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We theoretically propose an experimentally viable scheme to explore the transfer of nonclassical
correlations from a dipolar Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) to a pair of impurities immersed in
it. Operating at ultra-low temperature, density fluctuations of the dipolar BEC emulate a vacuum
field with Lorentz-violating dispersion, while the two impurities function as Unruh-DeWitt detectors
for the BEC quasiparticles. We study the harvesting of entanglement from the quantum vacuum
of this analogue Lorentz-violating quantum field by spatially separated Unruh-DeWitt detectors.
Our analysis reveals key parameter dependencies that optimize the harvesting of entanglement. In
particular, unlike the Lorentz-invariant case, smoother detector switchings does not enhance the
entanglement harvesting efficiency from the Lorentz-violating quantum field vacuum. Moreover, the
strength of the Lorentz-invariant violation can shift the optimal energy structure of the detectors for
harvesting entanglement from the Lorentz-violating quantum field vacuum—a clear deviation from
the Lorentz-invariant scenario. As a fundamental quantum mechanical setup, our quantum fluid
platform provides an experimentally realizable testbed for examining the entanglement harvesting
protocol from an effective Lorentz-violating quantum field vacuum using a pair of impurity probers,
which may also has potential implications for exploring the Lorentz-invariant violation in quantum
field theory.

I. INTRODUCTION

Vacuum of a free quantum field does not mean “noth-

ing”, rather, it exhibits rich physical phenomena, e.g.,

including the presence of entanglement [1–7]. Within the

relativistic framework, this vacuum entanglement serves

as a fundamental ingredient in several intriguing phe-

nomena, such as Unruh effect [8] and Masahiro Hotta’s

quantum energy teleportation [9–17]. It also lies at the

core of a number of enduring open problems in theo-

retical physics, including the black hole information loss

paradox [18–21] and its proposed solutions—most no-

tably, the “black hole firewalls” and the principle of black

hole complementarity [22–24]. In particular, theoreti-

cal studies have predicted that such entanglement can

be transferred to two or more spatially separated local

Unruh-DeWitt detectors that interact with the vacuum

state [2, 4, 5]. Moreover, this extraction of entangle-

ment still remains possible even when the detectors are

spacelike separated [4–7, 25]. This process, known as en-

tanglement harvesting in the Relativistic Quantum Infor-

mation (RQI) protocol, has recently attracted extensive
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attention for exploring various physics [26–36]—for in-

stance, to explore the structure of the background space-

time [6, 37–45]. Although the process of entanglement

harvesting is theoretically well-understood, so far its ex-

perimental implementation remains unrealized.

On the other hand, Lorentz invariance (LI), one of

the fundamental symmetries of relativity, is expected to

break down in many theories of quantum gravity at suf-

ficiently high energies [46]. Such LI violation can sig-

nificantly alter the properties of the quantum vacuum,

leading to intriguing phenomena absent in the LI case—

such as challenging the equivalence principle [47], excit-

ing uniformly moving detectors in the Minkowski vac-

uum [48–53], and resulting in a non-thermal Unruh effect

[54–61]. Any discovery of LI violation would thus signal

physics beyond the standard model, motivating extensive

searches across diverse physics systems [53, 62–67]. Re-

cently, Unruh-DeWitt detector [8, 68–71] has been used

to explore the various properties of vacuum in Lorentz-

violating quantum field theory [48–51, 56, 60], while the

role of LI violation in entanglement harvesting remains

largely unexplored [72]. Moreover, experimental progress

in this direction has so far remained elusive.

In this paper, we aim at closing this gap by probing

the relevant fundamental properties of Lorentz-violating

quantum field vacuum states, using an experimentally

feasible platform consisting of a dipolar BEC [73] and
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two immersed impurities [74, 75]. Concretely, we show

that the density fluctuations in the dipolar BEC—

featuring a roton spectrum [76–80] due to the dipole-

dipole interaction (DDI) between atoms (see below for

a detailed discussion)—constitute the analog Lorentz-

violating quantum field. Furthermore, the two impuri-

ties, analogously dipole coupled to the density fluctua-

tions in the condensate, act as two Unruh-DeWitt de-

tectors at separate locations coupling to the Lorentz-

violating quantum field, as depicted in Fig. 1. We

will demonstrate the harvesting of entanglement from

the quantum vacuum of the analogue Lorentz-violating

quantum field to the spatially separated Unruh-DeWitt

detectors. We explore how the Lorentz-violating strength

and other dependent parameters of the detectors, such as

their spatial distance, affect the entanglement harvesting,

with a particular focus on comparing the relevant results

to the LI vacuum scenario to advance the understanding

of LI violation physics.

Our proposed quantum fluid platform offers a table-

top, experimentally realizable test bed to examine the

entanglement harvesting protocol of Lorentz-violating

physics, thereby providing crucial guidance for explor-

ing the LI violation in quantum field theory. Our study

may strengthen the connection between experimentally

implemented particle detectors in dipolar BEC and the

idealized Unruh-DeWitt detector models commonly em-

ployed in RQI, as well as between the Lorentz-violating

quasiparticle experimentally studied in dipolar BEC and

various Lorentz-violating quantum field predicted by pos-

sible quantum gravity theories. Furthermore, contin-

uous, nondestructive measurement of a BEC via local

probes is exploited here, thus our approach offers a com-

plementary alternative to existing destructive measure-

ments that aim at mapping out the global entanglement

structure of BEC. It is also worth noting that the Unruh-

DeWitt detector model has already been constructed in

dipolar BEC to explore various physical effects arising

from Lorentz-violating quantum fields [52, 60].

Our paper is constructed as follows. In Sec. II we in-

troduce our model—the dipolar BEC, and demonstrate

how a Lorentz-violating quantum field can be analo-

gously constructed from the density fluctuations of the

condensate. In Sec. III we present the basic formulas

governing the quantum state parameters of two Unruh-

DeWitt detectors, which are simulated by two impurities

immersed in the dipolar BEC. In Sec. IV we investigate

entanglement harvesting for Unruh-DeWitt detectors in

the vacuum of the analogue Lorentz-violating quantum

field. The experimental feasibility of the relevant entan-

glement harvesting physics within the current technolo-

gies of dipolar BEC is discussed in Sec. V. Finally, a

summary of the main results of our work is provided in

Sec. VI.

II. ANALOGUE LORENTZ-VIOLATING
QUANTUM FIELD IN DIPOLAR
BOSE-EINSTEIN CONDENSATE

We consider an interacting Bose gas consisting of

atoms or molecules with mass m, whose Lagrangian den-

sity reads (ℏ = 1)

L =
i

2
(Ψ∗∂tΨ− ∂tΨ

∗Ψ)− 1

2m
|∇Ψ|2 − Vext|Ψ|2

−1

2
|Ψ|2

∫
d3R′ Vint(R−R′)|Ψ(R′)|2. (1)

Here the system is assumed to be trapped by an external

potential of the form Vext(R) = mω2r2/2 + mω2
zz

2/2,

with R = (r, z) being spatial three-dimensional coordi-

nates. Moreover, we also assume that over the whole

time evolution the gas is strongly confined in the z di-

rection, with aspect ratio κ = ωz/ω ≫ 1. The last term

in Eq. (1) denotes the two-body interaction, containing

two terms—the contact interaction and the dipolar inter-

action. Specifically, this total interaction term is given

by

Vint(R−R′) = gcδ
3(R−R′) + Vdd(R−R′), (2)

where gc is the contact interaction coupling, and

Vdd(R−R′) =
3gd
4π

[1− 3(z − z′)2/|R−R′|2]
|R−R′|3

(3)

describes the dipolar interaction with coupling constant

gd. It is worth noting that these two parameters gc and

gd can be controlled as required in the experiment. In

addition, the dipoles here have been assumed to be po-

larized along the z direction (or perpendicular to the x-y

plane) by an external field. As shown in the following,

it is the interaction between atoms or molecules (includ-

ing both the contact and dipolar interaction) that leads

to the Lorentz-violating quasiparticle spectrum, simi-

lar to the case in Ref. [81]. Therefore, in principle,

through controlling the parameters gc and gd, various

types of Lorentz-violating quasiparticle spectrum could

be implemented experimentally. In order to ensure the

stability in the DDI-dominated regime [79], we require

the system to remain sufficiently close to the quasi-two-

dimensional (quasi-2D) regime throughout the process

considered. In such case, we assume that in the z di-

rection, the condensate density has a Gaussian form,

ρz(z) = (π d2z)
−1/2 exp[−z2/d2z], with dz =

√
1/mωz.

Therefore, integrating out the z dependence, we can ob-

tain the effective quasi-2D interaction, V 2D
int (r − r′) =∫

dzdz′ Vint(R−R′)ρz(z)ρz(z
′) [78].
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FIG. 1. Schematic of two impurities with effective internal
frequency Ω immersed in a quasi-two-dimensional dipolar con-
densate. |e⟩ and |g⟩ denote the effective excitation and ground
state of the impurity, respectively. The two impurities act as
two Unruh-DeWitt detectors, denoted as A and B, at sepa-
rate locations, (r, θA) and (r, θB), respectively.

In the 2D case, the reduced atomic field operator ψ̂

can be decomposed as

ψ̂ = ψ0(1 + ϕ̂), (4)

where ψ0 =
√
ρ0e

iθ0 , and correspondingly the 2D con-

densate density reads |ψ0(r)|2 = ρ0 ≃ const. Besides,

the operator ϕ̂ denotes the perturbations (excitations)

on the top of the condensate. The dynamics of such fluc-

tuation field is governed by the Bogoliubov-de Gennes

equation [77, 82],

i∂tϕ̂ = − 1

2m
∇2

rϕ̂+ ρ0

∫
d2r′ V 2D

int, 0(r− r′)

×
[
ϕ̂(r′) + ϕ̂†(r′)

]
. (5)

Here the condensate has been assumed to be static, i.e.,

v = 1
m∇rθ0 = 0. Solving Eq. (5), one can find that the

corresponding density fluctuations in Heisenberg repre-

sentation can be written as

δρ̂(t, r) ≃ ρ0(ϕ̂+ ϕ̂†)

=
√
ρ0

∫
[dk/(2π)2](uk + vk)× [b̂k(t)e

ik·r

+b̂†k(t)e
−ik·r]. (6)

It closely resembles the quantized Lorentz-violating field

in terms of bosonic operators b̂k(t) = b̂k e
−iωk t satisfying

the usual Bose commutation rules [b̂k, b̂
†
k′ ] = (2π)2δ2(k−

k′), that destroy a collective excitations of the condensate

with wave vector k. Besides, the parameters uk and vk in

Eq. (6) denote Bogoliubov parameters, which are given

by

uk = (
√
Hk +

√
Hk + 2Ak)/2(H2

k + 2HkAk)
1/4,

vk = (
√
Hk −

√
Hk + 2Ak)/2(H2

k + 2HkAk)
1/4, (7)

LI R0=0 A=0.1

A=1.4 A=3.4454

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

c0|k|/M*

f(
c 0
|k
|/M

*)

FIG. 2. The dimensionless function f shown in (10) as a
function of c0|k|/M∗. LI denotes Lorentz invariant case with
f = 1, such that ωk = c0|k|. R = 0 denotes the contact inter-
action case, where f is independent of A. For DDI dominance
case, we take R =

√
π/2, in such case f could dip below 1 for

an interval of c0|k|/M∗. Note that f becomes negative when
A > Ac = 3.4454, which means the spectrum of quasiparticle
becomes unstable.

satisfying u2k − v2k = 1. Here Hk = k2/2m and Ak =

ρ0V
2D
int, 0(k) [77], with k = |k|. The quasiparticle fre-

quency ωk =
√
H2

k + 2HkAk, and the Fourier transfor-

mation of the effective quasi-2D interaction is given by

[79]

V 2D
int, 0(k) = geff0 (1− 3R

2
kdzw[

kdz√
2
]), (8)

with w[x] = exp[x2](1− erf[x]), an effective contact cou-

pling geff0 = 1√
2πdz

(gc +2gd), and the dimensionless ratio

being defined as

R =
√
π/2/(1 + gc/2gd). (9)

In experiment, the contact interaction and the dipolar

interaction can be tunable via Feshbach resonance [83,

84] and rotating polarizing field [85], thus the parameter

R could be tunable experimentally. It ranges from R = 0

(when gd/gc → 0, i.e., contact dominance), to R =
√
π/2

(when gd/gc → ∞, i.e., DDI dominance).

The explicit dispersion relation of the density fluctua-

tions shown in Eq. (6) that closely resemble a Lorentz-

violating scalar field reads

ωk = c0|k|

√
1− 3R

2

√
A
c0|k|
M∗

w

[√
A

2

c0|k|
M∗

]
+

1

4

c20|k|2
M2

∗

= c0|k|f(c0|k|/M∗). (10)

Here c0 =
√
geff0 ρ0/m denotes the speed of sound, the

dimensionless parameter

A = geff0 ρ0/ωz (11)

represents the effective chemical potential as measured

relative to the transverse trapping, and

M∗ = mc20 (12)



4

is the analog energy scale of Lorentz violation, only well

below which, i.e., only when c0|k|/M∗ ≪ 1, the dis-

persion relation in Eq. (10) can be approximately re-

duced to the LI case (f(c0|k|/M∗) ≃ 1). In particu-

lar, by appropriately setting the relevant parameters A

and R, the dispersion could be analogously superluminal

(f(c0|k|/M∗) > 1) and subluminal (f(c0|k|/M∗) < 1).

Here we need to note that if our condensate system is

considered to be in the DDI dominance regime, and in

such case A should be assumed to be not larger than the

critical value Ac = 3.4454, or the corresponding spec-

trum of quasiparticle becomes unstable [77–79]. There-

fore, in order to keep the stability of the spectrum of

quasiparticle in the DDI dominance regime, A ≤ Ac will

be taken throughout the whole paper and this condition

requires that the frequency of the confinement along the

z-direction satisfies ωz ≥ 2mg2
dρ

2
0

π A2
c

.

In Fig. 2, we plot the function f(c0|k|/M∗) shown in

Eq. (10) as a function of c0|k|/M∗. We can find that

for the DDI dominance case (R =
√
π/2), the anal-

ogous subluminal spectrum develops a roton minimum

for sufficiently large A, and the LI is strongly broken

near c0|k|/M∗ ≃ 0.9 [77]. Alternatively, f(c0|k|/M∗)

could dip below 1 for an interval of c0|k|/M∗. More-

over, the larger A is, the further the Lorentz-violating

spectrum deviates from the LI one. For the contact inter-

action case, i.e., R = 0 case, f(c0|k|/M∗) is bigger than

1, which denotes the analogous superluminal spectrum

case. We note that based on the similarity between the

density fluctuations in Eq. (6) and a Lorentz-violating

scalar field, there has been colorful application to the

exploration of Lorentz-violating physics in various areas

[52, 60, 77, 78, 86–88]. In particular, by appropriately

tuning both the parameters R and A, a variety of non-

linear trans-Planckian dispersions have been simulated to

probe Planck-scale effects in cosmology recently [89]. Go

beyond the LI vacuum case [25], in what follows, we will

analyze the harvesting of entanglement from a Lorentz-

violating quantum field vacuum to Unruh-DeWitt parti-

cle detectors.

III. BASIC FORMULAS FOR ENTANGLEMENT
HARVESTING OF TWO UNRUH-DEWITT

DETECTORS

In order to probe quantum field, Unruh-DeWitt de-

tector [8, 68–71, 90] has been introduced. It, for conve-

nience, usually is modeled as a two-level (1 and 2) quan-

tum system, such as an atom, and interacts with the field

to be probed. This detector model captures the essen-

tial features of the light-matter interaction when angular

momentum interchange is negligible [91, 92]. To realize

such analogue physics in the ultracold atomic systems,

we, inspired by the seminal atomic quantum dot idea in-

troduced in Refs. [74, 75], model impurity consisting of

a two-level (1 and 2) atom as the Unruh-DeWitt detec-

tor, and assume it is immersed in the quasi-2D dipolar

BEC discussed above (see Fig. 1). We also assume that

the impurity is externally imposed by a tightly confining

trap potential whose locality could be relatively moved,

so that we can set the location of impurity and focus only

on their internal degrees of freedom. The concrete for-

mula of the analog between these two models has been

introduced in Refs. [52, 60, 93, 94].

Here we will consider two identical such kind of de-

tectors immersed in the quasi-2D dipolar BEC. The

spacetime trajectory of the detector, (tD(τ), rD(τ)) with

D ∈ {A,B} denoting two detectors, is parameterized by

its proper time τ . Then, the interaction Hamiltonian

between the detectors and the analogue field in the in-

teraction picture reads

ĤI =
∑

D=A,B

[
g(τ)(σ+

De
iΩτ + σ−

De
−iΩτ )δρ̂(tD(τ), rD(τ))

]
,

(13)

where g(τ) = λχ(τ) = λ exp[−τ2/(2σ2)] with λ being

the coupling strength, and χ(τ) = λ exp[−τ2/(2σ2)] is

the Gaussian switching function with parameter σ con-

trolling the duration of the interaction. Besides, Ω repre-

sents the detector’s energy-level gap between its ground

state |gD⟩ and its excitation state |eD⟩ (D ∈ {A,B}).
σ+
D and σ−

D denote the ladder operators of the detector,

and δρ̂(tD(τ), rD(τ)) is the density fluctuations of dipo-

lar BEC shown in Eq. (6) that resembles the quantized

Lorentz-violating field.

We take the initial state of joint system (the impuri-

ties and the density fluctuations, or the detectors and the

quantum field) to be |gA, gB⟩ ⊗ |0⟩, i.e., the two detec-

tors are prepared in their ground state and the field is

in the vacuum state |0⟩. With the interaction Hamilto-

nian in Eq. (13), then, based on the perturbation the-

ory, the density matrix for the final state of the detectors

in the basis {|gA⟩|gB⟩, |gA⟩|eB⟩, |eA⟩|gB⟩, |eA⟩|eB⟩} can be

obtained by tracing over the field degree of freedom to

leading order in the coupling strength [25, 37, 95]

ρAB =

1− PA − PB 0 0 X
0 PB C 0
0 C∗ PA 0
X∗ 0 0 0

+O(λ4), (14)

where the transition probability PD reads

PD = λ2
∫∫

dτ dτ ′χ(τ)χ(τ ′)e−iΩ(τ−τ ′)W(tD, rD, t
′
D, r

′
D),

(15)
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with D ∈ {A,B}, and the quantities C and X, which

characterize correlations, are given by

C = λ2
∫∫

dτχ(τ ′)χ(τ ′)e−iΩ(τ−τ ′)W(tA, rA, t
′
B, r

′
B),

(16)

and

X = −λ2
∫∫

dτdτ ′χ(τ)χ(τ ′)e−iΩ(τ+τ ′)
[
θ(t− t′)

×W(tA, rA, t
′
B, r

′
B) + θ(t′ − t)W(t′B, r

′
B, tA, rA)

]
. (17)

Here θ represents the Heaviside theta function.

W(t, r, t′, r′) = ⟨0|δρ̂(t, r)δρ̂(t′, r′)|0⟩ is the Wightman

function associated with field.

In order to quantify the entanglement among the de-

tectors resulting from their interaction with the Lorentz-

violating quantum field, we employ the concurrence as

a measurement of entanglement, which has been intro-

duced in Ref. [96]. For the above final state (14) of the

detectors, the corresponding concurrence yields [37]

C[ρAB] = 2max

[
0, |X| −

√
PAPB

]
+O(λ4). (18)

We can see from this concurrence (18) that the entan-

glement harvested by the two detectors from the field is

determinated by the competition between two quantities:

the off-diagonal matrix element |X|, which characterizes

the nonlocal correlations between the detectors, and geo-

metric mean of the detector’s transition probabilities PA

and PB (the “noise”). Note that the matrix element C

does not enter Eq. (18), and thus has no contribution

to the entanglement harvesting. Furthermore, since two

identical detectors are considered, PA = PB, and the con-

currence is simply determined by |X| − PD.

IV. ENTANGLEMENT HARVESTING FOR
DETECTORS IN LORENTZ-VIOLATING FIELD

VACUUM

In this section, we are going to analyze how the LI vio-

lation affects the entanglement harvesting for two Unruh-

DeWitt detectors in a Lorentz-violating quantum field

vacuum. For this purpose, we first need to calculate PD

and X in the expression of concurrence shown in Eq.

(18).

We assume that that two identical detectors are static

as shown Fig. 1, then their corresponding trajectories in

the polar coordinates can be written as

rA = r, θA = θA, tA = τ,

rB = r, θB = θB, tB = τ. (19)

(a) (b)𝜎𝑀∗ = 5 𝜎𝑀∗ = 8
� [ ρ0 λ

2

c02
]

0

10

20

30

40

� [ ρ0 λ
2

c02
]

0
5
10
15
20
25

FIG. 3. Concurrence shown in Eq. (18) as a function of
the energy-level spacing Ω/M∗ and the interdetector distance
M∗L/c0 for the Lorentz-invariant vacuum case. The units of
the concurrence is ρ0λ

2/c20, and the switching-function width
σM∗ = 5 and 8 respectively corresponds to (a) and (b).

We assume θB − θA = δθ, and L = |rB − rA| represents
the constant interdetector spatial distance as measured

in the laboratory reference frame. It represents one of the

key controllable parameters that affects the entanglement

harvesting.

On the other hand, the Wightman function for vacuum

analogue Lorentz-violating field reads [95]

W(t, r, t′, r′) =
ρ0

(2π)2

∫
d2k(uk + vk)

2e−iωk(t−t′)+ik·(r−r′).

(20)

Substituting Eqs. (19) and (20) into Eqs. (15) and (17),

one can obtain

PD = λ2ρ0σ
2

∫ ∞

0

k(uk + νk)
2e−(ωk+Ω)2σ2

dk, (21)

and

X = −λ2ρ0σ2

∫ ∞

0

k(uk + νk)
2e−(ω2

k+Ω2)σ2

×(1 + iErfi[σωk])J0(kL)dk, (22)

where L = |rB − rA| has been defined above. Seen from

Eqs. (21) and (22), numerical integration is needed for

the evaluation of entanglement shown in (18).

A. Lorentz invariant case

If R = 0, i.e., only contact interaction between the

atoms or molecules in the Bose gas exists, the dispersion

relation given in Eq. (10) can be rewritten as

ω2
k = c20|k|2 + ϵ2|k|4, (23)

where ϵ = c20/2M∗. This dispersion becomes relevant

when the quartic term in (23) becomes comparable to

the quadratic term. In particular, at their equivalence

point there is a crossover scale kc = |k|c = c0/ϵ, which
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FIG. 4. Concurrence shown in Eq. (18) as a function of the energy-level spacing Ω/M∗ and the interdetector distance M∗L/c0
for the Lorentz-violating case. The units of the concurrence is ρ0λ

2/c20. The switching function width σM∗ = 1 corresponds to

(a), (b) and (c) cases, and σM∗ = 5 corresponds to (d), (e) and (f) cases. We take R =
√

π/2 in the dispersion (10) such that
the strength of LI violation increases with the increase of A.

means that a transition from the linear (phononic) band

to the dispersive regime (quasiparticles) exists. Note that

if kc here is sufficiently larger than the inverse switching

function width k0 = 1/σ, the contributions from high-

|k| to the integrands in (21) and (22) will be suppressed.

Therefore, if the switching function width for a detector

is sufficiently larger than 1/kc, the effects of dispersion

for harvesting are negligible. Usually, one can consider

the long wavelength (phononic) regime, neglecting the

quantum pressure term ∼ ▽2δρ, and thus ωk ≈ c0|k|,
as done in Refs. [78, 89, 97–99]. Which in this issue

allows us to study the entanglement harvesting from the

LI quantum field vacuum.

We now analyze the effects of the detectors’ energy-

level spacing, Ω/M∗, and the interdetector distance,

M∗L/c0, on the entanglement harvested between the two

detectors for the Lorentz-invariant field case. Note that

here both of the energy-level spacing and the interde-

tector distance are dimensionless. Seen from Fig. 3,

when fixing the switching-function width σM∗ there are

several separated regions of the detectors’ energy-level

spacing and of the interdetector distance only in which

the detectors can harvest entanglement from the quan-

tum field vacuum. This results from the damped oscil-

lation of Bessel function via the interdetector distance

L in Eq. (22). Besides, there is an optimal parameter

region where the most entanglement can be harvested

from the quantum field vacuum. Specifically, this region

corresponds to the area of both the relatively small de-

tectors’ energy-level spacing and small interdetector dis-

tance. Furthermore, when both of the Ω/M∗ andM∗L/c0
approache to zero, the maximum entanglement can be

harvested. We can also find that the width, σM∗, in the

Gaussian distribution for the switching function could

affect the bound of both the energy-level spacing and

the interdetector distance, beyond which entanglement

can not be harvested from the quantum field vacuum.

When the switching-function width σM∗ increases, the

bound for Ω/M∗ decreases. However, the bound for the

M∗L/c0 increases with the increase of σM∗. Besides,

the amount of the harvested entanglement between the

two Unruh-DeWitt detectors becomes smaller when the

switching-function width σM∗ increases. Therefore, for

the Lorentz-invariant quantum field case, the optimal re-

gion to harvest entanglement from the field vacuum us-

ing the Unruh-DeWitt detectors is the region around the

original of both the detectors’ energy-level spacing and

the interdetector distance.

B. Lorentz-violating case

As discussed above, the density fluctuations shown in

Eq. (6) closely resemble a Lorentz-violating scalar field

with an explicit dispersion relation given in Eq. (10).

This analogue has been fruitful applications in the ex-

ploration of Lorentz-violating quantum field theory in



7

M*L/c0=0 M*L/c0=0.3

M*L/c0=0.7 M*L/c0=1.2

0 1 2 3
0
1
2
3
4

A

�
[ρ

0
λ2 c 02
]

(a) (b) (c)
M*L/c0=0 M*L/c0=0.3

M*L/c0=0.7 M*L/c0=1.2

0 1 2 3
0
1
2
3
4

A

�
[ρ

0
λ2 c 02
]

M*L/c0=0 M*L/c0=0.3

M*L/c0=0.7 M*L/c0=1.2

0 1 2 3
0

1

2

A

�
[ρ

0
λ2 c 02
]

M*L/c0=0 M*L/c0=0.3

M*L/c0=0.7 M*L/c0=1.2

0 1 2 3
0
10
20
30
40

A

�
[ρ

0
λ2 c 02
]

(d) (e) (f)
M*L/c0=0 M*L/c0=0.3

M*L/c0=0.7 M*L/c0=1.2

0 1 2 3
0

10

20

A

�
[ρ

0
λ2 c 02
]

M*L/c0=0 M*L/c0=0.3

M*L/c0=0.7 M*L/c0=1.2

0 1 2 3
0
2
4
6
8

A

�
[ρ

0
λ2 c 02
]

Ω/𝑀∗ = 0.1, 𝜎𝑀∗=1 Ω/𝑀∗ = 0.4, 𝜎𝑀∗=1 Ω/𝑀∗ = 1, 𝜎𝑀∗=1

Ω/𝑀∗ = 0.1, 𝜎𝑀∗=5 Ω/𝑀∗ = 0.2, 𝜎𝑀∗=5 Ω/𝑀∗ = 0.3, 𝜎𝑀∗=5

FIG. 5. Concurrence shown in Eq. (18) as a function of the strength of the LI violation, A. The units of the concurrence
is ρ0λ

2/c20. Here the detector’s energy-level spacing Ω/M∗ is fixed, while the interdetector distance M∗L/c0 varies. We take

R =
√

π/2 in the dispersion (10) such that the strength of LI violation increases with the increase of A. The switching function
width σM∗ = 1 corresponds to (a), (b) and (c) cases, and σM∗ = 5 corresponds to (d), (e) and (f) cases.

curved spacetime, e.g., probing the scale invariance of

the inflationary power spectrum [78], studying impact of

trans-Planckian excitations on black-hole radiation [86],

demonstrating the Lorentz-violation induced nonthermal

Unruh effect [60], and so on. In what follows, we will

study how the LI violation affects the entanglement har-

vesting from the quantum field vacuum using this plat-

form. Note that in Ref. [89] a variety of specific nonlinear

trans-Planckian dispersions have been simulated through

appropriately tuning both of the parameters R and A

introduced above. We here fixed R =
√
π/2 and take

various A ∈ [0, 3.4454]. As such, the obtained disper-

sion in Eq. (10) is subluminal, and correspondingly its

departure from the Lorentz-invariant one increases with

the increase of A. Which has been commonly used to ex-

plore the trans-Planckian physics of quantum field theory

in different scenarios [52, 60, 77, 78, 86].

In Fig. 4, we fix the parameter R =
√
π/2, vary A

and plot the concurrence shown in (18) as a function of

the energy-level spacing Ω/M∗ and the interdetector dis-

tance M∗L/c0. It is found that when the LI violation

is weak, the optimal entanglement-harvesting region still

concentrate in the area of relatively smaller Ω/M∗ and

M∗L/c0. This consists with the Lorentz-invariant field

case discussed above. However, when A increases, i.e.,

the LI violation becomes stronger, we can find that the

optimal region of entanglement harvesting will deviate

the origin of the energy-level spacing Ω/M∗ and the inter-

detector distanceM∗L/c0. Specifically, with the increase

of the strength of the LI violation, the optimal parame-

ter Ω/M∗ for entanglement harvesting deviates the origin

and increases monotonously. However, the optimal pa-

rameter M∗L/c0 for entanglement harvesting keeps the

same as that of the Lorentz-invariant field case. Fur-

thermore, the degree of LI violation also governs the pa-

rameter region in (Ω/M∗,M∗L/c0) that is accessible for

entanglement harvesting from the quantum field vacuum.

See from Fig. 4 (a), (b) and (c), when the width of the

switching function σM∗ is small, the maximum entangle-

ment that could be harvested first increases with the in-

crease of the strength of LI violation and then decreases.

However, when the width of the switching function σM∗
is relatively larger, seen from Fig. 4 (d), (e) and (f)

the maximum entanglement that could be harvested al-

ways increases with the increase of the strength of LI

violation. Besides, comparing Fig. 4 (a), (b) and (c)

with Fig. 4 (d), (e) and (f), we can find that when the

switching function width σM∗ increases, the maximum

entanglement that could be harvested from the Lorentz-

violating quantum field vacuum increases, after optimiz-
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FIG. 6. Concurrence shown in Eq. (18) as a function of the strength of the LI violation A. The units of the concurrence
is ρ0λ

2/c20. Here the interdetector distance M∗L/c0 is fixed, while the detector’s energy-level spacing Ω/M∗ varies. We take

R =
√

π/2 in the dispersion (10) such that the strength of LI violation increases with the increase of A. The switching function
width σM∗ = 1 corresponds to (a), (b) and (c) cases, and σM∗ = 5 corresponds to (d), (e) and (f) cases.

ing other parameters, such as Ω/M∗ and M∗L/c0. This

result is quite different from that of Lorentz-invariant

case where the bigger switching-function width will de-

grade the maximum entanglement that could be har-

vested by the Unruh-Dewitt detectors.

In order to see how the LI violation affects the entan-

glement harvesting more clearly, we fix the parameters,

such as the energy-level spacing Ω/M∗, the interdetec-

tor distance M∗L/c0, and the switching function width

σM∗, and plot the entanglement harvested as a function

of the strength of the LI violation, A, in Figs. 5 and 6.

Seen from Fig. 5 (a), (b) and (c) for relatively smaller

switching-function width cases, we can find that for rel-

atively smaller interdetector distance M∗L/c0 case, the

entanglement harvested first increases with the increase

of the strength of the LI violation A, and the then de-

creases monotonously to a constant that depends on both

the detector’s energy-level spacing Ω/M∗ and the inter-

detector distance M∗L/c0. However, when M∗L/c0 is

relatively larger, the entanglement harvested decreases

monotonously as the increases of A for relatively smaller

energy-level spacing cases, while still increases and then

decreases monotonously for relatively larger energy-level

spacing cases. Therefore, for the case of relatively smaller

switching-function width σM∗, the qualitative behavior

of the entanglement harvest vs the strength of the LI vi-

olation depends on both the detector’s energy-level spac-

ing Ω/M∗ and the interdetector distance M∗L/c0. When

the width of the switching function is relatively wider,

we can see from Fig. 5 (d), (e) and (f) that the entan-

glement harvested first increases monotonously and then

decreases rapidly to a constant with the increase of the

strength of the LI violation A. This behavior is different

from the case with smaller width of the switching func-

tion shown in Fig. 5 (a), (b) and (c), where the behavior

of the entanglement harvested depends on both the de-

tector’s energy-level spacing Ω/M∗ and the interdetector

distance M∗L/c0. Furthermore, we can also find that

no matter for the small or large width of the switching

function, the interdetector distance M∗L/c0 may reduce

the amount of the entanglement harvested. Therefore,

the optimal interdetector distance for harvesting entan-

glement approaches to M∗L/c0 = 0.

In Fig. 6, we fix the interdetector distance M∗L/c0
and the width of switching function σM∗, and plot the

entanglement that could be harvested as a function of the

strength of the LI violation A via the various detector’s

energy-level spacing Ω/M∗. When the width of switching

function σM∗ is relatively smaller, we can see from Fig.

6 (a), (b) and (c) that with the increase of the strength
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of the LI violation A, the entanglement that could be

harvested from the Lorentz-violating quantum field vac-

uum increases monotonously first and then decreases to a

constant, which could be vanishing with properly choos-

ing M∗L/c0 and Ω/M∗. In particular, there is a cross

between the curves corresponding to various Ω/M∗ cases

with fixedM∗L/c0. This indicates that the entanglement

harvested is not a monotonous function of the detector’s

energy-level spacing Ω/M∗ for fixed M∗L/c0 and A. We

can also find that when fixing the Ω/M∗ and A, the en-

tanglement harvested decreases with the increase of the

interdetector distance M∗L/c0 by comparing Fig. 6 (a),

(b) and (c). When the width of switching function σM∗
is relatively wider, we can see from Fig. 6 (d), (e) and

(f) that the entanglement harvested shows two kinds of

behaviors as the increase of the strength of the LI viola-

tion: 1) when the detector’s energy-level spacing Ω/M∗
is relatively smaller, it increases to a maximum and then

decreases monotonously; 2) when the detector’s energy-

level spacing Ω/M∗ is relatively larger, it always increases

monotonously. This is quite different from the case of rel-

atively smaller width of the switching function. Further-

more, the wider width σM∗ of the switching function may

lead to more entanglement that could be harvested by

the Unruh-DeWitt detectors from the Lorentz-violating

quantum field vacuum.

We give a summary here. When one uses two Unruh-

DeWitt detectors to harvest entanglement from quan-

tum field vacuum, the Lorentz-violating quantum field

vacuum will lead to quite distinct behaviors compared

with that induced by the Lorentz-invariant quantum

field vacuum. Specifically, for the entanglement har-

vesting from the Lorentz-invariant quantum field vac-

uum, the optimal detector’s energy-level spacing Ω/M∗
approaches to the vanishing region. However, for the

Lorentz-violating quantum field vacuum case, the opti-

mal detector’s energy-level spacing Ω/M∗ for the entan-

glement harvesting may have departure from the original

point, and the stronger the LI violation is, the further

the departure is. Furthermore, the wider width σM∗ of

the switching function may lead to more entanglement

that could be harvested by the Unruh-DeWitt detectors

from the Lorentz-violating quantum field vacuum, which

is completely opposite to that of the Lorentz-invariant

quantum field vacuum case. These distinctions, in prin-

ciple, could be used as the criteria to explore whether the

quantum field is Lorentz invariant or not in practice.

V. EXPERIMENTAL IMPLEMENTATION

Recent advances in ultra-cold atomic technology have

enabled groundbreaking observations of magnetic DDI-

dominated condensate [73] using various atomic species

[100–104]; see also Ref. [105] for an extensive review

and a comprehensive list of references. Furthermore, the

realization of BEC composed of molecules with perma-

nent electric dipoles [106] represents a current frontier

of research [107–112]. The presence of the DDI between

atoms significantly influences the quasiparticle dispersion

on the condensate. As a result, the excitation spectrum

of a dipolar BEC deviates from the Lorentz-invariant

form—a deviation that can be tuned by varying the ratio

of contact to dipolar interaction strengths. Notably, in

the DDI-dominated regime, the spectrum even exhibits

a roton minimum [76–80], signaling an ultra-strong effec-

tive violation of LI for the analog quantum field. Such

roton modes have been experimentally observed recently

[105, 113–117], underscoring the relevance of dipolar

BECs as analog quantum simulators of Lorentz-violating

field theories. In this context, the dipolar BEC could fur-

nish a perfect platform for using its corresponding den-

sity fluctuations to emulate Lorentz-violating quantum

field within experimentally accessible regimes. Further-

more, rapid progress in high-precision measurements of

correlation functions [118–126] opens promising avenues

for exploring the possible extraordinary propagation of

quantum field arising from the broken LI.

In our proposal, an effective two-level quantum sys-

tem serves as a probe to detect the density fluctuations

in a dipolar BEC, which emulates a Lorentz-violating

quantum field. The similar hybrid systems [127, 128],

combining trapped ions and ultracold atomic gases, have

recently emerged as a promising platform for fundamen-

tal research in quantum physics. Experimentally, single

effective detector system, such as a trapped single ion

[129, 130] and single electron [131], that is coupled to

a BEC has been reported recently. Moreover, usually

the dynamics of such impurities can be used to probe

the density profile of a BEC [132–137], see Ref. [128]

for an extensive review and a comprehensive list of refer-

ences. By designing an external trapping potential, one

can tightly confine impurities and precisely control their

positions, enabling the study of entanglement harvest-

ing from the quantum field vacuum at variable detector

separations. Thus, it is possible in principle to design a

hybrid system combining two impurities embedded in a

dipolar BEC, allowing investigation of impurity dynam-

ics mediated by roton modes arising from atomic DDI.

This proposed ultra-cold atomic setup thereby functions

as a programmable quantum simulator of the broken LI

physics, as motivated in previous sections.
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VI. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this paper, we establish the connection between a

pair of impurities in a dipolar BEC and a pair of idealized

Unruh-DeWitt detectors interacting with the Lorentz-

violating quantum field. This mapping provides a syn-

thetic quantum system enabling an experimental proof-

of-principle demonstration of the entanglement harvest-

ing protocol from the Lorentz-violating quantum field

vacuum. We systematically investigate how key param-

eters, such as the energy-level spacing and spatial dis-

tance, influence the amount of entanglement harvested

from the Lorentz-violating quantum field vacuum. In

particular, we analyze how the strength of the LI viola-

tion affects the harvested entanglement, revealing signif-

icant distinctions from the Lorentz-invariant case. These

include shifts in the optimal energy structure of detec-

tor and the feasible separation range for entanglement

harvesting. Our proposed quantum fluid platform pro-

vides an experimentally realizable testbed to examine the

entanglement harvesting protocol in Lorentz-violating

quantum field theories. The results also provide valu-

able guidance for explore LI violation in quantum field

theory.

Our proposed quantum fluid platform can function as

a quantum simulator [138] for studying quantum field

theories. It enables the exploration of entanglement har-

vesting from Lorentz-violating quantum field vacuum by

various Unruh-DeWitt detectors, including inertial de-

tectors with constant velocity [52], uniformly accelerated

detectors [60], those in black hole background [86], and

those in an expanding universe [78, 87]. In turn, our

proposed scheme also offers a local and nondestructive

measurement method for probing continuous variable en-

tanglement in non-equilibrium ultra-cold atom systems.
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ter late than never: Information Retrieval from Black
Holes, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 101301 (2013).

[25] A. Pozas-Kerstjens and E. Mart́ın-Mart́ınez, Harvesting
correlations from the quantum vacuum, Phys. Rev. D
92, 064042 (2015).

[26] S.-M. Wu, R.-D. Wang, X.-L. Huang, and Z. Wang, Har-
vesting asymmetric steering via non-identical detectors,
The European Physical Journal C 85, 708 (2025).

[27] A. Teixidó-Bonfill and E. Mart́ın-Mart́ınez, Deriva-
tive coupling enables genuine entanglement harvesting
in causal communication, Phys. Rev. D 110, 105016
(2024).

[28] S.-M. Wu, R.-D. Wang, X.-L. Huang, and Z. Wang,
Does gravitational wave assist vacuum steering and Bell
nonlocality?, Journal of High Energy Physics 2024, 155
(2024).

[29] K. Bueley, L. Huang, K. Gallock-Yoshimura, and R. B.
Mann, Harvesting mutual information from BTZ black
hole spacetime, Phys. Rev. D 106, 025010 (2022).

[30] D. Barman, S. Barman, and B. R. Majhi, Entanglement
harvesting between two inertial Unruh-Dewitt detectors
from nonvacuum quantum fluctuations, Phys. Rev. D
106, 045005 (2022).

[31] C. Suryaatmadja, R. B. Mann, and W. Cong, Entan-
glement harvesting of inertially moving Unruh-Dewitt
detectors in minkowski spacetime, Phys. Rev. D 106,
076002 (2022).

[32] Z. Liu, J. Zhang, R. B. Mann, and H. Yu, Does accel-
eration assist entanglement harvesting?, Phys. Rev. D
105, 085012 (2022).

[33] K. Gallock-Yoshimura, E. Tjoa, and R. B. Mann, Har-
vesting entanglement with detectors freely falling into a
black hole, Phys. Rev. D 104, 025001 (2021).

[34] J. Foo, R. B. Mann, and M. Zych, Entanglement ampli-
fication between superposed detectors in flat and curved
spacetimes, Phys. Rev. D 103, 065013 (2021).

[35] K. K. Ng, R. B. Mann, and E. Mart́ın-Mart́ınez,
New techniques for entanglement harvesting in flat and
curved spacetimes, Phys. Rev. D 97, 125011 (2018).

[36] R. Li and Z. Zhao, Entanglement harvesting of circu-
larly accelerated detectors with a reflecting boundary,

Journal of High Energy Physics 2025, 185 (2025).
[37] E. Mart́ın-Mart́ınez, A. R. H. Smith, and D. R. Terno,

Spacetime structure and vacuum entanglement, Phys.
Rev. D 93, 044001 (2016).

[38] E. Mart́ın-Mart́ınez and N. C. Menicucci, Cosmological
quantum entanglement, Classical and Quantum Gravity
29, 224003 (2012).

[39] E. Mart́ın-Mart́ınez and N. C. Menicucci, Entangle-
ment in curved spacetimes and cosmology, Classical and
Quantum Gravity 31, 214001 (2014).

[40] X. Liu, Z. Tian, J. Wang, and J. Jing, Radiative process
of two entanglement atoms in de Sitter spacetime, Phys.
Rev. D 97, 105030 (2018).

[41] Z. Tian, J. Wang, J. Jing, and A. Dragan, Detecting
the curvature of de Sitter universe with two entangled
atoms, Scientific Reports 6, 35222 (2016).

[42] Z. Tian and J. Jing, Distinguishing de Sitter universe
from thermal Minkowski spacetime by Casimir-Polder-
like force, Journal of High Energy Physics 2014, 89
(2014).

[43] A. Chakraborty, L. Hackl, and M. Zych, Entanglement
harvesting in quantum superposed spacetime, Phys.
Rev. D 111, 104052 (2025).

[44] Y. Ji, J. Zhang, and H. Yu, Entanglement harvesting in
cosmic string spacetime, Journal of High Energy Physics
2024, 161 (2024).

[45] T. R. Perche, B. Ragula, and E. Mart́ın-Mart́ınez, Har-
vesting entanglement from the gravitational vacuum,
Phys. Rev. D 108, 085025 (2023).

[46] G. Amelino-Camelia, Quantum-Spacetime Phe-
nomenology, Living Rev. Rel. 16, 5 (2013).

[47] R. Chatterjee, S. Gangopadhyay, and A. S. Majumdar,
Violation of equivalence in an accelerating atom-mirror
system in the generalized uncertainty principle frame-
work, Phys. Rev. D 104, 124001 (2021).

[48] N. Kajuri, Polymer quantization predicts radiation in
inertial frames, Classical and Quantum Gravity 33,
055007 (2016).

[49] V. Husain and J. Louko, Low Energy Lorentz Violation
from Modified Dispersion at High Energies, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 116, 061301 (2016).

[50] N. Kajuri and G. Sardar, Low energy Lorentz viola-
tion in polymer quantization revisited, Physics Letters
B 776, 412 (2018).

[51] J. Louko and S. D. Upton, Low-energy Lorentz violation
from high-energy modified dispersion in inertial and cir-
cular motion, Phys. Rev. D 97, 025008 (2018).

[52] Z. Tian and J. Du, Probing low-energy Lorentz violation
from high-energy modified dispersion in dipolar Bose-
Einstein condensates, Phys. Rev. D 103, 085014 (2021).

[53] Y. Wu and Z. Tian, Geometric phase assisted detection
of Lorentz-invariance violation from modified dispersion
at high energies, arXiv:2409.09257 [hep-th].

[54] I. Agullo, J. Navarro-Salas, G. J. Olmo, and L. Parker,
Acceleration radiation, transition probabilities and
trans-Planckian physics, New Journal of Physics 12,
095017 (2010).

[55] G. M. Hossain and G. Sardar, Violation of the Kubo-
Martin-Schwinger condition along a Rindler trajectory
in polymer quantization, Phys. Rev. D 92, 024018
(2015).

[56] R. Carballo-Rubio, L. J. Garay, E. Mart́ın-Mart́ınez,
and J. de Ramón, Unruh Effect without Thermality,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 041601 (2019).

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.110.052424
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.110.052424
https://doi.org/10.22331/q-2024-12-12-1564
https://doi.org/10.22331/q-2024-12-12-1564
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9209058
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9209058
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/26/22/224001
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/26/22/224001
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2021.10.001
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2021.10.001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.48.3743
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.48.3743
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2013)062
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2013)062
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.101301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.064042
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.064042
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-025-14414-4
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.110.105016
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.110.105016
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2024)155
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2024)155
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.025010
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.045005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.045005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.076002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.076002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.085012
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.085012
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.025001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.065013
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.125011
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2025)185
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.044001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.044001
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/29/22/224003
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/29/22/224003
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/31/21/214001
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/31/21/214001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.105030
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.105030
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep35222
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2014)089
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2014)089
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.111.104052
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.111.104052
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2024)161
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2024)161
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.085025
https://doi.org/10.12942/lrr-2013-5
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.124001
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/33/5/055007
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/33/5/055007
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.061301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.061301
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.11.071
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.11.071
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.025008
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.085014
https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.09257
https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.09257
https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.09257
https://arxiv.org/abs/2409.09257
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/12/9/095017
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/12/9/095017
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.024018
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.024018
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.041601


12

[57] G. M. Hossain and G. Sardar, Is there Unruh effect in
polymer quantization?, Classical and Quantum Gravity
33, 245016 (2016).

[58] F. Del Porro, M. Herrero-Valea, S. Liberati, and
M. Schneider, Rescuing the Unruh effect in Lorentz vi-
olating gravity, The European Physical Journal C 85,
386 (2025).

[59] F. Scardigli, M. Blasone, G. Luciano, and R. Casa-
dio, Modified Unruh effect from generalized uncertainty
principle, The European Physical Journal C 78, 728
(2018).

[60] Z. Tian, L. Wu, L. Zhang, J. Jing, and J. Du,
Probing Lorentz-invariance-violation-induced nonther-
mal Unruh effect in quasi-two-dimensional dipolar con-
densates, Phys. Rev. D 106, L061701 (2022).

[61] H. Xu, Momentum-resolved probing of Lorentz-
violating dispersion relations via Unruh-Dewitt detec-
tor, arXiv:2503.17757 [gr-qc].

[62] D. Colladay and V. A. Kostelecký, CPT violation and
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tos, and F. Ferlaino, Observation of roton mode popu-
lation in a dipolar quantum gas, Nature Physics 14, 442
(2018).

[114] H. Kadau, M. Schmitt, M. Wenzel, C. Wink,
T. Maier, I. Ferrier-Barbut, and T. Pfau, Observing the
Rosensweig instability of a quantum ferrofluid, Nature
530, 194 (2016).

[115] G. Natale, R. M. W. van Bijnen, A. Patscheider, D. Pet-
ter, M. J. Mark, L. Chomaz, and F. Ferlaino, Excita-
tion Spectrum of a Trapped Dipolar Supersolid and Its
Experimental Evidence, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 050402
(2019).

[116] D. Petter, G. Natale, R. M. W. van Bijnen, A. Patschei-
der, M. J. Mark, L. Chomaz, and F. Ferlaino, Probing
the Roton Excitation Spectrum of a Stable Dipolar Bose
Gas, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 183401 (2019).

[117] A. Recati and S. Stringari, Supersolidity in ultracold
dipolar gases, Nature Reviews Physics 5, 735 (2023).

[118] C.-L. Hung, V. Gurarie, and C. Chin, From cosmology
to cold atoms: observation of Sakharov oscillations in a
quenched atomic superfluid, Science (New York, N.Y.)
341, 1213—1215 (2013).

[119] S. Hodgman, R. Dall, A. Manning, K. G. H. Bald-
win, and A. Truscott, Direct measurement of long-range
third-order coherence in Bose-Einstein condensates, Sci-
ence (New York, N.Y.) 331, 1046—1049 (2011).

[120] J. Steinhauer, Observation of quantum Hawking radi-
ation and its entanglement in an analogue black hole,
Nature Physics 12, 959 (2016).
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Supplementary Material

I. THE DETECTORS’ DENSITY MATRIX

Let us begin with the interaction Hamiltonian of two Unruh-DeWitt detectors interacting with the analogue Lorentz-

violating quantum field in the interaction picture,

ĤI(τ) =
∑

D=A,B

[
λχ(τ)(σ+

De
iΩτ + σ−

De
−iΩτ )δρ̂(tD(τ), rD(τ))

]
, (S1)

where λ is the coupling parameter and χ(τ) is similar to a real-valued smooth switching function that specifies how

the interaction is turned on and off. With the Hamiltonian (S1), the interaction-picture time evolution operator for

any initial state can be written as

Û = T
[
exp

(
− i

∫ ∞

−∞
dτĤI(τ)

)]
. (S2)

In the weak coupling regime, the evolution operator Û can be approximated using the Dyson series. After this, one

can find the evolution operator, to the second order in the coupling constant, reads

Û = Û (0) + Û (1) + Û (2) +O(λ3) (S3)

with

Û (0) = I, (S4)

Û (1) = −i
∫ ∞

−∞
dτĤI(τ), (S5)

Û (2) = −
∫ ∞

−∞
dτ

∫ τ

−∞
dτ ′ĤI(τ)ĤI(τ

′), (S6)

where I is the identity matrix.

At the beginning, the detectors and the field are prepared at the state

ρ̂0 = |gA⟩⟨gA| ⊗ |gB⟩⟨gB| ⊗ |ψ⟩⟨ψ|, (S7)

where |g⟩D with D ∈ {A,B} denotes the ground state of the detector and |ψ⟩⟨ψ| denotes the initial state of the field.

The time-evolved state yields ρ̂T = Û ρ̂0Û
†. To the second order, it is found to be

ρ̂T = ρ̂0 + ρ̂(1,0) + ρ̂(0,1) + ρ̂(1,1) + ρ̂(2,0) + ρ̂(0,2) +O(λ3) (S8)

= ρ̂0 + Û (1)ρ̂0 + ρ̂0Û
†(1) + Û (1)ρ̂0Û

†(1) + Û (2)ρ̂0 + ρ̂0Û
†(2) +O(λ3). (S9)

Since we are interested in the detectors’ state, we will trace over the degree of freedom of the quantum field. Therefore,

the evolved state of the detector can be written as

ρ̂AB = Trδρ̂[ρ̂T ] = |gA⟩⟨gA| ⊗ |gB⟩⟨gB|+Trδρ̂[Û
(1)ρ̂0] + Trδρ̂[ρ̂0Û

†(1)]

+Trδρ̂[Û
(1)ρ̂0Û

†(1)] + Trδρ̂[Û
(2)ρ̂0] + Trδρ̂[ρ̂0Û

†(2)]. (S10)

Note that the terms Trδρ̂[Û
(1)ρ̂0] and Trδρ̂[ρ̂0Û

†(1)] are dependent on the one-point correlator of the field, which for

the vaccum and thermal state is zero. Therefore, we can find that the leading order corrections to the state of the

detectors should be at the second order, which depend on the two-point correlation function of the field,

W(t, r, t′, r′) = ⟨ψ|δρ̂(t, r)δρ̂(t′, r′)|ψ⟩, (S11)

also known as the Wightman function. In our case, the analogue quantum field is the density fluctuations of dipolar

BEC, which is of the form,

δρ̂(t, r) =
√
ρ0

∫
d2k

(2π)2
(uk + vk)

[
b̂k(t)e

ik·r + b̂†k(t)e
−ik·r]. (S12)
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This leads to the corresponding Wightman function as

W(t, r, t′, r′) =
ρ0

(2π)2

∫
d2k(uk + vk)

2e−iωk(t−t′)+ik·(r−r′). (S13)

In the basis {|gA⟩|gB⟩, |gA⟩|eB⟩, |eA⟩|gB⟩, |eA⟩|eB⟩}, the reduced density matrix of the detectors shown in (S10) can

be written as

ρAB =

1− PA − PB 0 0 X
0 PB C 0
0 C∗ PA 0
X∗ 0 0 0

+O(g4), (S14)

where the transition probability PD reads

PD = λ2
∫∫

dτ dτ ′χ(τ)χ(τ ′)e−iΩ(τ−τ ′)W(tD, rD, t
′
D, r

′
D), D ∈ {A,B},

(S15)

and the quantities C and X, which characterize correlations, are respectively given by

C = λ2
∫∫

dτχ(τ ′)χ(τ ′)e−iΩ(τ−τ ′)W(tA, rA, t
′
B, r

′
B) (S16)

and

X = −λ2
∫∫

dτdτ ′χ(τ)χ(τ ′)e−iΩ(τ+τ ′)
[
θ(t′ − t)W(tA, rA, t

′
B, r

′
B) + θ(t− t′)W(t′B, r

′
B, tA, rA)

]
. (S17)

Here θ represents the Heaviside theta function. Note that the detector’s coordinate time is a function of its proper

time in the above equations, i.e., t = t(τ).
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