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Virtual transitions in an atom-mirror system
in the presence of two scalar photons
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We examine the virtual transition of an atom-mirror system with the simultaneous emission of two scalar
photons, where the atom and the mirror admit a relative acceleration between them. For the single photon
emission, the literature [A. A. Svidzinsky et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 071301 (2018)] dictates that the
transition probabilities of two individual systems, such as an atom accelerating with respect to the mirror
and its reverse, turn out to be equivalent under the exchange of the frequencies of atom and the field.
Addressing the observational merit of such excitation process, a detectable probability (P ~ 1072) is also
reported in the above literature. In the present manuscript our finding dictates that the simultaneous
emission of dual photon instead of one, destroys the equivalence between the transition probabilities as

reported in the above literature.
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I. INTRODUCTION

For the past several years we have seen a rich amalga-
mation of several individual disciplines of physics, which
led us to many interesting phenomena. The classic example
is none other than the combination of general relativity
[1,2] and thermodynamics in the context of black holes and
cosmological spacetime [3—13]. Furthermore in recent
times the blending of quantum optics and the acceleration
radiation in flat/curved spacetime became somewhat popu-
lar and considered to be an alternative mechanism in
explaining the Unruh-Fulling (UF) effect [14-22]. In the
context of black hole spacetime this approach predicts the
presence of an entropy which has different origin than that
of the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy, named as horizon
brightened acceleration radiation (HBAR) entropy [15].
More along this line is the use of cavity quantum electro-
dynamics in the study of acceleration radiation which
shows that the transition probability of an accelerated atom
can be increased to many orders in magnitude than we
usually obtain in the standard Unruh radiation [14]. Since
the proposition of the UF effect, it has proven its promi-
nence in case of the Hawking radiation in black hole
spacetime [3,4], particle emission by cosmological
horizon [23], Schwinger mechanism [24], quantum entan-
glement [25], etc. The idea of the UF effect dictates that in
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Minkowski spacetime a uniformly accelerating observer
perceives the vacuum state of a field as a thermal bath in
equilibrium with temperature 7 = ;%< Here kg, ¢, h
denote the Boltzmann constant, speed of light in vacuum
and the reduced Planck’s constant respectively, and a
symbolizes the acceleration of the observer [26,27]. The
observational aspects of UF effect are widely explored by
modeling a uniformly accelerated two level atomic detec-
tor, known as Unruh-DeWitt detector (UD) [28-30]. The
construction of UD detector states that, in flat spacetime, a
pointlike uniformly accelerated detector records particle
excitation due to the interaction with a scalar field, located
in its Minkowski vacuum. It captures the main essence of
the UF effect in terms of the transition rate/power spectrum
of the UD detector. For a brief review of the UF effect and
modeling of UD detector, we refer our readers to [29,31].
At this stage we resume the discussion related to the
alternative approaches in the studies of acceleration radi-
ation/UF effect. It is well known that in the quantum theory
of fields, the virtual processes due to the vacuum fluctua-
tions have disclosed many new quantum phenomena such
as the Lamb shift in the hydrogen atom which led to the
construction of quantum electrodynamics, Raman scatter-
ing in the field of spectroscopy etc. In terms of the atom-
field interaction it dictates that a two level atom makes a
transition to its excited state while a virtual photon is
simultaneously emitted. Subsequently the atom promptly
comes back to its ground state by absorbing the photon. It
was proposed in [14] that the UF effect can also be
perceived by interrupting a virtual process, where the
emitted virtual photon turns into the real observable
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photon. Due to the accelerated motion of the atom, it gets
away from its original point of virtual emission which
yields a nonzero probability for the atom not absorbing
the emitted virtual photon. This transforms a virtual photon
into a real one in the final state of the system [14,15].
It is worth to be mentioned that the atom acquires
acceleration by extracting energy from some external
force agency which drives the center of mass motion of
the atom [14—16]. This explains the notion of accelerated
radiation/UF effect via this alternative approach. This
mechanism has unveiled many interesting findings which
can be found in the following references [15,16,21,22].
Using this alternative mechanism, the authors of [16], have
considered a system which contains an atom and a mirror
with a relative acceleration between them. They have
examined two possible setup such as the atom is uniformly
accelerating with respect to a fixed mirror and the reverse.
Subsequently, the transition probabilities for both the
systems are obtained due to the virtual processes. It was
shown that the transition probabilities are different from
each other, however, both the probabilities are related under
the exchange of atom and field frequencies. The authors
have defined this connection as the “application of equiv-
alence principle in QED”. Moreover a spatial oscillatory
behavior of the transition probabilities has been reported in
[16] due to the interference of the “incident” and
“reflected” photons. Note that this oscillatory feature
cannot be removed by integrating out the probabilities
over all values of field frequency. In relation to the above
equivalence, we mention that a violation of this equivalence
relation has recently been reported in the background of a
generalized uncertainty principle framework [32]. For
experimental verification of such excitations, the authors
of [16] have proposed a setup where an ensemble of N
polar molecules is coupled with a superconducting trans-
mission line microwave cavity terminated by a SQUID
(semiconducting quantum interference device) [33-35].
This setup mimics an accelerating mirror and two level
atomic system [16]. It was shown that for all N ~ 10*-10°
polar molecules and the acceleration (a) of the mirror
larger than the c¢ times the field frequency (cv), the
transition probability lies within the detectable range
(i.e., Poy. ~ 1072). The observational merit of this model
gives us a strong motivation to extend the model to the
simultaneous emission of two scalar photons instead one.

In recent times the authors of [36] have proposed a toy
model of UD detector simultaneously interacting with
multiple scalar fields. This work has revealed some
interesting features in terms of the transition probability
of the detector which cannot be achieved in case of an atom
and single field interaction. Following [36], we consider the
interaction Lagrangian as ~ o(7)¢;[x(7)]¢p,[x(7)] for the
simultaneous emission of two photons. Here ¢, [x(7)],
¢, [x(7)] depict two scalar photon fields and o(7) represents
the operators in detector sector. 7 denotes the proper time of

the atomic detector. At this stage we briefly mention the
origin of such interaction Lagrangian [36]. The standard
interaction term of a UD detector and single scalar field is
of the form, L;, ~ o(7)¢[x(z)]. When the field makes a
transition from its vacuum to 1-particle state and the
detector moves to its energy eigenstate |E), from |E);, a
nonzero transition amplitude can be achieved within the
first order in perturbation theory. The transition amplitude
for such system becomes as follows [29,31],

A(Ef|E;) ~ (Eflo(2)|Ei)(1,|#lx(2)]]0). (1)

Following the single field interaction one can intuitively
write the interaction Lagrangian for the dual photons
emission as,

Lin = go(7) (1 [x(7)] + ha[x(1)]). (2)

Note unlike single field case, now we have several choices
of final states due to the emission of two fields. Below we
briefly discuss such two possible cases. For detailed
discussion we refer our readers to Sec. VI of [36].

Case 1: One of the possible final state can be written as,

[initial) = [E;) ® [0) ® [02);
Ifinal) = [Ef) @ ([1,,) ®102) +101) @ [1,,)).  (3)

Here |0, ,) and |1, ,) depict the vacuum and 1-particle state
for each field. In this scenario the detector is interacting
with two scalar fields where at a particular instant a single
field interacts with the detector and creates 1-particle state,
while another is lying in its vacuum. Therefore in this case
the transition amplitude varies as the summation of the
two transitions i.e., ~ (A; + A,), where A, A, denote the
amplitudes as similar to Eq. (1). This case has its own
merits and may reveal interesting features [36].

Case 2: In this case both the fields make simultaneous
transition to their respective 1-particle states due to the
interaction with the detector at the same point in spacetime.
This leads to the following final state of the system:

[final) = |Ef) ® [1,)) ® |1,,), (4)

when the initial state is same as written in Eq. (3). For the
interaction Lagrangian in Eq. (2), initial and final states
as in Egs. (3) and (4) respectively, a nonzero transition
amplitude can be achieved, if one considers the higher
order term in perturbation theory i.e., ~ (final| 22 |initial).

nt
The term £, will bring in the following combination
of fields,

~ 7+ b5 + 210 (5)

Note that the interaction like ~ ¢? and ~ ¢3 contribute to
the transition amplitude when the fields make a transition
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from the vacuum to their 2-particle state. In the present
work we restrict our analysis within the transition of the
fields to 1-particle states as energetically 1-particle state is
most favored [36]. Therefore in the present context, only
the third term of Eq. (5) contribute to the transition
amplitude. This analysis implies that in working with
the Lagrangian ~ ¢[x(7)]¢,[x(z)] is not an arbitrary
choice, rather it originates from a fundamental interaction
such as Eq. (2). The emergence of various final states and
interaction Lagrangian are solely due to the dual field
interaction and cannot be achieved in single field setup.
Therefore these features render the distinctive characters of
single and dual field emission processes.

With respect to the previous literature, it is seen that apart
from the field theoretic interests, multiple fields analyses
have earned loads of attentions in the sector of beyond the
standard model of particle physics, cosmology, dark matter
physics, etc. It is well known that in search for the
signatures of extra dimensions in the collider experiments
(such that Large Hadron Collider), the Kaluza-Klein (KK)
modes of bulk graviton and bulk standard model are the
potential candidates [37,38]. These KK modes are origi-
nated due to the compactification of the spatial extra
dimensions and interpreted as the multiple fields in
4-dimensional effective theory [39]. Furthermore, in [40],
a large number of elementary particle species have been
considered in resolving the hierarchy problem of the two
fundamental length scales such as electroweak and Planck
scale. Later, it was shown that an appropriate abundance of
dark matter can also be achieved while considering a large
number of copies of the standard model in [41,42]. In
cosmology, the multiple field inflationary models are
considered to explore the inflationary dynamics, infla-
tionary trajectories and particle production [43-45].
Two-field inflationary scenario have been studied in the
context of swampland de Sitter conjecture [46], reheating in
cosmology [47], dark energy, [48] etc. These promising
features of multiple field theories instigate us to explore the
implications of multifield interaction with two level atomic
detector in the present manuscript. Thus we propose a
system which contains a two-level atom and a mirror with
an existent relative acceleration between them. The system
becomes excited due to the virtual processes in the vacuum
states of the photon fields. However, due to the relative
acceleration of the atom and mirror the two real scalar
photons are simultaneously emitted and detected at the
same time. Concurrently, The atom makes a transition to its
higher excited state. We make an attempt to map our system
within the experimental setup as described in [16] as
following. Within a cavity setup an atom makes a transition
to its higher excited state while simultaneously two photons
are emitted with two different single frequency modes due
to the interaction of the atom and dual photon. Thus in
contrast to the single field emission process, one obtains
two quanta of detectable photons carrying two different

frequencies within a cavity. We examine the transition
probabilities of such systems under the conditions where
the atom (mirror) is accelerating with respect to fixed
mirror (atom). We enlist our findings as below,

(i) The so called “equivalence principle in QED”
[32,49-54] is no more holding in case of the dual
field emission process. This solely happens due to
the emergence of a cross term in the transition
amplitude for the emission of dual photon modes.

(i1) We achieve a correction term as a function of
(a,v, w), over the single field emission case, where,
 represents the angular frequency of the atom. This
correction term plays an important role as we
observer that for an accelerating mirror (fixed atom)
system the transition probability becomes a non-
trivial function of (a,v) even under the condition
a > cv. This is in contrast with the outcome in [16].
Undoubtedly, this outcome promotes more inves-
tigations concerning with the atomic detector and
multiple fields interaction and also signifies the
observational prominence of the present setup.

We organize our manuscript as follows. In Secs. IT and I1I, we
briefly describe the two systems and obtain the corresponding
transition probabilities. In Sec. IV, we study the relation
between the excitation probabilities of these two systems and
subsequently discuss the phenomenological aspects of our
model in Sec. V We discuss our result in Sec. VL.

II. A UNIFORMLY ACCELERATING ATOM
AND A FIXED MIRROR

We consider a system which contains a uniformly
accelerated two level atom with respect to a fixed mirror.
The atom follows a trajectory as below,

1(7) = gsinh <?> 2(7) = %zcosh (%) . (6)

where (a,7) symbolize the uniform acceleration of the
atom along the z-direction and the proper time of the atom,
respectively. The atom is interacting with two scalar
photons at the same time and possesses a transition angular
frequency @. We restrict the wave vectors of the two
photons (k;, k,) to be parallel to the z-axis and the
frequencies of the same are denote by v and v,. In the
initial state of the system the atom lies in its ground state
while the fields are located in their respective Minkowski
vacuum. Thus the initial state can be written as:
|initial) = |g) ® |0;) & |0,), where |g) is the ground state
of the atom and the |0, ») stand for the vacuum states of two
scalar photons. Following the discussion in [36], it can be
perceived that the simultaneous emission of two photons
leads to a final state of the system as below,

final) = le) @ [1,,) @ [1,,). (7)
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Here |e) represents the excited state of the atom. Allowing
up to the first order in perturbation theory, a nonzero
transition amplitude can be obtained only for the choice of
interaction Hamiltonian as following,

H, (1) = hGlb, ¢, +H.c][b, ¢, + H.c.][se" + H.c.]
(8)

Here G denotes the atom-fields coupling constant,
¢,,,(x(7)) are the mode solutions of two scalar photon
fields and (6, 6") stand for the lowering and raising operators
of the atom. 13,,12 denote the annihilation operators corre-
sponding to the two scalar photons. We assume that the
mirror is fixed at zo(< %) along the z-axis which yields the
following boundary condition for the mode solutions,

¢U1,2|Z:Z0 =0. (9)

Equation (9) dictates that the normal modes of the photon
fields ought to be the superposition of the incident and the
reflected waves which in turn produces standing waves
as below,

— p—ivipt—ikyp(z— —ivy otk o (2=
¢u].2 — emiviat=iki(z=20) _ p=iviattikio(z—z20) (1())

We take the duration of atom-fields interaction to be infinite
and thus the transition amplitude for this excitation can be
written as,

i

+oo
A1) = 7/_00 dz(l,,, 1,,. €

_ _ig/+oo dr ei(u,+v2)teiwr(eik|(z—zo) _ C.C.)

7:(1<T)|OI/1 ’ 01/2’ g>

x (etk2(z=20) — ¢ c.) (11)
We replace k;, = ”‘C—z in the above equation and consider
that the emitted scalar photons have identical frequencies
ie, vy = v, =v = k; = ky =% Therefore the transition
amplitude in Eq. (11) takes the following form,

Ajy-ipy = =ig / ~dree (@) oo =2). (12)

This yields the transition probability of the system as below,

2

P =0 / dr (E) gior (G020 e —2)| . (13)

At this stage we use the trajectory for the accelerated atom
as in Eq. (6) in Eq. (13) and obtain the excitation probability
as follows,

Pexc = g2

+oo 2iwe%_2ik _2ive —%_,'_2](
dr(ea % 4 ea e KD
—00

. 2
— D xesinh(4) )eiwr

(14)

Now we evaluate the three integrals in Eq. (14) separately
where the first integral is given by,

+0o 2ive 4T . .
I = / dr et -2k glor, (15)

(5]

Changing the variable such that x = ZLa‘ e, Eq. (15) reads,

iwe
I, = Ly /" dx e* x4 g2k
a \2vc 0

=< < - )Te—%k%e—”z‘;’“r [’“’C} (16)

a \2vc a

Following the similar change of variables the second integral
in Eq. (14) yields,

iwc
c a Ta o0 e iwe_ .
12 — dx/ e x/ 2 1621kz(,
a \2vc 0

=< (i) R {— ﬂ] . (17)

a \2vc a

The third integral, which solely appears due to the dual field
interaction in Eq. (14) is given by,

+oo e it amy
I;=-2 / dr &5 Sh(E) gior (18)

o0
Under the coordinate transformation ¥ = e, I; becomes,

2 b iwc e (s
I=-"5 |7 apgstestd, (19)
a Jo

Performing the above integration the final form of /5 is
obtained as follows [55,56],

4 e 2
Iy =—— e—z—ul(lﬂ< ”C> , (20)

a @ a

where Km(z‘;c) is the modified Bessel function. Combining
the Egs. (16) and (17), we obtain

L+ =Se%( (L etk |19 e, (21)
a 2uc a

For a complex parameter z and its complex conjugate z*, one
obtains, z + z* = 2R(z). One can also write the complex
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number z as, z = |z|[cos(arg(z)) + isin(arg(z))]. Using
these relations, we recast the sum in Eq. (21) as,

(2]
Eoonffn ()
- (=] )) (2]
S
el ]
—&—Sin{zy—j)—%ln[ziw”%[r[%ﬂ]. (22)
In the above equation we substitute the following relations,
)R (b=
HE) () o

and obtain the final form of (I, + I,) as,

)

] ()] o

We obtain the transition probability while summing up the
Egs. (20) and (25) as below,

r(%) cosz(e)'

X (1 —2sec(9)‘r(ia’7€> _IK%(ZZC»

87G*c cos?(6) < 4 sec(0) <2vc>
- e ey O
C(2)] a

aw e« —1
2
K( yc) sinh(ﬂ—wc>> (27)
«\ a a

Here, Km_c(zzc) is a real number provided v, ¢, a, and w are

I +1, =

2¢ _sw
11 + 12 = —ce_ﬁ
a

cos(0), (25)

where,

2

4g262 _zwc
7)exc =5 € «
a

2

dwcsec? () ‘
+ -~ 7
ar

real. Note that the excitation probability in Eq. (27) depends
on the parameters, G, a, v, @, and z,. We explore the relevant
phenomenology of this result in the Sec. V.

III. A UNIFORMLY ACCELERATING MIRROR
AND A FIXED ATOM

A uniformly accelerating mirror with respect to a fixed
atom is considered in this section. As similar to the Sec. II,
photons are simultaneously produced from their respective
vacua due to the accelerated motion of the mirror and
subsequently detected by the atom at the same time in
Minkowski spacetime. With the simultaneous detection
of the two field quanta, the atom gets excited and jumps to

. . . . - 2.
its higher energy state. The atom is fixed at z = zp < < in

Minkowski spacetime. At this stage we take a widely used
coordinate transformation such as,

a 1 2 & 1
t = < e sinh <a ) 7= e cosh (a_)‘ (28)
a c a c

Here (7, Z) denote the spacetime coordinates for the moving
mirror, (¢, z) are the Minkowski coordinates and a is a
constant parameter. When the mirror is following the
trajectory such as Z = 0, it represents a uniformly accel-
erated mirror in the Minkowski spacetime with an accel-
eration a. This picture can be mapped to the Rindler space
[defined in terms of coordinates (7,%)], where one can
realize this incident such as the mirror is at rest and atom is
accelerating. Consequently, the vacuum state of the fields
become Rindler vacuum which one defines with respect to
the static mirror in Rindler space. On the other hand now
the accelerated atom in Rindler space perceives particle
production from the Rindler vaccum of the fields. Note that
in Rindler space the Rindler vacuum does not perceive any
horizon as it is defined with respect to the static mirror.
Whereas the accelerated atom in Rindler space perceives
Rindler like horizon. Using Eq. (28), the Minkowski line
element (ds? = c2dt* — dz?) can be recast in the form of
the Rindler metric, which reads,

ds® = & (2dP — dF?). (29)

As the Rindler metric in Eq. (29) is conformally flat to
the Minkowski line element, the positive frequency mode
solutions of the scalar photons remain same as that of the
standard mode solutions in Minkowski spacetime.
Therefore in Rindler space the normal modes of the scalar
photons can be expressed as standing waves, given by the
following relation,

¢y17(;’ Z) — e—iy1,22+ik1,22 _ e—iullzi—ikuz’ (30)
where v| and v, are the angular frequencies of photons 1
and 2 in the Rindler space [16]. The normal modes in
Eq. (30) depict the positive frequency mode solutions with
respect to the Rindler time (7), which signifies that the
vacuum states corresponding to these modes belong to the
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Rindler vacuum in Rindler space. From Eq. (28), we write
the coordinates (7, 7) in terms of the (¢, z) as below,

B f 2 2
tzcln[z+c], z zcln[a(zz—c2t2)]. (31)

2a |z—ct 2a |c*

Using Eq. (31) in Eq. (30), we achieve,

ivypc Al
¢l/1,z(t’ Z) = e+ ~=In [Cz(z ct)]@[z _ C‘t]
¢

— e WEEErlg 4o, (32)

where O denotes the Heaviside theta function. In line with
the treatment as carried out in [16], we consider that the
mode solutions as written in Eq. (32), in terms of
Minkowski coordinates, initially contain no particles.
This implies that these modes are in the Rindler vacuum
of the corresponding fields which are defined with respect
to the static mirror in Rindler space. Such a Rindler vacuum
can be prepared outside a massive star just before it starts to
collapse [16]. We carry our subsequent analysis in Rindler
space and obtain the transition probability while using the
trajectory of the atom as written in Eq. (31). However, this
analysis could have been done with a more physically
realistic initial state in which the field modes are assumed to
be in the Minkowski vacuum before they reflect off the
mirror. A way to do this would be to follow the formalism
in [31,57] which we shall not carry out in this paper. The
mode solutions in Eq. (32) portray that the right moving
field modes can access only the region such that z > c|t],
which is known as right Rindler wedge (RRW). On the
other hand left moving modes can only access the
region —z > c|#|, called the left Rindler wedge (LRW).
Individually the mode solution in RRW and LRW is not
complete in whole Minkowski spacetime. However their
combination as appears in Eq. (32) is complete in all
Minkowski spacetime and can be analytically continued to
the future (¢ > |z|/c) and past (—¢ > |z|/c) regions.

Now we write the excitation probability of the system
due to the simultaneous emission of two photons and the
transition of atom to its higher excited state as below,

2

Pl = @ / P dreg: (1) . (33)

For simplicity we consider the two photons have equal
angular frequency v. We substitute the position of the atom
Z =z in the above equation, which yields,

Péxc = g2 /°° dt e'®! <€_%ln [;_KZ(ZO_CI)]G[ZU - Ct]

we a 2
_ eTln LT(ZUJFCI)]@[ZO + ct])2

(34)

Note that ®[zy — ct]*> has nonzero value only in the
region —oo < 1 < < while ®[z + cf]* has nonzero value

in the region —* <7<oco. For the cross-term,
O[zo — ¢t]®[zy + ct], one obtains a nonzero value in the
regime — < ¢ < . Using these conditions, we write the
probability in Eq. (34) as,

(]
o : _2ive | [4(z0—ct
ngc—gz/ dt oo~ o]

[Se]

n / % 1y gl I [S(z+er)]

0
c
2

1) ive 1, 120 ¢t
—2 / “dt eiore's Mol | (35)
_%

c

For the first integral in the Eq. (35), we change the variable
t — —t and obtain,

Plexc = g2

/ 1t gmiot g~ [S(zer)

c

+ / ® 4t it g2 S zoer)]
20

°

ZT(_) . ip_rln[«’-()*”] 2
-2 | dtee o
_20

(36)

Further we take x = w(t + ?2) in the above equation, which

leads us to the following form of P.,..

1 © PSR dive _2ivenla
Ple =G — [ dx e~y e
0
1 00 : @0\ 2ive Ziwl a
+— [ dxe ) x e et ]
@ Jo

_iwzg 2wz, ivc
2e ¢ =0 i cx \ 7 ?

- dxe"xa|1l-— .

a)(%)T 0 2wz

We denote the first two integrals in the above Eq. (37) as
I and I, and obtain the following relation

_2ive .
A (i) g [_ Zlvc}

(37)

aw \wc

2ive .
2ve [a \7E o _me|2ivC
——|—] e weW|—
aw \wc a

dvec e

2ivc
— | == o), 38
P { p } cos (&) (38)
where,
g - @02, H +arg H_Z_VH
C a wc a
@3 2w, H_arg H%H (39)
C a wc a
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In the last line of Eq. (39), we use arg[[[ia]] =
—arg [['[—ia]] (Ya € R). The third integral in Eq. (36)
is given by,

imz(y

, 2¢ 2 e cx \ 7%
13:_ﬁ dxe%xa|1-— . (40)
)% o 202,

The form of the integral in Eq. (40) takes the following
form

ioz

e~ [ cx \ 7
1 ¢ ¢ ix e _ “
13 - 2wz M/ dxetx (1 2wz )
a)(T) a Jo 0

. 471'1/20 ‘i“fZO F 1 1 3 COZZ(z)
- — € ¢ 2 3 alva2’_9 s~

- . . > 2
a sinh[?] 2772 c
iz, ive 33 w*z}
Rl Iy ) PO |
+ p < + a>2 3[02703,2,2, 5 2 )

(41)

where a; =3+%, a, =1+%, a3 =3+% and ,F;
denotes the generalized hypergeometric function. In the
above equation we write,

1 3 %2
Bf = 2F3 |:a11a2;§9 1’5’_ C20:|
10749 ivc 33 o'
+ c <1+a)2F3{a2,a3,2,2,2,—C2 s
(42)
where B, can be expressed as,
where { = arg[B,]. Adding Egs. (41) and (38) we obtain,
I+ 1, + I
dve . 2ive 4rvz iz
= e ||-—— 0)——" o7
aw ¢ { a } cos(®) asinh["] ¢ 4
Rz 2ywzo By sec(0 )e‘@

_2mwc ’

C 1—6 a

(44)

ma cos(0) [1

A 4nve
aw \ ve (/=

where y = /2 sinh[*%]. Using Eq. (44) in Eq. (37), we

can rewrite the exact analytical form of the transition
probability as follows,

162GPvccos?(¢) [, 4|8 /
P 67zg21/c c?”i @) [1 N \B/lywzy sec(d)
aw ea —1

2zve

C 1—€_a
A4\B PPz sec (¢
X COS C—% + | /“g 0 Ezw)(.- .
c c (1-e a)2

(45)

In order to examine the equivalence we further simplify the
above equation and consider the leading order behavior of
the same. However in Sec. V we show that the exact
[Eq. (45)] and leading order [Eq. (47)] analysis yield same
order of estimation for the transition probability. Following
the experimental proposition as considered in [16,35],
one may take @ to be ~1 gHz. The fixed position of the
atom (zp) can assumed to be a small parameter such as
0(0.01) m. This leads us to write, @ <1, where
¢ =3 x 10® m/s. In Eq. (40), the upper limit on x dictates

that x < 2”71“, which implies

cx
2wz

the Taylor expansion in the term (1 —

< 1. This allows us to write

cx
2wz

the expansion of e™* up to the linear order in x. This yields,

)"« and as well as

iwz(y

2wz,
2e o ive ivex
Iy ———— dxxa| 14 ix+
w(@)? 0 2awz

4o g 1 2iwzy 1 + 252@) (46)

=Tl ‘<1+%+ ¢ 2y

Combining the Egs. (38) and (46), we get the excitation
probability as follows,

_ 16aG%uc cos? () [(1

/
Pexe = > mc
aw e a —1

awzy e sec(d')
vt (1425

% (cos(“) —% sin(%)))z 2

a

|T[— 2]
<awz0 e’ sec(0) (¥ cos(=2) + sm(@))) 2]
P T S Ty W |
(47)

The final forms of the excitation probabilities corresponding
to the two cases is summarized in Eqgs. (27) and (47).

IV. NONEQUIVALENCE IN DUAL
PHOTON SCENARIO

In this section we examine the equivalence between the
two systems which are discussed in Secs. II and III, in the
context of the dual photon emission. In our case excitation of
the ground state atom (equivalent to 7w) is accompanied by
the simultaneous emission of two photons with frequency v
(equivalent to a total 27v amount of energy). Therefore,
following [16], we interchange the atomic frequency (w)
with twice the frequency of the emitted photons (2v) for our
setup. We interchange v = % in Eqgs. (27) and (47) respec-
tively and obtain the two probabilities as below,

87G*c cos?(6) 4 sec(0) wc
Pexc = 2zwc 1- Tiweny Biwe | —
NGl a

aw i —1
2
sinh (”—“”) ) (48)
a

wc
@ a

a

dwcsec? () ’
+ - 7
ar
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and
. 8nG%ccos*(0") 2az, e sec(0”)
Pexe = el I e e e e re
T ARG
o) - i) ):
T[]
<2az0 e sec(0)) (5Scos(=0) + sin(@))) 2}
2 w*c? _ lwc
& (1+2%) C[=]
(49)
Here,
0= ] g [r()] 0
c a c a
and

0 = %—w—cln[i} —arg{F{inc”. (51)

Comparing Eq. (49) with Eq. (48), we observe that the
excitation probabilities, although has a same Planckian pre-
factor, the terms in the parenthesis do not quite match.
This indicates that the probabilities are not related to each
other under such exchanges and therefore may imply a
violation of the equivalence relation. This is in line with the
observation made in [16] where a subtle symmetry between
the excitation of a stationary atom due to an accelerating
mirror in Minkowski spacetime with the excitation of an
accelerating atom in Minkowski spacetime relative to a
stationary mirror was shown. This symmetry was regarded
as a manifestation of the equivalence principle. Although,
there is a lot of debate about the status of the equivalence
principle applying to nongravitational processes in a gravi-
tational field [51,54], however, the observation made in [16]
indeed shows a nice symmetry between the two setups in the
one photon case which is found to be broken in our case.
Also from the exact result, i.e., Eq. (45) one can obtain the
same insight leading to the violation of equivalence relation.
In the upcoming section we study the observational promi-
nence of the dual photon emission scenario.

V. PHENOMENOLOGICAL ASPECTS
OF THE MODEL

In this section we study the behavior of the system while
the atom is excited to its higher energy state along with the
simultaneous emission of two photons. Therefore in Fig. 1,
we plot the transition probability as depicted in Eq. (27)
with respect to the angular frequency of the detector (w).
We fix the parameters such as, v ~ 10* Hz, z, = 0.01 m.
We also take the effective coupling strength between
the N (~10*~108) polar molecules and the photons as,

Pexc

0.035+
0.030
0.025
0.020
0.015+
0.010
0.005

w(Hz)

7.0x 108 7.5x 108 8.0x10° 8.5x 108

FIG. 1. Plot of Py Vs w. Atom is accelerating with respect to
the fixed mirror and two photons are simultaneously emitted.

Gett = gV'N ~ 107 Hz. The acceleration of the atom is fixed
to be ~10'° m/s?, which can be achieved by using the
superconducting circuits [58]. Figure 1 depict the standard
Planckian distribution and also shows an oscillatory behav-
ior as similar to the single photon emission case.

Now we explore the other system which is the mirror
accelerating with respect to a fixed atom. Largely, we fix
the values for the parameters as considered in [16], so
that the observational prominence of our model may also
be verified with respect to the similar experimental setup
as proposed in [16]. This leads us to fix @~ 10° Hz,
20 = 0.01 m, gy = gv/N ~ 107 Hz and acceleration of the
mirror to be ~10 m/s> in Eq. (45) and obtain the
behavior of the transition probability with the variation
of the field frequency (v) in Fig. 2. This plot suggests that in
case of the dual photon emission process, the transition
probability becomes (O(107*) which is similar to the
outcome of single field emission. We comment that in
case of the dual photon emission the excitation proba-
bility can be enhanced to the detectable probability [i.e.,
P ~O(107%)] [16] by taking into account the proba-
bilities for 100 such cavity modes. We can also observe
similar behavior of the approximate form of the excitation

Pexe
0.00015

0.00010

0.00005

0.00000 v(Hz)

100.000 200000 300000 400000 500000 600000 700000 00000

FIG. 2. Plotof P, vs v. Mirror is accelerating with respect to a
fixed atom and two photons are simultaneously emitted.
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7’lexc
0.00035 |
0.00030
0.00025
0.00020
0.00015
0.00010

0.00005 |

(Hz)

v
200000 400000 600000 800000

FIG. 3. Plot of Py vs v. for ¥ < 1.
probability in Eq. (47) if we use the same parameters as in
Fig. 2. Now we analyze Eq. (49) under the condition

% < 1. We keep fix rest of the parameters (. z¢. gefr. @)
same as taken in the Fig. 2. This yields,

2awzy sec(d')
v =2

N <aa)zo sec(d) )2
v [T-221]

x { 1+ 2’;”;(1 + %) sin (@)
+ sin? <?) H . (52)

We further plotted Eq. (52) with respect to v and obtained
the Fig. 3.

IR

4G2cos* (@) [ |

/
Pexe | veka 2
)

VI. DISCUSSION

Transforming a virtual photon to a real detectable photon
has become a remarkable tool in studying the acceleration
radiation and its several consequences in the flat/curved
spacetime. Besides its theoretical aspects, this mechanism
is also promising from the observational perspective. In the
present manuscript we consider an atom-mirror system
where the atom and the mirror possess relative acceleration
between them. Two configurations are possible such as the
atom is accelerating with respect to a fixed mitror and vice
versa. We further consider that due to the virtual processes,
which take place in the vacuum states of the two scalar
photons, the atom makes a transition to its higher excited
state along with the simultaneous emission of the two
virtual photons. Applying the mechanism of transforming
the virtual photons to real one, we evaluate the transition

probabilities corresponding to the above configurations.
Our results turn out to be distinct in nature than that of the
single field emission case. We obtain that the dual field
emission process breaks the ‘“‘equivalence principle in
QED.” An interference term emerges in the transition
probability due to the emission of the two photon quanta,
which in turn breaks the equivalence between the two
setup. Undoubtedly, this demands more such investigations
to perceive the notion, applications and the limitations of
such equivalence principle. As similar to the single field
emission process, our results suggest that both the tran-
sition probabilities as in Eqgs. (27) and (47) exhibit spatial
oscillatory behavior. An additional interference term
excluding the standard Planckian factor is solely respon-
sible for this oscillatory behavior in the excitation proba-
bility. For our case too, a similar experimental proposition
as mentioned in [16] can be constructed as following. One
may consider that N (~10*~10%) number of polar molecules
are collectively forming an ensemble where each molecule
is simultaneously interacting with the two photons within a
cavity setup. We refer our readers to [16,33-35] for a
thorough understanding of the experimental setup which
demonstrate the motion of accelerated mirror and capture
its several consequences. Note that for mathematical
simplicity we translate the moving mirror and static atom
case in Minkowski spacetime to Rindler spacetime, where
the mirror becomes static and the atom accelerates. This
permits us to define a Rindler vacuum state with respect to
the static mirror in Rindler spacetime. In this context, we
point out that it is a very difficult or somewhat impossible
task to construct a Rindler vacuum state in the laboratory.
For this reason, the experimental implementation of this
setup (which is briefly mentioned earlier) is constructed in
the Minkowski spacetime where the mirror accelerates and
the atom is static [16,33-35].

We observe that for an accelerating mirror system,
under the condition a > cv, the transition probability of
the system continues to be the function of (a, c¢,v). This
implies that the parameter space in the dual photon
emission process is larger than that of the single field
emission case, even under the above condition. Therefore
we gain the freedom to study the transition probability with
respect to the field frequency, acceleration of the mirror etc.
Further, we obtain a detectable transition probability by
conveniently choosing the range of field frequency and the
acceleration of the mirror with respect to the fixed atom. It
will be interesting to extended the present work with the
emission of more than two rather larger number of photons.
We are planning to report this elsewhere.
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