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Derivation of Hawking radiation in dispersive dielectric media
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Motivated by recent experimental efforts, we study a black hole analog induced by the propagation of a
strong laser pulse in a nonlinear dielectric medium. Based on the Hopfield model (one pair of Sellmeier
coefficients), we perform an analytic and fully relativistic microscopic derivation of the analog of Hawking
radiation in this setup. The Hawking temperature is determined by the analog of the surface gravity (as
expected), but we also find a frequency-dependent gray-body factor (i.e., a nonthermal spectrum at infinity)
due to the breaking of conformal invariance in this setup.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Hawking’s prediction [1,2] that black holes evaporate due
to quantum effects has been one of the most striking
consequences of quantum field theory in curved space-
times and is also expected to have profound implications
for the theory of quantum gravity. Unfortunately, however,
our chances for observing this phenomenon are very feeble
since small enough black holes for their radiation to be
observable probably do not exist. Nevertheless, according to
the suggestion [3] by one of the authors, it might be possible
to recreate this fundamental quantum effect in the laboratory
via suitable analogs. The original proposal was based on the
propagation of sound in fluids which can generate sonic or
acoustic analogs of black holes (also known as dumb holes).
The microscopic derivation of the sonic analog of Hawking
radiation (including changes in the dispersion relation at
small wavelengths) has been studied by many authors and is
now quite well understood; see, e.g., Refs. [4—19]. Recently,
there has been remarkable experimental progress regarding
the efforts to observe signatures of the Hawking effect in
Bose-Einstein condensates [20-24]. For the sake of com-
pleteness, we would also like to mention other scenarios
(see, e.g., Refs. [25-34]) such as water waves [31], where
the classical analog of the Hawking effect has been observed
recently [35,36].

However, apart from the sonic analogs, there is also
another very interesting option—optical or dielectric black
hole analogs or, more generally, electromagnetic setups
[37-48]. In these scenarios, the fluid flow is typically
replaced by the motion of an optical or electromagnetic
pulse through the material. Even though there have been
several interesting experimental efforts [49-54] along this
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line, our theoretical understanding (e.g., regarding the
impact of dispersion) is far less advanced than in the case
of the sonic analogs [4-19]. Apart from numerical simu-
lations (see, e.g., Refs. [42,44]), only a very few analytical
results (in analogy to the sonic case) are available. For
example, Ref. [47] presents a derivation based on an
approximation where one output channel is neglected.
However, as we shall see below, this approximation is in
general not fully justified and gives incorrect results. As
another example, the horizon is replaced by a step-function
profile in Refs. [43,46]. For this simplified setup, the
spectrum can also be calculated analytically. However,
because the step function formally corresponds to an
infinite surface gravity, questions such as the thermality
of the spectrum and the relation between the analog
Hawking temperature and the surface gravity cannot be
addressed in this simplified setup. Here, we contribute to
filling this gap (see also Refs. [43,45-47,55]) and provide a
microscopic derivation of the analog of Hawking radiation
based on a minimal set of assumptions/approximations.

II. THE MODEL

In order to describe Hawking radiation induced by a
strong, classical light pulse in a homogeneous and
transparent dielectric medium, we employ the following
microscopic model, suggested in Ref. [37] and further
developed in Refs. [43,45-47]. This model is closely
inspired by the Hopfield model [56,57]. For simplicity,
we assume spatial symmetry of the medium and of the
pulse along the y and z axes (plane symmetry). We also
restrict ourselves to one fixed polarization of the pulse
E s e, [(1 + 1)-dimensional model]. Additional low-
intensity light “on top” of the pulse (e.g., Hawking
radiation and other quantum perturbations) with the same
polarization can thus be described by the vector potential
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A(t,x) = A(t,x)e, via Eye = 0,A in temporal gauge.
This weak electromagnetic field will interact with the
strong pulse via the medium’s polarizable charges, which
are already excited beyond the linear range due to the
(local) intensity of the strong pulse. The weak field will
cause additional deformations of the excited states; how-
ever, we assume that these deformations are within the
linear regime around the polarized states influenced by the
pulse alone. Hence, each polarizable charge is assumed to
interact like a scalar (one polarization) harmonic oscillator
with the weak field. We restrict the weak field to large
wavelengths compared to the molecular scale of the
dielectric (e.g., Hawking radiation with a low temperature),
so we can consider the dielectric in the continuum limit and
not worry about the dispersion changes created due to the
finite distances between the polarizable molecules of the
medium.

This model is as follows: there is one harmonic oscillator
at each point in space, the electric dipole displacement
being described by the scalar field (¢, x). The eigenfre-
quency Q > 0 of a specific oscillator depends on the local
classical pulse intensity, so Q = Q(z, x). This change in the
local frequency of the dipoles is assumed to be the only
effect of the strong pulse in our model. In terms of the
atoms/molecules constituting the nonlinear medium, this
local frequency models the level spacing and hence its
change can be understood in terms of the quadratic Stark
shift Q(1, x) &~ Q) — g Erong (2. X). Note that the strong
pulse could in principle also modify the dipole matrix
elements which determine the coupling between the atoms
and the weak field—but we shall largely omit this effect in
our model.

Neglecting any backreaction of the weak fields A and y
on the strong pulse or the frequency changes in € or
coupling g that the strong pulse induces, the dynamics of A
and y are thus described by the Lagrangian density
(co=¢€y=po=h=kp=1)

weak EM field medium (oscillators)

1 1
Ly = 5 (0P = [D.AP) + 3 (0l - 21y P)

+ gRe(y0,A”) (1)
———

interaction

in the laboratory frame (rest frame of the dielectric medium).
The Lagrangian density consists of the contributions from
the free weak electromagnetic field (E2, — B2.,.)/2, the
harmonic oscillators, and the interaction between the polari-
zation perturbation y and the electric field E . = 0,Ae,,.
The nonlinear optical influence of the strong pulse on the
dielectric is encoded in the space-time—dependent eigen-
frequency Q(z,x) and potentially the coupling constant
g(t,x) > 0, which we assume in the following are both
prescribed fields. It is advantageous for the following
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analysis to generalize A and y to complex scalar fields,
so Ly, has been defined accordingly.

A. Speed of light in static medium

Let us begin by deriving the well-known Sellmeier
dispersion relation from the model (1) in a static medium.
This will show us how to describe a dispersive dielectric—
which then includes the possibility of inducing analog
black hole event horizons for light via the strong light pulse
(see also Refs. [43,46,47]). By means of Hamilton’s
principle, L, yields the equations of motion

(07 — %A = =0, (gy). (2a)
(07 + Q)y = gd,A. (2b)

In order to gain a rough insight into the physics of the
model, we assume a static medium 0,Q = 9,g = 0 for the
moment. Then, there are stationary solutions, each with a
unique frequency wy,, For these solutions, we can sub-
stitute OMy — —wilw and 7A - —wl, A in the above
equations. Then, solving Eq. (2b) for y and inserting the
result back into Eq. (2a) leads to

w? 1
<—%— a§>A = <Ta$ —a§>A =0 (3

Clab Clab

with the frequency-dependent (phase) velocity of light

)

Crab (@) = (1 + i,

Note that we obtain the dispersion relation with only
one pole at @y, = and one Sellmeier coefficient g
because we considered just one polarization field, .
Multiple medium resonances were considered in
Refs. [43,45-47]. This was motivated by the experiments
[49,50] in fused silica. Here, we assume that the material
(e.g., diamond, cf. Refs. [43,44,58]) is well approximated
by one Sellmeier pole.

The model exhibits subluminal dispersion since cyy,
decreases for increasing . At @y, = € (resonance
frequency of the medium), the speed of light formally
drops to zero, which marks the breakdown of the model.
We will consequently restrict ourselves to lower frequen-
cies || < Q (e.g., sufficiently low Hawking temper-
atures) in the remainder of this paper. For very low
frequencies, the velocity of light becomes

72\ 1/2

Clow = Clab(@1ap = 0) = (1 + @) : (5)
For slowly space-time—dependent Q and g, the result (4)
can still be approximately valid provided that A and w
oscillate very fast compared to the scales on which Q
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and g vary [Jeffreys-Wentzel-Kramers-Brillouin (JWKB)
approximation]. Within this approximation, the strong
pulse can give rise to a space-time—dependent speed of
light profile ¢,y (7, x) in the dielectric medium. However,
we cannot use this JWKB approximation throughout
because Hawking radiation (or, more generally, particle
creation) is precisely associated with a breakdown of this
JWKB approximation—at least in terms of the usual
coordinates ¢t and x; see also Ref. [59]. Therefore, we
have to solve the exact wave equation including the
full dispersion relation (without neglecting any
contributions).

B. Black holes induced by uniformly moving pulses

We focus on strong pulses which travel through the
dielectric in the positive x direction with a constant velocity
v € (0,1) and maintain their shapes during the propaga-
tion. The external fields Q and g thus only depend on the
quantity x — vt. In this setting, the rest frame of the pulse
(pulse frame) is a second preferred frame of reference. Its
coordinates 7 and y are connected to the laboratory frame
coordinates via the Lorentz boost

GGG e

with the Lorentz factor y = 1/v/1 — v%. By assumption, Q
and ¢ are independent of 7 in the pulse frame,
ie, 0,Q=0,9g=0.

Clab

inside outside the black hole

0.9F
0.8+
0.7+

0.6

Wiah = 2 go/5
0.5 L T

Thor

FIG. 1. Plot of a spatial example profile of the speed of light ¢y,
from Eq. (4) in the dielectric, which involves a black hole event
horizon analog. In this example, the pulse velocity is v = 2/3, the
coupling constant g(z, x) = g is fixed, and the medium eigen-
frequency Q(z, x) rises from 4g,/5 on the left (smaller values of
X) to 2g, on the right with a tanh profile. The plot shows the
resulting spatial ¢y, curves for two different light frequencies.
The fastest light waves occur in the low-frequency limit (solid
line), so the event horizon is located at the position x;,, where
these waves propagate at the same speed as the pulse. Light
waves with higher frequencies propagate slower (subluminal
dispersion) as indicated by the dashed line.
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A uniformly moving pulse can give rise to an analog of
a black hole event horizon in the dielectric; see, e.g.,
Refs. [38-40,43,45-47]. Considered from the laboratory
point of view (moving horizon), this will happen if the
pulse has such a large intensity at its center that the weak
light field propagates slower than the pulse there
(clow < v), while ¢, exceeds v outside the inner pulse
region (see Fig. 1 for an example pulse profile). Since the
dispersion is subluminal—that is, light waves with low
frequencies travel at the fastest speed—the event horizon is
located at the position where the speed of light for wy,, — 0
equals the pulse speed,
Clow =0 & Q=uwyg. (7)
A realistic pulse profile may include multiple horizons
fulfilling the condition (7), which could be white as well
as black hole horizons. In this paper, however, we will
concentrate on a single black hole analog event horizon and
aim to calculate the corresponding Hawking spectrum.

III. ANALYSIS IN THE PULSE FRAME

The pulse frame is the most advantageous frame of
reference for the derivation of the Hawking effect since the
pulse and all associated event horizons are stationary with
respect to that frame. The Lagrangian density £,,;, in Eq. (1)
transformed to the pulse frame reads

L. =

|
5 (10:AF - 10,AP)
1
+3 [r?1(9; — vd, w|* — Q*|w|?]
+ nge[W(ar - va}()A*]' (8)

pls

In this section, we will combine the two equations of
motion for A and y into a single equality and derive two
important and well-known conservation laws from the
symmetries of L.

A. Stationary modes

The time invariance of Ly, due to 0.Q=0.9=0
implies the conservation of the frequency (energy) of
any solution (A,y) of the equations of motion. Hence,
we may concentrate on solutions of the form

Al ) = A0, w(ng) =w,(x)e™™.  (9)
with a unique, conserved pulse frame frequency
(stationary modes). Inserting this form into the equations
of motion (2a) and (2b) transformed to the pulse frame
(with 0, - —iw) leads to the mode equations

—(w* 4+ 82)A, = y(io + v0,) gy . (10a)
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[72(160 + va){)z + QZ]Ww = —yg(io + va){)Awi (10b)
which are satisfied by the mode functions A, and y,,.

The mode equations (10a) and (10b) can be combined
into one single ordinary differential equation. To this end,
we apply the operator y(iw + v, ), which commutes with
w? + 3)2(, to the upper equation (10a) and then insert
Eq. (10b) divided by g. This results in the decoupled
fourth-order mode equation

1
{(aﬂ )i+ 00,7 + 9 - P+ va;()zg}wm
—0 (11)

for the mode function . It is important to note that a
difference between this equation and the usual equations
used in much of the analog model literature is that this is
not a second-order equation in time. In order to calculate
the corresponding function A,, which is uniquely deter-
mined by a given solution y,, of Eq. (11), we apply the
operator (i — vd,) on Eq. (10b) and use this result to
eliminate the term 8)2(Aw in Eq. (10a), which gives

2 1
A, = % { (iw = v0,) ” [ (iw + v9, ) + Q7]

o+ 00,)0 (12)

Note that one should be careful with the order in the
equations above as we are considering nonhomogeneous,
i.e., y-dependent profiles, such that (iw — v0,) does not
commute with Q, for example.

B. Conserved generalized inner product and norm

Since we have generalized our physical model to com-
plex fields A and v, the Lagrangian density L, is invariant
under any transformation of the global phase of the
dynamic fields (A — e“A and y — e'?y). By means of
Noether’s theorem, this continuous symmetry of L is
related to a conserved current J,p +9,j =0 with the
(Noether) charge density (see also Refs. [43,47])

P = 1<A*HA* + W*HU/* - HAA - Hy/l//)
= —Im[A*(9,A + ygw) + y*w* (0, —vd,)y]  (13)

and the current density
J = Im[A*(0,A + vygy) + vy*y* (0, — v, )y].  (14)

The canonical momentum densities appearing in p are
given by
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. a‘cpls 71 * *\ *

Il = oot = 20 + ) = ()", (15)
— 8£P15 _yz * __ *

11, = 30 fg(ﬁf—vﬁl)l// = (II,-)*.  (16)

For stationary modes of the form (9), all time dependencies
in p and j cancel each other out (0, — —iw); that is, these
quantities are time independent. The continuity equation
consequently simplifies to d,j = 0, so the current density is
a space-time—independent quantity for stationary modes.

The conservation of the total (integrated) Noether charge
can be used to derive the conserved, generalized inner
product

A Ay Y R "
s = 1/ (Al +yill,,,
Y1 Y2 —oo

_HA,AZ _HV/IWZ) d)(7 (17)

which is also known as the Klein-Gordon inner product
[60], between two arbitrary solutions, (A;,yw;) and
(As, ), of the equations of motion in the pulse frame.
It has the same properties as usual inner products except for
positive definiteness since the product of a field solution
(A,w) with itself coincides with its total Noether charge,

(o) ()= Lo 0w

which is not necessarily positive but can be any real
number. In fact, taking the complex conjugate of
Eq. (17) shows that the inner product of A* and yw* with
itself has a sign opposite to that of A and y. We call this
quantity (18) the (pseudo-)norm of the field solution

(A ).

IV. JWKB ANALYSIS

As a first approach to understanding the structure of the
solutions of the decoupled mode equation (11) in the pulse
frame well outside and inside a black hole, we apply the
JWKB approximation. That is, we treat the external fields
Q and g as constant (9,2 = 0,9 =0), so the mode
functions y,, are (superpositions of) plane waves, and thus
we may set 0, — ik in Eq. (11). The following analysis
is thus equivalent to the one in Refs. [43,46], where a
piecewise homogeneous setup is considered. The resulting
dispersion relation,

(@? — K*)[Q? — (0 + vk)?] + *¢* (@ + vk)* =0, (19)

which is just the relation (4) transformed to the pulse frame,
can be rearranged into the form
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y(w + vk) = £F(k), (20)
—_——

@1ah

with the (phase velocity) function

g2
2

Flk)=Q|/l +———5—.
() +(U _k2_g2

(21)

Each solution k, of Egs. (19) and (20) is an allowed wave
vector at the frequency w. To create a black hole analog as
in Fig. 1, however, Q and/or g must be inhomogeneous.
Nevertheless, the (now y-dependent) wave vector solutions
of the (local) dispersion relation will still approximate the
physics of the fields well as long as the length scales on
which Q and g vary are much greater than the inverse wave
vectors 1/k,.

The dispersion relation (19) has up to four different and
possibly complex solutions k, for given values of v, Q, g,
and w. We are particularly interested in the real solutions,
which describe propagating waves. The dispersion relation
(as a fourth-order polynomial) can be solved analytically,
but the resulting expressions are quite lengthy in general,
such that it is hard to grasp their physical properties.
Therefore, we will use the form in Eq. (20) to find the
solutions graphically instead by plotting both sides of this
equation over k. The left-hand side yields a straight line.
Note that, according to the Lorentz boost in Eq. (6), y(w +
vk) is the laboratory frame frequency wy,, of a wave which
has the frequency w and the wave vector k in the pulse
frame. For a small || < g, the function F(k) > 0 appear-
ing on the right-hand side of Eq. (20) is only real for |k| >
|w| and approaches the asymptotic value Q for k — +oo. At
high pulse frame frequencies |@| > g, on the other hand, F

is also real for |k| < \/@? — ¢*. Solutions k, in this k range
(intersection points with the straight line wy,,), however,
correspond to waves with large laboratory frame frequen-
cies || > Q beyond the range of validity of the physical
model. Hence, we restrict the analysis to small pulse frame
frequencies with || < g (or even |w| < g).

Examples for the graphical solution of the dispersion
relation (including the effects of varying parameters @ and
Q) are depicted in Fig. 2.

A. Modes outside the black hole

We start to discuss the solutions of the dispersion relation
far outside an analog black hole horizon for a low-
frequency mode 0 < w < Q. The graphical solution is
depicted in Fig. 3. There are four different real solutions:
two small wave vectors k7 > @ and k¥ < —w as well as
two large solutions kf > w and k; < —w. All four
possible wave vectors outside the black hole are thus real
(propagating modes). The long-wavelength modes k% and
ki with wave numbers of the order O(w) are hardly
affected by dispersion, whereas the rapidly oscillating
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wiab (), £ F (k)

(a) Solution for varying .

wWiap (k), £ F (k)

(b) Solution for varying w.

FIG. 2. Graphical solution scheme of the dispersion relation
(20) for v =1/2 and constant g(y) = go. In both plots, the
straight lines are the graphs of the laboratory frame frequency
y(@ + vk), and the curves are the graphs of £F (k). (a) Solution
for the fixed mode frequency w = g;/2 and decreasing Q
(solid — dashed — dotted +=F curves). (b) Solution for a con-
stant Q and increasing @ (solid — dashed — dotted wy,, lines
and +F curves).

modes ki are a consequence of dispersion (they vanish
if dispersion is neglected). Let us derive some properties of
the modes.

By differentiating the dispersion relation (19) with
respect to k (treating w as a function of k for the moment),
we find the expression

o ol GEF®l, — v
“ dk | 7+ak[iF(k)]|k:k*w/k*

*

(22)

for the pulse frame group velocity of the mode k,. The +
sign before F' depends on whether k, is a plus or minus
solution of Eq. (20), i.e., on the sign of the laboratory frame
frequency of the mode (vertical coordinate of the corre-
sponding intersection point in Fig. 3). This formula allows
us to determine the group velocity signs for all four modes
outside the black hole just based on the graphical solution
of the dispersion relation in Fig. 3. We find that the group
velocities of the modes k', k3, and k¥ are negative, so
these modes propagate towards the (stationary) black hole
event horizon. The mode k5, which is a low-energy mode
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Wiap (k), £ F (k)

Tl ok

FIG. 3. Graphical solution of the dispersion relation (20) far
outside the black hole in Fig. 1, where v = 2/3, g(y) = go is
constant, and the local value of Q is 2¢g,. We consider the mode
frequency @ = go/5. The straight line is the laboratory frame
frequency y(w + vk). The dashed lines are the graphs of =F (k).
Here, we get four real solutions (labeled intersection points): the
Hawking mode k%, the counterpropagating mode k5°, and the two
short-wavelength modes k. The vertical value of an intersection
point coincides with the frequency of the corresponding wave as
measured in the laboratory frame.

(i.e., almost unaffected by dispersion), corresponds to light
propagating in the opposite direction as the pulse when
viewed from the laboratory frame—that is, this is the
counterpropagating mode. (In the sonic black hole analogs
based on flowing fluids, this would be the downstream
mode.) In the pulse frame, this mode moves towards the
black hole and can cross the horizon without being
distorted drastically. However, it can also be scattered into
an copropagating mode (see Sec. VIII below), but this
process is purely classical scattering and does not lead to
particle creation. We thus do not expect this mode to be the
origin of Hawking radiation. Consequently, we expect ki
to be the relevant in-modes for creating the outgoing
Hawking radiation as usual in systems with subluminal
dispersion (cf., e.g., Refs. [7,12]). The mode k% is the only
mode with a positive group velocity, so these waves escape
the black hole (e.g., Hawking radiation).

As a next step, we consider the Noether charge densities
p [see Eq. (13)] of the modes. The mode function A,
corresponding to a JWKB solution of the (approximate)
form v, (y) =exp(ik,y —iwr) is calculated using Eq. (12),
with 9, - —iw (stationary modes) and 0, — ik, JWKB
approximation). The resulting charge density of the mode
reads

k,(vw +k,)

2
. g
p]a() = 7’2(0) + vk, ) |1+ (kz _ 0)2)2 (23)

The sign of this charge density depends only on the
laboratory frame frequency of the mode,

sgnply = sgn(w + vk,). (24)
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Hence, it follows from Fig. 3 that & is the only mode which
propagates a negative Noether charge, so the contribution
from this in-mode is the essential ingredient of pair pro-
duction (cf., e.g., Refs. [5,7,9,11,12,15,17,18,43,47]).

B. Modes inside the black hole

As one goes into the black hole in Fig. 1, Q decreases, so
the graphs of £F(k) in the graphical solution in Fig. 3
“narrow” because F (k) o« Q; cf. Fig. 2(a). The solutions k%
and k; will thus approach each other and merge at a certain
point on the way towards the horizon, at which point
the straight line y(w + vk) is tangent to F(k)—see the
dashed +F (k) curves in Fig. 2(a). Beyond this point, these
two real solutions become two complex solutions, /~c1L and
ky = (l}f)*, with Imk; > 0, so the Hawking mode escap-
ing the black hole disappears beyond this “point of no
return,” which behaves like a frequency-specific event
horizon. The allowed wave vectors vary rapidly around
this point, so the JWKB approximation breaks down there.
Note that, in the limit @ — 0, the point of no return
coincides with the (“absolute”) event horizon since low-
frequency waves travel at the fastest speed (subluminal
dispersion). Deep inside the black hole in Fig. 1, the JWKB
approximation is valid again. See Fig. 4 for the graphical
solution of the local dispersion relation. Both real solutions,

k? and k”, describe modes with negative group velocities
according to Eq. (22), so they propagate deeper into the
black hole (as expected inside the event horizon). The mode
kP has a positive Noether charge density while k” carries
negative charge. We conclude that k¥ ~ k% is the counter-
propagating mode, which crossed the horizon and is now
inside the black hole. The second mode, l}f , with a negative
laboratory frame frequency (negative energy) is the
infalling partner mode of the outgoing Hawking mode

wpap (k), £ F (k)

FIG. 4. Graphical solution of the dispersion relation far inside
the black hole in Fig. 1. We consider the same configuration as in
Fig. 3 except for the value of €, which has decreased to 4¢,/5.
The dashed graphs of £F (k) have “narrowed” correspondingly,
so there are only two real solutions I;ip (counterpropagating
mode) and I}f (infalling partner) inside the black hole. The two
remaining wave vector solutions l;f are complex (evanescent
modes).
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k; see, e.g., Refs. [2,5]. The mode structure inside
the black hole is thus as expected according to
Refs. [5,7,9,11,12,15,17,18,43,47] again.

One of the standard ways to derive the Hawking effect is
to trace a late-time outgoing Hawking wave packet back in
time in order to find the early-time ingoing wave packets
the Hawking packet is composed of initially (see, e.g.,
Ref. [7]). Since there are no solutions inside the black hole
which can approach the horizon (subluminal dispersion),
the relevant boundary condition for that derivation of
Hawking radiation is that the mode function vanishes deep
inside the black hole (i.e., the mode is evanescent). In the
limit of wave packets which are sharply peaked around a
unique frequency m, the wave packets become very
extended in space and time—that is, we consider single
stationary modes. We have to make sure that the mode
function ,, satisfies the boundary condition; however, a
function y,, which is nonzero outside the black hole cannot
vanish identically everywhere inside the horizon [7]. We
therefore demand w, to decay rapidly (exponentially)
inside the black hole. In terms of the JWKB solutions
explained above, that means that only the complex wave
vector k; may contribute to y,, beyond the horizon since
|exp(ik, y — iwz)| = exp(—y Imk; ) and Imk; < 0, so this
function decays rapidly along the way deeper into the black
hole (decreasing y). However, we cannot continue this
mode function across the event horizon using the JWKB
technique because this approximation breaks down in the
vicinity of the horizon (at least in the coordinates we use
here; see also Ref. [59]).

V. CONNECTION OF JWKB SOLUTIONS ACROSS
THE EVENT HORIZON

In order to continue a mode function y,,, which decays
exponentially inside the event horizon (according to the
boundary condition mentioned above), into the exterior
region of the black hole, we have to take the full decoupled
mode equation (11) into account. The complexity of this
equation depends on the concrete pulse shape given by
Q(y) and g(y). As already mentioned in Sec. II, we assume
that g(y) = g is constant (see also Fig. 1). We thus need to
specify Q(y).

We want to model the Schwarzschild metric with

2GyM
8o =1 — :I . (25)

This metric has a horizon at r = 2GyM (the Schwarzschild
radius), a singularity at r = 0, and becomes asymptotically
flat for r — oo. For the dielectric black hole analog, the g
component behaves as

eff
300

x1-
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see also Eq. (62) below. Note that ¢ (y) refers to the low-
energy limit in Eq. (5) where the analogy to gravity applies.
In order to model the Schwarzschild metric, we assume the
following profile (with some constant & > 0):

Qy) = Q1 +2&,

For simplicity, we choose y such that the horizon is located
at y = 0, so the black hole exterior region is y > 0 and the
interior region is y < 0. At the horizon y = 0, we have
géff = 0, which translates to the condition (7), leading to
the relation

9(r) = o (27)

Qy = vy9o. (28)
The slope dcioy(y)/dy at the horizon determines the
surface gravity (remember that v is constant), which in
turn sets the Hawking temperature; see Eqgs. (55) and (63)
below. Similarly to the Schwarzschild metric, where the
strength of the gravitational field vanishes at r — oo, the
polarizability of the medium goes to zero as y — oo.
Furthermore, the refractive index diverges (formally) for
x = —1/(2¢), which is similar to the singularity at » = 0.
Of course, such a profile (27) is not a realistic model for a
real laser pulse, but—as we shall see below—it allows us to
derive an exact solution of the mode equation in analogy to
Ref. [14]. Furthermore, because only the vicinity of the
horizon is relevant for the creation of low-energy Hawking
radiation, we can interpret this profile (27) as an approxi-
mation of a realistic pulse profile in the region near the
horizon &[y| < 1. In terms of a Taylor expansion
Q% () = Q3 +2Q3& + O(x?), we neglect the higher-
order terms O(y?) since Q2(y) is supposed to be slowly
varying. For example, since the modes we are interested in
decay rapidly inside the black hole, they do not see the
singularity at y = —1/(2£), so that this approximation
should be reasonable. Since the Hawking temperature is
supposed to be sufficiently low, the JWKB approximation
will be valid at both edges (inside and outside the black
hole) of the linearized region. This way, we can continue a
JWKB solution inside the black hole across the horizon
using the linearized mode equation.

Inserting the pulse profile (27) into the general
decoupled mode equation (11) yields the equation

{(? + 07)[(iw + v0,)* + v? g5 (1 + 2&y)]

- g3(iw + v9,)* y,, = 0. (29)
In this section, we will study the solutions of this mode
equation in the positive frequency range 0 < w < &, which
covers the essential part of the Hawking spectrum.
The corresponding negative-frequency solutions can be
derived by complex conjugation. The solution scheme via
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transformation to momentum space and contour integration
is analogous to Refs. [9-12,17,47], for example.

A. Solution of the mode equation

Equation (29) can be solved in reciprocal (momentum)
space. To this end, we Fourier-Laplace transform the
equation by inserting

%@zL%WWM (30)

with the (yet unspecified) complex integration contour C.
By means of this transform, the fourth-order differential
equation (29) in y becomes the first-order differential
equation in k (9, — ik and y — 10y),

2

_ 1 90
Dy (K) = 1 k)? — 22
kl//(u( ) ZIUzg%f |:( + k2 _ 0)2) (a) +v ) v gO:|

Xy, (k). (31)

which is easy to solve for {7, (k). After transforming back to
position space via Eq. (30), the solution reads

vol) = [ £ ak (32)

with the two auxiliary functions

[k —i(1+0)2w/ (40%&)
0= (51)]
w

[k i(1-0)%w/(40%¢)
x il —+1 (33)
w

v’k?/3 + vok + ©?
20 goéx '

and

h(k) = ik(l - (34)

The constant of integration, which is irrelevant for the
Hawking spectrum, is related to the contour C and has been
omitted for simplicity. Note that the exponent in Eq. (32)
can be cast into the form

(k+ w/v)? . ?
695¢ 60°g5¢”

where the last term can be absorbed by the integration
constant mentioned above.

Equation (32) is a contour integral representation of the
mode function y,,. In order to define complex powers as in
f(k), we have to specify the two branch cuts of the complex
natural logarithm starting at the two singularities k = .
Here, we choose these branch cuts to run upwards in
the complex plane (parallel with respect to the positive

yh(k) =iky —i

(35)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 93, 104010 (2016)

imaginary axis). This corresponds to the principal value
Lnz of the complex natural logarithm (i.e., —7 <
Im[Ln 3] < 7). As we shall see below, this choice is most
convenient for deriving mode functions which satisfy the
required boundary condition, that is, are evanescent inside
the black hole. With other choices, we can derive other
solutions of the wave equation (e.g., with a contribution
from the partner mode inside).

B. Mode function inside the black hole (y < 0):
Boundary condition

Let us first consider the mode function v, in Eq. (32)
inside the black hole, where we have imposed the boundary
condition for the derivation of the Hawking effect accord-
ing to Sec. IV B. This boundary condition is fulfilled by
selecting the (end points of the) integration contour C
appropriately. The contour can “safely” run to infinity into
any direction of the complex plane where the exponential
part of the integrand, exp[y/(k)], decays to zero; that is,
Re[yh(k)] > —oc0, while the function f(k) is unproble-
matic. These “valleys” of the integrand are located at

(1) m/3 < Argk < 2x/3 (top),

(i) —z < Argk < —27z/3 (bottom left), and

(iii)) —z/3 < Argk < 0 (bottom right).
For other directions (i.e., between
| exp[yh(k)]| diverges for |k| — oo.

Here, we choose to integrate just below the real axis from
—oo to oo, that is, from the bottom-left valley into the
bottom-right one and below the singularities at k = £®, so
we have fixed the contour C appearing in Egs. (30) and
(32). We can still, however, deform the integration contour
by means of Cauchy’s theorem in order to simplify the
integration without changing the value of the integral. The
exponent function h(k) in the integrand has two saddle
points, which satisfy 4'(k;) = 0. For y < 0, these saddle
points are

these valleys),

I = +igy/—2E —%. (36)

The saddle point k; connects the two adjacent valleys in the
lower complex half plane (bottom left and right) with each
other. Hence, we may deform C smoothly (keeping the end
points fixed) without ever encountering any singularities or
branch cuts of the integrand so that the final contour C;,

runs through ]NCS_ along the “mountain pass route”; see

Fig. 5. The contribution from the saddle point l~cs_ will
dominate the value of the integral since the rest of the
integration runs through the valleys.

The other saddle point k,” corresponds to a “mountain
pass” which connects the upper (top) valley with the two
lower (bottom) valleys with a bifurcation point near the
origin. The height of this pass increases exponentially for
increasing |y|, but our selected contour does not go through
this point.
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Imk

Rek
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Cin

(b) Absolute value (logarithmic) of the integrand.

FIG. 5. Contour integration (32) inside the black hole (y < 0).
(a) Integration contour C;, running through the saddle point I~<S_
(not drawn to scale). The squares mark the singularities of the
integrand due to the complex powers in f(k), and the dashed lines
are the corresponding branch cuts. (b) Logarithmic landscape plot
of the absolute value of the integrand, i.e., z = In |f(k)eﬂfh(k)| over
a complex k. The parameter values applied in this plot (v = 1/2,
E=w = gy/10, and y = =3/ gy, s0 Q =~ 0.4¢,) are not within the
validity range (38) of the saddle point approximation but have
been chosen for illustrative purposes. We see that the saddle point
I;; connects the two valleys of the integrand in the lower complex
half plane.

Applying the saddle point method (see, e.g., Ref. [61]),
the mode function v, (y < 0) ~ yi"i% () inside the black
hole is thus approximately given by the saddle point
contribution from l~cs_. The leading-order term of the saddle
point expansion (which becomes asymptotically exact in
the formal limit y — —o0) reads

2

(kT exrhk
|)(h”(/~€s_)| f(ks )e)(h g )' (37)

wde(y) =

The higher-order corrections of the saddle point expansion
are negligible if

o>l 38)

U490
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In the derivation of this inequality, we used the fact that the
typical frequency of Hawking radiation o < O(¢) is set by
the surface gravity. Since g, and Q are characteristic scales
of the medium and thus are supposed to be much larger
than £ (and w), the right-hand side of Eq. (38) is very small.
Sufficiently far inside the black hole as determined by the
condition (38), the mode function w,,(y < 0) is therefore
approximated well by the leading-order term (37).
However, we want to stay away from the singularity, so
we assume &[y| < 1. Hence ¢ has to be small enough so
that both assumptions can be satisfied simultaneously (low
Hawking temperature).

Let us check to see whether /7519 does indeed satisfy the
required boundary condition. We evaluate the absolute
value of Eq. (37) to find

. 2P RE - \/
|l//zr)1$1de )| _ ¢ 0 |f(ky)|e 2g0lx1/281x1/3
X1
e~200lt1\/28071/3
0(47, (39)
x|

so the mode function decays exponentially beyond the
horizon, and hence the integration contour is in accordance
with the boundary condition. For values of y satisfying the
condition (38), we thus find that |9 ()| is suppressed
exponentially. ~

Note that the contribution from the other saddle point k.~
would instead grow exponentially when going further and
further inside the black hole—which explains why we
selected our contour in such a way that it does not go
through this saddle point.

C. Mode function outside the black hole (y > 0):
Identification of the JWKB modes

Now that we know the correct integration contour, we
evaluate the contour integral (32) outside the black hole in
order to calculate the analytically continued mode function
w,(r > 0). However, for y > 0, the saddle points of A(k)
have moved to the positions

ke = g9\/28r — = (40)

on the real axis, so C;, is not the most advantageous
integration contour for y > 0. The validity condition (38)
for the saddle point approximation (which we want to apply
again) implies that y must be large enough that |kf| > w,
which means that the singularities of the integrand at k =
+w are between k; and k. The saddle point k; connects
the bottom-left valley (where the integration contour
starts) with the top valley in the upper complex half plane.
The other saddle point k; leads from this valley into the
bottom-right valley where the integration ends. Hence,
we deform C;, again, always avoiding going across any
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nonholomorphic regions of the integrand, so that the final
contour C,,, follows the path of steepest descent through
the saddle points. The top valley, which C,,, must traverse,
however, is divided by the branch cuts, so the contour must
circumvent these two discontinuous half lines in the
complex plane as depicted in Fig. 6. Note that, in contrast
to Ref. [47], we do not neglect any branch cuts. Putting all
dominant contributions to the integral together, the mode
function outside the black hole is thus composed of the
saddle point contributions w; and the functions S,
which are due to the circumvention of the branch cuts
originating from k = o,

Wolr >0)

Ry,(r) +we () Fwe () v (r)-

(41)

Let us now identify the four JWKB modes which have been
explained in Sec. IVA in this mode function.

Imk

>
Cuul

| |
| |
| |
| |
I I
I I
I I
I I
| |
| |
| |
| |
\/ \fj O \/ -
—wW| W

(b) Absolute value (logarithmic) of the integrand.

FIG. 6. Contour integration (32) outside the black hole (y > 0).
(a) Deformed integration contour C,,, running through the saddle
points k¥ and circumventing the branch cuts. This sketch is not
drawn to scale and the saddle points are drawn symmetrically
around zero (not —w/v) for simplicity. (b) Landscape plot of the
integrand, i.e., z = In |f(k)e*"¥)| over k € C, for the same system
as in Fig. 5(b) (v = 1/2, £ = @ = go/10) but outside the horizon
at y = 5/g,, where Q ~ 0.8¢g,. Note that the discontinuity of the
branch cut at Rek = +® is significantly larger than that at
Re k = —w, which makes the latter a bit hard to notice.
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The leading-order saddle point contributions read

2.2
l,(/i (Z) — eTir/4 y@e;{h(kf)einw/@ya
V4

k= —i(1+0v)2w/ (40%&) Lkt i(1-0)2w/ (40%¢)
x| = _1 = 41 .
w w

(42)

These functions oscillate rapidly due to the large saddle
point values |kF| ~ go/2& > w as implied by inequality
(38) and &y < 1. For large y, these expressions become
exact solutions of the decoupled mode equation (29), so
they are asymptotic independent modes and should there-
fore coincide with two JWKB modes in this limit. Solving
the local dispersion relation (19) for the current pulse
profile (27) and large wave vectors (neglecting w) yields
two solutions k, = 4¢gy+/2Ey, which are asymptotically
equal to the saddle points k. Hence, the modes y
correspond (asymptotically) to the JWKB modes k7.

Now we consider the branch cut contributions. The
contour C,,, may run arbitrarily deep into the top valley
(where the integrand is exponentially suppressed), so we
integrate infinitesimally close on both sides along the cuts,
respectively, up to infinity. The small circles around the
singularities in Fig. 6(a) do not yield any contributions.
After some substitutions, the resulting (exact) integrals can
be written

-(]iv)zw
WU () = £2i sinh sl £ e / AN
@ 4025 0 w

+i(1F0)%w/(40%¢) )
x <—5i 21) erhlico) 4y (43)

As with the saddle point contributions, we can uniquely
identify wS"* with JWKB modes, respectively, in the limit
y — oo. The integrand in Eq. (43) can be substantially
simplified for a large y because then only small values
u < @ are significant for the integration. We can express
the remaining integral by the gamma function I'. The

resulting mode functions read

2
WA () ~ ap(420) TR0 4028 iy [FULE V)@
N Av2¢
oI 1:Fi(1j:v)2a) 1 1:Fi(1iv)2w/<4v25>e .
41}25 wy
(44)

This is the leading-order asymptotic term of the exact
integral in Eq. (43), so it consequently solves the decoupled
mode equation (29) in the limit y — oo. These functions do
still solve the mode equation for y — oo if dispersion is
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neglected, that is, if we discard all terms containing third-
or higher-order derivatives acting on the y field ("0,
with n 4+ m > 2 since o originates from a time derivative
;). The modes described by "+ are thus only slightly
affected by dispersion far outside the black hole and
correspond to the Hawking mode kY and the counter-
propagating mode k5’ . The phase/group velocity of "+ is
positive, so this mode propagates away from the black hole
and can therefore be identified with the Hawking mode.
The other branch cut contribution w5 has a negative
group velocity, so it corresponds to the counterpropagat-
ing mode.

D. Current densities

For the derivation of the Hawking spectrum, we need to
know the contribution from the positive- and negative-norm
in-modes (k] and k; in the JWKB picture) to the outgoing
Hawking radiation. In the time-independent limit
(stationary modes), we therefore have to calculate the
Noether charge current densities j of the modes w7 using
Egs. (12) and (14), with 0, — —iw. The current density of a
stationary mode is exactly constant (see Sec. III B), so we
may calculate j very far outside the black hole (y — o)
where all y-dependent terms in j;5 vanish. (These terms are
artifacts caused by the saddle point approximation any-
way.) The resulting current densities assume the simple
form

];,L; _ qzzﬂg(z)éeimu/(v‘f)‘ (45)

The current density j associated with the branch cut
contribution "+ (Hawking mode), which we also need to
know for deriving the Hawking spectrum, is calculated in

the same way as j above. The result reads
jeur = ZEQ(Z)é[e’““/(vé) - e-ﬂ(1+v2)w/(2”25)}, (46)

Of course, the current density of the exponentially decaying
mode inside the black hole vanishes.

VI. HAWKING SPECTRUM

We are now in the position to calculate the Hawking
spectrum. Here, we only present a brief review of the
derivation of the Hawking effect. For a more detailed
explanation, we refer the reader to Ref. [7], for example.

The Hawking effect requires a quantum-field-theoretic
framework, so the classical fields A and y are substituted
by Hermitian field operators 9 and ¥, which obey the
bosonic equal-time commutation relations and solve the
same equations of motion as the classical fields. Hence,
the Klein-Gordon inner product (17) continues to be useful
in the context of the quantized fields. We find
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(cf. Ref. [7]), where [-,:] denotes the commutator and
(A,,y,) are two arbitrary, classical field solutions of the
equations of motion. The inner product allows us to
“project” the field operators onto a set of classical field
solutions (mode expansion), and Eq. (47) facilitates the
derivation of the corresponding annihilation and creation
operators @ and a'. As one may infer from the above
commutator, positive-norm modes correspond to annihila-
tion operators, while negative-norm modes correspond to
creation operators.

As explained in Sec. IV B, a late-time outgoing Hawking
wave (packet) originates from contributions from the three
in-modes ki and k3¥ at early times. For stationary modes
(time-independent picture) and expressed via creation and
annihilation operators, this statement reads

A

8 = a8} + p,(a5)" + 1,47, (48)

with the Bogoliubov coefficients a,, f,, and 7,. As
explained above, the rapidly oscillating, negative-norm
mode is represented by a creation operator (a)" in this
relation. Since the above operators obey the usual com-
mutation relations for bosonic creation and annihilation
operators, we obtain the (unitarity) relation

|aw|2 - |ﬁm|2 + |’7a)|2 =1L (49)

Note that this equality can also be derived from the
properties of the classical solutions of the wave equation.
In terms of the current densities, this relation corresponds to
charge conservation

Jo +iotio" +is" =0. (50)

Here the saddle point contribution j;, from k" corresponds
to |a, |*, while the other one, j;, from kj, is associated with
|B,|?. Furthermore, the two branch cut contributions j¢~
and j&'"" correspond to the counterpropagating mode (i.e.,
In,|*) and the Hawking mode, respectively. Note that p, is
negative, while the other three, p}, p&"~, and p&"*, are
positive; see Eq. (24). However, since only the Hawking
mode """ has a positive group velocity (away from the
horizon) while the other three are negative (towards the
horizon), we find that j"" and j are positive, while jS"*~
and j, are negative. Altogether, with the correct normali-
zation, we have the following identifications:
M) a,|> = =jo /i
(i) |Bn|> = +Jju/is"", and
(i) [n,> = =75 /o
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We assume the in-vacuum state for the fields in the
dielectric medium. This quantum state is defined by

a5 ]0n) = 85[05) = 457(05) = 0, (51)
so there are no particles initially. Using Eq. (48), the mean

number of Hawking particles emitted (per unit time) from
the in-vacuum state turns out to be

<Om|(ag)lag|0m> = <ﬁg>1n = |/}w

2 (52)

which is the quantity we are interested in.

For stationary modes, Eq. (52) can be evaluated by
means of the current densities j, of the individual modes,
which describe the propagation of the conserved Noether
charge. The Hawking particle yield is given by the relative
amount of negative charge contribution j, from the
negative-norm in-mode to the outgoing Hawking flux
jeutt We already calculated these current densities; see
Egs. (45) and (46). From Eq. (45) and the above identi-
fication, we may infer

2 2
= :ﬂ‘”||2 = exp <—UL§CU) (53)

Exploiting the unitarity relation (49), we find

Jd

iy 2
bol” = eziw/(LZ;) l_ 1 ew/TFHw_ 1 (54)
with the Hawking temperature
Ty =2 (59)
and the frequency-dependent gray-body factor
Ly =1=n,P (56)

which can be determined by comparing j/jS"* (yielding
|B,|?) with the above expression:

2sinh[zw/(vE)]
emu/(vaf) _ e—ﬂ(1+1;2)m/(2112§) ’

r, = (57)

As expected, this factor is bounded from above and below
via 0 < Ty, < 1 and approaches unity for /& — oo and
also for v — 1. For w/& — 0, it converges to a finite value
4v/(1 + v)? < 1. For a small w, the spectrum thus behaves
as 1/w—the same scaling that was found in Ref. [43] for a
step-function profile.

A. Transformation to the laboratory frame

As a final step, we derive the frequency spectrum of
Hawking radiation as measured in the laboratory. We thus
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have to express the pulse frame quantities @ and ¢ in terms
of laboratory frame quantities.

Let us start with the frequency @. Asymptotically (large
), a Hawking wave with the frequency @ > 0 in the pulse
frame oscillates with the wave vector k = +w; see for
example the functional form of w<* in Eq. (44).
According to the Lorentz boost (6), this wave has the
frequency

oy = 7(1 +v)o (58)

in the laboratory frame. This equation allows us to express
 in the Hawking spectrum in terms of @yy,.

The surface-gravity-like quantity & has been defined as
the value of (0,9)/Q at the horizon y =0 in Sec. V.
Hence, the corresponding quantity &, in the laboratory
frame (according to which the horizon is located at x = vt)
is Lorentz contracted, as proven by

0,Q

=X = y¢, 59
Elab Q | Yé ( )

where we have inserted the pulse shape (27) in laboratory
frame coordinates.

VII. EFFECTIVE METRIC

Now let us discuss the analogy to gravity. If we assume
slowly varying fields and thus neglect higher-order time
derivatives, we may insert the approximate solution y =
g0,A/Q? back into the original action (1) and obtain the
low-energy effective action for the macroscopic electro-
magnetic field (in the laboratory frame):

Lo =1 TN 19,41 — 0.4
off =5 1+@ |0,A]* = |0,A]7]. (60)

As expected, the low-energy effective equation of motion
from this action reproduces the dispersion relation (5). This
action is analogous to that of a scalar field A(z, x) in the
effective metric

2
ds; = de® — [1 + %] (dx? + dy?). (61)

Note that an effective metric in 1 4 1 dimensions would not
be sufficient (unless g/ is constant) because the effective
action (60) is not conformally invariant. Furthermore, the
above form is not unique—one could also use other choices
(e.g., in 3 4+ 1 dimensions).

After a Lorentz boost to the pulse frame according to
Eq. (6), the effective metric transforms to
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a2, = (1= 21+ 2] Va2 = 2002 L. dea
Sepp =7 v +Q2 T vyt g drdx
g g
- }/2 <1 +E— 1}2>d)(2 - <1 +§>dy2. (62)

Since 1/c}, =1+ ¢*/Q* according to Eq. (5), this
corresponds to Eq. (26). Calculating the surface gravity
from the above metric,

1

2

eff

a}( 300
eff

301

= vé, (63)

horizon

we find that the Hawking temperature is given by the
standard expression (as expected)

k  vé
Thy=—=—. 64
H™or  2n (64)
Note that the transformation from the above stationary
Painlevé-Gullstrand-Lemaitre-type coordinates z and y to
static Schwarzschild-type coordinates z, and y via

eff

dr, = dr+ 9l gy (65)

900

does not change the gggf component of the metric,

92
ds; = 2(1 - [1 +@})drﬁ
2 -1 2
—7/_2(1 —02{1 +%D <1 +%>d;(2

- (1 + g) dy?. (66)

In complete analogy to the Schwarzschild metric, we may
introduce the tortoise coordinate y, via

21\ 7
dy, =72 <1 —v? {1 +§}> 1+ =dy, (67)

such that the metric becomes

g g
dsZy = 7 (1 — 02 [1 —l—ﬁ})(dri —dy?) - (1 + )dyz.

Q?
(68)
For a large y, — +o0, this coordinate coincides with the

original one, y, ~y, while the other limit, y, — —oo0,
approaches the horizon, y|0.

A. Breakdown of conformal invariance

The fact that the effective action (60) is not conformally
invariant has important consequences. One of them is that
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left- and right-moving modes are not decoupled from each
other. In our case, we find that the counterpropagating
mode couples to the other modes (such as the Hawking
radiation), which results in the second branch cut and the
additional Bogoliubov coefficient #,,, which in turn gives
rise to the gray-body factor I,

If we consider the limit where » approaches 1 (the
vacuum speed of light), we find that g>/Q? becomes very
small (near the horizon) and thus the effective action (60) is
nearly conformal (even though one has to be careful with
such an asymptotic statement). In this limit, the counter-
propagating mode decouples approximately. Therefore, the
second branch-cut contribution (w<"~) and the associated
additional Bogoliubov coefficient 7, go to zero such that
the gray-body factor approaches unity and the Hawking
temperature converges to the ordinary expression &/(27x).
As one can easily imagine, a pulse with a very small
polarizability moving with almost the vacuum speed of
light has very little impact on counterpropagating photons.

Note that the effective action (60) could be made
conformally invariant if we added a magnetic permeability
u to the dielectric permittivity € and demanded that € = p.
In this case, L = (¢|0,A|* — |0,A|*/u)/2, we may intro-
duce an effective metric such as ds?; = d* — £%dx?, which
is 1 + 1 dimensional and thus can be cast into a con-
formally flat form. This conformal invariance leads to
several simplifications (e.g., decoupling of left- and right-
moving modes), which have been exploited in the liter-
ature; see, e.g., Refs. [5,14,17]. However—as we have seen
above—these simplifications are not necessary for our
purpose (the derivation of Hawking radiation). Of course,
they can make not only obtaining but also interpreting the
results easier. For example, as we discuss below in
Sec. VIII, identifying the correct Hawking temperature
in the case of broken conformal symmetry requires more
care than in the conformally invariant situation, where one
can easily read it off the Hawking spectrum.

B. Effective potential

The scattering of modes (coupling between left- and
right-moving modes) due to the breakdown of conformal
invariance can be understood nicely in terms of the
effective potential. After transforming to the aforemen-
tioned tortoise coordinate y, and rescaling A,, according to
A, = |g5¥]1/*A,,, the wave equation reads

w

62
w* + o = Verr(r:) | Ap = 0, (69)
with the effective potential
2 — (3+ 0 — 1602822
(1+2&)°(1 +20%&)°

Vegp = =07 Ex(1 = 0?) (70)
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FIG. 7. Effective potential (70) outside the black hole as a
function of the tortoise coordinate y, for v = 2/3 (however, the
shape of the graph is generic for arbitrary pulse velocities). The
coordinate transformation y = y(y,) was carried out numerically.

For large y, — oo, this potential decreases as 1/y> while
in the other limit, y, — —oo, it decreases exponentially
(when approaching the horizon); see Fig. 7.

Note that Eq. (69) is formally equivalent to a
Schrodinger scattering problem with the potential V.
and the nonrelativistic energy £ o @®. Thus, we get the
usual transmission and reflection coefficients.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

Based on the Hopfield model (1), we presented a fully
relativistic derivation of the analog of Hawking radiation in
a dispersive dielectric medium employing a minimal set of
assumptions/approximations. As expected, we find that the
Hawking temperature (55) is set by the surface gravity (63),
but we also obtain a gray-body factor (56), which results in
a nonthermal spectrum (54) observed at infinity.

Let us emphasize that just this nonthermal spectrum
(ffl), = |B,|* is not enough to determine the Hawking
temperature. Instead, the Hawking temperature can be
read off the ratio (53) of the Bogoliubov coefficients.
This identification can be based on the following picture:
imagine an initial short-wavelength wave packet composed
of kI and k; modes with this ratio (53). Due to its short
wavelength (and its thereby reduced group velocity), this
wave packet approaches the horizon without scattering (by
the effective potential V ;) and is constantly stretched
during this approach (analog of gravitational redshift). Near
the horizon, it is then stretched to long wavelengths and
starts to escape to infinity as Hawking radiation (as its
group velocity has increased). However, on the way out to
infinity, part of this Hawking wave packet is scattered (by
the effective potential V. due to the breaking of conformal
invariance) and thereby transformed into a counterpropa-
gating mode, which is then swallowed by the horizon. Now,
in order to have only the Hawking mode at late times, we
can send in an additional counterpropagating mode such
that the two amplitudes (this direct counterpropagating
mode and the scattered mode) beyond the horizon precisely
cancel each other. This then leads to the form (48), which

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 93, 104010 (2016)

relates the final Hawking mode to a linear combination of
initial short-wavelength modes (with amplitudes «a, and
) plus an initial counterpropagating mode (with the
amplitude 7,). In view of this scale separation (short
and long wavelengths), we may distinguish the pure
scattering process (leading to 7,), which does not mix
positive- and negative-norm states, from the mechanism of
particle creation (involving the amplitudes «,, and f,). The
latter can be understood as an amplification process due to
the horizon and is associated with the Hawking temper-
ature, while the former gives rise to the gray-body factor.

As another way of demonstrating that the ratio (53)
determines the Hawking temperature, let us reconstruct the
analog of the Israel-Hartle-Hawking state (thermal equi-
librium) and imagine sending in the long-wavelength
modes in a thermal state with the temperature T;,, while
the short-wavelength modes are still in their vacuum state.
In this situation, the expectation value for the Hawking
particles reads

<ﬁg>in = |ﬂa)|2 + |77m|2<ﬁ21p>in

1= 2 2
_ 1= nl " (71
ew/TH -1 ew/Tin —1

where we have inserted the above result (54) for |f,|> and
the Bose-Einstein distribution (with temperature 7,) for
(fig),,. We see that for T;, = Ty, we obtain a thermal
spectrum for (fiZ), with that temperature—which pre-
cisely corresponds to the detailed balance condition, as
expected in a thermal equilibrium state.

Note that for obtaining the above results—such as the
Hawking temperature as determined by the surface gravity
and the gray-body factor—it is essential to take both branch
cuts and thus also the counterpropagating mode into
account. This might be one reason for the difference
between our results and those in the recent paper [47].
In their paper, the second branch cut and the counter-
propagating mode are apparently neglected and the
Hawking temperature obtained there differs from our
expression (and thus also from the surface gravity).

In our derivation, we had both branch cuts running
upwards in the complex plane because this was most
convenient for obtaining the solution which is evanescent
inside the black hole; see the discussion of the boundary
condition in Sec. IV B. For other choices of the branch cuts
(with respect to the integration contour), we would obtain
solutions with different boundary conditions. For example,
having the two branch cuts run downwards to infinity (e.g.,
one in the bottom-right valley and the other one in the
bottom-left valley), an analogous calculation would give
the solution with the two initial short-wavelength solutions,
k*, outside and the two final modes, k” and kP, inside the
black hole. In this way, by considering all possible
combinations (both branch cuts up or both down or one
up and one down), one can derive the 3 x 3 “scattering”
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matrix which connects the three initial modes, k¥ and k¥

(all outside), with the three final modes, k” and kP (inside),
as well as kX (outside).
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