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Abstract

In this Letter we propose a fundamental test for probing the thermal nature of the spectrum emitted by sonoluminescence.
We show that two-photon correlations can in principle discriminate between real therma light and the pseudo-thermal
squeezed-state photons typical of models based on the dynamic Casimir effect. Two-photon correlations provide a powerful
experimental test for various classes of sonoluminescence models. © 2000 Elsevier Science B.V. All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction

In this Letter we propose a fundamental test for
experimentally discriminating between various
classes of theoretical models for sonoluminescence.
It is well known that the optical photons measured in
sonoluminescence are characterized by a broadband
spectrum, often described as approximately thermal
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with a ‘temperature’ of several tens of thousands of
Kelvin [1]. Whether or not this ‘temperature’ repre-
sents an actua therma ensemble is less than clear.
For instance, according to the ‘‘shock wave ap-
proach’” of Barber et al., or the ‘*adiabatic heating
hypothesis’’, thermality of the spectrum is due to a
high physical temperature caused by compression of
the gases contained in the bubble. On the other hand,
in models based on variants of Schwinger's ‘‘dy-
namical Casimir approach’’ [2-7], it is possible to
avoid reaching high physical temperatures and yet to
obtain a thermal spectrum (or at least pseudo-thermal
characteristics for the emitted photons) because of
the peculiar statistical properties of the two-photon
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sgueezed-states produced by this class of mecha
nism.

We stress that thermal characteristics in single
photon measurements can be associated with at least
two hypotheses: (a) real physical thermalization of
the photon environment; (b) pseudo-thermal single
photon statistics due to tracing over the unobserved
member of a photon pair that is actually produced in
a two-mode squeezed state. We shall call case (@)
real thermality; while case (b) will be denoted effec-
tive thermality. Of course, case (b) has no relation
with any concept of thermodynamic temperature,
though to any such squeezed state one may assigh a
(possibly mode-dependent) effective temperature.

Our aimisto find a class of measurements able to
discriminate between cases (a) and (b), and to under-
stand the origin of the roughly thermal spectrum for
sonoluminescence in the visible frequency range. In
principle, the thermal character of the experimental
spectrum could disappear at higher frequencies, but
for such frequencies the water medium is opague,
and it is not clear how we could detect them. (Except
through heating effects.) Our key remark is that it is
not necessary to try to measure higher than visible
frequencies in order to get a definitive answer re-
garding thermality. It is sufficient, at least in princi-
ple, to measure photon pair correlations in the visible
portion of the sonoluminescence spectrum. Thus re-
gardless of the underlying mechanism, two-photon
correlation measurements are a very useful tool for
discriminating between broad classes of theory and
thereby investigating the nature of sonolumines-
cence. We note that two-photon correlations have
already been proposed, for the first time in [8] and
subsequently in [9,10], as an efficient tool for mea
suring the shape and the size of the emission region.
It was proposed in [8,9] that precise Hanbury—
Brown—Twiss interferometry measurements could in
principle distinguish between chaotic (thermal) light
emerging from a hot bubble and the possible produc-
tion of coherent light via the dynamical Casimir
effect. Unfortunately in the dynamical Casimir effect
photons are always pair-produced from the vacuum
in two-mode squeezed states, not in coherent states.
Pair-production via the dynamical Casimir effect ap-
pears to imply that al the photon pairs form two-
mode sgueezed states, which are very different from
the coherent states analyzed in [8—10].

2. Real thermal light versus two-mode squeezed
states

The quantum optics mechanism that simulates a
thermal spectrum [case (b)] is based on two-mode
squeezed-states defined by

|£p) = €€, 0,5, (1)

where ¢ is (for our purposes) a real parameter
though more generaly it can be chosen to be com-
plex [11]. In quantum optics a two-mode squeezed-
state is typically associated with a so caled
non-degenerate parametric amplifier (one of the two
photons is called ‘‘signa’’ and the other ‘‘idler”
[11-13]). Consider the operator algebra

[a,a']=1=[b,b"], [ab]=0=[a"b'], (2
and the corresponding vacua
l0,>:a0,> =0, [0,):bl0,)=0. (3)

The two-mode vacuum is the state | ) =0(Z))
annihilated by the operators

A(¢)=cosh({)a—sinh(¢) b, (4)
B({)=cosh({)b—sinh(¢)a'. (5)

A characteristic of two-mode squeezed states is that
if we measure only one photon and ‘‘trace away’’
the second, a therma density matrix is obtained
[11-13]. Indeed, if O, represents an observable rela-
tive to one mode (say mode ‘&) its expectation value
on the sgueezed vacuum is given by

< gab|oa| gab>

]

= — tanh {(njolny. (6

COShZ({) ngo[ (g)] < a| a| a> ( )
In particular, if we consider O,=N,, the number
operator in mode a, the above reduces to

<§ab|Na| é’ab> =Sinh2(§)' (7)

These formulae have a strong formal analogy with
thermofield dynamics (TFD) [14,15], where a dou-
bling of the physical Hilbert space of states is in-
voked in order to be able to rewrite the usual Gibbs
(mixed state) thermal average of an observable as an
expectation value with respect to a temperature-de-
pendent ‘ vacuum’ state (the thermofield vacuum, a
pure state in the doubled Hilbert space). In the TFD
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approach, a trace over the unphysical (fictitious)
states of the fictitious Hilbert space gives rise to
thermal averages for physical observables, com-
pletely anaogous to the averages in Eq. (6) except
that we must make the following identification

lliw
et £) - - 112 ©
where w isthe mode frequency and T is the temper-
ature. We note that the above identification implies
that the squeezing parameter ¢ in TFD is w-depen-
dent in a very specia way.

The formal analogy with TFD alows us to con-
clude that, provided we measure only one photon
mode, the two-mode squeezed-state acts as a ther-
mofield vacuum and the single-mode expectation
values acquire a pseudo-thermal character corre-

sponding to a * temperature’ Ty,eesing €lated with the

squeezing parameter ¢ by [13]

ke T h o 9
o Taeering = i (coth( £)) 9

where the index i = a,b indicates the signal mode or
the idler mode respectively; note that ‘signal’ and
‘idler’ modes can have different effective tempera-

tures (in general wgg,y # wige) [13].

3. A toy model and sonoluminescence

To treat sonoluminescence, we introduce a quan-
tum field theory characterized by an infinite set of
bosonic oscillators (as in bosonic TFD; not just two
oscillators as in the case of ‘signal—idler’ systems
studied in quantum optics). The simple two-mode
sgueezed vacuum is replaced by

Q[ £(k,K)]> = exp[—fd3kd3k’ (KK

X (&b — aLbL)]IO}, (10)

where the function Z(k,k’) is peaked near k + k' = 0,
and becomes proportional to a delta function in the
case of infinite volume [ Z(k,k') = £(k)d(k + k)]
when the photons are emitted strictly back-to-back
[16-19]. To be concrete, let us refer to the homoge-
neous dielectric model presented in [18]. In this limit

there is no “mixing’ and everything reduces to a sum
of two-mode squeezed-states, where each pair of
back-to-back modes is decoupled from the other. The
frequency o is the same for each photon in the
couple, in such a way that we are sure to get the
same ‘temperature’ for both. The two-mode squeezed
vacuum then simplifies to

102(2)) = exp[—dekgk(aka_k— aga’ ,)|(I0).
(11)

The key to the present proposal is that, if photons are
pair produced via the dynamical Casimir effect, then
they are actually produced in some combination of
these two-mode squeezed-states [16—19]. In this case
Toqueezing 1S @ function of both frequency and squeez-
ing parameter, and in general only a specia ‘fine
tuning’ would alow us to get the same effective
temperature for al couples. If we consider the expec-
tation value on the state [2(¢,)) of N, = ala, we
get

(2(L)INJQ2( &) =sinh*( ), (12)

so we again find a ‘therma’ distribution for each
value of k with temperature

hw,

k6T = 2log(coth( &)

The point is that for k # k we generally get T # Tk
unless a fine tuning condition holds. This condition
is implicitly enforced in the definition of the ther-
mofield vacuum and it is possible only if we have

coth( {,) = e*“x, (14)

with k some constant, so that the frequency depen-
dence in T, is canceled and the same Tgyeesing IS
obtained for all couples.

For models of sonoluminescence based on the
dynamical Casimir effect (i.e. squeezing the QED
vacuum) we cannot rely on a definition to provide
the fine tuning, but must perform an actual calcula
tion. Our model [18] is again a useful tool for a
quantitative analysis. We have (omitting indices for
notational simplicity; our Bogolubov transformation
is diagonal) the following relation between the
squeezing parameter and the Bogolubov coefficient

B
(NY=sinh®(¢) =B/ (15)

(13)
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By defining 7= m t,/(n% + n2,), where t, is the
timescale on which the refractive index changes, one
has [18]

Sinh2(| ni2n Wiy — ngut wout| 7-)

sinh(2 N, w;,7) sinh(2 N3, wq7)

|B(k1:k2)|2=

X

863(k, +k,). 16
Gy Clatk) ()
In the adiabatic limit (large frequencies) we get a
Boltzmann factor [18]

IBIZ:exp(—Armin{n- Nout) Nout @out T ) - (17)

in?" ‘out
Since | B]issmall, sinh( ) = tanh( ), so that in this
adiabatic limit
|tanh( g )|2 = eXp( _4min{ r]in’nout} nout woul 7)'
(18)

Therefore

h Nin + Nout
kBTe

ffective 8

. 19
71-tO noutmin{ nin’nout} ( )
Thus for the entire adiabatic region we can assign a
single frequency-independent effective temperature,
which is really a measure of the speed with which
the refractive index changes. Physically, in sonolu-
minescence this observation applies only to the
high-frequency tail of the photon spectrum.

In contrast, in the low frequency region, where
the bulk of the photons emitted in sonoluminescence
are to be found, the sudden approximation holds and
the spectrum is phase-space-limited (a power law
spectrum), not Planckian [18]. It is nevertheless till
possible to assign a different effective temperature
for each frequency.

Finite volume effects smear the momentum-space
delta function so we no longer get exactly back-to-
back photons. This represents a further problem be-
cause we have to return to the general sgqueezed
vacuum of Eq. (10). It is still true that photons are
emitted in pairs, pairs that are now approximately
back-to-back and of approximately equal frequency.
We can again define an effective temperature for
each photon in the couple as in the ‘signal—idler’
systems of quantum optics. This effective tempera
ture is no longer the same for the two photons
belonging to the same couple and no ‘ special condi-

tion' for getting the same temperature for al the
couples exists. Hence the analysis of these finite
volume distortions is not easy [19], but the qualita-
tive result that in any dynamic Casimir effect model
of sonoluminescence there should be strong correla
tions between approximately back-to-back photonsis
robust.

Indeed, if we work with a plane wave approxima-
tion for the electromagnetic eigen-modes (this is
essentially a version of the Born approximation,
modified to deal with Bogolubov coefficients instead
of scattering amplitudes) and further modify the
infinite-volume model of [18], both by permitting a
more general temporal profile for the refractive in-
dex, and by cutting off the space integrations at the
surface of the bubble, then the squared Bogolubov
coefficient takes the form

| B(kyko)I”

= F (kg koin(t)) | S(Iky + kol R)|2- (20)
Here F(k,,k,;n(t)) is some complicated function of
the refractive index temporal profile, which encodes
al the dynamics, while §(|k; + k,| R) is a purely
kinematical factor arising from the limited spatial
integration:

S(lky + koI R) = [ drexp[—i(k, +k;) -r].

Indeed in the infinite volume limit |S(k,,k,)|* —
[V/(27)*] 8(k, + k,). It is now a standard calcula-
tion to show that
S(|k1 + k2| R) = m [Sn(“(l + k2| R)
— (Iky + kol R)cos(k , + k,| R)].
So, independent of the temporal profile, kinematics
will provide characteristic angular correlations be-
tween the outgoing photons: this result depends only
on the the existence of a vacuum squeezing effect
driven by a time-dependent refractive index (which
is what is needed to make the notion of a Bogolubov
coefficient meaningful in this context).
The plane-wave approximation used to obtain this
formula is valid provided the wavelength of the
photons, while they are till inside the bubble, are

small compared to the dimensions of the bubble

c
0> — (21)

A .
nRkR

inside < R; =
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While there is still considerable disagreement about
the physical size of the bubble when light emission
occurs [17], and almost no data concerning the value
of the refractive index of the bubble contents at that
time, the scenario developed in [18,19] is very
promising in this regard. In particular, high fre-
guency photons are more likely to exhibit the back-
to-back effect, and depending on the values of R and
n this could hold for significant portions of the
resulting emission spectrum. Experimentaly, one
should work at as high a frequency as possible — at
the peak close to the cutoff.

These observations lead us to the following pro-
posal.

4. Two-photon observables

Define the observable
Nap =Ny = Ny, (22)
and its variance
A(Ngp)® = ANZ + ANZ = 20N,N) + 2(N,) Ny
(23)
These number operators N,,N, are intended to be

relative to photons measured, e.g., back to back. In
the case of true thermal light we get

AN? = (ND(CN,) +1), (24)
(N;Np» = (N> (N, (25)
so that

A( Nab)?hermal light
= (ND(CN +1) + NP (KN + 1). (26)
For a two-mode squeezed-state

2
A( Nab) two mode squeezed light — 0. (27)

Due to correlations, (N,N,> # {N,) {N,»>. Note
also, that if you measure only a single photon in the
couple, you get (as expected) a therma variance
ANZ = (NN, + 1). Therefore a measurement
of the covariance A(N,,)? can be decisive in dis-
criminating if the photons are really physicaly ther-
mal or if non classica correlations between the
photons occur [12]. If the ‘thermality’ in the sonolu-
minescence spectrum is of this squeezed-mode type,

we will ultimately desire a much more detailed
model of the dynamical Casimir effect involving an
interaction term that produces pairs of photons in
two-mode squeezed-states. Apart from our model
[18] and its finite volume generalization [19], the
Eberlein model also possesses this property [20-23].
For this type of squeezed-mode photon pair-produc-
tion in a linear medium with spacetime-dependent
dielectric permittivity and magnetic permesability see
[24]; for nonlinearity effects see [25].

In summary: The main experimental signature for
sgueezed-state photons being pair-produced in sono-
luminescence is the presence of strong spatial corre-
lations between photons emitted back-to-back and
having the same frequency. These correlations could
be measured, for example, by back-to-back symmet-
rically placed detectors working in coincidence. Fi-
nite-size effects have been shown in [19] to perturb
only dlightly this back-to-back character of the emit-
ted photons, in the sense that back-to-back emission
remains largely dominant. (Additionally it has been
verified that the form of the spectrum is not violently
affected.) Of course, a detailed analysis of the many
technical experimental problems (such as e.g. filter-
ing and multi-mode signals in the detectors) has also
to be done (on these topics see [8]), but such techni-
cal details are beyond the scope of the current work.

5. Discussion

The main aims of the present Letter are to clarify
the nature of the photons produced in Casimir-based
models of sonoluminescence, and to delineate the
available lines of (theoretical as well experimental)
research that should be followed in order to discrimi-
nate Casimir-based models from therma models,
preferably without having to understand all of the
messy technical details of the condensed matter
physics taking place inside the collapsing bubble.

We have shown that ‘effective thermality’ can
manifest itself at different levels. What is certainly
true is that two-mode squeezed states will exhibit, at
a given fixed three-momentum, occupation numbers
which in that mode follow Bose—Einstein statistics.
This can be caled ‘‘thermality at fixed wave-
number’’. In contrast, it is sometimes possible to
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assign, at least for a reasonably wide range of
wavenumbers, the same temperature to all modes.
This *‘thermality across a range of wavenumbers’”
givesrise, a least in this range of wavenumbers, to a
spectrum which is approximately Planckian.

Our sonoluminescence model exhibits Bose—Ein-
stein thermality but not a truly Planckian spectrum
(since the bulk of the photon emission occurs at
frequencies where the sudden approximation holds
and a common temperature for all the momenta is
lacking). The spectrum is generically a power law at
low frequencies followed by a cut-off [18,19]. Al-
though precise measurements in the low frequency
tail of the spectrum could also (in principle) alow us
to discriminate class ‘a models from class ‘b’ mod-
els, this possibility has to be considered strongly
model-dependent. Furthermore the spectra data
available at the present time is in this regard rela
tively crude: spectral analysis by itself does not seem
to be an appropriate tool for discriminating between
class‘a and class ‘b’ models.

Despite this limitation we have shown that there
is still the possibility of obtaining a clear discrimina-
tion between real and effective thermality, without
relying on the detailed features of the model, by
looking at two-photon correlations. For thermal light
one should find thermal variance for photon pairs.
On the other hand, thermofield-like photons should
show zero variance in appropriate pair correlations.
Moreover, our analysis points out that a key point in
discriminating, by means of photon measurements
alone, between classes of models for sonolumines-
cence is the mechanism of photon production: Any
form of pair-production is associated with two-mode
squeezed states and their strong quantum corrdla
tions. In contrast, any single-photon production
mechanism (thermal, partially thermal, non-thermal)
is not. In either case, two-photon correlation mea-
surements are potentially a very useful tool for look-
ing into the nature of sonoluminescence.

Acknowledgements
This research was supported by the Italian Min-

istry of Scientific Research (D.W.S,, S.L., and F.B.),
and by the US Department of Energy (M.V.). M.V.

particularly wishes to thank SISSA (Trieste, Italy)
and Victoria University (Te Whare Wananga o te
Upoko o te Ika a Maui; Wellington, New Zealand)
for hospitality during various stages of this research.
F.B. is indebted to A. Gatti for her very helpful
remarks about photon statistics. S.L. wishes to thank
G. Barton, G. Plunien, and R. Schutzhold for illumi-
nating discussions.

References

[1] B.P. Barber, R.A. Hiller, R. Lofstedt, S.J. Putterman, Phys.
Rep. 281 (1997) 65.
[2] J. Schwinger, Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. 89 (1992) 4091, 11118.
[3] J. Schwinger, Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. 90 (1993) 958, 2105,
4505, 7285.
[4] J. Schwinger, Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. 91 (1994) 6473.
[5] C.E. Carlson, C. Molina-Paris, J. Perez-Mercader, M. Visser,
Phys. Lett. B 395 (1997) 76.
[6] C.E. Carlson, C. Molina-Paris, J. Perez-Mercader, M. Visser,
Phys. Rev. D 56 (1997) 1262.
[7] C. Molina-Paris, M. Visser, Phys. Rev. D 56 (1997) 6629.
[8] S. Trentalange, S.U. Pandey, J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 99 (1996)
2439.
[9] Y. Hama, T. Kodama, S. S Padula, Phys. Rev. A 56 (1997)
2233.
[10] C. Slotta, U. Heinz, Phys. Rev. E 58 (1998) 526.
[11] S.M. Barnett, P.L. Knight, J. Opt. Soc. Am. B 2 (1985) 467.
[12] S.M. Barnett, P.L. Knight, Phys. Rev. A 38 (1988) 1657.
[13] B. Yurke, M. Potasek, Phys. Rev. A 36 (1987) 3464.
[14] Y. Takahashi, H. Umezawa, Collective Phenomena 2 (1975)
55.
[15] H. Umezawa, Advanced Field Theory, AIP Press, New Y ork,
1993.
[16] M. Visser, S. Liberati, F. Belgiorno, D.W. Sciama, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 83 (1999) 678, quant-ph/9805023.
[17] S. Liberati, M. Visser, F. Belgiorno, D.W. Sciama, J. Phys.
A 33 (2000) 2251, quant-ph/9805031.
[18] S. Liberati, M. Visser, F. Belgiorno, D.W. Sciama, Phys.
Rev. D 61 (2000) 085023, quant-ph,/9904013.
[19] S. Liberati, M. Visser, F. Belgiorno, D.W. Sciama, Phys.
Rev. D 61 (2000) 085024, quant-ph,/9905034.
[20] C. Eberlein, Phys. Rev. Lett. 76 (1996) 3842; 77, 4961
(1996); 78, 2269 (1997), Phys. Rev. A 53 (1997) 2772.
[21] C.S. Unnikrishnan, S. Mukhopadhyay, Phys. Rev. Lett. 77
(1996) 4960.
[22] A. Lambrecht, M.-T. Jaekel, S. Reynaud, Phys. Rev. Lett. 78
(1997) 2267.
[23] N. Garcia, A.P. Levanyuk, Phys. Rev. Lett. 78 (1997) 2268.
[24] z. BialynickaBirula, I. Biaynicki-Birula, J. Opt. Soc. Am.
B 4 (1987) 1621.
[25] A.A. Lobashev, V.M. Mostepanenko, Theor. Math. Phys. 86
(1991) 303.



