion of internal
devices and observers: internal observers who are at rest
with respect to the medium will measure moving observ-
ers’ devices to be length contracted (they are), and internal
observers who are moving with respect to the medium will
measure stationary observers’ devices to be length con-
tracted (even though they are not) [25]. We call such
observers in-universe observers.

© 2021 American Physical Society
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One way to understand the operational emergence of
relativity from an analogue-gravity model is to consider the
flat-spacetime limit: for an acoustic system, the flat-
spacetime limit is exactly a sonic analogue to Lorentz
ether theory,” and it is known that Lorentz ether theory and
special relativity are observationally equivalent [26,27].
Therefore, from the operational viewpoint that considers
only the measurements made by in-universe observers [25],
the sonic analogue to Lorentz ether theory can be seen to
faithfully map to a sonic analogue of special relativity,
which we call sonic relativity. For the purposes of this
paper, our considerations will be restricted to such sonically
relativistic analogues of special relativity.

In attempting to utilize analogue-gravity models as a
means to study phenomena within the overlap of relativistic
physics and quantum physics, it would prove useful to
understand how operational measurements of quantum
mechanical phenomena can be performed in such systems.
In the real world, quantum field theory (QFT) is the most
well-developed theory incorporating the effects of special
relativity and quantum mechanics, and within the context
of QFT, scattering experiments are one of our most valuable
experimental tools for probing the dynamical interactions
of physical phenomena.3 To this end—and as the title of
this paper suggests—our focus within this paper shall be on
scattering experiments rather than on other types of experi-
ments that can be conducted within the framework of QFT.

If we are to attempt to utilize analogue-gravity models to
their full potential (i.e., as a method by which to carry out
actual experiments), then we should—as a first step—seek
to describe and understand those detector models that can
conceivably be experimentally realized and that can be used
in conjunction with analogue-gravity systems. This leads to
several questions. For example, what constitutes an appro-
priate model of a particle detector within an analogue-
gravity model? How much of our understanding of quan-
tum detectors from actually relativistic theories can we
apply to analogue-gravity systems? If we consider devia-
tions away from the idealized case in which we only
consider that which is internal to an analogue-gravity
model, how is our understanding of detector models
impacted?® In particular, this last question provides the
basis of the work presented in this paper.

We will herein consider scattering experiments within
analogue-gravity models. We do so in keeping with the
philosophy of a previous paper that was published by two
of the present authors [25]: we consider the measurements

?Provided that one only considers the motion of sound waves
belonging to the linear part of the medium’s dispersion relation.

“See almost any textbook on QFT for a discussion on
scattering and its relevance to experiments, e.g., [28-31]. For
a more in-depth discussion on the nature of detectors themselves,
see [32,33].

Where the notion of internal is as per the discussions of
Barcel6 and Jannes [24].

made by in-universe observers within an analogue-gravity
system, and we restrict these observers to measuring duration
and distance solely through the exchange of sound pulses.
This ensures their measuring devices obey sonic Lorentz
symmetry. We assume that in-universe observers have access
to the apparatus required to do scattering experiments with
phonons. That is, they can produce phonons, and they can
detect recoiling phonons through a “click” of a particular
detector within an array of such detectors. We neglect the
detailed questions of how such items are constructed, under-
standing that our assumptions are enough to meaningfully
discuss scattering experiments in this setting.5 We seek to
determine the results that in-universe observers measure of
phonon scattering experiments, specifically in the case that
phonons are scattered from an external particle—that is, one
whose dispersion relation is nonrelativistic.

The contents of this paper are as follows: in Sec. II we
review the notion of in-universe observers [25]. In Sec. III
we elucidate further on our aims, provide a sketch of the
approach that is used throughout this paper, state the
conventions that we shall use, and give a schematic of
the scattering events experiments that we consider. In
Sec. IV we determine the kinematic expressions of a toy
model of phonon scattering from two types of particles: one
type of particle is sonically Lorentz obeying (internal
particle), and the other is sonically Lorentz violating
(external particle). In both cases, we first obtain the
kinematic description of scattering in the laboratory frame
and then in the frame of an in-universe observer who is
comoving with the particle from which the phonons scatter.
(This is the approach laid in out in Sec. III.) In Sec. V we
consider phonon scattering from a first-quantized particle
with a Newtonian dispersion relation (an external particle)
and present the results that demonstrate that these scattering
experiments reveal information about the existence of a
preferred rest frame to in-universe observers. In Sec. VI we
explicitly explain in what way the results presented in the
previous section reveal information about the existence of a
preferred rest frame. In Sec. VII we summarize our results
and demonstrate that the Standard-Model extension might
provide a way to model phonon scattering from external
particles as described by in-universe observers.

I1. IN-UNIVERSE OBSERVERS

Assume that there are in-universe observers in an
analogue-gravity universe who believe in the principle of

SFor the reader who is nevertheless curious about the pos-
sibility of actually realizing in-universe detectors, a sensible-
seeming starting point would be to consider devices whose
operation utilizes optomechanical interactions. To this end, recent
work involving Brillouin scattering [34-37] and recent work
involving surface acoustic waves (SAWSs) coupled to qubits (to
yield qubit-SAW devices) [38,39] may provide useful food for
thought. Graphene and topological semimetals are yet another
possibility [20,40].
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special relativity, with the exception that sound takes the
place of light [25]. So defined, in-universe observers can be
constructed using classical (nonquantum) rulers and clocks,
as in [25].6 Taking the coordinates x, y, z, and ¢ to be
measured operationally by some in-universe observer via
the exchange of sound, and defining x = (x,y,z) as a
notational shorthand, we can construct the following four-

vector
XH = Gl .
X

This four-vector is a sonically Lorentz covariant object, and
in keeping with special relativity we denote this the sonic
four-position. Of course, there is nothing special about
Cartesian coordinates: the sonically Lorentz covariant nature
of the sonic four-position is true for any set of orthogonal
coordinates. We have merely made the choice to pick
Cartesian coordinates for the purposes of demonstration.

Consider now two sets of in-universe observers who are
initially traveling in the same direction, which we shall call
the z direction, by convention, with respect to their sound-
carrying medium. The first set of observers are traveling
with velocity v; = (0,0, v;) with respect to the medium,
and the second set of observers are traveling with a velocity
of v, = (0,0, v,) with respect to the medium. Note that the
operational measurements of distance and duration allow
for in-universe observers to operationally calculate veloc-
ities [25]. In the particular case that we are considering, the
operationally determined sonic fractional velocity of the
second set of observers as measured by the first set of
observers will be given (in terms of the laboratory-frame
values of quantities) by the following expression:

P> =P
L=ppr

where f; = v,/cs and f, = v,/c,. The quantity f is the
boost parameter of the second frame with respect to the
first frame.

Each set of observers can describe the sonic four-
position from their own operational measurements of
distance and duration, as discussed above. Denote X* to
be the components of the sonic four-position as operation-
ally determined by the first set of observers, and X'” to be
the components of the sonic four-position as operationally

(2.1)

p- (2.2)

®In-universe observers could also be constructed from quasi-
particle excitations of the medium itself, as proposed in [24].
However, by their nature, quasiparticle excitations are not, in
general, well localized in energy, momentum, or space. This
implies that considering a classical rest frame for in-universe
observers may not be correct. If one were to consider in-universe
observers made from quasiparticle excitations, the correct pro-
cedure would be to use the framework of quantum reference
fames, as formulated in [41]. In order to avoid this additional
layer of complexity we choose to work with classical in-universe
observers as defined in [25].

determined by the second set of observers. The first set of
observers can relate the components X to X* with the
following familiar equation:

X" = A XV (2.3)
For the particular case that we have been discussing A, is
given by7

y 0 0 —py
v 0O 1 0 0 24
1 o o1 o | '
-pr 0 0 ¢y

where f is the operationally determined sonic fractional
velocity of the second set of observers with respect
to the first set of observers, given by Eq. (2.2), and
y=1//1-p

Another way to see that measurements of duration and
distance made using only the exchange of sound signals
can be grouped together into a Lorentz covariant object, X*,
is that the object being used to define spatial and temporal
measurements (the phonon) obeys, in our simplified toy
model, the Klein—Gordon equation [25]. The Klein—
Gordon equation admits a Lorentz symmetry, and as a
consequence of this, any measurements that are made using
phonons inherit the Lorentz symmetry that the phonons
themselves obey.

A consequence of the existence of the sonic four-position
vector and its associated Lorentz transformation is that all
physical quantities whose values can be determined geo-
metrically—that is to say, from the components of the sonic
four-position—transform exactly as expected from special
relativity. For our purposes, we note that measurements of
spatial and/or temporal coordinates (i.e., the components
X* or X") can be used by in-universe observers to
operationally determine the wavelength and frequency of
sound waves, and also as a way to operationally determine
angles: as a result, between any pair of in-universe observer
reference frames the wavelengths and frequencies of sound
waves obey the relativistic Doppler shift formula, and the
angle of propagation of an acoustic ray will change via
the relativistic aberration formula (where, in both cases, the
speed of sound replaces the speed of light). The relativistic
Doppler shift formula and the relativistic aberration for-
mula are given, respectively, by

"Note that this definition is not simply some vacuous one that
we merely assert to be true axiomatically. While we do not offer a
derivation within this paper, it is indeed possible to take the
content of [25] and formulate a proper four-vector description of
coordinates from the operational measurements made by in-
universe observers. In doing so, the Lorentz transformation
matrix naturally arises as the transformation relating the four-
position between different in-universe observer frames.
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o =y(l+pcost)a, (2.5)
cos@ + f

0=——"7-——, 2.6

cos 1+ fcost (2:6)

where the last relation leads to the following useful
expression,

1-p

1- ="
(1= cos6) 1+ fcosé

(I —cos®), (2.7)

and where in all cases f is the boost parameter of the second
frame with respect to the first [given by Eq. (2.2)], an
unprimed symbol denotes the in-universe observer mea-
sured value of some physical quantity in the first frame, and
a primed symbol denotes the value of that same physical
quantity as measured by in-universe observers in the
second frame. Note that in the specific case that we are
considering, the angle 6 is measured relative to the z axis
and the angle @ is measured relative to the 7’ axis.

For notational brevity in what follows, define the
Doppler factor to be

(2.8)

In the particular case that & = 0, the Doppler factor can be
used to simplify Eq. (2.5) to @ = Dw'.

III. AIM AND APPROACH
A. Aim

Our purpose is to investigate a particular type of
scattering experiment within the context of analogue-
gravity models. In particular, we choose to investigate a
scattering process that is in some sense analogous to
Compton scattering. In true Compton scattering [28,42],
a photon is scattered from a charged particle. By analogy
we choose to analyze the scattering of phonons within an
analogue-gravity system. We consider phonon scattering
from two different types of particle, which we label as
either sonically Lorentz-obeying or sonically Lorentz-vio-
lating based on their dispersion relation.

Our aim is the following: characterize the in-universe
observer perspective of these scattering experiments, with
the specific goal of determining what in-universe observers
can learn from the results of scattering experiments
involving sonically Lorentz-violating particles, including
what they can learn about their state of motion with respect
to the medium.

B. Sketch of our approach

In a typical derivation of scattering within quantum field
theory, one often makes use of relativistic arguments to
simplify the derivation by, for example, moving into the

center-of-mass frame of the system [28]. While such an
approach indeed simplifies the derivation for phonon
scattering from sonically Lorentz-obeying particles [24],
this is certainly not the case for phonon scattering from
sonically Lorentz-violating particles. In this paper we take
the following approach to our derivations:

(1) We anchor ourselves to the laboratory frame, which
is the frame in which the analogue-gravity medium
is assumed to be at rest. In this particular frame, we
know the actual dynamics, and we know that energy
and momentum must be conserved.

(2) We identify, in the laboratory frame, the dispersion
relations that apply to the phonon and to the particle
from which the phonon will scatter.

(3) Utilizing the relevant dispersion relations, we obtain
the laboratory-frame kinematic expression for scat-
tering by insisting on energy and momentum con-
servation.

(4) With the laboratory-frame kinematics determined,
we utilize the appropriate transformation rules to
obtain the kinematic description of scattering from
the perspective of the in-universe observer frame that
is comoving with respect to the particle prior to
phonon scattering.

This procedure grounds our calculation in the frame for
which we know the dynamics: the laboratory frame. We do
all of our dynamical calculations from this frame. The final
step then determines how this behavior would appear to an
in-universe observer who perceives the particle to be
initially at rest in their own frame (even though both the
observer and the particle may in fact be moving with
respect to the medium). This allows us to tease out the
differences between experiments that look the same to in-
universe observers—particle initially at rest in the observ-
er’s frame—but that actually differ in their initial velocity
with respect to the analogue-gravity medium—i.e., with
respect to the sonic ether.

As a sanity check, we first utilize this approach to
demonstrate that the kinematic description of phonon
scattering from a sonically Lorentz-obeying particle shows
no dependence on the initial motion with respect to the
medium, as would be the case for ordinary scattering in a
fully Lorentz-obeying model [24] and in ordinary QFT
[28]. We then proceed to use the same approach to arrive at
a kinematic description for phonon scattering from a
sonically Lorentz-violating particle.

A mathematical sketch of this approach is the following.
The energy and momentum conservation in the laboratory
frame is simplyS:

Ei+ha)i :Ef-f—fla)f, (31)

8Note that we have restricted our considerations to the linear
part of the medium’s dispersion relation through our particular
choices for the phonon’s energy (Z®) and momentum (7Kk).
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TABLE I. Notation for momenta of the phonon and particle.
We restrict our initial setup to the case where k; and p; are in the
positive-z direction.

Phonon Particle Meaning

nk; pi Initial three-momentum (lab frame)
hkg Pr Final three-momentum (lab frame)
k= k| P = |p| three-vector magnitude (lab frame)

pi + hk; = pr + Ak, (32)
where the notation, which is used throughout, is defined in
Table I. The dispersion (energy-momentum) relations allow
us to express energies as functions of momenta:

E = E(p), ho = ho(k), (3.3)
from which we can rewrite the conservation of energy and
momentum like

Ei(p;) + hoy(k;) = E¢(ps) + haox(kg),  (3.4)

pr = pi — A(k; — ky). (35)
From here, we explicitly substitute our dispersion relations
into Eq. (3.4), using the conservation of momentum
[Eq. (3.5)] in the explicit functional form of E¢(ps).
(The specific functional forms that we will use will be
given in subsequent sections.) Finally, we perform any
valid algebraic steps that are required to obtain the desired
kinematic expression for the Compton-like scattering of
phonons. The resulting expression, by construction, obeys
energy and momentum conservation, and is written entirely
in terms of the initial parameters of our system—which, in
principle, we are free to control—and the final state of the
phonon—which we can envisage experimentally detecting
using some appropriate apparatus, e.g., a detector array
comprised of some sonic analogue to photomulti-
plier tubes.

Our final step is to utilize the laboratory-frame kinematic
description of scattering—along with our understanding of
how the values of physical quantities as measured by in-
universe observers change between different reference
frames—to determine the in-universe observer description
of the kinematics. Specifically, we choose to obtain the
kinematic description of scattering in the frame of an in-
universe observer who is initially comoving with the
particle from which the phonon will scatter—i.e., we are
interested in the kinematic description as seen by the
observer who initially believes the particle to be at rest.
Before we can explicitly list the transformation rules for the
values of physical quantities, it is important to recall a few
key facts and to have a schematic of the scattering
experiment in mind.

C. Schematic of our scattering experiment

Recall that the specific form of the transformation
equations that we established in Sec. Il were predicated
on the assumption that pairs of in-universe observer
reference frames had coordinate axes that were aligned,
and that the relative motion between pairs of in-universe
observer reference frames was constrained to be in the z
direction. For the purposes of this paper, we choose only to
consider experiments for which these assumption hold true.
Also note that—as explicitly demonstrated in [25]—opera-
tional measurements of distance and duration that are made
by in-universe observers who are stationary with respect to
the analogue-gravity medium coincide with the equivalent
measurements as made in the laboratory frame (up to unit
conversions). That is to say, the laboratory frame is an in-
universe observer reference frame; it simply happens to be
the in-universe observer reference frame corresponding to
observers who are stationary with respect to the medium.

With all of this in mind, we present in Fig. | a schematic
of the scattering experiments that we will consider through-
out the remainder of this paper. We note that our scattering
experiments are initialized such that the trajectories of our
particles are parallel with respect to the incoming phonons;
we define these trajectories to point in the positive z
direction. Denoting velocities v = (v,,v,,v,), we can
write the initial velocity of our particle v; = (0,0, v;),
where v; > 0 by fiat of our assumptions; consequently, we
have |v;| = v;. Denoting sonic fractional velocities to be

(b) N

AR,

B¢

FIG. 1. A scattering event as seen in (a) the laboratory frame
and (b) the comoving in-universe observer frame. All quantities
labeled in the figure are measured operationally with sound-based
clocks and rulers [25] and thus their values as measured by in-
universe observers transform with respect to a sonic Lorentz
transformation. We envisage the particle from which scattering
occurs to be centered with respect to a hollow shell of detectors
that can detect phonons incident upon them. To in-universe
observers in the comoving frame (b), the detector array appears to
form a spherical shell defined by constant spatial coordinates; in
the laboratory frame (a), the array of detectors appears to be
Lorentz contracted in the direction of motion and the spatial
coordinates defining this shell change between the scattering
event and the detection event. The relativistic Doppler formula
and the relativistic aberration formula relate the operationally
measured values of wavelengths and angles between reference
frames, respectively. The operationally measured value of the
final velocity of the particle in different reference frames is related
by the general form of the relativistic velocity composition
formula [43] (see [44] for an English translation).

064035-5



TODD, PANTALEONI, BACCETTI, and MENICUCCI

PHYS. REV. D 104, 064035 (2021)

f:=v/c, we can write f;:=|f;| = v;/c,. Restricting
ourselves to cases in which the particle’s initial and final
speeds are slower than ¢, we always have that || < 1; taken
in combination with v; > 0, we have then that 0 < f; < 1.
The final velocity of the particle f; is allowed to have
components in any direction, provided that |f¢| < 1. As it
turns out, though, we will ultimately be able to remove any
reference to the final state of the particle (and thus to ;) from
the kinematic expressions that we obtain.

We previously provided equations for the relativistic
Doppler shift of sound waves [Eq. (2.5)], and for the
relativistic aberration formula [Eq. (2.6)]. As we have
emphasized, in our particular scattering experiments we
wish to consider the operational measurements made in the
comoving in-universe observer frame. In the laboratory
frame, we therefore have that = f;—that is, the boost
parameter of the comoving in-universe observer frame is
numerically equal to the initial velocity of the particle, and
thus the values of quantities in the laboratory frame
(unprimed symbols) are related to the values of quantities
in the comoving in-universe observer frame (primed
symbols) in the following specific ways:

w; = 1i(1 + p;)w; = D;w;, (3.6)
wr = yi(1 + picos @), (3.7)
cos@ + f;
0= ——— " 3.8
cos 1+ fBicos& (3:8)
1 —p;
(1 —COSQ) :m(l —COSH/), (39)

where Egs. (3.7)—(3.9) follow directly from Eqs. (2.5)—
(2.7), respectively, and Eq. (3.6) follows from Eq. (2.5)
with @ = @' = 0 because the phonon is always initially
traveling in the positive z direction.

IV. PHONON SCATTERING KINEMATICS

We now proceed to derive the kinematic expressions of
Compton-like phonon scattering within an analogue-grav-
ity model. As we stated in Sec. III, we first obtain the
kinematic expression for phonon scattering for the case of
sonically Lorentz-obeying particles (internal particles).
Once we have obtained both the laboratory frame and
comoving in-universe observer frame kinematics for pho-
non scattering from internal particles, we will then proceed
to do the same for sonically Lorentz-violating particles
(external particles).

A. Phonon scattering from internal particles

1. The laboratory frame kinematics of phonon
scattering from internal particles

To provide some context, we imagine that, following
Ref. [24], internal particles are collective-excitation quasi-
particles whose dynamical description is covariant with
respect to the same sonic Lorentz symmetry that in-
universe observer reference frames transform under. In
other words, these quasiparticles are relativistic with
respect to the speed of sound ¢, of the analogue-gravity
medium. Most obviously, one might imagine these particles
to arise from the analogue-gravity medium itself (hence the
use of the word “internal”’). However, there is no particular
reason that these particles could not also arise in a separate
medium with the same speed of sound, and to which the
analogue-gravity medium is somehow coupled.

For the purposes of this paper, we choose the following
simple and familiar energy-momentum relations for our
internal particles:

E =ymc?, p = ymv, (4.1)

where here v is the velocity of the particle as measured in

the laboratory frame, y =1//1—p% B =v/c,, and
f? == p - B. The parameter m is the mass of the particle,
and since the expressions for £ and p can be collected into
the Lorentz-covariant object P¥, the quantity m behaves as
a Lorentz scalar from the perspective of in-universe
observers.

In order to be able to cleanly substitute all of our
quantities into Eq. (3.4), we desire to be able to write
E = E(p). Noting that both p and y are functions of v, we
can perform some simple algebra to obtain the following
familiar expression for y = y(p):

2
1+—IZ 35

p— (4.2)

r(p) =

where p? = p - p. Substituting this expression for y into
our expression for energy in Eq. (4.1), we obtain E = E(p).
It proves more useful for our purposes to consider £2(p),
however (the form of which should also be quite familiar):

E%(p) = p*c? + m?ct. (4.3)
Now that we have E = E(p), we can proceed precisely as
we described in Sec. III. Rather than performing all of our
substitutions and then algebraically simplifying afterwards,
we choose to perform the reverse process. Square the

energy and momentum conservation equations [Egs. (3.4)
and (3.5)] to obtain the following:
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EF(ps) = {Ei(pi) — Alog(ks) — i (k)] }2,
= E} = 2hEi(0; — ;) + (0} - 2001 + o);

(4.4)
P% = [pi — A(k; - ki)]zs
= p12 - 2flplkf cos @ + Zflplkl
+ B2 + K2) — 2h2kekicosO.  (4.5)

Note that the cos 0 terms in Eq. (4.5) arise as a result of the
experimental scenario that we are considering as per Fig. 1.
In Eq. (4.4) we have suppressed the explicit functional
dependency on momentum for notational brevity: this
dependency still applies, of course. From here, we can
directly substitute Eq. (4.3) into Eq. (4.4) wherever the
square of the particle’s energy appears. Doing so, and
utilizing the square of the conservation of momentum
[Eq. (4.5)], we obtain the following expression:

cspihwi - hEia)i

= ha)f(cspi + ha)l) cosf — Eih(l)f - flza)ia)f, (46)

where we have made use of the fact that @ = ¢|k|. From
here, it is a simple matter to isolate k;. Doing so yields the
following expression:

(E; — cspi)ki
Ei—cspi + (1 — COs 9)(710)1 + cspi) '

ke = (4.7)

Some simple algebraic manipulations also allow us to
phrase this in the following way:

wp hw; + cspi\ -1
o {1 + (7& e )(1 cos 9)] . (48)

Using the explicit forms of E and p as given in Eq. (4.1),
and recalling that our experiment is initialized such that
IBi| = B (with p; > 0), we can further rewrite Eq. (4.8)
entirely in terms of dimensionless quantities:

wp hw; 1 —cos@\ ]!
o G ) (5500 @0

This is just the kinematic relationship for ordinary
Compton scattering [42] as viewed from a boosted frame,
except the boost is with respect to the speed of sound cq
rather than the speed of light. In other words, this is the
kinematic description of a sonic analogue to Compton
scattering.

2. The comoving in-universe observer frame kinematics
of phonon scattering from internal particles

We now possess an unambiguous kinematic description
of phonon scattering from an internal particle in the
laboratory frame. Here we reexpress this from the per-
spective of an in-universe observer who is in the frame that
is comoving with the particle prior to scattering. We use
Egs. (3.6) and (3.7) to write

1+ﬂ1 )a)f

ot
Do (A ) I 4.10
o <1+ﬂicose’ w; (4.10)

Plugging in Eq. (4.9) and using Egs. (3.6)—(3.9) to rewrite
all quantities from the comoving frame, this becomes

op 1+ p;
o \1+ picos@

ho! 1 —cos® ]!
[ Gaem o) (5559))

(4.11)
Straightforward algebra simplifies this to
W} ho! -1
;fi; = {1 + (mc§> (1 —cos 6’)} . (4.12)

Notice that all dependence on f; has disappeared in the final
form, as it must since both types of particle respect the
sonic Lorentz symmetry.

While Eq. (4.12) may not be in its most familiar form,
this is precisely the kinematic description of Compton
scattering in the rest frame of a particle prior to scattering
(with, of course, the understanding that all references to ¢
are replaced by c,). Recalling that our dispersion relation
for phonons is taken to be linear, this expression can be
easily cast into perhaps its most well known form:

h
(1 —cos®).

/ [
/1f _Ai -
mcg

(4.13)

Note that the comoving in-universe observer frame’s
kinematic description of phonon scattering from internal
particles makes no explicit reference to any velocity. This
should not be too surprising, given the relativistic form of
the energy-momentum relation that we chose for internal
particles. It is important to note that we did not manually set
p; = 0 to obtain this result, though: all instances of f#; and y;
were removed from the kinematic expression purely via the
use of valid algebraic manipulations. The resulting expres-
sion, however, is entirely equivalent to taking Eq. (4.9),
setting f; = 0 (and hence, y; = 1), and then appending
primes to the remaining operationally determined quan-
tities—a method that should be familiar to any student of
special relativity.
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At this point, readers may find themselves wondering why
we seem to be rederiving results that are well known in QFT
[28]. While the naive method of setting #; = 0 in Eq. (4.9)
does indeed provide a shortcut to the comoving in-universe
description of scattering [i.e., without explicitly needing to
consider the transformation equations Egs. (3.6)—(3.9)], this
only works for scattering from particles that are sonically
Lorentz obeying in nature. Specifically, the equivalence of
these two methods is a result of the fact that the energy-
momentum relation for internal particles transforms cova-
riantly under the same sonic Lorentz transformation that
applies to in-universe observer reference frames.’ External
particles, however, are not sonically Lorentz obeying in
nature—their energy-momentum relations do not transform
covariantly under the sonic Lorentz transformation—and so
the shortcut that happened to work with internal particles
does not apply when we are considering external particles.

Reobtaining the familiar expression for Compton scat-
tering by utilizing the simple approach that we first detailed
in Sec. III provides a sanity check for our approach, and it
provides a familiar example through which to elucidate
some important details regarding the derivation.

B. Phonon scattering from external particles

1. The laboratory frame kinematics of phonon scattering
Jrom external particles

As we have stated before, external particles are particles
that are not sonically Lorentz obeying. That is to say, the
dynamical description of external particles is not covariant
with respect to the sonic Lorentz symmetry of the ana-
logue-gravity medium. This, of course, leaves a wide range
of possibilities in terms of selecting energy-momentum
relations for external particles. For our purposes here, we
choose specifically to consider our external particle to be an
ordinary quantum-mechanical particle with the usual
Newtonian energy-momentum relation:
P’

=2
2m’

p = mv. (4.14)
Following the approach described in Sec. III, we directly
substitute our expression for energy into Eq. (3.4) and
utilize the conservation of momentum [Eq. (3.5)] to
eliminate any reference to k;. This leads to an equation

that is quadratic in k;:

2k hk; . 0
o [t
2m m
hk1+2p1
- = 4.1
(M2 ) (4.15)

%As noted in passing earlier, the internal particle’s energy and
momentum can be collected into the four-momentum P*. With
P := (E/c,p), one can use Eq. (4.1) (E = ymc? and p = ymv)
to verify that P* is indeed a Lorentz-covariant object.

In the fully sonically Lorentz obeying case (that is, phonon
scattering from internal particles) the conservation of
energy and momentum lead to a linear equation in ki,
and thus for a given set of initial experimental parameters
and for a given scattering angle 6 there existed only one
possible value of k;. In this case, however, we have a
quadratic equation, and so for a given set of initial
experimental parameters and for a fixed scattering angle
of @, there are two possible values that k; can take. We can
solve Eq. (4.15) for 7ik; and multiply the solutions by ¢, to
obtain solutions of the following form for the final energy
of the phonon:

Csflkf‘(l,z) = fla)f,(l,z) = CSB + (Y B2 - C, (416)
where ¢k (1) (or equivalently, Ay (1)) is taken to be the
solution with the positive sign, ¢,hk; () (or equivalently,
hawy (5)) is taken to be the solution with the negative sign,
and

B = (hk; + p;) cos 0 — mc,, (4.17a)

Note that the bar () serves only as a notational label; it has
no particular physical or mathematical meaning. The
quantity B has units of a three-momentum, whereas the
quantity C has units of the square of a three-momentum.

The term ¢,B in Eq. (4.16) expands to produce terms of
the form c,hk;, mc?, and cyp;. The first of these three terms
is precisely the initial energy of the phonon, 7iw;. The
remaining two terms have the structure of relativistic terms:
by analogy to actual relativity, the second term appears to
have the structure of a sonic analogue to rest mass energy,
and the third term has the structure of the initial (relativ-
istic) kinetic energy of the particle. With that said, these
final two terms are not actually descriptions of the external
particle’s energy because the external particle is not
sonically relativistic. Nonetheless, it is interesting to note
that terms of a relativistic form appear naturally in the
description of our nonrelativistic external particle.

As for the case of phonon scattering from internal
particles, we also express the kinematic description of
phonon scattering from external particles in terms of the
ratio wy/w;:

Wr(12) B+

B*-C, (4.18)

W

where, as per above, wy ;) is taken to be the positive
solution and wy (5 is taken to be the negative solution. The
quantities B and C are related to their barred versions and
are given as follows:

064035-8



PARTICLE SCATTERING IN A SONIC ANALOGUE TO ...

PHYS. REV. D 104, 064035 (2021)

c.B cPi mc?
B=—=|(1 : - — 4.1
ha)i ( + ha)l) COSH fl(l)i ’ ( 93)
c2C 2cip;i  2mc?
c=—- =1 AL 5, 4.19b
(ho;)? * ho;  ho ( )

The expressions B and C will prove useful when we
move into the comoving in-universe observer reference
frame. Before proceeding to determine the description of
kinematics from that frame, we shall take a moment to
address the nature of the two solutions for the kinematic
description of phonon scattering from external particles.

2. Physical meaning of the two solutions

We will now focus on understanding the physical
meaning of the two solutions given by Eq. (4.16).
Scattering from either type of particle should always yield
a real and positive value of the ratio of the final-to-initial
phonon energies. In the case of scattering from the external
particle, the requirement that the ratio of phonon energies
be real puts restrictions on the allowed values of 8 for given
initial p; and Aw; = c hk; since the discriminant of the
square-root in Eq. (4.16) must be non-negative. From
Eq. (4.18) we see that this leads to two conditions:

Condition 1.—Solutions 1 and 2 are both guaranteed to be
real and positive when the following conditions are both
satisfied:

S

C>0 and B> (4.20)

This condition directly translates into an inequality in cos 6,
restricting the scattering angle range as follows:

mc + /hk;(hk; + 2p; — 2mcy)

1>cosé > . (421
- h (hk; + p;) (4.21)
with
hk. + 2p;
Bk, (Rk; + 2p; — 2mey) > 0 = me, < # (4.22)

Condition 2.—If C < 0 then solution 1 is always real and
positive (note that B> is always positive). This means that
there aren’t any restrictions on the scattering angle, and so
cos 6 can take the usual range of values:

1 >cosf>—1. (4.23)

Restrictions are however placed on the absolute values of
the three-momenta 7k; and p; such that

hk;(hk; + 2p; —2mcg) <0 = meg >

hk; + 2p;
—. (424
P @4

These conditions will play a very important role in the
calculation of the scattering cross section in Sec. V.

3. The comoving in-universe observer frame kinematics
of phonon scattering from external particles

As we have discussed previously, the kinematic descrip-
tion of phonon scattering from external particles in the
comoving in-universe observer frame is not simply given
by taking the laboratory frame description and setting
p; = 0. The observers’ geometric measurements constitute
a Lorentz-covariant object (X*), but the energy and
momentum of the external particle cannot be collected
into a sonically Lorentz-covariant object. As a result of this
mismatch in symmetry groups between the dynamically
relevant physical quantities (energy and momentum) and
the reference frames of observers, the kinematic description
of phonon scattering from external particles is not Lorentz
covariant. We take then the approach that we discussed in
Sec. III (and which we previously applied to the kinematics
for phonon scattering from internal particles in Sec. IV A 2)
and use the relations given by Egs. (3.6)—(3.9) to replace
the value of all laboratory frame quantities with their
comoving in-universe observer frame values.

Substituting these formulas into Eq. (4.16), some basic
algebraic manipulations lead to the following description of
phonon scattering from external particles in the comoving
in-universe observer frame:

CShklf,(l.Z) = hwlf,(l.z)’

Cs

= T hod) (B +VB?*-C), (4.25)
where
- cos & + f3;
B’ = (Dhk! S| ——————= | — mc, 4.2
(Dhk! + mcf;) (1 " cos 9/> mc,,  (4.26a)

C' = Dhkl(Dhk! + 2mcf; — 2mcy). (4.26b)
B’ and C' are just B and C, respectively, written in the
comoving (') coordinates using Egs. (3.6)—(3.9). Note that
we have used the Doppler factor D as defined in Eq. (2.8),
with f = f;, for notational brevity in these expressions.

In the in-universe observer frame, the dimensionless
ratio of the final to initial frequencies of the phonon can be
given by the following relation:

/

@ (12) (1+5)
: — ! B +VB?-(C), 4.27
! (1—1—,310059’)( ) ( )
where here B’ and C’ are
5 _ 0 0 + B mc(1 - f?) (4.28)

"1+ picos0  Dhwl(1+ picosd)’
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2mc?

C=1-
Dha!

(1=p). (4.28b)

In fact, the reader can verify, using Eqgs. (3.6)—(3.9), that
B’ and C’ are just B and C expressed in comoving (')
coordinates. The kinematic description of phonon scatter-
ing from an internal particle and the comoving in-universe
observer frame [Eq. (4.12)] made no reference to the
velocity of the particle (and hence the comoving observer),
whereas the kinematic description of phonon scattering
from an external particle [Eq. (4.27)] does retain reference
to the velocity of the particle (and hence the comoving
observer). The presence of velocity dependency in the
comoving in-universe observer’s description of phonon
scattering from external particles means that, in principle,
an in-universe observer could use such scattering experi-
ments to identify their state of motion with respect to
their analogue universe. We shall come back to this point in
Sec. VES.

The forbidden scattering angles and three-momenta that
arise in the laboratory frame description of phonon scatter-
ing from external particles take on the following forms in
the comoving in-universe observer frame:

Condition 1.—Solutions 1 and 2 are both guaranteed to be
real and positive when the following conditions are both
satisfied:

C'>0 and B >VC. (4.29)

This condition translates into the following restrictions on
the scattering angle cos@':

mey(1 — %) — B.DAK, + /T
Dk, — T

1 >cos@ >

. (4.30)

with

Dhw!
me2 < ————1 . 4.31
S2(-4) #30)

Condition 2.—If C' < 0 then solution 1 is always real and
positive [note that (B')? is always positive]. In this case,
there are no restrictions on the scattering angles, but the
absolute values of the three-momenta are constrained:

1>cos® > -1, (4.32)
with
Dhw!
mer > ——1 . (4.33)
2(1-4)

V. SCATTERING CROSS SECTIONS

We now have an understanding of the kinematics of
scattering for both the case of a phonon scattering from an
internal particle (obeying sonic Lorentz symmetry), and the
case of a phonon scattering from an external particle (not
obeying sonic Lorentz symmetry). Our goal now is to
understand whether, by analyzing the cross sections for
phonons scattering on external particles, in-universe
observers can infer anything about their velocity with
respect to the laboratory reference frame.

In pursuit of this, we need to devise some appropriate
quantum toy model for sonic particle scattering that
captures the important features of actual particle scattering,
such as Compton scattering [28,42]. The physics in the
laboratory frame is unambiguous when we have such a
model, and the method by which we determine the
comoving in-universe observer description of events is
by transforming observable quantities appropriately. We
also continue to define all measurements operationally: we
imagine that in-universe observers take an operational
approach to detecting scattered phonons by using arrays
of detectors that are, in their own frame, seen to be spherical
and seen to be centered on the scattering event. Figure 2
highlights what this looks like in the laboratory frame. By
performing several scattering events to create a statistical
distribution and counting how many times any single
detector clicks, we can obtain the reaction rate R—i.e.,
the number of scattering events per unit of volume per unit
of time in a particular direction—to obtain the differential
cross section.

In the following, we will start by carefully deriving the
scattering cross section equations for external particles. Our
system is a “hybrid” one, composed of three parts: the
reference frames that we use to operationally perform
measurements, the phonon, and the external particles.
Only two of the three—the phonon and the reference
frames—are always fully sonically relativistic, hence we
cannot simply apply the QFT definition of the cross section
since Lorentz covariance is deeply embedded in the
derivation [28]. On the other hand, we have to upgrade
the ordinary (nonrelativistic) quantum-mechanical scatter-
ing theory as this is usually derived only in the laboratory
reference frame [45], while we want to be able to transform
between Lorentz-obeying reference frames."”

A. General cross section definition

In quantum physics, the cross section measures the
transition probability for a specific process to happen in

"The operational method of using arrays of detectors for the
derivation of scattering cross section is a useful tool in our hybrid
system, as we can easily transform the position of the detectors
(with the transformation rules derived in Sec. IV) and use them to
easily redefine a reaction rate in the new reference frame.
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FIG. 2. Phonon scattering from an external particle as viewed in
the laboratory frame. The large circle centered on the scattering
event (clipped at the top and bottom) represents a 2D slice of a
spherical array of detectors that is stationary with respect to the
laboratory frame. The two ellipses represent 2D slices of a single
array of detectors (comoving with the particle prior to scattering)
at two different moments in time. Ticks on the circumference of
both detector arrays are separated by 15° in the frame of that
detector array. The scattering event occurs at the moment in time
for which the geometric centers of both detector arrays are
coincident. At some later point in time, the scattered phonon is
again coincident with both detector arrays: the laboratory frame
detector array detects the phonon at the detector located at an
angle 0 above the z axis (here ~17.8°), which in the comoving
frame corresponds to the detector located at the angle 8’ above the
7 axis (here 45°, indicated by the shaded wedge in the moving
detector array). In this particular example #; = 0.75, correspond-
ing to y; = 4/+/7 ~ 1.5 (which is the factor by which the moving
detector array is contracted in its direction of motion). Figure 1(a)
shows the same scattering event indicated here, whereas Fig. 1(b)
shows this scattering event in the frame of the moving
detector array.

the scattering of two or more particles [46]. The total cross
section is defined as

, (5.1)

where ‘R is the reaction rate (transition probability per unit
time per unit volume), and @ is the incident flux of
particles. The cross section ¢ has units of area and
qualitatively represents the effective cross sectional area
(hence the name) that the particle presents to the incoming
beam of particles to be scattered, and it will depend on the
momentum of the incoming particles.

The cross section as defined in Eq. (5.1) can be
expressed more explicitly as

W B
S

ki pr

(5.2)

where |i) and |f) represent the initial and final states,
respectively (often shown with ket symbols omitted), and
where S is the subset of all final states that are different
from i (in order to exclude the case of no scattering). We use
box normalization (volume L?3) for our particles, so that the
reaction rate R, which is a transition rate per unit volume,
becomes w;_¢/L>?, with

2w A~
Wisg = ?|<f|Hint|1>|25(Efi)v

(5.3)
being the transition rate from an initial state |i) at t = —o0
to a final state |f) at time ¢ = T, given some interaction
Hamiltonian H,,.. The symbol Ej; represents the change in
total energy of the system (as measured in the lab), and the
states and the interaction Hamiltonian are all defined in a
Schrodinger picture. For more details on how to derive
Eq. (5.3), please see Ref. [45].

The notation o[S|i] represents the cross section for
scattering to any final state |f) € S (different from the
initial one) given the particular initial state |i). The last form
of Eq. (5.2) is the one we will use for our calculation.

B. Cross section in the in-universe
observers’ reference frame

Before going into the details of the cross section
derivation, we want to clarify the behavior of the cross
section ¢ when viewed from the frame of an in-universe
observer in motion with respect to the laboratory frame.

Since our model lacks full (sonic) Lorentz invariance, we
must reexamine some of the basic assumptions about cross
sections—most especially, how it behaves when viewed
from a moving frame. In ordinary QFT, which has full
Lorentz invariance, the cross section behaves exactly like a
cross sectional area: it is invariant under boosts in the
direction of motion of the incoming particle to be scattered
(assuming a stationary target particle) but not generally in
other directions [28]. We cannot rely on this being true in
our model. To examine how the cross section behaves in
this hybrid model in which some pieces obey sonic Lorentz
symmetry, we return to its basic form, Eq. (5.1), which is a
ratio of the reaction rate R to the incoming flux ®. We will
examine how each of these would be perceived by an in-
universe observer comoving with the external particle.

1. Reaction rate

The reaction rate R is a transition rate per unit volume.
This can be reexpressed as the total transition probability
per unit spacetime volume.

A spacetime volume element is invariant under a Lorentz
transformation, and thus it remains invariant when mea-
sured by in-universe observers. Thus, the denominator of R
is invariant.

Now let us examine the numerator. The probability of
some particular event happening also remains invariant,
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even though the different observers may disagree on the
particular descriptors used to specify the event (e.g.,
direction, duration, etc.). If a given detector clicks, then
all observers will agree that the detector clicked. At the end
of a given set of experiments, all observers—regardless of
state of motion—will therefore agree on the list of detectors
that clicked, and how many times each detector clicked.
Thus, the probability of a physical detector clicking must
also be independent of an observer’s state of motion.

This means that the transition probability for any given
event i — f must be invariant. A moving observer would
interpret this as the probability for the transition i’ — f/,
where i’ and f’ are the initial and final states as interpreted
by the moving observer, but the numerical value of this
probability would be the same for both observers. The total
transition probability is just the sum of all relevant
individual transition probabilities of this form. Since this
sum includes all possible final states (except the initial one),
all observers must agree on this value. Thus the total
transition probability (numerator of R) is invariant.

Combining the above two results, we see that the
reaction rate R is itself invariant, being the ratio of two
invariant quantities: total transition probability and amount
of spacetime volume.

2. Flux

The behavior of the flux @ under a Lorentz trans-
formation is the subject of much discussion, even in a
fully relativistic theory such as QFT. A recent article [46]
explains clearly the subtleties of this topic and provides the
definitive resolution. The key results of that work also
apply to our setup, and we repeat them here, along with a
discussion of how our particular setup modifies them
(or not).

The approach will be to write the flux in a manifestly
Lorentz-invariant form based on the sonic analogue to the
four-current, which we denote as

()
JH = ,
nv
with n being the number density of particles (in some
frame) and v the three-velocity of the particle (as measured
from the same frame). J* has units of speed times number
density (or speed per unit volume), which has the intuitive
interpretation of number of particles passing through a unit
of area per unit of time. J* is a sonic Lorentz-covariant
four-vector and will transform as such when changing from
one in-universe observer’s frame to that of another.
Crucially, notice that this is a kinematical quantity, not a
dynamical one. It is based on a description of the motion of
the particle and makes no reference to its particular
dispersion relation.

The crucial observation from Ref. [46] is that the flux for
a two-particle scattering experiment can be written in an

(5.4)

invariant form using the four-currents J{ and J4 for the two
particlesl L

® =\ D=L (59)
where 1 and 2 are the two scattering particles, the dot (-) is
the four-vector dot product (in our case, using c, instead of
¢), and (J)>=J-J. Importantly, every in-universe
observer will agree on the numerical value of this quantity,
so we only need to calculate it in one frame: the labora-
tory frame.

In the laboratory frame, the four-currents for the phonon
and the external particle, respectively, are

J5 = n,
Cq Zh

where ng and n, are the initial number density of the
phonon and of the particle. Then,

Js"]p:nsnpcbz'(l_ﬂi)7 (57)
(J5)?> =0, (5.8)
(Jp)? = mpe3 (1= ). (5.9)

Plugging these into Eq. (5.5) gives the formula for the flux
in the laboratory frame:

® = ngny|cs — vy, (5.10)
For our choice of normalization,12 the number densities are
n, =1/L* and ny = 1/L?, so the flux in the laboratory
frame is

|cs - vi| _

- pil
LO ’

1
P = e g (5.11)

This is the value of @ in all frames.

Nevertheless, a quick confirmation shows that this is
indeed what in-universe observers comoving with the
particle would calculate. Simply apply the appropriate

"Reference [46] uses natural units. We have included the
prefactor ¢;! to get the units right in our case.

“There is much discussion about choosing a Lorentz-invariant
normalization in QFT textbooks (e.g., Ref. [28]), but this is
merely a convention that has some calculational and conceptual
utility in a fully relativistic setting. Importantly, it is not required
for obtaining physically valid results—even in a fully relativistic
setting. Any normalization will do as long as it is treated
consistently throughout the calculation. And that is what we do.
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Lorentz transformation to the currents, giving JY =
D™ 'ny(c.0,0,¢)" and J' = y;'n,(c,,0,0,0)", and plug
into Eq. (5.5). The result for @ is unchanged.

3. Total cross section

The total cross section o is the ratio of two sonic Lorentz
scalars: R and ®. The numerical value of each of these
quantities is therefore agreed upon by all in-universe
observers, and so, therefore, is their ratio 6 = R/®. The
total cross section is a sonic Lorentz scalar with respect to
all in-universe observer frames moving in the z direction.

Importantly, however, note that we have taken care to
only assert that these quantities are invariant with respect to
different states of motion of the observers. The fact that the
external particle violates the sonic Lorentz symmetry of the
system means that the quantities in question are not
necessarily invariant with respect to simultaneous boosts
of all objects with respect to the medium. In fact, as we will
discover in the coming pages, experiments that appear to
in-universe observers to have the same initial conditions—
assuming the observers in each case are comoving with the
particle—will nevertheless lead to different outcomes
depending on their initial velocity with respect to the
medium. In the language of Lorentz-violating extensions
to the Standard Model [47], the cross section is invariant
with respect to observer boosts but not necessarily so with
respect to particle boosts.

4. Differential cross section

While we have shown above that the numerical value of
the total cross section ¢ is agreed upon by all observers, we
are actually interested in the differential cross section
do/dcos @ with respect to the scattering angle 0 in the
laboratory frame and do/d cos @' with respect to scattering
angle @ in the comoving frame.

We can illustrate this situation as follows. We imagine a
large spherical array of detectors that is stationary with
respect to the laboratory frame and centered on a phonon
scattering event, as illustrated in Fig. 2. Each detector
subtends a small solid angle dQ(6, ¢) at a given orientation
(0,¢) as measured in the laboratory frame. Whether a
particular detector has clicked or not is manifestly invariant,
as is the probability of any physical detector clicking, as
discussed above. So too would this reasoning apply to a
spherical array of detectors comoving with the particle, as
illustrated in Fig. 2. Each of these detectors would subtend
a solid angle dQ/(¢',¢’) at a given orientation (6',¢’) as
measured in the comoving frame.

The total cross section can be split up into infinitesimal
pieces do, corresponding to scattering (in the laboratory
frame) at angle 6 into a narrow ring of detectors for all
azimuthal angles ¢. We can reassemble these pieces into
the total cross section:

do[0|i]

a/da/dcos@dcose, (5.12)
where we make explicit the final scattering angle 6 and
initial state i. Since the probability that some detector in that
ring clicks is agreed upon by all observers, it is merely a
question of kinematics as to how that ring appears to in-
universe observers in a different state of motion. To find
this, we first find ¢ and i’ using Egs. (3.8) and (3.6), and
then we note that

dol0|i] = do[0'|1'] (5.13)
by the scalar nature of ¢ and the argument above about the
invariance of probabilities.

The comoving frame description of the scattering event
is therefore obtained solely by appropriately transforming
the laboratory-frame kinematic quantities into the comov-
ing frame of the particle. From Eq. (5.13) we get the
differential cross section in the comoving reference frame
from the laboratory one [48]:

dol0'[i']  dold)i]
dcos®  dcosf

J7[6.9]. (5.14)

where J[0,6'] is the Jacobian of the coordinate trans-
formations between reference frames,

B dcosd B
"~ dcos®

-5
(1 + picos@)?’

J[0.0'] (5.15)

obtained using the transformation Eq. (3.8). With these
tools in hand, our approach is to calculate the differential
cross section in the laboratory frame (since that is the frame
in which we know the dynamics) and then use Eq. (5.14) to
express it from the comoving observers’ perspective.

C. Phonons, quantized external particles, and the
interaction Hamiltonian in the laboratory frame

In the laboratory frame, we assume that phonons are
excitations of the analogue-gravity medium; for simplicity,
we treat the phonon field as a scalar field."

We use standard quantum mechanics to describe external
particles, as this suffices to capture all of their relevant
quantum mechanical degrees of freedom. Note that the only
degree of freedom that we endowed our external particle
with (see Sec. IV B) is its center-of-mass energy/momen-
tum—we have not endowed the external particle with any
additional degrees of freedom such as angular momentum.

YTreating phonons as a scalar field is appropriate in systems
that are isotropic. For systems that exhibit anisotropies, e.g., any
system with a crystal structure, a vector field description must be
used to fully capture all appropriate degrees of freedom [49].
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So in summary, our recipe for a quantum-mechanical

interaction Hamiltonian includes the following:

(1) First-quantized matter that describes the external
particle.

(2) A single excitation of a second-quantized phonon
field that describes the scattering phonon.

(3) An interaction Hamiltonian depending on the pho-
non’s field amplitude at the (quantized) position of
the external particle.

We define the phonon field as

fI.C‘ oikx AT e~ ikx
LWZM kx 4 gl e=ikx)  (5.16)

Its units are +/(energy)/(length).

1. Interaction Hamiltonian

We want to build a toy model for phononic interaction
with external particles. The Hamiltonian we will consider is

1nt ¢ (x) (517)

where ¢ is the “charge” of the interaction with units of
length that we can, with foresight, use to define a
dimensionless coupling constant

(5.18)

(l'_g
s T o
A
P

in terms of a reduced sonic Compton wavelength of the
external particle14

(5.19)

The cross section is evaluated by standard perturbation
theory with the quantized interaction term

hc 4 o i
A, = Zz Sk/ 1kx+ T kx)

kK’

x (e e™* + af,e=*'%), (5.20)
The Hamiltonian is discrete as we are considering quan-
tization in a finite “sonic universe” of volume L>.

Important to notice is that the interaction Hamiltonian in
Eq. (5.20) is not Lorentz invariant—neither with respect to
light, nor sound—as the operator X cannot be applied in a
relativistic scenario. Hence, it is valid only for external
particles. We will elaborate more in the next subsection,
Sec. VD.

“Note that we are free to define the numerical quantity A
despite the fact that the external particle is not a field excitation.

D. Internal particle cross section

We are now equipped with the relevant mathematical
machinery and physical understanding to compute scatter-
ing cross sections for phonon scattering experiments
involving external particles. Before we proceed to do so,
we will discuss the nature of the scattering cross section for
phonon scattering experiments involving internal particles,
as we will make qualitative comparisons between these two
types of scattering experiments in what follows.

In Sec. IV A we demonstrated that the kinematic descrip-
tion of phonon scattering from internal particles takes on
the same mathematical form in both the laboratory frame
and the comoving in-universe observer frame. In other
words, we can refer to the kinematic description of phonon
scattering from internal particles as being sonically Lorentz
covariant. The types of particles that we would expect to
behave in this manner would be collective excitation
quasiparticles [50,51] belonging either to the analogue
gravity medium itself (in addition to the phonons, which
are also collective excitation quasiparticles) or to some
other analogue gravity medium with the same characteristic
speed of sound to which the phonon bearing medium is
coupled.

Condensed-matter quantum field theory [31] is the
appropriate way to study collective excitation quasipar-
ticles, and so it is a reasonable hypothesis that the
appropriate quantum description of sonically relativistic
particles would therefore be given by a sonically relativistic
condensed matter field theory, analogous to quantum field
theory but with the speed of sound taking the place of the
speed of light. There is in fact evidence to support this
hypothesis: for example, both Volovik [50] and Barcel6
et al. [51]]5 have demonstrated the emergence of quantum
electrodynamics as an effective dynamical description of
certain collective excitation quasiparticles within con-
densed matter systems. We will therefore assume that this
hypothesis is correct, and so—in analogy to quantum field
theory—the dynamical equations of motion governing the
scattering of phonons from internal particles will be
sonically Lorentz covariant. In-universe observers’ mea-
surements of kinematics are also sonically Lorentz covar-
iant, and so the differential cross section for phonon
scattering from internal particles will trivially be sonically
Lorentz invariant from the perspective of in-universe
observers, akin to how the differential cross section for
actual Compton scattering (described by the Klein—Nishina
formula [28,52]) is actually Lorentz invariant.

When considering the differential cross section of
phonon scattering from external particles we are not
afforded the same convenience. We imagine our external
particle to be some regular particle free of any inherent
association to the analogue gravity medium: its classical
description is merely that of a Newtonian particle, and its

BThe latter work being based, in part, on the former.
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TABLE IL

Representation of single-particle states of the phonon and external particle. The phonon is treated as

single excitations (second quantized) of a sonically relativistic field—i.e., one with a dispersion relation @ = ck.
The external particle is treated as an ordinary quantum-mechanical particle (first quantized). Our choice of
normalization allows all types of particle to have the same form of the inner product and resolution of the (one-
particle) identity operator. Our choice of normalization for the phonon differs from that of the usual one in quantum
field theory [28]. This has no effect on observable quantities, including cross sections—see footnote 12.

Particle type One-Particle state

Commutation relations

Inner product One-Particle identity

Phonon |hk> = ak|o> [ak,a;] = Skx' (AK|AK') = 6y 1=y |nK)(RK|
External p) = iz fp, dPwe™ [x) N/A (plp) = =5 p)pI
corresponding quantum description is given by regular (£ i) (5.22)

quantum mechanics. We must therefore take a careful and
considered approach in calculating the differential cross
section of phonon scattering from external particles, and to
this end we apply the same general procedure that we
applied in calculating the comoving in-universe observer
frame description of the kinematics.

E. External particle cross section

To compute the differential cross section of phonon
scattering from external particles, we apply Egs. (5.2) and
(5.3) to the specific experimental scenario that we have in
mind, which is discussed in Sec. III and shown in Fig. 1.

1. Initial and final states

The quantum toy model we are considering is composed
of two independent systems: the phonon and the external
particle. Hence the initial and final states of the system can
be written as follows:

i) = |pi) @ [7k;), |f) = [pg) ® |ke).  (5.21)
Ipi/¢) are the initial/final states of the external particle, and
|hk; ) are the initial/final states of the phonon. In Table II
we illustrate the details of the states, where we have use the
subscript j = i, for the final and initial states.

In line with the interaction Hamiltonian Eq. (5.20), states
are discrete as they are defined in a finite “universe” of
volume L3, and the delta functions are Kronecker deltas.
Note that we are using a different normalization than what
is usually used in literature, for example in Peskin [28].
However, this does not have any effects on measured
quantities (see footnote 12.)

2. Cross section derivation

We now have all the general tools we need to calculate
the differential and the total cross section in the laboratory
frame and in the in-universe observers’ reference frame. We
will start with calculating the transition rate for
Hamiltonian Eq. (5.20), and the initial and final states in
Table 1II:

If we plug in the expressions for the interaction
Hamiltonian Eq. (5.20), and initial and final states we
obtain

<f|1:11nt|1> = <pf| ® s<0|&kf

NIQ

ficg (@™ 4 & e~k
L*ZQ\/ k' M ae™

kK’

X (g e™* + ay, e %) |p;) @ &y [0),. (5.23)
By considering the commutation relations in Table II, the
orthogonality of the particle states, and well-known quan-
tum mechanics relations,16 the transition amplitude can be

rewritten as

VoSN

ghey 1
(f|Hli) = ENE \/?kfcspf,pi,-‘rhki—hkf'

(5.24)

Given the expression Eq. (5.3) we can rewrite the transition
rate as

Wist = 2;” g%ﬁ%ﬁpﬁhki—hm 25(Efi)v
= 2%%2 (hLCE)Z %Ekf (5pf,p;+hki—kf)26(Efi)7
OB (529
where
Ey = E; + hoy — E; — ho;,
= E¢(k¢, ki, p;) + hcke — E; — hegk;. (5.26)

If we want to reexpress the cross section Eq. (5.2) in terms
of continuous variables for the final state of the phonon, we
can use the relation

"For the full derivation see the Appendix.
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1
sz = kam ka(hAktp

1 L’
N —— Pk = Pk, 5.27
(Mmﬁsf @wﬂsf (5-27)
so that the total cross section is
1
olSli] =+ ——/ fzm*. (5.28)

Equation (5.28) is very useful to deduce the differential
cross section with respect to the scattering angle cos 6

do 1 L

+oo 2r W
=_ dkek? | d =t
dcos 6 d>(27c)3A ! fA (ﬁ; L?

Since we have assumed that the scattering processing we
are considering is coplanar and colinear, we know that the
quantity w;_; does not depend on the angle ¢. Hence we
can solve the integral in ¢ straightaway

(5.29)

do 271 L3 +oo Wi_g
dkik? . 5.30
dcos6 @ (27)3 / f Z (5:30)
Therefore the differential cross section Eq. (5.30)
becomes
do[S|i] 2z L3

" ki
dcos@g(ZﬂPA o

1 2z ¢ (hcy)? 1
x ZF?ZT%épf’pﬁ-hki—hkfé(Eﬁ)’

Lo L3 +oo
Y P S / dkk?
les — vi| (27)° Jo

1 27 ¢* (hcy)* 1
‘3 (he,)

Chd L0 gk opowci-nd(Er)
Pr !

1 flcsa2?\2
=B 2z 4

+o0
X
0

Equation (5.31) can be further simplified by rewriting the
Dirac delta as

1
dkek} Eé(Efi)

(5.3 1)
pr=pi+hk;—fik;

(ki — ko)

6(E) = —_— 0 (5.32)
t %%;memmu

where ker(Ey;) = {kq:Efi(ko) = 0}, and, as before, Ey; is

the analytic expression for the change in the total energy of
the system (i.e., the difference between the final and the

initial energies of the system). The differential cross section
Eq. (5.30) is

do _ 1 hcg 037\%/ dkfk%‘
decos® |1-pi|(27) 4 Jo
o S(ki — ko)
ki f koeker(Eg) |(dEfi/dkf)kf:k0| pr=p;+hk;—nk;

(5.33)

3. Scattering cross sections in the laboratory frame

We can now proceed to derive the differential cross
section for phonon scattering from external particles in
the laboratory frame. From the kinematic derivation in
Sec. IV B 1 we know that we have two solutions 7k;; and
hke,, see Eq. (4.16), that satisfy the condition
Eg = EP' — E* = 0, see Eq. (4.15). The differential cross
section Eq (5.33) becomes

do[Sli] 1  fc a%%%l
dcos® |1 —pi|(2n) 4 Kk

oo 8(k¢ — ko)
dkek _—
8 /) o Z [(dEgi/dke )y, |

ko€ ke kea}
The denominator is easily calculated from Eq. (4.15)

(5.34)

= — [hke —
dk; m[ f

(hk; + p;) cos O + mey]. (5.35)

By expanding the sum and considering the two solutions of
ker(Ey;) the differential cross section becomes

do[Si] 1 he, ity 1 /+oo dhck
deos |1-p|(2x) 4 k.Jo
% (ks — k1)
| Allike = (fik; 4 p;) cos O + mc]|
n (ks — ki)
| La[hke, — (Rki + p;) cos @ + mey]|]”
(5.36)
When we perform the integral in k; we find
do[Sfi] 1  hcy &%y I m
dcos® |1—pi|(27) 4 kh
ke H |k ke, Hk
X( raH ke, + ke H| f,Z]), (5.37)

B-C

where B and C are defined in Eq. (4.17). The functions
Hlks ] and Hlk¢,] are the Heaviside step functions that
ensure that the two solutions k¢ and k¢, are real and
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positive, as we have already seen in the kinematic
Sec. IVB1. By inserting the two solutions from
Eq. (4.16) into Eq. (5.37), the explicit expression for the
differential cross section is

do[Slii 1  hegg?1m
dcosO |1 —pi| (27) 4 k n?
x [2AH[B — V/TH[C] + (A + 1)H(=C)),

(5.38)

where we have defined

B

The three conditions specified by the three Heaviside step

functions H(B — v/C), H(C), and H(—C) are the same as

those in Egs. (4.20). The differential cross section has units

heg m
& n?

A= (5.39)

of area, as it must, since the quantity is dimensionless.

4. Scattering cross sections in the comoving in-universe
observer frame

As we have seen multiple times throughout this paper,
the comoving in-universe observer frame description of the
scattering event is obtained by appropriately transforming
the laboratory frame kinematic quantities into the comov-
ing frame of the particle. We have already performed all of
the heavy lifting required to obtain the differential cross
section in the frame of the comoving in-universe observer.
Our final task is to transform the kinematic quantities in
Eq. (5.37) [or, alternatively, Eq. (5.38)] according to the
transformations specified in Egs. (3.6)—(3.8). Substituting
k; = Dk!, where D is the Doppler factor [Eq. (2.8)], and
applying Eq. (5.14), the differential cross section becomes

do[S'|{]

1+p  g*hegm 1
(1 + p,cos@)? 4(2x) h2 DK,
x 2A'H(B' — VT)H(T') + (A + 1)H(=C")),
(5.40)

dcos

where B’ and C' are just B and C reexpressed in the
comoving frame, as shown in Eq. (4.26), and A’ is

B/

,/B/Z_Cv/‘

Al = (5.41)

5. Using Lorentz-violating sonic Compton scattering to
determine absolute motion

The differential cross section written in terms of the
values of quantities as measured by comoving in-universe

105° 90 75°

255° 270° 285°

FIG. 3. Polar plot of the differential cross section for an external
particle in the in-universe comoving frame for ¢’ = 0.001 and
various values of j.

observers is given by Eq. (5.40). In principle, in-universe
observers could use this expression to make qualitative
statements regarding their state of motion by performing
several scattering experiments on external particles with
different initial velocities v; = f;c,, using phonons with
different initial energies A/ (or equivalently 7cgk!). To
facilitate the comparison between different energy and
velocity regimes, we introduce the dimensionless quantity

 hel K,

me?  meg

= Aoki,

I (5.42)
that represents the ratio of the initial energy of the phonon
to the “sonic rest-mass energy” that in-universe observers
would think to associate to the particle.

The ratio ¢’ is directly analogous to a ratio that appears in
the description of actual Compton scattering, which we
shall here explicitly denote'’ &, the value of which has
particular physical implications. The limit £ < 1 corre-
sponds to Thomson scattering [53], which describes the
classical and nonrelativistic scattering of electromagnetic
waves from charged particles, whereas the limit &2 1
corresponds to scenarios in which both relativistic and
quantum theoretic effects are prominent: as a result, a full
quantum field theoretic description is necessary in the limit
£ 1[54].

In the following we demonstrate what in-universe
observers will measure if they were to perform several
scattering experiments for the same value of ¢’ and several
values of f; and vice versa. We provide the differential

"The expression for & is identical in form to that of ¢’ except
all references to sound are replaced by their corresponding
references to light. That is to say, ¢ takes the place of ¢, and
the frequencies ! and w; correspond to frequencies of light, not
sound.
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FIG. 4. Polar plot of the differential cross section for an external
particle in the in-universe comoving frame for ' = 1 and various
values of f.

255° 270° 285°

FIG.5. Polar plot of the differential cross section for an external
particle in the in-universe comoving frame for ¢’ = 1.5 and
various values of f.

cross sections as viewed from the comoving frame for two
types of experiments: in one type of experiment, the value
of ¢’ is held constant while 3 is varied; in the other type of
experiment, f; is held constant while ¢’ is varied.

Fixed {', varying p;.—For this case we present the scatter-
ing cross sections for ¢’ = {0.001, 1, 1.5}. In Fig. 3 we can
already see that, even for a very small value of ¢, the cross
section shows a marked dependence on different values of
p;. We can qualitatively compare this result with the Klein—
Nishima differential cross section formula [52,55] for
unpolarized photons, where it is easy—and expected—to
see that there is no dependency of the cross section on the
state of motion of the rest frame of the particle (for in actual

105° 90° 75°

255° 270° 285°
FIG. 6. Polar plot of the differential cross section for an external
particle in the in-universe comoving frame for #; = 0 and various
values of £.

255 270° 285

FIG. 7. Polar plot of the differential cross section for an external
particle in the in-universe comoving frame for = 0.5 and
various values of ¢’

relativity, there is no meaningful notion in which different
inertial states of motion differ). For higher values of ¢,
another noteworthy feature becomes apparent: in Figs. 4
and 5 we can see that, as the initial velocity of the particle
increases, the range of the scattering angle becomes
smaller, eventually leading to a scenario in which the
particle is prohibited from scattering outside of some given
angular window. This effect is due to the conditions in
Eq. (4.29), which place restrictions on the allowed angles of
scattering as per Eq. (4.30).

Fixed B, varying {'—The dependency of the scattering
angle on the initial energy of the phonon ¢’ becomes clearer
when we consider the in-universe differential cross section
for two values of ; = {0,0.5} and several values of {’. In
Figs. 6 and 7 we can see that as {’ increases, the scattering
angle becomes more forward, tending towards the direction
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of motion of the particle in the laboratory frame. This effect
becomes more pronounced with increasing f;, as one can
see by comparing Figs. 6 and 7.

VI. DISCUSSION

In considering phonon scattering from external particles
we have restricted our considerations to that of nonrela-
tivistic quantum mechanics for all values of {’ because, by
construction, our external particle is a non-relativistic
quantum mechanical object. By analogy to true
Compton scattering, phonon scattering from internal par-
ticles requires a full quantum field theoretic description18
because relativistic effects (with respect to sound) are
important, and relativistic quantum mechanics is inappli-
cable because it is a fundamentally inconsistent theory [54].
We can however make qualitative comparisons between
phonon scattering from internal particles and external
particles in the limit ¢’ < 1, as in this limit relativistic
effects become unimportant for internal particles. Strictly
speaking, any comparisons of this type should be made in
the specific case for which both types of particle are
initially traveling very slowly in the laboratory frame
(f; < 1) as it is in this limit that the energy-momentum
relations for internal and external particles coincide and
thus the limit in which a quantum field theoretic description
should coincide with an ordinary quantum mechanical
description. With this in mind, Fig. 3 shows the differential
cross sections for phonon scattering from external particles
characterized by ¢’ = 1073: the limit ¢’ < 1 is respected
here, and while the total amount of scattering is a function
of f;, the overall form of the differential scattering cross
section (i.e., its angular dependency) is not. That the
angular dependency of the differential scattering cross
section is insensitive to f; in this case is what we expect
from the expected equivalence between phonon scattering
from internal and external particles for low {’.

Any qualitative similarities between phonon scattering
from internal and external particles vanishes for higher
values of ¢’ In Figs. 4 and 5 the differential scattering cross
sections for various values of f3; are plotted for {’ = 1 and
¢ = 1.5, respectively. In both cases not only does the
amount of scattering vary with initial f;, but the overall
form of the differential scattering cross sections is sensitive
to changes in f; too: this is in stark contrast to what would
occur for scattering from internal particles which, again,
must be insensitive to the value of f; due to sonic Lorentz
covariance that is inbuilt into internal particles.

The effect of varying ¢’ for constant values of f§; should
be expected to alter the angular distribution of scattering,
even for internal particles. In real Compton scattering,
forward scattering becomes preferentially favored as the
initial photon energy is increased (see, for example, [56]).

BAs previously discussed, a condensed matter quantum field
theory.

The fact that there exists angular dependency in the
differential scattering cross section of phonons from
external particles for fixed f; in Figs. 6 and 7 is therefore
not in and of itself surprising or unexpected. With that said,
for phonon scattering from external particles, increasing ¢’
for fixed f; eventually reveals the presence of forbidden
scattering angles: this has no qualitative similarity to
Compton scattering, and thus no qualitative similarity to
phonon scattering from internal particles.

VII. CONCLUSION

Provided that in-universe observers in an analogue-
gravity universe are allowed to interact with Newtonian
particles external to their own medium, then the sonic
analogue to Compton scattering—in which phonons scatter
from these external particles—can be used by in-universe
observers to infer that there must exist some preferred rest
frame. In all but the most restrictive cases (i.e., unless f ~ 0
and {’ <« 1), external particles result in qualitatively differ-
ent scattering profiles than occur in fully relativistic
scattering, such as Compton scattering. In the most
dramatic cases, scattering from external particles results
in differential scattering cross sections with forbidden
angles, and as the energy of the phonon increases relative
to the “sonic rest-mass energy” of the particle ({’ increases)
the window of allowed scattering angles becomes more
tightly concentrated in the direction of the trajectory of the
particle prior to scattering. Even in the cases for which
scattering occurs at all angles, scattering for fixed values of
¢" shows a preference towards forward scattering for
increasing f3;.

In principle, in-universe observers could conceivably
utilize phonon scattering experiments from external par-
ticles to identify not only that a preferred rest frame must
exist, but specifically which frame is the rest frame of their
analogue universe. The ability to resolve which frame is
actually the laboratory frame is fundamentally constrained
by the mass of external particles and the energies of
phonons that in-universe observers have access to. If in-
universe observers are only able to probe the parts of
parameter space corresponding to ¢’ < 1 then the angular
distribution of scattering will not be considerably affected
by their state of velocity (see Fig. 3) and thus they will only
be able to detect their state of motion provided that they
correctly deduce the relationship between f; and the
magnitude of the differential scattering cross section (that
is, lower magnitudes correspond to lower f;, as per Fig. 3).
If, on the contrary, in-universe observers are able to probe
regions of parameter space corresponding to ¢’ > 1, then
the presence of forbidden scattering angles could be
utilized to locate the medium’s rest frame. In order for
in-universe observers to utilize forbidden scattering angles
to their advantage, they would either have to reverse
engineer the energy-momentum relation for external par-
ticles, or postulate the correct energy-momentum relation
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and confirm it experimentally. Given that the correct
energy-momentum relation for external particles corre-
sponds to the f; < 1 limit of internal particles, it is not
unreasonable to think that they would eventually postulate
the correct relation.

Scattering experiments performed from internal par-
ticles must ultimately be equivalent to scattering experi-
ments performed within a truly relativistic theory due to
the fact that a Lorentz symmetry (with respect to c;) is
inbuilt into both internal particles themselves and the
reference frames of in-universe observers. The interpre-
tation here is that when internal particles are used, every
part of the system is sonically Lorentz covariant, and
when this is true the whole analogue-gravity system can
be treated as being a sonic analogue to something like
Lorentz ether theory, which is operationally indistinguish-
able from special relativity. Thus, when in-universe
observers are only allowed to interact with internal
particles, they cannot determine the presence of a pre-
ferred rest frame. It is only when the symmetry groups
obeyed by the particle and the phonons are different that
the analogy between our model and a Lorentz ether theory
(and hence a relativistic theory) breaks down and the
presence of the medium can be detected.

As a final note, to in-universe observers the sonic
analogue to Compton scattering from external particles
constitutes a breaking of the sonic Lorentz symmetry that
they would otherwise believe in without access to external
objects. From this point of view, the Standard Model
extension [47] might provide a natural way to further
investigate such scenarios from the perspective of in-
universe observers who want to believe that the sonic
Lorentz symmetry of their universe is fundamental. To
highlight this point, consider that an excitation of a truly
relativistic field (that is, relativistic with respect to the speed
of light) would also constitute an example of an external
particle from the perspective of in-universe observers. The
Lagrangian density £; describing a real scalar field that is
actually relativistic (the subscript [ denotes that the
Lagrangian is invariant under Lorentz transformations with
respect to ¢ the speed of light) can be written in terms of
some sonically relativistic Lagrangian £ (the subscript s
denotes that the Lagrangian is invariant under Lorentz
transformations with respect to ¢, the speed of sound) with
some additional term K to account for the difference:

L, =L+ K. (7.1)
Viewed this way, in-universe observers might be able to
describe certain external particles as though they were
external particles that were coupled to some background
vector field defining a preferred frame (the rest frame of the

medium). This is precisely the type of scenario that the
standard model extension deals with, though in the standard
model extension the Lorentz symmetry is taken to be
fundamental at high energies and spontaneously broken at
low energies, whereas the sonic Lorentz symmetry is
emergent rather than fundamental.
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APPENDIX: GENERAL TRANSITION
PROBABILITY DERIVATION

From the definition of cross section in Eq. (5.2), or
equivalently from Eq. (5.28), we see that we need to
evaluate the amplitude

(F H i), (A1)
where the initial and final states are, respectively,
i) = [p:) ® ki), |f) = [pp) ® [7ky),  (A2)

and where the states for external particles are defined
in Table II. We consider the states represented in momen-
tum space, so the phonon initial and final states can be
written as

ki) = ay [0),.  |hk) = ag [0),.  (A3)

where |0), is the phonon ground state. The amplitude
Eq. (A1) then becomes
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a flCS ol el ~ i —ik’-% ~
([ Hing[1) 2L3 Z (pr| ® ((0lay (aye™* + aje ™ %) (ae™ % + af, e %) |p;) ® aL|O>S,

L2/l
th N.% AT A —i(k=K')-% AT
2L3ZZN (pr| ® (Ol (ay gy e ™% + o aye e *K)%) p)) @ ay|0)s.
Kk
_ ghey A a AT i(k—K') K (k'—K)% A
=573 sz (Ps| ® ((Olay, (axay e’ + ay aye” )pi) ® ay|0);. (A4)
Kk

(*)

In the term (*) we have swapped k and k' as these are dummies variables. Using the commutation relations mentioned in
Table II we obtain

N ghcb . At A i(k—K') R A
(£ Hing|1) =573 ZZ\/W (pr| ® s<0|akf(2a]t,ak + Sy 1) K% p) @ aL\O>S,

k. Kk’

ghc oAt A Lik—k) R A 5 i(k—K'):% o
-3 ZZ\/W( (pr] ® ((Olan 2ay, anc e ™% |p;) ® ay [0); + (pr| ® ((0]an S s e™™ )% |p;) ® alLi|0>s>‘

KK
(A5)
We evaluate (xx) first:
(x%) = 2(p¢|e™ )% |p;) s<0‘&kf&£’&k&r{i|0>5' (A6)
Considering that &k&L = &L&k + Sx» and that e™®%|p) = |p + 7K), () becomes
(#x) = 2(p¢|p; + hk — AK') <0|<ak/akf + Ok, w) (@, ay + B, k)10)s,
- 25pf,pi+hk—hk’5kf,k’5k,ki7 (A7)
and (x * *) becomes
(% %) = (pt[py) s<0|&kf&-‘l;i|0>s5k.k’v
= 5pf,pi5kf,k;6k,k’- (AS)
The amplitude Eq. (A1) is therefore
ghc
(| Hu) Z 26, .+ k- Bk Ok, T Oy, Ok Ok (A9)
o 0 o)
Evaluating (2) first we obtain
g hcs 1
2 Ok Kk'»
( ) 2713 prl kf g \/W k.k
g hc,
— Ef;épf'piakf’kizﬂ. (A]O)
K

This divergent term represents the case of no scattering. Since we are only interested in the set S of final states that do not
contain the initial states (i.e., we are excluding the case of no scattering), we will not consider this term. Term (1) instead is
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pr.pi ik -k Ok, k' Ok, »

_ghcS 1
=30 2 v

kK
= gf]ic; \/;—k5pf pi-+hk;—hk;- (A1)
The amplitude is therefore
(i) = 2751 (A12)

S ——— 00 b LAk Ak,
213 \/m Pr.pi+hk;—fik¢

The transition rate [45] for an initial state |i) at time —oo
and a final state |f) at time 7 is

20 a8

- | Him |1} [*(Eri), (A13)

Wiss =

where the states and the interaction Hamiltonian are
defined in Schrodinger picture. Substituting Eq. (A12)
into Eq. (A13) gives the explicit form of the transition
rate:

2z \ghe, 1 2
Wit = I EL_;—kikf O py-+1k; ik, 8(E;),
27zg (heg)? 1
h 4 L6 E(5Pf~pi+hki—hkf>25(Efi)’
2fcg (heg)? 1
RoA L6 ok, Ovewsii-ri O(En). (A14)
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