
ar
X

iv
:2

00
4.

05
06

4v
5 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.s

ta
t-

m
ec

h]
  2

1 
O

ct
 2

02
1
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Abstract

Landau-Ginzburg φ4 field theory is usually applied to systems for understanding continuous phase
transitions at critical points. Here we analyze thermal field using similar free energy description
in statistical field theory perspective, and study fluctuations in such a field with particular focus
on realizing thermal Casimir effect. Initially we qualitatively describe emergence of Casimir-like
effect using mean-field approximation and further derive it using coarse-graining of perturbative
renormalization procedure in the vicinity of Gaussian-fixed point. These results may lead to further
the understanding of Casimir effect from scalar fields without employing the concept of zero-point
energy in a cosmological sense.
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1. Introduction

Casimir effect was initially accounted for an interaction between two metal plates [1, 2]. This was
observed by measuring change in electromagnetic zero-point energy (ZPE) by changing the distance
between plates. Casimir interpreted that electromagnetic fluctuations whose wavelength are compa-
rable with the distance between plates would be contributing to Casimir effect, and this interaction is
independent of material in the plates. This result is universal as it depends only on Planck constant
h, speed of light c and distance between the plates. Due to presence of h, Casimir effect is some-
times interpreted as a manifestation of non-trivial quantum vacuum. Planck initially introduced the
possibility of ZPE in reference to quantum vacuum, however he found no physical significance to it
[3]. Consequently Casimir effect was also realized without reference to ZPE in significant works of
varying background potentials [4, 5, 6, 7, 8] and related toy models [9, 10]. Importance of vacuum
energy in description of Casimir effect remains controversial [11, 12].
Later studies revealed that any dynamical phenomenon such as field interaction with boundaries,
non-trivial topology, space-time curvature can be related to Casimir effect at zero-temperature limit.
Further, when vacuum state is considered at finite temperature, thermal fluctuation of electromag-
netic field becomes an important component of Casimir effect. This thermal Casimir effect was
extensively studied initially by Brown and Maclay at finite temperature [13], followed by recent ex-
perimental verification [14]. Regarding ZPE in a cosmological aspect, thermal Casimir effect can be
considered as effect due to polarization of vacuum between the plates. This polarization energy of
scalar fields in topologically non-trivial space-time is attributed to identification conditions and not
due to boundary conditions in case of absence of plates [15, 16]. Studies on cosmological Casimir
effect particularly in S3 ×R1 static space (Einstein and Friedmann universes) led to computation of
non zero-temperature contributions to zero-temperature Casimir stress-energy tensor of the scalar
field which showed ∼ (kBT

4) behaviour at high-temperature limit, where kB is Boltzmann constant
and T is temperature [17]. Similar results were reproduced at low T limit as well [18].
Further critical Casimir effect was formulated and extensively studied in the theory of critical phe-
nomenon at vicinity of second-order phase transitions with boundary conditions [19, 20, 21, 22].
Landau-Ginzburg φ4 field theory is considered universal [23, 24] in sense that different types of
continuous phase transitions [25] have same statistical description of their order parameter. Well
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known examples are density field in liquid-gas phase transition, magnetisation field in ferromagnetic-
paramagnetic phase transition, two component complex field in superfluid transition and polarization
field in ferroelectric-paraelectric phase transition. Statistical properties of fluctuations in these dif-
ferent fields are considered to be similar around criticality for a wide range of physical systems [26],
which can be described by the universal critical exponents from O(n)-symmetric φ4 field theory
[27, 28]. Temperature is a common governing parameter in all these fields which drives the system
towards criticality. Entire statistical description of a system can be captured by free energy as a
function of temperature and volume.
Here we qualitatively attempt to study thermal field as a similar statistical scalar field in O(1) φ4

model, by considering correlation length of thermal field fluctuations comparable with distance be-
tween plates in thermal Casimir effect. This correlation length tends to infinity at criticality, which
cannot be related to material bodies but rather can have a cosmological significance [18]. Analogous
to our approach, hypothetical scalar fields were recently studied in this Landau-Ginzburg framework
to resolve cosmological issues since microscopic symmetry (translational and rotational symmetries)
in φ4 model can be related to large scale homogeneity and isotropy in a Friedmann universe [29].

2. Temperature as a scalar field

Let us take Landau-Ginzburg kind of Hamiltonian [26] for a scalar thermal field T (x) in d
dimensions at zero-temperature limit. Further here T (x) indicates coarse-grained scalar temperature
field over some intrinsic length scale, whereas T indicates temperature determined experimentally.
Since temperature is small, ignoring higher order terms and assuming microscopic symmetry we have
scaled free energy of system as

Φ(T (x)) =

∫
ddx

[
t

2
T 2(x) + uT 4(x) +

K

2
(∇T (x))2

]
, (1)

where t, u and K are analytical functions of temperature and can be expanded around mean value
of T (x) (T is ensemble average of T (x)) in Taylor series such as

t(T ) = t0 + t1(T − T ) + t2(T − T )2 + · · · , (2)

K(T ) = K0 +K1(T − T ) +K2(T − T )2 + · · · (3)

and u(T ) = u0 + u1(T − T ) + u2(T − T )2 + · · · . (4)

Corresponding partition function of system is

Z =

∫
DT (x) exp{−Φ(T (x))}, (5)

where
∫
DT (x) indicates integrating over all allowed configurations of the field. Using saddle point

approximation we can argue that integral can be evaluated just at point where the integrand has its
maximum value, under thermodynamic limit

∫
ddx → ∞. In the integrand of eq.(1), we impose an

analogue of thermodynamic equilibrium by taking the term K
2
(∇T )2 to be maximum to maintain

a uniform temperature across all dimensions of space. This amounts to minimization of f(T ) =
t
2
T 2(x)+uT 4(x), which leads to restriction in integration of subspace of Z in eq.(5) and saddle point

free energy is
Φsp = − lnZsp ≈ Vmin{f(T (x))}T , (6)

where V is volume in d dimensional space. Average temperature T in this space around which
fluctuations may happen can be given by

f ′(T ) = tT + 4uT
3
= 0, (7)

T =

{
0 for t > 0

±
√

−t
4u

for t < 0.
(8)

Here negative solution of temperature is ignored since it provides no physical significance.
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3. Thermal Fluctuations

Let us consider a small non-uniform function φ(x) to uniform mean temperature T all over field
T (x) as

T (x) = T + φ(x)

We have

Z = exp

{
−V

[
t

2
T

2
+ uT

4
]}∫

DT (x) exp



−K

2

∫
ddx


(∇φ)2 +

(
t+ 12uT

2

K

)
φ2





 . (9)

By taking fourier modes of thermal fluctuation

φ(x) =
∑

q

1√
V
φqe

iq.x,

we evaluate different terms in partition function as follows;

∫
ddx(∇φ)2 =

∫
ddx∇


∑

q

1√
V
φqe

iq.x


∇


∑

q′

1√
V
φ′

q
eiq

′.x




=
1

V

∑

q

∑

q′

φqφq′(−qq′)

∫
ddx

(
ei(q+q

′).x
)
. (10)

Since

∫
ddx

(
ei(q+q

′).x
)
= V δq+q′,0 ,

∫
ddx(∇φ)2 =

∑

q

q2
∣∣∣φ2

q

∣∣∣ . (11)

Similarly

∫
ddxφ2 =

∑

q

∣∣∣φ2
q

∣∣∣ . (12)

With this partition function of Landau-Ginzburg Hamiltonian becomes

Z = exp

{
−V

[
t

2
T

2
+ uT

4
]}∫

dφq exp



−K

2

∑

q

∣∣∣φ2
q

∣∣∣
[
q2 +

1

ξ2l

]
 , (13)

where ξl is a characteristic length scale and is defined as

ξ2l =
K

t+ 12uT
2 .

From partition function of Eq. (13) we can observe that fluctuation for each mode behaves like a
Gaussian random variable with mean zero and two-point correlation functions are

〈
φqφq′

〉
=

δq+q′,0

K(q2 + ξ−2
l )

. (14)

Probability of each mode can be defined by integrating over orthogonal Gaussian modes as

Z = exp

{
−V

[
t

2
T

2
+ uT

4
]}∏

q

(
2π

K(q2 + ξ−2
l )

) 1

2

. (15)

With Φ = − lnZ, energy of system is given by

E = T 2∂ lnZ

∂T
. (16)
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From eq. (2) we have
dt = t1dT + 2t2(T − T )dT + · · · , (17)

and neglecting higher order terms, average energy is approximated as

E ≈ T 2(t1 + 2t2(T − T ))
∂ lnZ

∂t
. (18)

In limit of thermodynamic equilibrium (T → T ), we have

E ≈ t1T
2∂ lnZ

∂t
. (19)

3.1. Correlation length ξl

From eq.(14) we observe that parameter 1/ξl decides modes of fluctuations where fluctuations in〈∣∣φq

∣∣2
〉
are significant, beyond which it decays as a power law. In other words, modes of fluctuations

ranging from zero to 1/ξl are dominant. Also when we derive fluctuation correlations in real space〈
(φ(x)− φ(x′))2

〉
[26], we can deduce that range of these fluctuations is ξl, beyond which fluctuations

decay off. Hence this characteristic length scale ξl is also called as correlation length.

3.2. T 6= 0

From eq.(8) T = 0 for t > 0, but since we are interested in studying temperatures close to

absolute zero and fluctuations around them we shall consider region t < 0 where T =
√

−t
4u

and

obtain
K

ξ2l
= −2t = 8uT

2
. (20)

This implies that correlation length of temperature fluctuations is inversely proportional to cor-
responding temperature. In other words considering eqs. (3) and (4) in the limit T → T , ratio

K/u ≈ K0/u0 = 8ξ2l T
2
, a constant. With this, correlation length becomes

ξl =

√
K/8u

T
. (21)

Further finding energy of such a system using eqs.(20), (19) and (15),

E = t1T
2 ∂

∂t
ln


exp



−V

[
−t2

16u

]

∏

q

(
2π

Kq2 − 2t

) 1

2




= t1T
2


V t

8u
− 1

2

∑

q

∂

∂t
ln(Kq2 − 2t)


 .

Taking a continuous spectrum for modes q, energy density is

E

V
= t1

(−t

4u

)(
t

8u
+

∫
ddq

(2π)d
1

(Kq2 − 2t)

)
.

Further implementing eq.(20) and the magnitude of thermal fluctuations given by
〈∣∣φq

∣∣2
〉
= 1

K(q2+ξ−2

l
)
,

E

V
=

−t1K
2

128u2ξ4l
+

t1K

8uξ2l

∫
ddq

(2π)d

〈∣∣φq

∣∣2
〉
. (22)
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4. Thermal Casimir-like force

Wien’s displacement law states that wavelength λmax at which energy density peaks for electro-
magnetic field is inversely proportional to equilibrium temperature T ′ as λmax = b/T ′, where b is
a constant [30]. From eq.(21) the correlation length ξl of thermal fluctuations is comparable with
wavelength λmax of electromagnetic fluctuations and also it can be observed that as T → 0, ξl → ∞.
This implies that thermal fluctuations at different points in d dimensional space are independent.
Here we assume that statistical description of thermal field having an underlying free field behaviour
gives rise to thermal Casimir-like pressure. So taking into account only the free energy term (first
term of eq.(22)), we compare

(
E

V

)

C

=
π2

240a4µ
≈ −t1K

2

128u2ξ4l
= −t1

2
T

4
(23)

where
(
E
V

)
C
is Casimir pressure [1] between two perfectly conducting plates and aµ is distance be-

tween the two plates in natural units which is used henceforth. Assuming t1 = t′(T ) = γ1, a constant
for T → 0 from eq.(17), expression of negative energy density in eq.(23) leads to an attractive force.
We identify that force between the plates is pressure due to thermal fluctuations at distances aµ
comparable with correlation length ξl. These results are qualitatively in close correspondence with
Ref.[18] at low-temperature limit where a scalar field was considered in background of a static uni-
verse with topology S3 × R1 and aµ was related to scale factor in Friedmann universe. Here ξl is
related to scale factor in cosmological sense. Further we can try to incorporate temperature depen-
dence on this thermal Casimir-like energy using successive corrections from t, u and K at higher
temperatures.
The third term of eq.(23) resembles Stefan-Boltzmann law of radiation [30], which gives radiation
pressure as

−γ1
2
T

4
. (24)

Assuming this is true we can also get an expression for thermal Casimir-like force in inertial frames
with speed vc (fraction of light speed) for dynamical system. The expression for inertial relativistic
Stefan-Boltzman Law is [31]

[
E

V

]

vc

=
1

15

[
E

V

]

0

[
(1 + vc)

2(1− v2c )
3/2(v4c − 6v3c + 15v2c − 20vc + 15)

(1− v4c )

]
, (25)

where
[
E
V

]
vc

is radiation pressure in inertial frame at speed vc and
[
E
V

]
0
is radiation pressure when

vc = 0. Similarly at non-relativistic limit (vc ≪ 1) thermal Casimir-like force for dynamical field
transforms as [(

E

V

)

C

]

vc

=
−γ1K

2

128u2ξ4l

[
1 +

14

3
vc +O(v2c )

]
. (26)

5. Perturbative Wilson’s Renormalization Group

The prescription being used from beginning is for thermal fields in zero-temperature limit (T → 0,
ξl → ∞ from eq. (21)). Casimir energy was derived from free energy between two thick plates by
taking limiting case of aµ → ∞ in Lifshitz theory [5]. In same philosophy we consider domain over
which we can use self-similarity or dilation symmetry to perturbatively renormalize thermal fluc-
tuations, where correlations are completely unrelated. Previously in Ref.[18] renormalized Casimir
energy density was derived at limit, scale factor → ∞.
We take the entire partition function for most general form of Landau-Ginzburg Hamiltonian [26]

Φ =

∫
ddx

[
t

2
T 2(x) + uT 4(x) + vT 6(x) + · · ·+ K

2
(∇T (x))2 +

L

2
(∇2T (x))2 + · · ·

]
(27)
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to be

Z =

∫
DT (x) exp[−Φ0 − U] (28)

such that

Φ = Φ0 + U ≡
∫

ddx

[
t

2
T 2(x) +

K

2
(∇T (x))2 +

L

2
(∇2T (x))2 + · · ·

]
+

u

∫
ddxT 4(x) + v

∫
ddxT 6(x) + · · · . (29)

Here Φ0 is exactly solvable considering Gaussian solution and U is the perturbative interaction.
Introducing Fourier modes T (x) =

∑
q

1
V
Tqe

−iq.x we perform coarse-graining of renormalization
procedure by subdividing fluctuations into two components,

Tq =

{
T̃q for 0 < q < Λ/b
σq for Λ/b < q < Λ.

(30)

Λ corresponds to shortest possible wavelength of these fluctuations. And Λ/b (b > 1) is mode of the
cutoff length at which thermal fields are coarse-grained. From results in previous section we assume
that suppose we take Λ to be the mode of smallest length of fluctuations, which influences the plates
under thermal Casimir effect and Λ/b corresponds to longest fluctuations influencing the plates, we
can account for all the factors responsible in thermal Casimir-like effect by studying the probabilistic
weight obtained only from σq (ignoring T̃q) terms. We obtain the partition function as

Z =

∫
dT̃qdσq exp


−

∫ Λ/b

0

ddq

(2π)d
|T̃q|2

(
t+Kq2 + Lq4 + · · ·

2

)


exp


−

∫ Λ

Λ/b

ddq

(2π)d
|σq|2

(
t +Kq2 + Lq4 + · · ·

2

)


exp
[
−U [T̃q, σq]

]
. (31)

σq modes can be integrated out of the above integral as a Gaussian solution by taking
〈
e(−U [T̃q,σq])

〉
σ

inside the integral, which is a Gaussian of σ modes but not of T̃ modes.

lnZ = ln


exp

[
−V

2

∫ Λ

Λ/b

ddq

(2π)d
ln(t +Kq2 + Lq4 + ...)

]


+ ln



∫

dT̃q exp


−

∫ Λ/b

0

ddq

(2π)d
|T̃q|2

(
t+Kq2 + Lq4 + ...

2

)

〈
e(−U [T̃q,σq])

〉
σ


 . (32)

Expanding the term
〈
e(−U [T̃q,σq])

〉
σ
inside the integral of second term and evaluating the terms

contributing in region of σ modes, we get corrections to the first significant σ modes term in eq. (32)
as,

ln
〈
e(−U [T̃q,σq])

〉
σ
= −〈U〉σ + ... . (33)

Considering only the first order correction term,

〈U〉σ = u

∫
ddq1d

dq2d
dq3d

dq4

(2π)4d
δd(q1 + q2 + q3 + q4)(2π)

d

〈
(T̃q1

+ σq1
)(T̃q2

+ σq2
)(T̃q3

+ σq3
)(T̃q4

+ σq4
)
〉
. (34)
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Considering only the term contributing in σ modes,

〈U〉σ = u

∫
ddq1d

dq2d
dq3d

dq4

(2π)4d
δd(q1 + q2 + q3 + q4)(2π)

d
〈
σq1

σq2
σq3

σq4

〉
. (35)

It is obvious from evaluation of eq. (32) that the leading term contributing to σ modes is first term,
and the term from eq. (35) gives the first order correction term. We considered thermal Casimir-like
energy can be obtained from momentum-shell of only σq fluctuations. Hence considering only the
leading term contributing to σ modes we get energy of described system as

(
E

V

)

C

∝ ∂ lnZ

∂t
= −1

2

∫ Λ

Λ/b

ddq

(2π)d
1

(t +Kq2 + Lq4 + · · · ) . (36)

Taking Fourier modes to be spherically symmetric, and Sd be the solid angle in d dimensions energy
density is given by (

E

V

)

C

∝ −1

2

∫ Λ

Λ/b

dq

(2π)d
Sdq

(d−1)

(t +Kq2 + Lq4 + · · · ) . (37)

Taking q =
√
t/Kx and kd = Sd/(2π)

d, energy density accounting for thermal casimir-like effect is

(
E

V

)

C

∝ −kd
2

(
t

K

)d/2
1

t

∫ Λ
√

K/t

Λ
√

K

b
√

t

x(d−1)dx

(1 + x2 + Ltx4/K2 + · · · ) . (38)

Ignoring higher order terms of x (scaled modes of q) in the denominator and taking d = 4, energy
density can be computed using standard integral,

∫
x3dx

(1 + x2)
=

x4

4
− x6

6
+

x8

8
+ · · · . (39)

Ignoring higher order terms of x in above integral energy density is computed as
(
E

V

)

C

∝ −k4
8t

Λ4

b4
[b4 − 1]. (40)

We can deduce from above expression that this energy density is equivalent to thermal casimir pres-
sure in eq.(23), for d = 4 and b ' 1. The condition b ' 1 implies that, only fluctuations ranging
close to thin plates are considered. Considering 4th dimension to be time, it can be interpreted
as thermal field coarse-grained over space-time dimensions is used to derive an expression similar
to Casimir energy. The coarse-grained field (T̃q) and field before it (Tq) have similar probabilistic
weights, when we consider perfect self-similarity condition being implied. This statistically simi-
lar weight for coarse-grained field can be obtained by rescaling and renormalization. This implies
that thermal Casimir-like effect can be interpreted as scale invariant behaviour of thermal field in
Euclidean space-time at limit of absolute zero temperature.

6. Conclusion

Considering thermal field as a statistical field, energy density of the field in limit of absolute
zero temperature is compared with that from thermal Casimir effect by relating characteristic length
scale, ξl with scale factor of closed Friedmann universe in a cosmological sense. We have further
argued using the coarse-graining procedure of renormalization that this thermal Casimir-like effect
can be attributed to scale invariant behaviour of thermal field in d = 4, critical dimension. This
is self sufficient in a manner that the theory is driven towards free field theory at the criticality by
Wilson’s renormalization group for d = 4 [32]. This study is confined to real scalar field at one limit,
in the vicinity of Gaussian fixed point.
Further studies can be tried using Halpern-Huang directions for a quantum scalar field [33, 34, 35]
to understand cosmological Casimir effect, which can also explain the cosmological constant [36].
The Halpern-Huang potential have unique form of Kummer function having two singularities [37],
which perhaps can correspond to energy density of Casimir effect at one limit and energy density of
the cosmological constant at another asymptotic limit.
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[10] H. Nikolić, “Proof that Casimir force does not originate from vacuum energy,” Physics Letters

B, vol. 761, pp. 197 – 202, 2016.

[11] S. Lamoreaux, “Casimir forces: Still surprising after 60 years,” Physics Today, vol. 60, 2007.

[12] I. Brevik and K. A. Milton, “Different viewpoints of the casimir effect,” Physics Today, vol. 60,
2007.

[13] L. S. Brown and G. J. Maclay, “Vacuum stress between conducting plates: An image solution,”
Phys. Rev., vol. 184, pp. 1272–1279, 1969.

[14] A. O. Sushkov, W. J. Kim, D. A. R. Dalvit, and S. K. Lamoreaux, “Observation of the thermal
casimir force,” Nature Physics, vol. 7, no. 3, p. 230–233, 2011.

[15] B. S. DeWitt, “Quantum field theory in curved spacetime,” Physics Reports, vol. 19, no. 6,
pp. 295 – 357, 1975.

[16] L. H. Ford, “Quantum vacuum energy in general relativity,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 11, pp. 3370–
3377, Jun 1975.

[17] J. S. Dowker and R. Critchley, “Vacuum stress tensor in an einstein universe: Finite-temperature
effects,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 15, pp. 1484–1493, 1977.

[18] V. B. Bezerra, G. L. Klimchitskaya, V. M. Mostepanenko, and C. Romero, “Thermal Casimir
effect in closed Friedmann universe revisited,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 83, p. 104042, 2011.

[19] M. Krech and S. Dietrich, “Specific heat of critical films, the casimir force, and wetting films
near critical end points,” Phys. Rev. A, vol. 46, pp. 1922–1941, 1992.

8



[20] R. H. French, V. A. Parsegian, R. Podgornik, R. F. Rajter, A. Jagota, J. Luo, D. Asthagiri, M. K.
Chaudhury, Y.-m. Chiang, S. Granick, S. Kalinin, M. Kardar, R. Kjellander, D. C. Langreth,
J. Lewis, S. Lustig, D. Wesolowski, J. S. Wettlaufer, W.-Y. Ching, M. Finnis, F. Houlihan, O. A.
von Lilienfeld, C. J. van Oss, and T. Zemb, “Long range interactions in nanoscale science,” Rev.

Mod. Phys., vol. 82, pp. 1887–1944, 2010.

[21] M. Gross, A. Gambassi, and S. Dietrich, “Statistical field theory with constraints: Application
to critical Casimir forces in the canonical ensemble,” Phys. Rev. E, vol. 96, p. 022135, 2017.

[22] C. Hertlein, L. Helden, A. Gambassi, S. Dietrich, and C. Bechinger, “Direct measurement of
critical Casimir forces,” Nature, vol. 451, no. 7175, pp. 172–175, 2008.

[23] M. E. Fisher, “The theory of equilibrium critical phenomena,” Reports on Progress in Physics,
vol. 30, no. 2, pp. 615–730, 1967.

[24] L. P. Kadanoff, W. Götze, D. Hamblen, R. Hecht, E. A. S. Lewis, V. V. Palciauskas, M. Rayl,
J. Swift, D. Aspnes, and J. Kane, “Static phenomena near critical points: Theory and experi-
ment,” Rev. Mod. Phys., vol. 39, pp. 395–431, 1967.

[25] L. D. Landau, “On the theory of phase transitions,” Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz., vol. 7, pp. 19–32,
1937. [Ukr. J. Phys.53,25(2008)].

[26] M. Kardar, Statistical Physics of Fields. Cambridge University Press, (2007).

[27] A. M. Shalaby, “Precise critical exponents of the O(N) -symmetric quantum field model using
hypergeometric-Meijer resummation,” Physical Review D, vol. 101, no. 10, 2020.

[28] V. Abhignan and R. Sankaranarayanan, “Continued functions and perturbation series: Simple
tools for convergence of diverging series in O(n)-symmetric φ4 field theory at weak coupling
limit,” Journal of Statistical Physics, vol. 183, no. 1, p. 4, 2021.

[29] A. Banihashemi, N. Khosravi, and A. H. Shirazi, “Ginzburg-landau theory of dark energy: A
framework to study both temporal and spatial cosmological tensions simultaneously,” Phys.

Rev. D, vol. 99, p. 083509, Apr 2019.

[30] M. Planck, The Theory of Heat Radiation. Dover Publications, (2013).

[31] J. S. Lee and G. B. Cleaver, “The relativistic blackbody spectrum in inertial and non-inertial
reference frames,” New Astronomy, vol. 52, pp. 20–28, 2017.

[32] K. G. Wilson and J. B. Kogut, “The Renormalization group and the epsilon expansion,” Phys.

Rept., vol. 12, pp. 75–199, 1974.

[33] K. Halpern and K. Huang, “Nontrivial directions for scalar fields,” Phys. Rev. D, vol. 53,
pp. 3252–3259, Mar 1996.

[34] K. Halpern and K. Huang, “Fixed-point structure of scalar fields,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 74,
pp. 3526–3529, May 1995.

[35] K. Huang, H.-B. Low, and R.-S. Tung, “Scalar field cosmology: I. asymptotic freedom and the
initial-value problem,” Classical and Quantum Gravity, vol. 29, no. 15, p. 155014, 2012.

[36] S. Weinberg, “The Cosmological Constant Problem,” Rev. Mod. Phys., vol. 61, pp. 1–23, 1989.

[37] M. Abramowitz and I. Stegan, Handbook of mathematical functions. Dover Publications, (1965).

9


	1 Introduction
	2 Temperature as a scalar field
	3 Thermal Fluctuations
	3.1 Correlation length l
	3.2 T=0

	4 Thermal Casimir-like force
	5 Perturbative Wilson's Renormalization Group
	6 Conclusion

