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Erasing a black hole leaves spacetime flat, so light passing through the region before any star
forms and after the black hole’s evaporation shows no time delay, just like a flying mirror that
returns to its initial starting point. Quantum radiation from a round-trip flying mirror has not
been solved despite the model’s mathematical simplicity and physical clarity. Here, we solve the
particle creation from worldlines that asymptotically start and stop at the same spot, resulting in
interesting spectra and symmetries, including the time dependence of thermal radiance associated
with Bose-Einstein and Fermi-Dirac Bogolubov coefficients. Fourier analysis, intrinsically linked
to the Bogolubov mechanism, shows that a thermal Bogolubov distribution does not describe the
spin-statistics of the quantum field.

PACS numbers: 41.60.-m (Radiation by moving charges), 05.70.-a (Thermodynamics), 04.70.Dy (Quantum
aspects of black holes), 04.62.+v (Quantum field theory in curved spacetime)
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I. INTRODUCTION

Investigating the fascinating dynamics of quantum fields
through the frequency distribution of their spectra reveals im-
portant insight behind particle creation, especially from black
holes [1]. One well-established method to investigate the fun-
damental mechanisms leading to particle creation from the
quantum vacuum is the study of radiation from moving mirrors
as an analog to black hole radiance [2–4].

To investigate fundamental physical phenomena, moving
mirrors provide a simple model for addressing a wide range
of complex problems. For example, they have helped under-
stand the information loss problem [5–8], entanglement har-
vesting [9–14], fluctuation-dissipation [15, 16], holography [17–
21], conformal field theory [22], and complexity [23]. More gen-
erally, the dynamic Casimir effect (DCE) [24], wherein time-
dependent (i.e., moving) mirrors interact with the quantum
vacuum, resulting in particle production (see [25–27] for re-
views), has an expanding literature helping confirm the effec-
tiveness of the moving mirror model [28–33]; notably, study of
partially reflective mirrors [34–40], quantum radiation reaction
forces [41–50], and experimental verification [51–57].

A largely unexplored aspect of the moving mirror model
is closed-path motion. See Fig. 1 for an illustration. Such
trajectories asymptotically start and stop at the same spot.
Consider the unusual footprint of closed-path trajectories:
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• A spectrometer observes no Doppler shift (unlike motion
from rest that ends with a constant velocity).

• A light clock observes no time delay (unlike motion that
is overall shifted by a distance traveled).

• There is no asymptotic evidence that the motion ever
happened, except by the particle and energy creation.

A completely evaporated black hole leaves spacetime flat, with
no residual curvature. To test this, one could compare the
passage of light through the region before any star formed
and after the black hole has fully evaporated; both scenar-
ios should show no time delay. Similarly, a closed-path flying
mirror should produce no time delay difference.

Observed particle creation and energy emission are purely
due to the mirror’s motion rather than its overall position or
difference between the initial and end-state. Round-trip so-
lutions have zero net displacements, which allows for under-
standing how motion alone (i.e., the non-asymptotic, interme-
diate movement) can influence particle production by quantum
fields.

A wide range of round-trip motions can occur, with some
exhibiting oscillations that are gradually driven and damped,
ultimately leading the object to settle at its equilibrium po-
sition, such as in the case of a modulated Gaussian or ex-
ponential decay [50, 58]. The highly constrained (see Table I)
perfectly reflecting round-trip mirror emits the same energy on
both sides, unlike net-displaced asymptotically static mirrors.
This theoretical symmetry is complemented by experimental
potential, which favors a closed path for isolation and study
(cf. classical acceleration temperature (CAT) in a box [59]).
Confined accelerating mirrors could provide clear observational
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FIG. 1. The Gaussian, Lorentzian, and Hyperbolic Secant trajec-
tories, Eq. (10), Eq. (14), and Eq. (18), are plotted in phase space
with maximum velocity 50%, 40%, and 30% the speed of light, re-
spectively. Closed-path motion requires a finite orbit with a time-
asymptotic approach to and from the origin: (position, velocity)
→ (0, 0).

signals that can be analyzed to understand better the external
effects of boundary conditions on quantum fields.

Trajectories that asymptotically return to rest with a net
positional shift (one-way flights) have been worked out (see
‘Evanescents’ in Table II). However, the more restrictive Bo-
golubov transformation for round-trip trajectories has been
intractable. This paper presents novel quantum radiative solu-
tions for several closed-path trajectories. The non-relativistic
regime allows analytical solutions of finite particle production
from the quantum vacuum.

The structure of the paper is as follows: in section II, we
review only the essential formulas for confirming the time and
frequency domain analysis of energy production from round-
trip flying mirrors. For example, in Eq. (4), we state the Bo-
golubov betas are Fourier transforms of the trajectory. Sec-
tion III (Gauss-Lorentz) is devoted to the spectral analysis
of round-trip flying mirror radiation and some exciting spec-
tra. Leveraging the insight gained from these examples, we
compute round-trip trajectories that exhibit thermal Bogol-
ubov distributions in section IV (Bose-Einstein) and section V
(Fermi-Dirac). Finally, section VI summarizes the main find-
ings. Units are c = µ0 = ϵ0 = 1, where Planck’s constant ℏ is
left unset to emphasize the quantum field effects.

II. FRAMEWORK

Through time domain analysis—considering both sides of a
non-relativistic moving mirror—one can determine the magni-
tude of the quantum reaction force (e.g., [60]),

F = − ℏ
6π

dα(τ)

dτ

non-rel.−−−−−→ F = − ℏ
6π

da(t)

dt
, (1)

and the quantum power radiated by the motion (e.g., [61]),

P =
ℏα2(τ)

6π

non-rel.−−−−−→ P =
ℏa2(t)
6π

. (2)

Here α(τ) is the proper acceleration, τ is the proper time, a(t)
is the coordinate acceleration, and t is the coordinate time.
The total energy emitted may be found via time analysis, using
either the quantum reaction force or the radiated quantum
power (see, e.g., the classical analog via Eq. 9.1.2 of [62]):

E =

∫ +∞

−∞
P (t) dt =

∫ +∞

−∞
F (t)v(t) dt. (3)

The total energy emitted can also be derived via spectral
analysis in the frequency domain. The beta Bogolubov coef-
ficients relevant for both sides of the non-relativistic mirror
trajectory are given by (see Appendices VIID and VIIE)

|βpq|2 ≈ 4

π
pq|zω|2, (4)

where the Fourier transform of z(t) is zω = Fzt (see Eq. (78)
for conventions) and ω = p + q. Here, q and p are the two
in-out vacuum state frequency modes, respectively, e.g., [63].
The particle spectrum in terms of frequency p may then be
found by integrating over frequency q, (see e.g., [64])

N(p) =

∫ ∞

0

|βpq|2 dq, (5)

while the total particle count is found by integrating the Bo-
golubov coefficients over both q and p, (see e.g., [65])

N =

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

|βpq|2 dq dp. (6)

The total energy emitted is found by associating a quantum
of energy ℏp with the particle distribution, (see e.g., [66])

E =

∫ ∞

0

ℏp N(p) dp. (7)

We restrict our scope to causal time-like trajectories with ve-
locities,

|ż(t)| < speed of light, (8)

travelling along rectilinear paths starting at rest and returning
to their original position:

round-trip: lim
t→±∞

z(t) = 0, (9)

where we have taken the liberty to choose the origin as the
initial and final resting place.
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Constraint Feature Example

Acceleration z̈ → 0 Sub-luminal Carlitz-Willey [67]
Velocity ż → 0 IR-Finite Walker-Davies [68]
Position z → 0 Round-Trip Gauss-Lorentz [Sec. III]

TABLE I. Viewed in terms of coordinate time derivative constraints,
the physical features like sub-luminal speeds or IR-finite spectra
suggest round-trip trajectories may offer additional physically de-
sirable characteristics. Indeed, the additional symmetry of a closed
path means identical energy emission on both sides of the mirror,
e.g., [69]. The arrows in the constraint column are asymptotic co-
ordinate time limits, t → ±∞.

Mirror Analogs Energy Rapidity Particles Orbit

Cosmologies [70–72] ∞ ∞ ∞ ∞
Black holes [73–77] ∞ ∞ ∞ ∞
Extremals [77–81] ✓ ∞ ∞ ∞
Remnants [82–87] ✓ ✓ ∞ ∞
Evanescents [88–91] ✓ ✓ ✓ ∞

Round-Trip ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓

TABLE II. The round-trip mirror solutions in this paper are unique
as measured against previously studied trajectories. In this Table,
‘Cosmologies’ refers to dS, AdS, and SdS spacetimes, ‘Black holes’
refer to Schwarzschild, RN, and Kerr, and ‘Extremals’ refer to the
extremal RN/Kerr. ‘Remnants’ refers to asymptotically non-zero
constant velocity trajectories with a residual field mode Doppler
shift. The label ‘Evanescents’ describes finite-particle evaporation
trajectories that are asymptotically inertial with zero-velocity (no
residual field mode Doppler shift) yet do not return to their origin
(non-zero net displacement), whose footprint can be measured by
a pair of two asymptotic light-rays delayed in time. In 1+1 dimen-
sions, an ‘orbit’ refers to the mirror’s time-integrated displacement
along its rectilinear path,

∫
z(t) dt, which can be finite if it returns

to the same position (one full orbit) and infinite if it does not. In
the limit that t → ±∞, we have z(t) → 0, and z(t) ↛ 0, for finite
and infinite orbits, respectively.

III. GAUSS-LORENTZ

Several well-known functions satisfy the condition of return-
ing to rest at the origin, Eq. (9), and whose Fourier transform
may be computed to find the Bogoluvbov coefficients, Eq. (4).
Since we require the trajectory to be sub-luminal, |ż| < 1 [and
in this paper, the mirrors do not just move to the left but
also move to the right, so ż is sign-indefinite, and the absolute
value sign is essential to convey this non-monotonicity], it is
natural to construct a physically reasonable z(t) in terms of
the maximum speed, v = max(|ż|) < 1. This section briefly
examines the analytical solutions for the Gaussian, Lorentzian,
and other interesting motions.

A. Gauss

The Gaussian flying mirror takes the form (recalling the
maximum velocity v is dimensionless and the acceleration scale
κ is dimensionful):

z(t) =
v

κ
exp

(
1

2
− 1

2
(κt)2

)
. (10)

The beta coefficients in the non-relativistic limit, Eq. (4), are
of course, also Gaussian,

|βpq|2 =
4pqv2

πκ4
exp

(
1− (p+ q)2

κ2

)
. (11)

The particle spectrum, Eq. (5), is then

N(p) =
2pv2e1−

p2

κ2

πκ2
−

2ep2v2erfc
(
p
κ

)
√
πκ3

. (12)

The total energy, Eq. (7), and total amount of particles cre-
ated, Eq. (6), are:

E =
eℏκv2

8
√
π

, N =
ev2

3π
= 0.288419v2. (13)

The energy above can be checked in the time domain against
the radiation reaction, Eq. (1), and power, Eq. (2), using
Eq. (3). With its smooth, symmetric bell-shaped curve, the
Gaussian trajectory concentrates particle production around
the peak, offering a well-focused radiation signature.

B. Lorentz

Consider the Lorentzian flying mirror, uniquely constructed
so that the max velocity v < 1:

z(t) =
v

κ

8

3
√
3 (κ2t2 + 1)

. (14)

The beta coefficients, Eq. (4), have a Fourier transform that
hints at exponential attenuation in particle production:

|βpq|2 =
128pqv2

27κ4
e−

2(p+q)
κ . (15)

Indeed, the particle spectrum, Eq. (5), is more simple than the
Gaussian of Eq. (12), possessing a linear coupling to exponen-
tial decay

N(p) =
32pv2

27κ2
e−

2p
κ . (16)

The total energy, Eq. (7), and total amount of particles cre-
ated, Eq. (6), are coincidently similar (E/N = ℏκ):

E =
8v2

27
ℏκ, N =

8v2

27
= 0.296296v2. (17)

Like the Gaussian, the energy obtained in the frequency do-
main is consistent with the time domain using the radiation
reaction and power, i.e., Eq. (3).

However, unlike the Gaussian, the Lorentizian’s characteris-
tic long tails allow for a slower UV decay, resulting in broader
particle production over a wider range of times and frequen-
cies. See Fig. 2 for an illustration.
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FIG. 2. The figure compares the Gaussian, Lorentzian, and Hyper-
bolic Secant mirrors’ particle spectrum with maximum velocities
set at v = 0.2. It can be seen that Gaussian and Sech share similar
particle counts, N , which is also depicted through Eq. (12) and Eq.
(21). The Lorentz curve, Eq. (17), is less peaked but has a broader
spectrum with particle count, N close to the Sech trajectory total
emission.

C. Hyperbolic Secant

Let us consider the hyperbolic secant flying mirror with max
velocity v < 1:

z(t) =
2v

κ
sech(κt). (18)

The beta coefficients, Eq. (4), are of course, also hyperbolic
secants:

|βpq|2 =
8pqv2

κ4
sech2

(
π(p+ q)

2κ

)
. (19)

However, the particle spectrum, Eq. (5), is a linear-log scaling,

N(p) =
32pv2

π2κ2
ln
(
e−

πp
κ + 1

)
. (20)

The total emission,

E =
28v2

45π
ℏκ, N =

24v2ζ(3)

π4
= 0.296167v2, (21)

has a particle count which is coincidently close to the
Lorentzian particle count, despite its steeper decay in both
time and frequency domains. Interestingly, UV-suppressed
particle production is almost perfectly balanced by IR-
increased particle production, leading to a more sharply de-
fined emission profile than the broader Lorentzian.

D. Oscillations, UV-cuts, and T -asymmetry

Round-trip trajectories may be solved with interesting par-
ticle spectra whose relationship to maximum velocity is less
arithmetically simple. For instance, using a linear function of
the maximum velocity, J(v) (different for each unique trajec-
tory), facilitates solving a Quad-Lorentz-type trajectory

z(t) =
J(v)

κ

1

(κt)2 + (κt)−2
, (22)

which has an oscillating particle spectrum

N(p) =
J(v)2p

4κ2
e−

√
2p
κ

(
2− cos

√
2p

κ

)
, (23)

with total particle count

N =
J(v)2

4
= 0.354852v2. (24)

Or consider the Sinc trajectory,

z(t) =
J(v)

κ

sin(κt)

κt
, (25)

which has a UV-finite cut-off in its particle spectrum,

N(p) =
J(v)2p

κ4
(κ− p)2, → N =

J(v)2

12
= 0.438009v2,

(26)
for κ > p and N(p) = 0 otherwise. Likewise, the Jinc (Som-
brero) trajectory,

z(t) =
J(v)

κ

J1(κt)

κt
, (27)

may also be used to compute the particle spectrum given by:

N(p) =
2J(v)2p

2π2κ6
(3κ+ p)(κ− p)3, (28)

which shows the UV-finite-cutoff for κ > p and N(p) = 0
The smooth, asymptotic high-frequency behavior typically

seen in acceleration radiation contrasts with Eq. (26). Os-
cillating worldlines, like Eq. (25) and Eq. (27), influence the
quantum field by imposing a maximum frequency limit (in the
non-relativistic regime). Similarly, Hawking radiation should
exhibit an upper-frequency limit dictated by the black hole’s
total mass, beyond which photon emission is forbidden by en-
ergy conservation. Eq. (26) [and spectra like it] may serve as
a helpful analog for a sharp cutoff in the non-thermal emission
phase of a black hole.

In addition to UV-cutoffs, time-asymmetric round-trip tra-
jectories, z(−t) = −z(t), are also possible, e.g., a Linear-
Lorentz type trajectory,

z(t) =
vt

κ2t2 + 1
, (29)

which has spectral decay similar to the Lorentzian,

N(p) =
v2p

2κ2
e−

2p
κ , → N =

v2

8
. (30)
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FIG. 3. The figure compares the quantum particle spectra of the
Quad-Lorentz, Eq. (23), Linear-Lorentz, Eq. (30), Sinc, Eq. (26),
and Jinc, Eq. (28), mirrors. The Sinc and Jinc spectra possess
an interesting non-relativistic UV-cutoff p/κ ≤ 1 while the Lorentz
spectra asymptotically decay with increasing frequency.

A comparison between the Linear-Lorentz spectrum, Eq. (30)
and Quad-Lorentz spectrum Eq. (23) is shown in Fig. (3).
These examples demonstrate a diverse range of possible par-
ticle spectra. The following sections will use this observation
to derive trajectories that radiate thermal Bogolubov distribu-
tions.

IV. BOSE-EINSTEIN

Consider a new worldline,

z(t) =
J(v)

κ

W (eκt)

(1 +W (eκt))3
, (31)

which satisfies the closed-path criteria, Eq. (9). To compute
the beta coefficients, we present the formula,

|F [∂n
t f(t)]|

2
=

ω2n−3

e2πω − 1
, where, f(t) = W (et), (32)

where n is the number of derivatives. This formula can be
easily derived using the results of [92] and the Fourier-of-
derivative property Eq. (79). Using our case, n = 2, the beta
coefficients are:

|βpq|2 =
4J(v)2p

πκ5

q(p+ q)

e2π(p+q)/κ − 1
,

q≫p−−−→ 4J(v)2p

πκ5

q2

e2πq/κ − 1
.

(33)
Notice the 3D Planck distribution form in frequency q, which
results after applying Hawking’s high-frequency approxima-
tion [1]. The exact particle spectrum can be analytically found
by integrating over q,

N(p) =
J(v)2p2

π3κ3
Li2

(
e−2πp/κ

)
+

J(v)2p

π4κ2
Li3

(
e−2πp/κ

)
. (34)

The total energy and total particle count is

E =
J(v)2

1512π
ℏκ, N =

ζ(5)

2π6
J(v)2 = 0.196763v2, (35)

where the last step uses an analytically lengthy but straight-
forward J(v) as a function of the maximum velocity, v < 1.
These computations demonstrate that a high-frequency 3D

Planck form for a beta coefficient squared, Eq. (33), does not
necessarily result in a standard 3D Planck form for the par-
ticle spectrum, Thus, assigning a temperature based on the
Planckian form of the beta coefficients in Eq. (33) is equiva-
lent to assigning a temperature to the polylog form of Eq. (34).

The Planck distribution derived from the Fourier transform
modulus squared, Eq. (32), is an essential physical result be-
cause it directly demonstrates that thermal radiation, if char-
acterized by the quantum Bogolubov mechanism, can emerge
from classical trajectories (e.g., Eq. (31) product logs). As-
signing a temperature to the spectrum, Eq. (33), [assuming
the appearance of the Planck factor in the Bogolubov coef-
ficients necessarily indicates thermality] establishes a connec-
tion between the system’s classical dynamical behavior (i.e.,
the mirror’s motion) and the thermal properties of the quan-
tum field.

V. FERMI-DIRAC

The Bose-Einstein form for the beta coefficients, Eq. (33),
is not the only thermal Bogolubov distribution possible. Con-
sider the following round-trip trajectory,

z(t) =
J(v)

κ

(1−W (eκt))
√

W (eκt)

2 (W (eκt) + 1)
3 . (36)

One can show that a formula similar to Eq. (32) holds (see [93]
and Eq. (79) here),

|F [∂n
t g(t)]|

2
=

ω2n−3

e2πω + 1
, where, g(t) = 2

√
W (et), (37)

where again n is the number of derivatives, and in our case
n = 2. The beta coefficients are the same as Bose-Einstein
beta coefficients, Eq. (33),

|βpq|2 =
4J(v)2p

πκ5

q(p+ q)

e2π(p+q)/κ + 1
,

q≫p→ 4J(v)2p

πκ5

q2

e2πq/κ + 1
,

(38)
except these have Fermi-Dirac (FD) form. The particle spec-
trum is similar, see Fig. 4, to Eq. (34),

N(p) = −J(v)2p2

π3κ3
Li2

(
−e−2πp/κ

)
− J(v)2p

π4κ2
Li3

(
−e−2πp/κ

)
,

(39)
but differs by an overall sign and negative signs in the polylog
arguments. These results complement works that discuss FD-
distributed spin-0 particles [94–98], demonstrating the critical
fact that beta Bogolubov coefficients may appear thermal via
a Planck distribution when the particle spectrum, N(p), is not
of canonical Planck-form.
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FIG. 4. The figure shows the comparison between the particle spec-
tra Eq. (34) and Eq. (39) of the Bose-Einstein and Fermi-Dirac
distributions respectively. Despite the quantum radiation being
from the 1D moving mirror model, the distributions behave like
3D Planck curves with associated temperatures, graybody factors,
and no IR divergences.

Although the Bogolubov coefficients for bosons can exhibit
a Fermi-Dirac distribution, they do not accurately reflect the
spin-0 particle statistics of the emitted scalars. This result
challenges the naive assumption that the appearance of a
Planck factor in the Bogolubov coefficients necessarily indi-
cates thermality [as is tempting to do from the results given
in the previous section]. The scenario changes when consider-
ing infinite particle count and energy emission cases, such as
during asymptotic infinite proper acceleration toward a light-
cone asymptote, e.g., [99]. In this situation, a Planck factor in
the modulus of the Bogolubov coefficient accurately describes
thermal radiation from a Schwarzschild black hole, a widely
accepted result, see, e.g., [100]. Our result demonstrates a
thermal Bogolubov distribution does not describe the spin-
statistics of a finite orbit quantum field.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have provided a novel approach for solving the problem
of quantum radiation from vacuum, applying Fourier analysis
to the Bogolubov mechanism. The Fourier-Bogolubov method
for determining quantum radiation spectra is straightforward,
and its application yields remarkably diverse and elementary
results. Using non-relativistic moving mirrors, see Table III;
we have analytically solved the production of quantum parti-
cles in several canonical motions that retrace to their original
starting points, such as the Gaussian and Lorentzian trajecto-
ries.

Newfound worldlines emit bosons with Bose-Einstein and,
surprisingly, Fermi-Dirac beta Bogolubov distributions, explic-

itly demonstrating that a thermal Bogolubov distribution can-
not characterize the spin-statistics of a quantum field with a
finite orbit. Concise analytic solutions to closed-path trajec-
tories reveal the relationship between time-dependent motion
and frequency-dependent particle production. The Fourier-
Bogolubov connection provides a physically intuitive and pow-
erful technique for investigating tailored particle spectra from
the quantum vacuum.

Trajectory Worldline Particles Energy
Function z(t) N/v2 E/ℏκv2

Gauss Eq. (10) 0.288419 0.191703
Lorentz Eq. (14) 0.296296 0.296296
Sech Eq. (18) 0.296167 0.198059
Sinc Eq. (25) 0.438009 0.175204
Jinc Eq. (27) 0.059173 0.020288
Quad-Lorentz Eq. (22) 0.354852 0.564566
Linear-Lorentz Eq. (29) 0.125000 0.125000
Bose-Einstein Eq. (31) 0.196763 0.076811
Fermi-Dirac Eq. (36) 0.183985 0.074217

TABLE III. A summary of the round-trip solutions for easy refer-
ence to the trajectories in-text. Here, the particle count is the ratio
N/v2, and the energy emission is the ratio E/ℏκv2. The Lorentz
and Linear-Lorentz identical particle-to-energy ratios and the sim-
ilar particle count between Lorentz and Sech are coincidences re-
sulting from the non-relativistic approximation.

VII. APPENDIX

This Appendix includes some functional relations and finer
details that clarify the non-relativistic UV-cutoff quantum
spectra in VIIA (sinc) and VIIB (jinc), derives total particle
production confirming the Bogolubov method in VIIC, and
provides two methods for deriving Eq. (4) in VIID (electron)
and VII E (mirror).

A. Derivation of UV-cutoff Spectrum from Sinc Mirror
Trajectory; Eq. (26) from Eq. (25)

The sinc trajectory, Eq. (25), is given as:

z(t) =
J(v)

κ

sin(κt)

κt
(40)

The Fourier transform of the Eq. (40) is given as:

Fz(t) =
1√
2π

∫ ∞

−∞
z(t)e−iωtdt,

which converts z(t) to the frequency domain as:

z(ω) =
J(v)

√
π

2
√
2

(1 + sgn(κ− ω)), (41)
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where sgn is piece-wise:

sgn(κ− ω) =


1 if κ > ω,

0 if κ = ω,

−1 if κ < ω.

The sinc trajectory in frequency space, Eq. (41), has Bogol-
ubov coefficients that be calculated using Eq. (4), remember-
ing that ω = p+ q:

|βpq|2 =
J(v)2pq

2κ4
(1 + sgn(κ− (p+ q)). (42)

Eq. (42) can be used to derive the particle spectrum using Eq.
(5), which gives Eq. (26):

N(p) =

∫ ∞

0

|βpq|2 dq =
pJ(v)2

κ4
(κ− p)2. (43)

To obtain the total particle count, N , we need only integrate
over p ≤ κ. N becomes:

N =

∫ κ

0

pJ(v)2

κ4
(κ− p)2 dp =

J(v)2

12
= 0.438009v2. (44)

The energy for the sinc mirror can also be found integrating
Eq. (43) as follows:

Esinc =

∫ κ

0

ℏp N(p) dp =

∫ κ

0

ℏp
pJ(v)2

κ4
(κ− p)2 dp, (45)

yielding a total energy emitted,

E =
ℏκJ(v)2

30
= 0.175205ℏκv2, (46)

which can be confirmed via time-analysis of the power and
self-force using Eq. (3).

B. Derivation of UV-cutoff Spectrum from Jinc Mirror
Trajectory; Eq. (27)

The Jinc trajectory is given by:

z(t) =
J(v)

κ

J1(κt)

κt
, (47)

where J1(κt) is the Bessel function of the first kind, and J(v) is
our convenient function that depends linearly on the maximum
speed, v. We can always compute the Fourier transform of Eq.
(47) by using the standard Fourier transform mentioned in Eq.
(78), giving us:

zω =

{
J(v)

√
2(κ2−ω2)√
πκ3 if κ > ω,

0 if κ = ω,
(48)

showing an unusual UV-cutoff for frequencies ω > κ in the
expression for Fzω. Eq. (48) is used for κ > ω to compute the

Beta coefficients for the Jinc (Sombrero) mirror by Eq. (4) for
ω = p+ q as:

|βpq|2 =
8J(v)2pq(κ2 − (p+ q)2)

π2κ6
, (49)

By using Eq. (5) over the specified limits of q, for Eq. (49) we
get

N(p) =

∫ κ−p

0

|βpq|2dq =
2J(v)2p

2π2κ6
(3κ+ p)(κ− p)3. (50)

Eq. (50) can lead to the total number N of particles for Jinc
by using Eq. (6) under the cutoff limts of p : 0 → κ as:

N =

∫ κ

0

N(p)dp =
J(v)2

9π2
→ 0.0591729v2 (51)

The energy is obtained using Eq. (7) giving:

E =

∫ κ

0

ℏpN(p)dp =
4J(v)2κ

105π2
→ 0.0202879v2. (52)

Eq. (52) can also be confirmed in the time domain through
Eq. (3).

C. Derivation of Total Quanta, Eq. (6), via Frequency
Space Larmor Technique

Non-relativistically, there is a convenient method for ob-
taining the total particle count, using the quantum Larmor
formula, Eq. (2):

P (t) =
ℏ
6π

|a(t)|2, (53)

but in frequency space. To start, we introduce the Fourier
transform of the acceleration of the moving mirror via

a(t) =
1√
2π

∫ ∞

−∞
a(ω)e−iωt dω, (54)

and its partner

a(ω) =
1√
2π

∫ ∞

−∞
a(t)eiωt dt. (55)

According to Parseval’s theorem, a(ω) and a(t) are related by
the following integral:

E =

∫ ∞

−∞

ℏ
6π

|a(t)|2 dt =
∫ ∞

−∞

ℏ
6π

|a(ω)|2 dω. (56)

Since we want positive frequencies only,
∫∞
0

· · · dω rather than∫∞
−∞ · · · dω, and the acceleration is a real function, we have:∫ ∞

−∞
|a(ω)|2 dω = 2

∫ ∞

0

|a(ω)|2 dω. (57)

Thus, the total emitted radiation is:

E =

∫ ∞

0

I(ω) dω =

∫ ∞

0

ℏ
3π

|a(ω)|2 dω, (58)
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where the quantum energy spectrum, I(ω), is defined as

I(ω) =
ℏ
3π

|a(ω)|2. (59)

The total quantum particle count can be understood as an
integration of I(ω) over ω per quantum of energy ℏω account-
ing for a factor of 2, understanding that ω → p + q for both
frequencies:

N =

∫ ∞

0

2I(ω)

ℏω
dω =

∫ ∞

0

2

3πω
|a(ω)|2 dω. (60)

This result suggests N(ω) ≡ 2
3πω |a(ω)|

2 is a physically valu-
able particle spectrum representation complementing N(p) or
N(q). This method computes total particle count in agree-
ment with the beta Bogolubov method, Eq. (6). It expresses
the quantum radiation in terms of the ω frequency variable
conjugate to the t coordinate time variable.

D. Derivation of Fourier-Bogolubov Relation Eq. (4);
Electron-Mirror Mapping

First, we must derive a non-relativistic spectral distribution
for an accelerating electron (charge q). Let us start from the
Heaviside-Feynman formula for the electric field (see e.g., Eq.
23.102 of Zangwell [101]):

E =
q

4π
n̈ret, (61)

where we know that the spectral distribution is the Fourier
transform of the unit vector that points from the retarded
position of the moving charge to the observation point (see
Eq. 23.103 [101]):

dI

dΩ
=

q2r2

8π2
|F n̈ret|2 . (62)

We are concerned with the perpendicular component of the
acceleration to the observer’s line of sight for a charge moving
with non-relativistic speeds:

n̈ret →
ax
r

=
a sin θ

r
(63)

This gives the spectral distribution:

dI

dΩ
=

q2

8π2
sin2 θ |Fat|2 . (64)

Finally, considering the frequency dependence |Fat|2 =
ω2|Fvt|2, the spectral distribution is

dI

dΩ
=

q2ω2

8π2
sin2 θ |Fvt|2 . (65)

This demonstrates the non-relativistic expression of the spec-
tral distribution from a straight-line accelerating electron as
derived from the Heaviside-Feynman formula.

We may use the above non-relativistic spectral distribution
in the electron-mirror mapping to derive a useful and simple

formula for the quantum non-relativistic beta Bogolubov coef-
ficients. The usual mapping uses ω = p+ q, and

|βR
pq|2 =

4π

q2ω2

dI

dΩ
(ω, θ), cos θ =

p− q

p+ q
. (66)

We need to convert from sin, rather than cos, so:

sin2 θ =
4pq

(p+ q)2
, (67)

which gives

|βR
pq|2 =

4π

q2ω2

[
q2ω2

8π2
sin2 θ|vω|2

]
=

1

2π

4pq

(p+ q)2
|vω|2. (68)

To account for the total energy emitted by the moving mirror,
we need to account for both sides by multiplying by a factor
of 2 (this is possible due to the symmetry between p and q).
Removing the subscript R, gives:

|βpq|2 =
4

π

pq

(p+ q)2
|vω|2. (69)

Since the Fourier identity |vω|2 = ω2|zω|2, and ω = p+ q, the
simple formula, Eq. (4), results:

|βpq|2 =
4pq

π
|zω|2. (70)

This expression directly connects Fourier analysis to the Bo-
golubov coefficients. It allows us to interpret the beta Bo-
golobov coefficient loosely as the trajectory z(ω), expressed in
frequency space.

E. Derivation of Fourier-Bogolubov Relation Eq. (4);
Mirror Model Method

In this subsection, we derive the Fourier-Bogolubov result
directly from the Bogolubov expressions without electron-
mirror mapping. That is, using the relativistic Bogolubov co-
efficient integral, e.g., [82],

βR
pq =

1

4π
√
pq

∫ ∞

−∞
dt e−iωt+iω−z(t)

(
ω
dz(t)

dt
− ω−

)
, (71)

where ω = p+ q and ω− = p− q. Let us denote the maximal
speed by s, that is max(|ż|) = s. We want to pass to the non-
relativistic limit s ≪ 1. To this end we introduce Z(t) such
that

z(t) = s Z(t) , max
(∣∣Ż∣∣) = 1 , max(|ż|) = s. (72)

That way, we can easily isolate the s-scaling of the integrand.
Now we write the integrand (un-normalized) of Eq. (71) as

I ≡
{
s(p+ q)Ż(t)− (p− q)

}
e−i(p+q)t eis(p−q)Z(t) . (73)

Allow us to expand Eq. (71) via a power series in s:

βR
pq =

∞∑
n=0

(βR
pq)n s

n. (74)
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The first couple of terms in Eq. (74) can be computed easily.
From Eq. (73),

(βR
pq)0 =

−(p− q)

4π
√
pq

∞∫
−∞

dt e−i(p+q)t =
q − p

2
√
pq

δ(p+ q), (75)

where we have used

δ(ω) =
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
e−iωtdt. (76)

Since frequencies p, q are both non-negative, Eq. (75) is sup-
ported only on p = q = 0 and does not contribute to the
particle radiation. We can therefore safely drop this term.

Let us write down the next coefficient. Expanding the last
exponential in Eq. (73) and keeping only the terms linear in s
we obtain for the corresponding coefficient

(βR
pq)1 =

1

4π
√
pq

∞∫
−∞

dt
{
ωŻ(t)− iω2

−Z(t)
}
e−iωt. (77)

This is nothing but a Fourier transform. To fix the notation,
we normalize the Fourier transform as

Zω ≡ F [Z(t)] (ω) =
1√
2π

∞∫
−∞

dt Z(t) e−iωt. (78)

Then we have

F
[
Ż(t)

]
(ω) = iωZω. (79)

We obtain for Eq. (77):

(βR
pq)1 =

1

2
√
2π

√
pq

{
iω2Zω − iω2

−Zω
}
= i

√
2

π

√
pqZω. (80)

Therefore, to the lowest non-trivial order in the slow speed
expansion we can write

βR
pq = s · i

√
2

π

√
pqZω +O(s2),

= i

√
2

π

√
pqzω +O(s2),

(81)

where we used z = sZ from Eq. (72). Finally, we use |βR
pq|2 =

|βL
qp|2 and write down the full beta (for both sides)

|βpq|2 = |βR
pq|2 + |βL

pq|2 =
4

π
pq|zω|2 +O(s4). (82)

We have recovered Eq. (4), remembering ω = p + q, without
using the electron-mirror mapping. Note that because the n =
0 term in the expansion Eq. (74) is absent, we get O(s2) in
Eq. (81) and we should get O(s3) in Eq. (82). However, as we
will see below, Eq. (82) is correct up to O(s4).

F. Derivation of Relativistic Corrections to the
Fourier-Bogolubov relation; Eq. (4)

Using this method, we can also systematically compute
higher-order corrections in speed. Indeed, let us expand the
last exponential in Eq. (73) and keep the terms proportional
to sn for a fixed n; we obtain for the corresponding coefficient
(integrand):

In =

{
in−1ωn−1

−
(n− 1)!

ω(Z(t))n−1Ż(t)−
inωn+1

−
n!

(Z(t))n

}
e−iωt,

=
1

n!

{
in−1ωn−1

− ω
d(Z(t)n)

dt
− inωn+1

− (Z(t))n
}

e−iωt,

=
1

n!

{
inωn−1

− ω2 − inωn+1
−

}
(Z(t))n e−iωt,

= ωn−1
−

in

n!

{
ω2 − ω2

−
}
(Z(t))n e−iωt.

(83)
Integrating over coordinate time and normalizing the inte-
grand gives

(βR
pq)n =

ωn−1
−

√
pq

π

in

n!

∞∫
−∞

dt (Z(t))n e−iωt,

=

√
2ωn−1

−
√
pq

√
π

in

n!
· F [Z(t)n] (ω).

(84)

Recall our definition of the Fourier transform Eq. (78) used in
the last step. Plugging this result into the series Eq. (74) and
using z = sZ from Eq. (72) we can write down the all-order
formula for the betas (r.h.s. of the mirror):

βR
pq =

√
2pq

π

∞∑
n=1

inωn−1
−
n!

· F [z(t)n] (ω), (85)

recalling that the n = 0 term, Eq. (75), can be dropped.
By computing the absolute value square of Eq. (85) we can

also compute the beta-squared to any desired order. For ex-
ample,

|βR
pq|2 =

2pq

π

(
|zω|2 + ω− Im

{
zω(z

2)ω
})

+O(s4). (86)

Here (z2)ω = F
[
z(t)2

]
(ω) and ω = p + q. By adding the

left and right sides of the mirror we can see that the second
correction term ∼ ω− cancels, which means that Eq. (82) is
correct up to O(s4).

Using Eq. (85), the next-to-leading order (NLO) term of
Eq. (82) is

NLO|βpq|2 =
pq

π
(p− q)2

(
|Fz2t |2 −

4

3
|Fzt||Fz3t |

)
, (87)

which is confirmed with the correct NLO term in energy emis-
sion from a time-domain asymptotic integration of the rela-
tivistic power, P = ℏα2/6π, Eq. (2) over coordinate time t.
Eq. (87) term is quartic in speed s.
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