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I. SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

A. Experimental Methods

To generate our figures, the power spectrum was scaled by s?’%’ with zg = 9.37 cm for positrons in silicon. This

scaling factor is included in our analysis since it is used by the experimental group [32] to take into account the
detectors signal conversion process to ensure a single photon spectrum. We best fit the acceleration with a factor a
and our energy gap is given by a general polynomial of the form AE = ag + ajw + asw? + azw®. We then performed
a least squares best fit, with cutoffs at multiples of 10 GeV, to obtain the values for our six parameters s, a, and a;.
In the case of no energy gap we merely set AE = 0. To directly compare to the crystal data set [32], our spectrum
was multiplied by a factor of 222 = 2.34 x 10710 s. This means the power spectrum we plot is % — s%ﬁ’%. Note,
here we explicitly put in the speed of light. We then plot our power spectrum with the best fit parameters for the
first cutoff to satisfy the chi-squared criterion. To compute the chi-squared statistic, we evaluated our best fit power
spectra at the x-value of each data point to compare the theoretical y-value to the data. The chi-squared per degree

i i 2
w Here i labels the data points and o; is the experimental

error of each data point. The number of degreesl of freedom is given by v = n — p, with n = 150, pag = 6, and
po = 2. Here, pag and pg are the number of fit parameters for the power spectrum with and without the energy gap
respectively. _

In order to analyze the area-entropy law with a low energy cutoff in the energy radiated let us define AE(w.,wy) =

34700 f:’cf dsddiwamdwdt. Here, w. and wy are the cutoff frequency and the final frequency of the emitted photons re-

of freedom is then given by x7,./v = Y,

spectively. Then, we will have the energy radiated given by AFE(w.,150), the initial energy given is by E; =
178.2 GeV — AE’(O,wC), and the final energy is given by Ey = 178.2 GeV — AE(O, 150). This parameterization
ensures that all energy radiated below the cutoff frequency does not get included in the analysis. Finally, we assume
the emission is time independent when evaluating the time integral of the power spectrum to be used in the energy
emission AE(w.,wy), i.e. to integrate over time, we simply multiply the power spectrum by the total crystal crossing
time. This is based on the time independence of the acceleration. However, we must take into account the thermal-
ization time of the highest frequency emitted. From Fig. 1(a), the thermalization time of highest frequency photon
emitted, 150 GeV, is approximately 7150 = 8.45 x 107!2 5. Then, considering the 3.8 mm thickness of the crystal, the
total integration time is given by f dt = (3.8 mm)/c — 1150. We must also note that although the area-entropy ratio
converges to the appropriate value of 4512,, there is still a very slight systematic slope which causes the ratio to diverge.
This is most likely due to an additional hard photon emission process which is occurring that is not described by our
power spectrum, i.e. it has a sufficiently low emission rate that prohibits it from thermalizing. This is also reflected
in the oscillation of the chi-squared at the higher frequencies.

In order to compute the Rindler bath temperature, we utilized the best fit parameters of the original theoretical
power spectrum for each cutoff and applied them to the Rindler temperature-dependent power spectrum. We then
performed best fits for each temperature at cutoffs from 30 GeV to 100 Gev in 10 GeV steps, and then computed
the resulting chi-squares to ensure that each were still within the 1 standard deviation threshold. These best fit
temperatures were then averaged to produce a Rindler bath temperature of T, = 1.96 4+ .49 PeV. When compared
to the average FDU temperature Trpy = 1.80 & .51 PeV, we find the measured temperature of Rindler bath to be
T, = Trpu(1.09 & .41). The error comes from the standard deviation from the mean.
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B. The AQED Response Function

To begin our analysis we must first define the AQED response function. As we such, we examine electromagnetic
emission in a refractive medium using the current interaction for QED

Sp= / d*xj,(x) A* (). (S1)

We shall couple an Unruh-DeWitt detector to the vector current. This will endow the electron an extra degree of
freedom for energy transitions, i.e. the recoil. As such,

ju(x) = U;LqA(T)(sS(x - xtr('r))' (82)

The monopole moment operator §(¢) is Heisenberg evolved via §(7) = e/17§(0)e "7 with §(0) defined as §(0) |E;) =

|E¢) with E; and Ey the initial energy and final energy of a two level system moving along the trajectory, x4, (t), of
the current; transitions both up and down energy are allowed. With the intent to examine Larmor radiation, both in
vacuum and an optical medium, we formulate the following amplitude;

A=i(kl® (Ef| 8 |E;) @0). (S3)
The differential probability per unit final state momenta is given by, % = |A|?. Evaluation yields

apP
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= [ dte [ @t (sl 3uo) 1B P 0 A2 0) (s4)

Note, the probability factorizes into an electron matrix element contracted with the photon matrix element. The
electron matrix element yields

(B¢l Ju(@) |E2) |2 = [ (Bflu(2)e74(0)e 6% (2 — (7)) | By) |2
= Ul 00 — 0y (1)8 (@ — (7)) AE ) (s5)
Here we have defined the energy gap as AE = E; — E; and the charge as ¢> = | (Ef|§(0) |E;) |*. For the sake of
brevity we defined a “velocity tensor” via Uy, [z, 2] = u, (2')u,(z). Next, we shall evaluate the photon inner product.

For this we will need to integrate over the final state momenta, thereby developing the total emission probability.
Hence,

/ 0K| (k| A% () 0) [2 = / @k (0] A™ (') ) (K| A" () [0)

= (0] A" (2") A*(x) |0)
= G2, ). (S6)

Note we have utilized the completeness relation, [ dk|k) (k] =1, to simplify the expression . The resultant is our
photon two point function with vector indices. Using our photon two point function and the electron current density

from Eq. (S5). we can formulate the AQED response function % =T'. Hence

P [ [ate [t (81 B P 44() 0) P

=T = qz/dge_iAEgUW [z, ]G [, x]. (S7)



Here we have made use of the difference and average propertime change of variables; £ =7/ — 7 and n = (7' 4+ 7)/2
respectively. Using the standard mode decomposition for the vector field in a dielectric medium, we have

. Bk > € . ‘
o _ i1 | A i(kex—wt) A1 —i(k-x—wt)
A (x) — / (271,)3/2 m |:ake =+ a.e ]

kot , ;
_ ~i(kex—wt) ~t  —i(k-x—wt)
B / (27)3/2 \/2w [ake e ] ' (S8)

In the last line we have defined the quantity o = Y, ¢/'. The two point function then reduces to an integral over
the momentum,

2ty d3k/ g v R i x —w ' —w't!
(0] AT (2/) A (z) — |/ RO [ak ik )y al il t)}

dsk ot A~ i(kx—w ~T  —i(kx—w
/ Wﬁ[ake“‘ R

_ 3 2 / 70_# Tuei(k-Axfw(t 7t))' (Sg)

Again we see that the vector two point function is formally the same as a scalar field but with polarization vectors
lending their indices. Combining all the pieces we can formulate the response function for our photon emission.

F:q2

1 1 Pl ARk AxertwA

We defined the velocity product U = U“UT”U,W[I’ ,x] for brevity. Let us now examine the power radiated by a
uniformly accelerated charge.

C. The Thermalized Larmor Formula

To analyze Larmor emission we will now consider the electron propagating in free space, i.e. n = 1. We will
begin by examining the polarization vectors that are contracted with our velocity tensor. Recalling that under proper
acceleration a, the four-velocities at proper time 7 will be given u* = (cosh (a7), 0,0, sinh (a7)). Hence,

() (2
() [

= sinh (a7) sinh (a7’) sin? (9). (S11)

Here 6 is the angle of photon emission relative to the direction of propagation along the z-axis. Moreover we will
make use of the hyperbolic double angle formulas to obtain

sinh (a7) sinh (a7’) = % 2 cosh? (an) — 1 — cosh (af)] . (S12)

Combining all the above pieces we can now formulate the transition probability. Thus

1 1 3 )
ER /df/ % 2 cosh? (an) — 1 — cosh (af)] sin? (§)e " HABS -k AxirfwAt) (S13)
7r
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To arrive at the Larmor formula, typically computed in the rest frame of the electron, we follow [53] and set 8 = 0;
i.e. Az < At. Note that with respect to the variable 7, the Lorentz gamma is given by v = cosh (an) which we also
take to be 1. As such we obtain

I'=¢? (2717)3 i / d€ [1 — cosh (a&)] / ? sin? (§)eHABEHWAL), (S14)

Now, examining the momentum integrations, we move to spherical coordinates with the momentum aligned along
the z-axis, to yield

I'= q (27];_)331/d£ [1 — cosh (af)} /d@dwd¢w Sin3 (9)67i(AE§+WAt)
:g */dﬁ [1 — cosh (ag)]/dwwe i(ABE+wAL) 15

2
Note, in the last line we rewrote the prefactor in terms of the fine structure constant a = £-.To compute the

Larmor formula, we will need to examine the power emitted by the photon. As such we weight the frequency integral
with an additional factor of frequency. Hence

S = foz— / dee A8 1 — cosh (af)] / dww?e WAL, (S16)

The integration over the frequency can now be carried out to yield

/dwae_i“’At = & (S17)

We should note that there is an implicit regulator At — At — ie in the denominator. This will later require us to
include a pole on the real axis in the integration over the proper time. Our integration now simplifies to

_ 2 1 _inge |1 — cosh (af)]
S = 30 /dfe A . (S18)
Finally we recall that At = 2 sinh (a/2), we have
S = Zai / dee—iapell C3°Sh (ad)] (S19)
3 sinh” (a&/2)

Converting the hyperbolic terms to exponentials and making the change of variables w = €%, we have

9 33 1/2—iAEJa _ 1, 3/2—iAE/a _ 1, —1/2—iAE/a
S— 2,4 (7) /dw [ 2 i I (520)
3 ™ a [w — 1]

This integration is standard and can be evaluated using the residue theorem. As such we obtain the following

2 , 1
S= gaa W. (821)

This is our thermal Larmor formula. By summing over transitions both up and down in energy, i.e. when AE = |AE)|
and AE = —|AE|, and taking the limit |[AE| — 0 we arrive at the standard Larmor formula. Hence

S= %aaQ. (S22)

Note, this is written in terms of the proper acceleration and therefore is fully relativistic as in the classical derivation.



D. The Quantum Correction to the Larmor Formula

The quantum correction to the Larmor formula will come from the recoil correction. Generically, by setting the
energy gap to 5— we can examine what the quantum correction will be. Let us consider Eq. (S15) of the supplementary.

I'= fa— / d¢ [1 — cosh (a&)] /dwwe HABE+wAL) (S23)
Defining AE as the auxiliary gap, the total energy gap we will use is defined as follows;

w2
AE = — +AE. (S24)
2m
With this energy gap we note that the recoil portion must be integrated over with the frequency while the auxiliary
gap serves the same role as a traditional Unruh-DeWitt detector. As such we split the detector up into the two
portions; the frequency dependent part and the auxiliary gap. Thus,

2 1 _
I=Za— / dé [1 — cosh (af)] / dwwe ™ (ABETWAL
3 27

2 1 AR
= Za— [ dee " FE (1 — cosh (af)] / duwwe (ErEHwAD), (S25)
3 27
To compute the Larmor formula, we will need to examine the power emitted by the photon. As such we weight the
frequency integral with an additional factor of frequency. Hence

S= fa—/dg —iABE [1 — cosh (af)] /dww omi(EmATHOAD, (S26)

Note that since we are in a non relativistic regime we can make the replacement ¢ — At in the frequency integration.
Moreover, to evaluate the resultant integrals we Taylor expand the exponent that is quadratic in the frequency to
yield

9 1 " < (5 zAt)Z =
S=Za— [ dée P [1 — cosh (af)] Z /dwwg(“l)e_w L (S27)
3 27 =

The integrations over the frequency can now be carried out using the identity

a(er1) —iwnr _ (=120 +2)!
/dww (t+1De t= B (S28)

We should note that there is an implicit regulator At — At — ie in the denominator. This will later require us to
include a pole on the real axis in the integration over the proper time. Our integration now simplifies to

9 1 o 00 (ﬂ‘At)f .
S — oy dee " EE[1 — cosh (af)] ;:O %Tr; /dww2(e+1)eﬂwm
2 1 20+ 2)! e "AF¢ (1 — cosh
RN S G / de’ cosh (at)) ($29)
3 2 ~ ( 2m égl €+3 AT)€+3
Finally we recall that At = 2 sinh (a£/2), we have

_2 1y 2e 2)! 0+3 —iAFE (1 — cosh
2 1 + 2et2) ( ) /d e . [Hg cos (af)]. ($30)
~ 3% 520 —2m)e! sinh™™ (a&/2)



These integrations are standard and can be evaluated on a case by case basis. For the case of £ = 0 we obtain the
following

2 1
Sp = 300 15 c2rdia’

(S31)
By summing over transition up and down in energy, i.e. when AFE = |AE| and AE = —|AE|, and taking the limit
|AE| — 0 we arrive at the Larmor formula. Hence

Sp = -aa’. (S32)

3

For the first quantum correction to Larmor we evaluate the £ = 1 integral. As such we obtain

da AE
Sl = Ea w. (833)

Then by summing over transition up and down in energy we obtain

S, = 4—aa2AE sinh (27rAE/_a)
m 1 —cosh (2rAE/a)
4o o

7rm

- Saer o (S34)
m

Note, in the last line we took the limit of zero auxiliary energy gap. This is the quantum correction to the Larmor
formula. Next we compute the radiation reaction force for each term.

/F”v-dt:—/Sdt

2

= FIm = —%Ja. (S35)

As such we find the covariant form of the quantum LAD equation to be

dut 24h
— 124 _ 2 iz 2, 1
m— = qF"u, + 3ah <1 — 5V > [JH + a*u"]. (S36)

E. Power Spectrum

Prior to integrating over the emitted photons frequency, Eq. (S14), we will have the following emission rate

Nl /dﬁ/ [2cosh? (an) — 1 — cosh (a€)] sin? (0)e HABE ke AxirtwAl) (S37)

We will further simplify by using the following redefinition § = 272 — 1. Utilizing the same approximation Az ~ 0,
which reproduces the Larmor formula, but now keeping our boost parameter, which is a function of 7 only, we can
now convert to spherical coordinates and integrate over the emission angle. Hence



I'=¢? ! 1/df/ ﬂ [6 — cosh (ag)] sin? () (AFEHwAD
(2m)3 4 w
1 1 A
=q° on)3 / d{/dww [0 — cosh (ag)] e HABEHWAY
(S38)
weighting by an extra factor of frequency to obtain the power, we formulate the power spectrum, %. Hence
ds o 11 2 —i(AEE+wAL
o= Wg/dfw [6 — cosh (ag)] e ) (S39)

Recalling that with the boost parameter, At = %sinh (a&/2)7, we now convert hyperbolic cosine to exponentials to
obtain

WS
El&
|
l‘Ql\.’)
Y|~

e
w| &,
—

de [ 5e_i(AEg+2“’TW sinh (a&/2))

1 —i((aBtia)e 222 sinh (ag/2))

%e—i((AE—ia)ﬁﬁ-m’%’ sinh (a€/2)) | (S40)

Employing the change of variables w = a£/2 we obtain

dS 2 1 w2 2 _2iAE,,_ 2iwy .
— = ZZ|d Se(—HaBw—=22 sinh (w))
do 1 (2m)2 3 a/ v l ¢

_ L (222 gy 2 inh (w))

2
_ %ev(%mwﬂ% sinh (w)) | (S41)

Now, recalling the integral representation of the second Hankel function, we have

1 coO—iT
H(2) (JC) - _ = dtefnter sinh(t)' (842)
1T )
Here, the integration contour is shifted down by —x on the imaginary axis. This is consistent with the Larmor case
since there we used our At — ie prescription. Using the above formula we find our power spectrum to be

ds 2 w? 2 24wy 1 2 25wy 2 24wy
- 3y {(m(i (‘a)‘z(HE%E—z —S) e (7)) (343)

To make the presence of thermality more apparent, we make use of the following identity, H, éz) () = e H (_22 (z).
As such, each term will yield precisely a Boltzmann factor with the Unruh-DeWitt detector energy gap thermalized
at the celebrated Fulling-Davies-Unruh temperature. Applying this identity then yields our power spectrum,

ds 2 W A/ 24w 1 24w 21w
R L {‘”{@%E (_cf) "3 (H(Qgifw (‘7> +Hoge (‘J))} - B4

This power spectrum contains the Unruh-DeWitt detector energy gap thermalized at the Fulling-Davies-Unruh
temperature. Let us now explore the use of radiative energy loss, as a source for acceleration. We will then compare
our results with the recent experimental observation of radiation reaction in aligned crystals.



F. The Thermalized Total Transverse Emission Spectrum

In order to understand the physical processes present 1n the Rindler frame we must first start by computing the
emission spectrum per unit transverse momentum, i.e. d,ﬂ In the Rindler frame, the mode functions of the photons
are labeled by momentum transverse to the acceleratlon and by the Rindler frequency w, which characterizes the
photons energy in Rindler frame. We will find that w, will play the role of the energy gap of the Unruh-DeWitt
detector. Moreover, there is no dispersion relation which relates w, to k. For this reason, we must utilize our
formalism to compute % in both the Rindler frame and the lab frame to confirm that they match. Starting with
the lab frame computation, let us recall Eq. (S37),

r

3
¢ (2717)3 i /df/ % 2 cosh? (an) — 1 — cosh (a€)] sin® ()~ (ABE—kAxirFwAl)

ar o, 1 1/
PR CYSE

Note again we made use of the boost factor § = 2 cosh? (an) — 1 and we have defined d*k, = dk,dk,. Using the
same approximation Az ~ 0 and recalling At = %sinh (a&/2)y, we have

ar 2#1/
2k 1 2B
ki

Utilizing the same Hankel identity, Eq. (S42), and recalling sin () = "= we arrive at,

dk., i _
" [6 — cosh (a&)] sin? (§)e UABE—k-AxrtwAL) (S45)

dk [6 — cosh (a€)] sin? (§)e~ {(ABE+Z" sinh (a&/2)) (S46)
w

2 _Ziw'y
ko - / dk, "1 6HME( Zen ) (547)
(2) 25wy 2) 24wy
‘2(H( ) e (-57)) ]

Finally, if we recall that w = \/k? + k2 and assume that the functional dependence on k. in the argument of the
Hankel functions is negligible, i.e. w ~ kj, then the integral over k., can be evaluated. Since each photon from a
thermalized process will be emitted into Rindler horizon. This occurs due to diphoton creation near the Rindler
horizon which causes one to escape into the horizon, while the other is absorbed by the electron or by direct photon
emission into the horizon; i.e. emission and absorption of Rindler photons [24, 52]. This implies the momentum of all
thermalized photons, in this setting, will have k, > 0. This fact may be of pertinence to understanding the nature of
the relationship between the Minkowski photon energy w and the Rindler photon frequency w,. Hence

/dk ui / dk. )3/2

(S48)
From here, we obtain our emission rate per unit transverse momentum,
dr @) 2tk 1y
= 0H - S49
2k, 4ma [ e ( a (549)

1 2tk 2ik
“p (e () e (207) )

Finally, we recall that each Hankel function, by flipping the sign in the index, produces the detailed balance

. . . . dr_ s
relationship. From this, when we can form the total emission rate, ‘;E;COI = ‘fil;@f + %55 kiE . This yields,




dlyot  dUar  dU_ap
d2k, o d2k d2k
dU'ag e%rAE/a dl'ap

a2k, d?k,
_ ar 2nAE/a
= B [1 te ] . (S50)

Here, %, is given by Eq. (S47). Writing it explicitely for later comparion we find,

dl“wt —ix (2) 2’ikJ_’y 1 (2) 22'/@_’7 (2) 2ikj_'y
koLm{(sH%ﬁE ) e ) e T

x [1 + e%AE/a} . (S51)

Note, that this also assumes that the energy gap, if dependent on the photon frequency w, also reduces to AE(w) —
AE(k;). We must now ensure that the channeling radiation analysis, in the Rindler frame, matches the above
expression.

G. The Rindler Frame Analysis of a “Channeling like” Oscillation

The Rindler frame analysis provides us with a special opportunity to explore the particle content of the background
spacetime and potential temperature experienced by an accelerated particle. In order to approach this computation,
we must first look at our Rindler line element for the coordinates (7, ¢, z,y); ds? = e22¢ (d7'2 — d§2) — dxﬁ_. Here, &
characterizes motion along the z direction, 7 is the Rindler time, and 22 = z?+y?. The two Rindler coordinates (1, &)
are related to the laboratory time and z cooridinate via; t = (e%¢/a)sinh (a7) and z = (€% /a) cosh (a7). Quantization
of the electromagnetic field in the Rindler wedge yields the two physical photon modes,

sinh (7w, /a 1/2
A0 = g (L) 0,0k 10, b )

Coon2k, a
. 1/2
A2(x) = Wlh (Smh (7;"”/ ‘”) (e f (x), ~iw, f(x),0,0). (852)

The transverse photon momentum k£, and &, along with the mutually independent Rindler frequency w, label the
Rindler photon mode functions; here k; = ,/k2 + kg The function f(x) which characterizes the spatial modulation

of the modes is given by,
ki aé ) ikl x| —w,T)
f(fE) = Kiwr/a a € e T (853)

Our second quantized field operators are constructed from the above physics polarization modes, integrated over the
transverse momentum and Rindler frequency,

Ax:OOQ Oow QA" (z at At ()] .
A(a) /oo‘“”/o dri;;z[Aﬂ<>+ Al ()] (554)

Here we are summing over both physical polarization modes. Now, in order to analyze any photon emission or
absorption processes, we will use the curved spacetime QED interaction Lagrangian, £ = /—gjtA,,. Here, the
Rindler current will characterize the comoving channeling oscillation. The resulting amplitude A for Rindler photon
absorption is given by

Ao = i / dhar/ g7 (0] Ay ) - (S55)

The magnitude for Rindler photon emission is the same for absorption, i.e. |Agps| = |Aemi|. Moreover, if we consider
the presence of a thermal backround in Rindler space, when we compute the total probability for both photon
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emission and absorption, we must take into account the background thermal bath. What this means is that when
we compute the total probability, we must weight each component by the contribution from the thermal background,
i.e. Paps ~ |Aaps|?(1/e/T — 1) and Pepmi ~ |Aaps|?(1 4 1/(e“r/T —1)). The temperature of the background thermal
bath, T, is kept arbitrary. Summing both probabilities and integrating over the final Rindler photon states then gives
the total probability,

P 21:2 / 2. / dun A, |2 coth (wy/(2T)). (S56)

Now, in order to evaluate our absorption amplitude, we need the functional form of the Rindler current. The four
velocity for a channeling like oscillation, e.g. a transverse oscillation in the x direction, can be written as,

u* = v,(1,0,vg cos (Q7),0). (S57)

Here the velocity parameter, vg = Af2, is determined the oscillation amplitude, A, and oscillation frequency, £2. The
Lorentz factor is determined from the transverse oscillation which we take to be non relativistic, i.e. v, = 1. From
here we can construct our four current for the channeling oscillation is then given by

Jr = qut6(§)0(z — x4r)8(y). (S58)

The trajectory along the x direction is given by = Asin (27) and ¢ is the electron charge. Utilizing this trajectory,
we can examine the total rate of Rindler photon emission and absorption under the assumption that there is a
background thermal bath present in the Rindler frame. Note, for the transverse oscillation, we will see that it is
sufficient to only include the minimal oscillation term in the phase and keep the velocity term in the current constant,
ie. v, = vgcos (1) ~ vy and zy, = Asin (Q7) ~ vo7. We also must recall the covariant volume element is given by
V—g = €29 Recalling Eq. (S55), let us compute the absorption amplitude for the first polarization. Hence,

Ay, =i [ dtoy=git 01 4% 1)
/d‘*x\ﬁg /koL/dw (0] [aA,(x) +a" AL ()] |y)
—i [ dey=gital (o)
i / e 5(€)6(x — 21,)0(y)ub AL (x)

inh (1w, 1/2 _
-4 /d4 2a§5 Jf _ .I‘t7)5( )”Uok (bln (7TCL) /a)> Kiw,./a (ksea§>€l(kL.xl_er)

ki a

, . 1/2
_ —ig dTvoky sinh (nw, /a) Kin, /o ko pi(kevo—wr)T

272 ki a ' a

. . 1/2

—iq vok, (sinh (1w, /a) ko
_ K; — Jo(wr — kzvo).

i ok ( 4 oo = )8 o) (S59)

Similarly, for the second physical mode we obtain,

am—z/d%v*vbﬂ<>

_iq (Smh(w/“)> He K;w,,_/a(%%(wr o). (S60)

™ a

Here, the derivative of the Bessel function is with respect to the argument. Now, by taking the magnitude squared of
the above amplitudes, we can construct the total probability,

P = / d%/ dew, [| AL, + | A2, 2] coth (w,/(2T))

= — koL / dw, sinh (1w, /a)8? (w, — kyvo) coth (w,./(2T))

7r2a o

() () ()]
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We can now convert one of the delta functions into a total interaction time via A7 = 27§(0). This will allow us
to formulate the emission rate, I' = P/A7. Then, after integrating over the remaining delta function we fix the
Rindler frequency to the channeling oscillation, w, = k;A). We can now formulate the emission rate per transverse

2
’Uok /CJ_ 2 kJ_ 2
( kf> |Kw/a< )| LK /( ) (362)

We must note at this point that the integral over k, goes from —oo — oco. This is because although we only kept
the minimal contribution of the oscillation in the exponent, sin(27) — Q7, the velocity still takes negative values in
practice so we keep the full integration. Let us now consider the transformation of the K Bessel functions into Hankel

functions. First, we must recall the identity K, (z) = g(—i)a‘HH((f)(—ix). This identity allows us to write

ki o7 mer (2 k1
szr/a (a) = 256 Hiw,./a 27

/ ki T mwr o (2)! k1
K’iwr/a <a) = —7,56 2a Hiwr/a <—2a>. (863)

From here, our emission spectrum transforms into,

dr " _
momentum gz — =. Hence,
dl’ q>

sinh (7w, /a) coth (w,/(2T))

d?k ~ 9r3q

dr q? rawp
i~ 8ra sinh (7w, /a) coth (w,/(2T))e =
1 ma

2
voky (2) 9 k1o
200y ) _ gL
" l( k1 ) | iwr/a — I Wr/a “a |

We can further reduce the above Hankel functions by recalling their integral identity, Eq. (S42). Let us consider the
first Hankel term in the above expression

(S64)

|H(2)( )|2 — 1 dte tat—iz sinh ( t) 1 /dt —iat’+iz sinh (')

—T

= i/dt/dtleiatfizsinh(t)fiat +iz sinh (t)
7T2

= i/dt/dt/efia(tlft)fix(sinh(t')fsinh )
7-‘-2
2 —2ia€—2ix sinh (§) cosh

= 7/d77/d§e (&) (n)

= _—2@/ /H2(z2a (—i2z7). (S65)

Here we made use of the change of variables £ = (¢’ —t)/2 and n = (¢ +t)/2. Moreover, note that we have recovered
a Lorentz boost factor, v = cosh (1) based on the rapidity variable 1. Let us now evaluate the derivative term. To

begin we will transform the derivative back into pure Hankel functions via the use of the identity Hi(i)/(

[Hl(j) 1(—ix) — Hl((xl-l( zx)} This will yield the intermediate step,

—ix) =

2 2 . 2 .
B (i) = JIHE (i) P+ [HE,, (i)

— HZ (—in) B! (—iz) — HY, | (—iz) HE" | (—ix)] (S66)
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Lets begin by evaluating the negative terms first. The first one reduces to,

. 1 B
Hl(iil(—zaj)H@)i (—Zl‘) = [ de (ic—1)t' —iz sinh (¢') /dte —ia+1)t+iz sinh (t)
—m s
= S /dt/dt’e* ia—1)t' —iz sinh (t') — (—ia+1)t+iz sinh (t)
71-2
— iz/dt/dtlefiatlft/fiwsinh(t')+iat+t+iwsinh(t)
= —/d”/dﬁe (ia+1)§—2ix sinh (§) cosh (n)

2 [ anB 2 o(-i2e) (S67)

Similary, evaluation of the other negative term yields,

1. dt e—(ia—l)t/—iw sinh (t').i

—1T (s
1 / —iat’+t' —iz sinh (t')+iat—t+iz sinh (¢)
B O
_ f/dt /dte—zoz(t —t)+t' —t—ix(sinh (t')—sinh (¢))
_ —(ia—1)&€—2ix sinh (£) cosh(n)
=3 /dn/dfe n

= [ dnE_y(-i2a) (568)

2 * .
Hz(a) 1( Zx)Hz(azﬁ-l( ’L{E)

/ dte—(—ia+1)t+ix sinh (t)

Finally, we have only the remaining first two positive terms to evaluate. We will combine these two terms together
when evaluating. Hence,

1 . ’ . . ’
|Hz(a) 1(71‘1‘)|2 + |Hl(al1(*m7)|2 _ : dte(za 1)t—izsinh (¢) ~ /dt/ (—ia—1)t'+iz sinh (t")

—1T T
+ L dteliat1)t—izsinh (t)i\/dt/e(*iaJrl)t’«H’msinh (t")
—2'71' i

_ 772 dt/dtlezat t—iz sinh (t)—iat’ —t'+iz sinh (')
n - /dt/dt/eiat-i-t—iwsinh (t)—iat’ +t' +iz sinh (')
_ %/dt/dt/emt—ixsinh(t)—z‘at’+msinh(t/) o—t—t +et+t/}
_ %/dn/d£€—2ia§—2izsinh(§)cosh(n) cosh (2n)

= = [ an{2) (iz) cosh (20
4z

dns HE) (—i22). (S69)
Note we have recovered the same boost factor as in the Minkowski frame case; § = 292 — 1 = cosh (2n). Let us now

combine all the derivative terms together to yield,

—24

) . —2i . .
Y o) = 1 [ in| TR i) - ZHE (izen) - S o(-i2e0)]

. 1 . .
= —- / dn [wm( z2m>—2(Hé?;+2<—z2m>+H§?;_2<—z2m>)} (S70)
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Now that we have all of our pieces together, we find our emission spectrum to be

% = 7% dnsinh (7w, /a) coth (w,/(2T))e "

2 .
x| (5 +2 <”Zk-”> ) Hgfgr/a(‘i’m> (S71)
1
1 2) —2ik 1y ) —2ik .y
- 5 <H2’iwr+2 (a + HinT—Q T :|

2
If we are considering a nonrelativistic channeling oscillation, then the term proportional to (%) will be negligible.

Moreover, note that we are integrating the above expression over the rapidity n. Restricting our emission spectrum
to a window of constant rapidity, i.e. we maintain the assumption of constant acceleration and velocity as in the case
applied to the experiment, we then obtain our total emission spectrum in the Rindler frame,

dr 1o

4 " G h 2T))e =
e 5 Sl (rwy./a) coth (w,-/(2T"))e

 fomtt (TR < 5 (o) w2 (TR (s72)

In order to confirm that this expression matches the Minkowski expression, we must set the temperature of the
background Rindler bath to the FDU temperature, T' = 5=, and compare. As such the temperature prefactor in the
above expression reduces to,

r

sinh (7w, /a) coth (w, /(2T))e s = sinh (7w, /a) coth (rw, /(a))e «

= cosh (1w, /a) e"=

_ % (14 e2meese]. (S73)

Utilizing the above expression, we find our emission rate in complete agreement with the Minkowski case, Eq. (S51),
when we identify the energy gap of the Unruh-DeWitt detector with the Rindler frequency, AE = w, = k; AQ. Hence,

dar’ i ) — 20k 1 (2) —2ik 1y (2) — 20k
7= i o)~ (e () (R

X [1 + 62””/’1} . (S74)

H. Acceleration Via Radiation Reaction

Due to the similarity to channeling radiation, let us begin by presenting a simple example and compute the
acceleration produced by radiative energy loss, i.e. bremsstrahlung. As such, we have

B __E
dx xo
= E(x) = Ege~ %/, (S75)

For the sake of clarity, here we have E = m~vy = /p? + m? and p = mvy = mu. The parameter xz( is the radiation
length. Note, radiation lengths are typically on the order of ~ cm, i.e. they are macroscopic quantities. As we will see,
this parameter is what ultimately sets the length/time scale for the system and thus the acceleration as well. Let us
consider an ultra-relativistic particle and assume the initial energy will be entirely due to the momentum py = muy,
with ug = vpyg being the initial proper velocity. Thus, the expression for radiative energy loss will reduce to the
change in the relativistic momentum as a function of distance in the lab frame,

p(x) = poe™"/. (S76)

Note that this quantity determines the change in momentum of the positron. It is this change in momentum that
gives rise to a force, and thus acceleration. Keeping all aspects of the analysis in the lab frame, let us recall the
definition of force is the change in momentum per unit time, f = ‘;—’t’. Thus



14

@:ma’
dt
p_Ldp
=>al = (S77)

Here, we explicitly have the proper acceleration, a/, from the relativistic version of Newtons law f = mapy°.
Again in the ultra relativistic limit, we obtain

1 dz

r_ —x/xo
a = ———poe
mxg dt Po
’ 70
ap = —. S78
o= (579
Note that here we made use of the fact that fl—‘f = v = 1 for relativistic velocities. Also, the approximation

e~®/%0 = 96 ~ 1 is equivalent to the time independence of the acceleration for the system. Note, using the parame-
ters of the experiment; v = 3.5 x 10° and x¢ = 9.37 cm for silicon, the proper acceleration is given by af, = 74 ceV.
Although this acceleration scale is relatively large in the Unruh setting, we need to find an acceleration scale at or
beyond ~ 100 GeV, based on the energy scales in the experiment. Note again, the acceleration time scale is set by
t = xo/c and therefore reflects the bulk acceleration produced by radiative energy loss. In order to bring about a
larger acceleration we must look at the photon emission microscopically so as to obtain a more accurate acceleration
time scale for each process individually.

From the power spectrum of the actual data set, we have a max photon frequency of wy = 150 GeV. Note, this was
also the first photon frequency to thermalize. Let us then examine the acceleration produced via this emission. Using
this frequency as the change in momentum, |Ap| = |k| = wp. This momentum change occurs during the lifetime of
the emission process. Taking the physical size of the photon to be Ax = A/2, we can then determine the emission

time to be, At = Az/c = 2o+ Then, using i—’t) = ma’, our proper acceleration is given by,

a =— (S79)

This is a proper acceleration but it is written in terms of the lab frequency. What is important to note is that
2,2
Wy Y

when written in terms of proper quantities, the proper acceleration, a’ = , boosts as ¥2. More importantly, when
computing the FDU temperature for the emission, we find a recoil/radiation reaction temperature, Trr. Hence,

12,2
Trp = 07 (S80)

2mm?’

Note, we now have an FDU temperature which depends explicitly on the recoil kinetic energy, w?/2m which is
imparted on the positron by the emission. It is this acceleration, produced by the radiation reaction itself, that we
need to look at in order to obtain large enough accelerations. Lets examine the temperature produced by the recoil
of the maximum frequency in the data set, wg ~ 150 GeV. As such, we expect to find a temperature of,

I. Bekenstein-Hawking Area-Entropy

In consideration of the first law of thermodynamics, d€ = T'dS, we can use this relation to determine the amount

of entropy via the photon emission, here £ is the energy radiated away in the proper frame. Note, all quantities here
‘2, 2

Wy Y

5—7. From here we find

are necessarily in the proper frame. Recalling first that the temperature is given by Trr =

2 12
that the temperature can be written in terms of the energy via Trr = % if we recall that v = E/m. Note we
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express all our proper quantities in terms of the lab energy E. Then, recalling the proper energy is related to the lab
energy via d€ = dE /v, we have

ds = %dé‘
wWo Y
2m*n2 dE
w2 E3
A min? 1

=>8=s—F—=- (S82)
? w? E?

Here, we assumed the initial entropy is zero. Note this expression is consistent with black hole entropy, and the

Bekenstein-Hawking area-entropy law, since we have ST = 7. We will now utilize this expression to examine the

difference between the initial and final state entropy. Writing it explicitly in terms of the initial and final energy, in

order to compare it to the change in the horizon area, we find,

8 4,2
A= 11
h? wy? E]% E?
c® m*n? 1 1
== Rl (N - E—ZQ ) (S83)

It is this entropy that we will compare with the change in Rindler horizon area in order to experimentally confirm
the proportionality factor of i. Note, Ef = E; — AE, with AE given by the energy radiated by the positron and is
determined by the integral of the power spectrum over frequency and time. It is also this energy, when boosted into
the proper frame, that we will use to determine the change in the area of the Rindler horizon. As such, the change
in area, AA, generated by a flux of energy momentum across a Rindler horizon is given by [30],

o0
AA= 87rG/d2y/ dvv Tk, k. (S84)
0
Here, y = (y1,y2), is the transverse area, v = %‘H determines the spacetime propagation of the light like vector

k* = (1,1,0,0) which characterizes the light rays which span the horizon, and T is the energy momentum ten sor of
the matter/energy that crosses through the horizon. The total mass/energy emitted by the positron into the horizon
will give us T*k, k, = %6(0 —0)82%(y). Here, % is the total mass/energy emitted by the positron in the proper
frame. If we assume the energy is emitted at x = é and t = 0, then this implies the positron is at zero velocity in the
proper frame. The mass/energy will then cross the horizon at x = % and t = . As such we have, vy = . Therefore,

a a
the total change in the horizon area is given by
_ 8rGAFE

~vac?
B Ge® 8m’m*AE
R E3uw?

AA

(S85)

The Bekenstein-Hawking area-entropy law states that AA/AS = 4[2, where 612) is the Planck area. Writing the ratio
of the area change to the entropy change yields,

-1

AA  ,8AE 1 1
AS P E} |(BE;—AE)? E?

(S86)

Note, to lowest order in acceleration and energy change, the area-entropy ratio is indeed trivially satisfied. This is
due to the fact that the entropy is obtained by direct integration of the 1st law, dE = T'dS, which a priori satisfies
the Bekenstein-Hawking condition S = A/4. When expanding the entropy to first order in AE = 0, and forming the
ratio, this yields the first order term which will always be satisfied. To see this, let us consider more terms in the
expansion. Hence,

AA_€28AE[ 1 _1]1
AS P E} |(E;—AE)? FE?

3AE AE? AE?
T 3B, AR T RE +}

~ 40 {1



16

What we find is that the zeroth order term is always satisfied. However, what is required to confirm the presence of
thermality is that all terms satisfy the relation S = A/4, even with AE # 0. Conceptually what this means is that by

the original integration of the 1st law, we fix S; = ﬁi. This is the zeroth order “initial condition” of the integration.

Then, we must have AF evolve in such a way that the change in the area and entropy also obey AS = ATA. This
is not always the case in fact. The AFE that presents itself in the above expressions must come from a thermalized
observable. In other words, if the integral of AF came from a spectra with, e.g., a particle resonance present, then
the resultant AE will not satisfy the Bekenstein-Hawking relationship.

To better illustrate this point, we have deformed the power spectrum data set by adding in a Gaussian resonance.
The was accomplished by scaling the y-component of each data point as follows;

datay[i] — data,[i] * <1 + ﬁe(_lm((i_“)/”):}) . (S87)

For our purpose we used a« = 30, 0 = 7 and p = 50 GeV and p = 70 GeV. All errors were kept the same. We
then use this spectrum in the integral of AFE. The resultant area-entropy ratio diverges from the Bekenstein-Hawking
relationship and therefore reflects the lack of thermality in the system, see figure 1 below for an illustration of this
phenomena.
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FIG. S1. Area-entropy ratio for a non-thermal power spectrum: By including a Gaussian resonance in the power
spectrum data (LEFT), we can examine its effect on the area-entropy ratio (RIGHT). Note the Bekenstein-Hawking relationship
fails for non-thermal power spectra simulated by including Gaussian resonances at 50 GeV (TOP) and 70 GeV (BOTTOM).

What the above figures demonstrate is that for the full dynamics over the integration of AFE, the area-entropy ratio
will not be thermal if the observable analyzed is not thermal. In other words, satisfying the Bekenstein-Hawking
relationsip S = A/4 must happen at all orders in AF and not just the initial condition, i.e. the initial condition
satisfies S; = A;/4 and this relationship is upheld throughout the integration such that AS = AA/4, for all AE of a
thermal system.
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J. Notes on the Energy Gap

For the sake of simplicity, let us examine the radiation emission/absorption of a field ¢(x) from a second quantized
field ¢ (z), i.e. not an Unruh-DeWitt detector, in the Rindler frame. The integration over the spatial modes yields
delta functions whose argument encodes conservation of momentum, e.g. §(p; — p; + k), via

Aisy~ / 0B/ =g (0, Py (Pl k)
~ 5(pf —pi + k)

The expression for momentum conservation, in the case of the channeling experiment, can be rather complicated
on account of there being a channeling oscillation, recoil, and all other processes present. When looking at the change
in the electron Rindler energy AE = Ey — E;, we simply Taylor expand about the photon frequency. We must also
note, that in an inertial comoving frame, the electron Rindler energy coincides with the electron Minkowski energy.
Then, as an example, for the above conservation of momentum statement (taking p; = 0 for the sake of simplicity),
we will have

AE = /(ps)? +m2 — E; (S88)

We also expect there to be a pure channeling frequency €2 term based on both the Cozzella analysis [23] as well
as the fact that the same term is present in the energy gap of an Unruh-DeWitt detector for the anomalous doppler
effect. In our Rindler analysis, this term was most likely thrown away when we took the electron current to be at
constant transverse velocity. However, by keeping the oscillation in the phase, we obtain the AF = w, = k; AQ2. For
a dipole oscillator, when heavily boosted, this becomes beamed yielding k, ~ w, in the lab frame. This yields our
linear term, AQw. These three terms together comprise the fiducial terms of our energy gap,

2
AE ~Q+ QAw + = (S89)
2m

Finally, since we do not know what the exact dispersion relation is in the channeling experiment, we employed a
more general polynomial in the emitted photon’s frequency, i.e. AE = ag + ajw + asw? + asw3. We include one more
term beyond the known ones for the sake of completeness. To match the calculated spectrum to the data we also
include an over all scaling factor s for the spectrum and parameter, a, to fit the acceleration. The measured best fit
parameters are presented below.

Energy  x*/v s a [PeV]  ao [GeV] ax az [GeV™!] a3 [GeV™?)

30 GeV  1.114 12.93 7.939 -0.00197 0.0120 -846.2 0.4691

TABLE S1. The best fit parameters for our theoretical power spectrum with the energy gap for the 3.8 mm channeling crystal
sample at the energy where the chi-squared statistic first meets the 1 standard deviation criterion. Our reduced chi-squared
statistics shows that the data can be rigorously fit by the power spectrum with the energy gap thermalized at the FDU
temperature.

K. Notes on the Thermalization Time

Lets go back and consider an Unruh-DeWitt detector coupled to a massless scalar field. To begin, let us recall the
response function, i.e. transition rate for the Unruh-DeWitt detector [8], is given by,
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Iew{/@amﬂGﬂf@y (S90)

We should note here that the Wightman function G*[2’, 2] of the emitted scalar field, when evaluated on a hyperbolic
2

trajectory, is given by G = _ﬁsmh?a(w

associated with the Unruh effect,

The resultant integration yields the standard thermal response function

LJAE 1

F=gq ?e%rAE/a_l'

(S91)

The inverse of this expression is the thermalization time. However, we must note that the above expression utilized
the Wightman function G ~ 1/sinh® (a7/2), which had already integrated out the scalar fields frequency. To see this,
let us examine the computation of the Wightman function explicitly,

G2, z] = (0] ¢( gb () |0)
Sk/d?’k ot 1qr L ! 1qr . .
/ 0| |:ak ik x —w't") &L,e_z(k x —w't )i| [dkez(kx—wt) dii'ce—z(k~x—wt):| |0>

d?’k’d3k
/ ak/a ez(k X —kex—w't +wt) |0>

ﬁyﬁk S0 et bart)
X—Ww w k
s // 5 — )

3k
— i(k-Ax— wAt) )
2(27r) / W ° (892)

Note, the frequency here is precisely the frequency of the emitted particle; in this case a massless scalar but in our
manuscript it is the photon. Integration of this expression over the frequencies yields the typical G ~ 1/ sinh? (at/2)
form and everything reduces to the standard Unruh case. Utilizing the unitegrated expression, the response function,
and thus the basis for the power spectrum derived in the manuscript is given by,

2
q &>k e " X—w
2<27T / 5/ AE§ i(k-A At) (893)

Letting Az = 0, which is the “non relativistic” approximation used in the manuscript that successfully yielded the
Larmor formula, and recalling At = 2 sinh (a&/2)y [9], we then have

2 3
q d°k _inpe,—iw? sinh (ag/2)
in d - K2 Zwasln a 'Y' 4
el ) (894)

Again, making the change of variables w = a£/2 and recalling the Hankel identity Eqn. (S40), we then have

_ q232/dw/dgke—iAEée—iwisinh(af/@fy
22w
2 /d’lU/dque i28E Ew wZ smh(w)
71'

2 2
= —ia” / dwwH'2,, (—i‘”) . (S95)

a

This is, of course, the analogous expression for the AQED emission rate, Eqn. (S41) along with % = ZF w, but
for the massless scalar field rather than photon; the main difference being the two additional Hankel functions Wthh
come from the polarization of the photon. Here, we see explicitly why we still have to integrate over the frequency. It

is because we must start with the Wightman function which has not integrated the frequency out. This also enables
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us to include higher order frequency terms in the energy gap of the Unruh-DeWitt detector in a self consistent way.
This essentially means that we have switched the order of integration between the proper time of the detector and
the emitted photons frequency.

In terms of how to interpret the thermalization time, we must first comment on the above expressions relationship
to the standard Unruh response function. Modulo the approximation Az = 0, the integration over the frequency
should reduce to the appropriate approximation of the standard Unruh form ;

2
= —jo— /dwszmE ( w*y)

~ ¢ 277 W (596)

This, of course, is valid provided switching the proper time and frequency integrals is valid. This quantity is to be
interpreted as a decay/excitation rate in the conventional sense. In other words, given an initial population Ny of
excited detectors, the population as a function of time will be N(t) = Nge . The thermalization time is given by
7 =1/T and determines the time until the population has been reduced by 1/e. In the case of particle decays, this is
known as the particle lifetime. This is also the quantity that is used as the time necessary for thermality to take hold
in the Unruh setting [11]. Now, we note that the thermalization time is simply the unintegrated form,

1
foo oo dr g, dw

T =

(S97)

So the question is now, how does all of this change with a frequency dependent energy gap? The easiest way to
see this is to look to an example of a particle decay with 3 branching ratios. Each process has a rate 'y, I's, and
I's. The total decay rate is the sum off all three terms 'y, = > T';. It is this total decay rate which shows up in
the exponential decay, N(t) = Noe !tot!. The decay lifetime, or thermalization time, is the reciprocal of the sum,
7=1/> T, and not the sum of reciprocals, 7 # 1/T'; + 1/T'2 + 1/T's. Most importantly, each decay pathway has its
own decay rate and will decay according to its own lifetime. The total decay rate simply combines all contributions
for an ensemble system. The example here demonstrates what happens with discrete decay pathways.

What about having an infinite number of decay/excitation pathways? Consider a “particle” with an infinite number
of Unruh-DeWitt detectors and a continuous distribution of energy gaps. With no degeneracies, we will have precisely
one Unruh-DeWitt detector for every single frequency in the electromagnetic spectrum. This means the total decay
rate will be summing over each mode I'y = Y2 I'(idw). Since we have infinitesimal differences between our energy
gaps, dw, then we should likewise have infinitesimal differences in our excitation rate, dI'(idw) = T'((i+1)dw) —T'(idw).
Starting from the excitation rate of the zero energy gap, I'g, our sum then becomes I'y = I'g + Z?io dT'(idw). For
excitations, a zero energy gap will never excite and the rate is identically zero, I'y = 0. In the sum, we can multiply
and divide by dw to convert our expression into a Riemann sum, I'; = Zfo o dr(’dw)dw This, of course, can now be
transformed into an integral over the photon frequency and completes the derlvatlon of the standard excitation rate
for a continuous system as an integral over all internal energy gaps,

° dlM(w)
T, = /0 ) g, (S98)

Let us now turn to the question of the thermalization time of an individual frequency. Recalling from the discrete
case that the total decay rate was the sum of each rate of the individual decay modes we must also point at that
each decay mode stands on its own. In other words, each individual decay pathway obeys its own decay rate, but the
total decay rate depends on the sum. In just the same way, the individual excitation rate of a particular mode in a
continuous system will also stand alone, and thermalize at its own prescribed time in the Unruh picture. In order to
determine the excitation rate of an individual mode, w’ we must find the excitation rate of that frequency, i.e. I'(w’),
we must integrate up to that frequency in our total excitation rate. Thus,

/w/ L) 4 — P!y = 1(0)
0
=T(w") (599)
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Here we made use of the fundamental theorem of calculus and the fact that the excitation rate of a zero energy gap is
zero. What this shows is that as we int/egrate over the frequency of a continuous detector energy gap, each frequency,
w’, has an excitation rate, I'(w') = ;O dl;ff) dw. The integral up to w’ gives precisely the individual excitation rate
in the sum, of the total excitation rate, that characterizes this specific process individually. This process will also
thermalize at its own time 7/ = 1/T'(w’). This is precisely the scenario we saw in the discrete case. Each process
thermalizes at its own time but the total thermalization time (meaning all processes have thermalized) is the inverse
of the total rate.

L. Notes on the Semiclassical Vector Current

Let us go back and “derive” the Unruh-DeWitt detector from the QED current interaction. This will show how it
is possible to incorporate particle interactions into a two level system in a self consistent way. For the photon field,
At (z), We will have the following action [33],

Sp = q/d4x127H1/3A“(:v). (5100)

Here we have the Dirac current, jﬁ = erm[}, which we would like to model as a semi-classical vector current. To
see how this is accomplished we begin by recalling that for spinors u(s,p) and v(s,p) of spin s and momentum p that

are created by af , and Bi7p, we have the following electron field operators

dla,t) = /d3pz [@s,pU(S,p)aﬁp(fc,t) +51,pv(s,p)xp($7t)] ;
dant) = [ @3 [al a5, p)65(0) + byl psent)] (s101)

The positive and negative frequency modes are given by ¢,(z,t) and x,(x,t) respectively. Normally these modes
are plane waves, however in more general spacetimes our only requirement is that they are positive and negative
frequency modes with respect to the particle’s/detector’s proper time. Using these fields, we will formulate the Dirac

current, j’u = J”YMZ’- Let us now consider the transition element between initial, |E;), and final, |E), electron energy
state. We are also neglecting any spin effects. Now, focusing strictly on electrons, i.e. no antiparticles, the only
surviving element of the current will be given by,

Ju(@) = @(ps)ruu(pi) o, (v, 0)a) apdr, (,1). (5102)

In the above expression, we still have the spinor degrees of freedom to deal with. For this, we will make use of the
Gordon identity,

H H T %
_ _ P+ pl it (pr, — piv)
a(ps )y ulp:) = (ps) | = 2m ulpo): (5103)
Neglecting the spin coupling yields the kinematic term,
By
_ _ Py +p;
u(py)y"u(pi) = ulpy) f2m upo) (5104)

Finally, we will make the assumption that at the level of the semiclassical vector current, that the momentum
remains constant throughout the radiative process. As such, we have

u(ps)yuu(pi) = up. (S105)
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We now make use of the fact that our positive and negative frequency mode solutions can be separated into their
spatial and temporal components via ¢(z,7) = g(z)e *¥7. We have chosen to parametrize our fields via the electron’s
proper time, 7, to incorporate the Rindler coordinate chart when analyzing the accelerated case. Our current now
reduces to

ju(x) = uug}(x)gi(x)eiEde;ﬂfdpie_iE”. (S106)

We note that for sufficiently localized electronic wave functions, e.g. with a wavelength much smaller than the
wavelength of emitted radiation, we have g} (x)gi(z) = §*(x — x,) along the classical trajectory of the electron; which
is assumed to be uniform. Finally, by attaching the time-dependence to the creation and annihilation operators we
have

eI} Gy e BT = T (0)e T = (7). (S107)

Here we defined the Heisenberg evolved monopole moment operator 7 = 7 (0)e =7 where 72(0) is defined as
m(0) |E;) = |Ey) with E; and E the initial energy and final energy of the electron moving along the trajectory, x,., of
the current. The energy gap of the detector is AE = E; — E; and the system is normalized via 1 = | (E;|m(0) |E;) |.
As such, we have transformed our fermionic current into a semi-classical charged current coupled to an Unruh-DeWitt
detector,

Gu(@) = wn(7)83 (x — x4r). (S108)

We have provided a proof that the Dirac current can be reduced to a semiclassial vector current coupled to an
Unruh-DeWitt detector. The energy gap is defined by the difference between the initial and final electron energy
with respect to the proper time of the charged particle. Note, that the energy gap of our Unruh-DeWitt detector is
given by, AE = ag + ajw + asw? + azw?. Since the monopole moment operator creates and/or annihilates states with
definite momentum then we need to think of our semiclassical vector current coupled to a continuum of Unruh-DeWitt
detectors; one for each frequency of our energy gap.
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