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We discuss fluctuation-induced forces in a system described by a continuous Landau-Ginzburg
model with a quenched disorder field, defined in a d-dimensional slab geometry Rd−1 × [0, L]. A
series representation for the quenched free energy in terms of the moments of the partition function
is presented. In each moment an order parameter-like quantity can be defined, with a particular
correlation length of the fluctuations. For some specific strength of the non-thermal control param-
eter, it appears a moment of the partition function where the fluctuations associated to the order
parameter-like quantity becomes long-ranged. In this situation, these fluctuations become sensitive
to the boundaries. In the Gaussian approximation, using the spectral zeta-function method, we
evaluate a functional determinant for each moment of the partition function. The analytic structure
of each spectral zeta-function depending on the dimension of the space for the case of Dirichlet, Neu-
mann Laplacian and also periodic boundary conditions is discussed in a unified way. Considering the
moment of the partition function with the largest correlation length of the fluctuations, we evaluate
the induced force between the boundaries, for Dirichlet boundary conditions. We prove that the
sign of the fluctuation-induced force for this case depend in a non-trivial way on the strength of the
non-thermal control parameter.

I. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we relate microscopic/mesoscopic physics
with macroscopic phenomena discussing fluctuation-
induced forces in systems described by a continuous
Landau-Ginzburg model, confined between boundaries,
in the presence of a quenched disorder [1–4]. The ran-
dom frozen variable is a non-thermal control parame-
ter, that drives the system to the critical regime. In
a system where a characteristic length is defined by the
distance between the boundaries, near the second-order
phase transition the fluctuations associated to some or-
der parameters-like become long-ranged. For the mo-
ment of the partition function with the largest correla-
tion length of the fluctuations, the fluctuation spectrum
becomes highly sensitive to the geometry of the system.
Our main result is that for the case of Dirichlet boundary
conditions we found a connection between the sign of the
fluctuation-induced force and the strength of the non-
thermal control parameter. Varying continuously the in-
tensity of this control parameter, the induced force be-
tween the boundaries can be repulsive or attractive. Al-
though the study of fluctuation-induced forces produced
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in disordered systems defined in film geometries presents
great technical difficulties, our objective here is to discuss
a quite simplified situation where the effects of the Gaus-
sian fluctuations associated to the order parameters-like
quantity driven by the disorder field can be calculated.
This global approach to obtain the thermodynamic quan-
tities as entropy, pressure of radiation associated to the
electromagnetic or a scalar field confined in a box or the
Casimir force between boundaries, for clean systems has
been widely discussed in the literature. See for example
the Ref. [5].

To discuss quenched disordered systems, two main ap-
proaches has been developed. In the first one the spatial
heterogeneities of the disorder is taken into accout. Us-
ing the strong disorder renormalization group, the effects
of local fluctuations of the disorder field can be discussed
[6]. In the second one, an averaging over the disorder
is performed, where the quenched free energy must be
calculated. This quenched free energy is obtained per-
forming the average of the free energy over the ensemble
of all realizations of the disorder [7–10]. A fundamen-
tal characteristic of many disordered systems is the ap-
pearance of a complex structure, i.e., a multivalley free
energy landscape. A very powerful tool that is able to
exhibit this multivalley landscape due to the influences
of the disorder is the distributional zeta-function method
[11–17]. This formalism is quite simple and remarkably
efficient. Using the machinery of the distributional zeta-
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function one is able to derive the free energy landscape
after a coarse grained procedure, where the quenched free
energy is written as a series of the moments of the parti-
tion function. Therefore, one has to discuss the structure
of the series representation of the average free energy as a
function of the strength of the disorder, where the ground
state of the fields in each moment of the partition func-
tion may change. In the series representation may appear
specific moments of the partition function with a critical
regime-like situation. In this case the fluctuations asso-
ciated to order parameters-like quantities becomes sen-
sitive to the boundaries. The strength of the disorder is
a control parameter that play the same role as the tem-
perature plays in clean thermal systems. We are using
the terminology, order parameter-like, for the non-zero
average of the fields for each moment of the partition
function.

Quantum fields are fundamental building blocks in
our description of nature. In the canonical formalism
of field quantum theory, observables are represented by
self-adjoint operators and one gives a physical meaning
to vacuum expectation values for products of field op-
erators. One can show that the renormalized vacuum
expectation value of the stress-energy tensor of a scalar
quantum field may have a local negative energy density.
This result is based in the fact that only smeared fields
are well defined operators in a field quantum theory, i.e.,
an operator value tempered distribution. In other words,
although the energy operator associated to any quantum
field is self-adjoint and positive, the (0-0) component of
the stress-energy tensor can be negative if we work with
operators smeared with functions with continuous deriva-
tives of all orders and with bounded support [18]. As a
consequence of the above discussion, the original Casimir
effect can be interpreted as the effect of changes in the
vacuum modes associated to the quantized electromag-
netic field by the presence of boundaries [19–24]. Exper-
imental support for the Casimr effect, can be found in
Refs [25–27]. Although the original Casimir effect was
discussed for hard-wall boundary conditions, it is worth
to point out that one can use a smoothly increasing po-
tential that represents some distribution of matter which
interact with the quantum field [28]. Also, this effect
is not restricted only to bosonic fields, any constrained
quantum fields, as for example a massless fermionic field
is also a source of the effect as a consequence of the in-
teraction of quantum field vacuum modes with classical
surfaces [29, 30]. Even in the quasi-particle Landau sce-
nario, the Casimir effect can be studied. We take as an
example the phononic analog of the Casimir effect where
the speed of light is substituted by the speed of sound in
the medium [31].

In the canonical formalism, to obtain a finite result
from the divergent vacuum energy, different methods
have been established. One approach analyses the local
energy density of the quantized field [32–37]. Another
one, known as the global approach, investigates the to-
tal energy of the quantized field in the presence of the

boundaries [38, 39]. Although, for the case of a neu-
tral scalar field, at principle there is an ambiguity to de-
fine the renormalized energy of minimal and conformally
coupled scalar fields in the presence of boundaries, this
conceptual difficulty was solved by Ford and Svaiter in
Ref. [40], where it was discussed the situation of a fluc-
tuating boundary. In the global approach, there are two
natural ways to regularize and renormalize the divergent
vacuum energy. The first one is a cut-off method, where
an ultraviolet regulator function is introduced in the di-
vergent sum. In principle, the definition of the renormal-
ized vacuum energy of the electromagnetic field is given
by the difference between the sum of the discrete spec-
trum eigenvalues of the Laplacian operator associated to
the constrained and the free field configuration. The sec-
ond one is an analytic regularization procedure, where
the spectral zeta-function regularization can be included
[41–45]. Although these two methods, the cut-off method
and analytic regularization procedures, are quite different
in its grounds, it is possible to compare them and prove
the analytic equivalence between them in some specific
situations [46–49].

After the original formulation of the Casimir effect, the
question if the attraction or repulsion between classical
surfaces needs a field quantum theory scenario arises. In
a confined system in the critical regime, where a length
scale of the fluctuations are very large, the influences
of the boundaries may appear. Therefore order param-
eter fluctuations play the role of the quantum vacuum
modes mimetizing the original Casimir conceptual sce-
nario. In the Landau-Ginzburg model in the presence
of boundaries, for the case where the dimension of the
order parameter is greater than one, confined massless
Goldstone modes may lead to the critical Casimir effect
[50–60]. One instructive example is the case of a binary
liquid, where near to the critical point, fluctuations be-
come long range inducing force between boundaries. On
the other hand, has been demonstrated that quenched
disorder fields are able to generate a critical regime in
fluids and magnets systems [61, 62]. Based in the above
discussions, we perform a systematic approach to evalu-
ate finite-size effects in disordered critical systems.

The theory of the statistical mechanics Casimir effect
is based in the concept of finite size scaling, using the co-
variant operator for the constrained field Gaussian mea-
sure, constructed by the eigenfunctions of the Laplace
operator in the presence of boundaries. For disordered
systems, the finite-size scaling correlation was defined in
Ref. [63]. Inspired in the statistical Casimir effect, we
discuss fluctuation-induced forces between boundaries.
Using the Gaussian approximation, here we will develop
a global approach, discussing the series of the eigenval-
ues of Laplace operators, using generalized zeta-functions
and an analytic regularization procedure. The key point
of this global approach is that there are moments of the
partition function that contributes to the force between
the boundaries, induced by geometric restrictions, i.e.,
the constraints in the fluctuation spectra of each specific
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moment. Although this global approach does not show
the connection between the structure of the divergences
and the geometry of the boundaries, its simplicity reveals
the relation between the intensity of the effect and the
correlation lengths of the fluctuations associated to the
order parameters-like in some moments of the partition
function. Also, it shows the link among the dimension of
the space, the boundary conditions and the structure of
the divergences in the associated spectral zeta-functions.
Note that although we are in the statistical field the-
ory framework, we are not using an ultraviotet cut-off
in the model. Using the argument of universality in the
critical behaviour, where the results of macroscopic mea-
surements must be independent of the cut-off parameter,
we can remove a natural physical cut-off and use an ana-
lytic regularization procedure to obtain finite results. In
the perturbative expansion of interacting field theories,
the analytic regularization procedure was introduced by
Bollini et al. in Ref. [64].

Inspired in the thermal statistical Casimir effect, in
this work we study the fluctuation-induced forces gen-
erated by a quenched disorder field (a non-thermal con-
trol parameter) linearly coupled with a scalar field de-
fined by the Landau-Ginzburg model with Z2 symmetry,
in a d-dimensional slab geometry Rd−1 × [0, L]. This
Landau-Ginzburg model in a film geometry may repre-
sents a confined one-component fluid. The cases of the
Dirichlet, Neumann Laplacian and also periodic bound-
ary conditions are discussed. We present the force be-
tween the boundaries, for the case of Dirichlet bound-
ary conditions that depends on the contributions of the
term of the series, with the largest correlation length of
the fluctuations, the nearly critical scenario. We prove
that the sign of the fluctuation-induced force depends
on the strength of the control parameter. One comment
is in order. To implement the renormalization program
in systems where translational invariance is broken it is
required the introduction of counterterms which are sur-
face interactions [65–69]. Since in this work we adopt a
global approach, we are not introducing these boundary
contributions in the model.

This paper is organized as follows. In section II we
discuss the Landau-Ginzburg model defined in the con-
tinuum, in the presence of a quenched disorder. In sec-
tion III the disordered average generating functional of
correlations functions of the model is presented. In sec-
tion IV, in this scenario of confined fluctuations near the
critical regime, the spectral zeta-function method and
an analytic regularization procedure is discussed. Con-
clusions are given in section V. In the appendix A the
distributional zeta-function method is defined and a se-
ries representation for the quenched free energy measured
in units of temperature is obtained. Here we are using
that ~ = kB = 1.

II. A LANDAU-GINZBURG MODEL WITH
DISORDERED FIELDS

Let us start from the Euclidean field theories that
are defined on a lattice [70, 71] to obtain the Landau-
Ginzburg model in some limit. The Euclidean free and
interacting field theories are defined on a cubic lattice
Zd. In each point of the lattice, x ∈ Zd one defines a
random variable ϕ(x) distributed according a probability
measure and the continuum limit is defined. This is ex-
actly the classical statistical field theory scenario, where
the degrees of freedom that defines the model are ran-
dom variables. To calculate equilibrium properties of the
system one perform ensemble averages of these random
variables.

In the classical statistical field theory scenario, the
Landau-Ginzburg functional i.e., the action functional
S(ϕ) for the scalar field is given by

S =

∫
ddx

[
1

2
ϕ(x)

(
−∆ +m2

0

)
ϕ(x) +

λ0

4!
ϕ4(x)

]
. (1)

The symbol ∆ denotes the Laplacian in Rd and λ0 and
m2

0 are respectively the coupling constant and a parame-
ter that gives the distance of the model from the critical
point. We call it the square mass of the model. Note that
we are using the action S(ϕ) = βH(ϕ), where H(ϕ) is the
Hamiltonian of the model. The action is the energy mea-
sured in units of temperature. The literature has been
emphasized that the critical behaviour of the model is
described by a disordered zero-temperature fixed point,
i.e., for large distances the effects of the disorder field
is much stronger than the thermal effects. Therefore we
are interested to discuss the statistical field theory, where
the thermal and disorder fluctuations dominate over the
quantum fluctuations. Let us define a probability mea-
sure

dP (ϕ) =
1

Z
[dϕ] exp

(
−S(ϕ)

)
, (2)

where [dϕ] is a formal Lebesgue measure, given by [dϕ] =∏
x dϕ(x). The normalization is 〈1〉 = 1, and therefore

the functional integral that defines the partition function
is given by

Z =

∫
[dϕ] exp

(
−S(ϕ)

)
. (3)

The average value for any polynomial of the field f(ϕ)
can be obtained using that

〈f(ϕ)〉 =
1

Z

∫
[dϕ]f(ϕ) exp

(
−S(ϕ)

)
. (4)

For instance, the n-point correlation functions of the
model are given by

〈ϕ(x1)..ϕ(xn)〉 =
1

Z

∫
[dϕ]

n∏
i=1

ϕ(xi) exp
(
−S(ϕ)

)
. (5)
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Introducing an external source j(x), the generating func-
tional of all n-point correlation functions Z(j) can be
defined as [72, 73]

Z(j) =

∫
[dϕ] exp

(
−S(ϕ) +

∫
ddx j(x)ϕ(x)

)
. (6)

For the case where λ0 = 0 we can write the above ex-
pression as Z(j) =

∫
exp
(
ϕ(j)

)
dµ(ϕ). Therefore there is

a probability measure on distributional-value fields. The
generating function of correlation functions can be rep-
resented by a functional Taylor series. One has

Z(j)

Z(0)
=

∞∑
m=0

1

m!

∫ m∏
i=1

ddxi

m∏
k=1

j(xk)

G(x1, ...,xm). (7)

Taking functional derivatives with respect to the external
source and setting to zero in the end, we obtain the n-
point correlations functions of the model

〈ϕ(x1)..ϕ(xk)〉 = Z−1(0)
δkZ(j)

δj(x1)...δj(xk)

∣∣∣∣
j=0

. (8)

Notice that these n-point correlation functions are given
by the sum of all diagrams with n-external legs, in-
cluding the disconnected ones. Next, using the linked
cluster theorem, it is possible to define the generating
functional of connected correlation functions, given by
W (j) = lnZ(j).

Using a functional Taylor expansion, the generating
functional of connected correlation functions for the pure
system can be written as

W (j) =

∞∑
m=0

1

m!

∫ m∏
i=1

ddxi

m∏
k=1

j(xk)

G(n)
c (x1, ...,xm). (9)

For the sake of completeness, let us discuss the behaviour
of the two-point correlation function in the Gaussian ap-
proximation in a generic d-dimensional space. In an in-
teracting field theory a perturbative series in the coupling
constant is able to construct all the n-point correlation
functions where the building block of this perturbative
expansion is the two-point correlation function. For a
Gaussian random field with mean zero, the free covari-
ance satisfies the Laplace equation(

−∆ +m2
0

)
G0(x,y) = δd(x− y). (10)

Using a Fourier representation for G0(x,y) one can show
that

G0

(
x− y,m2

0

)
=

1

(2π)
d
2

(
m0

|x− y|

) d−2
2

K d−2
2

(
m0|x− y|

)
, (11)

where Kν(z) is a modified Bessel function [74]. For d = 3
we have that

G0

(
x− y,m2

0

)
=

1

4π|x− y|
exp
(
−m0|x− y|

)
. (12)

Finally, for d = 2

G0

(
x− y,m2

0

)
= − 1

2π
ln
(
m0|x− y|

)
. (13)

In the general d-dimensional case, for large m0|x−y| one
can write

G0

(
x− y,m2

0

)
=

1

2
d+1
2 π

d−1
2

m
d−3
2

0

|x− y|−
d−1
2 exp

(
−m0|x− y|

)
. (14)

¿From the above equation, the concept of correlation
length of the fluctuation can be defined. The correlation
length of the fluctuations is defined as ξ = m−1

0 . For
finite ξ the correlation of the fluctuations decay expo-
nentially at large distances, showing the the interaction
of the fluctuations is only significant in the volume of the
order of ξd.

To deal with systems in the presence of disorder, let
us introduce the functional Z(j, h), the generating func-
tional of correlation functions for one disorder realiza-
tion, where we again use an external source j(x). This
functional integral is defined

Z(j, h) =

∫
[dϕ] exp

(
−S(ϕ, h) +

∫
ddx j(x)ϕ(x)

)
,

(15)
where the action functional in the presence of disorder is
defined as

S(ϕ, h) = S(ϕ) +

∫
ddxh(x)ϕ(x), (16)

for h(x) ∈ L2(Rn). In the above equation S(ϕ) is the
pure Landau-Ginzburg action functional, defined in Eq.
(1) and h(x) is a quenched random source. This is the
simplest scalar model with a disorder field linearly cou-
pled to the scalar field of the theory. We would like to
point out that one can discuss also the quenched random
mass model given by

S(ϕ, η) = S(ϕ) +
ρ

4

∫
ddx η(x)ϕ2(x). (17)

This model is known as the random-temperature disor-
der, where small density of impurities lead to randomness
in the local transition temperature. In this work we will
discuss only the quenched random source model. There
are two different ways to perform disordered averages.
The first one is the annealed average. In this case we
define the average of the generating functional of corre-
lation functions first and then define the annealed average
free energy. Using that [dh] =

∏
x dh(x) is a functional
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measure and [dh]P (h) is the probability distribution of
the disorder, we have

E
[
Z(j, h)

]
=

∫
[dh]P (h)Z(j, h). (18)

For the case of annealed disorder, we use that the an-
nealed free energy is defined by Fa(j) = −Wa(j) where

Wa(j) = ln E
[
Z(j, h)

]
, (19)

i.e., the free energy measured in units of temperature.
Taking functional derivatives with respect to the external
source and setting to zero in the end, we obtain the n-
point correlations functions of the model. For example

δWa(j)

δj(x)

∣∣∣∣
j=0

=
1

E
[
Z(0, h)

] δE[Z(j, h)
]

δj(x)

∣∣∣∣∣
j=0

, (20)

and so on. The second way to perform disorder aver-
age is the quenched average. One defines first W (j, h) =
− lnZ(j, h) i.e., the disordered free energy, for one dis-
order realization, also measured in units of temperature.
Next one defines the average free energy performing the
average over the ensemble of all realizations of the disor-
der. We have then a new generating functional, written
as

E
[
W (j, h)

]
=

∫
[dh]P (h) lnZ(j, h). (21)

To obtain the correlation functions we take the func-
tional derivative of E

[
W (j, h)

]
) with respect to the ex-

ternal source j(x) directly. In this case, to obtain all
the correlation functions of the model, one has to deal
with the contribution (Z(j, h))−1, i.e., the disordered de-
pendent generating functional in the denominator. In
the next section, we show how it is possible to compute
E
[
W (j, h)

]
, and the average free energy using the distri-

butional zeta-function method.

III. THE DISTRIBUTIONAL ZETA-FUNCTION
METHOD

Recall that a measure space (Ω,W, η) consists in a
set Ω, a σ-algebra W in Ω, and a measure η on this σ-
algebra. Given a measure space (Ω,W, η) and a measur-
able f : Ω→ (0,∞), we define the associated generalized
ζ-function as

ζ η,f (s) =

∫
Ω

f(ω)−s dη(ω)

for those s ∈ C such that f−s ∈ L1(η), where in the
above integral f−s = exp

(
−s log(f)

)
is obtained using

the principal branch of the logarithm.

Definition: For any real number κ, let bκc denote
the largest integer ≤ κ, that is, the integer r for which

r ≤ κ < r + 1. Consider that: 1 - if Ω = R+, W is
the Lebesgue σ-algebra, η is the Lebesgue measure,
and f(ω) = bωc we obtain the classical Riemann
zeta-function [75]; where bxc means the integer part of
x, using the definition above. Next, 2 - if Ω and W are
as in item 1, η(E) counts the prime numbers in E and
f(ω) = ω we retrieve the prime zeta-function [76–79],
3 - if Ω, W, and f are as in item 2 and η(E) counts
the non-trivial zeros of the Riemann zeta-function, with
their respective multiplicity, we obtain the families of
superzeta-functions [80], and finally 4 - if Ω, W, and
f are as in item 2 and η(E) counts the eigenvalues of
an elliptic operator, with their respective multiplicity,
we obtain the spectral zeta-functions. This spectral
zeta-function will be used to find the Casimir energy of
the critical system.

For a given probability distribution of the disorder,
one is mainly interested in obtaining the average free en-
ergy defined by Eq. (21)). For a general disorder prob-
ability distribution, using the disordered functional inte-
gral Z(j, h) given by Eq. (15), the distributional zeta-
function, Φ(s, j), is defined as

Φ(s, j) =

∫
[dh]P (h)

1

Z(j, h)s
, (22)

for s ∈ C, this function being defined in the region where
the above integral converges. The average generating
functional defined by Eq. (21) can be written as

E
[
W (j, h)

]
= −(d/ds)Φ(s, j)|s=0+ , Re(s) ≥ 0, (23)

where one defines the complex exponential n−s =
exp(−s log n), with log n ∈ R. Using analytic tools, the
quenched free energy of a system in the presence of an
external field is Fq(j) = −E

[
W (j, h)

]
where

E
[
W (j, h)

]
=

∞∑
k=1

(−1)k+1ak

kk!
E
[(
Z(j, h)

) k]
− ln(a) + γ +R(a, j). (24)

Again, we are defining the free energy measured in units
of temperature. The quantity a is a dimensionless arbi-
trary constant, γ is the Euler-Mascheroni constant, and
R(a) is given by

R(a, j) = −
∫

[dh]P (h)

∫ ∞
a

dt

t
exp
(
−Z(j, h)t

)
. (25)

One can show that the contribution of |R(a)| in the criti-
cal regime is quite small, since the dominant contribution
to the quenched free energy is given by a singular moment
in the set of the moments of the disordered generating
functional of correlation functions that for simplicity will
be called by the moments of partition functions of the
model. In this singular moment of the partition function,
the fluctuations of the order parameter-like will becomes
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highly sensitive to the boundaries. To proceed we as-
sume that the probability distribution of the disorder is
written as [dh]P (h), where

P (h) = p0 exp

(
− 1

2σ2

∫
ddx
(
h(x)

)2)
. (26)

The quantity σ is a positive parameter associated with
the disorder and p0 is a normalization constant. This
defines a delta correlated processes, i.e., E[h(x)h(y)] =
σ2δd(x− y). To discuss the ordered phase in the model,
i.e., the infrared regime, the microscopic details of the
disorder must be irrelevant. After integrating over the
disorder we get that each moment of the partition parti-
tion function E

[
(Z(j, h))k

]
can be written as

E [Z k(j, h)] =

∫ k∏
i=1

[dϕi] exp

(
−Seff(ϕi, ji)

)
, (27)

where the effective action Seff(ϕi) describing the field the-
ory with k-field components is given by

Seff(ϕ
(k)
i , j

(k)
i ) =∫

d dx

[
k∑
i=1

(
1

2
ϕ

(k)
i (x)

(
−∆ +m2

0

)
ϕ

(k)
i (x)

+
λ0

4!

(
ϕ

(k)
i (x)

)4)− σ2

2

k∑
i,j=1

ϕ
(k)
i (x)ϕ

(k)
j (x)

−
k∑
i=1

ϕ
(k)
i (x)j

(k)
i (x)

]
. (28)

In order to avoid unnecessary complications, and for
practical purposes, we assume the following configura-

tion of the scalar fields ϕ
(k)
i (x) = ϕ

(k)
j (x) = ϕ(k)(x) in

the function space and also j
(k)
i (x) = j

(k)
l (x) = j(k)(x).

All the terms of the series have the same structure and
one minimizes each term of the series one by one. For in-
stance, in many systems with quenched disorder the free
energy has a multivaley structure. Let us discuss the
consequences of our choice for the free energy landscape.
We have that the k-th moment of the partition function
is written as

E
[(
Z(j, h)

)k ]
=

[∫
[dϕ] exp

(
−S(k)(ϕ(k), j(k))

)]k
,

(29)
In this case, the new effective action, obtained from Eq.
(28), is written as:

S(k)(ϕ(k), j(k)) =∫
d dx

(
1

2
ϕ(k)(x)

(
−∆ +m2

0 − kσ2
)
ϕ(k)(x)

+
λ0

4!

(
ϕ(k)(x)

)4 − ϕ(k)(x)j(k)(x)

)
. (30)

We can write E[W (j, h)] as

E[W (j, h)] = lim
N→∞

N∑
k=1

ck E
[(
Z(j, h)

)k ]
, (31)

where ck(a) = (−a)k+1/kk!. For simplicity we will adopt
the convention that ck(a) = ck. To describe a second-
order phase transition, one moment of the partition func-
tion will dominate the series, to have the critical regime.
In what follows let us define

W (k)(j) = ck E
[(
Z(j, h)

)k ]
. (32)

Let us discuss the situation similar to a second-order
phase transitions for each moment of the partition func-
tion. We are assuming that m2

0 > σ2. We have three dif-
ferent contribution of the terms of the series depending
on the sign of m2

0−kσ2: (i) the case where m2
0−kσ2 > 0,

(ii) the case where m2
0
∼= kσ2, (iii) when this quantity

is negative, one has to shift field to a new minimum, i.e.
φ(k)(x) = ϕ(k)(x)± ϑ(k), where

ϑ(k) =

(
6(kσ2 −m2

0)

λ0

)1/2

. (33)

This situation is similar to the spontaneous symmetry
breaking in statistical field theory and the behaviour of
each term of the series is described by the (+) ou (−)
cases. From now on, we choose the minus sign above.
In this case, we find a positive squared mass with self-
interactions terms (φ(k)(x))3 and (φ(k)(x))4, where the
potential V (φ(k)) reads

V (φ(k)) =
(
kσ2 −m2

0

)(
φ(k)(x)

)2
+√

λ0

3!

(
kσ2 −m2

0

)(
φ(k)(x)

)3
+
λ0

4!

(
φ(k)(x)

)4
. (34)

In the usual picture of second-order phase transition
there is one thermodynamic quantity, zero in the dis-
ordered phase and non-zero in the ordered one. Never-
theless, it is tempting to interpret each term of the series
as describing a domain with its own order parameter. In
other words, one can interpret the series as describing
a system that consists of distinct subsystems where the
local average works. In this situation, in each moment of
the partition function we may define order parameters-

like, i.e., ϕ
(k)
0 (x). The critical scenario is dominated by

one or few terms of the series.
In field theory, the effective action can be written in

terms of three contributions. The first term coming from
the stationarity of the action, (the tree-level approxima-
tion if field quantum theory), the second one gives the
contribution from the Gaussian fluctuations, (the one-
loop level in field quantum theory) and finally the radia-
tive corrections. Here we have the same situation for each
moment of the partition function. We obtain that for any
moment of the partition function the first contribution is

−∆ϕ
(k)
0 (x)+

(
m2

0−kσ2
)
ϕ

(k)
0 (x)+

λ0

3!

(
ϕ

(k)
0 (x)

)3
= j(k)(x)

(35)
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The Fourier transform of the susceptibility-like quantity
χ(k)(x− y) is obtained as

χ(k)(q) =
1

q2 +m2
0 − kσ2 + 1

2λ0

(
ϕ

(k)
0

)2 . (36)

Let us consider first the terms of the series that defines
the average free energy where k < kc. Then ϕ

(k)
0 (x) = 0

and

χ(k)(q) =
1

q2 +m2
0 − kσ2

. (37)

The correlation length ξ
(k)
< (σ,m0) = (m2

0− kσ2)−
1
2 . The

situation can be discussed also for k > kc, for a given
strength of the disorder. In this case we get(

ϕ
(k)
0

)2
=

6(kσ2 −m2
0)

λ0
. (38)

The Fourier transform of the susceptibility-like quantity
χ(k)(x− y) reads

χ(k)(q) =
1

q2 + 2
(
kσ2 −m2

0

) . (39)

The correlation length of the fluctuations in each mo-

ment of the partition function is given by ξ
(k)
> =

(
2(kσ2−

m2
0)
)− 1

2 . Again, for simplicity we will write ξ
(k)
> (σ,m0) =

ξ
(k)
> . As in the the critical regime, there are fluctuations

where its correlation lengths are of the order of the char-
acteristic length scale of the system, defined by the dis-
tance between the boundaries. In these moment of the
partition function where

(
kσ2−m2

0

) ∼= 0, the fluctuations
of the order parameter-like becomes highly sensitive to
the boundaries.

The next step is to present the contribution of the mo-
ments of the partition function of the quenched free en-
ergy, for non-zero order parameters-like, where the sen-
sitivity to the boundary can not be neglected. We shall
now discuss this situation in more details. The contribu-
tions to the functional E[W (j, h)] is written

E[W (j, h)] =

N∑
k=1

ck

[∫
[dϕ(k)] exp

(
−S(k)(ϕ(k), j(k))

)]k
,

(40)
where S(k)(ϕ(k), j(k)) is given by Eq. (30). For kσ2 >
m2

0, we have to expand each functional integral around
the minimum (Eq. (33)) up to the lowest-order quadratic
term and integrate out the fluctuations. Starting from
the elliptic operator that we are interested defined as
D = −∆ + 2(kσ2 −m2

0), we define D(z,y, k) such that

D(x,y; k) =
(
−∆ + 2

(
kσ2 −m2

0

))
δd(x− y) (41)

and the inverse kernel K(x, z; k) that satisfies∫
ddz K(x, z; k)D(z,y; k) = δd(x− y). (42)

Therefore up to the Gaussian approximation we can write
E[W (j, h)] as

E[W (j, h)] =

N∑
k=1

ck(
detD(k)

)k/2[
exp

(
−
∫
ddx

∫
ddy j(k)(x)K(x,y; k)j(k)(y)

)]k
,

(43)

As we discussed, we consider the theory in finite-size
geometry in one dimension with the spatial coordinate
xd = z compactified. We are considering a slab defined as
Ω = [x ≡ (x1, x2, .., xd−1, z) : 0 ≤ z ≤ L] ⊂ Rd. We will
discuss the Dirichlet, Neumann, and periodic boundary
conditions cases in a unified way. In systems where the
translational invariance is broken, in a local approach one
can use a Fourier representation for the fields. Since the
system processes translational invariance along the direc-
tion parallel to the plates, one has to adopt a mixed rep-
resentation, to implement the renormalization program.
The Fourier transform of the susceptibility-like quantity
χ(k)((x− y)||, z, z

′) reads

χ(k)(q||, n) =
1(

q||
)2

+
(

2nπ
L

)2
+ 2
(
kσ2 −m2

0

) . (44)

One would expect that the sensitivity to the bound-
aries is given by the correlation length of the fluctua-

tions ξ
(k)
> =

(
2(kσ2 −m2

0)
)− 1

2 , where for ξ
(k)
> � L, the

induced force between the boundaries is negligible. In the
next section we discuss how to evaluate the functional de-
terminants using the spectral zeta-function method and
its connection with the fluctuation-induced force on the
boundaries.

IV. FLUCTUATION-INDUCED FORCE IN
SYSTEMS WITH DISORDER

In the previous section we interpret the series represen-
tation for the quenched free energy where each moment
defines its own order parameter-like quantity with a par-
ticular correlation length of the fluctuations. For some
specific strength of the non-thermal control parameter,
it appears moments with long-range correlation lengths.
Each of these moments contribute to the quenched free
energy by mean of a functional determinant. To evalu-
ate each of these functional determinants, the formalism
of spectral zeta-function is a standard procedure. Since,
the results that we will obtained will play a fundamental
role in our approach, we will discuss the spectral zeta-
function method with some details.

Now suppose a infinite sequence of non-zero real or
complex numbers λn. If the sequence of numbers is zeta
regularizable we define the regularized product

∏
n λn.

The zeta regularized product of these numbers is defined
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as exp
(
−ζ ′(0)

)
where this generalized zeta-function is

given by

ζ(s) =
∑
n

λ−sn , Re (s) > s0 (45)

for s ∈ C, this function being defined in the region of
the complex plane where the sum converges and ζ ′(0) =
d
dsζ(s)|s→0+ . Since the series defined above is absolutely
convergent, therefore the sum is analytic in the half-plane
Re (s) > s0. The generalized zeta-function has a mero-
morphic continuation with at most simple poles, to the
half-plane containing the origin. We must show that this
continuation is analytic at the origin. Performing an an-
alytic extension one can find ζ ′(0) = d

dsζ(s)|s→0+ .

Suppose a bounded domain in Rd, i.e., Ω ⊂ Rd. In
this case a positive definite self-adjoint elliptic operator
has a complete set of orthonormal eigenfunctions with
eigenvalues λn. If λn is the sequence of positive eigenval-
ues of −∆ on a bounded domain, then the zeta regular-
ized product is the determinant of the Laplacian and the
zeta-function is called the spectral zeta-function of the
Laplacian [81–84]. One can write that[

detD(k)
]− k

2

= exp

[
k

2

(
ζ ′(0, k)

)]
(46)

The standard way to discuss the analytic structure
of the spectral zeta-function is to introduce a diffusion
kernel, the integrated diffusion kernel, and discuss an
asymptotic expansion [85–87]. In the standard spectral
zeta-function approach, to define the effective action one
introduces a scale µ with mass dimension to keep the
generalized zeta-function dimensionless. In this case, the
elliptic operator D is transformed to µ−2D. The scaling
properties of this formalism is given by

− d

ds
ζµ−2D(s, µ, k)|s=0 =

lnµ2ζ(0, µ, k)− d

ds
ζD(s, µ, k)|s=0. (47)

In the absence of sources, one can write the quenched
free energy as Fq = −E[W (j, h)]|j=0 where

E[W (j, h)]|j=0 =

N∑
k=1

ck exp

[
k

2

(
ζ ′(0, k)

)]
. (48)

We would like to point out that in systems without dis-
order there is a connection between the effective action
defined by ζ ′(0) = d

dsζ(s)|s→0+ and the Casimir energy
[88]. A stardard calculation to obtain the Casimir en-
ergy can be found in Ref. [89]. These authors discussed
the vacuum to vacuum amplitude for a massless scalar
theory in Minkowski space-time. After a Wick rotation
and using the spectral zeta-function they obtained that
〈0+|0−〉 = exp (−T E(L)), where T is the total Euclidean

time and the Casimir energy is E(L) = − π2A
720L3 , where

A is the area of the boundaries. Since, for the case of

flat boundaries, these quantities coincides, here we will
discuss each contribution for the free energy using an an-
alytic regularization procedure, calculation ζ(− 1

2 , k) in-
stead of ζ ′(0, k). It is clear that using this procedure
we do not need to introduce the scale µ with mass di-
mension that has been used to perform the calculation of
ζ ′(0) = d

dsζ(s)|s→0+ .
Let us assume a ”thermodynamic limit” with respect

to the surface area, i.e., L1, L2, ..., Ld−1 � Ld, and
2
(
kσ2 − m2

0

)
> 0. To proceed one define the spectral

zeta-function ζ d(s, k) such that

ζ d(s, k) =
1

(2π)d−1

(
d−1∏
i=1

Li

)∫ d−1∏
i=1

dqi

∑
n∈Z

(
q2
1 + ...+ q2

d−1+

(
2πn

Ld

)2

+2
(
kσ2 −m2

0

))−s
(49)

for s ∈ C. Performing a continuation beyond the domain
of convergence, the Casimir-like energy associated to any
specific moment is found after evaluate the spectral zeta
function for s = − 1

2 . Using that the finite length Ld = L
and performing the angular part of the integral over the
continuous mode spectrum of the (d − 1) non-compact
dimensions we get that∫

dΩd−1 =
2 (π)

d−1
2

Γ
(
d−1

2

) . (50)

Note that we are assuming d ≥ 2. Remember that we
are interested in discuss the fluctuation-induced force
generated by specific moments of the partition function,
where the fluctuations of the order parameters-like quan-
tities are sensitive to the boundaries. This occurs when
the correlation lengths of the fluctuations of the order

parameters-like quantities satisfies ξ
(k)
> > L.

As we discussed, for any real number κ, let bκc denote
the largest integer ≤ κ, that is, the integer r for which
r ≤ κ < r + 1. Therefore κ− 1 < bκc ≤ κ [90]. We have

a family of moments such that bm
2
0

σ2 c ≤ k ≤ b 1
σ2

(
1

2L2 +

m2
0

)
c. We are interested to discuss the contribution of

the moments of the partition function where k ≥ bm
2
0

σ2 c,
i.e., where each of the order parameters-like quantities
does not vanish.

All the calculations will be performed for one specific
moment of the partition function. At this point, let us
define A(d), such as

A(d) =
1

2d−2 π
d−1
2 Γ

(
d−1

2

) , (51)

and the modified spectral zeta-function, i.e., the spectral
zeta-function per unit area Zd(s, k) given by

Zd(s, k) =
ζd(s, k)

A(d)

(∏d−1
i=1 Li

) , (52)
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where we included the factor A(d) in the definition. The
expression for Zd(s, k) is written as

Zd(s, k) =

(
L√
4π

)2s ∫ ∞
0

dp pd−2

∑
n∈Z

(
πn2 +

L2

4π

(
p2 + 2

(
kσ2 −m2

0

)))−s
. (53)

At this point, we would like to point out that the func-
tional determinant

∏
k(λk + λ) was also discussed by

Voros [91]. One can show that if the Eq. (45) is zeta
regularizable, then so is

ζ(s, λ) =

∞∑
n=0

(λn + λ)−s, Re (s) > s0, (54)

for
(
λ /∈ (−∞,−λ0]

)
. For λ → ∞ an asymptotic ex-

pansion for
∑
n exp (−λnt) allow one to show that the

above expression is zeta regularizable. Since we are dis-
cussing periodic and Neumann boundary conditions, the
zero mode problem appears. There are three different
ways to deal with this problem. The first one is to assume
that we are working in compact domains. The second
one is the following. Remember that in order to obtain
the analytic extension of the zeta-function, Riemann dis-
cussed a special case of the Jacobi theta-function, a func-
tion with modular symmetry that satisfies a functional
equation [92]. Recently it was discussed the consequences
of introducing, in the integral representation of the Rie-
mann zeta-function, a cut-off f(λ, t) = exp

[
−λ(t+ 1

t )
]

which is invariant under the transformation t 7→ 1/t. It
was proved that this modified zeta-function generalize
the Riemann functional equation with the same symme-
try s → (1 − s) in the critical strip. [93]. One way
to proceed is to introduce a modification in the integral
representation of the zeta-function introducing a function
that exhibit the symmetry t 7→ 1/t, using that λ ∈ R+.
The problem of this approach is the introduction of an
undetermined cut-off parameter. Therefore, in this work
we are using a third approach. We will present in the end
of the calculations the contribution of the zero mode. To
proceed let us use a Mellin transform. We can show that
the modified zeta-function can be written as

Zd(s, k) =

1

Γ(s)

(
L√
4π

)2s ∫ ∞
0

dp pd−2

∫ ∞
0

dt ts−1

∑
n∈Z

exp

[
−
(
π n2 +

L2

4π

(
p2 + 2 (kσ2 −m2

0)
))

t

]
(55)

Let us define the dimensionless quantities m2(k) =
L2

2π (kσ2 −m2
0) and r2 = L2

4π p
2. The quantity m2(k) de-

fines the finite size scaling, i.e., close to the critical point,
finite size effects is controlled by the ratio L

ξ
(k)
>

. Is usually

defined the universal scaling function υ
(

L

ξ
(k)
>

)
. We also

define B(s, d) such that

B(s, d) = 2(
√

4π)d−2s−1 Γ(d−1
2 )

Γ(s)
. (56)

Therefore we can write

Zd(s, k) =
B(s, d)

2Γ(d−1
2 )

1

Ld−2s−1

∫ ∞
0

dr rd−2

∫ ∞
0

dt ts−1 exp
(
−
(
m2(k) + r2

)
t
)

Θ(t). (57)

where Θ(v), the theta-function, an example of a modular
form, is defined by

Θ(v) =
∑
n∈Z

exp
(
−π n2v

)
. (58)

Using the Poisson summation formula, for v > 0 one can
show the transformation formula Θ(v) = 1√

v
Θ( 1

v ). Spit-

ting the t integral in two contributions and performing
the r integral we can write

Zd(s, k) = Z
(1)
d (s, k) + Z

(2)
d (s, k) (59)

where

Z
(1)
d (s, k) =

1

Ld−2s−1
B(s, d)

∫ 1

0

dt ts−
d
2−

1
2 exp

(
−m2(k)t

)
Θ(t) (60)

and

Z
(2)
d (s, k) =

1

Ld−2s−1
B(s, d)

∫ ∞
1

dt ts−
d
2−

1
2 exp

(
−m2(k)t

)
Θ(t).

(61)

Changing variables in the integral given by Eq. (60) and
using the symmetry of the theta-function we can write

Z
(1)
d (s, k) as

Z
(1)
d (s, k) =

1

Ld−2s−1
B(s, d)∫ ∞

1

dt t−s+
d
2−1 exp

(
−m

2(k)

t

)
Θ(t) (62)

Let us define the psi-function ψ(v) such that

ψ(v) =

∞∑
n=1

exp (−πn2v) (63)

so that ψ(v) = 1
2

(
Θ(v)− 1

)
. We can write that Zd(s, k)

has four contributions given by I
(i)
d (s, k), i = 1, ..., 4. We

have

Zd(s, k) =
1

Ld−2s−1
B(s, d)(

2I
(1)
d (s, k) + 2I

(2)
d (s, k) + I

(3)
d (s, k) + I

(4)
d (s, k)

)
, (64)
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where each of these integrals are given by

I
(1)
d (s, k) =

∫ ∞
1

dt ts−
d
2−

1
2 exp

(
−m2(k)t

)
ψ(t), (65)

I
(2)
d (s, k) =

∫ ∞
1

dt t−s+
d
2−1 exp

(
−m

2(k)

t

)
ψ(t) (66)

I
(3)
d (s, k) =

∫ ∞
1

dt ts−
d
2−

1
2 exp

(
−m2(k)t

)
(67)

and finally

I
(4)
d (s, k) =

∫ ∞
1

dt t−s+
d
2−1 exp

(
−m

2(k)

t

)
. (68)

Now we can use the standard result that a function which
is analytic on a domain Ω ⊂ C, has a unique extension to
a function defined in C except to a discrete set of points.
Let us discuss this procedure for the case of the Dirichlet

Laplacian where only the integrals I
(1)
d (s, k) and I

(2)
d (s, k)

appears. Using the fact that ψ(t) = O(e−πt) as t → ∞,

the integrals I
(1)
d (s, k) and I

(2)
d (s, k) represent an every-

where regular functions of s for m2(k) ∈ R+. The upper
bound insure uniform convergence of the integrals on ev-
ery bounded domain in C. As in the standard quantum
field theory scenario, the contribution to the average free
energy from each moment of the partition function of the
system can be evaluated for s = − 1

2 .

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0

m

0.000

0.002

0.004

0.006

0.008

I
(1

)
d

d = 2

d = 3

d = 4

d = 5

d = 6

FIG. 1. Behavior of I
(1)
d (s, k) given by Eq. (65) for s = −1/2,

for arbitrary dimensionality of the space and also dimension-
less quantity m(k) = m.

In the Fig. (1) we depict the behaviour of the integral
given by Eq. (65) for s = −1/2, arbitrary dimensionality
of space and dimensionless quantity m(k). We can evi-
dence that vanishes when the value of the dimensionless
quantity m(k) satisfies m(k) > 2. On the other hand

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0

m

0.000

0.005

0.010

0.015

0.020

0.025

0.030

I
(2

)
d

d = 2

d = 3

d = 4

d = 5

d = 6

FIG. 2. Behavior of I
(2)
d (s, k) given by Eq. (66) for s = −1/2,

for arbitrary dimensionality of the space and dimensionless
quantity m(k) = m.

the contribution of the integral defined in Eq. (66) is
depicted in the Fig. (2). The contribution of the integral

I
(2)
d (s, k) for s = −1/2 vanishes for m(k) > 2.5.

For the case of the Neumann Laplacian and also the
periodic boundary conditions, not only the integrals

I
(1)
d (s, k) and I

(2)
d (s, k) but also the integrals I

(3)
d (s, k)

and I
(4)
d (s, k) also appears. In the absence of the expo-

nential decay of the ψ(v) function and for m2(k) ∈ R+

we have to discuss the polar structure of the integral

I
(3)
d (s, k). Note that we are assuming that m2(k) is small,

but different from zero. One can write that the integral

I
(3)
d (s, k) can be written as

I
(3)
d (s, k) =

(
m2(k)

) d
2−s−

1
2 Γ

(
s− d

2
+

1

2
,m2(k)

)
, (69)

where Γ(α, x) is the incomplete gamma function defined
by

Γ(α, x) =

∫ ∞
x

dt tα−1e−t. (70)

For noninteger α, Γ(α, x) is a multivalue function of x,
with a branch point at x = 0. Using the series repre-
sentation for the Γ(α, x) incomplete gamma function we
get

I
(3)
d (s, k) =

(
m2(k)

) d
2−s−

1
2 Γ

(
s− d

2
+

1

2

)

+

∞∑
n=0

(−1)n+1

n!

(
m2(k)

)n(
s− d

2 + 1
2 + n

) . (71)

Note that in principle, that the contribution of I
(3)
d (s, k)

is finite for odd dimensional space. Let us discuss the



11

polar structure of I
(4)
d (s, k). We can write that

I
(4)
d (s, k) =

(
m2(k)

) d
2−sγ

(
s− d

2
,m2(k)

)
, (72)

where γ(α, x) is the incomplete gamma function defined
by

γ(α, x) =

∫ x

0

dt tα−1e−t, (73)

for Re(α) > 0. Using again a series representation for the
γ(α, x) incomplete gamma function we can write that

I
(4)
d (s, k) =

∞∑
n=0

(−1)n

n!

(
m2(k)

)n(
s− d

2 + n
) . (74)

The contribution of I
(4)
d (s, k) is finite for even dimen-

sional space. Therefore it is not possible to define the
Casimir-like energy per unit area associated to the Neu-
mann Laplacian using an analytic regularization proce-
dure in the Gaussian approximation [94]. This obstruc-
tion is related to the presence of the zero mode [95].
Going beyond the Gaussian approximation, the infrared
problem can be discussed [96]. For the case of Dirich-
let boundary conditions we can write that the terms of
the series representation of E[W (j, h)]|j=0, i.e., moments
of the partition function where the fluctuations of the
order parameters-like quantities become sensitive to the
boundaries defined by Fd(L) as

Fd(L) =

k2∑
k=k1

ck(a) exp

[
k

2
ζd

(
−1

2
, k

)]
, (75)

where k1 = bm
2
0

σ2 c and k2 = b 1
σ2

(
1

2L2 + m2
0

)
c. As, in the

critical phenomena, the fluctuations occur over a wide
range of scale. To proceed, let us investigate the lead-
ing contribution to the series representation for the free
energy, where the correlation length of the fluctuations
attains its maximum value. Next we can use a renor-
malization procedure, i.e., or a suitable choice of a, i.e.,
a = exp

(
|ζd
(
− 1

2 , k1

)
|
)
, we can write that the force per

unit area is given by

fd(L) =
(−1)k1+1

2k1!

1(∏d−1
i=1 Li

) ∂

∂L
ζd

(
−1

2
, k1

)
. (76)

Two comments are in order. The first one is that any
physical observable must be independent of the dimen-
sionless quantity a. For instance, the average free given
by Eq. (24) is a independent. The renormalization pro-
cedure also eliminate the dependence of the force per unit
area on the dimensionless parameter. The second one is
that using the cut-off method, the definition of the force
between the boundaries, is given in terms of subtraction
of two configurations free energies, the free energy per-
unit area and the free energy density. The structure of

the free energy is related to the Weyl’s theorem that links
the asymptotic distribution of eigenvalues of a generic el-
liptic differential operator with geometric parameters of
the boundary that defines the domain where the field is
defined [97, 98]. In an analytic regularization procedure,
this procedure of subtraction of configurations is not nec-
essary. Using the definition of Zd(s, k) we can write

fd(L) =
(−1)k1+1

2k1!
A(d)

∂

∂L
Zd

(
−1

2
, k1

)
. (77)

Therefore the induced-force per unit area in the case of
Dirichlet boundary condition depends on the contribu-
tion coming from the leading term, with the largest corre-
lation length of the fluctuations. The sign of the induced-
force depends on the sign of ζd

(
− 1

2 , k1

)
, that is negative

using that Γ(− 1
2 ) = −2

√
π and also from the value of

bm
2
0

σ2 c, being odd or even. We can write the induced-force
per unit area as

fd(L) =
2√
π

(−1)k1

k1!

1

Ld+1(
I

(1)
d

(
−1

2
, k1

)
+ I

(2)
d

(
−1

2
, k1

))
. (78)

Varying continuously the intensity of the control param-
eter, i.e., σ2, the induced force can be repulsive or at-
tractive between the boundaries. We would like to stress
that the literature have been discussed the sign of the
Casimir energy, in the quantum and also classical ver-
sions. Repulsive and attractive critical Casimir forces
depending on the boundary condition was discussed in
Ref. [99]. Also, the discussion of the sign fluctuation-
induced forces was studied in Ref. [100]. These authors
proved that there is a crossover from attractive to re-
pulsive forces, as a function of the distance between the
boundaries. For the case of quantum fields, a similar re-
sult can be found in Ref. [101], where it was discussed
the sign of the Casimir force between two plates, a per-
fectly conducting one and a infinite permeable plate. In
the Ref. [102] it was proved that a repulsive Casimir
force appears when the boundaries are dielectric materi-
als with nontrivial magnetic susceptibility. See also the
Ref. [103]. Finally, a somehow similar results was ob-
tained in Refs. [104, 105], where it was discussed the
dependence of the sign of the Casimir energy on the di-
mensionality of space, type of boundary condition, etc.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In the canonical approach of field quantum theory, the
original Casimir effect, may be viewed as the effect of
changes in the vacuum modes associated to the quantized
electromagnetic field by the presence of boundaries. The
literature have been discussed a scenario where classical
fluctuations play the role of the quantum vacuum modes
mimetizing the original Casimir conceptual framework.
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In a confined system with quenched disorder, a sensitivity
to the boundaries may arises, where the distance to the
critical situation is given by some non-thermal control
parameter.

Here we discussed the application of the spectral
and distributional zeta-function methods to describe
fluctuation-induced forces arising from a quenched dis-
order field in a continuous Landau-Ginzburg model, in-
spired in the statistical Casimir effect. We discuss a se-
ries representation of the quenched free energy. Each
moment defines an order parameter-like quantity with
a specific correlation length of the fluctuations. Next
we discussed the contribution to the fluctuation-induced
force generated by specific moments of the partition func-
tion, where the fluctuations of the order parameter-like
quantity are sensitive to the boundaries. This occurs
when the correlation length of the fluctuations of some
order parameters-like quantity in specific moments of the

partition function satisfies ξ
(k)
> > L. ¿From the series

representation of the average free energy, it is possible
to obtain the force between the boundaries, due to the
interaction of the critical fluctuations generated by the
moment of the partition function, with the largest corre-
lation length of the fluctuations.

Assuming a d-dimensional slab geometry Rd−1× [0, L]
we study Dirichlet, Neumann and periodic boundary con-
ditions in an unified way. Using a Gaussian approxima-
tion, and the result that for the case of flat boundaries,
the effective action defined by the spectral zeta function
method and the Casimir energy coincides, we discuss the
quenched free energy of the system using an analytic reg-
ularization procedure. Using the symmetry of a modu-
lar form, we study the cases of all four boundary condi-
tions. The structure of the divergences of the spectral
zeta-function as a function of the dimension of the space
is presented. We show that it is not possible to define
the fluctuation-induced force to the Neumann Laplacian
using an analytic regularization procedure. The sign of
the induced-force for the case of Dirichlet boundary con-
ditions depends on the sign of ζd

(
− 1

2 , k1

)
and also from

bm
2
0

σ2 c, being odd or even. We can therefore conclude that
the sign of the fluctuation-induced force depends on the
strength of the control parameter. In other words, vary-
ing continuously the intensity of the non-thermal control
parameter, i.e., σ2, the induced force can be repulsive or
attractive between the boundaries.

With respect to the results obtained in this work, a
remark is appropriate. The situation similar to the ratio

bm
2
0

σ2 c appears in the Casimir effect, associated to elec-
tromagnetic fields. For the case of two boundaries, one
a dielectric surface and the second one a permeable sur-
face with large dielectric constant ε and large permeabil-
ity µ respectively, the transition between the attractive
or repulsive behaviour depends on the ratio

√
µ
ε . A nat-

ural continuation of this work is to discuss the general-
ized Heisenberg ferromagnet with a N -dimensional order
parameter [106], defined on a slab Rd−1 × [0, L], invari-

ant under the O(N) symmetry group in the presence of
quenched disorder with strength σ. For d > 2, for in-
stance, where large correlation lengths may appear, one
can discuss the fluctuation-induced force between bound-
aries in a Bose-Einstein condensate in the presence of
disorder [107]. This subject is under investigation by the
authors.
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Appendix A: The distributional zeta-function
method

The usual approach is to define zeta functions in terms
of countable collection of numbers, as for example prime
numbers, length of closed paths, etc. The starting point
of our derivation is to use the definition of the distri-
butional zeta-function Φ(s, j), inspired in the spectral
zeta-function, as

Φ(s, j) =

∫
[dh]P (h)

1

Z(j, h)s
, (A1)

for s ∈ C, this function being defined in the region where
the above integral converges. Note that Φ(s, j) is a func-
tion of s and a functional of the external source j(x) in-
troduced by convenience. The disordered-averaged gen-
erating functional E

[
W (j, h)

]
can be written as

E
[
W (j, h)

]
= −(d/ds)Φ(s, j)|s=0+ , Re(s) ≥ 0, (A2)

where Φ(s, j) is well defined. To proceed, we use Euler’s
integral representation for the Gamma function given by

1

Z(j, h)s
=

1

Γ(s)

∫ ∞
0

dt ts−1e−Z(j,h)t, for Re(s) > 0.

(A3)
Although the above Mellin integral converges only for
Re(s) > 0, as Z(j, h) > 0, we will show how to obtain
from the above expression a formula for the generating
functional valid for Re(s) ≥ 0. Substituting Eq. (A3) in
Eq. (A1) we get

Φ(s, j) =
1

Γ(s)

∫
[dh]P (h)

∫ ∞
0

dt ts−1e−Z(j,h)t. (A4)

We already know that the distributional zeta-function
Φ(s, j) is defined for Re(s) ≥ 0. Now we will use the
above expression for computing its derivative at s = 0 by
analytic tools. We assume at principle the commutativity
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of the following operations, disorder average, differenti-
ation, integration if necessary. To continue, take a > 0
and write Φ = Φ1 + Φ2 where

Φ1(s, j) =
1

Γ(s)

∫
[dh]P (h)

∫ a

0

dt ts−1e−Z(j,h)t (A5)

and

Φ2(s, j) =
1

Γ(s)

∫
[dh]P (h)

∫ ∞
a

dt ts−1e−Z(j,h)t, (A6)

where a is a dimensionless parameter. The disorder av-
erage generating functional can be written as

E
[
W (j, h)

]
=

− d

ds
Φ1(s, j)

∣∣∣∣
s=0 +

− d

ds
Φ2(s, j)

∣∣∣∣
s=0 +

. (A7)

Let us define the integer moment of the generating func-
tional of correlation functions, E

[
(Z(j, h))k

]
, where

E
[
(Z(j, h)k

]
=

∫
[dh]P (h)

(
Z(j, h)

)k
. (A8)

The integral Φ2(s, j) defines an analytic function defined
in the whole complex plane. The contribution of Φ1(s, j)
reads

Φ1(s, j) =
as

Γ(s+ 1)

+
1

Γ(s)

∞∑
k=1

(−1)kak+s

k!(k + s)
E
[(
Z(j, h)

)k ]
, (A9)

an expression valid for Re(s) ≥ 0. The function Γ(s) has
a pole at s = 0 with residue 1, therefore

d

ds
Φ1(s; j)|s=0 + =

∞∑
k=1

(−1)kak

k! k
E
[(
Z(j, h)

)k ]
+ f(a),

(A10)
where

f(a) =
d

ds

(
as

Γ(s+ 1)

)∣∣∣∣
s=0 +

=
(
log a+ γ

)
(A11)

and γ is Euler’s constant 0.577 . . . The derivative of Φ2

in Eq. (A6) is given by

d

ds
Φ2(s; j)|s=0 + =

∫
[dh]P (h)

∫ ∞
a

dt

t
e−Z(j,h)t

= −R(a, j). (A12)

Hence, using analytic tools, and integrating over the dis-
order, we get a new representation for the disordered-
averaged generating functional W (j, h) given by

E
[
W (j, h)

]
=

∞∑
k=1

(−1)k+1ak

k! k
E
[(
Z(j, h)

)k ]
− log a− γ +R(a, j). (A13)
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852 (2013).

[106] S. Biswas, J. K. Bhattacharjee, H. S. Samanta, S. Bhat-
tacharyya and B. Hu, New. Jour. Phys. 12, 063039
(2010).

[107] A. Edery, J. Stat. Mech. P06007 (2006).


	Fluctuation-Induced Forces in Disordered Landau-Ginzburg Model 
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II A Landau-Ginzburg model with disordered fields
	III The distributional zeta-function method
	IV Fluctuation-induced force in Systems with Disorder
	V Conclusions
	 Acknowledgments
	A The distributional zeta-function method
	 References


