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We study the collective dynamics of accelerated atoms interacting with a massless field via an Unruh-deWitt—
type interaction. We first derive a general Hamiltonian describing such a system and then, employing a Markovian
master equation, we study the corresponding collective dynamics. In particular, we observe that the emergence
of entanglement between two-level atoms is linked to the building up of coherences between them and to
superradiant emission. In addition, we show that the derived Hamiltonian can be experimentally implemented by

employing impurities in Bose-Einstein condensates.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The vacuum perceived by a noninertial observer is by no
means a boring place. For instance, it is well known that
an accelerated observer coupled to the vacuum experiences
it as a thermal field' [1] and that a pair of accelerated
atoms starting from a separable state can become entangled
[2-5]. Furthermore, it is known that for entangled states
entanglement can be degraded due to acceleration, as described
for nonlocalized Fock states [6—9] and for localized Gaussian
states [10]. As expected from the equivalence principle, the
creation and the degradation of entanglement can also be
observed in curved spacetimes [11-14]. Also, acceleration can
affect the interactions between two atoms [15,16].

In order to analyze these effects, the accelerated atoms are
often considered as an open quantum system coupled to a
quantum field, which therefore plays the role of an environ-
ment [17,18]. With this approach, the evolution equation of the
atomic reduced density operator—also known as the master
equation—can be computed by considering a weak coupling
between the atoms and their surrounding field [19-22]. In
such master equations, the action of the field in the atomic
dynamics is encoded in the dissipative rates, which in turn
depend on a sum over environment fluctuations defining the
environment correlation function. In this regard, most earlier
approaches were based on taking a Wightman correlation
function, which describes the environment fluctuations as seen
from the laboratory frame of reference [4,20,22].

In contrast to this, in this paper we consider Rindler space-
time to reexpress the Hamiltonian of a collection of uniformly
accelerated atoms within the frame of reference of one of
them. For the sake of clarity and to avoid technical subtleties,
we restrict our analysis to world lines corresponding to fixed
conformal positions of the atoms. This has the advantage
that it allows us to explicitly incorporate in the Hamiltonian
the redshifts between atoms having different accelerations.
In addition, this representation shows that, for equally accel-
erated atoms, we recover the Hamiltonian corresponding to

"Throughout this work, we refer to a quantum field in a thermal
(Gibbs) state as a thermal field.
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standing atoms coupled to a thermal reservoir, as expressed
via a thermofield transformation [23]. Hence, our approach
provides more physical insight than previous ones, as it allows
comparing the case of accelerated atoms in vacuum with the
case of atoms in a thermal field at the Hamiltonian level, i.e.,
without having to compare the dynamics corresponding to the
two cases. Furthermore, the derived Hamiltonian describes an
arbitrary number N of atoms coupled to a massless field via
an Unruh-deWitt interaction. This general form enables us
to investigate collective effects such as superradiance and to
analyze the emergence of entanglement beyond the commonly
considered case of only two uniformly accelerated atoms
[2,4,19,20].

To illustrate our formalism we analyze the dynamics of
a collection of N atoms both when they are all equally
accelerated and when they have different accelerations. In
this context, we explore the conditions for the emergence
of cooperative phenomena and coherent emission. Moreover,
considering a Markov and a secular approximation, we obtain
a Lindblad master equation, which allows us to compute
entanglement between the atoms based on a well-defined (i.e.,
positive) reduced density operator. We find that entanglement
is indeed built up during the evolution and persists in the
long-time limit, an observation that is consistent with previous
studies of two uniformly accelerated atoms [19]. However, our
approach allows us to show that the entanglement itself is not
due to the acceleration, which merely produces the effect of a
thermal bath in the case of equal accelerations, but rather it is
due to the presence of a common environment for the atoms.

For the accelerations that can be achieved in laboratories,
relativistic effects such as the ones described above are gener-
ally small [24]. Recently, this also was reported in experiments
studying photonic entanglement [25]. Therefore, experiments
employing analog systems are more promising candidates
to observe these phenomena. Proposed platforms for such
experiments include circuit QED [26,27], superconducting
qubits [28], and cold atoms [29-31]. For the Unruh effect,
in particular, an analog experiment utilizing a Bose-Einstein
condensate was proposed [29,30,32]. Recently, also a classical
analog of the Unruh effect was proposed [33]. Here, the
derived Hamiltonian for the Rindler modes enables us to
propose an implementation to simulate the collective dynamics
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of a collection of colinearly accelerated atoms based on
Bose-Einstein condensates. The key idea is to model the field
by the Bogoliubov excitations of the Bose-Einstein condensate
and to use optical tweezers to produce artificial two-level
atoms.

The outline of the paper is the following. In Sec. II, we
introduce the framework that is used in the present work and
derive the Hamiltonian describing a system of N accelerated
two-level atoms? coupled to a scalar field. In Sec. I1I, we derive
the master equation governing the time evolution of the atoms.
In Sec. IV we consider such an equation to analyze the atoms’
dynamics for different representative cases, and we propose
an experimental setup to simulate the open system dynamics
in Bose-Einstein condensates. Finally, in Sec. V we draw the
conclusions from this work.

II. FRAMEWORK FOR ACCELERATED ATOMS

In this work we consider the setting of several two-level
systems, which we refer to as atoms, interacting with a
massless scalar field at zero temperature, i.e., in the vacuum
state. Assuming that the atoms are initially in the ground state
and are in arbitrary inertial motion, it is clear that the system
remains in its ground state and no correlations between the
atoms can emerge. However, if the atoms are in uniformly
accelerated motion, this statement does not remain true. From
the perspective of an observer traveling together with one of
the atoms, the field is no longer in the ground state but in
an excited state. Therefore, a single atom being accelerated
can become excited [1], and several atoms interacting with
the same field can become correlated [2,19]. In the following,
we study a framework suitable to describe this situation. In
particular, we derive the Hamiltonian governing the evolution
of many accelerated atoms.

A. Scalar field in Rindler spacetime

Before moving to the case of Rindler spacetime, we briefly
recall some properties of scalar fields in Minkowski spacetime.
Let ¢ be a massless scalar field confined to a box of length L
obeying the Klein-Gordon equation (¢ = 0, where [J denotes
the d’ Alembert operator. Then we can expand the field in a
complete set of solutions,

¢ = lapuCx,t™) + alui (e, ™), )
k

where the u;(x,t™) are plane-wave solutions of the Klein-
Gordon equation that are created and annihilated by the
operators a,i and ay, respectively. However, in the following,
we choose to expand the field ¢ in a different complete set of
modes that is motivated by the setting we are considering in
this work.

Rindler coordinates are suitable to describe an accelerated
observer [34,35]. In these coordinates a uniformly accelerated
object is at rest. Here we discuss the 1 + 1-dimensional case,

’In the literature these are sometimes referred to as Unruh-deWitt
detectors.
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i.e., we neglect the orthogonal Euclidean directions usually
labeled by y and z. The metric reads in conformal coordinates,

ds? = 25 (Pde? — dg?), )

where t is the timelike and £ the spacelike coordinate and a
is a parameter with the dimension of acceleration. The range
of 7 and &€ in each of the wedges is (—00,00). In Minkowski
coordinates the world line (x,ct™M) of a particle moving with
constant proper acceleration is given by

? w art
x=x—eZcosh| — |, (3a)
a c
2
M € art
ct” = —ed sinh | — |, (3b)
a c

where the sign & depends on the direction of acceleration; see
Fig. 1. The proper acceleration « is related to the acceleration
parameter a, as o = aexp(—a&/c?). In consequence, the
spatial coordinate £ is constant and dictated by « for world
lines of uniformly accelerated observers.

Considering, for instance, two particles with proper accel-
erations & and o5, one obtains the world lines (xl,ct}“) and
(xz,ctévl), parametrized by the coordinate time t that equals
the proper time of particle 1, for & = 0, as

2
(xr.erM) = = ( + cosh (ﬂ) sinh (ﬂ)) (4a)
o c c
2
(x.cl) = 572 < + cosh <%) sinh (%)) (4b)

To arrive at (4), without loss of generality we have chosen
the acceleration parameter a to coincide with the proper
acceleration of particle 1, i.e., a = «;. In consequence, the
spacial coordinate of particle 1 is zero, & = 0. It may seem that
ay or equivalently the world line (xz,cté‘/l) depend on o) = a.
However, that is not the case, as &, is fixed by the proper
acceleration of particle 2, ay = a exp(—a&,/c*). Therefore,
o, and o are two independent parameters. What we have
done to arrive at (4) is to choose a particular value for the a
priori,unphysical parameter a to obtain a simple form of the
world lines; for an insightful discussion of this issue, we refer
to Ref. [5].

Next, we consider the quantization of a massless scalar field
¢ in this spacetime;3 see [34] for details. A scalar field in a box
(size L) with periodic boundary conditions can be expanded
as

¢ = Z [bruk&.0) + bluf (¢, 0)] + Hec., (5)
k
where
ul(,1) = ;ei(ks_lk") in region I (6a)
ke 2Lk ’ ’
up(€,7) = SKEFKID i region I, (6b)

V2LIK|

3In the following, we work in units where i = kg = ¢ = 1.
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(b)

FIG. 1. Schematic figure showing atoms interacting with a
massless scalar field. The ground state of the field is entangled
between regions I and II. Therefore the reduced vacuum state in
either of the regions is given by a thermal state. In (a), the two atoms
are in antiparallel accelerated motion and interact with the massless
field supported in causally disconnected regions of spacetime. In (b),
the two atoms are accelerated in parallel and therefore only interact
with the field in region I.

are solutions of ¢ = 0, where [J denotes the d’Alembert
operator. The solutions are § normalized, (uf,uf) = 8(k —
Déa.nrs (ul,ul™*) = 0with A,A’ € {I, I} [34].* The timelike
Killing vectors in regions I and II are given by 9, and

“Here, similar to the quantization of the electromagnetic field, we
consider that the field is confined in a box so that the momentum £ is
quantized. This situation also arises when simulating the system with
Bose-Einstein condensates (cf. Appendix B), as these are naturally
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d_, and act on the solutions as d,u}(€,7) = —ilk|uj(§,7)
and B_Tu}cl(g,r) =—i |k|u£(§,t), i.e., these are the positive
frequency solutions. The free-field Hamiltonian H"™ in each of
the wedges is given by H" = Y k|, b}, Therefore the
vacuum state in each of the regions I/Il is given by HM0Yyy =
0 and the global vacuum can be written as |0)g = |0); ® |0)y;.
To obtain the complete free-field Hamiltonian Hy, one has to
take care of the fact that the timelike Killing vectors in regions
Iand II, 0, and 0_., differ by a minus sign [34]. Therefore, the
Hamiltonian also contains a relative minus sign

Z Ikl (bi'by = BB, ()

Alternatively, the field ¢ can also be expanded in a complete
set of solutions of the Klein-Gordon equation for Minkowski
spacetime. One finds that the Minkowski (M) vacuum |0)y is
related to the Rindler (R) vacuum by

10)m = S|0)r, ®)

Hf HH

where the operator § acts as

STHMS = cosh(ry)bY™ + sinh(r )b, 9)
where r; is defined by tanh(ry) = e’%k‘. In consequence, the
Minkowski vacuum expressed in Rindler modes according to
(8) reads

1 o0
I0)wm = ]:[ oD ;tanhm)"mkn ® . (10)

Thus, Eq. (10) shows that the Minkowski vacuum written in
Rindler modes exhibits entanglement between regions I and
II. State (10) is the purification of a thermal state in region
I by modes of region II. Therefore, taking the partial trace
over one of the regions results in a thermal state of the Unruh
temperature Ty ~ o, where « is the proper acceleration of the
observer [34]. In consequence, the expectation value of the
particle number operator can be expressed as

sinh(ry)? = = n(k), (11a)

Bkl _

cosh(ry)? = =1+ n(k), (11b)

1 — o Bkl
which depends on the inverse Unruh temperature g = %”

Written in this suggestive form, (11a) gives the Bose-Einstein
distribution at inverse temperature .

B. Hamiltonian for accelerated atoms

In the following we derive the Hamiltonian governing the
evolution of N two-level atoms with rotating frequencies w;
coupled to a massless scalar field by an Unruh-deWitt—type

confined to a finite scale L (the size of the condensate). In the
continuum limit corresponding to L — oo, the normalization of the
solutions (6) is modified and the sums over momenta are transformed
into integrals.
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coupling [34]. The interaction is described by an interaction
Hamiltonian of the form

HY = x () 0(w)lx(w)], (12)

where x (t;) is the coupling that might be chosen to be constant
[x(z;) = x = const.], Q(t;) is the monopole moment of the
ith atom, and x(t;) is its trajectory. The full Hamiltonian for
atom i, that generates the time translations with respect to the
proper time t; of the atom, in the Schrodinger picture is given
by

dt

H=""H+H"+HY, (13)
dt;

where Hs(i) = w;6,"6; is the Hamiltonian describing the

internal degrees of freedom of the ith atom with 61 =
1(6. +i6y)and 6~ = L(6, — i6,), HY! gives the atom-field
interactions, Hy is the free-field Hamiltonian (7), t is the time
coordinate, and t; is the proper time of the atom. A priori, there
is no preferred mode expansion for the field ¢. The expansion
in Minkowski modes, Eq. (1), as well as the expansion in
Rindler modes, Eq. (5), are both legitimate choices that are
equivalent. In this work, contrary to, e.g., [4], we choose
to formulate the Hamiltonian governing the evolution using
the expansion in Rindler modes. We consider the atoms
moving along the world lines (&(t;),7(t;)) introduced in Eq.
(3), where &(t;) = §; is fixed by the proper acceleration «;
according to o; = a exp(—aé;) and the time coordinate reads
T = 1; exp(—aé;). Thus, we identify the redshift

dt
pial a“*, (14)
and thus the redshifted frequencies are defined as
0 =20, (15)
dt

Even though the chosen family of world lines is not the most
general one,’ in the following we show that this restricted
class of world lines gives rise to a lot of interesting physical
phenomena and that it encompasses various different scenarios
involving accelerated atoms. We aim at investigating the
general setting of N atoms coupled to a common scalar field
¢ according to (12). Therefore, the Hamiltonian (13) has to
be generalized to describe more than one atom. It is clear
that the free-field Hamiltonian H; remains unchanged, while
the contribution to the energy from the internal dynamics of
the atoms is given by the sum of the individual (redshifted)
energies described by dr’ Hg ¥ i.e., the total contribution Hs

is given by Hs =), ‘ffr’ Hy (’) . Finally, we have to take care
of the individual interactlon terms (12). Also for these, the

total interaction energy is given by the sum Hip = ) _; de' Hl(n’t

>The set of world lines of several equally accelerated atoms that
at T = 0 are spatially separated, for example, is not contained in
the family considered here, since the spacial coordinate &; is fixed
by the proper acceleration «;. We also do not consider the case of
overlapping Rindler wedges that naturally leads to crossing world
lines. For a discussion of this possibility, see [5].
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Therefore, considering N atoms, we can write the Hamiltonian
in the Schrodinger picture with respect to the time t as

HS =" (ko — > [klb bl

k k

Ny N
Ata— At oA—
+ E Q;676; E 0 6;
i=1 i=N+

th 8k,i ~ A — ikE; It —ikg
+ZZ S+ aDbe + )

SIPI T

i=Nj+1
x (bl  bylTek), (16)

where the first Ny atoms accelerate in positive direction and
the remaining ones accelerate in negative direction, i.e., they
live in wedges I and II, respectively. Further, we defined
8k.i(ti) = x(Ti)8k.i = X8&k.i» Where g ; is the usual coupling
appearing in Q(t;). We note that in case we consider the
Minkowski vacuum, the state of the Rindler modes is given by
the entangled state (10), such that the field in each wedge isina
thermal state, i.e., pg = Tru{|0)m (0} ~ exp[—B D, |k|b?b,£],
and plf = Tri{|0)m(0]} ~ exp[—B Y Ik|by B!

Since, throughout this work, we are interested in atoms
coupled to a scalar field in the Minkowski vacuum, we
frequently encounter vacuum expectation values (Hg)m of
some Hamiltonian Hy, defined with respect to Rindler modes.
Therefore, it is convenient to absorb the transformation S,
relating Minkowski and Rindler vacua, into the Hamiltonian
and to define transformed Hamiltonians Hy by

(Hr)m = (STHRS)r = (Hy)x, (17)
where the action of S is given in Eq. (9). The free Hamiltonian

transforms trivially, H{ = H' — H" = H;. The interaction

Hamiltonians Hi(ni[) , however, are not invariant and pick up
nontrivial contributions. The transformation of the Hamilto-
nian H® can be performed straightforwardly. The same goes
through very similarly for the Hamiltonian in the interaction
picture, where we first transform using the operator S and,
subsequently, we go to the interaction picture
(H ) =(0]Se ™  HI et sT0)e,  (18)
where we introduced the definition
H(int)/ — e*iHoT STH(S)SeiHOT. (19)

Using expression (16) for H® and definition (19), one obtains
for the Hamiltonian in the interaction picture

int) dl i
=3 e T e

x (cosh(ry) (bre' 5~ KD) | il mithei— 7))

+ ZQI+HC)

+ smh(rk)(bn i (k& +|k|T) _’_bII(ITei(kéinlf)))]
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N

dtl 8k,i N QT
B o] Py LI
1N1+1 [ 2L|k

x (cosh(ry)(bfle! 6EHKID 4 plTpilkétikiD)

+ sinh(ry) (bpe' 5K +b,{*e—"<’<¥f-'k'”))]. (20)

Due to the above transformation, the effective temperature
produced by the acceleration is now encoded in the Hamil-
tonian itself [through the coefficients cosh(r;) and sinh(ry)],
while the initial state of the Rindler modes is now the vacuum,
|0); ® |0);. Furthermore, the Hamiltonian (20) describes an
ensemble of N = Ny + Np atoms of which N; are accelerated
in one direction and the remaining Ny are accelerated in the
opposite direction. Each atom might experience a (different)
arbitrary uniform acceleration, where £(7;) = &; is constant
and fixed by the proper acceleration «; according to o; =
a exp(—aé;), such that our chosen reference frame moving
with atom 1 sees their frequencies redshifted according to
(15). Further, we have considered the definitions (11) in terms
of the inverse Unruh temperature S.

Our description allows us to read-off that, in the case
that all atoms are equally accelerated, the Hamiltonian (20)
is exactly equivalent to the one describing a collection of
N = Nj atoms located at position §; = & > 0 and coupled to a
common thermal field in 1 + 1 dimensions, once such field is
treated with thermofield (also known as thermal Bogoliubov)
transformation [23,36,37].

Having established the Hamiltonians (16) and (20), we now
move on to study the dynamics of the system of accelerated
atoms coupled to a massless scalar field. For this purpose, in
the next section we derive the respective master equations that
govern such evolution in different cases, while in Sec. IV we
use this equation to numerically analyze the dynamics of up
to six accelerated atoms.

III. MASTER EQUATION

We derive the master equation obtained by considering a
second-order perturbative expansion in the coupling Hamilto-
nian between the atoms and the scalar field. As discussed in
Appendix A 1, this equation reads as follows:

dps(t) _
dt

/ dSTI'B{[VO (ml)” [VSOH(im)”IO;q ® ,OS(I)]]}a

(21
where we refer to the evolution time, given by the proper
time 7 of atom 1 as ¢. In this section, we consider two main
situations: all atoms accelerating in the same direction, and
then some atoms accelerating in the opposite direction.

A. Coaccelerating atoms

We insert the Hamiltonian (20) with Ny = N atoms ac-
celerated in one direction and Ny = 0 atoms accelerated in
the opposite direction in the master equation (21). Then, we
perform the trace over the environment and consider a change
of variables in the time integrals t — s — s, such that the
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resulting equation can be written as
dp (t)
S =30 N yE[6)es).6F] +He,  (22)
ij Em=t.—

with the coefficients y;f (1) defined as

t
v @) = / dsCpyy ()" =) gEiSt (23)
0
The correlation functions C,;(s) read
Cut—s)= otnl(t —5)+ a (t s), 24)
with
oz”j(t Z G,j coshz(rk)Tr{p}gb,I{b,Ij}eik(g"_éf)e_i'k'(’_s)
k
= 3" Gy cosh? (el EEn eI
k
ailj(t —5) = Z G smhz(rk)Tr{pgb bm}

£/ *En=8)) ikt —5)

=) Gy sinh*(ry)e &8 M), (25)
k

where we have defined G,; = (df” )(dr’ )8kn&kj, and pB =
|0)11r{0] is the vacuum for the modes in I and II, respectively.

We now consider the Markov approximation in the master
equation (22), which implies that the integral limits of the
coefficients (23) are extended to infinity [17,18]. As further
detailed in Appendix A 2, within this limit the coefficients
y_}f (t = o0) can be written as

Vi =& 8(Q) — Qe i,
Vin© =g 8(Q) — Qe i, (26)

where we have introduced the notation y n =V jt,_ (00), ¥ j_n+ =
VJTF(OO), with gj_,f = Gpj(n(ko;) + 1),gj_,,+ = Gyjn(ko;), and
the resonant wave vector ko; = €2;, while the number of ex-
citations in the field is given by the Bose-Einstein distribution
(11a).% In terms of these coefficients, the Markovian master
equation can be written, back in the Schrodinger picture, as

dps(t)
dt

= —i[Hs,ps()]+ Y_ v, [6] ps(1),6, ]

i,j

+ Z vi; 167 ps(1),6," 1+ He. Q27
i,Jj

®Notice also that unlike in higher dimensions, the rates (26) do not
decay with the distance r;, between atoms j and n. This can naively
be understood in analogy with an electric field £ = V¢ (¢: electric
potential). A consequence of Gauss’s law in d spacelike dimensions
is that VE scales with the distance r as VE ~ r'~¢ and, therefore,
in one dimension, E is constant in regions with vanishing charge
density. We note, however, that the factor 1 + sgn(A,,;) ensures that
causality is respected, in the sense that atoms only become connected
through the field, so that the rates y_}f are nonzero, once their effective
separation becomes timelike.
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In contrast to the second-order master equation (22), which
does not preserve positivity of ps(t), Eq. (27) is in the
Lindblad form and therefore preserves not only the trace and
the hermiticity but also the positivity of the reduced density
matrix. This is an important property that shall be required if
we want to calculate quantities such as entanglement.

B. Counteraccelerating atoms

Following the same steps as in Sec. III A, we find, for atoms
accelerating in different directions, that their reduced density
matrix obeys the master equation

d
pS(Z) _ Z Z ylﬂé(t) 0",05([),6—,'5]

i,j EFn=+.—

+20 D rEo[a)es0).5]]
Ky E#Fn=-+,—

=30 > vE[s es.6f]
i E=n=+,—

=Y ) vEO[62ps).67] + He.,  (28)
ik E=n=+,—

where the coefficients y " (¢) are defined similarly to the ones
in the case of parallel acceleration, as detailed in Appendix A 3.
In the long-time limit, we find that the equation shall be written
as

d
p S(t) Zy,,* (167 ps(6).677]

+ Z vi; FO167 ps(0).677]
iJ
+) v 016 ps).6,]
iJ
+Y v 016, ps).6]
iJ
-~ Z Ve (0167 ps(0).6,]
- Z Ve T(DI67 ps(1).6,1]
- Z Vie (D165 ps(1).677]
_ Z Vi TOI6, ps(t),61+Hec., (29)

i,k

where we have defined yJ*(r), yij ), v,
as in Eq. (26), and

(1), and y* (1)

y;;f = g;rlfa(g} - Q. )eiko,‘@i—,&)
y g“(+8(9 _Q )elkOx(Sz EK (30)

with g5 =87 = Guv/nlko)v/T+nlke) and g~ =
&.F = Gien/nlko)/T + n(ko;). We note that the cross rates
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FIG. 2. Evolution of the atomic population (top panel) and
emission rate (bottom panel) for N = 6 atoms at the same ac-
celeration. The different curves correspond to increasing values
of the acceleration o = 2,4,6,8,10 in a rainbow scale going from
blue to red curves (in direction of the arrow). In the top panel,
higher accelerations also have higher values of the long-time limit
population, while in the lower panel, higher accelerations correspond
to a higher maximum in the emission rate.

(30) for counteraccelerating atoms are in general nonvanishing
and may give rise to entanglement as described in Refs. [3,4].

IV. EXAMPLE WITH SIX ATOMS

Having developed all the necessary tools, in this section
we analyze the collective dynamics of six two-level atoms
as viewed from the instantaneous rest frame of the atom
j = 1. We consider for simplicity that all atoms are in the
excited state and are accelerated in the same direction, such
that N = N; in the Hamiltonian (20), and that the reference
atom has a frequency w; = w;. We use units such that
h = kg = ¢ = 1. Further, time is measured in units of w;l
In consequence, a proper acceleration of @ = 1 corresponds to
a ~ 3 x 10%' m/s? for w, = 1013 571,

In Figs. 2 and 3 we consider additionally that atoms have
the same acceleration. As can be seen in the top panel of Fig. 2,
the population of the reference atom j = 1,

Pi(1) = (Wol6," ()8, (1) Wo), &1V

evolves to a steady state, which contains a finite population
in the excited level. Such population is higher the higher the
acceleration is. Moreover, as we already noted above, in the
case that all atoms experience the same acceleration, their
dynamics is equivalent to the dynamics of atoms coupled to
a thermal field that is formulated employing a thermofield
transformation [23,36,37].

However, in general, the steady state achieved is not a
thermal state p’Sh = ¢ PHs /7. Indeed, even if the thermal
state is a fixed point of the master equation (27), it is
not its only possible steady state due to the presence of
symmetries in the system [38]. This can be confirmed by
analyzing the spectrum of the Lindblad superoperator £
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T T T T T T
:ﬁ
o’ 1
T I
4 5 6 7 8 9 10
0.15 T T T T = T T T T
0.1 E
=
S
0.05 E
I
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

FIG. 3. Evolution of the atomic coherences (top panel) and
concurrence (bottom panel) for N = 6 atoms at the same acceler-
ation. The different curves correspond to increasing values of the
acceleration o = 2,4,6,8,10 (blue to red curves, in direction of the
arrow). In both panels, the curves with higher acceleration have lower
maxima than the ones with lower acceleration.

corresponding to such an equation (27) when written in the
vector form, i.e., dps/dt = Lps. In more detail, when the
zero eigenvalue of £ is degenerate, there is no unique steady
state. As a consequence, different initial states will evolve
into different steady states, and not necessarily to a single
and unique (in this case thermal) steady state. In our case of
a collection of atoms coupled to a common field, the zero
eigenvalue of L is degenerate, and therefore the system does
not always thermalize. We note also that such degeneracy is
only removed when the emission rates of the equation are such
that ylf ~ 8,7, so that the atoms are virtually coupled to
independent environments and evolve independently from the
others.

The fact that atoms are coupled to a common environment
also has important consequences for the emission rate,

d(6;é;7)

, (32)

N
Ren(t) = dPtol(t) Z

Jj=1

where Pi(t) = > ; Pi@®) and P;(t) is the population of the
atom j. As can be observed in the bottom panel of Fig. 2, the
atomic emission rate increases for sufficiently small times.
This is a clear signature of superradiance [39,40]. As can
also be observed, such a slope, as well as the location of the
superradiant peak [given by the maximum of R(#)], is highly
dependent on the value of the atomic acceleration. In general,
it can be concluded that collective effects are stronger (and
therefore the superradiant peak occurs later) the smaller the
acceleration is.

The presence of collective effects in the emission is related
to the building up of coherences in the atomic system.
Such coherences can be quantified in many different ways,
such as, for instance, by considering the sum of the off-
diagonal elements of the reduced density matrix as proposed

PHYSICAL REVIEW A 96, 053612 (2017)

in Ref. [41],

Ceon(t) = Y 1(6767)1- (33)
J#

In turn, coherences are also related to the generation of
entanglement in the atomic ensemble. However, even though
coherences are necessary for entanglement to exist, they are
not sufficient. That is, a density matrix can have nonvanishing
off-diagonal elements (coherences) and still there can be
zero entanglement. Therefore, we also consider here the
concurrence for a pair of atoms of the ensemble j = 1,2. As
described in Ref. [42], the concurrence is defined as

C(ps) = max{0,A; — Ay — A3 — A4}, (34)

and the A;’s are the eigenvalues, in decreasing order, of
the Hermitian matrix R = //psfs+/ps, with ps = (0] ®
crf)p§(oy1 ® crf), where p¥ is the complex conjugated of the
reduced density matrix.

Figure 3 displays the evolution of the coherences (top panel)
and the concurrence (bottom panel) for the same value of
accelerations as in Fig. 2. In general, coherences are built up
in the system around the time at which the emission rates
achieve their maximum. However, the persistence of such
coherences in the steady state is more significant the higher
the acceleration is. In addition, the amount of entanglement
encoded in such coherences, as quantified by the concurrence,
presents also a growth at initial times of the evolution and
shows a higher maximum the smaller the acceleration is. In
contrast, at longer times the entanglement appears to be more
persistent for accelerations « > 4.

When a set of atoms with equal frequencies experience
different accelerations, their dynamics can no longer be
mapped to that of atoms (having equal frequencies, too)
coupled to a common thermal field. Instead, as shown in
Fig. 4, they present features that are unique to such a system.
Focusing in particular on the dynamics of the emission rate
and the concurrence, we analyze in these figures the following
situations: (a) all atoms having the same acceleration (as
considered in the previous Figs. 2 and 3) o« = 2; (b) all atoms
J having different accelerations given by

@ =02+ Aa(j — 1), (35)

where we have defined Aa as an acceleration mismatch
parameter. We also consider that all atoms have the same
frequency w; = wj, such that Q; # €; for any j # /. In this
case, the decaying rates (26) are such that yl'f A ) y,?é, and
each atom evolves independently to the others and relaxes to
a thermal state. Finally, in (c) we consider the case where
all atoms have different accelerations, but we chose w; =
exp(—aé&;) wy, such that Q; = Q; = ;. With such a resonant
condition, even when the atoms are accelerated differently, the
rates ygs are also nonvanishing for/ # j and collective effects
are still present in the dynamics. However, as shown by Fig. 4,
superradiance disappears when the acceleration mismatch Ao
is too large.

For counteraccelerating atoms, coherences are also built
between atoms accelerated in opposite directions. However,
such coherences do not produce superradiant effects in the
emission. To be more specific, when considering an initial
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FIG. 4. Evolution of the emission rate (top panel) and concur-
rence (bottom panel) for different acceleration distributions and
considering all atoms initially excited. Solid red and solid black
curves correspond, respectively, to the cases (a) where all atoms have
the same acceleration « = 2 and (b) where all atoms have different
accelerations given by Eq. (35) with Ae = 0.6 and w; = w; = 1 for
all j. In the latter case, no entanglement is generated. The dashed
green and dotted blue curves correspond to the case (c) where atoms
have different accelerations, as given by Eq. (35), with Aa = 0.6
and Ao = 0.03, respectively. In this case the atomic frequencies are
chosen such that Q; = w; = 1.

state that has no coherences, so that the initial state is
separable along the bipartition in atoms in wedge I and
atoms in wedge II, both sets of atoms become entangled as
time evolves. This is a well-known phenomenon that was
studied in a lot of detail [2,4,5,10,43]. However, as analyzed
numerically (not shown here), the atomic population and
the emission rates are not sensitive to the growth of such
interwedge coherences, and therefore these quantities behave
in each region independently of each other. This can also be
understood by considering the Heisenberg equations for the
correlations

- z :ylj Ullo—n
+ E (yn] U] a
2 : —t/ataza—
+ ym( (Ul Una
K

+ Z(V1;+)*(&:(A’IZC}J) -

d (al O'n

ZVw 676567
Z(V[*) [6,)
Z v (676, 6.)
> 666,
K (36)

In this regard, for n # [, the evolution of (0’1 ) depends on
correlations between the atoms in different wedges. However,
the populations (o,"o,") do not, since the relevant terms pro-
portional to correlations between the wedges, N((6,76:6,7))
and R((6/6, G, ), cancel each other.
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Analyzing the physics of an accelerated atomic ensemble is
experimentally challenging. This is because for accelerations
that can be achieved in laboratories, relativistic effects are
typically negligibly small. However, the derived Hamilto-
nian (16) can be implemented by considering, for instance,
Bose-Einstein condensates (BEC). In Appendix B we give
an experimentally feasible scheme to simulate this system
that allows us to observe the collective effects displayed in
Figs. 2—4. In particular, the proposed scheme allows us to
simulate the case of atoms accelerating in the same direction
as described by Hamiltonian (16). To this order, we consider
a BEC to play the role of the reservoir (more precisely,
the excitations on top of the BEC, the so-called Bogoliubov
modes) and a set of impurities immersed in the BEC, which
play the role of two-level atoms. The impurities are affected
by the potential created by a set of optical tweezers, which
provides the ability to tune their internal energies [44].
BECs of alkali atoms are specially suited for the quantum
simulation for two reasons. First, the Bogoliubov spectrum in
the long-wavelength limit is linear, w =~ k (with k being the
wave vector labeling the Bogoliubov mode), which naturally
mimics Unruh radiation. Secondly, the kHz energy scale of the
BEC excitations is suitable to couple to the two-level atoms
created by the optical tweezers. Employing these tweezers, a
large number of two-level systems can be created on demand
having different energy gaps, coupling strengths with the field,
and relative spatial positions. Further details of our proposal
are given in Appendix B.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we have studied the emergence of collective
effects and entanglement in an ensemble of uniformly accel-
erated two-level atoms. We have derived a Hamiltonian which
describes the system in the accelerated frame of reference
of one of the atoms. We have shown that, in the limit in
which all atoms are equally accelerated, this Hamiltonian is
exactly equivalent to the one describing a collection of N
atoms coupled to a thermal field once such a thermal field is
treated with thermofield or thermal Bogoliubov transformation
[23,36,37].

We found that superradiance emerges in an ensemble of
accelerated atoms as it is witnessed by the presence of a
positive slope in the atomic emission rate at initial times. The
slope as well as the location of the subsequent maximum of
the emission rate (superradiant peak) varies strongly with the
value of the atomic accelerations. In this regard, we found
that with higher accelerations the superradiant peak occurs
later and therefore collective effects are stronger. As it is also
shown, the emergence of such collective effects is linked to
the building up of coherences in the atomic system.

Moreover, our formalism shows that the creation of coher-
ences and entanglement within the two-level atoms is due
to the fact that they are coupled to a common field, and
not directly a consequence of their acceleration. Indeed, for
atoms equally accelerated, the acceleration merely converts
the surrounding field into an effective thermal field. In this
regard, entanglement can be built-up even if the atoms are
not accelerating (such that the effective temperature of the
field is zero), provided that they are initially in an excited
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state (see discussion of entanglement generation in common
fields in Ref. [18]). Obviously, entanglement cannot be created
if atoms are initially in their ground state and they have
zero acceleration. Thus, acceleration, which leads to a finite
temperature field, becomes a fundamental resource to create
entanglement only in the case when the initial state of the
atoms is the ground state.

However, when atoms having certain frequencies undergo
different accelerations the situation is more complex and the
dynamics present features that do not correspond to the case
of atoms with the same frequencies and coupled to a common
thermal field. Thus, the physics of atoms experiencing different
accelerations cannot be observed in any other scenario than
the relativistic one, unless a simulator is specifically designed
for this purpose. We have given a concrete proposal for
such a simulator of multiple colinearly accelerated atoms
based on Bose-Einstein condensates. The key idea is to
simulate the Unruh radiation field by the Bogoliubov modes
(BEC excitations) and to implement the artificial atoms
with optical tweezers. Interestingly, the latter setup is not
limited to the simulation of collective effects and entangle-
ment generation but also offers the possibility to simulate
other effects such as entanglement degradation in accelerated
atoms.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We are very grateful to Jad Halimeh and Geza Giedke for
enlightening discussions and advice during the development
of this work. B.R. and Y.O. acknowledge support from the
Physics of Information and Quantum Technologies Group
through Fundagdo para a Ciéncia e a Tecnologia (Por-
tugal), namely, through the PTDC/POPH/POCH programs
and projects UID/EEA/50008/2013, IT/QuSim, IT/QuNet,
ProQuNet, partially funded by EU FEDER, from the EU
FP7 project PAPETS (GA 323901), and from the JTF
project NQuN (ID 60478). The work of B.R. was sup-
ported by the DP-PMI and FCT through Scholarship No.
SFRH/BD/52651/2014. H.T. acknowledges the Security of
Quantum Information Group (SQIG) for their hospitality and
for providing the working conditions, and thanks Fundagao
para a Ciencia e a Tecnologia (Portugal) for support through
Grants No. SFRH/BPD/110059/2015 and No. IF/00433/2015.
L.D.V. was financially supported by the Nanosystems Initiative
Munich (NIM, Project No. 862050-2) and partially from the
Spanish MINECO through Project No. FIS2013-41352-P and
DFG-grant GZ: VE 993/1-1.

APPENDIX A: MASTER EQUATION
1. Derivation of the master equation

In this Appendix, we give the details of the derivation of
the master equation (21) used in Sec. III.

The von Neumann equation for the density operator of the

total system in the interaction picture, pt((i,'ft)(t), reads as follows:

dply(®) _ 1

o = TV H R 0], (A1)
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where we have defined

yo H(int)’ — L{O_l(t,t())H(im)/uO([’m)’

t—ty

(A2)

and also pt((i)?t) =Uy L(#,t0)p (U (t,19) with the free evolution

operator Uy(t,t) = e~ ¢~ To simplify the notation, we set
oI (1) = p(r). We can integrate (A1) between 7o and 7. After
two iterations and a trace over the environmental degrees of
freedom, this leads to the following equation:

t

1 L
dpstt) = 1 [ arTea{[VIH® pao)])
)

1\ [ [T 0 7 (inty
+{ - dTt dt TrB{[VfH ,
14 I I

[Ver®™ o],

where pg(t) = Trg{p(?)} is the system reduced density opera-
tor and

(A3)

Aps(t) = ps(t) — ps(to). (A4)

Equation (A3) is exact, but some assumptions have to be made
in order to express it as a closed equation for ps(¢). For an
initially uncorrelated state of the form p(ty) = ps(to) ® o5,
and considering the case where
Trp{V)H™ pil} =0, (A5)
the first term in Eq. (A3) can be eliminated. Note that this
occurs, for instance, when the environment is initially in
thermal equilibrium, pg = p;q = {#ﬁ,
ple P18}
After the change of variable T =7 and s =7 — 7/,
Eq. (A3) becomes

t T—ty .
ps(t) = ps(to) — / dT/ dsTrg {[VPH™,
Iy 0

[VP_ HE . p(T = 9)]]}.
The evolution equation for the reduced density operator can
be obtained by deriving (A6) with respect to ¢,

dps(t) _
dt

(AO6)

1—1
— f 0 dsTep{[V H™ [V H™ o — 5)]]},
0

(A7)
with initial condition pg(#p). The density operator appearing
in the right-hand side of (A7) has the general form

o) = ps(t) ® pp(t) + xsp(t).

However, the term ygp(¢), which describes the correlation
between the system and the environment at time ¢, can be
neglected with the assumption that ¢ < At, where 7¢ is the
environment correlation time. Such time defines the time that
the environment takes to return to its equilibrium state after
interacting with the system, and therefore defines also the
time scale at which system-environment correlations persist.
Neglecting xsp(t) corresponds to the Born approximation,
which is valid only up to order g2 in the perturbation parameter
[18,45,46]. Also, in order to transform the resulting equation
into a time-local form, we further replace ps(t — s) = ps()
within the integral term. This approximation is valid provided
that the system evolution time T4 is much slower than the
correlation time of the environment t¢, which settles the scale

(A8)

053612-9



RICHTER, TERCAS, OMAR, AND DE VEGA

in which the integral decays. This is sometimes referred to as
the first Markov approximation in the literature.

Choosing fy = 0, the evolution equation (A7) becomes,
after a trivial change of variable s’ — ¢ — s,

dps(t) o inty
;t = —/0 ds TrB{[VtOH(mt),
[VOH™ pp(t) ® ps®)]]}. (A9)

J

PHYSICAL REVIEW A 96, 053612 (2017)

where pg(t) = Trg{p(t)}, and the initial condition is pg(0).
This equation can be further simplified by considering that the
environment always remains in its equilibrium state, pg(t) ~
py . Considering this, we find our basic model of equation to
consider:

dps®) _ _

t
20 = [ asTeal VP [V H i @ 5]
0

(A10)

2. The dissipative rates for coaccelerating atoms

Considering the long-time limit of Eq. (22) implies that the integral limits of the coefficients (23) can be extended to infinity,

o
—+ — I I —iQs5+iQut
yjn (OO) - /0' ds[ajn(t _S)+ajn(l—s)]e

o0
:f ds[a;n(s)—I—(x;ln(s)]e’Qﬂf“’(QFQ”)’
0

o0
=8(Q; — Qn)/ dsaljn(s)emfs,
0 <

(Al1)

where we have considered that in the long-time limit, e/$%~/(%=%)" leads to a nonvanishing contribution only when the phase
is zero, i.e., when €, = Q;. Considering the definition in Eq. (25) and going to the continuum limit, we can write

. © dk [ 2 ik(Ei—E;) i s—ilkls
Vi, (00) =68(82; — 2,) P dsGpj cosh™(ry)e ™72 e TR,
y —00 2r 0

(A12)

Separating now the negative and positive integrals in k, we can rewrite the above as

—+ < dk * 2 iQjs—ilkls
Yin (00) = 8(82; — 2,) ?2 cos[k(§, — &;)] dsG,jcosh”(r)e™" .
0 0

Considering now that fooo dte’® = m8(w) +iP(1/w), we find

2
yjjf(oo) =8(Q; — Q)G |:2 coslko;j (&, — &;)] cosh(ry,n(ko;) + 11+ i;P/

(A13)

—00

® (Re{eik@f—fw,-(k)[n(k) + 1]}”
k| — ; ’
(A14)

where we have defined the resonant wave vector ko; = 2; and extended the limits of the principal value part of the integral
to —oo, which can be done given the fact that the integrand is even. Going now to the frequency representation, we rewrite

Eq. (A15) as

J/];l+(00) = 8(2; — Q2,)Gj |:2 coslko; (&, — &)1 COShz(rkoj)[n(kOj) +1]

- i(@)(E—&) T
+€P/ dw(Re{e J,(k(w))[n(k(w))Jrl]})]

We now consider the Kramers-Kronig relationship,

1
Iml f ()] = —;P[ / d

which replaced in Eq. (A16) leads to the desired result,
Vin (00) = gT8(Q; — Q) (A17)

where we have defined the coupling strength gt~ =
2G,j[n(ko) + 1]. In a similar way we find that

yih (00) = g7 T8(Q; — Qe (A18)

w—, (A15)
> ww} (A16)
00 w — o

(

where now g™~ = 2G, jn(ko). In addition, we have defined
the number of excitations in the field as Eq. (11a). Note that
similarly as in the quantum optical case, due to causality these
rates are nonvanishing only when ¢ > (§; — &,). However,
such a causality condition is not directly captured by the
Markov approach used here (see, for instance, the comment in
[47]) but rather should be considered as an ad hoc condition.
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This condition is particularly important when the values
of & —&, involved are large compared to the evolution
time, which is not the case in our numerical examples. A
nice discussion on the retardation effects that exists when
connecting different emitters through a common field can be
found, for instance, in Ref. [48].

3. The dissipative rates for counteraccelerating atoms

Here, we give the coefficients, y"(t), appearing in the
master equation counteraccelerating atoms, Eq. (29). We
define the coefficients as

t
Vi;]‘g(l)=/ dSCij(S)eme(l_S)eE’Q"l,
0
t
)/ir/]f(t) :/ dSCiK(S)e—nzQk(t—s)eSzQIt,
0
t
VKrZS(t)zf dsCKl.(S)eﬂlﬂx(f—x)e—élﬂ;t7
0

t
v @) = / dsCey(s)e B (79 g5, (A19)
0

where the correlation functions C;; appearing in Eq. (A19) are
given by

Cij(t —s) = af;(t — s) + afi(t —5) (A20)

with

ozl!j(t —5) = Z Gij cosh?(ry)e " KI=s),
k

ot,l(y(t —5) = Z Gy sinh?(ry)e " KIE=9)
k

al (t —5) =Y Gy sinh(ry) cosh(ry e &8I,
k

Otg(l —s) = Z G sinh?(ry)e!K10=9),

k

oy, (t —s) = Z Gy cosh?(ry)e! M=),
k

afi(t —5) =Y G sinh(ry) cosh(re)e &5/,
k

(A21)

These satisfy the following properties: o, (t —s) = !, (t —
s) = [a}K(t —$)]* and oz,I(Ii(t —5) = [ag((t —)]*.

APPENDIX B: SIMULATION IN BOSE-EINSTEIN
CONDENSATES

In this Appendix, focusing on the case of atoms that are
accelerated in the same direction, we propose a simulation of
the system described in Sec. IV. The simulation is based on
Hamiltonian (16).

1. Bogoliubov excitations as Unruh radiation

We start by implementing the first term of Eq. (16). A
bosonic field ¢(x,¢) in a quasi-one-dimensional Bose-Einstein

PHYSICAL REVIEW A 96, 053612 (2017)

condensate (BEC) is described by the following Hamiltonian:

_ J ; _ﬁ2 82 B ;
Hy = [ dxo ntulle, B

2m 9x2
where u is the chemical potential, i is the interaction strength,

and ay, is a bosonic operator satisfying the usual commutation

relation [ak,a;] = & [49]. In the following we make use of
the Bogoliubov approximation, which amounts to neglecting
the depletion from the macroscopically occupied vacuum state

(¢) = /no, such that

' 1 , .
o(x,t) = e—t,ll-t/ﬁ [M+ ﬁ Z(akelkx + allce_lkx):|'
k

(B2)
Plugging this into Eq. (B1), we obtain

Hf = Ey+ Zeka,iak
k

+ luono Z brk(ZaZak + a,iaik + ara_y), (B3)
2
k0

where Ey = Nugng is a spurious energy shift, with N denoting
the total number of particles in the BEC, and ¢; = h2k2 /(2m).
By performing a Bogoliubov-Valatin transformation of the
form ay = uiby + v,be_k, the condition of b, being also a
bosonic operator implies the normalization condition |u|> —
|vg|> = 1, and diagonalizes the Bogoliubov Hamiltonian (B3)
as

Hp =" Eblb, (B4)
k

where Ej; = /€r(ex + 2u) is the energy spectrum, and the
Bogoliubov coefficients are given by [49]

a+n , 1\
uk,vk=< 2Ek iz) .

The condensate depletion (both quantum and thermal) per
mode k is given by (a,T(ak) = |ue|? + (Jug|> + |ve|*)ng, where
1

ng = —eék/kBT — 1 (B6)

(BS)

is the Bose-Einstein statistics and 7' is the temperature of
the system. Since our goal is to mimic Unruh radiation,
we identify the Bogoliubov modes with the Unruh modes
propagating in region I of Rindler spacetime with acceleration
o =2mckgT/h. As such, we guarantee that the first term
appearing in the Hamiltonian (16) is accurately simulated by
Eq. (B4).

2. Optical tweezers as tunable two-level systems

In order to emulate the Hamiltonian of the two-level
systems (atoms), we make use of a set of optical tweezers,
which can be located at different positions on demand. As
we are about to see, the spatial distribution of the optical
tweezers will simulate the location of the atoms at different
positions in Rindler spacetime [50]. Let v(x) denote the
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FIG. 5. (a) Width of the bound states as a function of the optical
tweezer potential depth. (b) Dependence of the atom energy on the
bound state width. In both panels, the shadowed region corresponds
to the two-level condition in Eq. (B9).

field of an auxiliary particle (impurity) inside the BEC. The
corresponding Hamiltonian reads

I 9 y
Hy= [ d ——— = Voe ' |Y, B7
s f xy |: o Ve ]I/f (B7)
where V|, represents the depth of the potential (associated
with the laser intensity) and w is the potential width (i.e.,
the laser beam waist). By expanding the field in the form
Y(x) =Y, @a(x)c,, where ,(x) satisfies the Schrodinger
equation Hgp,(x) = &,¢,(x) and ¢, is a bosonic operator with
algebra [cn,c,L] = &,.m, we can evoke the WKB approximation
in order to determine the number of bound states n;, as

n —V,/V‘)M—EJ (BS)
b= 5|

with [-| denoting the integer part. We are mostly interested
in the case where exactly two bound states can be produced
(np = 2); see Fig. 5. By keeping the potential depth constant
and tuning the tweezer waist, for example, we obtain two-level
atoms with energies in the range

4 MV 4 MV,
— —0<w<—2 =0 (B9)
5h b4 3h T

In that case, the two bound states » = 0 and n = 1 can be
approximately described by the following variational wave
functions:

2\ 4 X
¢0(x)=<_2> e p(x) =22 gy(x),  (B10)
7T(,10 ao

where qag is the width of the bound state, which can be related
to the tweezer parameters as
w? ( 2 1 )3 VM w*

) 4
a; h

(B11)

2 2
2a; w

The variational energies are then given by &, = (¢,|Hs|¢,),
and the two-level (atom) transition energy 2 = | — &g is then

given by
22 J2ai+ &
LY tAR el BT

(B12)
Mag (a2 +2w?)’
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Multiple atoms can therefore be simulated by tuning the width
w; of the different tweezers independently, which will then
emulate the atoms’ Hamiltonian in Eq. (16) provided the
identification w;dt; /dt — ;, yielding

+ —
HS: E Q,-UI. o;
i

= cllci,o and o~

(B13)

+

—cl e
where o; = CiCi,1-

3. System-bath interaction in the rotating-wave approximation

The interaction between a collection of two-level systems,
created by the impurities trapped in the optical tweezers,
and the phonons in the BEC is described by the following
Hamiltonian:

Hy=g8) / dxyf(r — ) (DS (x — x),  (B14)

where x; is the location (in the laboratorial frame) of each
optical tweezer and g is the atom-atom interaction strength
(g = uy if the atoms and the reservoir are of the same species).
By using the expansion in Eq. (B3) and the two-level condition
in Eq. (B9), we obtain

Hin = Hiy) + H&‘S + Hiy), (B15)
where H\Y = gno/LY, 30, ¢ I i is the BEC Stark shift,
which can be incorporated by a renormalizing of the energy
levels in the form e, — ¢, + gno. The last term is second order
in the bosonic operators by, O(b?), which we neglect in the

spirit of the Bogoliubov approximation. Finally, the first-order
term can be easily given as

Hl(nlt) — Z Z Z gmn th,cjlnbkcl W+ Hec.,

j m,n=0

(B16)

where the components of the coupling tensor explicitly read

gQO —g I’loS(k)e_kzaé/z7
L
k2
gzk - < - _)glk’
Gl =G5 =iapkG%. (B17)

Here, S(k) = u; — v denotes the BEC static structure factor
within the Bogoliubov approximation. Equation (B16) con-
tains intraband (m = n) and interband (m # n) terms. How-
ever, intraband couplings involve long-wavelength phonons
k ~ 0, for which S(k) ~ 0, and can therefore be neglected
[51]. Moreover, we choose a narrow range of atom energies
Q; for which the quasiresonant k; modes are located around
the maximum of |g | (see Fig. 6 for illustration). We then
go to the interaction picture, as described above, to drop
the terms proportional to O’i+b}: and o, b;. Within the RWA
approximation, the interaction Hamiltonian finally reads

H"A ~ %" Cye™™io by + Hee., (B18)

ik
where Cj; = Q},?. The latter is valid if the coupling between
the optical tweezers and the BEC is sufficiently weak, i.e.,

provided the condition g <« up. This is why a different
species is necessary, allowing for g to be tuned via Feshbach
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FIG. 6. (a) Dispersion relation of the Bogoliubov modes and the
choice of the resonance value of the atoms. The horizontal (vertical)
dashed line indicates the frequency (wave number) resonant with the
central atom transition 2. The shadowed horizontal (vertical) stripes
indicate the range of near-resonant frequencies (wave vectors) for a
centered distribution of atom proper accelerations. (b) Strength of the
couplings |GY| (dashed line), |G})'| (dot-dashed line), and |G}?| (solid
line) near resonance. For illustration, we have used ag = 2.2w.
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resonances. The appropriate simulation of the system-bath
reservoir in Eq. (16) is performed if we identify the laboratory
positions x; with the Rindler coordinates &; and the matrix
element C;; with the term g, dt; /dt.

Typical experimental setups with laser powers of ~800 mW
result in potential depths of Vy ~ 27 x 1 kHz and beam waist
of w & 1.0 um [52]. The latter are comparable to the typical
values of healing length &, and chemical potential p in
elongated 87Rb condensates [53]. Moreover, the atoms could
be constructed with 7>Yb atoms, which are heavy (M /m =~ 2)
and weakly interacting enough (an estimate of the scattering
lengths arp—yp ~ —160.7apen: and agp—rp ~ 90.0ap,p, yields
g ~ 0.18ug [54,55]) such that the approximations above
hold (see Ref. [56] and references therein). In typical 3’Rb
experiments with ng &~ 50 um~! (i.e., ~ 5000 atoms confined
in a trap of size 100 um [57]), and using the reasoning of
Ref. [56], we estimate that retardation effects can be neglected
forup to N & 20 atoms separated by d &~ 2.8 um. In this case,
hopping between the different tweezers can also be prevented.
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