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Abstract

In this paper we propose generalizations of the Sokolov-Ternov and Unruh effects, and
discuss the possibility to measure them on different experiments.

1. The possibility to heat up a physical system by just accelerating it, as is predicted in [1],
is closely related to the phenomenon of the black hole radiation [2] (see e.g. [3] for a review).
This Unruh effect can be understood as due to the presence of specific correlations between zero-
point fluctuations along the world-line of the non-inertially moving physical system (e.g. detector3).
Namely, the probability per unit time to excite the detector is proportional to [3]:
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where x(τ) ≡ xµ(τ), µ = 0, . . . , d is the world-line of the detector, ∆E > 0 is the excitation energy
of the detector’s internal levels and G [x1, x2] = 〈φ(x1)φ(x2)〉 is the two-point Wightman function
of the scalar field φ(x), if we are considering the detector which is coupled to (interacting with) the
scalar field. If the detector is coupled to a gauge or other type of fields (even massive) the expression
for the probability rate is similar.

The effect is interesting when the motion of the detector is stationary. In such a case, the
Wightman correlator
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= F (τ), (2)

is just a function of the proper time difference, τ , between the two points on the world-line of the
detector. Then the expression (1) does describe the probability rate far enough from the start of the
acceleration, i.e. when all the radiation and absorption processes of the scalar field by the detector
are stationarized. To achieve the stationarity we have to take the time of observation t much larger
than the time of the detector equilibration.

Being formulated in such a way the effect can be present even for acceleration for finite time
and has nothing to do with the presence of the horizon in the eternally accelerating reference frame.
In such a case the number of the detected particles is an invariant (similar in spirit to the proper
time), which depends only on the world line x(τ) of the detector between the moments of start of
observation, τ1, and its end, τ2.

The Unruh effect is predicted on the basis of analytic properties of the function F (τ) from (2) in
the complex τ -plane. In fact, the non zero contribution to the integral (1) is gained from the poles of
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F (τ) in the lower complex τ -plane. The poles appear from the singularity of the Wightman function
in the vicinity of the light-cone, which is well known and universal for any type of the field:

G
[

x, y
]

∝ 1

(x0 − y0 − i ǫ)2 − |~x− ~y|2
. (3)

(The coefficient of proportionality here is important to predict the equilibration time, but that is
an irrelevant technical detail for our considerations. One just has to keep in mind that for orbiting
motion the equilibration time is much shorter than for the linear acceleration.) Then for the case of
constant linear acceleration, a, along the first axis
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one finds that

F (τ) ∝ a2

c2 sinh2
[

a
2c
(τ − i ǫ)

] .

This function has poles in the lower half of the complex τ -plane, whose regular positions and residues
lead to the well known exact result:

w ∝ ∆E

e
2πc∆E

h̄a − 1
,

i.e. one finds the seminal thermal distribution with the Unruh temperature T = h̄a/(2πckB), where
kB is the Boltzmann constant. This rate is closely related to the particle number which can be found
via quantization of the field theory in the Rindler’s non-inertial reference frame accompanying the
eternally accelerating observer [3].

Being understood in such a way the Unruh effect is closely related to the so called Sokolov-Ternov
effect [4] (see e.g. [5] for a review). The presence of the Unruh effect within the Sokolov-Ternov one
was discussed in [6] and [7], while the equivalence between these two effects was established in [9]
and [8].

The Sokolov-Ternov effect is observed experimentally. Its experimental revelation is that ultrarel-
ativistic electron beams in accelerator circular rings are not completely polarized. The point is that
certain part of the synchrotron radiation comes from the flip of the electron spin, i.e. goes with the
change of the spin energy levels in the external magnetic field. The ultrarelativistic spin is playing
the role of the two-level detector4, which is coupled to the electromagnetic field rather than to a
scalar one. However, the flip rate is still given by an expression, which is similar to the one in (1)
with the presence of certain preexponential factors under the integral [9] (see also [5]).

In all, as is explained in [5], the Sokolov-Ternov effect also appears due to the pole structure of
the Wightman function F (τ) from (2) for the electromagnetic field. I.e. this effect also appears due
to the correlation of the zero-point fluctuations along the world-line corresponding to the circular
motion. For orbiting motion with the radius R and angular velocity ω the world-line is

x(τ) =
(

cγ τ, R cos(γωτ), R sin(γωτ), 0
)

,

where γ = 1/
√

1− ω2R2/c2 and ωR = v. Then

F (τ) ∝ 1

[cγ τ − i ǫ]2 − 4R2 sin2
(

γ ω τ
2

) .

4One has to consider ultrarelativistic particles to neglect the Landau levels and consider the particle’s world-line
as classical.
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This function also has poles in the lower half of the complex τ -plane, but their positions can be found
only by solving the transcendental equation of the kind τ = A sin(Bτ) for some constants A and
B. Hence, the poles are impossible to find analytically. Nevertheless taking into account the closest
pole to the real axis in the lower half-plane gives:

w ∝ a e−
√
12 c∆E

h̄a , where a = γ2 ω2R =
γ2v2

R
.

The problem is that for the ultrarelativistic electron spin in constant magnetic fields
√
12 c∆E

h̄a
≈

1/γ+(g−2)/2, where g ≈ 2 for electron. As the result, the exponential factor in the Sokolov-Ternov
effect is almost one and the whole effect (eight percent of depolarized electrons in a homogeneous
magnetic field) comes from the preexponential in the electromagnetic analog of (1) (see [5] and [9]).

In this paper we propose generalizations of the Sokolov-Ternov effect in which the exponential
factor plays a crucial role5. We hope that some day these effects will be measured bringing further
understanding and evidence in favour of the Unruh effect for the linear acceleration and of the
Hawking effect.

2. Consider a beam of protons p performing a circular motion in an accelerator of the length
L = 2πR. Based on the observations made above, we predict that, when the equilibrium has been
reached, some fraction of the total number np of protons p in the beam will be in an excited state
N+ due to the orbital acceleration a. The fraction can be estimated as

Pp→N+ ∝ np exp
(

−
√
12c∆Ep→N+

ah̄

)

=

= np exp
(

−
√
12cL∆Ep→N+

v2hγ2

)

v≈c≈ np exp
(

−
√
12L∆Ep→N+

chγ2

)

. (4)

The question is if the acceleration a and the flux np are large enough for this effect to be seen,
because the energy difference ∆Ep→N+ for the case under consideration is really big. But below
we will consider other proposals where the energy difference is much smaller. Thus, let us consider
concrete examples where the effect can be potentially seen.

• CERN Explicit values for the CERN are: the length is L = 27 · 103m, the number of particles
in the beam np ∼ 1012, the proton energy in the beam is Ep ∼ 7 · 1012eV , that corresponds to
γ ∼ 7.5·103, the energy gap is ∆Ep→N+ ∼ 100·106eV = 108eV , and ch = 4·10−15eV ·s·3·108m

s
=

10−6eV ·m. Then

Pp→N+ ∝ np exp
(

−
√
12L∆Ep→N+

chγ2

)

=

= 1012 exp
(

− 3.5 · 27 · 103m · 108eV
(7.5 · 103)2 · 10−6eV ·m

)

∼ 1012 exp(−1011), (5)

which obviously makes the effects hopeless to measure in the present conditions. We can find
the effective temperature of the Sokolov–Ternov effect for the CERN experiment

kBT
CERN
ST ∼ 108 eV

1011
≈ 10−3eV ∼ 10K. (6)

5See also [10] for recent discussion of other kinds of generalizations of the Sokolov-Ternov effect for the electron
and positron beams in storage-rings.
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• NICA However, may be there is a hope to measure the effect in the transitions ion → ion∗,
where the energy difference is substentially smaller? Namely, we propose to consider a different
analog of Unruh-Sokolov-Ternov effect, where the role of the detectors play ions in circular
accelerator rings with their internal energy levels. Consider e.g. ions circulating in NICA
experiment. The length of the NICA collider is L = 5 · 102m with the number of ions in the
beam being equal to nions ∼ 1010. The ion’s energy in the beam Eion ∼ 5 · 109 eV

nucleon
, which

corresponds to γ ∼ 5. The energy difference between the ground and excited states of ion being
equal to ∆Eion→ion∗ ∼ 106eV . Then

Pion→ion∗ ∝ nion exp
(

−
√
12L∆Eion→ion∗

chγ2

)

=

= 1010 exp
(

− 3.5 · 5 · 102m · 106eV
(5)2 · 10−6eV ·m

)

∼ 1010 exp(−1014), (7)

which makes the situation even worth than above. The effective temperature of the Sokolov–
Ternov effect for the NICA experiment is

kBT
NICA
ST ∼ 106 eV

1014
≈ 10−8eV ∼ 10−4K. (8)

• However, the situation can be made a bit better if one could consider not completely ionized
atoms in the orbiting beams. Namely consider hydrogen type atoms (with only one electron)
orbiting e,g, in the NICA type of accelerator. Then the electron’s energy levels will be with
the approximate difference ∆Eatom→atom∗ ∼ 10eV , which will change the rate to:

Patom→atom∗ ∼ 1010 exp(−109). (9)

This is still hopeless to measure.

• We can reformulate the problem in a different way. How big should be the flux np to have at
least one atom in the beam to get excited? The answer is obviously natom ∼ e10

9

for the last
case. Too humongous to be achievable at present time even though luminosity of accelerators
is increasing rather rapidly.

May be then one can hope to see the effect on the hyperfine structure of the atomic energy
levels, where the energy difference is 10−6 smaller than between the regular atomic levels. That
makes natom ∼ e10

3

. However, in this case the main mistake for the effect that we consider
will come from the fact that particles in the beam are thermalized during non-homogeneous
acceleration periods and are not in the vacuum state. Even though for the NICA experiment
the effective temperature of Sokolov–Ternov effect is tiny TNICA

ST ∼ 10−4K, for the CERN
experiment it is TCERN

ST ∼ 10K, that can be of the same order as the temperature of in the
beam. Furthermore, the Sokolov–Ternov effect may play role in the crystalline ion beams [11]
where the temperature is of order T ∼ 10−3K.
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