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Abstract

We make predictions of the effects of acceleration on decay rate for
three benchmark processes spanning alpha, beta and isomeric decay. These
processes are observed to require lower acceleration than that required by
previously studied processes. In particular for the case of isomeric decay
of Thorium 229m the effects of acceleration are found to be tantalizingly
close to being observable with next generation particle accelerators.

The Unruh effect, first described in the 70s by Unruh and Fulling ,
predicts that accelerated observers will perceive a background of particles even
when moving through a Minkowski Vacuum. Due to its close relations to Hawk-
ing radiation, it has drawn considerable attention, both from a theoretical per-
spective as well as with an eye towards potential observation. Crispino et. al.
provide a relatively recent review .

Early investigations into the possibility of observing the Unruh effect go back
as far as the early 80s, by Bell and Leinaas . However, direct observation
runs into trouble because of the significant accelerations needed (10°°%), and
the potential for the observational signature to be obscured by thermal effects.
However, claims of observation have been made based on data from the NA63
experiment by Lynch et. al..

These limitations have caused attention to shift to more indirect ways of
observing the Unruh effect. The effect of background thermal baths instead
of a vacuum have been studied in @, and entanglement of two accelerated
detectors in [10].

The change of the decay rate in the rest frame of unstable particles is also one
such avenue, first studied by Miiller . Predictions were made for the decay
of muons, pions and protons, indicating observable effects could be expected for
accelerations around 1029?2 to 1030§2 for the first two. This was expanded upon
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by [12], although that study is somewhat hard to interpert due to the use of a
4-dimensional Fermion model in a 2-dimensional setting.

Throughout this paper we will focus more on nuclear decay processes, an
approach first taken in [13]. Because these processes involve significantly less
energetic decays, one can hope, and indeed find, that the required acceleration
for observable effects is also significantly lower.

The tools developed in [14] have opened up significant freedom in the pro-
cesses that can be explored numerically, allowing us to make predictions for
realistic decay processes in full 4-dimensional spacetime, without needing to ne-
glect masses of decay products to keep analytical calculations tractable. We do
need to neglect the effects of recoil, though. It turns out that for many nuclear
decays, especially the lower energy ones we are interested in here, recoil is indeed
a small effect.

In this paper, we present predictions for three benchmark processes, with the
aim of investigating the potential for observability in the near future. We have
chosen to focus on one alpha decay (polonium-210), one beta decay (tritium)
and one isomeric decay (thorium-229m). Each of these processes were chosen
as they are a relatively low-energy example of their type of decay, providing a
good indication of the amount of acceleration needed for each of these types. All
calculated decay rates are calculated in the rest frame of the decaying particle,
making the effects calculated here an intrinsic change in the decay rate, rather
than the result of special relativistic effects.

1 Decay rates of accelerating nuclei

Throughout the rest of this paper we will be using the main results from [14].
This allows us to calculate the decay rate of accelerated nuclei using their decay
rate as a function of the mass difference A = (m; —my) c?, expressed as an
energy, between initial and final state nucleus. Here m; is the mass of the initial
nuclei, and my¢ the mass of the final state nucleus. Note that A is subtly different
from the excess energy in a decay, as the masses of the other decay products
are not yet substracted.

Restricting to linear acceleration of magnitude a, formulas 10 and 13 from
[14] combined give (with % and ¢ restored)
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where I'y(A’) is the decay rate as a function of the energy difference for station-
ary nuclei, and T';, (A) the accelerated decay rate as function of energy difference,
at acceleration a. The function K, (z) is the modified bessel function of the sec-
ond kind, as defined in formula 10.25.3 of |15].

Furthermore, the results from section 5 of [14], with some generalisations,
imply the stationary decay rate can be calculated through the ordinary machin-
ery of quantum field theory, so long as we assume the initial and final state
nuclei to be significantly more massive than the other decay products. This



allows us to bring in standard results from the theoretical treatment of nuclear
physics where necessary.

Thus, for each of the processes of interest in this study, our procedure for cal-
culating their decay rates as function of acceleration becomes relatively straight-
forward. First, we find an expression for the decay rate of the nuclei as a function
of the mass difference between initial and final state nuclei. Then, we plug this
into Equation [1|given above to get the accelerated decay rate. This is then eval-
uated, either numerically or analytically, to provide the decay rate as a function
of acceleration. Finally, we provide comparison to the acceleration that could,
in theory, be provided by the LHC and FCC for the nuclei in question, based
on information from [16].

2 Numerical evaluation of the accelerated decay
rate

For two of the processes we will discuss, the accelerated decay rate is evaluated
numerically. This is implemented as a striaghtforward integration via Simpson’s
rule, using the archt library [17] to evaluate the Bessel functions with complex
index. The code used for the integration and plotting of the results is available
at https://github.com/davidv1992/fourierdecay.

Numerical errors were constrained to 1 percent relative error on the change
in decay rate. This was evaluated by repeating the calculation with half the
precision for the Bessel functions, and half the number of integration points
and checking that the result of the calculation was within half a percent of the
primary calculation.

3 Alpha decay: ?''Po

We start with the analysis of the decay of polonium-210 into lead-206 and an
alpha particle. This was chosen for analysis as it is a pure alpha decay, and is
relatively low energy for an alpha decay with its excess decay energy being only
5.407 MeVE| [18]. The decay is modeled as a scalar point interaction between 3
fields, the polonium-210 nucleus, the lead-206 nucleus and the expelled alpha-
particle. This allows us to follow the main example in [14].

Our choice of model leads to a straightforward constant matrix element for
the decay process. Therefore the decay rate as a function of energy difference
is primarily determined by the phase space integral, giving;:

2
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IThis excludes the mass of the alpha particle, which is included in A.
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Figure 1: Relative decay rate as function of acceleration for polonium-210

where g is some constant, m; is the mass of the polonium-210 nucleus, my
the mass of the lead-206 nucleus and m, the mass of the alpha particle. The
momentum variable p = |p] is the momentum of the alpha particle in the rest
frame of the heavy nuclei.

We will assume no recoil, e.g. that the momentum of the alpha particle is
small when compared to the mass of the lead-206 nucleus. Doing so corresponds
to a limit where m; — oo and my — oo whilst keeping their difference A =
(m; —my)c? constant, simplifying the decay rate to

2
o= &\ /AT 2 (3)
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with G = ﬁ.

Using this result, and an alpha particle mass of 3727 %[19]7 to find the
decay rate as a function of acceleration gives Figure [I} Unfortunately, details
in the implementation of the calculation of the Bessel functions limit the calcu-
lation to accelerations above about 5.9 - 10288%.

Within the range calculable, we can see the beginnings of an oscillatory
pattern on the low-acceleration end, just about exceeding a 10 percent change
in decay rate on the peak visible. Note however, these accelerations are sig-
nificantly above what is likely to be reachable experimentally, as the LHC is
only capable of reaching an acceleration of about 2.9 - 10°%5 for fully ionized
polonium, and the FCC as currently designed reaching 3.9 - 10215%.

4 Beta decay: *H

The decay of tritium into helium-3, an electron, and a neutrino provides a low
energy pure beta decay process. For the energy dependence of the decay rate
of the tritium, we use the derivation in chapters 45-46 of [20]. At 18.592 keV
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Figure 2: Relative decay rate as function of acceleration for tritium

excess decay energy [18]E|, a long wavelength approximation is valid. To leading
order, the differential decay rate is parameterized by (equation 46.41 in [20])
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where p; is the momentum of the electron, with p. = |pg| its norm, p, the
momentum of the neutrino, with p, = |p,| its norm, m, the electron mass, and
A the mass difference between the helium-3 and tritium nuclei, expressed as an
energy. C7 and Cy are constants determined by both the electroweak coupling
constants, as well as the detailed structure of the nuclei.

By symmetry, evaluating the phase space integrals in the above simplifies
the decay rate significantly to

FO:C/ pi(
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where C' is a combination of the above constants C; and Cs. The simplification
to a single proportionality constant is possible as the only difference between the
C1 and Cy contributions to the decay is the angular distribution of the decay
rate, not its proportionality to the available energy.

The above derivation neglects several effects. Primarily, it is assumed that
the wavelength associated with A is large compared to the sizes of the nuclei.
This assumption also allows us to assume that the recoil is negligible, and to
ignore further terms in the multipole expansion, which is done in the above equa-
tions. Furthermore, the mass of the neutrino is ignored, which is reasonable as

2This excludes the mass of the electron and neutrino, which are included in A



it is much smaller than A, being bound by laboratory-based direct observations
to be smaller than 0.45eVc=2 [21].

To calculate the decay rate of tritium, we use the electron mass 510.999keVc 2
[19], and the excess (excluding electron mass) decay energy for tritium 18.592
keV [18]. Figure [2[ shows the decay rate of tritium as a function of acceleration,
relative to the decay rate at no acceleration. A 1 percent difference in decay
rate occurs at an acceleration of 2.07 - 10265%. For comparison, a rough approx-
imation of the acceleration the LHC can achieve for ionized tritium is roughly
2.0-10%°%, with the FCC as currently designed being able to reach 2.7-10*! 3.

5 Isomeric decay: >**Th

Thorium provides the lowest energy nuclear isomer excitation currently known,
recently determined at 8.354eV [22]. This very low energy makes it an inter-
esting candidate for detecting the effect of acceleration on decay rate, as it has
the potential to change at much lower accelerations than any of the processes
considered above.

We will again use the results from [20], specifically equations 7.44, 7.57 and
7.58 combined to give a decay rate

[y = CA? (6)

where A is the energy difference between the initial and final nuclei, and C a
proportionality constant determined from the electromagnetic coupling constant
and the structure of the nucleus involved.

The above approximation is valid under the assumption that the wavelength
associated with A is large with respect to the size of the nuclei. This allows us
to ignore higher order contributions in the multipole expansion as well as any
recoil of the nucleus emitting the photon.
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Figure 3: Relative decay rate as function of acceleration for thorium-229m



In this particular case, the decay rate under acceleration can be calculated
analytically, using 10.43.19 from [15] together with a number of well-known
identities on Gamma functions, yielding

CA3 ah\ 2
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Using this, the decay rate of accelerated thorium-229m is plotted in Figure 3]
A 1 percent difference in decay rate occurs at an acceleration of 3.8 - 10235%. For
comparison, a rough approximation of the acceleration the LHC can achieve for
fully ionized thorium is roughly 2.8- 10203%, with the FCC as currently designed
being able to reach 3.8 - 102! 3.

6 Conclusions

We have produced predictions for 3 types of decay processes in alpha decay, beta
decay and isomeric decay processes. These processes operate at significantly
reduced energy scale and as such require significantly less acceleration to see
changes in decay rate when compared to earlier studied examples such as muon
and proton decay.

Especially the nuclear isomer decay of thorium 299m is showing changes in
decay rate at accelerations that are getting tantalizingly close to being reach-
able with next generation accelerators. Especially should the FCC be realized
with stronger magnets, there is significant potential for improvements as the
acceleration scales with the square of the beam energy. Unfortunately, the re-
quired acceleration as a function of accuracy in measuring the decay rate goes
as a square root, with a 4x increase in precision of the measured decay rate only
allowing a 2x reduction in the acceleration. Therefore bridging the entire gap
is likely to be a significant challenge still.

For future research it would be interesting to study whether effects on these
or similar decay rates can be observed in an astrophysical context. Cosmic
processes offer the potential for significantly higher accelerations than possible
in the lab, though at the cost of more indirect observations and signficantly less
control.

Finally, perhaps there are decay or decay-like processes not yet considered
here which occur at even lower energy scales, and which are practicable in a
labratory setting. The required acceleration for observable effects appears to
be directly proportional to the energy released in the decay process, making
improvements here an interesting avenue for further lowering the barrier to
observation.
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