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The electromagnetic duality symmetry of Maxwell’s equations in vacuum implies that the
circular polarization ) of classical electromagnetic waves is conserved. In quantum field
theory, the normal-ordered operator Q 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|Q|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—ifrom 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 [1] 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

[0, 7.

A remarkable prediction of quantum field theory is the occurrence of quantum anomalies, which
have played a central role in modern particle physics [¢]. 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 [0, 7], providing the spin-1

analogue of the ABJ anomaly. In this case, the associated chiral charge ) counts the difference



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:

OIQ(E2)I0) ~ O1QEI0) = oy [ v/ =GR B, )
(t1,t2)x 2
where R, denotes the Riemann tensor, * the Hodge dual, and X is a spacelike Cauchy hyper-
surface of the spacetime manifold'. Subsequent studies have shown that, for asymptotically flat
spacetimes with well-defined notions of future (_# 1) and past (_# ) 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 hi™(w), A5 (w) refer to the multipoles of frequency w of the two gravitational-wave

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

© dww? [

OIRLF N0~ IR N0 = [ 525
0 Im

R (w) — B )P~ R (w) +ih§m(w)\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.” 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

1A 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 Zs 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].



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. [0, 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.?

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 = ¢ = 1, while keeping Planck’s constant
explicit (h # 1) in order to emphasize quantum effects in later sections. In this system of units, the
electromagnetic potential and field tensor have dimensions [A,] = vVA/L and [Fy) = Vh/L?, re-
spectively, where L denotes a characteristic length scale and £ sets the scale of angular momentum.
Throughout the paper, 74, and V, 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.



II. ELECTRIC-MAGNETIC DUALITY IN EMPTY WAVEGUIDES

Let (M, n4,) denote the portion of Minkowski spacetime contained inside an empty cylindrical
waveguide. The manifold can be decomposed as M ~ R x 3, where ¥ ~ D xR is a spacelike Cauchy
hypersurface, with D C R? a closed disk. The boundary of this spacetime region is OM ~ R x 03,
where 0% ~ S! x R represents the cylindrical surface of the waveguide.

The dynamics of electromagnetic waves in vacuum is governed by the source-free Maxwell
equations V,F® = V,*F® = 0, where *F% = %e“dech is the Hodge dual of the two-form Fy.
These equations remain invariant under the continuous transformations Fy;, — cos0F,;+sin 0 * F ,
*Fap — cosO0*Fg,—sin Fy, for any 0 € 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
1
Qo(4) =5 /Z dXmy, [Aa*Fb” — ZF"| | (3)

where n® denotes the unit normal to X, and Z, is the potential dual to A,. 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
symimetry.

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 2 over
a Cauchy surface Yy C M, where each element of 2 corresponds to a pair of fields (¢, (;'50) 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 2
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



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 Z of “kinematically allowed” field configurations, S : % — R. In our problem, #
will be the space of smooth 1-forms over M, .% = Q(M), representing all admissible magnetic
potentials A, (z). This is an infinite-dimensional manifold on which familiar operations such as the
exterior derivative J, Lie derivative .#, and interior product ¢ are naturally defined. In particular,
given a field configuration A € %, variations of the field are represented by 1-forms §A in the
cotangent space of .%. The action of the theory is determined then by a pair of Lagrangians
as S[A] = [, LIA] — [5,, {(A). The variation of the “bulk” Lagrangian L[A] yields the Euler-
Lagrange field equations in M, while the “boundary” Lagrangian £(A) encodes a fixed set of
boundary conditions for the fields on OM [35].

In the source-free Maxwell theory one typically takes L[A] = 1F A *F and £(A) = 0, where
F = dA is the covariant field strength derived from the magnetic potential. The choice /(A4) = 0
is always implicitly assumed. When M = (), as in free Minkowski space, M = R?, this choice
effectively enforces suitable falloff conditions at infinity. However, when OM # (), the particular
choice of £(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, £(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

1

on the configuration space .7. Varying the bulk Lagrangian L[A] = 5 F A *F' gives

OL=—d*FANSA+d(6AN*F) = E(A) AJA +dOL(A). (4)
From this we immediately read off the field equations F(A) = 0, and the symplectic potential:
E(A) = —d*F, ©OYA)=06AN*F. (5)

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

50 — j*OL = —§ANFF = b(A) A 6A — doD (6)



where j : OM < M is the inclusion map and barred quantities like A = j*A represent pullbacks
to OM. Following [35], this result implies that the boundary conditions b(A) = 0 are determined
by:

b(A) =*F, 0FH=0. (7)
The space of solutions is given then by Sol(S) = {4 € QY(M) / E(A) = 0, b(A) = 0} C Z. Locally,
the boundary condition can be expressed as
FF ="Fop(j(x))d(z 0 j)* Ad(w o j)" o< *Fap(j(x))e™gped( 0 )7 o Fea(j(z))ptd(z 0 j)*,  (8)
with p® the unit normal to the boundary. Therefore, the solution space associated with S[A] is
Sol(S) = {4, € QY (M) | V,F® =0, F®p, oy =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 “bpb ot # 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

Qg =6 (/E *Or(A) - /625*9@@) : (10)

where i* and i* represent the pullback of the inclusion maps i : ¥ < M and i : 0¥ — IM,

potentials OF, (L0 as

respectively. In our case, this expression becomes

ngé/zéAzA*Fg:/EéAg/\*éFg, (11)
where Ay, = i*A and Fy, = i*F denote the pullbacks on the Cauchy slice . This Qg is a 2-form
on the configuration space .#. In general, it depends on the choice of Cauchy slice ¥. However,
it can be shown that its pullback i5€ls to the space of solutions with the natural embedding
is : Sol(S) — .Z is independent of ¥, 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 X 4,, X4, tangent to Sol(S) at a point A € Sol(S), characterized by £x, A =

X4, §A = A;*, the symplectic product is defined as

1
QS(Al,AQ) = QS(XAlaXAz) = 5 / (Al A *FQ — Ag A *Fl), (12)
by

4 In a finite-dimensional manifold this would correspond, in coordinates, to the identification X A, = Ai%.



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 oA on the solution
space, the function @ : Sol(S) — R, defined by Q(A) := %QS(A, dgA), is the Noether charge
generating that symmetry in phase space [37]. Conservation follows from the time-independence
of the symplectic product 2g.

Electric-magnetic duality rotations are generated by the infinitesimal transformation dgA = Z,
where Z, is the dual “electric” potential satisfying the Gauss constraint D, E® = 0 in the source-
free theory [0, 7], in exact analogy with the familiar equation D,B®* = 0 for the magnetic potential
A,. If 6 A generated a genuine Noether symmetry on Sol(S), then the associated Noether charge
would be

Q) = 30s(4.2) =5 |

[ azm, [Aa*Fb“ — Z,F%] (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, g is independent of ¥ only when
evaluated on any pair Aj, Ay € Sol(S); if one argument lies outside the solution space, Qg will
generally depend on Y. 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 () is conserved at the
classical level.

The main difficulty arises from the boundary Lagrangian £(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 £. 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 ¢ 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
LIAR, AL, M, M) = FTA*F™ + (FT —i*FY)AM + (F~ +i*F7) A g, (14)

where F't = dAp and F~ = dAp, with A; = Ag. In general, F* and F~ are not self- or antiself-
dual, respectively. The role of the 2-forms A1 and Ao, which act as Lagrange multipliers, is precisely
to enforce these duality conditions on-shell, for which the bulk term F* A *F~ vanishes and the
Lagrangian itself L reduces to zero.

Taking variations of this Lagrangian produces

(5L[AR,AL, )\1,)\2] = E(AR) NOAR + E(A_) NOA_ + E()\l) A0 + E()\Q) A OAg

+dO (AR) + dO(AL) 4+ dOF (A1) + dOF (1), (15)
with the Euler-Lagrange equations

E(AR) = —d*F~ —d(M\ —i*M\1) =0, E\)=F"—i"Ft =0, (16)

E(Ap) = —d*F" —d(Xg+i*X2) =0, E(\)=F +i*F =0. (17)

The two right-handed equations imply that F* o F 4 i*F for some real 2-form F. They also
lead to d*F* = FidF* = 0 by virtue of F* = dAp, F~ = dAy. 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(A; —i*A1) = d(A2 +i*A2) = 0, which in a simply connected manifold like M it
implies A1 — i* A1 = dVq, Ao + i* Ay = dV5 for some 1-forms Vi, Vs.

On the other hand, the symplectic potentials have the form

OF(AR) = 6ARA[*F~ + X1 —i*N1] . ©F(\) =0, (18)
OF(AL) =6ALA[PFT + X +i"Xs] . ©F(N\g) =0. (19)

Note that A\; — i*Ay is antiself-dual whereas Ay + i* )\ is self-dual. Besides A\; — i*A\1 = dV4,

Ay 4+ i* Ay = dVa, the Lagrange multipliers A\; and A2 remain undetermined, reflecting a gauge
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symmetry of the form Agr — Ar + V4, A, — Ar + Vo. We are free to choose the values of Vi and
V4 equal to zero, without loss of generality.

Let us introduce now some 2-forms F' g, with fixed boundary values on M, related to each other
by complex-conjugation. We define the boundary lagrangian /(Ag, Ar) = Ar A ﬁ +Ap A ﬁ.
Varying this term gives

60 — j*OL = b(AR) N 6AR + b(AL) ASAL — do Y (20)
where (50 = 0 and the boundary conditions read
b(AR) =*F— —*Fg,  b(Ap)=*FT —*F}. (21)
Thus,
Sol(S) = {Ar € QY M) /d*Ft =0, i*FT = FT, FTap, . Fp, IR Ft =dAg}.

If either F' g or I fail to be self- or anti-self-dual, respectively, the boundary conditions (21)
are incompatible and the solution space is empty, Sol(S) = 0. 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 FE subject to the conditions pded“bCVaFEbc = gbded“bCVaFEbc =0, tbch];bc =0 on OM,
where {t%, ¢*, 2%} 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

Qg = 6 (/ Ol (AR) + 0% (AL) —/ 9‘<W>> = /(5AR AO*F~ +8A, AS*FT),
pX % b
= - / A8 np(5AR NSF ™ + 5AL o ANSFT0) = / A% (0ARa NSHY 4 AL o A SHT)
b pX
where we have defined H, f = F;l:n“, H aL := F;n® The symplectic product can be expressed as
Qs(Ak, A%) = / dSRe(AL H™? — A, HEal), (22)
» 5 g

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,nab), where 7, 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 (2 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 Fy; are V F ab — 7 *Feb = (),
where *F® = %eadeFCd is the Hodge dual of the two-form Fj;. The cylindrical symmetry of the
background motivates the use of cylindrical coordinates {¢, p, ¢, z} to solve these equations, with

z denoting the axis of the cylinder. In these coordinates, the flat Minkowski metric takes the form
ds?® = ngp(x)dadab = —dt* + dp* + p*d¢? + d2?, (23)

with t,z € R, p € (0, R), ¢ € (0,27), and each spacetime point carries a natural orthonormal basis
of 1-forms {t4, pa, Pa, 2a} = {—Vat, Vap, pVad, Vaz}, where t* physically represents the 4-velocity

of inertial observers, i.e. worldlines in Minkowski with vanishing acceleration, a® = t°Vt* = 0.
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Modes of the electromagnetic field inside the waveguide are solutions of Maxwell equations
subject to some boundary conditions. Let E, = t’Fj, and B, = t"*F}, 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 E 2% = E,¢* = 0, while the
normal component of the magnetic field must also vanish p®B, = 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 w, angular momentum m and linear momentum k along the z-axis. Therefore,

we can expand the most general solution in normal modes as

Fult, pr 6, 2) / o / Gk 3 etttk pam ) (24)

m=—0oQ
where m € Z due to the periodicity ¢ € S' and w,k € R. Substituting the ansatz (24) into

Maxwell’s equations V,F® = V,*F® = 0 produces the following 4 equations:

E, = wz%kz :kapEz—i—inZJJBz: , (25)
By = ﬁ :wapEZH";kBZ: : (26)
Ey = ﬁ :ikZLEzthapBZ} : (27)
B, = ﬁ :z'”;“Ez—kasz: . (28)

On the other hand, Maxwell’s equations tazde“deVCVeFeb =0, and tazde”deVcVe*Feb = 0, pro-

duce two independent second-order differential equations for E, and B,:

2 1d < ) mw

— 4t (K- )|E. =0, 29
[dp2 pdp p? (29)
2 1d 5  m?

st - -2 )| B =0,

[dp? T " < -t p? >] ’ (30)

which are simply the Bessel equation. Note that, once F, and B, are known, the rest of the field
components follow algebraically from (25)-(28).

For perfect conductors, the boundary conditions at p = R reduce to the two conditions E.|,—r =
0 and 0,B;|,—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: E. = 0, B, # 0. The general solution to (29) is a linear
combination of J,, (Vw2 — k2p) and Y;,(vVw? — k2p). Demanding regularity at the axis p = 0 selects

E, =0, B, = Awkam( w? — kQP) s (31)
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for some complex constant A, k. The electric and magnetic mode solutions are then £, = E,V ,p+

EypVap+ E.Vaz, and B, = B,Vap + By pVed + B,V 2, where®

mw

Ep = Awkmmjm( w2—k2p), (32)

Ey = Avin—rem J0 (Vw? — K2p), (33)

¢ LL)2 _ kz m

E, =0, (34)
—ik , 3 5

B, = Awkmﬁ‘Ln( w? — k?p), (35)
—mk

By = Awkmmjm< w? — k?p), (36)

B. = AvikmJIm(Vw? —k?p). (37)

Applying the boundary conditions gives 0,J, (Vw? — k2R) = 0, which is satisfied when vw? — k?R =
) = 0. The effect

Jmns for {71, tnen the zeros of the derivative of the Bessel J function, 0,Jum (ji.,
of imposing these boundary conditions is to discretize the allowed frequencies inside the waveguide:

wiE =\ /k2 + j’/"?". Note that, because J_,,(2) = (—=1)"Jpn(2), the zeros satisfy 5’ .., = jr.°.

Transverse magnetic (TM) modes: E, # 0, B, = 0. A similar reasoning yields

E, = BogmJIm(Vw? — k2p), B, =0, (38)

for some complex constant B, The electric and magnetic fields are E, = E,V,p + E4 pV ¢ +
E.V,z,and B, = B,Vp+ By pV,¢ + B,V .z, where now

—ik
E, = Bwkm\/ﬁ‘];n( w? —k?p), (39)
—mk
Ey = Bw m m 2 k2 ) 4
¢ b ot — gy Im (V@ = k) (40)
Ez = Bwkam( w? — k20)7 (41)
—mw
B, = Bupm—— __J(Vw? — k2p), 42
By = Butm s Jin (V2 — K2p), (43)
Vo2 ™
B, = 0. (44)

Boundary conditions imposed by the perfect conductor at p = R require J,(Vw? — k?R) = 0,
which is satisfied now for vw? — k2R = Jmn, where {jmn }nen 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, Jmm(2) 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 Jp,(2z) for m > 0 (for which jmo = 0), then jm1 > m, S0 jmn > m for n > 0 (see
8.544 in [39]). For m > 0, the number of zeros of J, () contained in the interval (0, (N + 2 + 1)) is exactly N
(see 8.545 in [39]). For large n, jmn ~ (n+ 2 — X)7 (see 8.547 in [39]).
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JIm(Gmn) = 0. The result of imposing these boundary conditions is to discretize again the allowed

frequencies inside the waveguide, according to wi™ = \/k2 + j’"?”. Again, we have j_;n = Jmn-

kmn

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 Bgm, = —Awkm). That is,

Ea wkm — Ba wkm Ba wkm — Ea wkm * (45)
Now, after imposing boundary conditions and discretizing the allowed frequencies, one finds
TE ™ TE TM
ankE km?é BawkMkm’ BawkE km#ankMkm’ (46)

precisely because wkfn % kan 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 E, =

B, = 0 in (25)-(28) produce E, = B, = 0. Hybrid modes with both E, # 0, B, # 0 are also

excluded, since they would require vVw? — kR = jiun = ji,,, for the same set of mode parameters
{w, m, k}, which never occurs (the Bessel zeros satisty jmn < jiun < Jmnt1 < i1 < --- [10]).

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 @ 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 <Q>,
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 coexist”. 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
Fabtazb’p:R = 0, *Fabtazb|p:R = 0, (47)

at the waveguide surface p = R. These conditions eliminate the longitudinal electric and magnetic
components simultaneously, and hence remain invariant under the transformation F,;, — *Fy,
*Fap = —Fgp.

With such duality-preserving boundary conditions, it is more convenient to work with the
complex field HE = E, +iB, = t* T F},, which unifies Maxwell’s equations into a single complex
form and compactly encodes the duality invariance. Namely, the boundary conditions reduce

simply to HE|,_g = 0, and the 6 Maxwell equations (25)-(30) diagonalize into:

HE = " ko, + M| HR 48

14 wg_kg[ P+ ) z ( )
-1 km

HE = —— |2 9,| HE 49

@ w2 — k2 [ p tw P} z ( )

[dpz +;d7p+ (w — k- p2>] Hz =0. (50)

Equation (50) is decoupled and can be solved independently for HI| while (48)-(49) provide the
remaining field components algebraically. The most general solution for H that is bounded on
the cylinder axis is HF Jm(mm. The boundary condition then selects a single family of
allowed modes, with discretized frequencies wgmn = 1/ k2 + %—;. Because J_p,(2) = (=1)"Jn(2)

for integer m, the zeros satisfy j_,un = Jmn, thus W_g_mn = Wemn-

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. 1I, the self-dual field H f = t** F}, in vacuum satisfies the Gauss constraint
D H% = 0, where D, is the spatial covariant derivative induced on spacelike Cauchy hypersurfaces
Y. = {t = const}. This constraint can be integrated in terms of a complex “right-handed” potential

AR vielding
HRe — ieabCDbAﬁ, e — —ieabCDbAg = HRa , (51)

whose real part gives the usual magnetic potential, 4, = v/2 ReAZ, while the imaginary one yields
the dual potential Z, = v2ImAZ. The dynamics of AZ follows from V*(V,AF — V,AR) = 0. To
solve this equation we will (partially) fix the gauge with the Lorentz condition V,A®® = 0, which
significantly reduces the dynamical equations to V“VaAf = 0. Using the ansatz for the normal

modes

A t ., ¢, / dw/ dk Z zwt+m¢+kZ)AR( ) (52)

m=—0Q

with A(If = Afvat + Afvap + Ag‘ pVad + Af‘Vaz, a straightforward but somewhat tedious com-

putation yields

— (WP ) AR =0, 53

[dp? pdp p? )] (53)

Z 1d < (m¢1)2>‘

— -+ — k- =) A} =0, 54

[dp? pdp A (54)
— 4 —— 4 (=K== AF = 0, 55
[dp? pdp p? )| (55)

where we introduced the variables A¥ = %(Af + iA(I;). These are standard Bessel equations.

Regularity conditions at the axis p = 0 yield

Af = CflIn(Vw? = k?p), (56)
Af = CRImp(Vw? — k2p), (57)
Al = Ol (Vw? — k2p). (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,

AF = CPIn(Va? = W), (59)
AL = Chlum (V2 — k%), (60)

Al = CL T (Vw? — E2p). (61)

z
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The remaining coefficients Cf, CE, CE CF, CL, CF are determined by imposing the boundary
conditions on the self-dual fields, HZE| o=k = H L p=r = 0, and by fixing the residual gauge free-

dom. Let us focus first on the right-handed potential. By using the identities J,,—1 — Jm41 =
20, Jm (Vw2 —k2p) 2mJm (Vw2 —k2p)

e It I = e (see 8.471.1, 8.471.2 in [39]) we can rewrite
CR m
AR:i[a i]Jm w? — k2). 62
+ \/m P P (P ) ( )

Now, the defining equation for the right-handed potential, Hf® = ieabcDbAﬁ, yields 3 independent

equations:
HE+iH} = % FCR [ap + ﬂ TV — 12, (63)
HE — (CR+ le/)i\/w2 — k2 (/o2 — ). (64)
while equations (48)-(50) yield
HJ +iH] = - j_r : [a,, + 7;‘] HE(p), (65)
H = Jm(pVw? = k2), (66)

where the normalization factor of HF 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
R _ V2 _ R
ch = N cy, (67)
1 V2kCE
R _ - +
c = Z[kw 1z (68)
On the other hand, the Lorentz condition V,A™% = 0 produces
2iClk — 2(CF — CB)Vw? — k2
AR(p) = HER VRO VIR (), (69)
29w
thus
1 2wCE
Ccl = | Y2 (70)
k—w Vw2 — k2

The freedom to choose Cf corresponds to the remaining freedom of performing gauge transfor-
mations A% — AF + v, ¢ subject to ¢ = 0. To fully fix the gauge we impose the condition

meALR = 0, with mq = 3=(Vap +ipVee). This sets CE = 0 and therefore CF = CF = -, and

V2 w—k’
ok — V2
- 7 Vw2—k2°
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Repeating exactly the same steps as before, but now using H*® = —ie®*DyAL (notice the

relative minus sign) we obtain

Y S (72)
z k+w Vo2—k2|’
1 2wCEk
oL = PRETC (73)
k+w Vw2 —k2

The gauge condition imposed before is equivalent to m®AZ = 0 (after complex conjugating), which

implies now C* =0, so CF = Cff = L and C¥ = — V2

w2 —k2

;

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

the compact forms:

Agihkun o € b thzrme) [Jmﬂ <Jm"p)ma— (it + K)o (‘7;’;%)] ;o (74)

R Jmn
; jmn 1R mn
Ag,hkmn X eil(hkant+kz+m¢) |:Jm—1 <jRP> mg + T(hwkmn + k)f J (jR p>:| ) (75)

where, as mentioned in the previous subsection, the boundary conditions give Wiy, = +1/k2 + i g
and h € {+1, —1} tracks the overall frequency sign. These expressions have been written in terms

of the cylindrical Newman-Penrose null tetrad [11]

1 . .
\ﬁ{ta + Zasta — Zas Pa — Zﬁba,pa + Z¢a} s

satisfying £°n, = —1, m®m, = 1, and zero for any other contractions. In particular, notice that

AGR =0, AL

a,hkmn* h'k'm/n’

{In’au’ea) maawa} —

L — Together with

a,hkmn” h'k'm/n

(74) and (75) are null vectors: A%

Ag—h k—mn — ( ) Aa hkmn > (76)

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

a,hkmn

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

1

. - .
56 Ay At~ v At ey VAR = tiv AR (77)

d],hkmn b,hkmn® 9 ab d],hkmn bl,h

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 £, denotes the null “outgoing” direction of propagation along the z axis
(namely, Aﬁhkmn propagates towards increasingly positive values of z as time evolves), while m,,

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, Ag’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 [12].

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
AaR = Af’T + Lo Lnd, (78)

where .%,, denotes the Lie derivative with respect to the vector n?, and ¢ oc e~ (/@kmnt+kz+me) Jm(jmT" )
satisfies the Klein-Gordon equation. The two physical degrees of freedom are captured in the trans-
verse contribution AZ"", and can be obtained by contracting (74)-(75) with {mg, 7}, which carry
the two transverse photon polarizations. In contrast, the longitudinal degree of freedom, repre-
sented by this ¢, 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 V€, = 0, we have F* = dARBT — ¢ A L, do,
thus

Qg = z’/(éAR/\éF — §AL ASFT)
b
- Z/ [5A£/\5F_’T—5A£/\€/\$ndq_5—|—£/\$nqﬁd5f£
b

—SALNSFTT 4 SAT NN Zdd — (N Z0h dO AT,
Since £ A Ln¢ dSAL, = £ N d(Lp SAL) — €N ALy NGAL = d(€ N Lo SAT) — SAT NN d L,

similarly with its complex conjugate, and %, ¢ vanishes identically at the boundary p = R, we

conclude
Qs = i / (SAENSF=T — AT AGFTT) . (79)
P

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

H llz?;cg”m = Z‘tdEdabCVbf‘lsh,lmm (80)
o e {hwrmnttkztme) :i(hwk,;n — k) Im+1 Mg + i(hwk"; +k) Jm—1mMg — zaj/n%;l%Jm] )

Hyp = —itae® VAL, (81)
o e ihwkmnttkztme) :i(hwk”;” + k) Tl Mg + i(hwm;" —k) Tm—1Mmg + za\‘]g};Jm} ,

with all Bessel functions evaluated at j’"T"p. These modes also satisfy HaL’_h_k_mn = (—l)mH(fhkmn.

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 )y and a constant
linear velocity vy 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 O attached to inertial observers and decoupled from the waveguide, where the
motion becomes explicit. In cylindrical coordinates {, p, gz~5, zZ} adapted to this frame, the flat
Minkowski metric has its canonical diagonal form everywhere, ds? = 7, (%)dz%dz? = —dt* + dp* +
ﬁ2d<52 + d#?, and each spacetime point carries a natural orthonormal basis of 1-forms, written in
these coordinates as {tq, fia; Pa, Za} = {—@af, Vap, pVad, Vaz}, with £% the 4-velocity of inertial
observers. The self-dual solutions of Maxwell equations for HF and the right-handed potential
AE 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) 0;, 9 and 9z 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, p, ¢, z} denote cylindrical

coordinates that remain constant along the worldlines of such observers at rest. Specifically, if
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Yp,6,-(t) denotes one such curve from the congruence, labelled by (p, ¢, 2) and with proper time ¢,
then its coordinates in this frame are x%(7,4.(t)) = (£, p, ¢, z). Observers that follow these curves
propagate with 4-velocity v = /0t and non-trivial 4-acceleration a, = u®Vyu, # 0.

At early times, both frames coincide (u® = t%, hence a® = 0), and the metric in the non-inertial
frame O is also ds? = 14 (x) dztda® ~ —dt* + dp? + p?d¢® + dz®. At later times, however, the
non-inertial frame differs from the inertial one, as the co-rotating observers experience a centripetal
acceleration, a%a, = p>v*Q3 # 0. The specific dynamics of the waveguide is encoded in the coordi-
nate functions (£(z%), 5(z%), p(z), 2(z®)), which depend on the particular interpolating functions
Q(t) and v(t) between 0 and the final values Qg, vo. At sufficiently late times, once the waveg-
uide reaches a stationary configuration, the two coordinate systems are simply related by p = g,
¢ = ¢ —Qot (time-dependent rotation), z = (2 +vot), t = v(+wpZ) (Lorentz transformation with
boost parameter v 72 = 1 — v%). Under this transformation, the line element naturally acquires

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

ds® ~ —(1 = p**Q)dt* + dp® + p*dg? + (1 + vjp*7* Q) d=

+27Qop3dtdd — 207> Q2 p?dtdz — 2007 Qpdpdz . (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

{el(z)}¥3_y = {tas Pa, Das 24}, is adapted to the motion of inertial observers, in the sense that each

1

o (x) is parallel transported along the integral curves of the inertial four-velocity: taVaebI = 0.

€
In contrast, the accelerated observers at the waveguide’s surface follow integral curves of u = 0O,
which at late times relate to the inertial basis as u®|;—o00 ~ Y(t* + v02%) + Qo7y p . Hence, in this
accelerated frame the inertial basis is expected to rotate as a function of time ¢. Indeed, using (82)
one finds

Dp,
dt

D¢

_ b
= WVt = —Q0Vpa -
dt uw' Vo 0P

= u'Vipa = QV¢a

i.e. {pa,®s} fail to be parallel transported along the integral curves of u® and undergo rotation
with angular frequency oy along the curves 7, 4 -(1).

These relations can be diagonalized by introducing the Newman-Penrose cylindrical vectors
V2m, = Pa — 1Pg and Vom, = Pa + tPq, Which satisfy ubVym, = 1Qoym,, and ubVyrm, =

—iQpym,. Although m, and m, are not parallel transported along u®, their time-dependent



23

phases can be factored out explicitly:
mg = e0Mm0 | g = e 8 07y0 (83)

for some mQ, mQ that are now parallel transported along u® (u*V,;m? = 0). This time-dependent

rotation of the inertial vectors {m,, m,}, as seen from the non-inertial observers propagating with
4-velocity u®, 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:

Ac}?hkmn ~ e_i[(hkan_'_mQO_kvoht+(k_hw}€mnv_mvogo)’Yz+m¢] |:Jm+17n(01e_iﬂoyt - ﬁ(hwkmn + k)EaJm:| (84)
’ Jmn ’
AG e~ € o RN R =m0 me) [Jmlmse““ﬂt B i + k)eaJm} (85)

' Jmn

with all Bessel functions evaluated at j’"T”p. Notice how the accelerating frame “rotates” the
the right-handed modes with global factor e=*%7 and left-handed modes with the opposite factor
et This is because the field AZ has a well-definite (positive) helicity, rotating as a spin-1 field,
while AL = Aig has the opposite one®. 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 Ey = u®F,, and By, = u®*Fg,,. Using the orthogonal frame {u?,p®, &% Z} =
{7(t + v92%) + Qoy p ¢, p%, ¢ + ¥*Qop(t? + vo2?),y(2* + vot?)} associated with the family of

accelerating observers at late times, the boundary conditions (47) imply
EZ’p:R = /VQOBp|p:R y BZ‘p=R = *VQOEp|p=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 {t, p?, ¢%, 2%} read E,|,—p = B.|,—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 [13, 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

9. In particular, one cannot

careful treatment and specific computations on a case-by-case basis
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 paper'’.

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 €2 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 [10, 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 € [18]. 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, J%, and ., 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 (@) originates from a “topological” contribution that depends only

on the boundaries of our spacetime [13, 11], 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 A, 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 A, prmn of the real-valued potential must satisfy the usual reality condition
Ag—h—k—mn = m From the right- and left-handed mode basis obtained in the previous

section, (74)-(75), which obey Ai—h—k—mn = (-1)mAR

o hiemns We can build two linearly indepen-

dent vector combinations satisfying the same reality property: A!, .= %(Afhkmn + AaL hEmn)
and Az’hkmn = _%(Ac]?,hkmn — A(ﬁhkmn), which are orthogonal to each other for fixed h, k, m,n:
Al

a,hkmnA(ilz}fmn = 0. Physically, {A% AL

ks A nkmnt correspond to circularly polarized photon

modes, while {A}l hkmmn AZ hemny TeDresent 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(l’) = Z Z /Oo dk Z Z ZﬁkmnAé,hkmn(‘r)

n=lm=—oco” ~ A=1,2 h==+1

= Z Z / dk Z {Z{\kmnAa/\,lkmn(x)+z{\kmnAz)1\,lkmn(x) ) (87)

n=1m=—o0 A=1,2

where z is shorthand for (¢, p, ¢, z), and zgkmn are some complex scalars satisfying the reality con-
dition % = (—1)mzi hek—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 I' spanned by this (complex-valued)

basis of solutions, {Aé\,hkmn (m)} Each element of I' has the form (87) and is labelled by the set

of Bargmann-Segal coordinates {Zﬁkmn}keR,mGZ’n€N7 Aez,, Which are assumed to decay sufficiently
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fast for |k|,|m|,n — oo to ensure convergence of the integral and sums. The canonical symplectic

product g defined on this covariant phase space is
1
Qo(Al, AQ) = 5 / d> ny |:Aa’1F2ab — Aa,QFlab] S R, (88)
X

where ¥;, = {t = to} is a spacelike Cauchy hypersurface, and n; = Wvbt —V,t its future-
directed normal. In our conventions A, carries dimensions of v/4/L, so that € has dimensions of
h, as expected for the classical precursor of a quantum commutator.

This symplectic structure is manifestly anti-symmetric, Qo(A1, A2) = —Qo(A2, A1). Its time
independence can be explicitly verified by computing the Lie derivative along n® (see Appendix

B). For practical calculations, the integral expression for {) can be rewritten as
1 . .
Qo(Al, Ag) = 2/ dpdzdgbp [AGJA% — Aa,QA(iL — A‘f@a(nbAg) + Agaa(nbAl{) (89)
b

1 . .
= 2/ dpdzdo p [AaJAg — Ay 2A7| (90)
X

where A, = n%9, Ay, and the second line can be obtained after some straightforward manipulations,
and using the property n*A,|,—r = 0.

We now decompose the general solution (87) as A, = A + A, , where AT and A are, respec-
tively, the positive- and negative-frequency parts with respect to the timelike KVF 0/0t at early
times. We can then define a linear map J : I' — I’ by JAT = £iAF, so that JA, = iA] —iA,
for any A,. Since J? = —I, this defines a complex structure on I'. The doublet (T,.J) be-
comes a complex vector space, on which the multiplication by complex numbers is defined by
(a + jb)A, = aA, + bJA, with j the imaginary unit, for any a,b € R and any (real-valued)
A, €T

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

Qo(JAl, JA2> = Qo(Al, AQ) Indeed, Q()(Jz417 JAQ) = Qo(ZAii—, ZA;)—FQ()(ZAT, —ZA2_)+Qo(—ZA1_, ZA;_)—F

Qo(—iA;, —1A; ), where

QAT i47) = —Qo(AT, A7), (91)
Q(iAT, —id7) = Oo(AT, A7) (92)
Qo(—iAy,iA7) = Q(A], A7), (93)
Qo(—iAy, —idy) = —Qo(A7,43), (94)
by virtue of (88), and
Qo(Af, A7) = Z Z 2 1kng2 1k'm/n! /EdeZdGbP[(—iwk/m/n/)—(—iwkmn)} A} lkmnAlllk)’\mn

kmnA k'm/n' X

=0,
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where in the last equality we used Proposition A.1. Similarly, we obtain Q(A;,A4;) = 0 by
taking the complex conjugate. Therefore, Qo(JAy, JAs) = Qo(iA], —iAy) + Qo(—iA],iAT) =
Qo(A7, AS)+Q0(A7, AT) = Qo(A1, As). This property further implies the identity Qo(A1, JA2) =
Qo(JA1, J2A2) = —Qo(J A1, As) = Qo(Ag, JA;) for any Ay, Ay € T.

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

<A1, A2> [QO (Al, JAQ) + ZQ()(A1, AQ)] e C. (95)

2h
More precisely, (A1, A2)o = (A2, A1)o, and (A1, (a + bJ)A2)o = a(A1, Az)o + ib{A1, As)g, which

follows directly from the properties mentioned above. Furthermore, since

Qo(Af,iA3) = iQ(A], A7) = (96)

Q(Af, —idy) = —i(A[, 45), (97)

Qo(Ar,i45) = i (A1, A7), (98)

Qo(Ar, —idy) = —i(A7,47) =0 (99)

we have (Aj, Ag)g = M‘ Choosing a convenient normalization of the mode functions

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

(A1, As)g RZ Z / dk szlmn 22 (100)

n=1m=—o00 A=1,2
which is positive definite, (4, A)g > 0 (and (A4, A)o = 0 only when z3,, =0, ie. A=0).
In the quantum theory, the complex vector space (T, J, (-, -)g) 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,

Al = Z Z Z / Ak 2 Ad (101)

h=+1n=1m=—o0
oo

=S [ A+ i AL

n=1m=—o00
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where szmn are some complex coefficients. The second line follows from the relation between
the right- and left-handed modes (76), and 2%, is defined by 2f, = (—1)™2%, , . The
notation “L” is conveniently chosen so that the antiself-dual potential, which is obtained by complex

conjugating AR, reads

o0 oo 00
L L L R
A=Y [ k[ AL+ o Al (102

n=1m=—oco " —

= Z Z Z /OO dk Zilz/kmnAg,hkmn'

h=+1n=1m=—-oco¥

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

the left-handed ones being fixed by complex conjugation.

The (right-handed) covariant phase space is defined as the real vector space I'r spanned by
the (complex-valued) basis solutions {Aﬁhkmn(x)}. Each element has the form (101) and can be
represented by the collection of Bargmann-Segal coordinates {zﬁmn, kamn}keR,meZ,neNa assumed
to decay sufficiently fast for large |k|,|m|,n to ensure convergence. The canonical symplectic

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

1 R -
Q(AR, A%) = 5 / dSRe (ALHE — ALHL) € R, (103)
b))
where Hp, = anb‘Z with np = —ﬁvbt = —V,t the unit future-directed timelike normal

to the Cauchy slice ¥; = {¢t = constant}. In geometric units G = ¢ = 1, the potential Ar has

dimensions of \/ﬁ/ L and therefore the symplectic product has dimensions of A, as it should.

This bilinear form is antisymmetric, Q(AkL, A%) = —Q(A%, A}), and also real-valued. Moreover,

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



29

A =+2Re Ap and Z = /2Im AR one can express the integral as

1

Q(AR, A%) = 3 /Z dzRenb(A;L+F”a’2

- AZ,RbeaJ)
1 . _
= 2/EdZRe(A}%/\*dA%—A%/\*dA}%)
1 1 ) 2 —1
d¥ (AYNdZ? — ZV NdA? — A2 NdZ + Z% A dAY)

d¥ (AY NdZ? — A2 ndZt — %d(AZ ANZY+ 7% A AY)

I
N = N =

1
dE(AlA*FQ—A2A*F1)—4/ (A2 N ZY+ Z2 N AY
{p=R,t=to}

1
= ap(al, 4+ [ a8 9o (7142 - 72A})
{p=Rt=to}

— (4!, 47), (104)
where S denotes the cylindrical boundary of the waveguide at t = tp, with unit radial normal
Pa = Vap. In the last line the surface term vanishes because 2% A,(t,p = R,0,¢) =0, 2% Z,(t,p =
R,0,¢) = 0. Consequently, the symplectic product is conserved in time (103), 8;2(AL, A%) = 0.

In coordinates, one may equivalently write
1 - . _
Q(AR, A%) = 3 / dpdzdp pRe (AL AR — ARAL) € R, (105)
by

which follows from the Lorentz gauge, and using n®Ag .(p = R) = 0 after integrating by parts.
As in the previous subsection, we can now decompose each solution as Ar = A; + Ay, where
the positive- AE and negative- Ay frequency parts are defined with respect to the timelike KVF
u = 0/0t. Then, the linear map J : ' — ' defined by JAL = :I:iAg, satisfies JAR = iAE —iAg
and thus J2 = —I, endowing the phase space I'r with a natural complex structure. The pair
(T'r, J) becomes a complex vector space, with complex multiplication (a + jb)Ar := aAr + bJ AR
for any Ar € I'g.
This complex structure J is compatible with the symplectic structure, in the sense that
Q(JAL, JA%) = Q(AL, A%). More precisely, we have Q(JA}L, JA%) = Q(iA}%’—F, iA?{F)—l—Q(iA};—, —iA?%’_H-
Q(—z’A}%’*, iA?z’Jr) +Q(—iA}, —iA?é*), where now

QUARTIAGT) = QAT AR, (106)
QUART, =A%) = —Q(ART, A%, (107)
Q(—iAR™iAGT) = —Q(ART, A%, (108)

O(—iAk™, —iA%T) = QAL A%7). (109)
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which follows from (103). Now

o1 . B
Q(A}:E'F’A?é ) = 5 /dk‘/dklz Z Re Zflkmnzé:lk’m’n’ /dedZd¢p’L(wk/m/n/ — wkmn)AglkmnAﬁcl’:m’n’ = 0,

e i
which vanishes by virtue of Proposition A.1 and the fact that w_p_ . = Wkmn- 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 Q(A}z, J A%) =
Q(JAL, J?A%) = —Q(J AL, A%) = Q(A%, JAL) for any field configurations A}, A% € T'p.

Remark: we can also decompose the left-handed field as Ay = Az + A, where AJLr is the
positive-frequency part and A; the negative-frequency part with respect to the timelike KVF
u=0/0t. In this case A} = AT

The pair (£2,J) induces now a natural (dimensionless) hermitian inner product on the phase

space I'p,

(Ah, AR) = o [Ak, TAR) + i0(Ak, AR)]. (110)
Namely, (A}, A%) = m and

(AL, (a + bJ)AR) = a(AL, A%) + ib(AL, AZ) (111)

for any pair of real numbers a,b. To see the positive-definiteness, first note that Q(AL, A%) =
QUART AT + QAR AR T) + QAR AT + QAL ATT) = QAR ARY) + QA5 AR).
To obtain an explicit expression, we compute
1, 2, 1 R . TR 4R
Q(AR+7 AR+) = 9 dk | di’ Z Z Re Zﬁlkmnzglk/m’n/ . dpdzdg p (_Z)(wk’m’n’ + wkmn)A(]l%,lkmnAlk?m’n/ )
mn m/n’

_ _ 1 - _ ——
QAR A%T) = 5 / dk / k"S> Re 2t pun /2 dpdzd p (i) (Wrrmrm + Wrmn) AL mn AL

mn m/n/
Using Proposition A.1 for the integrals, the sum of these two terms gives

1 2 1L— 42— - - ‘ .
Q(AR’+,AR’+)+Q(AR’ JART) = /deRe (zﬁlkmnzézkmn—|—zflkmnzilkmn)\Akmn|2(—z)2ﬂ2wkmnR2J’m(]mn)2

mn

- /dk Z Im (Z{?lkmnzglkmn + Zilkmnzilkmn)|Akmn|227T2wkmnR2J/m(jmn)%]’12)

where A, is an arbitrary normalization factor, to be fixed. On the other hand, Q(A}%, J AQR) =
QART iAST) + QART, =i AR + QA iART) +Q(AL ™, —iA% 7). Now, using Proposition A.1

we can get

- 1 _——
QALT —iA%T) = 3 / dk / di' >N " Rezlyab /E dpdzd p (Wirmn — Wkmn) AL Al i = 0,

mn mln/
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and similarly for Q(A} _,ZA%F) = —Q(z’A?j,A}%’_) = —Q(A%r, —iA}JZ_) = 0. Furthermore,

Q(A}%’Jr’ ,LA??’JF) = /dk / dk/ Z Re 1, 1kng§1k/m n! / dpdzdg p (wk’m 't T+ kan)Aa 1kmnAfkflm n! >

QA —iAR) = /dk / a Z Re 21 yn 23, 1k / dpdzde p (Wxrmnt + Okmn) AL mn AL

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

QART AT + QAR —iA%T) = / dk Y Re (2 B kmn T 2 1 mn 2 1mn)| Akmn | 227 Wk B2 T m (5,64)3)

mn

Combining these results, the inner product (110) takes the form
1 B T ,
<A11Qv A%%) = 9p /dk Z (Zflkmnzé?mmn + Zilkmnzilkmn)|Akmn|227T2kanR2J/m(]mn)2 (114)
mn

Choosing the normalization factor

Vh 1

Apmn = 115
TV Wkmn I Jlm(]mn) ( )
we finally obtain
00 o0 o
(A}%a A%{> = R/ dk Z Z 21 1kmnz2 1lkmn + Zl 1kng2lemn) (116)

m=—oo n=1

- / dk Z Z Z Zl 1kmn’22 lkmn — <A1,A2>0.

- m=—ocon=1\=1,2

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 A}%, A% € I'gr, as expected
from its definition (110), where only € is involved. With the chosen normalization (115), the
Bargmann coefficients z,i‘mn in (101) are dimensionless, ensuring dimensional consistency for the

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

\/ﬁe—i(hwkmnt—kkz-‘rm(ﬁ) R(hwkmn + k)
AR = JIm mnpP/ R)mg +i———— o I, (Jmnp/R) | (117
a,hkmn W\/Rw—kmnjl (]mn) |: +1(] 10/ )m v G (] p/ ):| ( )

\/ﬁ e—i(hwkmnt—i-kz—‘rmqﬁ)

Ag,hk’mn = . [Jm1(3mnp/R)m —

iR(hwkm” + k)
T kamntﬂm(]mn) '

Jmn

eaJmomnp/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 (I'g, J) with respect to the inner product (110) defines the
1-particle Hilbert space #. From ¢, we can construct the bosonic Fock space .% in the standard
way. Elements of .% 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 .%. Using the orthonormal mode basis derived in the previous subsection, the quantum

field takes the form (compare with (101))

XS [afAf v+ o AL (119

n=1m=—o0

7T 7T

tmns @ pany, a0 afkmn, af‘kmn are creation and annihilation operators, respectively, for left-

where a;
and right-handed photons. They obey the canonical commutation relations, [a{‘kmn,ai,;’,];n,n,] =
RY5(k — k") Opms A\, with all other commutators vanishing. This normalization ensures that
the equal-time canonical commutation relations between the field Af‘ and its conjugate momentum
Hf =—-H aL = —n®F, (where we recall n, = —V,t is the unit normal to the spacelike hypersurfaces
Y;) are satisfied. To verify this explicitly, one can compute the commutator using the mode
expansion above

[ACIF,E( ) Hb Z Z / dk R a lkmn( )Hlflkmn(x/) - Hb[,/lkmn(x/)Aélkmn(x)

n=1m=—oo

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 ) = -3 / Ak R [ AR ) HE () — HE o (o) AL (2)

n=1m=—o00

-5

kmn

ihe—ilk(z—2)+m(p—¢")]
22 Wpemm R2J 2

[(Jm+1(xmn)<]m+1( mn) F Tm (Tmn) T (T ) )Wkmn

—k(Jma1(Tmn) Jmt1 (x;nn) — I (Tmn)Im (‘T;rm))}
iheilk(z—2" ) +m(o—¢')]
212 Whmn B2 J "2

1>

kmn

[(Jmfl(l“mn)*]mfl (@rn) + T (Tmn) T (T ) ) Whimn

_k(‘]m—l(xmn)‘]m—l(x;nn) - Jm(-fmn)c]m(x;ln))]
mRQ(S (p—p) { —ilk(z—2")+m(¢—¢)] +€i[k(zfz’)+m(¢f¢’)]:|

B Z / 2p(m?R?)

m=—0Q

i4hd(p — p')0(¢ — ¢')0(z — 2')
p
= 4ih&3(xZ - 1),
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where T = jmnp/R, and Y, denotes Y00 >°> [™ dk. In the third equality we used
the completeness identities (A.3) and (All); in the fifth equality we rewrote p in terms of the

determinant of the spatial metric hy,. This result implies
[AaR(ta f)a HbR(t7 f/)] = ih (nab - Lab)ég(f - f,) ) (120)

where Ly, represents a longitudinal (pure-gauge) contribution, which has vanishing trace, n% L, =
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 A with the Newman-Penrose polarization vectors m® and
m®. Defining AF = m2AL and NF := mIE, which are the two relevant (canonically con-
jugate) Newman-Penrose scalars, one finds [A£(¢, Z), 115 (¢,2")] = ih63(Z¥ — ¥'). By taking the
Hermitian conjugate, the same commutation relation follows for the left-handed field operator,
[AL(t, %), 1L (t, 7)) = ih&3(F — &'). AL and AL 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 27y, —and hence the operators a3y, — 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 aft  |in) = al;  |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 A" AM™ oiven in (74)-(75). This basis is natural at

a,lkmn’ ““a,lkmn
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early times because the mode functions oscillate with positive or negative frequency, respectively,

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

b R,in o b/yb R,in b 4R,in
i’V Aé,lkmn e = m’(it"Vy Aa,lkmn) = Wemn 1M Aa,lkmn oo (121)
) L.in _b/ub L,in b 4L,in
it"Vy Ay = m’(it"Vy A = —Wgmam A 122
b 412 1kmn o0 ( b a,lkmn) oo kmn a,lkmn oo ( )
However, not all the basis modes Aalemn in (101) oscillate with positive-frequency when measured

by the accelerated observers at late times, whose 4-velocity vector is u = 0y rather than t*. This
is because, although u®|;—,_ ~ t* at early times, at late times one has u®|;—00 ~ y(t* + v92%) +

pQoye®. Using (83), or equivalently (84)-(85), one finds

- b R,in 0.b/: b R,in 0.b sR,in
w’Vy A5 = m’(iu’Vy A" = ~v(w —m8y — kvg — Qg)m~"° A" 123
b 2,1kmn o0 ( b a,lkmn) o0 ’Y( kmn 0 0 0) a,lkmn tﬁ(ooz )
b L,in _ 0,b/: b L,in _ 0,b 4L,in
'V A2’1kmn . = m"’(iu’Vy Aa,lkmn) = Y(—Wkmn + Mo + kvg — Qo)m Aa,lkmn (124)
—00 t—o0 t—o0

Thus, it may happen that (k,m,n) is such that wg,,, —mQy — kvg —Qp < 0 despite that wiy,, > 0.

This motivates a second decomposition of the general solution A® € T'z in a basis of field modes
AR/L,out

ahkmn that are of positive-frequency with respect to the timelike KVF v = % at late times:

A= Y [T asfpman, (125

h=+1n=1m=—oco0 "~

o R,out 4 R,out R,out 4 R,out
- Z thmnAa,hkmn + Z Zhkmn Aa,hkmn

hkmneH,;"> hkmneH, <

o R,out 4 R,out L,out 4 L,out

- E : zhkmnAa,hkmn + 2 : Zhkmn Aa,hkmn .
hkmneH,; > hkmneH, ~

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

R,out _L,out L,out m _R,out

coefficients (2, -,z ) satisfy 2,7 = (=1)"z5", . and
HE = {(k,m,n) € R x Z x N/ h\/k%+ j2,,/R% — mQy — kvg £ Qy > 0}, (126)
H;Lt< = {(k‘,m,n) ERXZ x N/h\/k‘2 —I—j?nn/R2 — on — ]{UO :EQO < 0}, (127)

define the sets H ,;L ~ and H n ~ of positive and negative-frequency with respect to u®. They partition
the full mode set, since Hff> U H,jf< =R x Z x N and Hff> N Hflc< = (). For Qg > 0, one finds
H'”NH,” =H;” and H, N H, <= H;"<, while for Qy < 0 we get H;” N H, ~ = H,~ and
H,T< ﬂHh_< = Hh_<. When both Qy = vy = 0 then H,T> =R x Z x N and H,f< = (), as expected
for the stationary waveguide.

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

solutions 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 I'r is endowed with the same symplectic structure as before, specifically

1 - [
0(Ah, 43) = / a5 Re (AL,  HE" — A% JHY"), (128)
3¢
where Hgr , = anng with np = —\/ﬁvbt = —V,t the unit future-directed timelike normal

to ¥y = {t = constant}!'. Since the out basis modes are naturally defined at late times, it is
convenient to evaluate this integral on a late-time hypersurface 3;, 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 {Z, 5, , 7}. A somewhat tedious but straightforward

calculation gives us a relatively simple expression:

(129)

]_ o~ =1 ~ ~ e
a4k, A3) = 5 / djdzdd jy Re {A}éb(aﬁvoag)Agb—Ag”(aﬁvoag)A}ib}( el
ty=1+voZ,p, 0, 2

In this phase space I'r we have now two natural basis of positive-frequency field modes and,
therefore, two natural choices of complex structures to do the Fock quantization: Ji,, associated
with the early-time decomposition; and Juut, associated with the late-time one. As indicated in
Sec. IV, the decomposition (101) motivates defining the complex structure Ji, : ' — I'r by the

operation Ji, Ag = iAE — 1A}, where AE and A7 are

=S S [Tt an,, (130)

n=1m=—o00

D S S (131)

n=1m=—o0

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

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

2 R in R,in L,in L in
<AR’ A RZ Z / dk 21 lkmnz2 1lkmn + Zl ,1kmn 2 lkmn) ’ (132)

n=1m=—oo

with normalization factor given in (115).

1 Note that n® # u®. In particular, u® is not even hypersurface orthogonal to any foliation 3, since the Frobenius

condition does not hold, u A du # 0.
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Now, we can define the alternative complex structure Jout : ' = I'r by JowtAr = iAE —iApg,

where AE and A are now,

+ R,out 4R,out __ R,out 4 R,out L,out 4 L,out
AR - E : thmnAa,hkmn - E : ZlkmnAa,lkmn + E : 1kmn Aa,lkmn (133)
hkmneH;F> (k;m,n)cH > (k;m,n)eH <
- Lout 4L,out L,out ,L,out R,out 4R,out
AR - § : Zhkmn Aa,hkmn - E : 1kmn Aa,lkmn + § : Zlk:mnAa,lkmn (]‘34)
hkmneH,; ~ (kmmn)eH~ (k;mn)eH <

Following the same steps as in Sec. [V, we first check that this new complex structure is compatible
with the symplectic product, in the sense that Q(Jou AL, JoutA%) = Q(A}%,A%). Taking into
account the identities (106)-(109), we only need to check that Q(A}%’Jr, A?{;_) = 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,

QAR A% = %Re z; Zfﬁ‘;“tz;fj?‘t /E dpdzdg pi(@; — @) Appt Ay
i€H” jeHT
by XS ST [ anieai pit-a - o) AR AL
i€H> jeH;
+ Ihe > AR [ iz i, + @) AL AL
t€H ™ jeH
+ %Re Z< Z R /E dpdzdg pi(—G; + i) ALt Ao
icH < jeH;

=0, (135)

where i and j are shorthands for kmn and k'm'n’, respectively, and Ogmpn = V(Wkmn + vok).
The second and third lines above are each of them identically zero because, for (kmn) € Hli>
and (K'm'n’) € H1i<, the integrals produce a term 0y, ;0 g 0n.ns by virtue of Proposition (A.1)
(setting h = h' = 1), and Hli> N HI:t< = (). The first and fourth lines are identically zero each

of them because the integrals produce a term 6y, ki 0y n/ using again Proposition (A.1), and

— 12
W_k,—mn = Wkm,n-

Equation (135) further implies Q(A}{,AéJr) = —Q(A%#,A}_{) = 0. As a result, we have
Q(JoutA}?, JoutAQR) = Q(Al ,A%). Consequently, this complex structure endows our phase space

with the (dimensionless) hermitian inner product:

1 .
(A AR)owt = - [AAk, JowAR) + 04k, AR)]. (136)

12 The integrals actually produce a 6(k — k') where k = vy(k + vowkmn) and k' = ~v(k" + vow)s,,1, ), because the

(w3 it =1 s _ - 2
Hwith?) — gmiwty™ g—ilktvow)Z However, we have &% — k? = w? — k? = Zmp

integral is over constant t, and e Yoz
Therefore, @ = \/k? + j;% and 0(ky — k2) is proportional to §(@, — @2). Now, if @1 = & and ky = ko hold, then
0=wi —w2+vo(k1 —k2) = (w1 —w2)(1 — vg), thus w1 = w2 and finally k1 = ka. Therefore, 6(l~c — l;:’) implies

8(k — k') directly. Similarly, §(k + k') is proportional to §(& — @), 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 Q(AkL, A%) = Q(A}{’JF’A?;) + Q(A}%’J“,A%_) + Q(A}%_>A?{’+) n
Q(Allléiv A?{) = Q(Ajlq’Jr, A%Jr) + Q(A}{, A?{), where

1 ~
1, 27 R R o o 3 ) R R i
QAR AR") = e > SN 1(;Ut/ dpdzdd pi(—a; — ) A AT
icH; > jeH > by
1 - -
+ §Re Z szltim 510;1t / dpddeb 1% z( )A(IleZUtAflojmnab

i€eH” jeH <
1 L ~L -
+ 5Re SN At / dpdzde pi(—w; + @) A fl“tAflgutnab
i€H; < jeH{”
1 e - .
+ §Re Z Z zlLfZUtzQLlO]m/ dpdzdg pi(@; —I—wl)AaLfZUtAbLlojmnab,
i€H; < jeH| <

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

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

fourth lines reduce to

L+ 42+ _ o 2p2 7 (. 2 Rout R.out ~ 2p2 g 2_L,out L,out ~
QAL ALT) =Re ¢ — g 21 R T 1, (Jimn) 210 Z91i Wit g 2R T 1, (Jmn) 20 A1 Wi
i€eH > icH; <

Similarly, we can get

1,— 42— Lout_L,out . ~ \ iL,out 7L,out~
QAR A% fRe Z > ot / dpdzde pi(@; + @) Ay Ay i

i€H{” jeH;~

+ gRe Z zlLflUtzfﬁut/ dpdzdg pi(—o; —i—wz)AgflUtAfl‘;mn“b
i€H;” jeH < =

+ Re ooy Zfrout Lout 2 / dpdzde pi(@; — @) Ayt Ay
i€H < jeH”

+ Re ooy Zftout ;fout /E dpdzde pi(—a; — )Afﬁ“tAflj“tﬁab,

i€H < jeH <

and

1,— 2,—\ _ 0 212 7/ . 2 _L,out_L,out ~ .0 212 7/ . 2 R,out_R,out ~
QAR AR ) =Re E 2" R (Jmn) " 2517 210 @i — E , 2R T (Jmn) 210 2210 @i
i€H; i€ ;<
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Thus,

L+ 42+ L— 42—y _ 2 2 ~ 2 _R,out Rout 2 _Loout _L,out
QAR ART) + QA AR ) = 27" RIm Z @i m(Jmn) 2115 221t Z @i 'm(Jmn) 2115 2204
Z'GH;L> z€H1>

~ 7/ . 2 Lout Lout . 2 Rout R,out
+ E @i m (Jmn) 210G %20 T E, @i S (Jmn) 211 %21

i€H1_< 16H+<

_ ~ 2p2 7/ . R,out _R,out Lout L,out

=Im Y @20 R i (fmn)? 2150 2o + 2 | (137)
1€Hip

where Hy, = R x Z x N. On the other hand, Q(Ak, JA%) = Q(ART,iA%T) + QAL —iA%7) +
QAL iAET) + Q(AL ™, —iA% 7). From (135) it is straightforward to see that Q(ART, —iA% ™) =
R R R R R R

Q(A}%’_,iA%’JF) = 0. In addition, from (137) we find
Q(ARFAFT) + QAR —idRT) = Re > @2 B2 m(Gmn)? |25 200 + 200 |
ZIGI{in
Summing up:
1 - .
(Ahy AR)owt = 3= 3 @2 BT mlimn)? |25 s + 20 5 (138)
1€EHin

. . . .. t _Lout
which can be reduced with a suitable normalization factor for z%°" ou

hkmn> “hkmn’
Vi 1

Apnn = (139)
URY; wkmn RJ (]mn)
as in (116):
1 2 " Rout R ,out L,out L,out
<AR’ AR>out - R/ dk § : Z 1 lk'mn 2 1kmn +z 1 1kmn22 1kmn)
m=—oo n=1
o “Ryout R out R,out R,out
- E : 2 Jkmn 2 1lkmn + § : ) flkmnzl,flkmn
k:mnEHlJr> kmnEHir>
L,out L,out L,out L,out
+ Z 21 Vkmn?2, 1 kmn T Z 29 _1kmn®1,—1kmn * (140)
kmneH; ~ kmneH_{

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 (I'r, Jout) With respect to the inner product (110)

ar

defines the 1-particle Hilbert space . Once ¢ is specified, the bosonic Fock space .# is con-
structed in the standard way by taking the symmetric tensor algebra over .5#°. 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 .%. Using the late-time mode basis introduced in the previous subsection, the field operator

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

AR R,out 4 R,out Lyoutt 4L,out
Aa - Z Chkmn Aa,hkmn + Z Chkmn Aa,hkmn' (141)
hkmnEH;> hkmnEH}?>
Here af,;%;lfl and aﬁ,’c?;ll; are annihilation operators for right- and left-handed photons, while their

t

,, create photons of the corresponding handedness. They obey

Hermitian adjoints aggfﬁj and aﬁ,’comu
. . . Mout  Noutt 1 p—1 / :
the canonical commutation relations, [a}; ", a}/ ] = B Opp 6(k — k') Oy Opms S, while all
other commutators vanish. These relations ensure the equal-time canonical commutation rules for
the electromagnetic field '3.
The “out” vacuum state |out) is defined as the normalized vector annihilated by all operators

R,out

a and a0
hkmn

hkmn>’

so that

ag]gs;|out> = aﬁ,’;ﬁmou‘c} =0 forall (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 u®.

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

3 The overall factor R™' arises from the normalization of the modes given in Eq. (139).
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can be rewritten as
Q(AR) = / d>Im (Aa,LH%) = Q(AR, —iAR) . (143)
by

As discussed in Sec. II, given any solution Agr € ', if the duality transformed potential —iAg is
also a solution (that is, if —iAr € I'g) 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 Ag 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 : I'r - I'r and H : ' — I'g,
by DAr = —iAgr and HA?% = :l:hAﬁ, respectively, so that HAgr = h(AE — Ap) = —ihJAg.
Physically, D generates electromagnetic duality transformations in phase space. The eigenvectors
Ap of iD with eigenvalue +1 are therefore called “self-dual” or “right-handed”, possessing positive
handedness or chirality.'* On the other hand, the operator H represents the usual helicity operator
for massless fields: positive-frequency modes with positive chirality, AE, have positive helicity +h,
while negative-frequency and right-handed modes, Aj, have negative helicity —h.'> Both opera-
tions H and D are closely related through H = hDJ [12]. 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) = Q(Agr, DAR), a purely classical
identity showing that Q(Ag) 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,—ihJAR) = —hi(Ap,iAR) = —% [QUAR,iJAR) + iQ(AR,iAR)] = —3Q(AR)',
which shows that Q(Ag) 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 Agr using the projectors Aﬁ = %AR
(equivalent to JAr = iAL —iAy). Acting with the helicity operator gives HAL = ihA;, i.e., for

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

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

corresponding to negative chirality.
15 By complex conjugation, HAr, = h(—Af + A7), 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 © to obtain Q(Ag,iJAr) = QJAg,iJ?Ar) =

—Q(JAR,iAR) = Q(iJAR,AR) = —Q(AR,iJAR), thus Q(AR,’iJAR) =0.
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part carries negative helicity. We can then compute

<A§,A§> _ <12F1JAR 1ZFZJAR> IQ<1IFzJA J:I:ZAR>

2 2 2h 2 2
. 81h Q(An, JAR) T QT Ag, JAR) + QA idg) — Qi A idg)] . (144)
From this we obtain
Q(Agr, JAR) — Q(iJAR,iAR Q(Agr,JAR) — Q(J AR, AR
AR + |l Ag = AR AR K ) M AR AR AR _ g2 (105)
and, furthermore,
1
<AE, A}_2> = 8h [Q(AR, JAR) Q(iJAR, JAR) — Q(AR,iAR) + Q(iJAR, zAR)]
1
= 8h [Q(AR,JAR) Q(iAR,AR)+Q(iAR,AR)+Q(JAR,AR)] =0, (146)

which justifies the decomposition of the covariant phase space I'r = FE @ I'p into orthogonal

subspaces of positive (I';) and negative (I's) frequency solutions.!” More interestingly,

o QAR iAR) — QT AR, JAR) QAR iAR) — Q(iAR, Ar)  QAp,iAg
LRI ~ llag|P = HARAR =K ) Sdmtdn) Z 00 A An) _ AL IR 47)

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

structures.'® From here we finally conclude
Q(Ar) = 20 (|[AZ|[* = |ALI1?) (= —2(Ar, HAR)) . (148)

Therefore, Q(Ar) measures the net difference between positive and negative helicity mode am-
plitudes of the classical solution Agr. Physically, this corresponds to the degree of circular po-
larization of the electromagnetic wave described by Agr. To see this more explicitly, consider a
general solution Ag labeled by e.g. {z% ~ 2E 1 in (101). Multiplying by —i produces an-
other solution —iAg labeled by the pair {—izf izl 1. Using then (143) and the identity
Q(AR,—iAR) = 2hIm (AR, —iAR), equation (116) yields

Q) = RS, S [ an(ekin P - 1 (149)

n=1m=—o00

:2hRZ Z / dk

n=1m=-—o00

1 -2
| Flkmn — Y*lkmn

V2

Zlkmn + lzlkmn

7 Using (110) and (111) one can show more generally (A", A%7) = 0. This implies (A%, A%) = (AT, A%1) +
(A}%’_,A%'_). It is easy to find that (A};', Aé"") is given by setting zf,,,, = 0 in (116), while (A}_{,A%’) is given

by setting instead 215, = 0. In view of this, it is not surprising to find the RHS of (149) when using (148).
'8 Alternatively, Q(Agr,iAgr) = 2hIm(Ag,iAg) = 2hIm ((Ag,iA%) + (Agr,iAz)) = 2hIm ((Ag, JAL) —

(Ar, JAR)) = 20T (A, A) — (Ar, Ag)) = 20 Im (A%, AL) — (Ag, AR)) = 20((Af, A) — (A, A7), 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] = .

Finally, note that the classical Noether charge (143) does not depend on the choice of complex
structure J. Evaluating Q(Ar) = Q(Agr, —tARr) = —2hIm (AR, iAR)out with the late-time inner

product (140) gives
L R
QU =Y. > [ ar (e - 1), (150)
n=1m=—o00
This demonstrates explicitly that Q(Ag) 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

R AfTﬁR,a _ AR[Rta
Q = /dZ‘, a . (151)

2
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:

1kmn 1kmn A kmn A1kmn lkmn “1kmn 1kmn~"1kmn

hRZ Z / dk L,out L ,outt +a L outTaL,out - aR,outTaR,out N CLR,outaR,outT) (152)

n=1m=—oo

The formal VEV of this operator diverges, as expected for a quantity Q 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 [16]. We define

the renormalized operator with respect to the instantanous vacuum as

Yy—x

Quenlt) = 57 [ %1 1 [Q(4.2.5) = 101Q( 7. 718 (153)
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where Q(t,Z,7) := AM(t, Z)HRa(t, ) — AR(t, )HEHo(t, ) 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|Qpen(t — —o0)|in) = 0. However, at late times

we get (in|Qren(t — 00)|in) = (in| : Q : |in) where
o0
A ZZ Loutt Lout _ Routf Rout
: Q : = 2hR / dk(alk(;rlzlnTalkcv)vlmln - alkglln-ralk?r?n) : <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

R R,in R,in L,in L,in
Aa - Z zhkmnAa,hkmn + Zhkmn Aa,hkmn (155)
hwkmn>0
_ R,in R,in R,in R,in
- Z thmnAa,hkmn + Z—hkmnAa,—hkmn ’ (156)
hwkmn>0

where h € {+1, —1} and the sum runs for all (h, k, m, n) satisfying hwg,, > 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 wyy, = \/k? + %—; > 0, only h = 1 actually contributes in
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this sum; nevertheless, we keep h explicit for bookkeeping. The second line follows from (76) and
the fact that wrmn = W_k—mn-

Next, write the “out” representation as

R R,out 4R,out Lout ,L,out
Aa = Z thz;lnAa,I;)l;lmn + Z th(;:n Aa,i?llvlmn (157)
(hkmn)€H,> (hkmn)eH, >
R7 t R7 t R: t R7 t
= Z zhk(r)rlzlnAa,I;)kumn + Z th(rj;nAa,f(L)l;lmn : (158)
(hkmn)€H, > (hkmm)€H <
We recall
HE> = {(k,m,n) ER X Z x N/ h\/k2 + j2,,/R? — mQq — kvg £+ Qg > 0}, (159)
Hi< = {(k,m,n) € R x Z x N/ h/k> + j2,,/R> = mQo — kvo £ Qy < 0}, (160)

which satisfy the relation: Hflc> = H7;~. The first term on the RHS of (158) (equivalent to (133))
collect the positive-frequency modes with respect to the late-time vector u®, while the second
term (equivalent to (134)) collects the negative-frequency modes. The sums in (157) run for all
(h, k,m,n) satisfying hwim,, —mo —kvg £ > 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

R,in (AR,in

positive (negative) frequency modes of the in representation, Ay (AT, ..

), can be expressed
as a mixed combination of positive (Af,’,g,u " with (R'E'm'n’) € H,">) and negative (Af,’,?};;, ,, With

(W'K'm'n’) € H;Y<) frequency modes of the out representation:

R,in R R,out R R,out
Alkmn = E : @ 1kmn Ah’k’m’n’+ E : B kmn Ah’k’m’n” (161)
m'n' m'n'
(h’k’m’n’)EH;lL> WK/ m!n! (h’k:’m’n’)eH;lr< W K!m/n!
R,in R R,out R R,out
Aflk:mn = § : QO —1kmn Ah’k’m’n’ + E : B tkmn Ah’k’m’n” (162)
Wil m!n/ h'k'm/n’
(Wk'm/n')eH,; < (Wk'm'n')eH;F>

and similarly with AZ. Substituting these equations into (156) and grouping positive- and negative-

frequency pieces with respect to the “out” splitting,

R R,in R R,in R R,out
Al =) Do (Fthmn e+ 2B s ) A
(R'K'm/n’) ot+> hw >0 h'K'm/n’ ' K'm/n! ’
m'n’)e h kmn
R,in R R,in 4R R,out
+ Do D+ B | A
Pl ! Tl ! ! ’
(h’k’ ’ /) < hw >0 h'k'm’n h'k'm/n
m'n')e, kmn
o Rjin R R,in R R,out
- Z Z P emn® vemn  FEZ (gm0~ 1kmn Aa,h’k’m’n’
h'E'm/n! k' m!n!

(WK'm'n/)e H;f > hwpmn>0

R,in R R,in sHR L,out
+ Z Z (z—lkmna h/—lkm” + zlkmnﬁ_h Lkmn /> Aa,h’k’m’n’ : (163)

1! /
(Wk'm/'n)eH; ” hwkmn>0

—h!—k'—m/n !~k —m/n
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Comparing with (157) we can infer the Bogoliubov transformations:

R,out R R,in R R,in AW >
2y = Z O temn 2 pmm F B Cikmn 2 gmn s (R E'MN') € H;L" , (164)
h!' k' m/n! h'k'm/n’
hwkmn>0
L,out R L,in R R,in 190 11 —>
Ak min! T g QO _tkmn 2 _k_mn + B 1kmn 21kmn (h’ k'm'n ) € Hh : (165)
_h Kk —m!n! —h—k —m!n!
hwimn >0

Conversely, the “out” modes can be expanded in the “in” basis.

R,out o R R,in R R,in +>
Aa,hkmn - z : fylzf“m,”,Aa,lk:’m’n’ + 67{35,"”} ,Aa,—lk’m’n’ ’ (hkmn) € Hh (166)
Wittt >0 men men
R,out o R R,in R R,in +<
Aa,hkmn - ry_Ih:,WT} , Aa,flk’m’n’ + 512/’”",", Aa,lk’m’n’ ’ (hkmn) € Hh : (167)

Wittt >0

m'n

This is, positive frequency modes in the out representation (Aﬁ’]g,fqz,n, with (h'k'm/n’) € H;"”) can

R,in

o 1kmy) and negative (Af’in ) frequency

be written as a linear combination of positive (A Lk min!
modes of the in representation. Similarly with the negative frequency modes of the out representa-
tion (Af,’;j}l;l,n, with (W'k'm'n’) € H;'<). The coefficients v and §% are not independent but they

are related to o and B by the unitarity properties of the map. As shown in Appendix C, one

has
R _ R R _ R R _ R R _ R

A = Vit s B kmn = =i s O = Vit s B oakmn = =04 168)
h'k'm/n! 1kmn h'k'm/n’ 1lkmn h'k'm/n! —1lkmn h'k'm/n! —1lkmn

Furthermore, the Bogoliubov coefficients o and S are not entirely arbitrary: they must satisfy

consistency (unitarity) constraints. More precisely (see Appendix C for computational details)

_ E R R § : R R
5k‘k’5mm’5nn’ - (67 lkmn « 1k!m!n’! - ﬁ 1kmn 5 1k'm!n! 3 (169)
RITE!T ! 0! 1 gt 1 11 WK ! ! gt 11 1
(h”k”m”n”)GH:> (h”k”m”n”)GH;<
E : R § : R
5kk’5mm’6nn’ = Q" _1kmn aR—lk’m/n/ - ﬁ —1lkmn BR—lk/m/n’ ) (170)
ana "1 1.1 11,11
(h”k”m”n”)eH;< h'TE"m! R ! ! (h”k”m”n”)eH}’:> A E"m! m! ! ! !
— § R R R R AN
5hh/5kk/5mm/ nn! — alk”m”n” QU 1t 1ttt — B—lk”m”n” ﬁflk”m“n” s (hk:mn), (h kK'm'n ) S H];?ﬁ)
Wittt 1 >0 hkmn h'k!m/n! hlmn k! m!n!
mn
§ : R R 10, 1)
5hh/5kk/5mm/5nn/ = alﬁlk”m”n” Ottt — /Blk”m”n” Bll%k”m”n” ; (hkmn), (h kK'mn ) € Hyﬁ)
hkmn h'k'm/n! hkmn h!' k' m/n!

Wil ! ! >0

In particular, setting h = b/, k = k', m = m/, n = n’ in these 4 expressions, we get

1 = oo laf P Y 18R P (173)

(W k'min/ ) e H;> Wi (W K'm/n/)e H; < Pt
D D A DR T i (174)
(Whimmyemr< " (Whimmyem> T
R 2 R 2
1 = Z ]a 1k m!n! ‘ - ‘/B—lk’m/n/ | s (hkmn) S H}—:_> s (175)
wk/m/n/>0 hkmn hkmn
R 2 R 2
1 = Z ’aflk/m'n/‘ - |/Blk"m/n/ | Y (hkmn) 6 H]j< . (176)
hkmn hkmn

Wil ! ! >0
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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

S Yoo 1B P = Y B = Y 1= Y

hkmn hkmn

Wi'm/n’ >0 | (hkmn)€H, > (hkmn)€H;F < (hkmn)€H;> Wit/ n! >0
= > 1- 3 uam
(hkmn)EH;< Wrtm!nt >0

while if we combine (174) and (176) we similarly get

- ) > B P Y B P = Y 1= ) 1)

Wrlm!nt >0 (hkmn)e H, < e (hkmn)eH, > e (hkmn)e H;F < Wi? m/nt >0
By subtracting these two last equations one arrives at a key identity that isolates the net “helicity

mixing” from positive to negative sectors:

-2 ) > B P Y B Pl= 0 > 1= Y W)

hk hk
Wyt >0 | (hkmn)eH< (hkmn)eH;> e (hkmn)eH; < (hkmn)eH;, <

This expression admits a useful simplification. First,

D e N B N D DR ) W R N

(hkmn)eH; < (hkmn)eH, < (kmn)eH < (kmn)eH| < (kmn)eHtS (kmn)eH— <
B S SU TR SRR SO
(kmn)€H < (kmn)eH] < (kmn)eH; > (kmn)€H>

and since H; ~ = Hy, — H{ <, H1+> = Hi, — Hf’<, we have
SRS ST SIS I SRS (150)
(kmn)eH;~ (kmn)€H> (kmn)eH < (kmn)€H <

thus

SID O D TR SR vl D DR D S

hk hk
Wi/t >0 | (hkmn)e H} < " (hkmn)eH;> " (kmn)eH; < (kmn)eHy <

= — > 1, (181)

(kmn)eH; <—H<
where in the last equality we noticed that Hf < C H{ < provided that Qg > 0. The last sum is

convergent since

72
H1_<—Hi"_<={(k‘,m,n)ERXZXN/ —Q0<\/k2—|—‘7‘RT'gL—mQO_kUQ<Qo}, (182)
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is a bounded set in R x Z x N. This is, for sufficiently high values of k, m, or n, [\/k? + ji!’—gl —
mQy — kvo| > Qo, as jmn ~ m for large m and jy,, ~ nr for large n. If both k and j,,, become
large at equal rate, say k ~ jmn, with a # 0, then [1/k2 + %—; —mQy — kvg| ~ |\/mj””‘7" -
mQpy — ajmT”Uo] > MT"\\/W — RQp — avg| > j’”ﬁ]\/ﬁ— 1 — a, where in the first inequality
we used the property jp, > |m| > m, and in the second inequality we used Ry < 1 and vy < 1.
Since [va2 +1—1—a| > 0 for any o # 0, then | k2+%—;—m90—kvg| > jm?”h/oz?i—l—l—l—a\
grows without bound as k ~ aj,, increases.

Similarly, if Qo < 0 then H; < C H; < and

- Y oo B P > B P =+ > 1, (183)

hkm hk
Wi/ >0 | (hkmn)e H; < " (hkmn)eH;t> " (kmn)eH; < —H; <

where

12
Hf<—-H{< = {(k:,m,n)eRxeN/—]Qo|<\/k2+‘]Rm;+m|Qo|—kvo<]QOI}
Jo
= (k,m/,TL)ERXZXN/ —‘Qo‘< k? + EQH —ml|Qo‘—kvo<|Qo| (184)

is the same set as (182) (recall that j_,n = Jmn)-

For Q9 = 0 this set is empty, as one can trivially see. For vy = 0, given the lower bound
Jmn > |m| + jon valid for integer |m| > 0 [19], we can find 1/k? + j}% — mQy > jan — mQy >
Qo(Jmn —m) > Qojon > Jo120 > Qo (Jo1 = 2.404...), while for m = 0 we simply have 1/ k? + ]Igig >
J%" > Qojon > Jo1820 > Qo. This is, for vy = 0 this set is also empty.

For Q¢ # 0 and vy # 0, the set is not empty in general. To see this, consider the following
example: {vg = 0.99, RQy = 0.9}. Then, the mode (k,m,n) = (10/R,0,1) satisfies Ry/k? + %—2’1 —
mRQy — Rkvy = 0.385095...., which is inside the interval (—0.9,0.9), so H; < — H;"< # 0.

We can get more insights if we define & = y(w — kvp) and k = ~(k — vow). Because &? — k? =

w? —k? = ji!‘—gl, the set (182) can be reduced to

~ - 2
Hi< —H7< = {(k,m,n)eRxeN/ —’y|Qg\<\/k2+‘7RmQ”—m|Qg\'y<fy]Qo]} , (185)

therefore the LHS of (181) is a function of {R|Qg|v,sign o} alone.
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D. Computation of the vacuum expectation value of Q

As indicated above, the normal-ordered operator takes the form

Lout,t Lout Rout, _ Rout
=onrYs S0 [ an [afpadp, - afiontat] (156)
n=1m=—oo
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:

R,out - R R,in LlnT W +>
alk,m n (6% lf,m’nl alkmn + /B _}]M;Ln/ —k—mn (k mmn ) (S H]_ y (187)
kan>0 1k'm 1k'm'n
R,out _ L,int R R,in /o1 > _ grt+<
A frmin! = Z o ~temn, 01 "y Blikmn @y, (Kmin) € HT7 = H™, (188)
Wm0 1k/'m 1k'm/n’
L,out . L,in R R,int It —>
(VYNNI E alt “1kmn al kemn T B kmn Ay o, » (k mmn ) € H1 ) (189)
wkmn>0 —1—k’'—m/n/ —1—k"—m/n/
L,out o 2 : R,int R R,in It +> _ <
alk/m n’ Oé lkmn alk;mn + /8 —1lkmn al k—mn >’ (k; mmn ) 6 Hfl - Hl (190)
Wk >0 —1—k'—m/n/ —1—k"—m/n/

It is convenient now to decompose the sums in Eq. (186) by noting that HljE> NnH fc< = () and

H1i> U Hf[< = Hi,. We may thus rewrite

. o Lout, _Lout Lout,t  Lout
:Q: = 2hR E Y emm Olomn T E a3 emn Cllmn

(kmn)eH > (kmn)eH| <
Rout,T Rout Rout,T Rout
- Z alkjmn alkmn - Z alkmn alkmn . (19]‘)
(kmn)eH> (kmn)eH;F <

Using all this and the standard commutation rules, we can evaluate the “in”-vacuum expectation

value:

(in]: Q: [in) =2nR > S 1B e P+ DD 0 P

—1—k— —1—k—
Wit m!n! >0 | (kmn)eHT > " (kmn)eH; < "
R 2 R
- E lﬁflk’m’n’ ‘ - E ‘O‘—uc’m/n’
1k 1k
(kmn)eH;> " (kmn)eH; < "

(192)
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Using the identities (175)-(176) derived previously, we can express this purely in terms of the

coefficients, yielding

(in]: Q: [in) =2R o B P= D 1B P

—1—k— —1—k—
Wtmint >0 | (kmn)e Hy > " (kmn)eH; < "
E R 2 E R 2
- |B71k/m/n/’ + |Blk/m'n/|

1k 1k
(kmn)EHlJr> " (kmn)err< "
— E E R 2 E R 2

- 2hR |ﬁ 1k/m/n’ | - |B —1k'm/n’
—1—k—mn —1—k—mn

wk’m/n/>0 (kmn)Eij

- Z |6}—%1k’m’n/ ’2 + Z |B11:§c/m’n’ |2

1lkmn 1kmn
+>
(kmn)eH]

(kmn)eHF<
=2hR Z Z wi/m/n/ |2 - Z W}Em/m’n’ ’2

hk hk
Wt >0 | (kmn)eHF< T (kmn)eH;> "

(kmn)eH*T

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 B, , .. As follows from the general identity (181) derived in the previous subsection,

hkmn
and assuming )y > 0 for simplicity, we obtain

(in] : Q: |in) = 2A R > 1- > 1| =2mR > 1. (193)
(kmn)eH| < (kmn)cH < (kmn)€Hy <—H; <
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] < # H1+ <. This “topological” behavior is reminiscent of the Adler-Bell-Jackiw
anomaly for Spin—% fermions [13, 41].
When the rotational parameter 2o vanishes, the sets H; < and H 1 < not only coincide, but
vanish, and the expectation value (193) is zero, as required by classical duality invariance. However,
for nonzero g, vy # 0 these sets are non-trivial and differ, giving rise to (in| : @ : |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|@ron\t_>oo\in> # (in]an\t%_oohn}, 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 [14], 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 [13, 11].

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
|AN| ~ |RQovo|/+/1 — v3, 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,
Wkmn = VK% + j2,,/R% 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| :
@ : |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| : @ : |in) that remains when

the classical contribution is eliminated.

The Noether charge operator Q 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 n-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| : @ : |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

1 190
J mn
/ dzxx I (Jrn®) I (Jmnr ) = (5%/% . (A1)
0
See 6.521.1 in [39] or 10.22.37 in [57].

Lemma A.2. For any pair of zeros a, b of either J,,,(z) or J/ (x), we have

1 1 m2
/ dzxJ), (ax)J,, (bx) —/ dzxxJm (ax) Iy (bx) (1 - 2) (A2)

0 0 abx

Proof.

! ]‘ ! !/ b ! "
- /0 dem(al‘)Jm(bx)—/ dxxdm(ax)d,, (bx)  (A3)

0 a a Jo

1
1
/ dzaJ), (ax)J),(bx) = —xJp(az)d,,(bz)
0 a

_ ! /0 ldxjm(ax)J;n(bx) + / 1 dzaJy (az) <;J£n(bx) + SJm(bx) (1 - b?;))

a 0

1 b m2 1 m2
= /0 d:chm(ax)aJm(bx) (1 — 1323:2> = /0 drxJy (ax)Jp (bx) (1 — abx?>

where in the second equality we used the ODE that defines the Bessel functions: J (bx) +
= Jh (bx) + (1 m ) Jm(bz) = 0; and in the last equality we used Lemma A.1.

T b22

Lemma A.3. The Bessel functions satisfy the following completeness relation:

= Jm(jmnx)Jm(jmnml) _ i — 7
Z J/gn(]mn) B 21_5(.% x ) ’ (A4)

n=1

where z € [0, 1].

Proof. The Bessel functions solve a Sturm-Liouville problem with inner product

Jo2 (jrmn)

Y

1
<Jm(.7mnx)7 Jm(jmn’x»SL = / dxxt]m(]mnx>=]m(jmn’x) = 5nn’
0

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 y,,(z) = 2 )Jm (Jmnz). This is a complete basis in the solution space

V2
I (Gmn
of the Bessel equation, therefore any solution can be expanded in this basis as F' = 2 | CrnUmn,

where ¢, = (F, Umn) sz This implies

Flz) = g:l ( /0 1 d:c'x/F(m/)umn(x/)> U () = /0 1 do's' F (') (g:l umn(x/)umn(:c)> . (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 m®, m® as ladder operators raising and lowering

the values of m when acting on the Bessel functios:

N
NG
1/(,02 _ k2

m*Vo(Jm(Vw? — ka)e_imd)) =0(Jn(Vw? — k2p)e_im¢) = TJm,l(\/ w? — ka)e_imf’A8)

These relations follow directly from the standard recurrence identities Eqgs. 10.6.1-10.6.3 in [55].

MV (J (Vw2 — k2p)e™ ™) = 8(J,,, (Vw? — k2p)e”™P) = — Jmi1(Vw? — k2p)e ™Y AT)

Lemma A.5. For m > —1 and any pair of zeros jmn, jmn’ of Jm(z), we have

1 '2( s
/ dxmeil(]mn$)Jmi1(]mn’x) = 6nn/ (g ) . (Ag)
0

Proof. Using the identities: £0;Jum(jmn®) + 2 Jm(Jmn®) = jmndmt1(Jmn®) (see 8.471.1, 8.471.2

in [39]), we can obtain
1 1 1 m?
0 mnJmn’ JO
i; (Jm(]mn’x)axjm(]mnx) + Jm(]mnx)axjm(]mn’l'))]
1 ! m? m?
= d m(Jmn m(Jmn imnJmn! — —5 — JIm(Jmn m(Jn
T /0 TT [J (Jmn) i (Jmn @) [J J . ] + 5 Jm(jmn) Jm (]
m . . 1
if Jm Jmn'T Jm Jmn® :|
JmnJmn/ ( ) ( )‘0
1 190
J mn
0
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:
0 - - . / 1
3 Tt BV st Gmn) _ L5 g1, (A1)

n=1

where z € [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 J,,+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
2w 1
[ [0 [ doan® R i = 27N T 2B - K)yre mnt
R 0 0

2 1 , . ’
/ dz/ d¢/ dvx nabAé hkmnAZ\h’k’m’n’ = 27T2J/m(jmn)Qén,n’5m7m’5(k - k/)ék)\’el(hih Jhmnt s
R 0 0 ' ’

for any A\, N € {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 ¥y = {t = ¢y} and subject to the

boundary conditions (47), is conserved in time. The proof is purely geometric and independent of

any coordinate choice.

Let n® = —g®V,t be the future-directed unit normal to 3. The Lie derivative of Qy along n®

reads

gnQo(Al,AQ) = gn/(AlA*FQ—AQ/\*Fl) = / (jnAl/\*Fb_.gnAQ/\*Fl+A1A$H*F2_A2/\.Zn*Fl).
by b))

Using Cartan’s identity, .4, = i,od + doi,, the source-free Maxwell equations dF = d*F = 0,

integrating by parts and then using the Leibniz rule for i,,, we obtain

L0 (Ar, Ag)

/(dZnAl + inFl) AN Fy — (dZnAQ + inFQ) N Fy+ A ANdiy,"Fog — Ay ANdiy, " Fy
b
/ d(ZnAl A* F—i,A A* Fl) + i, 1 N* By — 1,5 A* Fy
b
+Fy N1 Fo — Fy ANiy,* Fp — d(Al ANig Fog— As A ’Ln*Fl)

/ dln(Al AN Fy — Ay A¥ Fl) + Zn(Fl AN Fy — Fy NF Fl) .
b

For any two-forms F} and F5, one has Fy A*Fy = Fo A *I1Y, so the bulk terms cancel, leaving only

a boundary contribution:

ano(Al,Ag) = / Zn(Al AN*Fy — Ay A *Fl).
ox

Applying the Leibniz rule, and using the identity e*de.,r, = 2(5¢ (5;] (53 + 8266 6% + 625¢ 6%, we

[e [F"lgl"e] T "97[e” f]

Y Namely, F1 A" Fa = F1 b2 €camn F5"" €U s = Fa mn S €caan F1Pe™"d s = Fy A" Fy.
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find

fnﬂo(Al, Ag) = (ZnAl)*FQ — (ZnAQ)*Fl — (A1 A i, *F2 — A2 ATy, *Fl)

>

(i A1) Foap — (inAz)*Fl,ab]GadechdP — (A0 " Fopp — Aag *Fi )€V gp

~[(in A1) F5? — (inA2) F{¥nepa + (AraFs? — Az o F{7) (525562 + 696562 + 626868 nnepa

™

(AraFs — Az o F{7) (526562 + 696568 n9nepa

DN | =

>
= / (Al,aFQGd - AQ,aFlad)pd P
ox

where p, = Vgp is the unit outward normal to the cylindrical boundary, which is tangent to X,

thus n%p, = 0. Finally, in the Newman—Penrose basis {m®, m®}, this result becomes
2 OC/ (Al,mFQ,pm + Al,mFZ,pm - A2,mF1,pm - AQ,mFl,pm)
o0x
x / (AtmFopp = AL pp — A2mFipp + A2mFipg)-
ox

The last integral vanishes under the boundary condition Fabpa¢b| p=r = 0. Hence, £,€)y = 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 n® is transverse to the
boundary and satisfies n®p, = 0. The result is fully covariant and independent of the particular

3 4+ 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

R,in L,in

iirgkomono is given by (101) for the choice 2}, = OnhoOkkoOmmoOnngs Zhimn = 0 for any
(h,k,m,n) € Hi,, and so Aiiﬁkomono € I'g (note the shorthand &y, = R™15(k — kg)). Simi-
larly, Ai’,irolkomono € I'g. Using the result (116) we infer
<Af(;i]§)mon07Afl7iknlm1n1>in = OhyhoOkikoOmimoOning » (C1)
<A£f)i1?0monovf4£{?1mml>in = OhyhoOkykoOmimoOning » (C2)
(Ahoamono: A kmymy Jin = 0. (C3)
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We can apply a similar reasoning using (157). Together with (140), this leads us to

R,out R,out o

<Ah0k0m0n07 h1k1m1n1>0ut - 5h1h05k1k05m1m05n1n0 ) (04)
L,out L,out o

<Ah0k0mon0’ Ahlklmlnl >OUt - 5h1h05k1k‘05m1m05n1n0 ) (C5)

<AR,out AL,out >out - 0. (CG)

hokomong?’ “ hi1kimini

Using these orthonormal properties, from (166) and (167) we can get, respectively?

Vit = (A Al Jin s VKM, (hkimn) € H;:™ (c7)
5%%"/ = (Al AR Vi, VE'm'n', (hkmn) € H> (C8)
Vo = o AT i, VKM, (hkmn) € HY<, (C9)

51};/,6,,3,” = (Ao AT N, VE'm'n, (hkmn) € H;F<. (C10)

Similarly, from (161) and (162) we can get, respectively

R,in R,out AN +>
alt, =~ = (A s Ay out » Vemn, ('K'm'n’) € H, =, Cl11
h'k'm/n!
R R,in R,out AN <
B Tn = (A" A Youts  Vkmn, (B'K'm'n) € HF<, C12
h'k'm’'n

R _ R,in R,out 190 1 +<
& = (A s Ay Yout s Yhmn, (R'E'm/n") € HS

~—~~ o~ o~
—_
w

—_—  — = ~—

h!' k' m/n!
R R,in R,out AN +>

B T, = < —1lkmn> h’k’m’n’>OUt7 Vkmn’ (h k'm n) € Hh : Cl4
h'k'm'n

Now, these 8 coefficients are related to each other. For all kmn, (M'k'm/n’) € H ; ~, we have

% - <Afl£inrimA§’}?}i:un/>out = 2171 [Q(Aﬁ’:;n, JOutAf,’g,‘:un,) + lQ(All‘%k,;in’ Aﬁ’;:};z,n,)
_ % QAL AR, )+ QAT AT
= o [l A, ) —iacafien,,, Al )]
= 2ih :Q(—JinAﬁ;?in,A,’f/,S,‘j;/n,) — QAR Aﬁéﬁn)}
= o [Q(ATEE, L AR ) (AT, AT )]
= (A Ao Vin = Y1k (C15)

1lkmn

20 From (111) one infers that (AR, A%)in = @(Ak, AR)in if A% belongs to the subspace of positive-frequency modes,
so that JA% = iA%, while (0 Ak, A%)in = oAk, A%)in if A% belongs to the subspace of negative-frequency modes,

ie. JAL = —iA%.
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For all kmn, (Wk'm'n) € H;', we have

R o R,in R,out o 1 R,in R,out . R,in R,out
Bh’lklim? , <A1kmn’ ‘4h’k’m’n’>0ut - 27,%'/ [Q(Alkmn’ JOUtAh’k’m’n’) + ZQ(AIkmn’ Ah’k’m’n’)]
1 R,in . 1+ Rout . R,in R,out
= ﬁ [Q(Alkmn’ _ZAh’k’m’n’) + lQ(Alk:mn’ Ah’k’m’n’)}

. A Rjin R,out . R,out R,in
Q(ZAlkmn7 Ah’k’m/n’) - ZQ(Ah’k’m’n” Alkmn)}

o |

1 Rin 4 Rout v/ 4 R,out R,in

= ﬁ [Q(JinAlkmn7 Ah’l::)’l}m’n’) - ZQ(Ah’;c)’I;L’n” Alkmn):|
-1 R,out R, -y A R,out R

= on [Q<Ah’lj’l;n’n” JinAlkrIzzm) + ZQ(Ah’l(c)’l:n’n” Alk;:m)}

R,out R,in R
- _<Ah’k"m’n’7A1kmn>in = _5h’k’m’n’ . (016)
1lkmn

For all kmn, (W'k'm'n’) € H;', we have

R o R,in R,out o 1 R,in R,out . R,in R,out
@ —lkmn T <A—1kmn7 Ah’k’rn/n’>0ut - ﬁ Q(A—lkmn’ JOUtAh’k’m’n’) + ZQ(A—lk:mn’ Ah/k’m’n’)
h!'k'm/n’

1 R,in . 1+ Rout . R,in R,out
2h QAT o — 1A ) + QA Ah”k’m’n’)}

1 -
2h L
1

o [ - R,in R,out . R,out R,in
- ﬁ _Q(_JIHA—lkmn’ Ah’k’m/n’) - zQ(Ah’k’m’n” A—lkmn)}

1 R,out R,in . R,out R,in
= % Q(Ah’k’m’n” ‘]inA—lkmn) - ZQ(Ah’k’m’n” A—lkmn)]

- <AR7out ARJH >in == Pygk’m’n’ . (Cl?)

hEk'm/n'>*>—1kmn

—1lkmn> ““h'k'm/n’ —1kmn

Q(Z-AR,in AR,out ) o Z.Q(Af/,g};;/nuAR,in ):|

—1lkmn

Finally, for all kmn, (h'k'm'n’) € H;’~, we have

R o R,in R,out o 1 R,in R,out . R,in R,out
/thkl/k@"/ - <A—1kmn’ 14}1’1€’rrz’n’>01rD ~ 9 Q(A—lkmn’ JOUtAh’k’m’n’) + zQ(‘A—llcmn’ Ah’k’m’n’)}
m'n

1 R,in . 1 R,out . R,in R,out

= ﬁ [Q(Afylkmn’ lAh’yk’m/n’) + ZQ(Af’lkaN Ah’,k’m/n’)}
1 . A Rjin R,out . R,out R,in

= % [Q(_lA—lkmn’ Ah’k/m’n/) - ZQ(Ah’k’m/n” A—lkmn)}
1

R,in R,out . R,out R,in
= 2% [Q(JinA—lkmn’ Ah’k’m’n’) - lQ(Ah’k:’m’n’? A—lkmn)}
1

B R,out Rjin . R,out R,in
= 9 [Q(Ah’k’lin’n” Jin A ) + ZQ(Ah’k’lin’n”A—lkmn)]

R,out R,in R
- _<Ah’k"m’n’7A—1kmn>in = _5h’k’m’n’ . (018)
—1lkmn

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

- - 1
R,in R,in _
0= <A1kmn’ A—lk’m’n’>in - o°%h

Q(AR,in JinA}jiiz’m’n/) -+ ’iQ(ARviH A}j’llz/m/n/)] .

1lkmn> 1kmn>

Since the symplectic structure is real-valued, taking the real and imaginary parts yield

Q(AR,in AR,in ) — O, Q(AR,in JinAR,in ) — Q(AR,in _/I:A]j,in ) — 0 (019)

lkmn> **—1k'm/n’ 1kmn> —1k'm/n’ 1lkmn> 1k'm/n’
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(this last equation can also be inferred from the equality (A" AR® -y — (g gRin oy

1lkmn> 1k'm/n’ —1kmn> “ 1k'm/n’

Similarly, for all (hkmn) € H;"~ and (h'k'm/n’) € H,"< we have

1
Rout 4 Rout R,out R,out .y ARout 4 Rout
0 = (Apiomns Akt Yout = % [Q<Ahk?;@1nﬂ]0utf4hfig}in'n') +ZQ(Ahk2rlzln7Ah’lg’lin’n’):| ;- (C20)

so the real and imaginary parts yield, respectively, Q(Af,;?;;;, Ag,’,g}l;z,n,) =0 and

QAR Jout Apiom ) = QAR —i Ao, ) =0,  (hkmn) € Hf, (WK'm'n') € H{(C21)

hkmn> hkmn>

(this last equation can also be inferred from the equality <A§,;(;;Ll:l, Af/,?};z/n/>out = (Afl’,?}:;,n/, Ag,;(;::l)out).

On the other hand, equation (C1) with A’ = h implies

Rjin  4R,n 1 R,in R,in v/ ARjin 4 Riin
6kk/ 6mm/5"”' = <Ahkmn7 Ahk’m’n’>in - ﬁ [Q(Ahkmn7 ']inAhk’m’n’) + ZQ(j4hk'm'n’ Ahk’m’n’)

Again, since the symplectic structure is real-valued, taking the imaginary part yields Q(Af,j;:m, AZ:,I;, ) =

0 for both h = +1, while taking the real part produces Q(AR’in JinAﬁ;i,r;n/n,) = Q(AR’in sign h iAﬁ,;i,l:n,n,) =

hkmn> hkmn>

2h6kk’ 6mm’ 5nn’ 5 which implies

QAR AR ) = QAT AT ) = 218 S S (C22)

1kmn> —1lkmn’
Finally, using (C4), if either (hkmn), (R'k'm'n') € H}Y” or (hkmn), (W'k'm'n/) € H}Y<, we have

R,out R,out 1 R,out R,out . R,out R,out
Onh Otk O O = (Ap s Ao Jout = 2% QAL s Jout A ) T 1Ay Ah'k'm'n'l}m?’)

Taking the imaginary part yields

QAo AR, ) =0, (C24)

hkmn>’

while taking the real part produces

QAT JousApoort, ) = QAR GATOM Y = 28 8 Ok Ot Oy » (hkmm), (WE'm/n’) € HfC25)

hkmn> hkmn>

Q(Ailz%/;?:;cﬂ JOUtAg’}?’l:l’n’) = _Q(ARput Z’Ailj’}?’l:;’n’) = 2h5hh’5kk’5mm’5nn’ ) (hkmn)7 (hlk/m/n/) € @2%)

hkmn>

If we now evaluate Q(Ai’lizmn, z'Ai’liZ,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:

5kk’5mm’5nn’ = Z Re (aR 1kmn OZlel,m/n/ > - Z Re <BR 1kmn Ble/m/n/ >C727)

RITE ! ! 1 gt 1 11 RE!m! ! it 1 1t
(h”k”m”n”)EH}T> (h”k’”m”n”)EHﬁ“<

Otk O Opmy = Z Re (aR—lkmn OCR,lk/m/n/ ) - Z Re (ﬁR—lkmn R,lk/m/n/ %28)

RE!m! ! et 1 1 RTE! m! ! 1 gt 11 1
(h”k”m”n”)EHﬁL< (h”k”m”n”)EH:>
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.. . . R,in R,in . .
A similar evaluation with Q(AYy, A7, . ) using the same equations produces

o= % mfaf Feo Y S (0, B )

h//k// "1 17”101 h//k/l 1,11 17101 7.1
(h"k"'m/n' Y€ H;f> R (h"k"'m/n'" )€ H; < T T

D O] Cor ez s SRS DR Y (LS Lammy o0

ang 1,1 ang "1
(h”k”m”n”)EH}T< A E"m! n R R ! ! (h”k;”m”n”)eH}T> RTE"m! n R ! !

Combining both results, we get

_ R R R R
Otk O Opmy = g QO agmn OO T g B tkmn B Tkl /! (7031)
R E! !l g e it e Y
(h”k”m”n”)GH;> (h”k”m”n”)eH:<
_ R R R R
Okek! Ot Opm/ = g O _akmn OC i T E B —ikmn B 1kl /! (032)
RTE m! ! it 1 1t RTETm! ! et 1 1

(h”k”m”n”)EH;< (h”k”m”n”)EH:>

. .. . R,out . 4R,out R,out R,out .
Doing a similar computation for Q(A, ;" " A, ) and QA7 Ay ), using both expan-

sions (166) and (167), we obtain, respectively:

alt, , alt R BR AR
(Shh/(Skk/(Smm/(snn/ = Z a?}g”m”n” Oyttt gt — /B—lk”m”n” ﬂljlk”m”n” N (hk‘mn), (h kK'm'n ) S HQG'BB)
Wittt 11 >0 hkmn h'k'm/n’ hkmn Wk !/
m''n
of ol R BR 1./ I
6hh/5kk/5mm/6nn/ = Z Oélzlkum//n// Ottt gt — Blk”m”n// Bﬁ//m//n// 5 (hk'mn), (h Emn ) S Héi 3: 4)
hkmn h'k!'m/n’ hkmn k' m/n!

Wt 1 17 >0

where we have already substituted the coefficients ¢ and + in terms of a and  according to (C15),
(C16), (C17), (C18).
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