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Using a quantum field theory approach, we consider particle scattering and vacuum instability in the so-
called L-constant electric field, which is a constant electric field confined between two capacitor plates
separated by a finite distance L. We obtain and analyze special sets of stationary solutions of the Dirac and
Klein-Gordon equations with the L-constant electric field. Then, we represent probabilities of particle
scattering and characteristics of the vacuum instability (related to pair creation) in terms of the introduced
solutions. From exact formulas, we derive asymptotic expressions for the differential mean numbers, for the
total mean number of created particles, and for the vacuum-to-vacuum transition probability. Using the
equivalence principle, we demonstrate that the distributions of particles created by the L-constant electric
field and the gravitational field of a black hole have a similar thermal structure.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The effect of particle creation by strong electromagnetic
and gravitational fields has a pure quantum nature.
Depending on the structure of such external backgrounds,
different approaches have been proposed for calculating the
effect. Initially, the effect of particle creation was consid-
ered for time-dependent external electric fields that are
switched on and off at the initial and final time instants,
respectively. We call such external fields the #-electric
potential steps. Scattering, particle creation from the
vacuum, and particle annihilation by the #-electric potential
steps has been considered in the framework of the relativ-
istic quantum mechanics, see Refs. [1-3]; a more complete
list of relevant publications can be found in Refs. [4,5]. At
present it is well understood that only an adequate quantum
field theory (QFT) with the corresponding external back-
ground may consistently describe this effect and possible
accompanying processes. In the framework of such a
theory, particle creation is related to a violation of the
vacuum stability with time. Backgrounds (external fields)
that may violate the vacuum stability have to be able to
produce nonzero work when interacting with the corre-
sponding particles. In quantum electrodynamics (QED),
these are electriclike electromagnetic fields. A general
formulation of QED with #-electric potential steps was
developed in Refs. [6]. However, there exist many physi-
cally interesting situations where external backgrounds are
not formally switched off at time infinity, as the
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corresponding backgrounds are not formally z-electric
potential steps. As an example, we may point out time-
independent nonuniform electric fields that are concen-
trated in restricted space areas. The latter fields represent a
kind of spatial (or, as we call them, conditionally) x-electric
potential steps for charged particles. The x-electric poten-
tial steps can also create particles from the vacuum; the
Klein paradox is closely related to this process [7-9].
Approaches for treating quantum effects in the explicitly
time-dependent external fields are not directly applicable to
the x-electric potential steps. Some heuristic calculations of
particle creation by x-electric potential steps in the frame-
work of relativistic quantum mechanics, with qualitative
discussion from the point of view of QFT, were first
presented by Nikishov in Refs. [2,10]. In our recent article
[11], we presented a consistent formulation of QED with
x-electric potential steps quantizing the Dirac and the
Klein-Gordon (scalar) fields in the presence of such steps,
in terms of adequate in- and out-particles. We developed a
nonperturbative calculation technique for different quan-
tum processes such as scattering, reflection, and electron-
positron pair creation. As in the case of QED with #-electric
potential steps, this technique essentially uses special sets
of exact solutions of the Dirac equation with the corre-
sponding external field of x-electric potential steps.
The cases when such solutions can be found explicitly
(analytically) are called exactly solvable cases. In QED
with r-electric potential steps there exist a few exactly
solvable cases. The first (conditionally) is the so-called
T-constant electric field, which is a uniform electric field
that efficiently acts during a sufficiently large but finite time
T. Quantum processes including particle creation in the
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latter field were studied in detail in Refs. [12—-16] and used
for a number of applications [17,18]. One can also point out
other exactly solvable cases, such as the Sauter-like electric
field [19] (see also Refs. [13,20]) and an exponentially
decreasing electric field [21]. In the recently constructed
QED with x-electric potential steps, an important exactly
solvable case of the Sauter field E(x) = Ecosh™2(x/Lg)
was considered in detail in Ref. [11] as an illustration of the
general theory. In the present article we consider the second
exactly solvable case of x-electric potential steps, namely,
the so-called L-constant electric field. Such a step repre-
sents a constant electric field situated between two planes,
x = x; = constand x = xg = const, where xg — x; = L is
uniform there and directed along the axis x, see Sec. II. In
fact, this is a uniform electric field confined between two
capacitor plates separated by a finite distance L. Some
heuristic calculations of the particle creation effect by such
a field in the framework of the relativistic quantum
mechanics were presented in Ref. [22]. The L-constant
electric field is an analog of the T-constant field. We stress
that the T-constant and L-constant electric fields describe
different physical situations in the general case. However,
in the limiting case, when both 7 — oo and L — oo, they
represent the same uniform constant electric field, which is
obviously an idealization. Nevertheless, such a field allows
exact solutions and has been frequently used in various
calculations in QED, particularly in the pioneering work of
Schwinger [23] (see [24] for a review). These calculations
are relatively simple due to the translational symmetry of
the field; however, they always contain divergences related
to the infinite duration of the field action and to the infinite
volume of the consideration. In this respect, calculations in
the T-constant and L-constant electric fields can be
considered as a kind of different regularization in the case
of the constant uniform electric field.

The study of the vacuum instability in the presence of
potential steps—in particular, particle creation in the L-
constant electric field—is quite important for various
applications. For example, it is important in the study of
particle emission from black holes and quark and neutron
stars, due to a close relation between particle creation by
strong electrostatic potentials and the Unruh effect; see,
e.g., [4,25] for reviews. The corresponding limiting case of
a constant uniform electric field has many similarities with
the case of the de Sitter background; see, e.g., Refs. [26,27]
and references therein. Recent progress in laser physics
allows one to hope that particle creation effect will be
experimentally observed in the near future in laboratory
conditions (see Refs. [28] for a review). Methods of QFT
with strong potential steps are currently being developed in
condensed matter physics, and particle creation by external
fields has become an observable effect in physics of
graphene and similar nanostructures (say, in topological
insulators and Weyl semimetals); this area is currently
under intense development, see the reviews [29,30]. In
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particular, the particle creation effect is crucial for under-
standing the conductivity of graphene, especially in the so-
called nonlinear regime. Electron-hole pair creation (which
is an analog of the electron-positron pair creation from the
vacuum) was recently observed in graphene by its indirect
influence on the graphene conductivity [31]. Possible
experimental configurations for testing the pair creation
by a linear step of finite length were proposed in [32]. The
inhomogeneity of the field becomes important in achieving
extreme field strengths.

In this article, using the general approach developed in
Ref. [11], we consider the particle scattering and the vacuum
instability on a quasilinear x-electric potential step corre-
sponding to an L-constant electric field. We use notation
from and the final formulas of the latter work. In Sec. II, we
obtain and analyze special sets of stationary solutions of the
Dirac and Klein-Gordon equations with the L-constant
electric field. In Sec. IIl, we represent probabilities of
particle scattering and characteristics of the vacuum insta-
bility (related to the pair creation) in terms of the introduced
solutions. From exact formulas, we derive asymptotic
expressions for differential mean numbers, the total mean
number of created particles, and the vacuum-to-vacuum
transition probability in the case of a small-gradient field. In
the first part of the discussion, Sec. IV A, we consider length
and time scales of small-gradient fields and show that
quantum effects in an L-constant field are quite represen-
tative for a large class of small-gradient electric fields. In the
second part of the discussion, Sec. IV B, we show that the
distribution of particles created by a strong electrostatic
inhomogeneous fields of a small gradient—in particular, by
the L-constant field—can be written in a general Hawking-
like thermal form, in which the Hawking temperature is
reproduced exactly. Section V contains our Conclusion. In
Appendix A, we describe briefly basic elements of QED
with x-electric potential steps. In Appendix B, we list some
useful properties of the Weber parabolic cylinder functions
(WPCFs). In what follows we use the system of units
where h = ¢ = 1.

II. IN- AND OUT-SOLUTIONS IN AN L-CONSTANT
ELECTRIC FIELD

A. Dirac equation

Let us consider QED with an x-electric potential step,
which is an L-constant electric field. The latter electro-
magnetic field consists of a pure electric field E (the
corresponding magnetic field B is zero) of the form'
E(X) =E(x) = (E.(x),0,...,0). The electric field E(x)
has the form

'We recall that our system is placed in the d =D+ 1
dimensional Minkowski spacetime parametrized by the
coordinates X = (X*,u=0,1,...,D) = (t,r), X'=1t, r=
(X', ...,XP). Tt consists of a Dirac field y(X) interacting with
an external electromagnetic field A#(X) in the form of a x-electric
potential step.
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FIG. 1.

L-constant electric field.

E(x)=E=const>0,
E(x)=0,

X € Sine = (X1, XR);

XGSL:(—OO,XL], XESR:[XR,OO),
and we choose that x; = —L/2 and xg = L/2. The plot of
the field is shown in Fig. 1.

We assume that the basic Dirac particle is an electron
with the mass m and the charge —e, ¢ > 0, and the positron
is its antiparticle. The electric field under consideration
accelerates the electrons along the x axis in the negative
direction and the positrons along the x axis in the positive
direction.

Potentials of the corresponding electromagnetic field
A*(X) can be chosen as

AM(X)=(A%x),A’=0,j=1,2,....D), x=X', (2.1)
[so that E(x) = —A{(x)] with a linearly growing potential
A%(x) on an interval x € S, of the length L = xg — x;,
|

W (X) =exp (=ipot +ip r )y, (x),
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which is constant out of this interval. The potential energy
of an electron in the electric field under consideration is
U(x) = —eAy(x),

UL = eEXL, X € SL
U(x) = ¢ eEx, X € Sy - (2.2)
UR = eEXR, X € SR

The magnitude of the x-electric step under consideration is

U= Ug — U, = eEL > 0. (2.3)

In d dimensions, the Dirac field w(X) is a column with
2l4/2] components (in what follows, we call it just a spinor),
and y#* are 2@/ x 2l/2 gamma matrices; see, e.g.,
Ref. [33],

v =29 " = diag(l, -1, ..., -1),
d
u,v=0,1,...,D.

The classical Dirac field w(X) satisfies the Dirac
equation with the L-constant electric field,

H=y"(=iy/0; + m) + U(x),
(2.4)

idoy (X) = Hy(X),

where H is the one-particle Dirac Hamiltonian.
Let us consider stationary solutions of the Dirac equa-
tion (2.4) having the following form:

wu(x) = {7°[po —UX)] = 7' Dy —viD L + m}d,(x),

r, = (Xz, ...,XD),

where w,(x) and ¢,(x) are spinors that depend on x
alone. In fact, these are stationary states with the energy
po and with definite momenta p; in the directions
perpendicular to the axis x. Substituting (2.5) into Dirac
equation (2.4) (i.e., partially squaring the Dirac equation),
we obtain a second-order differential equation for the
spinor ¢, (x),

(P2 =iy U'(x) = [po = U(x)]* +p1 + m*}p,(x) = 0
(2.6)

We separate spinning variables by the substitution

Gu(x) = O (%) = @u (%) 0,05 (2.7)

PL = (pZ’ ""pD)’

X = (I’x’ rL)? n= (p09 pl’a)v
1L = (yz’ s yD)’ ﬁx = _la)w (25)
[
where v,, with y =41 and ¢ = (6,03, ..., 6[2-1),

o, = %1, is a set of constant orthonormalized spinors
satisfying the following equations:

0,,1

V7V Vyo = XVyos (28)

i —
Vy.o U}(’,U' = 5)(%/ 50‘,0’ .

The quantum numbers y and o, describe a spin polari-
zation and provide a convenient parametrization of the
solutions. Since in (1+1) and (24 1) dimensions
(d =2, 3) there are no spin degrees of freedom, the
quantum numbers o are absent. Then, scalar functions
¢, (x) have to obey the second-order differential equation

{P3 = ixU'(x) = [po = U(X)]* + p7 + m*}@,(x) = 0.
(2.9)
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In d dimensions, for any given set pg,p, there exists
only J, = 24/2-1 different spin states. The projection
operator, which is situated inside the brackets {---} in
Eq. (2.5), does not commute with the matrix y’y! and,
consequently, transforms qb,(f() (x) with a given y to a linear
superposition of functions q’),(fl)(x) and ¢£l,_1)(x) with
indices n and n’ corresponding to the same pg,p,.In d >
4 dimensions this projection operator also does not com-
mute with the matrix = =iy, p,/|p.|- Assuming that
o1 = =£1 is an eigenvalue of =, one can see that solutions
(2.5), which differ only by values of y and o, are linearly

dependent. Let us denote by w,(fi) (x) solutions of the Dirac
equation with quantum numbers n. = (pg,PL,0+),
oy = (£l,0,,..., G[d/z]-l)- Then, for example, using
existing relations between solutions (2.5) for x € S}, one
can easily verify that

[mo(L) = Pyl (x) = (ilpo| + )y (x). (2.10)
The case of (1 + 1) dimensions follows from Eq. (2.10) at
Ip.| =0andn. = no = p, assuming m # 0. Note that in
|

(@, (x) = Nexp[ip"(x —x)],
“u(x) = N exp [ip® (x — xg)].

L

ph =/ [mo(L)]? — 71,

ﬂO(L/R) = DPo— UL/R»

Thus, the solutions .y (X) and Sy, (X) asymptotically
describe particles with given real momenta p/R along the x
axis. The factors .\ and ¢\ are normalization constants
with respect to conditions (A1) given in Appendix A,

N=.CY. N =fcy,

:C = [2|p"l|mo(L) — xp"|] 72,
£C = [2|pR||mo(R) — xpR[]71/2.

Y =(V,.T)"'?,

(2.12)

Since p, is the total energy of a particle, we interpret
7o(R) and zy(L) as sum of its asymptotic kinetic and the
rest energies in the regions Sk and Sy, respectively. We call
the quantity 7, the transversal energy.

Nontrivial solutions ¢y, (X) exist only for quantum
numbers 7n that obey the relation

mo(R) > 7, (2.13)

m(R)? > z@{ S

whereas nontrivial solutions .y (X) exist only for quantum
numbers n that obey the relation

pR=¢

ﬂl:\/pi+m2.
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the case of (2 4 1) dimensions, there are two nonequivalent
representations for the y matrices,

3

0 _ 3 2 2
v=0,

y'=ic®, P =-ic's, s==£l,
which correspond to different fermion species. In this case,
following the same logic, one can see that

[mo(L) — Py (x) = (isp? + mys " (x),
n = (po. p*).

That is why it is sufficient to work only with solutions
corresponding to one of the values of y. In what follows, we
fix the quantum number y in a certain way.

B. In- and out-solutions

In what follows, we use solutions of the Dirac equation
denoted as .y, (X) and ‘y,(X), ¢ = &, with special left
and right asymptotics at x € S} and x € Sg. Such solutions
have the form (2.5) with the functions ¢,(x) denoted as
@, (x) or ¢¢,(x), respectively. The latter functions satisfy
Eq. (2.9) and the following asymptotic conditions:

X € SL’
X € Sy,
[RR)? -71, (=4,
(2.11)
[
7o (L V3
(L) > ﬂ’éﬁ{ nZEL; Z _;l. (2.14)

We distinguish two types of electric steps, noncritical
and critical, by their magnitudes as follows:

B { U < U, = 2m, noncritical step (2.15)

U > U,, critical step

In the case of noncritical steps, the vacuum is stable; see
Ref. [11]. We are interested in the critical steps where there
is electron-positron pair production from the vacuum.

In the case of critical steps of any form, and in particular
in the step under consideration, there exist five ranges of
quantum numbers n, Q, k = 1, ..., 5, where the introduced
solutions have similar forms and physical processes with
particles have similar interpretations; see Ref. [11].

(1) Intherange Q, where py > Uy + 7|, and the range
Qs, where py < Uy, — 7|, the number of particles is
conserved. In the range Q, there exist only incoming
[,w,(X) or ~y,(X)] and outgoing [_y,(X) or
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*w,(X)] electrons, whereas in the range Qs, there
exist only incoming [_w,(X) and Tw,(X)] and
outgoing [y, (X) and ~y,(X)] positrons. In these
ranges there exist only scattering and the reflection
of the particles. Particle creation is impossible in
these ranges.

(ii) In the range €,, where

UR_”L<[70<UR+”L7
ao(L) >z, if 27, <U,

UL+7Z'J_<p()<UR+ﬂJ_ if2ﬂL>[U,

any solution has zero right asymptotic, which means
that we deal with standing waves of the form

Wa(X) =, (X)e ™ + _yr, (X)e . (2.16)

Here, similar to the range €, there exist only
electrons that are subjected to the total reflection.
In the range Q,, where

UL_ﬂl<pO<UL+”JJ
if 27, < U,
if 27, > U,

ﬂ'o(R) < -7

UL_ﬂ-L<pO<UR_7TL

any solution has zero left asymptotic, which means
that we deal with standing waves of the form

v (X) = Ty, (X)et O + Ty, (X)e . (2.17)
Here, similar to Qs, there exist only positrons that

are also subjected to the total reflection. The number
of particles in €, and Q4 is conserved.

9P = 19 )P,

l9( [P =
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(iii) The range Q3, where Uy + 7, < pg < Ur — 7,
exists only for transversal momenta that satisfy the
inequality 2z, < U. Here the QFT description of
quantum processes is essential. Its brief description
is given in Appendix A. In this range, there exist
in- and out-electrons that can be situated only to
the left of the step, and in- and out-positrons that
can be situated only to the right of the step. In the
range €3, all the partial vacua are unstable, and
particle creation is possible. These pairs consist of
out-electrons and out-positrons that appear on the
left and on the right of the step and move there to
the left and to the right, respectively. At the same
time, the in-electrons that move to the step from
the left are subjected to the total reflection. After
being reflected, they move to the left of the step as
out-electrons. Similarly, the in-positrons that move
to the step from the right are subjected to the total
reflection. After being reflected, they move to the
right of the step as out-positrons.

It is assumed that each pair of solutions .y (X)

and ‘y,(X), with given quantum numbers n €
Q,UQ3;UQ5, is complete in the space of solutions with
the corresponding n. Because of Eq. (Al), given in
Appendix A, the mutual decompositions of such solu-
tions have the form

(X)) = 4w, (X)g(L %) — _w, (X)g(_[).

mre¥, (X) = "W (X)g("le) = Twa(X)g("le). (218)
where the decomposition coefficients g are
(é‘y/n’ gll//n’)x = 5n.n’g(§|§/)a
g(él|¢) = g(g|§/)*, n € QUQ;UQs. (2.19)

These coefficients satisty the following unitary relations:

|g(_|—)|27 9(+|_) _g(+|—)

917 gl
9P = g H)IP = —nunk (2.20)
For x € S;,, Eq. (2.9) can be written in the form

d? 5

d—§2+£ +ix — 4| @a(x) =0, (2.21)
where
eEx — py a1

S A ==L, 2.22
= - (222)

The general solution of Eq. (2.21) is completely determined by an appropriate pair of the linearly independent WPCFs:
either D,[(1 —i)¢] and D_,_,[(1+1)&], or D,[—(1 —i)&] and D__,[—(1 + )], where p = —il/2 — (1 + y)/2. Then,
taking into account Eq. (2.18), the functions _¢, (x) and *¢,(x) can be presented in the form
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_Cexpl—ilpH(x - x.)) xes,
—pa(x) = Y4 _ClaiDy[=(1 = )] + a;D_y_, [-(1 + i)¢]}, X € Sins
nr{g ()" Cexp il p®|(x — xx)] = g("|-)"Cexp [=i| p¥|(x — xx)]}.  x € Sk
g 1") Cexplilp|(x —xp )] = g(_[*)-Cexp[-i[p*|(x —x )]}, x €Sy
Tou(x) =Y TC{a D,y [(1 - i) + ay Dy [(1 + 0)E]} X € Sin (2.23)
“Cexp [i| p®|(x — xg)], X € Sg
|
on .the whole; axis x. The functions._(pn (x) and +(pn'(?c) and u— (-1)/ ex in n 1 \/ﬁ f(_) &)
their derivatives satisfy the following gluing conditions: ) P15 \PT3 1 JosLD
—1)/ ] 1
Tou(xr —0) = Lo, (xR +0), o _ED exp d p+= \/f%—ﬂf(-ﬂ(é),
ot . . (2.24) V2 2 2 j
xfgan(xL/R - ) - xffpn(xL/R + ) ]: 1’2’ (225)
Note that the following relations hold: |p“|/veE =
VE =4 and |pN|/VeE = /G~ 1, where & =¢|,_,, Where
& = &limry-
A formal transition to the Klein-Gordon case can be done () i d )
by setting y = 0 and 7, = g = 1 in Egs. (2.23). In this /1 (€)= {1 ii\/—z‘:'d_é: D_p [£(1+)¢],
case n = (pg,p.), and normalization factors are J
(£)
0 = (12Dl -0d. @26)
N=,LCY, N =¢Cy, ,/— dé
éwC — |2pL|_1/2, gc — |2pR|_1/2.

Using Eq. (2.24) and the Wronskian determinant of
WPCFs, we find the coefficients a; and a;.,
|

_) = ngABexp[(p + 1/2)in/2],
\/\/52 INE = e+ /B =
81&, —x /& — 4] ’
v \/\/Sz A& - e - VB -l
8|§2 +)(\/§%—/1|

One can see that coefficients (2.27) obey the relations

g(+|—)|p0—>—p0 = _’7L’7Rg(—‘+)- (228)
From these relations, one can conclude that [g(_|")] is an
even function of the energy p, and transversal momenta
p ., and does not depend on a spin polarization.

In the Klein-Gordon case, the coefficients g are

g(+|—) = eXp (Aﬂ/4)AscB|;(=0’
9(_[") = exp (An/4)AiB'| o,

Ay = (% VE-1/8 —ﬂ) "

(2.29)

They can be used to determine the coefficients g(|") and
g(*|_). Tt should be noted that we need to know explicitly
only the coefficients g(_|") and ¢g("|_), which are

g(_[*) = mA'B expl(p + 1/2)ix/2).

B=reEN &) -0 eEn7 @),

= e &) - e

(&) (2.27)

where B and B’ are given by Eqs. (2.27). They satisfy the
unitary relations (2.20) in which we have to set

mo=nr =1
As follows from Egs. (2.27) and (2.29), if either | pR| or
|p*| tends to zero, one of the following limits holds true:

lg(_|")[2~ /8 -1-0,
lg(_[)[ 2~y /& =20, VA#0.

These properties are essential for the justification of in- and
out-particle interpretation in the general construction [11].

(2.30)
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The modulus |g(_|")] in the form (2.27) and (2.29) was
obtained in the course of heuristic calculations in the
framework of the relativistic quantum mechanics
in Ref. [22].

III. SCATTERING AND CREATION OF
PARTICLES

A. Ranges of stable vacuum

We know that in the ranges Q;, i = 1, 2, 4, 5 the partial
vacua are stable. Let us start with discussion of formulas
obtained for these ranges. In the ranges Q, and Qg a
particle is subjected to the total reflection. In the adjacent
ranges, Q; and Qs, a particle can be reflected and trans-
mitted. For example, in the range Q;, total R and relative R
amplitudes of an electron reflection, and total 7" and relative
T amplitudes of an electron transmission, can be presented
as the following matrix elements:

R ,= R-&-,nC;lv R-Q—,n = <07 OUt|—an(Out)+ajz(in) O’in>’
Tyn=Tonesl,  Top = (0.00a, out) a}(in)[0,in),
0,in),

_» = (0,0ut|"a,(out)~a; (in)
_ = (0,0ut|_a,(out)~aj(in)|0,in),

(3.1)

where state vectors in the corresponding Fock space and the
vacuum-to-vacuum transition amplitude ¢, are defined in
Appendix A. The relative reflection |R;,[* and trans-
mission |7 ,|* probabilities satisfy the relation

Teal> = 1= |Re,ul>.

Real? = [1+1gC D)7 ¢ =+

(3.2)

Similar expressions can be derived for positron amplitudes
in the range Qs. In particular, relation (3.2) holds true
literally for the positrons in the range Qs.

It is clear that |R; ,|* < 1. This result may be interpreted
as QFT justification of the rules of time-independent
potential scattering theory in the ranges €; and Qs.
Amplitudes of Klein-Gordon particle reflection and trans-
mission in the ranges Q;, i = 1, 2, 4, 5 have the same form
as in the Dirac particle case with coefficients g given by the
corresponding inner product. Substituting the coefficients g
given by Egs. (2.27) or (2.29) into relations (3.2), one can
find explicitly reflection and transmission probabilities in
the L-constant field.

The limits (2.30) imply the following properties of the
coefficients |g(_|")|:

() |g(_|")|™> = 0 in the range Q, if n tends to the

boundary with the range Q, (|p®| — 0);
(i) [g(_|")|7> = 0 in the range Qs if n tends to the
boundary with the range Q4 (|p*| — 0).
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Thus, in the above cases the relative reflection proba-
bilities |R;,|* tend to the unity; i.e., they are continuous
functions of the quantum numbers n on the boundaries. In
addition, it follows from Egs. (2.27) and (2.29) that
lg(_|")|* = 0 and, therefore, |R;,|* — 0 as py — oo,
as of course it must be.

B. Klein zone

The range Q3, which is called the Klein zone, is of
special interest due to the vacuum instability. We recall, as
it follows from the general consideration [11], that if in the
range €3 there exists an in-particle, it will be subjected to
the total reflection. For example, it follows from Eq. (A16),
given in Appendix A, that the probability of reflection
of a particle with given quantum numbers n, under the
condition that all other partial vacua remain vacua, is
P(+]+),,P7'p? = 1. In the Dirac case, the presence of
an in-particle with a given n € Q5 disallows the pair
creation from the vacuum in this state due to the Pauli
principle. Of course, pairs of bosons can be created from
the vacuum in any already-occupied states.

The differential mean numbers of created pairs have the
form N = [g(_|*)|7%; see Eq. (A14), where g(_|") is
given by Eq. (2.27) for Dirac particles and by Eq. (2.29) for
Klein-Gordon particles. Note that dimensionless parame-
ters A and £ entering these expressions satisfy the condition

VA<E, & <=V,

which are, in fact, consequences of the definition of the
range Q;.

From properties (2.30), one finds that N§* — 0 if n tends
to the boundary with either the range Q, (1/& — A — 0) or

the range Q, (\/& — 21— 0); in the latter ranges, the
vacuum is stable.

One can see that absolute values of /& — 1 and
/& — A are related as follows:

0<|\/&-1-\/8-i <o,
w = [VeEL(VeEL — 2v/2))"*.

(3.3)

(3.4)

Then, for any pq and p; the numbers N are negligible if
the range Q5 is small enough,

foN\/é‘%-M/f%—l—)O if w = 0.

The L-constant field is one of a regularization for a
constant uniform electric field, and it is suitable for imi-
tating a small-gradient field. That is reason why the L-
constant field with a sufficiently large length L,

(3.5)

VeEL > max {1, m?/eE}, (3.6)
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and @ > 1 is of interest. In what follows, we suppose that
these conditions hold true and additionally assume that

Vi<K,, (3.7)

where K, is any given number satisfying the condi-
tion VeEL/2 > K > max {1, m?/eE}.

Let us analyze how the numbers N depend on the
parameters &, and 4. Here we assume that y = 1. Since
NS are even functions of p(, we can consider only the case
of py<0. In this case & >+eEL/2 is large,
& > max {1,4}, and the asymptotic expansions of the

|

B _ VA (sin ¢,
cr A 7A\1/2

Ny = e 1= (1—e)2 7 <|§1|3
— AIn (V2| ,]) + argT(iA/2) — z/4.

¢1,2 = |§1,2|2

Consequently, the quantity (3.9) is almost constant over the
wide range of energy p, for any given A satisfying
Eq. (3.7). One finds the same leading asymptotic term
for scalar particles,
N = ™[I+ 0(&, ) + 0(|&] 7). (3.10)
It should be noted that asymptotic forms of N¢ for
fermions and bosons were calculated in Ref. [22] only at
= 0. Equations (3.9) and (3.10) contain these results as a
particular case if one restores the factor 2\/5 omitted for
oscillating term in the case of fermions in Ref. [22]. When
veEL — oo, one obtains the well-known result for fer-
mions and bosons in a constant uniform electric field
[1,2,10],
NS — N = =74 (3.11)
setting K — oo in Egs. (3.9) and (3.10), respectively.
In the range (b), using the only asymptotic expansions
with respect to &, given by Eq. (B3) in Appendix B and the

exact form of fg’)(‘f,) given by Eq. (2.26), we find

NE = 4e (/& =2+ 16\ /E — A+ (1)

x |57 (3.12)

exactly with respect to &,. The dependence on A < &7 of N&
given by Eq. (3.12) vs the function e~ is found numeri-
cally for different £, = —1,—-2,—-3,—4 and presented in
Fig. 2. One can see that the asymptotic behavior of =",
which is typical for large |&;| > max{1,4}, appears if
V& =42 1. We have N — 0 as /& — A — 0 in accor-
dance with the general property (2.30). In particular, it is
clear that the value K = 2 is sufficiently large for the case
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WPCFs with respect to &, are valid. As for the parameter &,
the whole interval —v/eEL/2 < & < —v/A can be divided

in two parts,

(a) - VeEL/2 < & < —K,

(b)—K < & <—VA, (3.8)

where K is any given number satisfying the condi-

tion veEL/2 > K > K3 .
In the case (a), using asymptotic expansions of the
WPCFs given by Eq. (B3) in Appendix B, we obtain

sin ¢,

MP)+0%¢%+omwﬂ,

(3.9)

|

of small 4 < 1. That is the reason why we have retained
explicitly oscillating terms in Eq. (3.9). We see that N§f <
e~ in the range (b). The same conclusion can be made for
bosons.

Let us consider the total number N of pairs created by
the L-constant field, which is defined by Eq. (Al5) in
Appendix A. Calculating this number in the fermionic case,
one has to sum the corresponding differential mean
numbers N§ over the spin projections and over the trans-
versal momenta p; and energy p,. Since the Nt do not
depend on the spin polarization parameters o, the sum over
the spin projections produces only the factor J(,;) = 201,
The sum over the momenta and the energy can be easily
transformed into an integral in the following way:

o VLTJ d J
E E Ny podp Ny,
PL:Po€E3 ©
(3.13)
L 1 " " " " 1 " " " " 1 "
e 5 10 15 )
n
1073
r 1
o)
10719 o
1075
—3 e ™
107F
E=-
10754 e

FIG. 2. The dependence on A of N for different

E=¢ = -2,-3,-4.
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where V| is the spatial volume of the (d — 1)-dimensional
hypersurface orthogonal to the electric field direction and T
is the time duration of the electric field. The total number of
bosonic pairs created in all possible states follows from
Eq. (3.13) at J 4y = 1. Taking into account that N7/ < e~
in the range (b), one obtains a rough estimation that the
contribution from the range (b) to the integral in the right-
hand side of Eq. (3.13) is relatively small,

L KfodeNe_”’l\/eEK.
1<

Therefore, the main contribution to integral (3.13) is due to
an inner subrange D C €3, which is defined by Eq. (3.7),
and to the range (a) given by Eq. (3.8) for py < 0. Taking
into account that N§ is an even function of p,, we find the
complete subrange D as

D:Vi<K,, |pol/VeE < VeELJ2 — K,

VeEL/2> K > K% > max {1,m?/eE}. (3.14)
In this subrange NS ~ e~ for both fermions and bosons.
Then, one can find the total number of created particles
with given transversal momentum and spin polarization but
with all possible energies,

T
=— [ dpyN& = Ae™™,

N
PLo 2 Q,
: (3.15)
VeET
A= ; [VeEL + O(K)).
/]

The factor A can be interpreted as a number of quantum
states with a given energy in which the particles can be
created. If \/eEL is big enough, the dependence on K and
K| can be ignored; that is, the form of N¢' is unchanged in
the inner subrange D. Thus, the definition of the subrange
D (3.14) can be also treated as the stabilization condition
for N

Substituting Eq. (3.15) into integral (3.13), performing
the integration over p |, and neglecting the exponentially
small contribution from the range v/2 — K, we finally
obtain

O(K
N =V ,Tn", n =re [L + ( )} ,
veE
4 ) (3.16)
= Ji(d)(EE) ex —ﬂm—
(27)d-! P eE |’

Here n® presents the total number density of pairs created
per unit time and unit surface orthogonal to the electric field
direction on an interval of the length L. The density r*" =
n /L is known in the theory of constant uniform electric
field as the pair-production rate (see the d-dimensional case

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 93, 045033 (2016)

in Ref. [13]). Note that unlike the model of pair creation by
the T-constant field [13], where N is a function of the time
duration of the field, Eq. (3.16) represents N as a function
of the field length L. The T-constant and L-constant fields
are physically distinct; only in the asymptotic case, when
T — oo and L — oo, can one consider these fields as
regularizations of a constant uniform electric field given
by two distinct gauge conditions on the electromagnetic
potentials A#(X).

Using expressions for the vacuum-to-vacuum transition
probability P, [Eq. (A16) for fermions and a similar form
in Ref. [11] for bosons], we find

P, =exp (_MNcr)’

N (=1)mis _m? (3.17)
m=2 G e ()
where k = +1 for fermions and k = —1 for bosons. In the

asymptotic case when 7 — oo and L — oo, the vacuum-to-
vacuum transition probability (3.17) coincides with the
result obtained for the T-constant field [13] and represents
the d-dimensional analog of the well-known Schwinger
formula [23].

IV. DISCUSSION

A. Length and time scales of small-gradient fields

It should be noted that the subrange D C 3, where a
stabilization condition for N{ holds, is derived for an
arbitrary external field E satisfying the uniform inequality
(3.6). We stress that the dimensionless parameter /e EL
plays an important role in inequality (3.6). Studying the
particle creation in the L-constant field, one can see that the
stabilization of N§ (3.11) for the energies |py| < eEL/2
comes at sufficiently large L}

L> Alo, AZO = Alst max {1,/1},

(4.1)
Al = (hc/eE)'/2.

The characteristic length A/, can be called the stabilization
length for a given A. We note that in the latter equation there
appears a uniform length scale Al;. In addition, we can
define another specific uniform length scale A/},
Al = Algmax {1, c*m?/heE}, (4.2)

which appears under the stabilization condition. The length
scale Al plays the role of the characteristic length to form
the distribution (3.11) for all A from the subrange D. The
latter distribution is typical for a uniform (L — o0) electric
field. Note that the exponential form (3.11) plays the role of
a cutoff factor over p, such that only contributions from

2 .
We have restored # and ¢ here for convenience of the reader.
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relatively ~ small  transversal ~momenta, p?}/eES
max {1,m?/eE}, are essential. The length A/ can be
called the uniform stabilization length. Note that the
characteristic value m?/eE can be represented as the ratio
of two characteristic lengths, c*m?/heE = (Aly/A¢)?,
where A- = f/mc is the Compton wavelength. We
are primarily interested in strong electric fields,
(Alg/Ac)? < 1. In this case, inequality (3.6) is simplified
to the form L /Al > 1, in which the Compton wavelength
is absent. We see that the scale Al plays the role of the
uniform stabilization length for a strong electric field. This
means that such a strong field has a macroscopic length for
the problem under consideration, and that Al is the
characteristic length that differentiates between fields that
have microscopical or macroscopic inhomogeneity; i.e., it
plays the role that the Compton wavelength plays in the
case of a weak field.

We assume that our constant external electric field exists
during a macroscopically large time period 7', which means
that 7 is sufficiently large compared to the time scale
At = Allf/c, At} < T. On the other hand, the pair
creation is a transient process and the applicability of
the constant field approximation is limited by the smallness
of the backreaction. For example, in d =3+ 1 and
L/Alg > 1, depletion of an electric field due to the
backreaction implies a restriction

3,2

7[2 cm
1 T/Aly)? < —
< (cT/Aly)* < Ta &P (n heE)

(4.3)

on time 7T for a given electric field strength. Here a is the
fine structure constant and J is the number of the spin
degrees of freedom (J = 1 for scalar particles, J = 2 for
spin-1/2 particles, and J = 3 for vector particles), see [15].
Thus, there is a window in the parameter range of £ and T
where the approximation of the constant external field is
consistent. For QCD with a constant SU(3) chromoelectric
field E¢ (a =1, ...,8), during the period when the pro-
duced partons can be treated as weakly coupled (due to the
property of asymptotic freedom in QCD), and at low
temperatures 6 < ¢g+/C,; T, the consistency restriction for
the dimensionless parameter g+/C, 7> has the form

1 < g\/CT> < n*/3¢,

where ¢ is the coupling constant and C; = E‘E“* is a
Casimir invariant for SU(3).

In order to estimate the boundary effects of quasiuniform
electric fields, one can study another example of a small-
gradient field. We take as our example the Sauter field [9],

(4.4)

E(x) = Ecosh™%(x/Lg), Lg >0, (4.5)

which can be considered as another regularization for the
constant uniform electric field when eEL3 > 1. It can be
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shown (see, e.g., Ref. [11]) that in the wide range of
energies where |py| < eELg and
Ls> Aly, Ay = Algmax {1,v4},

the numbers N¢ do not, in fact, depend on the parameter
Lg; they have the form (3.11), which coincides with the
differential number of created particles in a uniform electric
field [2,10]. For large Lg the Sauter field varies slowly and
nearly coincides with the uniform field on the distance
|x| < Lg. Then, Al; is a characteristic length of the
stabilization for a given A in this field. For any given
A > 1 the stabilization length of the Sauter field, Al is less
than the stabilization length of the L-constant field, A/y. In
the case of a strong field when there exists 4 < 1, both
stabilization lengths have the same value, Al;. We con-
clude that the stabilization process for 4 > 1 depends on the
boundary effects. In addition, one can see that a smooth
asymptotic decrease of the Sauter field at |x| 2 Lg affects
the quantum system less than a sharp disappearance of the
L-constant field at |x| = L/2. Thus, a stabilization length
fora given 1 > 1 is not a universal characteristic; it depends
on the field form. Since the Sauter field for 4 > 1 is nearly
uniform on the interval ~A/; and is strong enough for the
stabilization there, one can interpret this interval as a
universal length of pair formation, which does not depend
on the field behavior in sufficiently remote regions. One
can extrapolate this interpretation of Al; for any field. A
semiclassical consideration is in agreement with this
interpretation. Thus, the uniform electric field produces a
work eEAl; = | acting on a charge e on the distance Al;,
such that a virtual electron-positron pair obtains the energy
27 | ; this is the sum of the kinetic and the rest energy, and
can be materialized.

One may ask the question: For which maximal potential
difference some of total effects of particle creation are the
same by the Sauter field and by the L-constant field? The
potential differences are 2eELg and eEL, respectively, for
these fields. For example, by comparing the number of
states with the given energy in which particles can be
created, one sees that at any finite A the effect of the Sauter
field at large Lg [11] is equivalent to the effect of the L-
constant field at the large L, given by Eq. (3.15), with the
identification Lg = v/AL. Performing the integration over
P, one can compare the results for the total number of
created particles N for both cases and can see the
equivalence of these total numbers with the identification
Ly = L/b, where

1 d-2 2
5:\/E\I’<2,— m>

2 TeE

and U(a, b;x) is the confluent hypergeometric function
[34]. If the field is weak (i.e., m?/eE > 1), using the
asymptotic expression for the W function, one obtains that
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S~ +/eE /m. This can be treated as the above identification,
Ls = /AL at p, — 0, and means that only small p, — 0
are essential. In the case of a very strong field (i.e.,
m?/eE < 1), one obtains from the Ref. [34] that the
leading term for & does not depend on the parameter
m?/eE,

8~ /al(d/2)/T(d/2 + 1)2). (4.6)

For example, 6~ /2 it d =3 and 6= 4/3 if d = 4.

Another total quantity is the vacuum-to-vacuum tran-
sition probability P,. The probability P, obtained for the
Sauter field reads [11]

P, = exp (—4*N).

s (=)=, ( : m2>
—exp _.]7[_ ’

I
.Mg

s (D eE
1 d-2 . m?
=6V <, —— s jr— ). 4.
€J o \/7_T (27 2 ’]ﬂ€E> ( 7)

Comparing the probability (4.7) and (3.17), obtained for the
L-constant field, one can establish a relation between
parameters Lg and L. If the field is weak (m?/eE > 1),
then €; ~ j~1/2 and 45 ~ y ~ 1, and the identification Lg =
L/8~ Lm/+/eE is the same as the one extracted from the
comparison of total numbers N. In the case of a strong
field, all the terms with different ¢; contribute significantly
to the sum in Eq. (4.7) if jzm?/eE ~ 1, and the expression
for P, in (4.7) differs essentially from the one in (3.17).
However, for the very strong field if jzm?/eE < 1, the
leading contribution of ¢; has a quite simple form, ¢; ~ 1. In
this case

®_ (_1)(1-0)i/2
s o\~ (=1)
S~ p ; G

and the identification Ly = L/§ is the same as the one
extracted from the comparison of the total numbers N,
where ¢ is given by Eq. (4.6).

It should be noted that total contributions to vacuum
mean values, e.g., to the mean electric current and the mean
energy-momentum tensor, are usually of interest in small-
gradient fields. These quantum effects are proportional to
corresponding sums of differential numbers of created
particles, e.g., to the number of particles with given
transversal momentum and to the total number of created
particles. Consequently, it is useful to derive a relation
between these total numbers and parameters Lg and L.
Such a relation derived from the vacuum-to-vacuum
transition probability P, is interesting for semiclassical
approaches based on Schwinger’s technique [23]. For the

weak field, m?/eE > 1, the identification Ly ~ Lm/+/eE
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follows from the comparison of N and P, in L-constant
and Sauter fields.

The above consideration allows us to conclude that for
both Sauter and L-constant fields, the differential and total
effects of pair creation in sufficiently large regions (where
the fields are nearly uniform) and for finite energies of
particles are not signicantly affected by the field behavior
far away from the region. Extrapolating these results, one
may believe that in any quasiuniform electric field ~FE on
the region L > AlY, that electric field that vanishes out the
region, particle-creation effects must not depend on the
details of the switching off. Therefore, calculations in an L-
constant field are quite representative for a large class of
small-gradient electric fields.

It is well known that at certain conditions (the so-called
charge neutrality point), electronic excitations in a gra-
phene monolayer behave as relativistic Dirac massless
fermions in 2+ 1 dimensions, with the Fermi velocity
vp = 10% m/s playing the role of the speed of light in
relativistic particle dynamics; see details in recent reviews
[29,30]. Then, in the range of applicability of the Dirac
model to the graphene physics, any electric field is strong.
There appears a length scale specific to graphene (and to
similar nanostructures with the Dirac fermions),

Al = (hvp/eE)'/?, (4.8)
which plays the role of the stabilization length. The
generation of a mass gap in the graphene band structure
is an important fundamental and practical problem under
current research; see, e.g., the recent report [35] on the
fabrication of a large band gap, 0.5 eV, in epitaxially grown
graphene samples. In the presence of the mass gap
Ae = mv%, the stabilization condition has general form
(3.6) that involves a length scale Al%" =
Alf,max {1, (Ae)*/hvpeE}. In this case the strong field
condition reads (Ae)?/vpheE < 1. It is shown in [36,37]
that the time scale At) = AlY /vy appears, for the tight-
binding model, as the time scale when the perturbation
theory with respect to electric field breaks down (Arf > 1,,
where the microscopic time scale is 7, = 7/y = 0.24 fs,
with y = 2.7 eV being the hopping energy), and the dc
response changes from the linear-in-£ duration-indepen-
dent regime to a nonlinear-in-£ and duration-dependent
regime. The length between two electrodes L is less than
the length of a graphene flake LY, L < LY. In the exper-
imental situation described in Ref. [31], a constant voltage
between two electrodes connected to the graphene was
applied, and current-voltage characteristics (I — V) are
measured within exposition time 7., ~ 1 s, which is a
very large time scale compared with the ballistic flight time
Tva = LY/ vp (the time that the electron spends to cross the
length L9). The time dimension 7 is macroscopically large,
A}, < T, and less than the time T.,. The external constant
electric field can be considered as a good approximation of
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the effective mean field as long as the field produced by the
induced current of created particles is negligible compared
to the applied field. This gives the consistency restriction
T < Aty, = Athz/4a [16], where « is the fine structure
constant. Thus, there is a window in the parameter range of
E and T where the model with constant external field is
consistent,

Al < T < Aty,. (4.9)

For example, let us assume that 7 = T},. In typical
experiments, LY ~ 1 ym, so that Ty, ~ 1072 s. Then, we
obtain from Eq. (4.9) the following restrictions on the
external electric field:

7x 10> V/m < E < 8 x 10° V/m.

Since the voltage is V = EL, and assuming that L ~ LY,
one finds the inequalities

7x10* V<V «8V.

These voltages are in the range typically used in experi-
ments with graphene. In this electric field, we find that the
range of length scale Al satisfies the inequalities

0.01 yum < Al < 1 ym.

This shows that QED with an L-constant field is a good
model to describe the quantum effects in graphene placed
in a constant external electric field.

B. Connection between the vacuum instability in
external electromagnetic and gravitational fields

To gain insight into universal features of particle creation
from the vacuum, it is useful to compare effects caused by
external fields of a different nature. The situation with a
uniform electric field confined between two capacitor plates
has many similarities with both the chromoelectric flux tube
and the de Sitter case; see, e.g., Refs. [5,17,26,27] for
reviews. The idea that particle creation by an electric field
has similarities with the particle emission from black holes
calculated by Hawking [38] was tested for the first time by
Frolov and Gitman in Refs. [39]. Since the Hawking
radiation was considered to be a component of created
particles (particles out of the horizon), the authors of the
latter works derived for their comparison a reduced density
matrix of electrons created by a quasiconstant electric field.
Using the equivalence principle, they obtained an almost
Hawking distribution (up to a factor of 2 away from the
Hawking temperature). Then, taking vacuum polarization
effects into account, we showed that the distribution of
electrons created by a slowly varying uniform electric field
—in particular, by the T-constant field—can be written in a
general Hawking-like thermal form, in which the Hawking
temperature is reproduced exactly [13]. One can establish a
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similar connection for the case of strong electrostatic
inhomogeneous fields with a small gradient. To do this,
we will use the model of the L-constant field.

Note that the T-constant and L-constant electric fields
produce the same quantum effects (coinciding with ones
caused by a constant uniform electric field) in the limiting
case, T — oo and L — oo, if these limits exist (see
discussions of the applicability of the model of a constant
uniform electric field in Refs. [14-16]). However, the T-
constant and L-constant fields describe different physical
situations in the general case. This is the reason why we
cannot follow the method used in Ref. [13] to study the
consequences of the equivalence principle.

The phenomenon of particle emission from black holes
was first considered by Hawking [38], who calculated the
mean numbers N, of particles created by static gravita-
tional field of a black hole in a specific thermal environ-

ment,
@ -1
N,=4qexp [2r—| + Kk, .
9(H)

Here w is the energy of a created particle, which we
suppose to be dependent on quantum numbers n,
9wy = GM/ rﬁ, where r, is the gravitational radius of
mass M, so that g is free-falling acceleration at this
radius. This spectrum was interpreted as a Planck distri-
bution with the temperature 6 ) = g (27kg)™" (kp is the
Boltzmann constant). As before, k = +1 for fermions and
k = —1 for bosons. It is also known [40] that an observer
moving with a constant acceleration g g (with respect to its
proper time) will register some particles (called Rindler
particles) in the Minkowski vacuum. The mean numbers of
Rindler bosons have the same Planck form as (4.10) (with
k = —1), where one has to replace gy by g(r), so that the
corresponding temperature is 6g) = g(R)(anB)‘l. One
can find many other examples when particle creation in
external gravitation fields (and due to a nontrivial topology)
can be described by means of an effective temperature; see
Refs. [41-44] for reviews.

The distribution (3.11) obtained for the L-constant field
does not have a thermal form at first blush. Nevertheless, in
the framework of a semiclassical consideration, and using
some results of the present paper, one can find a close
connection to a thermal-like form. As established, both
electrons and positrons with given transversal momentum
p. and zero longitudinal momentum are created in a
subregion of the region S;,; with the kinetic and rest energy
| per particle. At the same time, the created electrons and
positrons are accelerated by the electric field along the x
axis to the left and to the right, respectively. Note that in the
subrange D C 3, where a stabilization condition for Nj'
holds, the width A/; of the pair formation subregion is small
compared to the distance L. Finally, the particles appear on
the left and the right of the step already having

(4.10)
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ultrarelativistic velocities and longitudinal momenta |p"|
and |pR|, respectively, given by Eq. (2.11). Using classical
equations of motion in a constant uniform electric field
dP/dt = eE, one finds final accelerations for both kinds of
particles as

g(L/R) = eE/|m(L/R) ~2/L,  (4.11)
respectively.

We can improve the classical consideration by taking
into account properties of the physical vacuum in the L-
constant field. Within the general construction [11], it is
assumed that electrons and positrons in one of correspond-
ing asymptotic regions, S; and Sg, occupy quasistationary
states; i.e., they are described by wave packets that
maintain their form on a sufficiently large distance in
one of the corresponding asymptotic regions. Such wave
packets are superpositions of the corresponding plane
waves from some subrange of energies py, C D. In the
semiclassical approximation, we assume that the energy of
a particle p is an average value of these energies, p, C D.
Then, the total energy of a pair created with a given pg, p |
is a sum 7(L) + |7o(R)|, where 7y(L/R) = py— Uy r;
i.e., this energy is equal to the total field work
7o(L) + |7(R)| = U. We note that this field work was
partially used for the pair creation and partially for their
further acceleration, such that before leaving the region S,
they have gained the following average longitudinal
momenta:

PR = /[ (L/R)]? — 71

At the same time, the corresponding part of energy was lost
for the field restricted in the region S;,. Let us estimate this
energy considering wave packets "y, (X) and Ly, (X),
which consist of partial waves of an out-electron 'y, (X)
and an out-positron y, (X), and which have focal planes
x = xp somewhere in S; and Sy, respectively. One can
construct such wave packets using a procedure described in
Appendix D of Ref. [11]. The energy flux of the field v,

through a surface x = x®" is defined as

F = [ vl 00ba, (0.

Then, through any plane x = x§" € Sk a positron carries
away the energy |pR| for the time T, whereas through any
plane x = x{" € S an electron carries away the energy
|p| for the time T. Thus, the field work spent for a pair
acceleration is |p"| + |pR|. Consequently, the work spent
for the creation of a pair in a given state is

20=U—|p" = [pR|~ 19,  g=I[9(L) +g(R)]/2,

(4.12)
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where  is the work spent for the creation of a particle from
a pair, 4 is given by Eq. (2.22), and g(L/R) are given
by Eq. (4.11).

Then the distribution (3.11) can be rewritten in the
following form:

N = exp {—2759}. (4.13)
g

The energy of a particle in the Hawking formula (4.10) can
be treated as the work, w, that a gravitational field has spent
for the creation of a particle. Then, Eq. (4.13) is, in fact, the
Boltzmann distribution with the temperature 6 =
g(2mkg)~" having literally the Hawking form. Thus, once
again we see that the distributions of particles created by
electromagnetic and gravitational fields have similar ther-
mal structures.

It is a direct consequence of the equivalence principle
that the effective temperature € of distribution (4.13) has
literally the Hawking form. Regarding the distinction
between the Planck and the Boltzmann distributions, we
believe that the Planck distribution for the Hawking case
necessarily arises due to the appearance of an event horizon
(there is a boundary of the domain of the Hamiltonian); that
is, it is due to the condition for which the space domains of
particle and antiparticle vacua are not the same. In contrast
to this, in an electric field, we deal with both the particle
vacuum and the antiparticle vacuum defined over the entire
space, see Ref. [11]; that is why these space domains
coincide.

V. CONCLUSION

In this Conclusion we would like to try to characterize
the place of the present article among the numerous works
devoted to the effect of pair creation from a vacuum by an
external electromagnetic field. First, we recall that in the
area under discussion the possibility of obtaining any
nonperturbative result is, as a rule, based on the existence
of special exact solutions of the Dirac equation with
external electromagnetic fields that are able to create pairs
from the vacuum. However, it is well known that there exist
few such field configurations and corresponding exact
solutions. We believe that, among these, the T-constant
and the L-constant electric fields with sufficiently large
parameters 7" and L have a priority, because studying the
effect in such relatively simple field configurations allows
one to understand typical physical characteristics of the
effect in wide classes of external fields. The study of a pair
creation effect in the 7-constant electric fields already has a
long story, which we cited in the Introduction. Here almost
all local and global characteristics of the effect were
calculated in detail using the well-developed formulation
of QED with f-electric potential steps. A similar study for
L-constant electric fields did not exist until the present, as a
formulation of QED with x-electric potential steps, which is
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sufficient for this problem, was developed by us a short
time ago in Ref. [11]. Our present article, then, contains for
the first time a consistent QED treatment of the pair
creation effect in the L-constant electric field, a treatment
that is free from misunderstandings of a naive one-particle
consideration. Moreover, the presented sets of stationary
solutions, as well as their interpretation, probabilities,
vacuum mean values, and analysis of length and time
scales, constitute a possible basis for future research in
strong-field QFT of small-gradient fields.
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APPENDIX A: BASIC ELEMENTS OF QED WITH
x-ELECTRIC CRITICAL POTENTIAL STEPS

In this appendix, we briefly present some basic con-
structions of QED with an L-constant electric field that
follow from the general formulation of QED with x-electric
potential step [11] and the results of Sect. II.

Solutions of the Dirac equation, .y (X) and “y,,(X), can
be subjected to the following orthonormality conditions on
the x = const hyperplane:

({Wn’ Cl//n’) - (CWn’gl//n’) - an.n’Mn’

(l//nv w}'l/) = 6n,n’Mn, ne 92U94,

K® my(R)

Mn =2 T pR |g(+|+) 2,
K® ﬂo(R) _

M, =27 o P
KW | 7, (L

M, =2 K mL)| g,

T| p
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(g’//,,, g/l//n/)x = CNLbg s m. = sgnmo(L),
(§V/n’ 4‘/l:l/n/)x = gi/lR&C,C'5n.n’v

)= [ W OOy v (X

R = sgnry(R),
(A1)

We consider our theory in a large spacetime box that has a
spatial volume V| = Hf:z K; and the time dimension T,
where all K; and T are macroscopically large. The
integration over the transverse coordinates is fulfilled from
—K;/2to +K;/2, and over the time ¢ from —7/2 to +T/2.
The limits K; - co and T — oo are assumed in final
expressions.

The time-independent inner product for any pair of
solutions of the Dirac equation, y,(X) and v/, (X), is
defined on the ¢ = const hyperplane as follows:

K®)
)= [ e [T vioow,0ax (a2)
Y

where the improper integral over x in the right-hand side of
Eq. (A2) is reduced to its special principal value to provide a
certain additional property important for us, and the limits
KW/R) 5 oo are assumed in final expressions. The following
orthonormality relations are on the ¢ = const hyperplane:

ne Q]UQ3UQ5,

All the wave functions having different quantum numbers n are orthogonal, and

(g‘/f,,, _CWn) =0, ne QlLJQS’

(v, “va) =0,

n€Q3,

We denote the corresponding quantum numbers by n;, so that n, € €. Then we identify

in solutions: ,y, , "y, ;

out solutions: _y, , Ty, ;

ne Ql Ugs,
ne 93,
K®)| z4(R)
My =2=—- ‘;R . neQ,. (A3)
A, and ~“y, independent,
v, and ‘y, independent. (A4)
Vg Wy Wy Wy
W Vs Wy Wy (A3)

We decompose the Heisenberg operator W(X) in two sets of solutions { v, (X)} and {¢w,(X)} of the Dirac
equation (2.4) complete on the 7 = const hyperplane. Operator-valued coefficients in such decompositions do not depend
on coordinates. Our division of the quantum numbers 7 in five ranges implies the representation for ¥(X) as a sum of five

operators W;(X), i =1, 2, 3, 4, 5,
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(A6)

For each of three operators ¥ (X),i=1,3,5, there exist two possible decompositions according to the existence of two
different complete sets of solutions with the same quantum numbers n in the ranges €, Q3, and Qs,

ZMnl La, (in) w, (X) + ~a, (in) "y, (X)]

= ZM;S/ *a,, (out) "y, (X) + _ay, (out) _y,, (X)),

ZM [ ay, (i), (X) + i, (in) -y, (X))

- ZM;:” “ay,(0ut) iy (X) + 45, (out) s, (X))

bs(x) =

B Z M, b} (out) w, (X) + ~bj; (out) T, (X)].

There may exist only one complete set of solutions with
the same quantum numbers n, and n4. Therefore, we have
only one possible decomposition for each of the two
operators W;(X), i = 2, 4,

ZM_I/ 2 ¥, (X),

o (A8)
zMn bl (X).

We interpret all a and b as annihilation and all a” and b*
as creation operators. All a and a' are interpreted as
describing electrons and all » and b' as describing
positrons. All the operators labeled by the argument in
are interpreted as in-operators, whereas all the operators
labeled by the argument out as out-operators. This iden-
tification is confirmed by a detailed mathematical and
physical analysis of solutions of the Dirac equation, with
subsequent QFT analysis of correctness of such an iden-
tification, in Ref. [11].

Taking into account the orthogonality and orthonorm-
alization relations, we find that the standard anticommu-
tation relations for the Heisenberg operator (A6) yield the
standard anticommutation rules for the introduced creation
and annihilation in- or out-operators. Note that commuta-
tion relations between sets of in- and out-operators follow
from the linear canonical transformation that relates in- and
out-operators.

We define two vacuum vectors |0, in) ), one of
which is the zero-vector for all in-annihilation operators
and the other is zero-vector for all out-annihilation

Z MG PTEb) (i) *y,, (X) + bl (in)_y,, (X)]

(A7)

|
operators. Besides, both vacua are zero-vectors for the
annihilation operators a@,, and b,,. Thus, we have

+a, (in)|0,in) = ~a, (in)[0,in) = 0O,
_ ,,5( in) = b, (in)|0,in) = 0,
Ay, (ln) > (ln) Il> =0,

> in) =0, (A9)

and

_a,, (out)|0,out) = *a, (out)|0,out) = 0,
+b, (out)|0, out) = ~b, (out)|0, out) = 0,
+b,,(out)|0, out) = *a, (out|0, out) =0,

Ay, ) =b,, ) =0 (A10)

One can verify that the introduced vacua have minimum
(zero by definition) kinetic energy and zero electric charge,
and all the excitations above the vacuum have positive
energies. Then, we postulate that the state space of the
system under consideration is the Fock space constructed,
say, with the help of the vacuum |0,in) and the corre-
sponding creation operators. This Fock space is unitarily
equivalent to the other Fock space constructed with the help
of the vacuum |0,out) and the corresponding creation
operators if the total number of particles created by the
external field is finite.

Because any annihilation operators with quantum num-
bers n; corresponding to different /i anticommute between
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themselves, we can represent the introduced vacua as tensor
products of the corresponding vacua in the five ranges,

5 5

=11° =11°

(Al1)

where the partial vacua |0,in)() and |0, out)(’) obey
relations (A9) and (A10) for any n; and ¢.

It follows from relations (A9) and (A10) that the partial
vacua are stable in Q;, i =1, 2, 4, 5,

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 93, 045033 (2016)
Y, i=1,2,4,5. (A12)

in) =

Then, the total vacuum-to-vacuum transition amplitude c,
is due to the partial vacuum-to-vacuum transition amplitude
formed in Q3,

¢, = (0, ,in) = 3)(0, ,in)®), (A13)

The differential mean numbers of electrons and positrons
from electron-positron pairs created are equal,

Ni(out) = (0, in|*a;(out) *a, (out) 0, in) = |g(_|*)[
N3 (out) = (0, in], b} (out).. b, (out) |0, in) = [g( )|
NS = N%(out) = N¢(out), n € Q;, (A14)

and they present the number of pairs created, NS'. The total number of pairs created from the vacuum is the sum over the

range Q5 of the differential mean numbers Ny,

N=> Ni=

ned

> olg I

ned

(A15)

Considering the range €25, we see that the probabilities of a particle reflection, a pair creation, and the probability for a
vacuum to remain a vacuum can be expressed via differential mean numbers of created pairs N/,

1

P(+|+)n’,n = |<0a OUt|+an’(Out)_al(in) P i >‘2 = 5n,n’mpm
NCr !
P(+ - |0)n',n = ‘(O’ 0ut|+an/(out)+bn(0ut)|0’ il’l>‘2 = 6}1.}1’ 1—I;Vcrpm
= 1|2 Hpm = (I_N(rir) (A16)
|
The probabilities for a positron scattering P(—|—), ,, anda  form:
pair annihilation P(0| — +), ,, coincide with the expres-
sions P(+|+) and P(+ — |0), respectively.
. 1—
APPENDIX B: ASYMPTOTIC EXPANSIONS D,[(1 +£i)g] = eT&/2(\/2eHin/4g)" ( 2”) + ..
OF WPCFS 4
Here we list some properties of the WPCFs used in the ifezK, (B1)
present work.?
Asymptotic expansions of WPCFs that correspond to
large absolute values of the argument |£| have the following ~ where K > max {1, |v|}. If £ < 0, we have that
|
. . . V2T .
D,[(1=1)g] = ™D, [(1 = i)[]] +i=—e™2D_,_y[(1 +1)[¢],
I(-v)
. V2 .
Dopral(1408] = Dy (1 D) =i s e D1 = ) (B2)

*Note that a more detailed description of the properties of the WPCFs can be found, e.g., in Ref. [34].
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where I'(z) is the Euler gamma function.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 93, 045033 (2016)

Let y =1 and v = -1 —p =i4/2. Then, using Eqs. (B1) and (B2), we obtain the following expansions of the

coefficients f,(f)(f,), given by Egs. (2.26):

£7(8) m e8P (Vae )2 [1 LUt

£5(8) m 82 (Ve ™! [‘ z

52

F17(&) m —iel€2(V2ein/3 ) emim2

e+ 0|,

+ 0(5—4)] if £> K;

V2r

Ry 2t 0E)

ngr) (5) ~ _ei§2/2(\/§e—iﬂ/4|€|)_y_le_im' [2 - l<§IJ + 1/2) 5_2 + 0(5_4):|

+ e—i§2/2(\/Eein/4|§|)ve—i7m/2

2

V2r

ToF <O

¢l > K. (B3)
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