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The electromagnetic duality symmetry of Maxwell’s equations in vacuum implies that the

circular polarization Q of classical electromagnetic waves is conserved. In quantum field

theory, the normal-ordered operator Q̂ represents the difference between the number oper-

ators of right- and left-handed photons. Previous studies have shown that its expectation

value is not conserved for observers propagating in a gravitational field. Here, we show that

this Noether symmetry can also be realized in empty waveguides with duality-preserving

boundary conditions, and we quantize the source-free Maxwell theory inside a long, cylindri-

cal waveguide undergoing both linear and rotational acceleration from rest. In the vacuum

|0⟩ associated to inertial observers, we find that the expectation value ⟨0|Q̂|0⟩ fails to be

conserved for observers co-moving with the waveguide. In particular, frame-dragging effects

induce a spectral asymmetry between the right- and left-handed field modes at late times.

As a consequence, accelerated detectors co-moving with the rotating waveguide can detect

photon-pair excitations from the quantum vacuum, exhibiting an imbalance between op-

posite helicity modes. This is a relativistic quantum effect, which shows that the classical

conservation law associated with duality symmetry is broken in the quantum theory even in

flat spacetime, provided we work with non-inertial systems. Our analysis provides a concrete

proof of concept for testing this effect in analogue gravity platforms.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Symmetry principles have long stood at the core of theoretical physics, providing both aesthetic

guidance and powerful constraints in the formulation of fundamental laws [1]. Through Noether’s

theorem, continuous symmetries acquire dynamical significance, linking invariance with conserva-

tion laws. In many cases, symmetry considerations not only constrain the form of admissible field

equations but also point toward new physical entities and deeper layers of theoretical consistency.

The deep interplay between symmetry and dynamics has guided major developments—from general

relativity, where dipheomorphism invariance encodes the universality of gravitation, to quantum

field theory, where local gauge invariance dictates the structure of the Standard Model.

Among all known symmetries in Physics, the electric-magnetic duality of Maxwell’s equations

holds a particularly interesting status. The original discrete formulation, corresponding to the

interchange of the electric and magnetic fields in the source-free theory, inspired Dirac to postulate

the existence of magnetic monopoles as a means to explain the quantization of electric charge

[2], and decades later played a central role in gauge and string theories by relating strong and

weak coupling regimes [3]. The continuous version of this duality, corresponding to a global U(1)

rotation in the space of electromagnetic wave solutions, was first analyzed in flat spacetime by

Calkin [4] and subsequently extended to curved backgrounds by Deser and Teitelboim [5], who

further identified the associated Noether charge in terms of the electromagnetic fields. Despite its

conceptual simplicity, this continuous symmetry received comparatively little attention for several

decades, resurfacing recently in some studies which explore its implications in the quantum theory

[6, 7].

A remarkable prediction of quantum field theory is the occurrence of quantum anomalies, which

have played a central role in modern particle physics [8]. Anomalies arise when classical Noether

symmetries fail to survive quantization, leading to the non-conservation of the corresponding quan-

tum local current or global charge in any physical state of the theory. The paradigmatic example

is the Adler-Bell-Jackiw (ABJ) axial anomaly for spin-1/2 fermions in quantum electrodynamics

[9, 10], which resolved the long-standing puzzle of the neutral pion decay and, in its non-Abelian

form, contributed to explaining the U(1) problem in quantum chromodynamics through the use of

instantons [11, 12].

Remarkably, the electric-magnetic duality symmetry of source-free Maxwell theory also exhibits

an anomaly when the field is quantized in a general curved spacetime [6, 7], providing the spin-1

analogue of the ABJ anomaly. In this case, the associated chiral charge Q counts the difference
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between right- and left-handed photon modes. After renormalizing the Noether current, the vac-

uum expectation value of this charge ceases to be conserved, its evolution being dictated by the

underlying spacetime geometry:

⟨0|Q̂(t2)|0⟩ − ⟨0|Q̂(t1)|0⟩ =
−1

96π2

∫
(t1,t2)×Σ

d4x
√
−gRabcd

∗Rabcd, (1)

where Ra
bcd denotes the Riemann tensor, ∗ the Hodge dual, and Σ is a spacelike Cauchy hyper-

surface of the spacetime manifold1. Subsequent studies have shown that, for asymptotically flat

spacetimes with well-defined notions of future (J +) and past (J −) null infinities, this duality

anomaly is triggered whenever the gravitational background carries a flux of circularly polarized

gravitational waves [14, 15], such as those emitted by binary black-hole mergers with net helicity

[16, 17]. If hℓm+ (ω), hℓm× (ω) refer to the multipoles of frequency ω of the two gravitational-wave

strain polarizations emitted by some astrophysical source, the non-conservation reads

⟨0|Q̂(J +)|0⟩ − ⟨0|Q̂(J −)|0⟩ =
∫ ∞

0

dωω3

24π3

∑
ℓm

[
|hℓm+ (ω)− ihℓm× (ω)|2 − |hℓm+ (ω) + ihℓm× (ω)|2

]
, (2)

Physically, this anomaly results in the spontaneous excitation of photon pairs from the quantum

vacuum with an imbalance between opposite helicities [18, 19], demonstrating how gravitational

dynamics, and particularly the development of spacetime mirror asymmetries, can imprint chiral

asymmetries on the electromagnetic vacuum itself.2 The physical picture is similar to the fermionic

ABJ anomaly [23].

Although the theoretical implications of the electromagnetic duality anomaly are profound, its

direct observational signatures in realistic astrophysical environments are expected to be exceed-

ingly small. This last point is analogous to the limitation of observing Hawking’s radiation from

black holes [24] directly, whose luminosity was estimated very low to be detected with astrophys-

ical techniques [25–27]. This limitation naturally motivates the search for analogue realizations

of the anomaly in controllable laboratory settings. The rapidly developing field of analogue grav-

ity provides precisely such a framework, enabling the simulation of quantum field phenomena in

curved spacetimes through condensed-matter systems, fluid analogues, or photonic platforms (see

e.g. [28, 29] and references therein). In this context, the Equivalence Principle suggests that the

essential features of a gravitational field, and particularly gravitational helicity, should also emerge

for observers undergoing acceleration or rotational motion. It is therefore natural to ask whether

1 A similar anomaly has been recently reported for linearized gravity in vacuum [13].
2 While not related to conservation laws, in the context of gauge theories discrete Z2 duality transformations have

also been found to be “anomalous”, in the sense that partition functions fail to be modular-invariant. This was

first studied in electromagnetism [20, 21] and recently in linearized gravity [22].
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non-inertial motion alone can induce an electromagnetic duality anomaly analogous to the gravita-

tional case. The aim of this work is to explore this possibility by quantizing the source-free Maxwell

field inside a long, cylindrical waveguide undergoing both linear and rotational acceleration, and

by analyzing how non-inertial effects modify the conservation of the associated duality charge.

In this work, we introduce a simplified theoretical model that captures the essence of this quan-

tum effect within a controllable, non-inertial setting, thereby opening a pathway toward laboratory

investigations of the electromagnetic duality anomaly under more realistic conditions. In contrast

to the gravitational analyses of Refs. [6, 7], the present approach yields a direct evaluation of

the vacuum expectation value of the duality charge, without resorting to formal regularization

techniques in generic curved spacetimes, and makes explicit the physical link between the anomaly

and the asymmetric excitation of right- and left-handed photon pairs from the quantum vacuum.

This work is a follow up of a previous article [30], and includes all technical details and further

developments not previously communicated.3

The manuscript is organized as follows. First, in Sec. II we establish the boundary condi-

tions under which the classical duality symmetry for the source-free Maxwell theory holds when

constrained within a generic waveguide. Then, in Sec. III we will describe the waveguide model

employed in this work to analyze the emergence of the quantum anomaly. In Sec. IV we describe

the classical covariant phase space for right-handed potentials, and perform quantization at early

times. In Sec. V we explain the quantization at late times when the waveguide is rotating. In Sec.

VI we evaluate the vacuum expectation value of the relevant operator and assess its time evolution

via Bogoliubov transformtations. Finally, in Sec VII we summarize our main findings, and discuss

future lines of research.

Regarding notation, we adopt geometric units with G = c = 1, while keeping Planck’s constant

explicit (ℏ ̸= 1) in order to emphasize quantum effects in later sections. In this system of units, the

electromagnetic potential and field tensor have dimensions [Aa] =
√
ℏ/L and [Fab] =

√
ℏ/L2, re-

spectively, where L denotes a characteristic length scale and ℏ sets the scale of angular momentum.

Throughout the paper, ηab and ∇a denote the flat Minkowski metric and its associated Levi-Civita

connection, respectively.

3 See also Ref. [31] for a study related to the generation of chiral electromagnetic currents in a thermal photon gas

confined in a cavity and subject to duality-violating boundary conditions.
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II. ELECTRIC-MAGNETIC DUALITY IN EMPTY WAVEGUIDES

Let (M,ηab) denote the portion of Minkowski spacetime contained inside an empty cylindrical

waveguide. The manifold can be decomposed as M ≃ R×Σ, where Σ ≃ D×R is a spacelike Cauchy

hypersurface, with D ⊂ R2 a closed disk. The boundary of this spacetime region is ∂M ≃ R× ∂Σ,

where ∂Σ ≃ S1 × R represents the cylindrical surface of the waveguide.

The dynamics of electromagnetic waves in vacuum is governed by the source-free Maxwell

equations ∇aF
ab = ∇a

∗F ab = 0, where ∗F ab = 1
2ϵ

abcdFcd is the Hodge dual of the two-form Fab.

These equations remain invariant under the continuous transformations Fab → cos θFab+sin θ ∗F ab,

∗F ab → cos θ ∗F ab− sin θ Fab, for any θ ∈ R, known as electric-magnetic duality rotations. Previous

works have shown that such duality transformations correspond to a Noether symmetry in free

space, even in curved spacetimes [5, 7]. More precisely, invariance of the free Maxwell action leads

to the conserved Noether charge

Q0(A) =
1

2

∫
Σ
dΣnb

[
Aa

∗F ba − ZaF
ba
]
, (3)

where na denotes the unit normal to Σ, and Za is the potential dual to Aa. However, if the elec-

tromagnetic field is confined to a finite region of spacetime, such as inside the type of waveguides

considered here, this conclusion is no longer obvious, since the field couples to the waveguide’s sur-

face. In this case, the field does not propagate freely but interacts effectively with the microscopic

constituents through boundary conditions. In this section we revisit this question and analyze

under which boundary conditions electromagnetic duality rotations can still generate a Noether

symmetry.

There exist two complementary frameworks to describe the dynamical evolution of fields: the

canonical and the covariant approaches. In the more traditional canonical formalism, one con-

siders a Lagrangian of second order in field derivatives and defines a configuration space Q over

a Cauchy surface Σ0 ⊂ M , where each element of Q corresponds to a pair of fields (ϕ0, ϕ̇0) pro-

viding initial data. If the theory is well-posed, such data determine a unique solution on the full

spacetime M , and a natural symplectic structure can be constructed on the cotangent space of Q

to identify symmetries and conservation laws. The more modern covariant approach, by contrast,

deals directly with field solutions over the full spacetime M , forming a vector space known as the

covariant phase space [32–35]. Once a local action is specified, this method provides a systematic

procedure to obtain a symplectic structure without resorting to a Hamiltonian formulation, and

the result can be shown to coincide with the canonical one [36]. In recent years, this formalism has
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gained popularity due to its versatility and manifest covariance, and it has been extended to field

theories with boundaries [34, 35]. We shall employ this method here to analyze the electromagnetic

duality symmetry in waveguides, following closely the approach described in [35].

A. Review of some standard results

To illustrate the power of this framework and the subtleties introduced by boundaries, we first

review the standard derivation of Maxwell’s theory in terms of a magnetic potential.

The first step in constructing the symplectic structure is to specify an action functional on

the space F of “kinematically allowed” field configurations, S : F → R. In our problem, F

will be the space of smooth 1-forms over M , F = Ω1(M), representing all admissible magnetic

potentials Aa(x). This is an infinite-dimensional manifold on which familiar operations such as the

exterior derivative δ, Lie derivative L , and interior product i are naturally defined. In particular,

given a field configuration A ∈ F , variations of the field are represented by 1-forms δA in the

cotangent space of F . The action of the theory is determined then by a pair of Lagrangians

as S[A] =
∫
M L[A] −

∫
∂M ℓ̄(A). The variation of the “bulk” Lagrangian L[A] yields the Euler-

Lagrange field equations in M , while the “boundary” Lagrangian ℓ̄(A) encodes a fixed set of

boundary conditions for the fields on ∂M [35].

In the source-free Maxwell theory one typically takes L[A] = 1
2F ∧ ∗F and ℓ̄(A) = 0, where

F = dA is the covariant field strength derived from the magnetic potential. The choice ℓ̄(A) = 0

is always implicitly assumed. When ∂M = ∅, as in free Minkowski space, M = R4, this choice

effectively enforces suitable falloff conditions at infinity. However, when ∂M ̸= ∅, the particular

choice of ℓ̄(A) specifies a definite set of boundary conditions on ∂M , which may modify the usual

symplectic structure in free space by adding boundary contributions. Here we focus on the simplest

case, ℓ̄(A) = 0, to illustrate the essential features.

Once the action S[A] has been prescribed, the next step is to study variations of this functional

on the configuration space F . Varying the bulk Lagrangian L[A] = 1
2F ∧ ∗F gives

δL = −d ∗F ∧ δA+ d(δA ∧ ∗F ) ≡ E(A) ∧ δA+ dΘL(A) . (4)

From this we immediately read off the field equations E(A) = 0, and the symplectic potential:

E(A) = −d ∗F , ΘL(A) = δA ∧ ∗F . (5)

Since ℓ̄(A) = 0, on ∂M one further obtains

δℓ̄− j∗ΘL = −δA ∧ ∗F ≡ b̄(A) ∧ δA− dθ̄(L,ℓ̄) , (6)
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where j : ∂M ↪−→ M is the inclusion map and barred quantities like Ā = j∗A represent pullbacks

to ∂M . Following [35], this result implies that the boundary conditions b̄(A) = 0 are determined

by:

b̄(A) = ∗F , θ̄(L,ℓ̄) = 0 . (7)

The space of solutions is given then by Sol(S) = {A ∈ Ω1(M) /E(A) = 0, b̄(A) = 0} ⊂ F . Locally,

the boundary condition can be expressed as

∗F = ∗F ab(j(x))d(x ◦ j)a ∧ d(x ◦ j)b ∝ ∗F ab(j(x))ϵ
abc

dρcd(x ◦ j)d ∝ Fcd(j(x))ρ
cd(x ◦ j)d , (8)

with ρa the unit normal to the boundary. Therefore, the solution space associated with S[A] is

Sol(S) = {Aa ∈ Ω1(M) / ∇aF
ab = 0, F abρb

∣∣∣
∂M

= 0, for F = dA} , (9)

which forms a vector space owing to the linearity of the equations.

It is important to note that these boundary conditions do not respect the invariance of the field

equations under electric-magnetic duality rotations: if F ∈ Sol(S), then generally ∗F /∈ Sol(S),

precisely because ∗F abρb

∣∣∣
∂M

̸= 0. Hence, electromagnetic duality rotations do not constitute

a Noether symmetry in this waveguide: the boundary conditions break the Noether symmetry

present in free space.

The symplectic structure canonically associated with the action S[A] follows from the symplectic

potentials ΘL, θ̄(L,ℓ̄) as

ΩS = δ

(∫
Σ
i∗ΘL(A)−

∫
∂Σ

ī∗θ̄(L,ℓ̄)
)

, (10)

where i∗ and ī∗ represent the pullback of the inclusion maps i : Σ ↪−→ M and ī : ∂Σ ↪−→ ∂M ,

respectively. In our case, this expression becomes

ΩS = δ

∫
Σ
δAΣ ∧ ∗FΣ =

∫
Σ
δAΣ ∧ ∗δFΣ , (11)

where AΣ = i∗A and FΣ = i∗F denote the pullbacks on the Cauchy slice Σ. This ΩS is a 2-form

on the configuration space F . In general, it depends on the choice of Cauchy slice Σ. However,

it can be shown that its pullback i∗SΩS to the space of solutions with the natural embedding

iS : Sol(S) ↪−→ F is independent of Σ, and therefore conserved in time [35]. For notational clarity,

in what follows we do not write the explicit pullbacks, as no ambiguity will arise.

Given two vectors XA1 , XA2 tangent to Sol(S) at a point A ∈ Sol(S), characterized by LXAi
A =

iXAi
δA = Ai

4, the symplectic product is defined as

ΩS(A1, A2) ≡ ΩS(XA1 , XA2) =
1

2

∫
Σ
(A1 ∧ ∗F2 −A2 ∧ ∗F1) , (12)

4 In a finite-dimensional manifold this would correspond, in coordinates, to the identification XAi = Ai
δ
δA

.
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which coincides with the familiar expression in free space. This symplectic product provides a

direct method to identify conserved charges associated with continuous symmetries. Specifically,

if a symmetry transformation is infinitesimally generated by the vector field δQA on the solution

space, the function Q : Sol(S) → R, defined by Q(A) := 1
2ΩS(A, δQA), is the Noether charge

generating that symmetry in phase space [37]. Conservation follows from the time-independence

of the symplectic product ΩS .

Electric-magnetic duality rotations are generated by the infinitesimal transformation δQA = Z,

where Za is the dual “electric” potential satisfying the Gauss constraint DaE
a = 0 in the source-

free theory [6, 7], in exact analogy with the familiar equation DaB
a = 0 for the magnetic potential

Aa. If δQA generated a genuine Noether symmetry on Sol(S), then the associated Noether charge

would be

Q(A) =
1

2
ΩS(A,Z) =

1

2

∫
Σ
dΣnb

[
Aa

∗F ba − ZaF
ba
]
, (13)

which agrees with the expression in free space given in (3). However, this quantity need not

be conserved inside the waveguide. Although A ∈ Sol(S), and Z satisfies the vacuum Maxwell

equations, its field strength dZ typically fails to obey the required boundary conditions, as discussed

above. Hence, Z /∈ Sol(S) in general. As emphasized above, ΩS is independent of Σ only when

evaluated on any pair A1, A2 ∈ Sol(S); if one argument lies outside the solution space, ΩS will

generally depend on Σ. Consequently, the putative charge Q(A) above will generically evolve

in time in this waveguide. Notice how this breakdown occurs even when working with Maxwell

equations in pure vacuum, once boundaries are present.

B. A self-dual formulation of Maxwell equations inside a waveguide

The example discussed in the previous subsection illustrates that boundary conditions must

be treated carefully if one wishes to preserve the electric-magnetic duality symmetry of free-space

Maxwell theory inside a bounded region. Since our goal is to explore potential quantum anomalies,

we wish to identify situations in which the corresponding Noether charge Q is conserved at the

classical level.

The main difficulty arises from the boundary Lagrangian ℓ̄(A), which can enforce boundary

conditions that break duality invariance. A natural strategy is to begin by prescribing boundary

conditions that respect duality and then determine the appropriate ℓ̄. However, not every set of

boundary conditions can be derived from a variational principle, and working within a variational
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framework is desirable because it automatically provides a natural symplectic structure from which

conserved charges can be identified easily. To guarantee that the boundary conditions derived

from a given ℓ̄ remain duality invariant, we shall work directly within a new formulation where

the canonical variables in the configuration space are manifestly self-dual or anti-self-dual. In this

subsection, we construct such a formulation for the source-free Maxwell theory inside a generic

cylindrical waveguide.

We consider the Lagrangian

L[AR, AL, λ1, λ2] = F+ ∧ ∗F− + (F+ − i∗F+) ∧ λ1 + (F− + i∗F−) ∧ λ2 , (14)

where F+ = dAR and F− = dAL, with AL = AR. In general, F+ and F− are not self- or antiself-

dual, respectively. The role of the 2-forms λ1 and λ2, which act as Lagrange multipliers, is precisely

to enforce these duality conditions on-shell, for which the bulk term F+ ∧ ∗F− vanishes and the

Lagrangian itself L reduces to zero.

Taking variations of this Lagrangian produces

δL[AR, AL, λ1, λ2] = E(AR) ∧ δAR + E(A−) ∧ δA− + E(λ1) ∧ δλ1 + E(λ2) ∧ δλ2

+dΘL(AR) + dΘL(AL) + dΘL(λ1) + dΘL(λ2) , (15)

with the Euler-Lagrange equations

E(AR) = −d∗F− − d(λ1 − i∗λ1) = 0 , E(λ1) = F+ − i∗F+ = 0 , (16)

E(AL) = −d∗F+ − d(λ2 + i∗λ2) = 0, E(λ2) = F− + i∗F− = 0 . (17)

The two right-handed equations imply that F± ∝ F ± i∗F for some real 2-form F . They also

lead to d ∗F± = ∓idF± = 0 by virtue of F+ = dAR, F− = dAL. Together, these relations

imply dF = d ∗F = 0, so F+ (F−) can be physically interpreted as a self(antiself) dual solution

of the source-free Maxwell equations. Substituting these conditions back into the two left-handed

equations yields d(λ1 − i∗λ1) = d(λ2 + i∗λ2) = 0, which in a simply connected manifold like M it

implies λ1 − i∗λ1 = dV1, λ2 + i∗λ2 = dV2 for some 1-forms V1, V2.

On the other hand, the symplectic potentials have the form

ΘL(AR) = δAR ∧
[∗F− + λ1 − i∗λ1

]
, ΘL(λ1) = 0 , (18)

ΘL(AL) = δAL ∧
[∗F+ + λ2 + i∗λ2

]
, ΘL(λ2) = 0 . (19)

Note that λ1 − i∗λ1 is antiself-dual whereas λ2 + i∗λ2 is self-dual. Besides λ1 − i∗λ1 = dV1,

λ2 + i∗λ2 = dV2, the Lagrange multipliers λ1 and λ2 remain undetermined, reflecting a gauge
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symmetry of the form AR → AR + V1, AL → AL + V2. We are free to choose the values of V1 and

V2 equal to zero, without loss of generality.

Let us introduce now some 2-forms F±
B , with fixed boundary values on ∂M , related to each other

by complex-conjugation. We define the boundary lagrangian ℓ̄(AR, AL) = AR ∧ ∗F−
B +AL ∧ ∗F+

B.

Varying this term gives

δℓ̄− j∗ΘL = b̄(AR) ∧ δAR + b̄(AL) ∧ δAL − dθ̄(L,ℓ̄) , (20)

where θ̄(L,ℓ̄) = 0 and the boundary conditions read

b̄(AR) = ∗F− − ∗F−
B , b̄(AL) = ∗F+ − ∗F+

B . (21)

Thus,

Sol(S) = {AR ∈ Ω1(M) / d ∗F+ = 0, i∗F+ = F+ , F+,abρb

∣∣∣
∂M

= F+,ab
B ρb

∣∣∣
∂M

, for F+ = dAR} .

If either F+
B or F−

B fail to be self- or anti-self-dual, respectively, the boundary conditions (21)

are incompatible and the solution space is empty, Sol(S) = ∅. Conversely, when the boundary

terms are self- and anti-self-dual, the space of solutions is nontrivial. In the rest of this work we

will fix F+
B subject to the conditions ρdϵ

dabc∇aF
+
B,bc = ϕdϵ

dabc∇aF
+
B,bc = 0, tbzcF+

B,bc = 0 on ∂M ,

where {ta, ϕa, za} are vectors tangent to ∂M . The first two represent continuity conditions for F±,

while the last one imposes a nontrivial constraint. All three are invariant under duality rotations,

hence electromagnetic duality rotations remain an exact Noether symmetry on Sol(S).

Finally, the symplectic structure canonically associated with this action is then

ΩS = δ

(∫
Σ
ΘL(AR) + ΘL(AL)−

∫
∂Σ

θ̄(L,ℓ̄)
)

=

∫
Σ
(δAR ∧ δ∗F− + δAL ∧ δ∗F+) ,

= −
∫
Σ
dΣnb(δAR,a ∧ δF−,ab + δAL,a ∧ δF+,ab) =

∫
Σ
dΣ (δAR,a ∧ δHL,a + δAL,a ∧ δHR,a) ,

where we have defined HR
a := F+

abn
a, HL

a := F−
abn

a. The symplectic product can be expressed as

ΩS(A
1
R, A

2
R) =

∫
Σ
dΣRe(A1

R,aH
R,2a −A2

R,aH
R,a,1) . (22)

This expression will be used in later sections for doing the quantization.

III. DESCRIPTION OF THE WAVEGUIDE MODEL: BOUNDARY CONDITIONS AND

DYNAMICS

As usual in quantum field theory in curved spacetimes, one first fixes some background and

then quantizes the field of interest on that classical background.
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In this work, the background system consists of an infinitely long, empty cylindrical waveguide

of radius R in Minkowski spacetime (R4, ηab), where ηab denotes the flat spacetime metric. To

mimic the effect of gravitational helicity on the electromagnetic field modes propagating inside

the waveguide, the latter is assumed to start from rest and then undergo a period of acceleration

until it reaches a constant angular velocity Ω at late times. For technical reasons to be discussed

below, we will also let the waveguide experience a longitudinal acceleration along its symmetry

axis, reaching a constant linear velocity v asymptotically. In this final stationary configuration,

the background carries nonzero helicity, thereby breaking the mirror symmetries of the initial setup

and inducing a spectral asymmetry between right- and left-handed photon modes.

To quantize the electromagnetic field inside the waveguide, we must first determine the com-

plete set of allowed solutions to the source-free Maxwell equations compatible with the boundary

conditions—that is, to characterize the corresponding covariant phase space of the theory. We

will start by discussing the static case in detail, introducing the duality-preserving model, and

incorporate later the background dynamics to derive the mode basis in the rotating frame at late

times.

A. Preliminary example: electric and magnetic modes allowed in a perfectly conducting

waveguide

In this subsection we review the standard procedure for solving Maxwell’s equations inside a

waveguide, focusing on the well-known case of perfectly conducting boundaries. This is standard

material that can be found in many textbooks (see, e.g., [38]). The purpose of this review is twofold:

first, to build intuition for the model to be introduced in the next subsection, which will be our

main focus; and second, to illustrate explicitly with a simple example how boundary conditions

can lead to the violation of the classical electric–magnetic duality symmetry.

The source-free Maxwell equations for the electromagnetic field Fab are ∇aF
ab = ∇a

∗F ab = 0,

where ∗F ab = 1
2ϵ

abcdFcd is the Hodge dual of the two-form Fab. The cylindrical symmetry of the

background motivates the use of cylindrical coordinates {t, ρ, ϕ, z} to solve these equations, with

z denoting the axis of the cylinder. In these coordinates, the flat Minkowski metric takes the form

ds2 = ηab(x)dx
adxb = −dt2 + dρ2 + ρ2dϕ2 + dz2 , (23)

with t, z ∈ R, ρ ∈ (0, R), ϕ ∈ (0, 2π), and each spacetime point carries a natural orthonormal basis

of 1-forms {ta, ρa, ϕa, za} = {−∇at,∇aρ, ρ∇aϕ,∇az}, where ta physically represents the 4-velocity

of inertial observers, i.e. worldlines in Minkowski with vanishing acceleration, ab = tc∇ct
b = 0.
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Modes of the electromagnetic field inside the waveguide are solutions of Maxwell equations

subject to some boundary conditions. Let Ea = tbFba and Ba = tb∗F ba denote the electric and

magnetic fields measured by the inertial observers. For perfectly conducting boundaries, the tan-

gential components of the electric field must vanish on the surface Eaz
a = Eaϕ

a = 0, while the

normal component of the magnetic field must also vanish ρaBa = 0. These conditions ensure that

no surface currents appear on the conductor walls.

Because the background is stationary and axisymmetric, we can work in a basis of solutions with

definite frequency ω, angular momentum m and linear momentum k along the z-axis. Therefore,

we can expand the most general solution in normal modes as

Fab(t, ρ, ϕ, z) =

∫ ∞

−∞
dω

∫ ∞

−∞
dk

∞∑
m=−∞

e−i(ωt+mϕ+kz)Fωkm
ab (ρ) , (24)

where m ∈ Z due to the periodicity ϕ ∈ S1 and ω, k ∈ R. Substituting the ansatz (24) into

Maxwell’s equations ∇aF
ab = ∇a

∗F ab = 0 produces the following 4 equations:

Eρ =
−i

ω2 − k2

[
k∂ρEz + i

mω

ρ
Bz

]
, (25)

Bϕ =
i

ω2 − k2

[
ω∂ρEz + i

mk

ρ
Bz

]
, (26)

Eϕ =
−i

ω2 − k2

[
−i

km

ρ
Ez + ω∂ρBz

]
, (27)

Bρ =
i

ω2 − k2

[
i
mω

ρ
Ez − k∂ρBz

]
. (28)

On the other hand, Maxwell’s equations tazdϵ
abcd∇c∇eF

e
b = 0, and tazdϵ

abcd∇c∇e
∗F e

b = 0, pro-

duce two independent second-order differential equations for Ez and Bz:[
d2

dρ2
+

1

ρ

d

dρ
+

(
ω2 − k2 − m2

ρ2

)]
Ez = 0 , (29)[

d2

dρ2
+

1

ρ

d

dρ
+

(
ω2 − k2 − m2

ρ2

)]
Bz = 0 , (30)

which are simply the Bessel equation. Note that, once Ez and Bz are known, the rest of the field

components follow algebraically from (25)-(28).

For perfect conductors, the boundary conditions at ρ = R reduce to the two conditions Ez|ρ=R =

0 and ∂ρBz|ρ=R = 0. Because these two boundary conditions cannot be satisfied simultaneously

for nontrivial solutions, we need to consider two separate cases, yielding two different families of

allowed modes:

Transverse electric (TE) modes: Ez = 0, Bz ̸= 0. The general solution to (29) is a linear

combination of Jm(
√
ω2 − k2ρ) and Ym(

√
ω2 − k2ρ). Demanding regularity at the axis ρ = 0 selects

Ez = 0, Bz = AωkmJm(
√
ω2 − k2ρ) , (31)
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for some complex constant Aωkm. The electric and magnetic mode solutions are then Ea = Eρ∇aρ+

Eϕ ρ∇aϕ+ Ez∇az, and Ba = Bρ∇aρ+Bϕ ρ∇aϕ+Bz∇az, where
5

Eρ = Aωkm
mω

ρ(ω2 − k2)
Jm(

√
ω2 − k2ρ) , (32)

Eϕ = Aωkm
−iω√
ω2 − k2

J ′
m(
√
ω2 − k2ρ) , (33)

Ez = 0 , (34)

Bρ = Aωkm
−ik√
ω2 − k2

J ′
m(
√
ω2 − k2ρ) , (35)

Bϕ = Aωkm
−mk

ρ(ω2 − k2)
Jm(

√
ω2 − k2ρ) , (36)

Bz = AωkmJm(
√

ω2 − k2ρ) . (37)

Applying the boundary conditions gives ∂ρJm(
√
ω2 − k2R) = 0, which is satisfied when

√
ω2 − k2R =

j′mn, for {j′mn}n∈N the zeros of the derivative of the Bessel J function, ∂ρJm(j′mn) = 0. The effect

of imposing these boundary conditions is to discretize the allowed frequencies inside the waveguide:

ωTE
kmn =

√
k2 + j′mn

R . Note that, because J−m(z) = (−1)mJm(z), the zeros satisfy j′−mn = j′mn
6.

Transverse magnetic (TM) modes: Ez ̸= 0, Bz = 0. A similar reasoning yields

Ez = BωkmJm(
√
ω2 − k2ρ) , Bz = 0 , (38)

for some complex constant Bωkm. The electric and magnetic fields are Ea = Eρ∇aρ+ Eϕ ρ∇aϕ+

Ez∇az, and Ba = Bρ∇aρ+Bϕ ρ∇aϕ+Bz∇az, where now

Eρ = Bωkm
−ik√
ω2 − k2

J ′
m(
√
ω2 − k2ρ) , (39)

Eϕ = Bωkm
−mk

ρ(ω2 − k2)
Jm(

√
ω2 − k2ρ) , (40)

Ez = BωkmJm(
√
ω2 − k2ρ) , (41)

Bρ = Bωkm
−mω

ρ(ω2 − k2)
Jm(

√
ω2 − k2ρ) , (42)

Bϕ = Bωkm
iω√

ω2 − k2
J ′
m(
√
ω2 − k2ρ) , (43)

Bz = 0 . (44)

Boundary conditions imposed by the perfect conductor at ρ = R require Jm(
√
ω2 − k2R) = 0,

which is satisfied now for
√
ω2 − k2R = jmn, where {jmn}n∈N are the zeros of the Bessel J function,

5 Note that primes denote derivatives of the function with respect to its argument, hence adimensional.
6 For m > −1, Jm(z) has infinitely many, non-repeating zeros, and all of them are real (see 8.541 in [39]). If jm1 > 0

is the smallest positive zero of Jm(z) for m > 0 (for which jm0 = 0), then jm1 > m, so jmn > m for n > 0 (see

8.544 in [39]). For m ≥ 0, the number of zeros of Jm(x) contained in the interval (0, (N + m
2
+ 1

4
)π) is exactly N

(see 8.545 in [39]). For large n, jmn ∼ (n+ m
2
− 1

4
)π (see 8.547 in [39]).
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Jm(jmn) = 0. The result of imposing these boundary conditions is to discretize again the allowed

frequencies inside the waveguide, according to ωTM
kmn =

√
k2 + jmn

R . Again, we have j−mn = jmn.

Notice that, prior to imposing boundary conditions, the TM modes (39)-(44) are related to the

TE modes (32)-(37) by a duality transformation (provided we take Bωkm = −Aωkm). That is,

ETE
a,ωkm = −BTM

a,ωkm , BTE
a,ωkm = ETM

a,ωkm . (45)

Now, after imposing boundary conditions and discretizing the allowed frequencies, one finds

ETE
a,ωTE

kmnkm
̸= −BTM

a,ωTM
kmnkm

, BTE
a,ωTE

kmnkm
̸= ETM

a,ωTM
kmnkm

, (46)

precisely because ωTE
kmn ̸= ωTM

kmn. As a result, performing an electric-magnetic duality rotation on

a given solution takes you out of the physical solution space defined by the boundary conditions.

This illustrates how boundary conditions can effectively break the classical electric-magnetic duality

symmetry of free space.

Other modes. There are no nontrivial transverse electromagnetic (TEM) modes: setting Ez =

Bz = 0 in (25)-(28) produce Ea = Ba = 0. Hybrid modes with both Ez ̸= 0, Bz ̸= 0 are also

excluded, since they would require
√
ω2 − k2R = jmn = j′mn for the same set of mode parameters

{ω,m, k}, which never occurs (the Bessel zeros satisfy jmn < j′mn < jmn+1 < j′mn+1 < . . . [40]).

B. Electric/magnetic modes allowed in our waveguide model

As we have seen above, for (3) to represent a classically conserved Noether charge, it is not

enough that Maxwell’s equations inside the waveguide be invariant under electric-magnetic rota-

tions (which is always true in the absence of sources). It is also necessary that the boundary

conditions remain invariant under duality transformations; otherwise, applying a duality rotation

to a given solution takes it out of the space of admissible solutions.

In order to study the quantum anomaly, it will be convenient to consider a system in which the

charge Q is classically conserved, even if this requires boundary conditions that are not entirely

realistic from an experimental standpoint. This simplification is harmless for our purposes, since

the anomaly will always manifest itself through an explicitly time-dependent contribution to ⟨Q̂⟩,

regardless of the boundary. Proceeding this way allows us to provide a concrete proof of concept

for the existence of a purely quantum violation of duality in non-gravitational settings. In realistic

scenarios, both the classical and quantum mechanisms of symmetry breaking would coexist7. The

7 A closely related situation occurs for Dirac fermions: the chiral symmetry may be broken explicitly at the classical

level by a mass term, while at the same time the axial current remains subject to a quantum (Adler-Bell-Jackiw)

anomaly.
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experimental challenge would then be to isolate the genuinely quantum component, a question that

lies beyond the scope of the present work.

In this work we will therefore impose boundary conditions that are manifestly duality-invariant.

More precisely, as advanced in Sec. II, we consider the following covariant equations

Fabt
azb|ρ=R = 0 , ∗F abt

azb|ρ=R = 0 , (47)

at the waveguide surface ρ = R. These conditions eliminate the longitudinal electric and magnetic

components simultaneously, and hence remain invariant under the transformation Fab → ∗Fab,

∗Fab → −Fab.

With such duality-preserving boundary conditions, it is more convenient to work with the

complex field HR
a = Ea + iBa = tb +F ba, which unifies Maxwell’s equations into a single complex

form and compactly encodes the duality invariance. Namely, the boundary conditions reduce

simply to HR
z |ρ=R = 0, and the 6 Maxwell equations (25)-(30) diagonalize into:

HR
ρ =

−i

ω2 − k2

[
k∂ρ +

mω

ρ

]
HR

z , (48)

HR
ϕ =

−1

ω2 − k2

[
km

ρ
+ ω∂ρ

]
HR

z , (49)[
d2

dρ2
+

1

ρ

d

dρ
+

(
ω2 − k2 − m2

ρ2

)]
HR

z = 0 . (50)

Equation (50) is decoupled and can be solved independently for HR
z , while (48)-(49) provide the

remaining field components algebraically. The most general solution for HR
z that is bounded on

the cylinder axis is HR
z ∝ Jm(

√
ω2 − k2ρ). The boundary condition then selects a single family of

allowed modes, with discretized frequencies ωkmn =
√

k2 + j2mn
R2 . Because J−m(z) = (−1)mJm(z)

for integer m, the zeros satisfy j−mn = jmn, thus ω−k−mn = ωkmn.

C. Right- and left-handed potentials inside the waveguide model

Although most treatments of waveguide electrodynamics focus solely on the allowed electric

and magnetic field modes, a formulation in terms of electromagnetic potentials becomes essential

when extending the analysis beyond classical wave propagation into the quantum regime. This is

because, in the quantum theory, the canonical variable is the potential, not the field strength. To

the best of my knowledge, for waveguides this formulation is lacking in the literature. Because of

this, we describe here in some detail the procedure to obtain the (self-dual) potentials from the

allowed electric and magnetic modes inside the waveguide.
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As introduced in Sec. II, the self-dual fieldHR
a = tb+Fba in vacuum satisfies the Gauss constraint

DaH
R,a = 0, whereDa is the spatial covariant derivative induced on spacelike Cauchy hypersurfaces

Σ = {t = const}. This constraint can be integrated in terms of a complex “right-handed” potential

AR
a , yielding

HR,a = iϵabcDbA
R
c , HL,a = −iϵabcDbA

L
c = HR,a , (51)

whose real part gives the usual magnetic potential, Aa =
√
2ReAR

a , while the imaginary one yields

the dual potential Za =
√
2 ImAR

a . The dynamics of AR
a follows from ∇a(∇aA

R
b −∇bA

R
a ) = 0. To

solve this equation we will (partially) fix the gauge with the Lorentz condition ∇aA
R,a = 0, which

significantly reduces the dynamical equations to ∇a∇aA
R
b = 0. Using the ansatz for the normal

modes

AR
a (t, ρ, ϕ, z) =

∫ ∞

−∞
dω

∫ ∞

−∞
dk

∞∑
m=−∞

e−i(ωt+mϕ+kz)AR
a (ρ) , (52)

with AR
a = AR

t ∇at+ AR
ρ ∇aρ+ AR

ϕ ρ∇aϕ+ AR
z ∇az, a straightforward but somewhat tedious com-

putation yields [
d2

dρ2
+

1

ρ

d

dρ
+

(
ω2 − k2 − m2

ρ2

)]
AR

t = 0 , (53)[
d2

dρ2
+

1

ρ

d

dρ
+

(
ω2 − k2 − (m∓ 1)2

ρ2

)]
AR

± = 0 , (54)[
d2

dρ2
+

1

ρ

d

dρ
+

(
ω2 − k2 − m2

ρ2

)]
AR

z = 0 , (55)

where we introduced the variables AR
± = 1√

2
(AR

ρ ± iAR
ϕ ). These are standard Bessel equations.

Regularity conditions at the axis ρ = 0 yield

AR
t = CR

t Jm(
√
ω2 − k2ρ) , (56)

AR
± = CR

±Jm∓1(
√

ω2 − k2ρ) , (57)

AR
z = CR

z Jm(
√
ω2 − k2ρ) . (58)

This is the general solution of the source-free Maxwell equations for the right-handed potential in

cylindrical coordinates. The left-handed potential satisfies identical equations,

AL
t = CL

t Jm(
√
ω2 − k2ρ) , (59)

AL
± = CL

±Jm∓1(
√
ω2 − k2ρ) , (60)

AL
z = CL

z Jm(
√
ω2 − k2ρ) . (61)
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The remaining coefficients CR
t , C

R
± , C

R
z , C

L
t , C

L
±, C

L
z are determined by imposing the boundary

conditions on the self-dual fields, HR
z |ρ=R = HL

z |ρ=R = 0, and by fixing the residual gauge free-

dom. Let us focus first on the right-handed potential. By using the identities Jm−1 − Jm+1 =

2∂ρJm(
√
ω2−k2ρ)√

ω2−k2
, Jm−1 + Jm+1 =

2mJm(
√
ω2−k2ρ)

ρ
√
ω2−k2

(see 8.471.1, 8.471.2 in [39]) we can rewrite

AR
± =

CR
±√

ω2 − k2

[
∂ρ ±

m

ρ

]
Jm(ρ

√
ω2 − k2) . (62)

Now, the defining equation for the right-handed potential, HR,a = iϵabcDbA
R
c , yields 3 independent

equations:

HR
ρ ± iHR

ϕ =

[
−i

√
2kCR

+√
ω2 − k2

∓ CR
z

] [
∂ρ ±

m

ρ

]
Jm(ρ

√
ω2 − k2) , (63)

HR
z =

(CR
+ + CR

−)
√
ω2 − k2

√
2

Jm(ρ
√
ω2 − k2) , (64)

while equations (48)-(50) yield

HR
ρ ± iHR

ϕ = ∓ i

ω ∓ k

[
∂ρ ±

m

ρ

]
HR

z (ρ) , (65)

HR
z = Jm(ρ

√
ω2 − k2) , (66)

where the normalization factor of HR
z has been set to 1 without loss of generality (we will discuss

in later sections how to suitably obtain the adequate value). Comparing both sets of equations we

obtain

CR
− =

√
2√

ω2 − k2
− CR

+ , (67)

CR
z = −i

[
1

k − ω
+

√
2kCR

+√
ω2 − k2

]
. (68)

On the other hand, the Lorentz condition ∇aA
R,a = 0 produces

AR
t (ρ) =

2iCR
z k −

√
2(CR

− − CR
+)

√
ω2 − k2)

2iω
Jm(ρ

√
ω2 − k2) , (69)

thus

CR
t = −i

[
1

k − ω
+

√
2ωCR

+√
ω2 − k2

]
. (70)

The freedom to choose CR
+ corresponds to the remaining freedom of performing gauge transfor-

mations AR
a → AR

a + ∇aϕ
R subject to □ϕR = 0. To fully fix the gauge we impose the condition

m̄aAR
a = 0, with m̄a = 1√

2
(∇aρ + iρ∇aϕ). This sets CR

+ = 0 and therefore CR
z = CR

t = i
ω−k , and

CR
− =

√
2√

ω2−k2
.
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Repeating exactly the same steps as before, but now using HL,a = −iϵabcDbA
L
c (notice the

relative minus sign) we obtain

CL
− = −

√
2√

ω2 − k2
− CL

+ , (71)

CL
z = i

[
1

k + ω
−

√
2kCL

+√
ω2 − k2

]
, (72)

CL
t = −i

[
1

k + ω
+

√
2ωCL

+√
ω2 − k2

]
. (73)

The gauge condition imposed before is equivalent to maAL
a = 0 (after complex conjugating), which

implies now CL
− = 0, so CL

z = CR
t = i

ω−k , and CL
+ = −

√
2√

ω2−k2
.

Collecting all results, the right- and left-handed potentials allowed inside our waveguide take

the compact forms:

AR
a,hkmn ∝ e−i(hωkmnt+kz+mϕ)

[
Jm+1

(
jmn

R
ρ

)
ma −

iR

jmn
(hωkmn + k)ℓaJm

(
jmn

R
ρ

)]
, (74)

AL
a,hkmn ∝ e−i(hωkmnt+kz+mϕ)

[
Jm−1

(
jmn

R
ρ

)
ma +

iR

jmn
(hωkmn + k)ℓaJm

(
jmn

R
ρ

)]
, (75)

where, as mentioned in the previous subsection, the boundary conditions give ωkmn = +
√
k2 + j2mn

R2

and h ∈ {+1,−1} tracks the overall frequency sign. These expressions have been written in terms

of the cylindrical Newman-Penrose null tetrad [41]

{na, ℓa,ma,ma} =
1√
2
{ta + za, ta − za, ρa − iϕa, ρa + iϕa} ,

satisfying ℓana = −1, mam̄a = 1, and zero for any other contractions. In particular, notice that

(74) and (75) are null vectors: AR
a,hkmnA

a,R
h′k′m′n′ = 0, AL

a,hkmnA
a,L
h′k′m′n′ = 0. Together with

AL
a,−h−k−mn = (−1)mAR

a,hkmn , (76)

we conclude that, {AR
a,hkmn} form a complete set of linearly independent vector solutions of Maxwell

equations. These are eigenfunctions of the Hodge duality operator, in the sense:

1

2
ϵ cd
ab ∇[cA

R/L
d],hkmn = ±i∇[aA

R/L
b],hkmn ,

1

2
ϵ cd
ab ∇[cA

L/R
d],hkmn = ±i∇[aA

L/R
b],hkmn . (77)

corresponding to definite handedness/self-duality equal to ±1.

Besides, these vector fields have well-definite spin weight, and therefore helicity. To see this,

notice that the vector ℓa denotes the null “outgoing” direction of propagation along the z axis

(namely, AR
a,hkmn propagates towards increasingly positive values of z as time evolves), while m̄a

indicates the direction of rotation in the plane orthogonal to it. For positive-frequency modes,
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AR
a,hkmn rotates right-handedly along its propagation direction (thus, positive helicity), while for

negative-frequency modes it rotates left-handedly as time evolves along its propagation direction

(thus, negative helicity). Similarly, AL
a,hkmn rotates left-handedly along its propagation direction

for positive-frequency modes (thus, negative helicity), while for negative-frequency modes it rotates

right-handedly along its propagation direction (thus, positive helicity). This is, our results satisfy

the expected relation between duality and helicity [42].

This last observation motivates us to decompose (74)-(75) as the sum of a “transverse” contri-

bution plus a “longitudinal” term. In particular, it is not difficult to see from (74)-(75) that the

most general solution (52) has the form

AR
a = AR,T

a + ℓaLnϕ , (78)

where Ln denotes the Lie derivative with respect to the vector na, and ϕ ∝ e−i(hωkmnt+kz+mϕ)Jm( jmn

R ρ)

satisfies the Klein-Gordon equation. The two physical degrees of freedom are captured in the trans-

verse contribution AR,T
a , and can be obtained by contracting (74)-(75) with {ma, m̄a}, which carry

the two transverse photon polarizations. In contrast, the longitudinal degree of freedom, repre-

sented by this ϕ, is not physical, but rather the result of imposing the Lorentz gauge fixing. It does

not contribute to any observable, as can be checked from the fact that the symplectic structure

(22) is independent of it. Taking into account that ∇aℓb = 0, we have F+ = dAR,T − ℓ ∧ Lndϕ,

thus

ΩS = i

∫
Σ
(δAR ∧ δF− − δAL ∧ δF+)

= i

∫
Σ

[
δAT

R ∧ δF−,T − δAT
R ∧ ℓ ∧ Lndϕ̄+ ℓ ∧ LnϕdδAT

R

−δAT
R ∧ δF+,T + δAT

R ∧ ℓ ∧ Lndϕ− ℓ ∧ Lnϕ̄ dδAT
R

]
.

Since ℓ ∧ LnϕdδAT
R = ℓ ∧ d(Lnϕ δAT

R)− ℓ ∧ dLnϕ ∧ δAT
R = d(ℓ ∧ Lnϕ δAT

R)− δAT
R ∧ ℓ ∧ dLnϕ,

similarly with its complex conjugate, and Lnϕ vanishes identically at the boundary ρ = R, we

conclude

ΩS = i

∫
Σ
(δAT

R ∧ δF−,T − δAT
L ∧ δF+,T ) . (79)

For completeness, the field strengths associated to the vector modes (74)-(75), measured by
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inertial observers ta, are:

HR,a
hkmn = i tdϵ

dabc∇bA
R
c,hkmn (80)

∝ e−i(hωkmnt+kz+mϕ)

[
i(hωkmn − k)

2
Jm+1ma +

i(hωkmn + k)

2
Jm−1ma − za

jmn√
2R

Jm

]
,

HL,a
hkmn = −i tdϵ

dabc∇bA
L
c,hkmn (81)

∝ e−i(hωkmnt+kz+mϕ)

[
i(hωkmn + k)

2
Jm+1ma +

i(hωkmn − k)

2
Jm−1ma + za

jmn√
2R

Jm

]
,

with all Bessel functions evaluated at jmn

R ρ. These modes also satisfyHL
a,−h−k−mn = (−1)mHR

a,hkmn.

D. Acceleration of the waveguide and frame-dragging of basis vectors

As indicated above, our waveguide is a hollow cylinder with duality-invariant boundary con-

ditions (47) for the electromagnetic field modes. Initially static, the cylinder accelerates both

tangentially and longitudinally until it reaches a constant angular velocity Ω0 and a constant

linear velocity v0 along its symmetry axis. In previous subsections we obtained the basis of elec-

tromagnetic modes allowed inside the waveguide at early times, when it is static. Here we will

derive the corresponding basis at late times in the co-rotating frame. In this late-time stationary

configuration, the waveguide exhibits a handedness and thus breaks the mirror symmetries of the

initial state. This feature will be crucial for inducing an asymmetry between the two chiral sectors

of the allowed set of electromagnetic modes inside the waveguide in the co-rotating frame.

To describe the dynamics of the accelerated waveguide at later times, we introduce a fiducial

reference frame Õ attached to inertial observers and decoupled from the waveguide, where the

motion becomes explicit. In cylindrical coordinates {t̃, ρ̃, ϕ̃, z̃} adapted to this frame, the flat

Minkowski metric has its canonical diagonal form everywhere, ds2 = η̃ab(x̃)dx̃
adx̃b = −dt̃2 + dρ̃2 +

ρ̃2dϕ̃2 + dz̃2, and each spacetime point carries a natural orthonormal basis of 1-forms, written in

these coordinates as {t̃a, ρ̃a, ϕ̃a, z̃a} = {−∇̃at̃, ∇̃aρ̃, ρ̃ ∇̃aϕ̃, ∇̃az̃}, with t̃a the 4-velocity of inertial

observers. The self-dual solutions of Maxwell equations for HR
a and the right-handed potential

AR
a are then given by the expressions obtained in the previous subsections (with tildes). More

precisely, self-dual solutions of Maxwell’s equations that are eigenfunctions of the Killing Vector

Fields (KVFs) ∂t̃, ∂ϕ̃ and ∂z̃ have the form (74)-(75).

We now wish to describe the quantum field from the viewpoint of a non-inertial reference frame

O associated with observers co-rotating and co-propagating with the waveguide. In this accelerating

frame the constituents of the cylinder remain at rest at all times. Let {t, ρ, ϕ, z} denote cylindrical

coordinates that remain constant along the worldlines of such observers at rest. Specifically, if
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γρ,ϕ,z(t) denotes one such curve from the congruence, labelled by (ρ, ϕ, z) and with proper time t,

then its coordinates in this frame are xa(γρ,ϕ,z(t)) = (t, ρ, ϕ, z). Observers that follow these curves

propagate with 4-velocity u = ∂/∂t and non-trivial 4-acceleration aa = ub∇bua ̸= 0.

At early times, both frames coincide (ua = ta, hence aa = 0), and the metric in the non-inertial

frame O is also ds2 = ηab(x) dx
adxb ∼ −dt2 + dρ2 + ρ2dϕ2 + dz2. At later times, however, the

non-inertial frame differs from the inertial one, as the co-rotating observers experience a centripetal

acceleration, aaaa = ρ2γ4Ω4
0 ̸= 0. The specific dynamics of the waveguide is encoded in the coordi-

nate functions (t̃(xa), ρ̃(xa), ϕ̃(xa), z̃(xa)), which depend on the particular interpolating functions

Ω(t) and v(t) between 0 and the final values Ω0, v0. At sufficiently late times, once the waveg-

uide reaches a stationary configuration, the two coordinate systems are simply related by ρ = ρ̃,

ϕ = ϕ̃−Ω0t̃ (time-dependent rotation), z = γ(z̃+v0t̃), t = γ(t̃+v0z̃) (Lorentz transformation with

boost parameter γ−2 = 1 − v20). Under this transformation, the line element naturally acquires

off-diagonal terms encoding non-inertial effects (such as frame dragging):

ds2 ∼ −(1− ρ2γ2Ω2
0)dt

2 + dρ2 + ρ2dϕ2 + (1 + v20ρ
2γ2Ω2

0)dz
2

+2γΩ0ρ
2dtdϕ− 2v0γ

2Ω2
0ρ

2dtdz − 2v0γΩ0ρ
2dϕdz . (82)

To obtain the basis of self-dual solutions to Maxwell equations inside the rotating waveguide

at late times, we need to explicitly incorporate the effects of frame-dragging of the fiducial tetrad

on the electromagnetic basis modes (74)–(75). The fiducial tetrad, written in these coordinates as

{e I
a (x)}3I=0 = {ta, ρa, ϕa, za}, is adapted to the motion of inertial observers, in the sense that each

e I
a (x) is parallel transported along the integral curves of the inertial four-velocity: ta∇ae

I
b = 0.

In contrast, the accelerated observers at the waveguide’s surface follow integral curves of u = ∂t,

which at late times relate to the inertial basis as ua|t→∞ ∼ γ(ta + v0z
a) + Ω0γ ρ ϕ

a. Hence, in this

accelerated frame the inertial basis is expected to rotate as a function of time t. Indeed, using (82)

one finds

Dρa
dt

≡ ub∇bρa = Ω0γϕa ,
Dϕa

dt
≡ ub∇bϕa = −Ω0γρa .

i.e. {ρa, ϕa} fail to be parallel transported along the integral curves of ua and undergo rotation

with angular frequency Ω0γ along the curves γρ,ϕ,z(t).

These relations can be diagonalized by introducing the Newman-Penrose cylindrical vectors
√
2ma := ρa − iϕa and

√
2m̄a := ρa + iϕa, which satisfy ub∇bma = iΩ0γma, and ub∇bm̄a =

−iΩ0γm̄a. Although ma and m̄a are not parallel transported along ua, their time-dependent
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phases can be factored out explicitly:

ma = eiΩ0γtm0
a , ma = e−iΩ0γtm0

a , (83)

for some m0
a, m̄

0
a that are now parallel transported along ua (ub∇bm

0
a = 0). This time-dependent

rotation of the inertial vectors {ma, m̄a}, as seen from the non-inertial observers propagating with

4-velocity ua, captures the frame-dragging effect of the rotating waveguide. Using this result, the

electromagnetic circularly polarization basis takes the following form in the non-inertial frame at

late times:

AR
a,hkmn ∼ e−i[(hωkmn+mΩ0−kv0)γt+(k−hωkmnv−mv0Ω0)γz+mϕ]

[
Jm+1m0

ae
−iΩ0γt − iR

jmn
(hωkmn + k)ℓaJm

]
,(84)

AL
a,hkmn ∼ e−i[(hωkmn+mΩ0−kv0)γt+(k−hωkmnv−mv0Ω0)γz+mϕ]

[
Jm−1m

0
ae

+iΩ0γt +
iR

jmn
(hωkmn + k)ℓaJm

]
,(85)

with all Bessel functions evaluated at jmn

R ρ. Notice how the accelerating frame “rotates” the

the right-handed modes with global factor e−iΩ0γt and left-handed modes with the opposite factor

e+iΩ0γt. This is because the field AR
a has a well-definite (positive) helicity, rotating as a spin-1 field,

while AL
a = AR

a has the opposite one8. This frame-dragging effect will be crucial for introducing a

spectral asymmetry in the quantum theory.

The effects of frame-dragging also manifest on the form of the boundary conditions for the

electric and magnetic fields, which become dynamical in the non-inertial frame. More precisely,

the electric and magnetic fields measured by the accelerating observers at the waveguide’s surface

are given by Eb = uaFab and Bb = ua ∗F ab. Using the orthogonal frame {ua, ρa,Φa, Za} :=

{γ(ta + v0z
a) + Ω0γ ρ ϕ

a, ρa, ϕa + γ2Ω0ρ(t
a + v0z

a), γ(za + v0t
a)} associated with the family of

accelerating observers at late times, the boundary conditions (47) imply

EZ |ρ=R = γΩ0Bρ|ρ=R , BZ |ρ=R = −γΩ0Eρ|ρ=R . (86)

Thus, the form of the boundary conditions on the electric and magnetic fields changes in the

accelerating frame, while respecting duality invariance. In particular, the physical modes (EZ , BZ),

which vanish at early times, evolve continuously to the expressions above at late times due to the

rotational background. By contrast, the form of the boundary conditions in the inertial orthonormal

frame {ta, ρa, ϕa, za} read Ẽz|ρ=R = B̃z|ρ=R = 0 all the time.

Finally, we remark that it is not necessary to model the transient phase of acceleration in detail.

The final value of the vacuum expectation value of the Noether charge will depend only on the final

8 As indicated below Eq. (78), the longitudinal contribution does not play any physical role.
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state of motion of the waveguide (namely, its constant angular and linear velocities), and not on

the precise acceleration history. This is precisely the expected behavior in the presence of a chiral

anomaly [43, 44]. Anomalies are topological in nature and therefore insensitive to the detailed

time profile of the background, provided the initial and final configurations are well defined. In

this sense, only the asymptotic states of motion of the waveguide contribute to the observable

effect, while the intermediate evolution acts merely as an interpolation between them.

IV. QUANTIZATION AT EARLY TIMES

While quantization of the free electromagnetic field is a well-developed topic in globally hyper-

bolic spacetimes, introducing boundaries—especially time-dependent or accelerating ones—requires

careful treatment and specific computations on a case-by-case basis9. In particular, one cannot

simply assume a priori that the quantum field admits an expansion in creation and annihilation

operators. A mathematically rigorous treatment of the electromagnetic field quantization in 3+1

waveguides appears to be scarce in the literature, to the best of our knowledge. The aim of this

and the following section is therefore to construct, in a precise manner, the “in” and “out” Fock

spaces used throughout the paper10.

To obtain a quantum description of the electromagnetic field inside the waveguide we first

need to specify its underlying classical theory. For that, we adopt the covariant phase-space

approach [32, 33], in particular incorporating the recent developments that account for the presence

of boundaries [35]. As reviewed in Sec. II, in this formalism one works directly with field solutions

defined over the entire spacetime, and a natural symplectic structure Ω can be constructed once a

local action functional is specified, including possible boundary contributions. Here we will work

with Eq. (22). Quantization can then be carried out using standard techniques in quantum field

theory [46, 47]. In particular, the construction of a Fock space requires specification of a well-

defined vacuum state. This can be achieved by e.g. constructing a complex structure J that

is compatible with Ω [48]. Physically, this allows to distinguish between positive and negative

frequency modes. This will be the strategy adopted in this work.

In this section we will first perform the quantization of the theory at early times, when the

waveguide remains static, leaving the corresponding construction at late times to the next section.

9 For some universal algebraic properties see e.g. [45]
10 Even in studies of the (dynamical) Casimir effect, where quantum fields interacting with boundaries are routinely

considered, the mode decomposition is typically introduced heuristically and the focus lies primarily on computing

observable quantities. On the other hand, in quantum optics one usually quantizes only a finite set of selected

modes. The anomaly analysed here depends crucially on the full infinite-dimensional structure of the quantum

field, and hence requires a more robust functional-analytic framework.
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The two resulting Fock spaces, Hin and Hout, will enable us to carry out a Bogoliubov trans-

formation analysis, necessary to evaluate the in-vacuum expectation value of the Noether charge

operator at late times. As we will see, the detailed profile of the intermediate acceleration phase

of the waveguide will not be required to obtain the final result in closed form. This is because the

anomalous time dependence of ⟨Q̂⟩ originates from a “topological” contribution that depends only

on the boundaries of our spacetime [43, 44], namely, on the initial and final spacelike hypersurfaces.

A. Classical covariant phase space (standard variables)

As a preliminary exercise, it is instructive to perform the quantization using the usual real-

valued magnetic potential Aa as the canonical variable. This will provide a familiar reference point

before moving on to the self-dual variables in the next subsection.

The Fourier modes Aa,hkmn of the real-valued potential must satisfy the usual reality condition

Aa,−h−k−mn = Aa,hkmn. From the right- and left-handed mode basis obtained in the previous

section, (74)-(75), which obey AL
a,−h−k−mn = (−1)mAR

a,hkmn, we can build two linearly indepen-

dent vector combinations satisfying the same reality property: A1
a,hkmn := 1√

2
(AR

a,hkmn +AL
a,hkmn)

and A2
a,hkmn := − i√

2
(AR

a,hkmn − AL
a,hkmn), which are orthogonal to each other for fixed h, k,m, n:

A1
a,hkmnA

a,2
hkmn = 0. Physically, {AR

a,hkmn, A
L
a,hkmn} correspond to circularly polarized photon

modes, while {A1
a,hkmn, A

2
a,hkmn} represent the two linear polarization vectors. With this basis,

any real-valued vector solution of the source-free Maxwell equations (with the prescribed bound-

ary conditions) can be written as the linear combination

Aa(x) =

∞∑
n=1

∞∑
m=−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
dk
∑
λ=1,2

∑
h=±1

zλhkmnA
λ
a,hkmn(x)

=
∞∑
n=1

∞∑
m=−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
dk
∑
λ=1,2

[
zλ1kmnA

λ
a,1kmn(x) + zλ1kmnA

λ
a,1kmn(x)

]
, (87)

where x is shorthand for (t, ρ, ϕ, z), and zλhkmn are some complex scalars satisfying the reality con-

dition zλhkmn = (−1)mzλ−h−k−mn. We remark that, in our duality-invariant waveguide model, both

linear polarization modes share the same frequency spectrum. In contrast, for boundary conditions

that break electric-magnetic duality (e.g. perfectly conducting walls), the two polarizations acquire

distinct spectra.

The covariant phase space is defined as the real vector space Γ spanned by this (complex-valued)

basis of solutions,
{
Aλ

a,hkmn(x)
}
. Each element of Γ has the form (87) and is labelled by the set

of Bargmann-Segal coordinates {zλhkmn}k∈R,m∈Z,n∈N,λ∈Z2 , which are assumed to decay sufficiently
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fast for |k|, |m|, n → ∞ to ensure convergence of the integral and sums. The canonical symplectic

product Ω0 defined on this covariant phase space is

Ω0(A1, A2) =
1

2

∫
Σ
dΣnb

[
Aa,1F

ab
2 −Aa,2F

ab
1

]
∈ R , (88)

where Σt0 = {t = t0} is a spacelike Cauchy hypersurface, and nb = − 1√
∇at∇at

∇bt = −∇bt its future-

directed normal. In our conventions Aa carries dimensions of
√
ℏ/L, so that Ω0 has dimensions of

ℏ, as expected for the classical precursor of a quantum commutator.

This symplectic structure is manifestly anti-symmetric, Ω0(A1, A2) = −Ω0(A2, A1). Its time

independence can be explicitly verified by computing the Lie derivative along na (see Appendix

B). For practical calculations, the integral expression for Ω can be rewritten as

Ω0(A1, A2) =
1

2

∫
Σ
dρdzdϕ ρ

[
Aa,1Ȧ

a
2 −Aa,2Ȧ

a
1 −Aa

1∂a(nbA
b
2) +Aa

2∂a(nbA
b
1)
]

(89)

=
1

2

∫
Σ
dρdzdϕ ρ

[
Aa,1Ȧ

a
2 −Aa,2Ȧ

a
1

]
, (90)

where Ȧb ≡ na∂aAb, and the second line can be obtained after some straightforward manipulations,

and using the property naAa|ρ=R = 0.

We now decompose the general solution (87) as Aa = A+
a +A−

a , where A+
a and A−

a are, respec-

tively, the positive- and negative-frequency parts with respect to the timelike KVF ∂/∂t at early

times. We can then define a linear map J : Γ → Γ by JA±
a = ±iA±

a , so that JAa = iA+
a − iA−

a

for any Aa. Since J2 = −I, this defines a complex structure on Γ. The doublet (Γ, J) be-

comes a complex vector space, on which the multiplication by complex numbers is defined by

(a + jb)Aa := aAa + bJAa with j the imaginary unit, for any a, b ∈ R and any (real-valued)

Aa ∈ Γ.

This complex structure J is compatible with the symplectic structure, in the sense that

Ω0(JA1, JA2) = Ω0(A1, A2). Indeed, Ω0(JA1, JA2) = Ω0(iA
+
1 , iA

+
2 )+Ω0(iA

+
1 ,−iA−

2 )+Ω0(−iA−
1 , iA

+
2 )+

Ω0(−iA−
1 ,−iA−

2 ), where

Ω0(iA
+
1 , iA

+
2 ) = −Ω0(A

+
1 , A

+
2 ) , (91)

Ω0(iA
+
1 ,−iA−

2 ) = Ω0(A
+
1 , A

−
2 ) , (92)

Ω0(−iA−
1 , iA

+
2 ) = Ω0(A

−
1 , A

+
2 ) , (93)

Ω0(−iA−
1 ,−iA−

2 ) = −Ω0(A
−
1 , A

−
2 ) , (94)

by virtue of (88), and

Ω0(A
+
1 , A

+
2 ) =

1

2

∑
kmnλ

∑
k′m′n′λ′

zλ1,1kmnz
λ′
2,1k′m′n′

∫
Σ
dρdzdϕ ρ [(−iωk′m′n′)− (−iωkmn)]A

λ
a,1kmnA

a,λ′

1k′m′n′ = 0 ,
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where in the last equality we used Proposition A.1. Similarly, we obtain Ω0(A
−
1 , A

−
2 ) = 0 by

taking the complex conjugate. Therefore, Ω0(JA1, JA2) = Ω0(iA
+
1 ,−iA−

2 ) + Ω0(−iA−
1 , iA

+
2 ) =

Ω0(A
+
1 , A

−
2 )+Ω0(A

−
1 , A

+
2 ) = Ω0(A1, A2). This property further implies the identity Ω0(A1, JA2) =

Ω0(JA1, J
2A2) = −Ω0(JA1, A2) = Ω0(A2, JA1) for any A1, A2 ∈ Γ.

The pair (Ω0, J) endows our phase space with the (dimensionless) hermitian inner product:

⟨A1, A2⟩0 =
1

2ℏ
[Ω0(A1, JA2) + iΩ0(A1, A2)] ∈ C. (95)

More precisely, ⟨A1, A2⟩0 = ⟨A2, A1⟩0, and ⟨A1, (a + bJ)A2⟩0 = a⟨A1, A2⟩0 + ib⟨A1, A2⟩0, which

follows directly from the properties mentioned above. Furthermore, since

Ω0(A
+
1 , iA

+
2 ) = iΩ0(A

+
1 , A

+
2 ) = 0 , (96)

Ω0(A
+
1 ,−iA−

2 ) = −iΩ0(A
+
1 , A

−
2 ) , (97)

Ω0(A
−
1 , iA

+
2 ) = iΩ0(A

−
1 , A

+
2 ) , (98)

Ω0(A
−
1 ,−iA−

2 ) = −iΩ0(A
−
1 , A

−
2 ) = 0 , (99)

we have ⟨A1, A2⟩0 =
iΩ0(A

−
1 ,A+

2 )
ℏ . Choosing a convenient normalization of the mode functions

(74)-(75), the inner product takes the simple form

⟨A1, A2⟩0 = R

∞∑
n=1

∞∑
m=−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
dk
∑
λ=1,2

zλ,11kmnz
λ,2
1kmn , (100)

which is positive definite, ⟨A,A⟩0 ≥ 0 (and ⟨A,A⟩0 = 0 only when zλ1kmn = 0, i.e. A = 0).

In the quantum theory, the complex vector space (Γ, J, ⟨·, ·⟩0) constitutes the one-particle Hilbert

space, and forms the basis for Fock quantization at early times.

B. Classical covariant phase space (self-dual variables)

As a next step, let us repeat the covariant phase-space construction using the self-dual variables

introduced earlier. This formulation will later make the connection with the chiral anomaly more

transparent.

Any self-dual solution of the source-free Maxwell equations with the boundary conditions spec-

ified before can be written as a linear combination of the mode solutions (74) previously derived.

Explicitly,

AR
a =

∑
h=±1

∞∑
n=1

∞∑
m=−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
dk zRhkmnA

R
a,hkmn (101)

=
∞∑
n=1

∞∑
m=−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
dk
[
zR1kmnA

R
a,1kmn + zL1kmnA

L
a,1kmn

]
,
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where zRhkmn are some complex coefficients. The second line follows from the relation between

the right- and left-handed modes (76), and zLhkmn is defined by zLhkmn := (−1)mzR−h−k−mn. The

notation “L” is conveniently chosen so that the antiself-dual potential, which is obtained by complex

conjugating AR
a , reads

AL
a =

∞∑
n=1

∞∑
m=−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
dk
[
zL1kmnA

L
a,1kmn + zR1kmnA

R
a,1kmn

]
(102)

=
∑
h=±1

∞∑
n=1

∞∑
m=−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
dk zLhkmnA

L
a,hkmn .

Hence, a self-dual configuration is entirely determined by the set of right-handed amplitudes zRhkmn,

the left-handed ones being fixed by complex conjugation.

The (right-handed) covariant phase space is defined as the real vector space ΓR spanned by

the (complex-valued) basis solutions
{
AR

a,hkmn(x)
}
. Each element has the form (101) and can be

represented by the collection of Bargmann-Segal coordinates {zR1kmn, z
L
1kmn}k∈R,m∈Z,n∈N, assumed

to decay sufficiently fast for large |k|, |m|, n to ensure convergence. The canonical symplectic

structure Ω on this covariant phase space ΓR is (see Eq. (22) in Sec. II)

Ω(A1
R, A

2
R) :=

1

2

∫
Σ
dΣRe (A1

RH
2
R −A2

RH
1
R) ∈ R , (103)

where HR,a = nbF+
ba with nb = − 1√

∇at∇at
∇bt = −∇bt the unit future-directed timelike normal

to the Cauchy slice Σt = {t = constant}. In geometric units G = c = 1, the potential AR has

dimensions of
√
ℏ/L and therefore the symplectic product has dimensions of ℏ, as it should.

This bilinear form is antisymmetric, Ω(A1
R, A

2
R) = −Ω(A2

R, A
1
R), and also real-valued. Moreover,

it coincides with the usual symplectic structure obtained for real potentials. Indeed, by writing



29

A =
√
2ReAR and Z =

√
2ImAR one can express the integral as

Ω(A1
R, A

2
R) =

1

2

∫
Σ
dΣRenb(A

1
a,L

+F
ba,2 −A2

a,R
−F

ba,1
)

=
1

2

∫
Σ
dΣRe (A1

R ∧ ∗dA2
R −A2

R ∧ ∗dA
1
R)

=
1

2

∫
Σ
dΣ Im (A1

R ∧ dA2
R +A2

R ∧ dA
1
R)

=
1

4

∫
Σ
dΣ (A1 ∧ dZ2 − Z1 ∧ dA2 −A2 ∧ dZ1 + Z2 ∧ dA1)

=
1

2

∫
Σ
dΣ (A1 ∧ dZ2 −A2 ∧ dZ1 − 1

2
d(A2 ∧ Z1 + Z2 ∧A1))

=
1

2

∫
Σ
dΣ (A1 ∧ ∗F 2 −A2 ∧ ∗F 1)− 1

4

∫
{ρ=R,t=t0}

(A2 ∧ Z1 + Z2 ∧A1)

= Ω0(A
1, A2) +

1

4

∫
{ρ=R,t=t0}

dS ϕ[azb](Z1
aA

2
b − Z2

aA
1
b)

= Ω0(A
1, A2) , (104)

where S denotes the cylindrical boundary of the waveguide at t = t0, with unit radial normal

ρa = ∇aρ. In the last line the surface term vanishes because zaAa(t, ρ = R, θ, ϕ) = 0, za Za(t, ρ =

R, θ, ϕ) = 0. Consequently, the symplectic product is conserved in time (103), ∂tΩ(A
1
R, A

2
R) = 0.

In coordinates, one may equivalently write

Ω(A1
R, A

2
R) =

1

2

∫
Σ
dρdzdϕ ρRe (A1

RȦ
2
R −A2

R
˙

A1
R) ∈ R , (105)

which follows from the Lorentz gauge, and using naAR.a(ρ = R) = 0 after integrating by parts.

As in the previous subsection, we can now decompose each solution as AR = A+
R + A−

R, where

the positive- A+
R and negative- A−

R frequency parts are defined with respect to the timelike KVF

u = ∂/∂t. Then, the linear map J : ΓR → ΓR defined by JA±
R = ±iA±

R, satisfies JAR = iA+
R− iA−

R

and thus J2 = −I, endowing the phase space ΓR with a natural complex structure. The pair

(ΓR, J) becomes a complex vector space, with complex multiplication (a+ jb)AR := aAR + bJAR

for any AR ∈ ΓR.

This complex structure J is compatible with the symplectic structure, in the sense that

Ω(JA1
R, JA

2
R) = Ω(A1

R, A
2
R). More precisely, we have Ω(JA1

R, JA
2
R) = Ω(iA1,+

R , iA2,+
R )+Ω(iA1,+

R ,−iA2,−
R )+

Ω(−iA1,−
R , iA2,+

R ) + Ω(−iA1.−
R ,−iA2,−

R ), where now

Ω(iA1,+
R , iA2,+

R ) = Ω(A1,+
R , A2,+

R ) , (106)

Ω(iA1,+
R ,−iA2,−

R ) = −Ω(A1,+
R , A2,−

R ) , (107)

Ω(−iA1,−
R , iA2,+

R ) = −Ω(A1,−
R , A2,+

R ) , (108)

Ω(−iA1.−
R ,−iA2,−

R ) = Ω(A1.−
R , A2,−

R ) . (109)
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which follows from (103). Now

Ω(A1,+
R , A2,−

R ) =
1

2

∫
dk

∫
dk′
∑
mn

∑
m′n′

Re zR1,1kmnz
L
2,1k′m′n′

∫
Σ
dρdzdϕ ρ i(ωk′m′n′ − ωkmn)A

R
a,1kmnA

a,L
1k′m′n′ = 0 ,

which vanishes by virtue of Proposition A.1 and the fact that ω−k−mn = ωkmn. As explained in the

previous subsection, this condition is enough to make the complex and symplectic structures on the

phase space compatible. As a consequence of this compatibility, we find the identity Ω(A1
R, JA

2
R) =

Ω(JA1
R, J

2A2
R) = −Ω(JA1

R, A
2
R) = Ω(A2

R, JA
1
R) for any field configurations A1

R, A
2
R ∈ ΓR.

Remark: we can also decompose the left-handed field as AL = A+
L + A−

L , where A+
L is the

positive-frequency part and A−
L the negative-frequency part with respect to the timelike KVF

u = ∂/∂t. In this case A±
R = A∓

L .

The pair (Ω, J) induces now a natural (dimensionless) hermitian inner product on the phase

space ΓR,

⟨A1
R, A

2
R⟩ =

1

2ℏ
[
Ω(A1

R, JA
2
R) + iΩ(A1

R, A
2
R)
]
. (110)

Namely, ⟨A1
R, A

2
R⟩ = ⟨A2

R, A
1
R⟩ and

⟨A1
R, (a+ bJ)A2

R⟩ = a⟨A1
R, A

2
R⟩+ ib⟨A1

R, A
2
R⟩ , (111)

for any pair of real numbers a, b. To see the positive-definiteness, first note that Ω(A1
R, A

2
R) =

Ω(A1,+
R , A2,+

R ) + Ω(A1,+
R , A2,−

R ) + Ω(A1,−
R , A2,+

R ) + Ω(A1.−
R , A2,−

R ) = Ω(A1,+
R , A2,+

R ) + Ω(A1.−
R , A2,−

R ).

To obtain an explicit expression, we compute

Ω(A1,+
R , A2,+

R ) =
1

2

∫
dk

∫
dk′
∑
mn

∑
m′n′

Re zR1,1kmnz
R
2,1k′m′n′

∫
Σ
dρdzdϕ ρ (−i)(ωk′m′n′ + ωkmn)A

R
a,1kmnA

R,a
1k′m′n′ ,

Ω(A1,−
R , A2,−

R ) =
1

2

∫
dk

∫
dk′
∑
mn

∑
m′n′

Re zL1,1kmnz
L
2,1k′m′n′

∫
Σ
dρdzdϕ ρ (i)(ωk′m′n′ + ωkmn)A

L
a,1kmnA

L,a
1k′m′n′ .

Using Proposition A.1 for the integrals, the sum of these two terms gives

Ω(A1,+
R , A2,+

R ) + Ω(A1,−
R , A2,−

R ) =

∫
dk
∑
mn

Re (zR1,1kmnz
R
2,1kmn + zL1,1kmnz

L
2,1kmn)|Akmn|2(−i)2π2ωkmnR

2J ′
m(jmn)

2

=

∫
dk
∑
mn

Im (zR1,1kmnz
R
2,1kmn + zL1,1kmnz

L
2,1kmn)|Akmn|22π2ωkmnR

2J ′
m(jmn)

2 ,(112)

where Akmn is an arbitrary normalization factor, to be fixed. On the other hand, Ω(A1
R, JA

2
R) =

Ω(A1,+
R , iA2,+

R )+Ω(A1,+
R ,−iA2,−

R )+Ω(A1,−
R , iA2,+

R )+Ω(A1.−
R ,−iA2,−

R ). Now, using Proposition A.1

we can get

Ω(A1,+
R ,−iA2,−

R ) =
1

2

∫
dk

∫
dk′
∑
mn

∑
m′n′

Re zR1,1kmn z
L
2,1k′m′n′

∫
Σ
dρdzdϕ ρ (ωk′m′n′ − ωkmn)A

R
a,1kmnA

a,L
1k′m′n′ = 0 ,
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and similarly for Ω(A1,−
R , iA2,+

R ) = −Ω(iA2,+
R , A1,−

R ) = −Ω(A2,+
R ,−iA1,−

R ) = 0. Furthermore,

Ω(A1,+
R , iA2,+

R ) =
1

2

∫
dk

∫
dk′
∑
mn

∑
m′n′

Re zR1,1kmnz
R
2,1k′m′n′

∫
Σ
dρdzdϕ ρ (ωk′m′n′ + ωkmn)A

R
a,1kmnA

R,a
1k′m′n′ ,

Ω(A1,−
R ,−iA2,−

R ) =
1

2

∫
dk

∫
dk′
∑
mn

∑
m′n′

Re zL1,1kmnz
L
2,1k′m′n′

∫
Σ
dρdzdϕ ρ (ωk′m′n′ + ωkmn)A

L
a,1kmnA

L,a
1k′m′n′ ,

and, again, using Proposition A.1 for the integrals, the sum of these two terms gives

Ω(A1,+
R , iA2,+

R ) + Ω(A1,−
R ,−iA2,−

R ) =

∫
dk
∑
mn

Re (zR1,1kmnz
R
2,1kmn + zL1,1kmnz

L
2,1kmn)|Akmn|22π2ωkmnR

2J ′
m(jmn)

2 .(113)

Combining these results, the inner product (110) takes the form

⟨A1
R, A

2
R⟩ =

1

2ℏ

∫
dk
∑
mn

(zR1,1kmnz
R
2,1kmn + zL1,1kmnz

L
2,1kmn)|Akmn|22π2ωkmnR

2J ′
m(jmn)

2 .(114)

Choosing the normalization factor

Akmn =

√
ℏ

π
√
ωkmnR

1

J ′
m(jmn)

, (115)

we finally obtain

⟨A1
R, A

2
R⟩ = R

∫ ∞

−∞
dk

∞∑
m=−∞

∞∑
n=1

(zR1,1kmnz
R
2,1kmn + zL1,1kmnz

L
2,1kmn) (116)

= R

∫ ∞

−∞
dk

∞∑
m=−∞

∞∑
n=1

∑
λ=1,2

zλ1,1kmnz
λ
2,1kmn = ⟨A1, A2⟩0 .

which coincides with the inner product (100) derived in the standard real-variable formulation.

This inner product is positive definite and preserved in time for any pair A1
R, A

2
R ∈ ΓR, as expected

from its definition (110), where only Ω is involved. With the chosen normalization (115), the

Bargmann coefficients zλkmn in (101) are dimensionless, ensuring dimensional consistency for the

inner product. The properly normalized vector modes (74)-(75) yield

AR
a,hkmn =

√
ℏ e−i(hωkmnt+kz+mϕ)

π
√
RωkmnJ ′

m(jmn)

[
Jm+1(jmnρ/R)m̄a + i

R(hωkmn + k)

jmn
ℓaJm(jmnρ/R)

]
,(117)

AL
a,hkmn =

√
ℏ e−i(hωkmnt+kz+mϕ)

π
√
RωkmnJ ′

m(jmn)

[
Jm−1(jmnρ/R)ma − i

R(hωkmn + k)

jmn
ℓaJm(jmnρ/R)

]
.(118)

In summary, the self-dual formulation yields the same phase-space structure and inner product

as the standard quantization in terms of real potentials, but with a decomposition that isolates the

chiral sectors. This will be crucial in the subsequent analysis of the anomaly and of the Bogoliubov

transformations connecting the early- and late-time vacua.
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C. Quantization: construction of the in Fock space

The completion of the vector space (ΓR, J) with respect to the inner product (110) defines the

1-particle Hilbert space H . From H , we can construct the bosonic Fock space F in the standard

way. Elements of F are interpreted physically as quantum states with arbitrary photon occupation

numbers in the allowed mode spectrum of the waveguide.

The quantized electromagnetic field is then represented by an operator-valued distribution act-

ing on this F . Using the orthonormal mode basis derived in the previous subsection, the quantum

field takes the form (compare with (101))

ÂR
a =

∞∑
n=1

∞∑
m=−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
dk
[
aR1kmnA

R
a,1kmn + aL,†1kmnA

L
a,1kmn

]
, (119)

where aL,†1kmn, a
R,†
1kmn and aL1kmn, a

R
1kmn are creation and annihilation operators, respectively, for left-

and right-handed photons. They obey the canonical commutation relations, [aλ1kmn, a
λ′,†
1k′m′n′ ] =

R−1δ(k− k′)δmm′δnn′δλ,λ′ , with all other commutators vanishing. This normalization ensures that

the equal-time canonical commutation relations between the field ÂR
a and its conjugate momentum

ΠR
a = −HL

a = −naF−
ab (where we recall na = −∇at is the unit normal to the spacelike hypersurfaces

Σt) are satisfied. To verify this explicitly, one can compute the commutator using the mode

expansion above

[AR
a (t, x⃗),Π

R
b (t, x⃗

′)] = −
∞∑
n=1

∞∑
m=−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
dk R−1

[
AR

a,1kmn(x)H
R
b,1kmn(x

′)−HL
b,1kmn(x

′)AL
a,1kmn(x)

]
.

To check the standard result, let us evaluate the trace of this equation only. Using (74)-(75) and

(80)-(81), and the normalization (115), we get

[AR
a (t, x⃗),Π

R,a(t, x⃗ ′)] = −
∞∑
n=1

∞∑
m=−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
dk R−1

[
AR

a,1kmn(x)H
R,a
1kmn(x

′)−HL
a,1kmn(x

′)AL,a
1kmn(x)

]
=
∑
kmn

iℏe−i[k(z−z′)+m(ϕ−ϕ′)]

2π2ωkmnR2J ′2
[
(Jm+1(xmn)Jm+1(x

′
mn) + Jm(xmn)Jm(x′mn))ωkmn

−k(Jm+1(xmn)Jm+1(x
′
mn)− Jm(xmn)Jm(x′mn))

]
+
∑
kmn

iℏei[k(z−z′)+m(ϕ−ϕ′)]

2π2ωkmnR2J ′2
[
(Jm−1(xmn)Jm−1(x

′
mn) + Jm(xmn)Jm(x′mn))ωkmn

−k(Jm−1(xmn)Jm−1(x
′
mn)− Jm(xmn)Jm(x′mn))

]
=

∞∑
m=−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
dk

iℏR2δ(ρ− ρ′)
[
e−i[k(z−z′)+m(ϕ−ϕ′)] + ei[k(z−z′)+m(ϕ−ϕ′)]

]
2ρ(π2R2)

=
i4ℏδ(ρ− ρ′)δ(ϕ− ϕ′)δ(z − z′)

ρ

= 4 iℏ δ3(x⃗− x⃗ ′) ,
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where xmn ≡ jmnρ/R, and
∑

kmn denotes
∑∞

n=1

∑∞
m=−∞

∫∞
−∞ dk. In the third equality we used

the completeness identities (A.3) and (A11); in the fifth equality we rewrote ρ in terms of the

determinant of the spatial metric hab. This result implies

[AR
a (t, x⃗),Π

R
b (t, x⃗

′)] = iℏ (ηab − Lab)δ
3(x⃗− x⃗ ′) , (120)

where Lab represents a longitudinal (pure-gauge) contribution, which has vanishing trace, ηabLab =

0, and carries no physical degrees of freedom.

The physical degrees of freedom reside in the two transverse photon polarizations, which can

be extracted by contracting the field AR
a with the Newman-Penrose polarization vectors ma and

m̄a. Defining AR
2 := maAR

a and ΠR
2 := m̄aΠR

a , which are the two relevant (canonically con-

jugate) Newman-Penrose scalars, one finds [AR
2 (t, x⃗),Π

R
2 (t, x⃗

′)] = iℏ δ3(x⃗ − x⃗ ′). By taking the

Hermitian conjugate, the same commutation relation follows for the left-handed field operator,

[AL
2 (t, x⃗),Π

L
2 (t, x⃗

′)] = iℏ δ3(x⃗ − x⃗ ′). AR
2 and AL

2 are two scalar fields with spin weight 1 and −1,

respectively, showing that these variables capture the two physical photon polarizations.

It is worth noting that the commutation relations for the creation and annihilation operators

are dimensionally consistent. This follows from the fact that, with the normalization adopted in

(115), the coefficients zλ1kmn —and hence the operators aλ1kmn— are dimensionless (see the comment

below (116)).

V. QUANTIZATION AT LATE TIMES

We will refer to the expansion (119) as the in representation of the quantum field, since it

corresponds to the basis of mode functions defined in the static configuration of the waveguide at

early times. The in vacuum state is defined by aR1kmn|in⟩ = aL1kmn|in⟩ = 0 for all k,m, n. This state

represents the absence of photons with respect to static observers. In this section we introduce

an analogous out representation associated with the late-time configuration of the accelerating

waveguide, and corresponding out vacuum |out⟩, and relate both constructions later through a

Bogoliubov transformation.

A. A late-time mode basis for the classical covariant phase space

As indicated in Sec. IV, particularly in (101), any self-dual solution of the source-free Maxwell

equations that satisfies our boundary conditions can be expanded in the early-time (“in”) circular

basis of right- and left-handed modes AR,in
a,1kmn, A

L,in
a,1kmn given in (74)-(75). This basis is natural at
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early times because the mode functions oscillate with positive or negative frequency, respectively,

with respect to the timelike Killing field ta associated with inertial observers. Explicitly,

itb∇b A
R,in
2̄,1kmn

∣∣∣
t→−∞

= mb(itb∇b A
R,in
a,1kmn)

∣∣∣
t→−∞

= ωkmnm
b AR,in

a,1kmn

∣∣∣
t→−∞

, (121)

itb∇b A
L,in
2,1kmn

∣∣∣
t→−∞

= m̄b(itb∇b A
L,in
a,1kmn)

∣∣∣
t→−∞

= −ωkmnm̄
b AL,in

a,1kmn

∣∣∣
t→−∞

. (122)

However, not all the basis modes AR
a,1kmn in (101) oscillate with positive-frequency when measured

by the accelerated observers at late times, whose 4-velocity vector is u = ∂t rather than ta. This

is because, although ua|t→−∞ ∼ ta at early times, at late times one has ua|t→∞ ∼ γ(ta + v0z
a) +

ρΩ0γϕ
a. Using (83), or equivalently (84)-(85), one finds

iub∇b A
R,in
2̄,1kmn

∣∣∣
t→∞

= m0,b(iub∇b A
R,in
a,1kmn)

∣∣∣
t→∞

= γ(ωkmn −mΩ0 − kv0 − Ω0)m
0,b AR,in

a,1kmn

∣∣∣
t→∞

,(123)

iub∇b A
L,in
2,1kmn

∣∣∣
t→∞

= m0,b(iub∇b A
L,in
a,1kmn)

∣∣∣
t→∞

= γ(−ωkmn +mΩ0 + kv0 − Ω0)m
0,b AL,in

a,1kmn

∣∣∣
t→∞

.(124)

Thus, it may happen that (k,m, n) is such that ωkmn−mΩ0−kv0−Ω0 < 0 despite that ωkmn > 0.

This motivates a second decomposition of the general solution AR
a ∈ ΓR in a basis of field modes

A
R/L,out
a,hkmn that are of positive-frequency with respect to the timelike KVF u = ∂

∂t at late times:

AR
a =

∑
h=±1

∞∑
n=1

∞∑
m=−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
dk zR,out

hkmnA
R,out
a,hkmn (125)

=
∑

hkmn∈H+>
h

zR,out
hkmnA

R,out
a,hkmn +

∑
hkmn∈H+<

h

zR,out
hkmnA

R,out
a,hkmn

=
∑

hkmn∈H+>
h

zR,out
hkmnA

R,out
a,hkmn +

∑
hkmn∈H−>

h

zL,outhkmnA
L,out
a,hkmn .

In this expression the out basis modes are given by the late-time solutions (84)-(85), the complex

coefficients (zR,out
hkmn, z

L,out
hkmn) satisfy zL,outhkmn = (−1)mzR,out

−h−k−mn, and

H±>
h := {(k,m, n) ∈ R× Z× N / h

√
k2 + j2mn/R

2 −mΩ0 − kv0 ± Ω0 > 0} , (126)

H±<
h := {(k,m, n) ∈ R× Z× N / h

√
k2 + j2mn/R

2 −mΩ0 − kv0 ± Ω0 < 0} , (127)

define the sets H+>
h and H−>

h of positive and negative-frequency with respect to ua. They partition

the full mode set, since H±>
h ∪ H±<

h = R × Z × N and H±>
h ∩ H±<

h = ∅. For Ω0 > 0, one finds

H+>
h ∩H−>

h = H−>
h and H+<

h ∩H−<
h = H+<

h , while for Ω0 < 0 we get H+>
h ∩H−>

h = H+>
h and

H+<
h ∩H−<

h = H−<
h . When both Ω0 = v0 = 0 then H±>

h = R× Z× N and H±<
h = ∅, as expected

for the stationary waveguide.

The classical covariant phase space is the same real vector space ΓR as before, consisting of all

solutions AR
a of the form (125). Classically, the two decompositions (125) and (101) are equivalent,
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since they only differ by a change of basis in this vector space. In the quantum theory, however,

the two splittings into positive and negative frequency parts lead to different complex structures

and therefore to different representations of the canonical commutation relations. This difference

in the quantum theory can have physical implications.

The vector space ΓR is endowed with the same symplectic structure as before, specifically

Ω(A1
R, A

2
R) :=

1

2

∫
Σt

dΣtRe (A1
R,aH

2,a
R −A2

R,aH
1,a
R ) , (128)

where HR,a = nbF+
ba with nb = − 1√

−∇at∇at
∇bt = −∇bt the unit future-directed timelike normal

to Σt = {t = constant}11. Since the out basis modes are naturally defined at late times, it is

convenient to evaluate this integral on a late-time hypersurface Σt, owing to the time-independence

of the symplectic structure (see Appendix B). In practical calculations, it is further convenient to

express (128) in the fiducial coordinate system {t̃, ρ̃, ϕ̃, z̃}. A somewhat tedious but straightforward

calculation gives us a relatively simple expression:

Ω(A1
R, A

2
R) =

1

2

∫
dρ̃dz̃dϕ̃ ρ̃γ Re

{
Ã1,b

R (∂t̃ + v0∂z̃)Ã
2
R,b − Ã2,b

R (∂t̃ + v0∂z̃)Ã1
R,b

}∣∣∣∣
(tγ−1+v0z̃, ρ̃, ϕ̃, z̃)

.(129)

In this phase space ΓR we have now two natural basis of positive-frequency field modes and,

therefore, two natural choices of complex structures to do the Fock quantization: Jin, associated

with the early-time decomposition; and Jout, associated with the late-time one. As indicated in

Sec. IV, the decomposition (101) motivates defining the complex structure Jin : ΓR → ΓR by the

operation JinAR = iA+
R − iA−

R, where A+
R and A−

R are

A+
R =

∞∑
n=1

∞∑
m=−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
dk zR,in

1kmnA
R,in
a,1kmn , (130)

A−
R =

∞∑
n=1

∞∑
m=−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
dk zL,in1kmnA

L,in
a,1kmn . (131)

Because the symplectic structure (128) is constant in time t, the calculations done in Sec. IV at

early times hold at any other time t. In particular, the inner product takes the constant form

⟨A1
R, A

2
R⟩in = R

∞∑
n=1

∞∑
m=−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
dk (zR,in

1,1kmnz
R,in
2,1kmn + zL,in1,1kmnz

L,in
2,1kmn) , (132)

with normalization factor given in (115).

11 Note that na ̸= ua. In particular, ua is not even hypersurface orthogonal to any foliation Σ, since the Frobenius

condition does not hold, u ∧ du ̸= 0.
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Now, we can define the alternative complex structure Jout : ΓR → ΓR by JoutAR = iA+
R − iA−

R,

where A+
R and A−

R are now,

A+
R =

∑
hkmn∈H+>

h

zR,out
hkmnA

R,out
a,hkmn =

∑
(k,m,n)∈H+>

1

zR,out
1kmnA

R,out
a,1kmn +

∑
(k,m,n)∈H−<

1

zL,out1kmnA
L,out
a,1kmn ,(133)

A−
R =

∑
hkmn∈H−>

h

zL,outhkmnA
L,out
a,hkmn =

∑
(k,m,n)∈H−>

1

zL,out1kmnA
L,out
a,1kmn +

∑
(k,m,n)∈H+<

1

zR,out
1kmnA

R,out
a,1kmn .(134)

Following the same steps as in Sec. IV, we first check that this new complex structure is compatible

with the symplectic product, in the sense that Ω(JoutA
1
R, JoutA

2
R) = Ω(A1

R, A
2
R). Taking into

account the identities (106)-(109), we only need to check that Ω(A1,+
R , A2,−

R ) = 0. To compute this,

we evaluate the symplectic structure at late times in the coordiantes of the co-moving frame using

equation (129) directly. Thus,

Ω(A1,+
R , A2,−

R ) =
1

2
Re

∑
i∈H+>

1

∑
j∈H−>

1

zR,out
1,1i zL,out2,1j

∫
Σ
dρ̃dz̃dϕ̃ ρ̃ i(ω̃j − ω̃i)Ã

R,out
a,1i ÃL,out

b,1j η̃ab

+
1

2
Re

∑
i∈H+>

1

∑
j∈H+<

1

zR,out
1,1i zR,out

2,1j

∫
Σ
dρ̃dz̃dϕ̃ ρ̃ i(−ω̃j − ω̃i)Ã

R,out
a,1i ÃR,out

b,1j η̃ab

+
1

2
Re

∑
i∈H−<

1

∑
j∈H−>

1

zL,out1,1i zL,out2,1j

∫
Σ
dρ̃dz̃dϕ̃ ρ̃ i(ω̃j + ω̃i)Ã

L,out
a,1i ÃL,out

b,1j η̃ab

+
1

2
Re

∑
i∈H−<

1

∑
j∈H+<

1

zL,out1,1i zR,out
2,1j

∫
Σ
dρ̃dz̃dϕ̃ ρ̃ i(−ω̃j + ω̃i)Ã

L,out
a,1i ÃR,out

b,1j η̃ab

= 0 , (135)

where i and j are shorthands for kmn and k′m′n′, respectively, and ω̃kmn := γ(ωkmn + v0k).

The second and third lines above are each of them identically zero because, for (kmn) ∈ H±>
1

and (k′m′n′) ∈ H±<
1 , the integrals produce a term δm,m′δk,k′δn,n′ by virtue of Proposition (A.1)

(setting h = h′ = 1), and H±>
1 ∩ H±<

1 = ∅. The first and fourth lines are identically zero each

of them because the integrals produce a term δm,−m′δk,−k′δn,n′ using again Proposition (A.1), and

ω−k,−m,n = ωk,m,n.
12

Equation (135) further implies Ω(A1,−
R , A2,+

R ) = −Ω(A2,+
R , A1,−

R ) = 0. As a result, we have

Ω(JoutA
1
R, JoutA

2
R) = Ω(A1

R, A
2
R). Consequently, this complex structure endows our phase space

with the (dimensionless) hermitian inner product:

⟨A1
R, A

2
R⟩out =

1

2ℏ
[
Ω(A1

R, JoutA
2
R) + iΩ(A1

R, A
2
R)
]
. (136)

12 The integrals actually produce a δ(k̃ − k̃′) where k̃ = γ(k + v0ωkmn) and k̃′ = γ(k′ + v0ω
′
k′m′n′), because the

integral is over constant t, and e−i(ωt̃+kz̃) = e−iωtγ−1

e−i(k+v0ω)z̃. However, we have ω̃2 − k̃2 = ω2 − k2 =
j2mn
R2 .

Therefore, ω̃ =

√
k̃2 +

j2mn
R2 and δ(k̃1 − k̃2) is proportional to δ(ω̃1 − ω̃2). Now, if ω̃1 = ω̃2 and k̃1 = k̃2 hold, then

0 = ω1 − ω2 + v0(k1 − k2) = (ω1 − ω2)(1 − v20), thus ω1 = ω2 and finally k1 = k2. Therefore, δ(k̃ − k̃′) implies

δ(k − k′) directly. Similarly, δ(k̃ + k̃′) is proportional to δ(ω̃ − ω̃′), which is all what we need in this case.
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We can get an explicit form of this inner product by working out in detail each of the two

terms above. First note that Ω(A1
R, A

2
R) = Ω(A1,+

R , A2,+
R ) + Ω(A1,+

R , A2,−
R ) + Ω(A1,−

R , A2,+
R ) +

Ω(A1.−
R , A2,−

R ) = Ω(A1,+
R , A2,+

R ) + Ω(A1.−
R , A2,−

R ), where

Ω(A1,+
R , A2,+

R ) =
1

2
Re

∑
i∈H+>

1

∑
j∈H+>

1

zR,out
1,1i zR,out

2,1j

∫
Σ
dρ̃dz̃dϕ̃ ρ̃ i(−ω̃j − ω̃i)Ã

R,out
a,1i ÃR,out

b,1j η̃ab

+
1

2
Re

∑
i∈H+>

1

∑
j∈H−<

1

zR,out
1,1i zL,out2,1j

∫
Σ
dρ̃dz̃dϕ̃ ρ̃ i(ω̃j − ω̃i)Ã

R,out
a,1i ÃL,out

b,1j η̃ab

+
1

2
Re

∑
i∈H−<

1

∑
j∈H+>

1

zL,out1,1i zR,out
2,1j

∫
Σ
dρ̃dz̃dϕ̃ ρ̃ i(−ω̃j + ω̃i)Ã

L,out
a,1i ÃR,out

b,1j η̃ab

+
1

2
Re

∑
i∈H−<

1

∑
j∈H−<

1

zL,out1,1i zL,out2,1j

∫
Σ
dρ̃dz̃dϕ̃ ρ̃ i(ω̃j + ω̃i)Ã

L,out
a,1i ÃL,out

b,1j η̃ab ,

where again i and j are shorthands for kmn and k′m′n′, respectively. Using Proposition (A.1)

(with h = h′ = 1) the second and third lines are zero. Using again Proposition (A.1) the first and

fourth lines reduce to

Ω(A1,+
R , A2,+

R ) = Re

−
∑

i∈H+>
1

i2π2R2J ′
m(jmn)

2zR,out
1,1i zR,out

2,1i ω̃i +
∑

i∈H−<
1

i2π2R2J ′
m(jmn)

2zL,out2,1i zL,out1,1i ω̃i

 .

Similarly, we can get

Ω(A1,−
R , A2,−

R ) =
1

2
Re

∑
i∈H−>

1

∑
j∈H−>

1

zL,out1,1i zL,out2,1j

∫
Σ
dρdzdϕ ρ i(ω̃j + ω̃i)Ã

L,out
a,1i ÃL,out

b,1j η̃ab

+
1

2
Re

∑
i∈H−>

1

∑
j∈H+<

1

zL,out1,1i zR,out
2,1j

∫
Σ
dρ̃dz̃dϕ̃ ρ̃ i(−ω̃j + ω̃i)Ã

L,out
a,1i ÃR,out

b,1j η̃ab

+
1

2
Re

∑
i∈H+<

1

∑
j∈H−>

1

zR,out
1,1i zL,out2,1j

∫
Σ
dρ̃dz̃dϕ̃ ρ̃ i(ω̃j − ω̃i)Ã

R,out
a,1i ÃL,out

b,1j η̃ab

+
1

2
Re

∑
i∈H+<

1

∑
j∈H+<

1

zR,out
1,1i zR,out

2,1j

∫
Σ
dρ̃dz̃dϕ̃ ρ̃ i(−ω̃j − ω̃i)Ã

R,out
a,1i ÃR,out

b,1j η̃ab ,

and

Ω(A1,−
R , A2,−

R ) = Re

 ∑
i∈H−>

1

i2π2R2J ′
m(jmn)

2zL,out2,1i zL,out1,1i ω̃i −
∑

i∈H+<
1

i2π2R2J ′
m(jmn)

2zR,out
1,1i zR,out

2,1i ω̃i

 .
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Thus,

Ω(A1,+
R , A2,+

R ) + Ω(A1,−
R , A2,−

R ) = 2π2R2Im

 ∑
i∈H+>

1

ω̃iJ
′
m(jmn)

2zR,out
1,1i zR,out

2,1i +
∑

i∈H−>
1

ω̃iJ
′
m(jmn)

2zL,out1,1i zL,out2,1i

+
∑

i∈H−<
1

ω̃iJ
′
m(jmn)

2zL,out1,1i zL,out2,1i +
∑

i∈H+<
1

ω̃iJ
′
m(jmn)

2zR,out
1,1i zR,out

2,1i


= Im

∑
i∈Hin

ω̃i2π
2R2J ′

m(jmn)
2
[
zR,out
1,1i zR,out

2,1i + zL,out1,1i zL,out2,1i

]
. (137)

where Hin ≡ R × Z × N. On the other hand, Ω(A1
R, JA

2
R) = Ω(A1,+

R , iA2,+
R ) + Ω(A1,+

R ,−iA2,−
R ) +

Ω(A1,−
R , iA2,+

R ) + Ω(A1.−
R ,−iA2,−

R ). From (135) it is straightforward to see that Ω(A1,+
R ,−iA2,−

R ) =

Ω(A1,−
R , iA2,+

R ) = 0. In addition, from (137) we find

Ω(A1,+
R , iA2,+

R ) + Ω(A1.−
R ,−iA2,−

R ) = Re
∑
i∈Hin

ω̃i2π
2R2J ′

m(jmn)
2
[
zR,out
1,1i zR,out

2,1i + zL,out1,1i zL,out2,1i

]
.

Summing up:

⟨A1
R, A

2
R⟩out =

1

2ℏ
∑
i∈Hin

ω̃i2π
2R2J ′

m(jmn)
2
[
zR,out
1,1i zR,out

2,1i + zL,out1,1i zL,out2,1i

]
, (138)

which can be reduced with a suitable normalization factor for zR,out
hkmn, z

L,out
hkmn,

Akmn =

√
ℏ

π
√
ω̃kmnR

1

J ′
m(jmn)

, (139)

as in (116):

⟨A1
R, A

2
R⟩out = R

∫ ∞

−∞
dk

∞∑
m=−∞

∞∑
n=1

(zR,out
1,1kmnz

R,out
2,1kmn + zL,out1,1kmnz

L,out
2,1kmn)

=
∑

kmn∈H+>
1

zR,out
1,kmnz

R,out
2,1kmn +

∑
kmn∈H+>

−1

zR,out
2,−1kmnz

R,out
1,−1kmn

+
∑

kmn∈H−>
1

zL,out1,1kmnz
L,out
2,1kmn +

∑
kmn∈H−>

−1

zL,out2,−1kmnz
L,out
1,−1kmn . (140)

which is manifestly positive definite and structurally identical to the corresponding “in” product.

B. Quantization: construction of the out Fock space

The completion of the complex vector space (ΓR, Jout) with respect to the inner product (110)

defines the 1-particle Hilbert space H . Once H is specified, the bosonic Fock space F is con-

structed in the standard way by taking the symmetric tensor algebra over H . Vectors of this Fock

space are then interpreted physically as quantum states of photon excitations inside the waveguide.
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The quantized electromagnetic field is represented by an operator-valued distribution acting

on F . Using the late-time mode basis introduced in the previous subsection, the field operator

can be expanded as (compare with Eq. (125)):

ÂR
a =

∑
hkmn∈H+>

h

aR,out
hkmnA

R,out
a,hkmn +

∑
hkmn∈H−>

h

aL,out†hkmn AL,out
a,hkmn. (141)

Here aR,out
hkmn and aL,outhkmn are annihilation operators for right- and left-handed photons, while their

Hermitian adjoints aR,out†
hkmn and aL,out†hkmn create photons of the corresponding handedness. They obey

the canonical commutation relations, [aλ,outhkmn, a
λ′,out†
h′k′m′n′ ] = R−1 δhh′ δ(k− k′) δmm′ δnn′ δλλ′ , while all

other commutators vanish. These relations ensure the equal-time canonical commutation rules for

the electromagnetic field 13.

The “out” vacuum state |out⟩ is defined as the normalized vector annihilated by all operators

aR,out
hkmn and aL,outhkmn, so that

aR,out
hkmn|out⟩ = aL,outhkmn|out⟩ = 0 for all (h, k,m, n). (142)

This state represents the absence of photons as seen by the late-time comoving observers, whose

natural notion of positive frequency is defined by the accelerating killing field ua.

In the next subsection, we shall relate this late-time quantization to the early-time one through a

Bogoliubov transformation, which encodes the particle creation effects induced by the acceleration

of the waveguide.

VI. CLASSICAL DUALITY SYMMETRY AND QUANTUM ANOMALY

Now that the in and out Fock spaces associated with the early- and late-time configurations of

the waveguide have been constructed, we are in a position to evaluate the vacuum expectation value

of the operator that represents the classically conserved Noether charge in the quantum theory.

We will compute its expectation value in the “in” vacuum state and analyze its behavior at both

early and late times. This will allow us to identify and characterize the breaking of the classical

electric-magnetic duality symmetry upon quantization.

A. Physical interpretation of the classical Noether charge

Before entering the quantum regime, let us first clarify the physical meaning of the classical

charge Q(AR). The chiral Noether charge associated with electric-magnetic duality rotations (3)

13 The overall factor R−1 arises from the normalization of the modes given in Eq. (139).
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can be rewritten as

Q(AR) =

∫
Σ
dΣ Im (Aa,LH

a
R) = Ω(AR,−iAR) . (143)

As discussed in Sec. II, given any solution AR ∈ ΓR, if the duality transformed potential −iAR is

also a solution (that is, if −iAR ∈ ΓR) then Q(AR) is conserved in time by virtue of the conservation

of the symplectic structure (see also Appendix B).

This quantity (143) has a natural physical interpretation. Let us consider a generic decomposi-

tion of AR into positive- and negative-frequency modes, such as (101) or (125), with an associated

complex structure J . Define two linear operators on phase space, D : ΓR → ΓR and H : ΓR → ΓR,

by DAR = −iAR and HA±
R = ±ℏA±

R, respectively, so that HAR = ℏ(A+
R − A−

R) = −iℏJAR.

Physically, D generates electromagnetic duality transformations in phase space. The eigenvectors

AR of iD with eigenvalue +1 are therefore called “self-dual” or “right-handed”, possessing positive

handedness or chirality.14 On the other hand, the operator H represents the usual helicity operator

for massless fields: positive-frequency modes with positive chirality, A+
R, have positive helicity +ℏ,

while negative-frequency and right-handed modes, A−
R, have negative helicity −ℏ.15 Both opera-

tions H and D are closely related through H = ℏDJ [42]. While D is vacuum-independent, the

notion of helicity relies on the choice of complex structure J , and can thus acquire different physical

significance in the quantum theory, depending on the vacuum choice.

The operator D allows us to write the charge as Q(AR) = Ω(AR, DAR), a purely classical

identity showing that Q(AR) is the generator of duality transformations in phase space, as already

known. On the other hand, using the inner product property (111), the helicity operator produces

⟨AR, HAR⟩ = ⟨AR,−iℏJAR⟩ = −ℏi⟨AR, iAR⟩ = − i
2 [Ω(AR, iJAR) + iΩ(AR, iAR)] = −1

2Q(AR)
16,

which shows that Q(AR) is proportional to the expectation value of the helicity operator H in the

classical state AR (a “first quantization” interpretation).

To understand in more precise terms what this “expectation value” measures, let us rewrite

the positive- and negative-frequency parts of the solution AR using the projectors A±
R = 1∓iJ

2 AR

(equivalent to JAR = iA+
R − iA−

R). Acting with the helicity operator gives HA±
R = ±ℏA±

R, i.e., for

right-handed fields the positive-frequency part carries positive helicity while the negative-frequency

14 Similarly, the eigenvectors of iD with eigenvalue −1, which are AL
a , are called “antiself-dual” or “left-handed”,

corresponding to negative chirality.
15 By complex conjugation, HAL = ℏ(−A+

L +A−
L ), so that left-handed modes with positive (negative) frequency have

negative (positive) helicity, contrary to right-handed modes.
16 In this last equality we used the compatibility of J and Ω to obtain Ω(AR, iJAR) = Ω(JAR, iJ

2AR) =

−Ω(JAR, iAR) = Ω(iJAR, AR) = −Ω(AR, iJAR), thus Ω(AR, iJAR) = 0.
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part carries negative helicity. We can then compute

⟨A±
R, A

±
R⟩ =

〈
1∓ iJ

2
AR,

1∓ iJ

2
AR

〉
=

1

2ℏ
Ω

(
1∓ iJ

2
AR,

J ± i

2
AR

)
=

1

8ℏ
[Ω(AR, JAR)∓ Ω(iJAR, JAR)± Ω(AR, iAR)− Ω(iJAR, iAR)] . (144)

From this we obtain

||A+
R||

2 + ||A−
R||

2 =
Ω(AR, JAR)− Ω(iJAR, iAR)

4ℏ
=

Ω(AR, JAR)− Ω(JAR, AR)

4ℏ
= ||AR||2 ,(145)

and, furthermore,

⟨A+
R, A

−
R⟩ =

1

8ℏ
[Ω(AR, JAR)− Ω(iJAR, JAR)− Ω(AR, iAR) + Ω(iJAR, iAR)]

=
1

8ℏ
[Ω(AR, JAR)− Ω(iAR, AR) + Ω(iAR, AR) + Ω(JAR, AR)] = 0 , (146)

which justifies the decomposition of the covariant phase space ΓR = Γ+
R ⊕ Γ−

R into orthogonal

subspaces of positive (Γ+
R) and negative (Γ−

R) frequency solutions.17 More interestingly,

||A+
R||

2 − ||A−
R||

2 =
Ω(AR, iAR)− Ω(iJAR, JAR)

4ℏ
=

Ω(AR, iAR)− Ω(iAR, AR)

4ℏ
=

Ω(AR, iAR)

2ℏ
,(147)

where in the last equality we made use of the compatibility between the complex and symplectic

structures.18 From here we finally conclude

Q(AR) = 2ℏ
(
||A−

R||
2 − ||A+

R||
2
)
(= −2⟨AR, HAR⟩) . (148)

Therefore, Q(AR) measures the net difference between positive and negative helicity mode am-

plitudes of the classical solution AR. Physically, this corresponds to the degree of circular po-

larization of the electromagnetic wave described by AR. To see this more explicitly, consider a

general solution AR labeled by e.g. {zR1kmn, z
L
1kmn} in (101). Multiplying by −i produces an-

other solution −iAR labeled by the pair {−izR1kmn, iz
L
1kmn}. Using then (143) and the identity

Ω(AR,−iAR) = 2ℏ Im ⟨AR,−iAR⟩, equation (116) yields

Q(AR) = 2ℏR
∞∑
n=1

∞∑
m=−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
dk(|zL,in1kmn|

2 − |zR,in
1kmn|

2) (149)

= 2ℏR
∞∑
n=1

∞∑
m=−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
dk

∣∣∣∣z11kmn + iz21kmn√
2

∣∣∣∣2 − ∣∣∣∣z11kmn − iz21kmn√
2

∣∣∣∣2 ,

17 Using (110) and (111) one can show more generally ⟨A1,+
R , A2,−

R ⟩ = 0. This implies ⟨A1
R, A

2
R⟩ = ⟨A1,+

R , A2,+
R ⟩ +

⟨A1,−
R , A2,−

R ⟩. It is easy to find that ⟨A1,+
R , A2,+

R ⟩ is given by setting zLkmn = 0 in (116), while ⟨A1,−
R , A2,−

R ⟩ is given

by setting instead zRkmn = 0. In view of this, it is not surprising to find the RHS of (149) when using (148).
18 Alternatively, Ω(AR, iAR) = 2ℏ Im ⟨AR, iAR⟩ = 2ℏ Im (⟨AR, iA

+
R⟩ + ⟨AR, iA

−
R⟩) = 2ℏ Im (⟨AR, JA

+
R⟩ −

⟨AR, JA
−
R⟩) = 2ℏ Im i(⟨AR, A

+
R⟩ − ⟨AR, A

−
R⟩) = 2ℏ Im i(⟨A+

R, A
+
R⟩ − ⟨A−

R, A
−
R⟩) = 2ℏ(⟨A+

R, A
+
R⟩ − ⟨A−

R, A
−
R⟩), where

we used (146).
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Thus Q(AR) quantifies the net circular polarization. The result is just a constant, as expected

from the duality symmetry, and it has the correct dimensions of angular momentum or helicity,

[Q] = ℏ.

Finally, note that the classical Noether charge (143) does not depend on the choice of complex

structure J . Evaluating Q(AR) = Ω(AR,−iAR) = −2ℏ Im ⟨AR, iAR⟩out with the late-time inner

product (140) gives

Q(AR) = 2ℏR
∞∑
n=1

∞∑
m=−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
dk (|zL,out1kmn|

2 − |zR,out
1kmn|

2) . (150)

This demonstrates explicitly that Q(AR) is conserved in time, as required by the duality symmetry.

In the quantum theory, however, this conservation will be modified by the anomaly discussed in

the next subsections.

B. Normal-ordering of the quantum operator

Our goal in this subsection is to compute the vacuum expectation value (VEV) of the chiral

charge (143) in the “in” vacuum. In the quantum theory this chiral charge is promoted to the

operator

Q̂ =

∫
Σ
dΣ

ÂR†
a ĤR,a − ÂR

a Ĥ
R†,a

2i
. (151)

This operator can be expanded in terms of creation and annihilation operators using the mode

expansion (141) in the out representation. The spatial integrals can then be solved with Proposition

(A.1). Using the normalization factor (139) to simplify the resulting expression, a computation

yields:

Q̂ = ℏR
∞∑
n=1

∞∑
m=−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
dk(aL,out1kmna

L,out†
1kmn + aL,out†1kmn aL,out1kmn − aR,out†

1kmn aR,out
1kmn − aR,out

1kmna
R,out†
1kmn ) .(152)

The formal VEV of this operator diverges, as expected for a quantity Q̂ that is quadratic in

the field operators. To obtain a finite and physically meaningful result, we have to renormalize

this observable. Since we are working in flat spacetime, it suffices to subtract the contribution of

a global reference vacuum, while regularizing the divergences with point-splitting [46]. We define

the renormalized operator with respect to the instantanous vacuum as

Q̂ren(t) =
1

2i

∫
Σt

dΣt lim
y⃗→x⃗

[Q(t, x⃗, y⃗)− I⟨t|Q(t, x⃗, y⃗)|t⟩] , (153)
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where Q(t, x⃗, y⃗) := ÂR†
a (t, x⃗)ĤR,a(t, y⃗) − ÂR

a (t, x⃗)Ĥ
R†,a(t, y⃗) is the point-splitting version of the

integrand in the charge operator (151). The second term in brackets subtracts the vacuum ex-

pectation value in the chosen reference state, ensuring that all UV diverences vanish. At early

times, the instantaneous vacuum |t⟩ is simply the “in” vacuum, while at late times it represents

the “out” vacuum. By construction, we have ⟨in|Q̂ren(t → −∞)|in⟩ = 0. However, at late times

we get ⟨in|Q̂ren(t → ∞)|in⟩ = ⟨in| : Q̂ : |in⟩ where

: Q̂ : = 2ℏR
∞∑
n=0

∞∑
m=−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
dk(aL,out†1kmn aL,out1kmn − aR,out†

1kmn aR,out
1kmn) . (154)

This normal-ordered operator is well-defined on the out Fock space and clearly shows that

it measures the net difference between left- and right-handed circularly polarized photons. Its

structure closely parallels the classical expression in Eq. (149), written in terms of wave amplitudes.

Finally, it is worth noting that the choice of normal ordering with respect to the “in” vacuum is

the natural one for our purposes. When computing the vacuum expectation value at late times, the

relation between the “in” and “out” operators through the Bogoliubov transformation will reveal

that the anomaly arises from the mismatch between their respective positive-frequency splittings,

which are affected by the acceleration and rotation of the waveguide.

C. Bogoliubov transformations relating the in and out Fock representations

To evaluate the expectation value of (154) in the vacuum |in⟩, we need the unitary map that

connects the in and out Fock Hilbert spaces. This can be obtained through a standard Bogoliubov

analysis, which we develop in this subsection. While this analysis is widely known for scalar fields,

the literature on Bogoliubov transformations for electromagnetic field modes is relatively sparse,

and a careful treatment of each helicity sector is required. Consequently, we provide detailed

derivations for completeness.

First, write the “in” representation as

AR
a =

∑
hωkmn>0

zR,in
hkmnA

R,in
a,hkmn + zL,inhkmnA

L,in
a,hkmn (155)

=
∑

hωkmn>0

zR,in
hkmnA

R,in
a,hkmn + zR,in

−hkmnA
R,in
a,−hkmn , (156)

where h ∈ {+1,−1} and the sum runs for all (h, k,m, n) satisfying hωkmn > 0. The first term on the

RHS contains the positive frequency modes of the in representation, while the second term involves

the negative frequency modes. Since ωkmn =
√
k2 + j2mn

R2 > 0, only h = 1 actually contributes in



44

this sum; nevertheless, we keep h explicit for bookkeeping. The second line follows from (76) and

the fact that ωkmn = ω−k−mn.

Next, write the “out” representation as

AR
a =

∑
(hkmn)∈H+>

h

zR,out
hkmnA

R,out
a,hkmn +

∑
(hkmn)∈H−>

h

zL,outhkmnA
L,out
a,hkmn (157)

=
∑

(hkmn)∈H+>
h

zR,out
hkmnA

R,out
a,hkmn +

∑
(hkmn)∈H+<

h

zR,out
hkmnA

R,out
a,hkmn . (158)

We recall

H±>
h = {(k,m, n) ∈ R× Z× N / h

√
k2 + j2mn/R

2 −mΩ0 − kv0 ± Ω0 > 0} , (159)

H±<
h = {(k,m, n) ∈ R× Z× N / h

√
k2 + j2mn/R

2 −mΩ0 − kv0 ± Ω0 < 0} , (160)

which satisfy the relation: H±>
h = H∓<

−h . The first term on the RHS of (158) (equivalent to (133))

collect the positive-frequency modes with respect to the late-time vector ua, while the second

term (equivalent to (134)) collects the negative-frequency modes. The sums in (157) run for all

(h, k,m, n) satisfying hωkmn−mΩ0−kv0±Ω0 > 0, so unlike the “in” case both h = ±1 contribute.

Since the “in” and “out” representations are unitarily equivalent (they are related by time

evolution), one may expand the modes of either basis in terms of the other. More precisely, the

positive (negative) frequency modes of the in representation, AR,in
1kmn (AR,in

−1kmn), can be expressed

as a mixed combination of positive (AR,out
h′k′m′n′ with (h′k′m′n′) ∈ H+>

h ) and negative (AR,out
h′k′m′n′ with

(h′k′m′n′) ∈ H+<
h ) frequency modes of the out representation:

AR,in
1kmn =

∑
(h′k′m′n′)∈H+>

h

αR
1kmn

h′k′m′n′
AR,out

h′k′m′n′ +
∑

(h′k′m′n′)∈H+<
h

βR
1kmn

h′k′m′n′
AR,out

h′k′m′n′ , (161)

AR,in
−1kmn =

∑
(h′k′m′n′)∈H+<

h

αR
−1kmn
h′k′m′n′

AR,out
h′k′m′n′ +

∑
(h′k′m′n′)∈H+>

h

βR
−1kmn
h′k′m′n′

AR,out
h′k′m′n′ , (162)

and similarly with AL
a . Substituting these equations into (156) and grouping positive- and negative-

frequency pieces with respect to the “out” splitting,

AR
a =

∑
(h′k′m′n′)∈H+>

h

∑
hωkmn>0

(
zR,in
1kmnα

R
1kmn

h′k′m′n′
+ zR,in

−1kmnβ
R
−1kmn
h′k′m′n′

)
AR,out

a,h′k′m′n′

+
∑

(h′k′m′n′)∈H+<
h

∑
hωkmn>0

(
zR,in
−1kmnα

R
−1kmn
h′k′m′n′

+ zR,in
1kmnβ

R
1kmn

h′k′m′n′

)
AR,out

a,h′k′m′n′

=
∑

(h′k′m′n′)∈H+>
h

∑
hωkmn>0

(
zR,in
1kmnα

R
1kmn

h′k′m′n′
+ zR,in

−1kmnβ
R
−1kmn
h′k′m′n′

)
AR,out

a,h′k′m′n′

+
∑

(h′k′m′n′)∈H−>
h

∑
hωkmn>0

(
zR,in
−1kmnα

R
−1kmn

−h′−k′−m′n′
+ zR,in

1kmnβ
R

1kmn
−h′−k′−m′n′

)
AL,out

a,h′k′m′n′ . (163)
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Comparing with (157) we can infer the Bogoliubov transformations:

zR,out
h′k′m′n′ =

∑
hωkmn>0

αR
1kmn

h′k′m′n′
zR,in
1kmn + βR

−1kmn
h′k′m′n′

zR,in
−1kmn , (h′k′m′n′) ∈ H+>

h , (164)

zL,outh′k′m′n′ =
∑

hωkmn>0

αR
−1kmn

−h′−k′−m′n′
zL,in1−k−mn + βR

1kmn
−h′−k′−m′n′

zR,in
1kmn , (h′k′m′n′) ∈ H−>

h . (165)

Conversely, the “out” modes can be expanded in the “in” basis.

AR,out
a,hkmn =

∑
ωk′m′n′>0

γRhkmn
1k′m′n′

AR,in
a,1k′m′n′ + δRhkmn

−1k′m′n′
AR,in

a,−1k′m′n′ , (hkmn) ∈ H+>
h (166)

AR,out
a,hkmn =

∑
ωk′m′n′>0

γRhkmn
−1k′m′n′

AR,in
a,−1k′m′n′ + δRhkmn

1k′m′n′
AR,in

a,1k′m′n′ , (hkmn) ∈ H+<
h . (167)

This is, positive frequency modes in the out representation (AR,out
h′k′m′n′ with (h′k′m′n′) ∈ H+>

h ) can

be written as a linear combination of positive (AR,in
a,1k′m′n′) and negative (AR,in

a,−1k′m′n′) frequency

modes of the in representation. Similarly with the negative frequency modes of the out representa-

tion (AR,out
h′k′m′n′ with (h′k′m′n′) ∈ H+<

h ). The coefficients γR and δR are not independent but they

are related to αR and βR by the unitarity properties of the map. As shown in Appendix C, one

has

αR
1kmn

h′k′m′n′
= γRh′k′m′n′

1kmn

, βR
1kmn

h′k′m′n′
= −δRh′k′m′n′

1kmn

, αR
−1kmn
h′k′m′n′

= γRh′k′m′n′
−1kmn

, βR
−1kmn
h′k′m′n′

= −δRh′k′m′n′
−1kmn

.(168)

Furthermore, the Bogoliubov coefficients αR and βR are not entirely arbitrary: they must satisfy

consistency (unitarity) constraints. More precisely (see Appendix C for computational details)

δkk′δmm′δnn′ =
∑

(h′′k′′m′′n′′)∈H+>
h

αR
1kmn

h′′k′′m′′n′′
αR

1k′m′n′
h′′k′′m′′n′′

−
∑

(h′′k′′m′′n′′)∈H+<
h

βR
1kmn

h′′k′′m′′n′′
βR

1k′m′n′
h′′k′′m′′n′′

, (169)

δkk′δmm′δnn′ =
∑

(h′′k′′m′′n′′)∈H+<
h

αR
−1kmn

h′′k′′m′′n′′
αR

−1k′m′n′
h′′k′′m′′n′′

−
∑

(h′′k′′m′′n′′)∈H+>
h

βR
−1kmn

h′′k′′m′′n′′
βR

−1k′m′n′
h′′k′′m′′n′′

, (170)

δhh′δkk′δmm′δnn′ =
∑

ωk′′m′′n′′>0

αR
1k′′m′′n′′

hkmn

αR
1k′′m′′n′′
h′k′m′n′

− βR
−1k′′m′′n′′

hkmn

βR
−1k′′m′′n′′
h′k′m′n′

, (hkmn), (h′k′m′n′) ∈ H+>
h(171)

δhh′δkk′δmm′δnn′ =
∑

ωk′′m′′n′′>0

αR
−1k′′m′′n′′

hkmn

αR
−1k′′m′′n′′
h′k′m′n′

− βR
1k′′m′′n′′

hkmn

βR
1k′′m′′n′′
h′k′m′n′

, (hkmn), (h′k′m′n′) ∈ H+<
h .(172)

In particular, setting h = h′, k = k′, m = m′, n = n′ in these 4 expressions, we get

1 =
∑

(h′k′m′n′)∈H+>
h

|αR
1kmn

h′k′m′n′
|2 −

∑
(h′k′m′n′)∈H+<

h

|βR
1kmn

h′k′m′n′
|2 , (173)

1 =
∑

(h′k′m′n′)∈H+<
h

|αR
−1kmn
h′k′m′n′

|2 −
∑

(h′k′m′n′)∈H+>
h

|βR
−1kmn
h′k′m′n′

|2 , (174)

1 =
∑

ωk′m′n′>0

|αR
1k′m′n′
hkmn

|2 − |βR
−1k′m′n′

hkmn

|2 , (hkmn) ∈ H+>
h , (175)

1 =
∑

ωk′m′n′>0

|αR
−1k′m′n′

hkmn

|2 − |βR
1k′m′n′
hkmn

|2 , (hkmn) ∈ H+<
h . (176)
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These relations will play a central role in the next subsection, since they allow us to derive a non-

trivial identity that ultimately leads to the closed-form expression for the anomalous contribution

to the Noether charge. First, we combine (173) and (175) to infer

−
∑

ωk′m′n′>0

 ∑
(hkmn)∈H+>

h

|βR
−1k′m′n′

hkmn

|2 −
∑

(hkmn)∈H+<
h

|βR
1k′m′n′
hkmn

|2

 =
∑

(hkmn)∈H+>
h

1−
∑

ωk′m′n′>0

1

=
∑

(hkmn)∈H−<
h

1−
∑

ωk′m′n′>0

1 ,(177)

while if we combine (174) and (176) we similarly get

−
∑

ωk′m′n′>0

 ∑
(hkmn)∈H+<

h

|βR
1k′m′n′
hkmn

|2 −
∑

(hkmn)∈H+>
h

|βR
−1k′m′n′

hkmn

|2

 =
∑

(hkmn)∈H+<
h

1−
∑

ωk′m′n′>0

1 .(178)

By subtracting these two last equations one arrives at a key identity that isolates the net “helicity

mixing” from positive to negative sectors:

−2
∑

ωk′m′n′>0

 ∑
(hkmn)∈H+<

h

|βR
1k′m′n′
hkmn

|2 −
∑

(hkmn)∈H+>
h

|βR
−1k′m′n′

hkmn

|2

 =
∑

(hkmn)∈H+<
h

1−
∑

(hkmn)∈H−<
h

1 .(179)

This expression admits a useful simplification. First,∑
(hkmn)∈H+<

h

1−
∑

(hkmn)∈H−<
h

1 =
∑

(kmn)∈H+<
1

1−
∑

(kmn)∈H−<
1

1 +
∑

(kmn)∈H+<
−1

1−
∑

(kmn)∈H−<
−1

1

=
∑

(kmn)∈H+<
1

1−
∑

(kmn)∈H−<
1

1 +
∑

(kmn)∈H−>
1

1−
∑

(kmn)∈H+>
1

1 ,

and since H−>
1 = Hin −H−<

1 , H+>
1 = Hin −H+<

1 , we have∑
(kmn)∈H−>

1

1−
∑

(kmn)∈H+>
1

1 = −
∑

(kmn)∈H−<
1

1 +
∑

(kmn)∈H+<
1

1 , (180)

thus

−
∑

ωk′m′n′>0

 ∑
(hkmn)∈H+<

h

|βR
1k′m′n′
hkmn

|2 −
∑

(hkmn)∈H+>
h

|βR
−1k′m′n′

hkmn

|2

 =
∑

(kmn)∈H+<
1

1−
∑

(kmn)∈H−<
1

1

= −
∑

(kmn)∈H−<
1 −H+<

1

1 , (181)

where in the last equality we noticed that H+<
1 ⊂ H−<

1 provided that Ω0 > 0. The last sum is

convergent since

H−<
1 −H+<

1 =

{
(k,m, n) ∈ R× Z× N / − Ω0 <

√
k2 +

j2mn

R2
−mΩ0 − kv0 < Ω0

}
, (182)
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is a bounded set in R × Z × N. This is, for sufficiently high values of k, m, or n, |
√

k2 + j2mn
R2 −

mΩ0 − kv0| > Ω0, as jmn ∼ m for large m and jmn ∼ nπ for large n. If both k and jmn become

large at equal rate, say k ∼ αjmn, with α ̸= 0, then |
√

k2 + j2mn
R2 −mΩ0 − kv0| ∼ |

√
α2 + 1 jmn

R −

mΩ0 −α jmn

R v0| > jmn

R |
√
α2 + 1−RΩ0 −αv0| > jmn

R |
√
α2 + 1− 1−α|, where in the first inequality

we used the property jmn > |m| > m, and in the second inequality we used RΩ0 < 1 and v0 < 1.

Since |
√
α2 + 1− 1−α| > 0 for any α ̸= 0, then |

√
k2 + j2mn

R2 −mΩ0 − kv0| > jmn

R |
√
α2 + 1− 1−α|

grows without bound as k ∼ αjmn increases.

Similarly, if Ω0 < 0 then H−<
1 ⊂ H+<

1 and

−
∑

ωk′m′n′>0

 ∑
(hkmn)∈H+<

h

|βR
1k′m′n′
hkmn

|2 −
∑

(hkmn)∈H+>
h

|βR
−1k′m′n′

hkmn

|2

 = +
∑

(kmn)∈H+<
1 −H−<

1

1 , (183)

where

H+<
1 −H−<

1 =

{
(k,m, n) ∈ R× Z× N / − |Ω0| <

√
k2 +

j2mn

R2
+m|Ω0| − kv0 < |Ω0|

}

=

(k,m′, n) ∈ R× Z× N / − |Ω0| <

√
k2 +

j2m′n

R2
−m′|Ω0| − kv0 < |Ω0|

 ,(184)

is the same set as (182) (recall that j−mn = jmn).

For Ω0 = 0 this set is empty, as one can trivially see. For v0 = 0, given the lower bound

jmn > |m| + j0n valid for integer |m| > 0 [49], we can find
√
k2 + j2mn

R2 − mΩ0 ≥ jmn

R − mΩ0 >

Ω0(jmn −m) > Ω0j0n > j01Ω0 > Ω0 (j01 = 2.404...), while for m = 0 we simply have

√
k2 +

j20n
R2 >

j0n
R > Ω0j0n > j01Ω0 > Ω0. This is, for v0 = 0 this set is also empty.

For Ω0 ̸= 0 and v0 ̸= 0, the set is not empty in general. To see this, consider the following

example: {v0 = 0.99, RΩ0 = 0.9}. Then, the mode (k,m, n) = (10/R, 0, 1) satisfies R
√

k2 + j2mn
R2 −

mRΩ0 −Rkv0 = 0.385095..., which is inside the interval (−0.9, 0.9), so H−<
1 −H+<

1 ̸= ∅.

We can get more insights if we define ω̃ = γ(ω − kv0) and k̃ = γ(k − v0ω). Because ω̃2 − k̃2 =

ω2 − k2 = j2mn
R2 , the set (182) can be reduced to

H+<
1 −H−<

1 =

{
(k̃,m, n) ∈ R× Z× N / − γ|Ω0| <

√
k̃2 +

j2mn

R2
−m|Ω0|γ < γ|Ω0|

}
, (185)

therefore the LHS of (181) is a function of {R|Ω0|γ, signΩ0} alone.
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D. Computation of the vacuum expectation value of Q̂

As indicated above, the normal-ordered operator takes the form

: Q := 2ℏR
∞∑
n=1

∞∑
m=−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
dk
[
aLout,†1kmn aLout1kmn − aRout,†

1kmn aRout
1kmn

]
. (186)

To evaluate its vacuum expectation value in the state |in⟩, we need the Bogoliubov transformations

that relate the two sets of annihilation and creation operators. These relations follow from the

classical mode transformations (164) and (165), and depend on the region of mode space to which

each triplet (k,m, n) belongs:

aR,out
1k′m′n′ =

∑
ωkmn>0

αR
1kmn

1k′m′n′
aR,in
1kmn + βR

−1kmn
1k′m′n′

aL,in†1,−k−mn , (k′m′n′) ∈ H+>
1 , (187)

aR,out
1,k′m′n′ =

∑
ωkmn>0

αR
−1kmn
1k′m′n′

aL,in†1−k−mn + βR
1kmn

1k′m′n′
aR,in
1kmn , (k′m′n′) ∈ H−>

−1 = H+<
1 , (188)

aL,out1k′m′n′ =
∑

ωkmn>0

αR
−1kmn

−1−k′−m′n′
aL,in1−k−mn + βR

1kmn
−1−k′−m′n′

aR,in†
1kmn , (k′m′n′) ∈ H−>

1 , (189)

aL,out1k′m′n′ =
∑

ωkmn>0

αR
1kmn

−1−k′−m′n′
aR,in†
1kmn + βR

−1kmn
−1−k′−m′n′

aR,in
1−k−mn , (k′m′n′) ∈ H+>

−1 = H−<
1 .(190)

It is convenient now to decompose the sums in Eq. (186) by noting that H±>
1 ∩ H±<

1 = ∅ and

H±>
1 ∪H±<

1 = Hin. We may thus rewrite

: Q : = 2ℏR

 ∑
(kmn)∈H−>

1

aLout,†1kmn aLout1kmn +
∑

(kmn)∈H−<
1

aLout,†1kmn aLout1kmn

−
∑

(kmn)∈H+>
1

aRout,†
1kmn aRout

1kmn −
∑

(kmn)∈H+<
1

aRout,†
1kmn aRout

1kmn

 . (191)

Using all this and the standard commutation rules, we can evaluate the “in”-vacuum expectation

value:

⟨in| : Q : |in⟩ = 2ℏR
∑

ωk′m′n′>0

 ∑
(kmn)∈H−>

1

|βR
1k′m′n′

−1−k−mn

|2 +
∑

(kmn)∈H−<
1

|αR
1k′m′n′

−1−k−mn

|2

−
∑

(kmn)∈H+>
1

|βR
−1k′m′n′

1kmn

|2 −
∑

(kmn)∈H+<
1

|αR
−1k′m′n′

1kmn

|2
 .

(192)
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Using the identities (175)-(176) derived previously, we can express this purely in terms of the β

coefficients, yielding

⟨in| : Q : |in⟩ = 2ℏR
∑

ωk′m′n′>0

 ∑
(kmn)∈H−>

1

|βR
1k′m′n′

−1−k−mn

|2 −
∑

(kmn)∈H−<
1

|βR
−1k′m′n′
−1−k−mn

|2

−
∑

(kmn)∈H+>
1

|βR
−1k′m′n′

1kmn

|2 +
∑

(kmn)∈H+<
1

|βR
1k′m′n′
1kmn

|2


= 2ℏR
∑

ωk′m′n′>0

 ∑
(kmn)∈H+<

−1

|βR
1k′m′n′

−1−k−mn

|2 −
∑

(kmn)∈H+>
−1

|βR
−1k′m′n′
−1−k−mn

|2

−
∑

(kmn)∈H+>
1

|βR
−1k′m′n′

1kmn

|2 +
∑

(kmn)∈H+<
1

|βR
1k′m′n′
1kmn

|2


= 2ℏR
∑

ωk′m′n′>0

 ∑
(kmn)∈H+<

h

|βR
1k′m′n′
hkmn

|2 −
∑

(kmn)∈H+>
h

|βR
−1k′m′n′

hkmn

|2

 .

This last result has a clear physical meaning: it measures the net imbalance in the number of

created photons with opposite helicities between early and late times.

Interestingly, this particular combination of infinite sums can be computed in closed form even

without direct knowledge of the acceleration dynamics of the waveguide, i.e. without direct knowl-

edge of each βR
h′k′m′n′
hkmn

. As follows from the general identity (181) derived in the previous subsection,

and assuming Ω0 > 0 for simplicity, we obtain

⟨in| : Q : |in⟩ = 2ℏR

 ∑
(kmn)∈H−<

1

1−
∑

(kmn)∈H+<
1

1

 = 2ℏR
∑

(kmn)∈H−<
1 −H+<

1

1 . (193)

In other words, the expectation value of the normal-ordered charge operator in the “in” vacuum is

determined by the difference in the number of modes belonging to the positive- and negative-helicity

sectors that undergo mixing through the Bogoliubov transformation. This result turns out to be

independent of the detailed background dynamics, and depends only on the spectral asymmetry

at late times, H−<
1 ̸= H+<

1 . This “topological” behavior is reminiscent of the Adler-Bell-Jackiw

anomaly for spin-12 fermions [43, 44].

When the rotational parameter Ω0 vanishes, the sets H−<
1 and H−<

1 not only coincide, but

vanish, and the expectation value (193) is zero, as required by classical duality invariance. However,

for nonzero Ω0, v0 ̸= 0 these sets are non-trivial and differ, giving rise to ⟨in| : Q : |in⟩ ̸= 0. This

nonvanishing expectation value therefore encodes a quantum anomaly.
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VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we have analyzed the status of the classical electric-magnetic duality symmetry

of Maxwell’s theory when the electromagnetic field is quantized within an accelerating cylindrical

waveguide. We have shown that the Noether charge operator fails to be conserved in time due

to the background accelerated motion. The effect manifests as a time dependence in the vacuum

expectation value, ⟨in|Q̂ren|t→∞|in⟩ ̸= ⟨in|Q̂ren|t→−∞|in⟩, which signals the emergence of a quan-

tum anomaly. As in the case of the chiral anomaly for fermions, the breaking originates in a

spectral asymmetry between right- and left-handed chiral sectors [44], induced by the helicity of

the background at late times. The result is “topological” in nature and insensitive to the precise

acceleration profile of the waveguide, depending only on the initial and final states of motion, just

as for the Adler-Bell-Jackiw anomaly [43, 44].

Although our waveguide setup is idealized, it provides a concrete proof of concept: quan-

tization of the electromagnetic field in a helically accelerated cavity leads to a net imbalance

between right- and left-handed photons. The expected magnitude of the effect, estimated at

|∆N | ∼ |RΩ0v0|/
√

1− v20, remains small for realistic parameters—of order a few photons even in

the ultra-relativistic regime—but it might still be enhanced in more elaborate configurations. In

particular, quantum-optical schemes employing squeezed states offer a promising route: by ampli-

fying quantum correlations and suppressing vacuum noise, they could make the duality anomaly ex-

perimentally accessible, in close analogy with recent proposals in analogue gravity systems [50, 51].

A key ingredient of our setup is confinement: the waveguide modifies the quantum vacuum

fluctuations of the field and induces an effective dispersion relation for the allowed photon modes,

ωkmn =
√

k2 + j2mn/R
2. This discrete spectrum effectively regularizes the sum over modes in

(193), rendering the anomaly finite and physically meaningful. Extensions of the model to include

dielectric media or more realistic boundary materials would naturally lead to alternative dispersion

relations and hence distinct quantitative predictions for the photon-number imbalance at late times.

Exploring these possibilities could help assess the robustness of the duality anomaly under different

physical implementations.

For waveguide models with boundary conditions that are not duality-invariant—such as per-

fectly conducting plates supporting conventional TE and TM modes—the time evolution of ⟨in| :

Q : |in⟩ may already appear at the classical level, since, as explained in Sec. II and III, electric-

magnetic duality does not hold inside the cavity. In such cases, the total change of the expectation

value of the Noether charge will generally contain two distinct contributions: a classical term
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arising from explicit symmetry breaking by the boundary conditions, and a genuinely quantum

contribution associated with the anomaly itself. The framework developed here allows, in princi-

ple, to disentangle these two effects, by identifying the portion of ⟨in| : Q : |in⟩ that remains when

the classical contribution is eliminated.

The Noether charge operator Q̂ is a global quantity, integrated over the entire spatial section of

the waveguide. In contrast, realistic detectors are inherently local. A natural question then arises:

what would a local observer attached to the waveguide’s surface actually measure? Understanding

how the duality anomaly manifests in local observables (such as polarization-dependent energy

fluxes, local helicity densities, or cross correlations between field components) remains an open

and physically relevant problem.

From a more mathematical viewpoint, the spectral asymmetry between right- and left-handed

electromagnetic modes found at late times suggests a deep connection with the η-invariant term

appearing in the Atiyah-Patodi-Singer (APS) index theorem. For the Dirac operator, Bar and

Strohmaier have extended the APS theorem to encompass Lorentzian geometries [52]. A similar

analysis applied to the Maxwell operator could provide another interpretation on the emergence

of this duality anomaly, linking the variation of ⟨in| : Q : |in⟩ to the spectral flow of self-dual and

anti-self-dual modes in the rotating waveguide. This direction deserves further investigation.

In summary, our analysis shows that the electric-magnetic duality symmetry of Maxwell theory

does not survive quantization in helically accelerated waveguides. The resulting duality anomaly

represents the spin-1 analogue of the chiral anomaly for fermions, with the helicity of the waveguide

acting as an effective “axial background”. Physically, this quantum effect predicts that non-inertial

observers could detect an imbalance in photon helicity, without requiring the presence of gravity.

In a sense, this represents a chiral analogue of the Unruh effect [53, 54]. Beyond its conceptual

significance, this effect opens new avenues for exploring fundamental aspects of quantum field

theory in non-inertial and confined settings in the lab.

Appendix A: Orthonormality and completeness of the field modes

In this appendix we collect several auxiliary results concerning Bessel functions that are used

in the main text. Some of these results are not easily found in the literature, so we include short

proofs for completeness.
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Lemma A.1. For m > −1 and any pair of zeros jmn, jmn′ of Jm(x), we have∫ 1

0
dxxJm(jmnx)Jm(jmn′x) = δnn′

J
′2
m(jmn)

2
. (A1)

See 6.521.1 in [39] or 10.22.37 in [55].

Lemma A.2. For any pair of zeros a, b of either Jm(x) or J ′
m(x), we have∫ 1

0
dxxJ ′

m(ax)J ′
m(bx) =

∫ 1

0
dxxJm(ax)Jm(bx)

(
1− m2

abx2

)
(A2)

Proof.∫ 1

0
dxxJ ′

m(ax)J ′
m(bx) =

1

a
xJm(ax)J ′

m(bx)

∣∣∣∣1
0

− 1

a

∫ 1

0
dxJm(ax)J ′

m(bx)− b

a

∫ 1

0
dxxJm(ax)J ′′

m(bx) (A3)

= −1

a

∫ 1

0
dxJm(ax)J ′

m(bx) +

∫ 1

0
dxxJm(ax)

(
1

ax
J ′
m(bx) +

b

a
Jm(bx)

(
1− m2

b2x2

))
=

∫ 1

0
dxxJm(ax)

b

a
Jm(bx)

(
1− m2

b2x2

)
=

∫ 1

0
dxxJm(ax)Jm(bx)

(
1− m2

abx2

)
where in the second equality we used the ODE that defines the Bessel functions: J ′′

m(bx) +

1
bxJ

′
m(bx) +

(
1− m2

b2x2

)
Jm(bx) = 0; and in the last equality we used Lemma A.1.

Lemma A.3. The Bessel functions satisfy the following completeness relation:

∞∑
n=1

Jm(jmnx)Jm(jmnx
′)

J ′2
m(jmn)

=
1

2x
δ(x− x′) , (A4)

where x ∈ [0, 1].

Proof. The Bessel functions solve a Sturm-Liouville problem with inner product

⟨Jm(jmnx), Jm(jmn′x)⟩SL :=

∫ 1

0
dxxJm(jmnx)Jm(jmn′x) = δnn′

J
′2
m(jmn)

2
, (A5)

where the last equality follows from Lemma A.1. Because the Bessel functions form a complete

orthogonal set with respect to this product, we can define an orthonormal basis of the corresponding

space of solutions by umn(x) :=
√
2

J ′
m(jmn)

Jm(jmnx). This is a complete basis in the solution space

of the Bessel equation, therefore any solution can be expanded in this basis as F =
∑∞

n=1 cmnumn,

where cmn = ⟨F, umn⟩SL. This implies

F (x) =

∞∑
n=1

(∫ 1

0
dx′x′F (x′)umn(x

′)

)
umn(x) =

∫ 1

0
dx′x′F (x′)

( ∞∑
n=1

umn(x
′)umn(x)

)
. (A6)

Since this equation holds for all F (x) defined over [0, 1], this equation implies the equality in (A4).
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Lemma A.4. The spin-weighted vector fields ma, m̄a as ladder operators raising and lowering

the values of m when acting on the Bessel functios:

ma∇a(Jm(
√

ω2 − k2ρ)e−imϕ) ≡ ð(Jm(
√
ω2 − k2ρ)e−imϕ) = −

√
ω2 − k2√

2
Jm+1(

√
ω2 − k2ρ)e−imϕ ,(A7)

m̄a∇a(Jm(
√
ω2 − k2ρ)e−imϕ) ≡ ð̄(Jm(

√
ω2 − k2ρ)e−imϕ) =

√
ω2 − k2√

2
Jm−1(

√
ω2 − k2ρ)e−imϕ .(A8)

These relations follow directly from the standard recurrence identities Eqs. 10.6.1-10.6.3 in [55].

Lemma A.5. For m > −1 and any pair of zeros jmn, jmn′ of Jm(x), we have∫ 1

0
dxxJm±1(jmnx)Jm±1(jmn′x) = δnn′

J
′2
m(jmn)

2
. (A9)

Proof. Using the identities: ±∂xJm(jmnx) +
m
x Jm(jmnx) = jmnJm±1(jmnx) (see 8.471.1, 8.471.2

in [39]), we can obtain∫ 1

0
dxxJm±1(jmnx)Jm±1(jmn′x) =

1

jmnjmn′

∫ 1

0
dxx

[
∂xJm(jmnx)∂xJm(jmn′x) +

m2

x2
Jm(jmnx)Jm(jmn′x)

±m

x
(Jm(jmn′x)∂xJm(jmnx) + Jm(jmnx)∂xJm(jmn′x))

]
=

1

jmnjmn′

∫ 1

0
dxx

[
Jm(jmnx)Jm(jmn′x)

[
jmnjmn′ − m2

x2

]
+

m2

x2
Jm(jmnx)Jm(jmn′x)

± m

jmnjmn′
Jm(jmn′x)Jm(jmnx)|10

]
=

∫ 1

0
dxxJm(jmnx)Jm(jmn′x) = δnn′

J
′2
m(jmn)

2
, (A10)

where in the second equality we used Lemma A.2, and in the fourth one we used Lemma A.1.

Corollary A.1. The Bessel functions satisfy the following completeness relation:

∞∑
n=1

Jm±1(jmnx)Jm±1(jmnx
′)

J ′2
m(jmn)

=
1

2x
δ(x− x′) , (A11)

where x ∈ [0, 1].

Proof. Using the orthogonality condition in Lemma A.5 we can obtain a complete basis of the

solution space of Bessel functions in terms of Jm±1, similarly to Lemma A.3. The proof in Lemma

A.1 then follows straightforwardly.

Proposition A.1. The two independent circular polarization vectors obtained in (74)-(75) satisfy∫
R
dz

∫ 2π

0
dϕ

∫ 1

0
dxx ηabAλ

a,hkmnA
λ′
b,h′k′m′n′ = 2π2(−1)m+1J ′

m(jmn)
2δn,n′δm,−m′δ(k + k′)δλ,−λ′e−i(h+h′)ωkmnt ,∫

R
dz

∫ 2π

0
dϕ

∫ 1

0
dxx ηabAλ

a,hkmnA
λ′
b,h′k′m′n′ = 2π2J ′

m(jmn)
2δn,n′δm,m′δ(k − k′)δλ,λ′ei(h−h′)ωkmnt ,

for any λ, λ′ ∈ {R,L}
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Proof. Immediate from the definitions and Lemma A.5 above.

Appendix B: Explicit verification of the time-independence of the symplectic structure

Although the time-independence of the symplectic structure is guaranteed by construction in

the covariant phase-space formalism, it is instructive to verify this property explicitly for our

setup, for which the spacetime boundary is non-trivial. In this appendix, we will show that the

symplectic form (88), defined on the spacelike hypersurface Σ0 = {t = t0} and subject to the

boundary conditions (47), is conserved in time. The proof is purely geometric and independent of

any coordinate choice.

Let na = −gab∇bt be the future-directed unit normal to Σ. The Lie derivative of Ω0 along na

reads

LnΩ0(A1, A2) = Ln

∫
Σ
(A1∧∗F2−A2∧∗F1) =

∫
Σ

(
LnA1∧∗F2−LnA2∧∗F1+A1∧Ln

∗F2−A2∧Ln
∗F1

)
.

Using Cartan’s identity, Ln = in◦d + d◦ in, the source-free Maxwell equations dF = d ∗F = 0,

integrating by parts and then using the Leibniz rule for in, we obtain

LnΩ0(A1, A2) =

∫
Σ
(dinA1 + inF1) ∧∗ F2 − (dinA2 + inF2) ∧∗ F1 +A1 ∧ din

∗F 2 −A2 ∧ din
∗F 1

=

∫
Σ
d(inA1 ∧∗ F2 − inA2 ∧∗ F1) + inF1 ∧∗ F2 − inF2 ∧∗ F1

+F1 ∧ in
∗F 2 − F2 ∧ in

∗F 1 − d(A1 ∧ in
∗F 2 −A2 ∧ in

∗F 1)

=

∫
Σ
din(A1 ∧∗ F2 −A2 ∧∗ F1) + in(F1 ∧∗ F2 − F2 ∧∗ F1) .

For any two-forms F1 and F2, one has F1∧ ∗F2 = F2∧ ∗F1
19, so the bulk terms cancel, leaving only

a boundary contribution:

LnΩ0(A1, A2) =

∫
∂Σ

in(A1 ∧ ∗F2 −A2 ∧ ∗F1).

Applying the Leibniz rule, and using the identity ϵabcdϵebfg = 2(δa[eδ
c
f ]δ

d
g + δa[fδ

c
|g|δ

d
e] + δagδ

c
[eδ

d
f ]), we

19 Namely, F1 ∧∗ F2 = F1,ab
1
2
ϵcdmnF

mn
2 ϵabcdd4x = F2,mn

1
2
ϵcdabF

ab
1 ϵmncdd4x = F2 ∧∗ F1.
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find

LnΩ0(A1, A2) =

∫
∂Σ

(inA1)
∗F2 − (inA2)

∗F1 − (A1 ∧ in
∗F2 −A2 ∧ in

∗F1)

=

∫
∂Σ

1

2
[(inA1)

∗F2,ab − (inA2)
∗F1,ab]ϵ

abcdnc∇dρ− (A1,a
∗F2,nb −A2,a

∗F1,nb)ϵ
abcdnc∇dρ

=

∫
∂Σ

−[(inA1)F
cd
2 − (inA2)F

cd
1 ]ncρd + (A1,aF

ef
2 −A2,aF

ef
1 )(δae δ

c
fδ

d
g + δafδ

c
gδ

d
e + δagδ

c
eδ

d
f )n

gncρd

=

∫
∂Σ

(A1,aF
ef
2 −A2,aF

ef
1 )(δae δ

c
fδ

d
g + δafδ

c
gδ

d
e )n

gncρd

=

∫
∂Σ

(A1,aF
ad
2 −A2,aF

ad
1 )ρd ,

where ρa = ∇aρ is the unit outward normal to the cylindrical boundary, which is tangent to Σ,

thus naρa = 0. Finally, in the Newman–Penrose basis {ma, m̄a}, this result becomes

LnΩ0 ∝
∫
∂Σ

(A1,mF2,ρm̄ +A1,m̄F2,ρm −A2,mF1,ρm̄ −A2,m̄F1,ρm)

∝
∫
∂Σ

(A1,mF2,ρϕ −A1,m̄F2,ρϕ −A2,mF1,ρϕ +A2,m̄F1,ρϕ).

The last integral vanishes under the boundary condition Fabρ
aϕb|ρ=R = 0. Hence, LnΩ0 = 0, and

the symplectic form is constant in time.

This confirms, through an explicit calculation, that the symplectic structure of the Maxwell

field remains invariant within our waveguide, provided the normal vector na is transverse to the

boundary and satisfies naρa = 0. The result is fully covariant and independent of the particular

3 + 1 decomposition.

Appendix C: Useful identities of the Bogoliubov coefficients

In this subsection we provide computational details concerning all the identities of the Bogoli-

ubov coefficients used along the main text.

We first establish the connection between the Bogoliubov coefficients in the expansion (166)-

(167) and those in (161)-(162), specified in (168) in the main text. First, let us remark that

AR,in
a,h0k0m0n0

is given by (101) for the choice zR,in
hkmn = δhh0δkk0δmm0δnn0 , zL,inhkmn = 0 for any

(h, k,m, n) ∈ Hin, and so AR,in
a,h0k0m0n0

∈ ΓR (note the shorthand δkk0 ≡ R−1δ(k − k0)). Simi-

larly, AL,in
a,h0k0m0n0

∈ ΓR. Using the result (116) we infer

⟨AR,in
h0k0m0n0

, AR,in
h1k1m1n1

⟩in = δh1h0δk1k0δm1m0δn1n0 , (C1)

⟨AL,in
h0k0m0n0

, AL,in
h1k1m1n1

⟩in = δh1h0δk1k0δm1m0δn1n0 , (C2)

⟨AR,in
h0k0m0n0

, AL,in
h1k1m1n1

⟩in = 0 . (C3)



56

We can apply a similar reasoning using (157). Together with (140), this leads us to

⟨AR,out
h0k0m0n0

, AR,out
h1k1m1n1

⟩out = δh1h0δk1k0δm1m0δn1n0 , (C4)

⟨AL,out
h0k0m0n0

, AL,out
h1k1m1n1

⟩out = δh1h0δk1k0δm1m0δn1n0 , (C5)

⟨AR,out
h0k0m0n0

, AL,out
h1k1m1n1

⟩out = 0 . (C6)

Using these orthonormal properties, from (166) and (167) we can get, respectively20

γRhkmn
1k′m′n′

= ⟨AR,out
hkmn, A

R,in
1k′m′n′⟩in , ∀k′m′n′, (hkmn) ∈ H+>

h , (C7)

δRhkmn
−1k′m′n′

= ⟨AR,out
hkmn, A

R,in
−1k′m′n′⟩in , ∀k′m′n′, (hkmn) ∈ H+>

h , (C8)

γRhkmn
−1k′m′n′

= ⟨AR,out
hkmn, A

R,in
−1k′m′n′⟩in , ∀k′m′n′, (hkmn) ∈ H+<

h , (C9)

δRhkmn
1k′m′n′

= ⟨AR,out
hkmn, A

R,in
1k′m′n′⟩in , ∀k′m′n′, (hkmn) ∈ H+<

h . (C10)

Similarly, from (161) and (162) we can get, respectively

αR
1kmn

h′k′m′n′
= ⟨AR,in

1kmn, A
R,out
h′k′m′n′⟩out , ∀kmn, (h′k′m′n′) ∈ H+>

h , (C11)

βR
1kmn

h′k′m′n′
= ⟨AR,in

1kmn, A
R,out
h′k′m′n′⟩out , ∀kmn, (h′k′m′n′) ∈ H+<

h , (C12)

αR
−1kmn
h′k′m′n′

= ⟨AR,in
−1kmn, A

R,out
h′k′m′n′⟩out , ∀kmn, (h′k′m′n′) ∈ H+<

h , (C13)

βR
−1kmn
h′k′m′n′

= ⟨AR,in
−1kmn, A

R,out
h′k′m′n′⟩out , ∀kmn, (h′k′m′n′) ∈ H+>

h . (C14)

Now, these 8 coefficients are related to each other. For all kmn, (h′k′m′n′) ∈ H+>
h , we have

αR
1kmn

h′k′m′n′
= ⟨AR,in

1kmn, A
R,out
h′k′m′n′⟩out =

1

2ℏ

[
Ω(AR,in

1kmn, JoutA
R,out
h′k′m′n′) + iΩ(AR,in

1kmn, A
R,out
h′k′m′n′)

]
=

1

2ℏ

[
Ω(AR,in

1kmn, iA
R,out
h′k′m′n′) + iΩ(AR,in

1kmn, A
R,out
h′k′m′n′)

]
=

1

2ℏ

[
Ω(−iAR,in

1kmn, A
R,out
h′k′m′n′)− iΩ(AR,out

h′k′m′n′ , A
R,in
1kmn)

]
=

1

2ℏ

[
Ω(−JinA

R,in
1kmn, A

R,out
h′k′m′n′)− iΩ(AR,out

h′k′m′n′ , A
R,in
1kmn)

]
=

1

2ℏ

[
Ω(AR,out

h′k′m′n′ , JinA
R,in
1kmn)− iΩ(AR,out

h′k′m′n′ , A
R,in
1kmn)

]
= ⟨AR,out

h′k′m′n′ , A
R,in
1kmn⟩in = γRh′k′m′n′

1kmn

. (C15)

20 From (111) one infers that ⟨αA1
R, A

2
R⟩in = ᾱ⟨A1

R, A
2
R⟩in if A2

R belongs to the subspace of positive-frequency modes,

so that JA2
R = iA2

R, while ⟨αA1
R, A

2
R⟩in = α⟨A1

R, A
2
R⟩in if A2

R belongs to the subspace of negative-frequency modes,

i.e. JA2
R = −iA2

R.
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For all kmn, (h′k′m′n′) ∈ H+<
h , we have

βR
1kmn

h′k′m′n′
= ⟨AR,in

1kmn, A
R,out
h′k′m′n′⟩out =

1

2ℏ

[
Ω(AR,in

1kmn, JoutA
R,out
h′k′m′n′) + iΩ(AR,in

1kmn, A
R,out
h′k′m′n′)

]
=

1

2ℏ

[
Ω(AR,in

1kmn,−iAR,out
h′k′m′n′) + iΩ(AR,in

1kmn, A
R,out
h′k′m′n′)

]
=

1

2ℏ

[
Ω(iAR,in

1kmn, A
R,out
h′k′m′n′)− iΩ(AR,out

h′k′m′n′ , A
R,in
1kmn)

]
=

1

2ℏ

[
Ω(JinA

R,in
1kmn, A

R,out
h′k′m′n′)− iΩ(AR,out

h′k′m′n′ , A
R,in
1kmn)

]
=

−1

2ℏ

[
Ω(AR,out

h′k′m′n′ , JinA
R,in
1kmn) + iΩ(AR,out

h′k′m′n′ , A
R,in
1kmn)

]
= −⟨AR,out

h′k′m′n′ , A
R,in
1kmn⟩in = −δRh′k′m′n′

1kmn

. (C16)

For all kmn, (h′k′m′n′) ∈ H+<
h , we have

αR
−1kmn
h′k′m′n′

= ⟨AR,in
−1kmn, A

R,out
h′k′m′n′⟩out =

1

2ℏ

[
Ω(AR,in

−1kmn, JoutA
R,out
h′k′m′n′) + iΩ(AR,in

−1kmn, A
R,out
h′k′m′n′)

]
=

1

2ℏ

[
Ω(AR,in

−1kmn,−iAR,out
h′k′m′n′) + iΩ(AR,in

−1kmn, A
R,out
h′k′m′n′)

]
=

1

2ℏ

[
Ω(iAR,in

−1kmn, A
R,out
h′k′m′n′)− iΩ(AR,out

h′k′m′n′ , A
R,in
−1kmn)

]
=

1

2ℏ

[
Ω(−JinA

R,in
−1kmn, A

R,out
h′k′m′n′)− iΩ(AR,out

h′k′m′n′ , A
R,in
−1kmn)

]
=

1

2ℏ

[
Ω(AR,out

h′k′m′n′ , JinA
R,in
−1kmn)− iΩ(AR,out

h′k′m′n′ , A
R,in
−1kmn)

]
= ⟨AR,out

h′k′m′n′ , A
R,in
−1kmn⟩in = γRh′k′m′n′

−1kmn

. (C17)

Finally, for all kmn, (h′k′m′n′) ∈ H+>
h , we have

βR
−1kmn
h′k′m′n′

= ⟨AR,in
−1kmn, A

R,out
h′k′m′n′⟩out =

1

2ℏ

[
Ω(AR,in

−1kmn, JoutA
R,out
h′k′m′n′) + iΩ(AR,in

−1kmn, A
R,out
h′k′m′n′)

]
=

1

2ℏ

[
Ω(AR,in

−1kmn, iA
R,out
h′k′m′n′) + iΩ(AR,in

−1kmn, A
R,out
h′k′m′n′)

]
=

1

2ℏ

[
Ω(−iAR,in

−1kmn, A
R,out
h′k′m′n′)− iΩ(AR,out

h′k′m′n′ , A
R,in
−1kmn)

]
=

1

2ℏ

[
Ω(JinA

R,in
−1kmn, A

R,out
h′k′m′n′)− iΩ(AR,out

h′k′m′n′ , A
R,in
−1kmn)

]
=

−1

2ℏ

[
Ω(AR,out

h′k′m′n′ , JinA
R,in
−1kmn) + iΩ(AR,out

h′k′m′n′ , A
R,in
−1kmn)

]
= −⟨AR,out

h′k′m′n′ , A
R,in
−1kmn⟩in = −δRh′k′m′n′

−1kmn

. (C18)

We now proceed to establish the unitary identities of the Bogoliubov coefficients, given in (169)-

(172) of the main text. To see this, let us first notice that equation (C1) implies

0 = ⟨AR,in
1kmn, A

R,in
−1k′m′n′⟩in =

1

2ℏ

[
Ω(AR,in

1kmn, JinA
R,in
−1k′m′n′) + iΩ(AR,in

1kmn, A
R,in
−1k′m′n′)

]
.

Since the symplectic structure is real-valued, taking the real and imaginary parts yield

Ω(AR,in
1kmn, A

R,in
−1k′m′n′) = 0 , Ω(AR,in

1kmn, JinA
R,in
−1k′m′n′) = Ω(AR,in

1kmn,−iAR,in
−1k′m′n′) = 0 (C19)
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(this last equation can also be inferred from the equality ⟨AR,in
1kmn, A

R,in
−1k′m′n′⟩in = ⟨AR,in

−1kmn, A
R,in
1k′m′n′⟩in).

Similarly, for all (hkmn) ∈ H+>
h and (h′k′m′n′) ∈ H+<

h we have

0 = ⟨AR,out
hkmn, A

R,out
h′k′m′n′⟩out =

1

2ℏ

[
Ω(AR,out

hkmn, JoutA
R,out
h′k′m′n′) + iΩ(AR,out

hkmn, A
R,out
h′k′m′n′)

]
, (C20)

so the real and imaginary parts yield, respectively, Ω(AR,out
hkmn, A

R,out
h′k′m′n′) = 0 and

Ω(AR,out
hkmn, JoutA

R,out
h′k′m′n′) = Ω(AR,out

hkmn,−iAR,out
h′k′m′n′) = 0 , (hkmn) ∈ H+>

h , (h′k′m′n′) ∈ H+<
h ,(C21)

(this last equation can also be inferred from the equality ⟨AR,out
hkmn, A

R,out
h′k′m′n′⟩out = ⟨AR,out

h′k′m′n′ , A
R,out
hkmn⟩out).

On the other hand, equation (C1) with h′ = h implies

δkk′δmm′δnn′ = ⟨AR,in
hkmn, A

R,in
hk′m′n′⟩in =

1

2ℏ

[
Ω(AR,in

hkmn, JinA
R,in
hk′m′n′) + iΩ(AR,in

hkmn, A
R,in
hk′m′n′)

]
.

Again, since the symplectic structure is real-valued, taking the imaginary part yields Ω(AR,in
hkmn, A

R,in
hk′m′n′) =

0 for both h = ±1, while taking the real part produces Ω(AR,in
hkmn, JinA

R,in
hk′m′n′) = Ω(AR,in

hkmn, signh iA
R,in
hk′m′n′) =

2ℏδkk′δmm′δnn′ , which implies

Ω(AR,in
1kmn, iA

R,in
1k′m′n′) = −Ω(AR,in

−1kmn, iA
R,in
−1k′m′n′) = 2ℏδkk′δmm′δnn′ . (C22)

Finally, using (C4), if either (hkmn), (h′k′m′n′) ∈ H+>
h or (hkmn), (h′k′m′n′) ∈ H+<

h , we have

δhh′δkk′δmm′δnn′ = ⟨AR,out
hkmn, A

R,out
h′k′m′n′⟩out =

1

2ℏ

[
Ω(AR,out

hkmn, JoutA
R,out
h′k′m′n′) + iΩ(AR,out

hkmn, A
R,out
h′k′m′n′)

]
.(C23)

Taking the imaginary part yields

Ω(AR,out
hkmn, A

R,out
h′k′m′n′) = 0 , (C24)

while taking the real part produces

Ω(AR,out
hkmn, JoutA

R,out
h′k′m′n′) = Ω(AR,out

hkmn, iA
R,out
h′k′m′n′) = 2ℏ δhh′δkk′δmm′δnn′ , (hkmn), (h′k′m′n′) ∈ H+>

h ,(C25)

Ω(AR,out
hkmn, JoutA

R,out
h′k′m′n′) = −Ω(AR,out

hkmn, iA
R,out
h′k′m′n′) = 2ℏ δhh′δkk′δmm′δnn′ , (hkmn), (h′k′m′n′) ∈ H+<

h .(C26)

If we now evaluate Ω(AR,in
±1kmn, iA

R,in
±1k′m′n′) by expanding as in (161) and (162), and we use the

partial results (C21), (C25), (C24), (C26) and (C22), we can obtain, respectively:

δkk′δmm′δnn′ =
∑

(h′′k′′m′′n′′)∈H+>
h

Re

(
αR

1kmn
h′′k′′m′′n′′

αR
1k′m′n′

h′′k′′m′′n′′

)
−

∑
(h′′k′′m′′n′′)∈H+<

h

Re

(
βR

1kmn
h′′k′′m′′n′′

βR
1k′m′n′

h′′k′′m′′n′′

)
,(C27)

δkk′δmm′δnn′ =
∑

(h′′k′′m′′n′′)∈H+<
h

Re

(
αR

−1kmn
h′′k′′m′′n′′

αR
−1k′m′n′

h′′k′′m′′n′′

)
−

∑
(h′′k′′m′′n′′)∈H+>

h

Re

(
βR

−1kmn
h′′k′′m′′n′′

βR
−1k′m′n′

h′′k′′m′′n′′

)
.(C28)
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A similar evaluation with Ω(AR,in
±1kmn, A

R,in
±1k′m′n′) using the same equations produces

0 = −
∑

(h′′k′′m′′n′′)∈H+>
h

Im

(
αR

1kmn
h′′k′′m′′n′′

αR
1k′m′n′

h′′k′′m′′n′′

)
+

∑
(h′′k′′m′′n′′)∈H+<

h

Im

(
βR

1kmn
h′′k′′m′′n′′

βR
1k′m′n′

h′′k′′m′′n′′

)
,(C29)

0 = −
∑

(h′′k′′m′′n′′)∈H+<
h

Im

(
αR

−1kmn
h′′k′′m′′n′′

αR
−1k′m′n′

h′′k′′m′′n′′

)
+

∑
(h′′k′′m′′n′′)∈H+>

h

Im

(
βR

−1kmn
h′′k′′m′′n′′

βR
−1k′m′n′

h′′k′′m′′n′′

)
.(C30)

Combining both results, we get

δkk′δmm′δnn′ =
∑

(h′′k′′m′′n′′)∈H+>
h

αR
1kmn

h′′k′′m′′n′′
αR

1k′m′n′
h′′k′′m′′n′′

−
∑

(h′′k′′m′′n′′)∈H+<
h

βR
1kmn

h′′k′′m′′n′′
βR

1k′m′n′
h′′k′′m′′n′′

,(C31)

δkk′δmm′δnn′ =
∑

(h′′k′′m′′n′′)∈H+<
h

αR
−1kmn

h′′k′′m′′n′′
αR

−1k′m′n′
h′′k′′m′′n′′

−
∑

(h′′k′′m′′n′′)∈H+>
h

βR
−1kmn

h′′k′′m′′n′′
βR

−1k′m′n′
h′′k′′m′′n′′

.(C32)

Doing a similar computation for Ω(AR,out
hkmn, iA

R,out
h′k′m′n′) and Ω(AR,out

hkmn, A
R,out
h′k′m′n′), using both expan-

sions (166) and (167), we obtain, respectively:

δhh′δkk′δmm′δnn′ =
∑

ωk′′m′′n′′>0

αR
1k′′m′′n′′

hkmn

αR
1k′′m′′n′′
h′k′m′n′

− βR
−1k′′m′′n′′

hkmn

βR
−1k′′m′′n′′
h′k′m′n′

, (hkmn), (h′k′m′n′) ∈ H+>
h(C33)

δhh′δkk′δmm′δnn′ =
∑

ωk′′m′′n′′>0

αR
−1k′′m′′n′′

hkmn

αR
−1k′′m′′n′′
h′k′m′n′

− βR
1k′′m′′n′′

hkmn

βR
1k′′m′′n′′
h′k′m′n′

, (hkmn), (h′k′m′n′) ∈ H+<
h(C34)

where we have already substituted the coefficients δ and γ in terms of α and β according to (C15),

(C16), (C17), (C18).
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[44] A. del Ŕıo and I. Agullo, Phys. Rev. D 108, 105025 (2023).

[45] M. Benini, C. Dappiaggi, and A. Schenkel, Annales Henri Poincare 19, 2401 (2018).

[46] R. M. Wald, Quantum Field Theory in Curved Space-Time and Black Hole Thermodynamics, Chicago

Lectures in Physics (University of Chicago Press, Chicago, IL, 1995).

[47] M. Benini, C. Dappiaggi, and T.-P. Hack, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 28, 1330023 (2013).

[48] A. Ashtekar and A. Magnon, Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A 346, 375 (1975).

[49] A. Laforgia and M. E. Muldoon, SIAM Journal on Mathematical Analysis 14, 383 (1983),

https://doi.org/10.1137/0514029.

[50] I. Agullo, A. J. Brady, and D. Kranas, Phys. Rev. Lett. 128, 091301 (2022).

[51] A. J. Brady, I. Agullo, and D. Kranas, Phys. Rev. D 106, 105021 (2022).

[52] C. Bär and A. Strohmaier, Communications in Mathematical Physics 347, 703 (2016).

[53] W. G. Unruh, Phys. Rev. D 14, 870 (1976).

[54] L. C. B. Crispino, A. Higuchi, and G. E. A. Matsas, Rev. Mod. Phys. 80, 787 (2008).

[55] “Nist library,” https://dlmf.nist.gov/10.22.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2010.09.024
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.7208/chicago/9780226870373.001.0001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.527187
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.085014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.105025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00023-018-0687-1
https://press.uchicago.edu/ucp/books/book/chicago/Q/bo3684008.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X13300238
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1975.0181
http://dx.doi.org/10.1137/0514029
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1137/0514029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.091301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.105021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00220-016-2600-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.14.870
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.80.787
https://dlmf.nist.gov/10.22

	Asymmetric excitation of left- vs right-handed photons in accelerating waveguides
	Abstract
	Contents
	Introduction
	Electric-magnetic duality in empty waveguides
	Review of some standard results
	A self-dual formulation of Maxwell equations inside a waveguide


	Description of the waveguide model: boundary conditions and dynamics
	Preliminary example: electric and magnetic modes allowed in a perfectly conducting waveguide
	Electric/magnetic modes allowed in our waveguide model
	Right- and left-handed potentials inside the waveguide model
	Acceleration of the waveguide and frame-dragging of basis vectors

	Quantization at early times
	Classical covariant phase space (standard variables)
	Classical covariant phase space (self-dual variables)
	Quantization: construction of the in Fock space

	Quantization at late times
	A late-time mode basis for the classical covariant phase space
	Quantization: construction of the out Fock space

	Classical duality symmetry and quantum anomaly
	Physical interpretation of the classical Noether charge
	Normal-ordering of the quantum operator
	Bogoliubov transformations relating the in and out Fock representations
	Computation of the vacuum expectation value of 

	Conclusions
	Orthonormality and completeness of the field modes
	Explicit verification of the time-independence of the symplectic structure
	Useful identities of the Bogoliubov coefficients
	References


