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Abstract. The structure of spacetime, quantum field theory, and thdymamics are all
connected through the concepts of the Hawking and Unruh eemyres. The possible
detection of the related radiation constitutes a fundaaieast of such subtle connections.
Here a scheme is presented for the detection of Unruh radidised on currently available
laser systems. By separating the classical radiation flmnUnruh-response in frequency
space, itis found that the detection of Unruh radiation ssiae in terms of soft x-ray photons
using current laser-electron beam technology. The expmatiah constraints are discussed and
a proposal for an experimental design is given.
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1. Introduction

The discovery that there is a deep connection between blalek ghysics and seemingly
quite different topics, from information theory and statial mechanics to the search for a
guantum theory of gravity, has been highly nontrivial an@éxpected. Indeed, it touches
upon some of the most important questions in physics todayhis respect, the Hawking
radiation [1, 2] is one of the most interesting processedipred in physics, linking general
relativity, quantum field theory and thermodynamics in oiggle phenomenon [3]. In
contrast to classical general relativity, a black hole isdorted to loose energy by thermal
radiation with a Hawking temperature
- 271ﬁi?Bc )
wherekg is Boltzmann’s constangj is the horizon surface gravity is Planck’s constant,
and c is the speed of light in vacuum. This result tied in naturdtlythe concept of
black hole entropy presented earlier by Bekenstein [4jnayhe foundation for black hole
thermodynamics. Since the early discoveries of BekenstethHawking numerous papers
on black hole thermodynamics have been written, see e.g. [Rednd references therein.
Closely related to Hawking radiation is the Unruh-effect§6 (also known as the Unruh-
Davies-Fulling effect), which predicts that zero-pointuam fluctuations can be measured
as a heat bath akal particlesby an accelerated particle detector. The temperature of thi
heat bath is given by the Unruh temperature

ha
N 27'[kBC (2)
wherea s the proper acceleration of the particle detector. Héuaaly, (1) and (2) are related
via the equivalence principle, thus the name Hawking—Umefftdct.

For the large black hole masses expected in astrophysesjdivking temperature (1)
is extremely small, and there is evidently no possibilityepér measuring it. By contrast,
several suggestions to measure the Unruh-effect have bade.nFor example, Bell and
Leinaas [9] suggested to look for the Unruh effect in storaggs, Ref. [10] presented the
Penning trap as a possible means for detecting the Unruhetertope, Ref. [11] discussed
the possibility of using a rapidly changing refractive iRder detection of Unruh radiation,
and Ref. [12] proposed, based on the concept of analoguéygitie use of electromagnetic
waveguides to simulate the effects of curved spacetimetgoafield theory. Although there
are numerous works confirming the concept of the Unruh efigct, 13—15] , there is still
much controversy surrounding this issue [16-18], thus ngki even more important to
gain experimental or observational insight into these eptsc For example, Narozhmey al.
argues that the heat bath is not a universal consequence@tgation [17]. On the other
hand, Ford and O’Conell [18] presents results for a scallr fich supports the concept of
a heat bath eventually leading to thermalization at the Wnemperature for an accelerated
system. However, Ford and O’Conell conclude that the syst#imot emit radiation that can
be detected in the laboratory frame, in spite of its finitegenature. For a different opinion
concerning the reality of the Hawking—Unruh radiation andHer discussions of this issue,
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see also Refs. [19, 20]. Assuming that the Unruh-radiasaeal, it is clear that a successful
detection would be an important milestone. Unfortunatbly tynruh-signal is drowned in
noise in most of the early proposals. A setup which tries wresk this problem has been
suggested by Ref. [21], where strong lasers are used toeaatzElectrons to ultra-relativistic
energies, corresponding to Unruh-temperatilizes 10K, or higher. While the heat bath felt
by the accelerated electrons only contributes with a snoatection to the electron motion,
the ordinary Larmor radiation has a "blind spot” in the difen of acceleration. Thus the idea
was that properly placed detectors may measure radiatomtuped by electrons responding to
the heat bath, without being drowned in the standard Laraxtiation. Similar ideas were put
forward in Ref. [22], where modifications due to photon pairrelation and field strengths
approaching the Schwinger critical field also were included

In the present work we propose an experimentally viable oetlor the detection
of the Hawking—Unruh effect using currently available tealogy. We consider electrons
accelerated by lasers in a novel geometric set-up as a meamsdducing a detectable
signal due to the accelerated vacuum temperature. In pktiove chose a configuration
with circular electron orbits. This leads to an energy stiion of the vacuum fluctations,
in the electron rest frame, that to some extent deviate frahreemal heat bath. However,
the results of for example Ref. [23] for circular motion, slsathat an effective temperature
of the vacuum fluctuations can still be defined, such that BX).céntinues to be a useful
approximation. This allows us to calculate the momentuntridigion function for the
generated non-classical photons. Since a relatively Higttren number density is needed
for appreciable emission, we include collective effecteewltomparing with the classical
emission. It turns out that the classical power is orders afmitude larger than the Unruh
power, for experimental parameters currently availablesalt which is highly problematic
in other experimental suggestions. However, here the ledémidistribution function shows a
clear signature distinguishing Unruh photons from cladgabotons, in particular giving rise
to photons in the soft x-ray regime. We analyse the effects fcompeting sources, and we
conclude that using laser-electron beam systeunentlyin operation it is possible to obtain
a clearly detectable signal.

2. Theory

2.1. The Unruh effect in laser fields

We will rely on ultra-intense lasers to accelerate elecrdiowever, due to the unfavorable
scaling with the electron number density of the amount of radiation produced, we deduce
thatin a setup with a reasonably high electron density, ltssical power will always be much
larger than the Unruh-radiation. In order to separate theubhnesponse from the classical
radiation we therefore compare their spectral profiles.tRisrpurpose we first note that for
presently available field strengtis, we haveEy < Eqyit, whereEqit = méc® /eh'~ 1016V /cm

is the Schwinger critical field. Hema s the electron rest mass aad the elementary charge.
From Eq. [2) we thus see that the photon energies of the haiilabe much smaller than
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the electron rest mass. Accordingly, in order to descriledrteraction of the electrons with
the heat bath, we will view the process as Thomson scatterihg rest frame of the electrons.
In essence this means that the detection of the Unruh effentaide by accelerated electrons
acting as spherical mirrors of virtual photons, making threal in the laboratory frame. This
picture of the process is given further support by the resaflRefs. [14,15], where the analog
between moving mirror radiation and Unruh radiation is puadirm ground.
Introducing the distribution function of thermal photofigk, Ty ), the rate of scattered

photonsd.#5/dt by a single electron in the rest frame can be written

d(f _ % / f42dQdk = orc / fok2dQdk 3)
wherek is the photon wavenumbegr = €*/(6me2n?c?) is the total Thomson scattering
cross sectionfs is the distribution function of the scattered photons, afnds the vacuum
permittivity and 1 is the proper time in the electron rest frame. Next we reprtetiee
distribution function as a locally thermal radiation distition fg(k,T(r)) and write the
number of scattered photohg from a volumeV such as

dNs

dr
wherene is the number density of electrons. Hence the scatteredldison function evolves
according tal fs/dt = orcfg. Next we assume that the volume is sufficiently small, suah th
for a given time the spatial dependence of the electron uglacnegligible withinV (i.e.
we only count the contribution from the central part of theelapulse ). The power from the
Unruh effectR) restemitted in the electron rest frame then reads

Ne(r aTc/fB (k,T(r))k2dQdkdV @)
Vv

d
RU rest= E/V/ﬁwrestfs(k)kdedde (5)

where west IS the photon frequency in the rest frame. In order to evalube power
Ry 1ab emitted in the laboratory frame, we introduce sphericalrdmates, with thez-axis
perpendicular to the velocity, and we writgap = westy(V) [1— (v/c)sinfcog @ — @))],
wherewgp is the photon frequency in the lab-frame apds the angle between the velocity
and thex-axis. Using the analogy between moving mirror radiatiod #me Unruh effect
[14,15], the emitted laboratory power is then calculated as

dfsdrt
Fmab—//ﬁ > kA0 KAV = Ry pes (6)

where the last step comes from notlng thaaind the phase space volume element are scalars.
Next, we want to compare the radiation generated due to threHJeffect with the
classical emission. As a model, we consider electrons e@teld by counter propagating
laser pulses with left and right hand circular polarizatioimhe advantage with circular
polarization is twofold. Firstly, due to the high symmetgy,simple harmonic current
response with circular orbits solves the fluid equations ofiom [24], and thus the electron
response is more easily evaluated. Secondly, collectiveimear effects (e.g. harmonic
generation, induced density fluctuations, etc., see RBf.f{ a list of possible mechanisms)
that may induce classical competing high-frequency emisss thereby minimized.
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The electric field can then be writteR = Eg[expi(koz— aot) +i(—koz— wnt)]X/2 +

Eo [expi(koz— ant) +i(—koz— ant)]Y/2+c.c., where cc. stands for complex conjugate and
wp andkg are the laser frequency and wavenumber, respectively. Weethat in a region
|zl < AL, whereA is the laser wavelength, the corresponding magnetic fieldmsshingly
small for all times. Concentrating on this region, the ef@tivelocities can be written as

, _ €Bo[cog axt)%+sin(cxt)g] -
Mo/ 1+ (eBy/maxc)?

The Unruh emission is described by the scattered distdbutinction fs(k), which is
shown in Fig. 1 fory = 70. We note the strong beaming in the direction of the vejocit
We deduce from Eqsl](3]2(5) arid (7) that the energy distohudue to the Unruh effect in
the laboratory frame, averaged over a period time, will hgp(aximately) thermal with a
temperature

(8)

in spite of the strong anisotropy df. The high temperature means that the characteristic
wavelength in the laboratory frame typically will be muctosier than the laboratory orbit
radius, a result which will be helpful in separating the Unmadiation from the classical
radiation. Here it should be noted that in the case that thicfgadeviates from stationary
orbits, the asymptotic part of the spectra will follow a powaw, rather than being thermal,
as deduced in Ref. [26]. Since, such deviations are indeitdbe highest frequencies will
certainly not be thermally distributed. Our detection snbeehowever, is based on detection
of the central part of the frequencies. Thus a small devidtiom stationarity is of limited
importance in our case. Here we also neglect the effect liggphotons in the heat bath are
created in pairs. Note, however, that a proposal that atetopuse this fact, measuring the
correlation between individual scattering events, hasig been proposed [22].
Next evaluating the radiated Unruh power using Egs. [(3)wgpbtain
NEESh
1440m3c1omPe?2

We note that even for the highest laser fields currently as8lEq ~ 2 x 102V /cm, we still
need a large number of accelerated electrons (at eastL(?) to reach detectable levels of
the Unruh radiation.

9)

Rulab=

2.2. Spectral structure

Let us now study the spectral properties of the radiation.r &w irradiance of 1% —
107?W /cn?, we note that the characteristic energy of the Unruh phofoingg)] is larger
than the laser photon energies, by several orders of malgniassuming the laser works in
the optical range. Thus the assumption to view the periaghi@tion of the laser field as slow
when considering the spectral properties of the Unruh tadias justified. Furthermore,
within the framework of our model, the spectral propertidstie classical emission is
suppressed for a wide range of frequencies (see Sec. 3)hardttis straightforward to
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separate the two contributions. However, we note that weonlly get a few photons due
to the Hawking—Unruh effect per laser shot, even for a raltigin electron number density,
ne = 10?1cm~3. Combining Eqs[{8)E(9) we can write the number of photonsspet as

B Ep \%/0.5x10%W\ /800nm Ne
NU_O'O84(15J) < P )( A )(1021cm—3>’ (10)

whereEp is the pulse energy for each pul$eis the laser power), is the laser wavelength
andne is the electron density. Similarly, the characteristictpinaenergy can be written as

| M
Nkhar = 582 < 1072W cm—Z) (800 nm) ’ (1)

wherel is the intensity andhwhar IS given in units of eV. In Fig. 2 a schematic view of
the experimental set-up is given. Two opposed focused las@ms with opposite circular
polarization are allowed to interact with an under-densergroduced electron beam, with
a drift velocity well belowc. The soft x-ray photons due to the Hawking—Unruh effect are
emitted in a narrow band perpendicular to the incoming lasams. Careful placement of the
photon detectors leads to a nearly full x-ray coverage. Ttput when varying the intensity

in a number of different laser systems (for which the neagssambers are given in Table 1)
is shown in Fig. 3.

3. Classical radiation

Next we study the vector potential due to the classical aomssthat can be written
Ho [ (I(trer, [r —r'|)/r)dV’, in the radiation zone, wheitg: is the retareded time. A major
difficulty for detecting the Unruh contribution is that thaimor (or synchrotron) radiation
power (described by the single particle delta function bations to the retarded current)
is always much larger than the Unruh response for all frequeegimes. These arguments
apply if we consider the radiation from a single particle. &lincreasing the particle density,
the Unruh radiation powel]9) scales linearly with the numidfeparticles, but the classical
radiation may grow equally fast or even faster. Fortunataifferent parts of the classical
spectrum behave differently, depending on whether thetethiadiation is a collective fluid
effect, or a single particle effect. If we look on the shartssitted wavelengths, neighbouring
particles are typically much more than a wavelength away,vee& cannot detect interference
effects in the radiation pattern. As a consequence, thesickgadiation scales linearly with
the number of particles, and it will be extremely difficultsee the Unruh response in the
emitted radiation for such wavelengths, since the gyratmogion of the electrons produces
synchrotron radiation at harmonics of the laser frequencyouhe frequencies of the order
~ Y3wo. In principle, for strictly periodic motion the synchrotraadiation is built up of
multiples of the laser frequency, but a finite bandwidth efldser will limit our possibility to
benefit from this. However, studying radiation with wavejgrs much longer than the nearest
neighbour distance of the particles is more useful. For teet®n densities considered,
ne = 10°1cm3, wavelengths of the ordér = 0.01um could be suitable, fulfilling < Lnp,
where Lp, is the nearest neighbour distance. For such wavelengthssitigle particle
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radiation is suppressBdi and the output from the gyratingomoan be described with a fluid
model. Assuming that the current density decays smoothily thie radius, and using Ed.l (7)
the classical radiated power beconfagssica= NN2€*E3 /m?c3y? whereN = ne2nR2L is the
number of electrons in a pulse with length @nd radiusR, andn is a geometrical factor of
order unity. This collective fluid response is the main seus€ classical emission, but its
frequency spectrum is determined by the laser frequendlyttars it is limited to the optical
range.

The result that the output is negligible for frequenciesialgvg from the fundamental
frequency depends on two facts. Firstly, the time-depecelesf the current density
in each volume element should be quasi-monochromatic shelh we can write
po iy I(tret, [r — 1’| /C)dV' = exp—iw(t —r/c)—] o i explicr -1’ /cr?)Is(|r —r’|)dV’ in the
radiation zone, wherdg(|r —r’|) contains the spatial dependence of the current density.
Secondly, in order to supress synchrotron radiation effebe volumeé/’ where the current
densityJs is non-zeranust notbe strongly time-dependent. This later condition is fugfilif
the radial dependence of the pulse electric field smootlyagmhes zero outside the central
pulse region, in which case the weak time-dependence ohtbeaction volume also makes
the expressiory,, exp(icr -r'/cr?)Js(|r —r’|)dV’ time-independent. As a consequence the
higher frequencies of the classical spectra is suppregstaitbe wavelengths where the fluid
model breakes down. Thus, there is a window of detectablelagths, shorter than the laser
wavelength, but much longer than the inter particle distaiitie parameters of an experiment
can be chosen to fit the Unruh radiation into this window.

Table 1. The relevant parameter values for different two-beam lagstems. In the first
column the each laser pulse energy is given, in the secongutise power, in the third the
pulse focal intensity, and in the fourth the laser wavelbngdthe Ti:Sapphire is assumed to
have standard high-intensity properties, the Astra—Gesystem is in operation (from 2007)
at the Rutherford Appleton Laboratory (RAL) in the U.K., vd proposed upgrade, the Vulcan
laser is in operation at the RAL, and the Omega EP laser wilbfperational in Rochester
(USA). The HIPER (High Power Experimental Research Fagikind ELI (Extreme Light
Infrastructure) are European infrastructure projectseuptinning [30, 31].

Laser type Energy ) Power (PW) Intensity (W/cn?) Wavelength(nm)

Ti:Sapphire 1 ®3 101 800
Astra—Gemini 15 ® 1072 800
AG upgrade 15 ® <104 800
Vulcan 250 05 5x 102 1054
OmegaEP  >2500 025 6 1070 1054
HIPER 1 4500 150 5 1074 1054
HIiPER 2, ELI 37500 2500 5 1076 1054

T The power of singe particle radiation scales Ad,.whereN is the number of electrons (this result is obtained

from a random walk model, in which the contribution to the tee@otential from each particle has a random

phase compared to the others). However, when the waveleftftle radiation is much longer than the nearest
neighbor distance, the uncertainty of the phase of the iboion from each accelerated electron is much less
than/2, and the single particle radiation is thereby suppressed.
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s

Figure 1. A cross section of the normalized scattered distributiarcfion fs(ky, k7)/ fs(0,0)

as a function of normalized wavenumbeh&(ksTy — ky and hk;/ksTy — k;). Hereky

denotes the wavenumber in the direction of the velocity. fithee corresponds tp~ 70, and
the cross-section is shown flar = 0, wherek, is the component perpendicularkpandk;.

We see that there is a strong beaming effect in the direcfitimeovelocity.

Other mechanisms that could generate radiation compeiithgte Unruh contribution
includes particle collisions. To avoid this source, we édeisa laser produced electron beam,
rather than a plasma, in order to prevent the high energyrefecto scatter of ions and
produce competing soft x-rays. Moreover, we note that efficabsorption of laser energy
with subsequent x-ray generation [27] due to electrontedacollisions can be avoided if the
density is kept undercritical. This is consistent with action beam densitys ~ 10?1cm2,
in which case the synchrotron emission is suppressed fdoptemergies up to 1 KeV. This
leads to an optimal irradiance in the rangel0°! — 10°°W/cn?. Specifically, for a pulse
energy of 3kJ, a focused intensity of2f@v//cn?, and a wavelength ofiim together with an
electron density 13 cm3 we generate more thanL0® Unruh photons/shot, with an energy
of the order of 100eV . Naturally, the next generation of idaeitilites in the early planning
stage, like ELI or HIPER would produce even more impressgeilts. It should be stressed,
however, that our experiment does not benefit from the hugesfaog capabilities in those
cases, since very high intensities move the charactephtiton energy outside the window
where classical emission is suppressed. Neverthelesasea proper degree of focusing is
chosen, naturally the large pulse energies in facilities HiPER 2 or ELI (see table 1)make
them excellent choices for our suggested experiment. Iolasion, we find that classical soft
X-ray emissions can be sufficiently suppressed in the retgaarameter regime.
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Figure 2. A schematic view of the setup. The emitted radiation will barply beamed in the
direction of the electron velocity. Thus the detectors drdye to cover a short distance in the
direction of propagation

4. Conclusion and discussion

An unambiguous detection of the Hawking—Unruh effect woldd an important
breakthrough, shedding light on the deep and fundamentahestion between general
relativity, quantum field theory, and thermodynamics arttlisg much of the controversies
that have arisen over the subject, see e.g. Refs. [17-2@.d&tails of the possible signals
detected through such experiments could even have integestnsequences for a future
guantum theory of gravity [28, 29]. Noting the similaritytiviradiation from moving mirrors
[13-15], we have calculated the distribution function foe fphotons generated from laser
accelerated electrons, due to the Unruh effect. The readghtrask whether the analogy
between infinitely heavy mirrors and finite mass electrongaigd or not. After all, it is
the finite mass of the electrons that allow them to respondhe¢oheat bath. However, we
stress that when determining the cross-section of thereteémirrors”, the finite electron
mass is incorporated. Moreover, Chen & Tajima [21] suggkataovel means to detect the
Unruh effect through single electron dynamics. Howeveprarctice a large electron density
is needed, making collective effects essential. In padicthe competing classical radiation
scales adN?, while the Unruh radiation scales & whereN is the number of electrons
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Figure 3. The figure shows the characteristic enefgynhar in units of eV of the photons
generated due to the Unruh effect and its relation to the murabphotondNy per shot for
different ultra-intense laser systems. The horizontadicorrespond to variations in pulse
energy (pulse length), keeping the focused intensity emmistThe vertical lines correspond
to variations in intensity, keeping the pulse length andsewnergy constant. The different
values are computed using the same electron number demsityl0?cm=3. The relevant
parameter values can be found in Table 1.

in the interaction region. Thus, the effective spatial vawdn the Larmor radiation scales
as YN (~ 1072 for an electron density of #6cm™3 and a spot-size of the order gim),
making spatial filtering insufficient. Instead, one needsttude the collective properties of
the classical radiation, when comparing the classical andituspectraldistributions. For
the spectral signature of the Unruh photons to be distitginke from competing effects,
the classical soft x-ray emission must be eliminated. Theikedoing this is to consider
a pure electron plasma to avoid electron-ion scatteringd,tarimit the heating of the laser
target, which can be achieved by keeping the electron dewsil below the critical density
[27]. For an electron beam density ~ 10?2cm~2 the classical synchrotron emission is
suppressed up to photon energies of 1keV due to destruntedarence, which means that
the spectral properties of the Unruh radiation is ideal fetedtion for an irradiance of the
order 161 — 10?2W/cn?. In conclusion, we have shown that, through proper experiaie
design, detection of the Unruh effect using acceleratectrele is possible with currently
available technology.
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