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Abstract

We generalize the formalism proposed by Dalibard, Dupont-Roc, and Cohen-Tannoudji [the
DDC formalism] in the fourth order for two atoms in interaction with scalar fields in vacuum
to a thermal bath at finite temperature T', and then calculate the interatomic interaction energy
of two ground-state atoms separately in terms of the contributions of thermal fluctuations and
the radiation reaction of the atoms and analyze in detail the thermal corrections to the van der
Waals and Casimir-Polder interactions. We discover a particular region, i.e., W < L <€\
with L, $ and A\ denoting the interatomic separation, the wavelength of thermal photons and
the transition wavelength of the atoms respectively, where the thermal corrections remarkably
render the van der Waals force, which is usually attractive, repulsive, leading to an interesting
crossover phenomenon of the interatomic interaction from attractive to repulsive as the temperature
increases. We also find that the thermal corrections cause significant changes to the Casimir-Polder
force when the temperature is sufficiently high, resulting in an attractive force proportional to T'L ™3
in the A <« 8 < L region, and a force which can be either attractive or repulsive and even vanishing

in the < A < L region depending on the interatomic separation.



I. INTRODUCTION

One of the remarkable consequences of quantization of electromagnetic fields is the exis-
tence of vacuum fluctuations as a result of the Heisenberg uncertainty principle, which has
profoundly changed our usual understanding of a vacuum. The vacuum fluctuations are
deemed as the origin of various physical phenomena, such as the spontaneous emission [1]
and the Lamb shift [2], the attractive force between two perfectly conducting neutral plates
in vacuum, which is known as the Casimir effect [3], as well as a force felt by a neutral atom
near a perfectly conducting plate, due to the coupling between the atom and the vacuum

electromagnetic fluctuations modified by the presence of the boundary [4].

When two atoms are involved, a vacuum-fluctuation-induced interatomic interaction then
appears, which can be physically understood as follows. One atom interacts with fluctuating
vacuum electromagnetic fields, and a radiative field is subsequently produced, which then
acts on the other atom, and vice versa. As a result, an interaction potential, which is
also generally referred to as the van der Waals or Casimir-Polder interaction potential, is
induced [1-11]. Based on the standard perturbation theory, London found that, for two
ground-state atoms with an interatomic distance L much smaller than the characteristic
transition wavelength of the atoms, the interatomic interaction potential behaves as L= [5],
and Casimir and Polder further showed that in the far region where the interatomic distance
L is much larger than the atomic transition wavelength, the potential decays more rapidly
with a behavior of L=7 rather than L=5 due to the effect of retardation [1]. A few years
later, Lifshitz et al. developed a macroscopic theory for the interaction of dielectric bodies,
and by going to the limiting case of rarefied media, they recovered both the nonretarded
and retarded interatomic interaction potential [12, 13].

The early works mentioned above are about the interatomic interaction energy of two
ground-state inertial atoms coupled to the fluctuating electromagnetic field in a trivial
flat space in vacuum. Over the past decades, endeavors have also been devoted to this
fluctuation-induced interaction in more complex circumstances, such as atoms in a bounded
space [14, 15], in noninertial motions [16, 17], in a thermal bath [14, 18-241], and even in
a curved spacetime [25, 20]. For the effects of a thermal bath, let us note that after the
work of Lifshitz and his collaborators [12, 13], McLachlan revisited the long-range disper-

sion forces in a non-uniform dielectric at finite temperature [18]. He derived most of the



results of Lifshitz et al. in a more elementary way, and discovered that the interaction en-
ergy of two atoms in a thermal bath at a low temperature 7', which is much smaller than
the energy gap of the atoms wy, scales as L=% at small interatomic distances and as L7
at large interatomic distances when the retardation effect is important; while at sufficiently
long distances, L™! < T < wy, the temperature effects mask the retardation effect and
the interatomic interaction energy scales as T'L% [18]. Later, this temperature and dis-
tance dependence was also shown by Boyer in the theory of classical electrodynamics with
classical electromagnetic zero-point radiation [19], by Milonni and others via considering
the energy of an induced dipole moment of a molecule in an electric field correlated with
the second molecule [20, 21], and by Wennerstrém and his collaborators with two different
methods [the Lifshitz theory and the generalized fourth-order quantum-electrodynamical
perturbation theory| [22]. In addition, by taking the dilute medium limit of the Lifshitz
theory [12, 13] for two parallel dielectric slabs in a thermal environment, Ninham and Daicic
also recovered the London potential in the nonretarded region and revealed that as the
retarded limit is approached with increasing interatomic separation, temperature effects be-
come increasingly significant and ultimately the London description must break down, even
at a fixed temperature [23]. Recently, the study of the thermal effects on the dispersion
interaction energy of two ground-state atoms has also been extended to the case of atoms

out of thermal equilibrium [24].

When a two-atom system in a thermal bath is concerned, there are three characteristic
physical parameters, i.e., the interatomic separation, L, the transition wavelength of the
atoms, A ~ wy ', and the wavelength of thermal photons, 5 = T~!, and so there are in general
six typical regions for the problem under consideration. However, the previous studies on
this topic are only concerned with one or a few regions, and to the best of our knowledge, a
complete analysis of the interatomic interaction at finite temperature is still lacking. In this
paper, we aim to fill this gap, i.e., we will give a complete study for the interaction potential

of two ground-state atoms in a thermal bath at an arbitrary temperature.

We exploit the formalism proposed by Dalibard, Dupont-Roc, and Cohen-Tannoudji [the
DDC formalism| [27, 28], which separates the contributions of field fluctuations and the
contributions of radiation reaction of atoms, to deal with the interaction potential. It is
worth pointing out that the DDC formalism has been widely used, during the past years,

to study various second-order perturbation quantum effects, such as the energy shifts of a



single atom [29-36] and the resonance interaction energy of two entangled atoms [37-12],
and very recently, it was generalized from the second order to the fourth order to study the
interatomic interaction between two ground-state atoms in vacuum [16, 26, 413]. In this paper,
as an attempt to utilize the DDC formalism to deal with the effects of a thermal bath on
the interatomic interaction between two ground-state atoms, we first generalize the fourth-
order DDC formalism in vacuum [43] to in a thermal bath. For simplicity, we start with
the model of atoms linearly coupled to a massless scalar field and derive basic formulas for
the contribution of thermal fluctuations [tf-contribution] and that of the radiation reaction
of atoms [rr-contribution], with which we then calculate the interatomic interaction energy
from both contributions and analyze its behaviors in all typical regions in detail. Here let
us note that the scalar field model has been widely used in the study of radiative properties

of atoms in various circumstances in recent years [25, 26, 29, 30, 33, 34, 3610, 43-19].

II. GENERAL FORMALISM OF THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF THERMAL FLUC-
TUATIONS AND RADIATION REACTION OF ATOMS TO INTERATOMIC IN-
TERACTION

We consider that, two spatially separated atoms are interacting with massless scalar fields
in a thermal bath at an arbitrary temperature 7. Each atom, labeled by ¢ (¢ = A or B),
is assumed to be of two energy levels with an energy gap we, and |ge) and |eg) represent

¢

atomic ground state and excited state, with energies —% and +w—2§ respectively. The total

Hamiltonian describing the “atoms+field” system is given by
H(r) = Hs(7) + Hp(7) + Hi(7) (1)

with respect to the proper time of the atoms 7. Here, Hg(7) and Hp(T) are the free

Hamiltonian of the two-atom system and that of the scalar fields, which can be written as

Hs(T) = waR$ (1) +wpR2(7) , (2)

Hi(r) = [ &k awnal(r)on(t(r) - Q

where RS = (lee) (el —1ge) (gel), and a}. and ay, are respectively the creation and annihilation

operators of the field modes with momentum k. The four-dimensional coordinates are



denoted by x = (¢, ), and the atom-field interaction Hamiltonian H;(7) is expressed as

Hy(r) = puR3 (1) d(x.a(7)) + Ry (T)(wp(7)) - (4)

Here 4 is a very small coupling constant, RS = %(Rg_ — RY), with RS = |eg)(ge| and
RS = |g¢)(e¢| being atomic raising and lowering operators, and ¢(z) is the operator of scalar

fields,

¢(r) = /d3k gular(t) fr(@) + ai (t) fi(2)] ()

where gp = [2wg(27)%] 712, and fi(x) is the scalar-field mode with momentum k. With the
Hamiltonians of the “atoms+field” system in Eqs. (1)-(4), we shall first establish the general
fourth-order DDC formalism for the contributions of thermal fluctuations and radiation

reaction of atoms to the interatomic interaction energy.

Following similar procedures we have adopted in Ref. [13] for the interatomic interaction
energy between two ground-state atoms in vacuum, we obtain and solve the Heisenberg equa-
tions of motion of the dynamical variables of the atoms and the scalar fields, and separate
each solution into a free part and a source part. We then perturbatively expand each source
part with respect to the small coupling constant p. By exploiting the symmetric ordering
between the operators of the atoms and the fields [27, 28], we evaluate the contributions of
the free field and the source field to the variation rate of the Hamiltonian of the two-atom
system. After taking the average of them over the thermal state of the scalar fields |5),
we can pick out the following effective Hamiltonian of the thermal fluctuations contribution
(tf-contribution) caused by the free field, and that of the radiation reaction contribution

(rr-contribution) caused by the source field,
(Hs (7))
= gint [dn [ dn [ dn (8 o walr) o a(m)} [ nlm). o ea(m)] )
x (R (r), 13 ()] [ RS (70), B ()]

+A = B term (6)

and



= Lt / dn / dr, / dry (8 [67 (25(r2)). ' (za(n))] [¢' (25(73)). &' (za(1))] | )

AR (). B () | | R (), R (7)|

%w /T:dﬁ /dT / drs (] [¢f (z4(n)). o' (25(r))] [¢' (25 (m)). ¢ (2a(r))] | B)

< { B (), B ()} [ R (), B ()|

it / an / ar, / dry (B|[¢' (@a(rs)), ' (25(1))] [/ (28(r)), & (wa(7))] | B)

< { B (), B ()} [ B (), B ()|

it / an / dr, / dry (8] [¢/ (5(m)), &' (wa(7)] [¢/ (w5(7s)), &' (xa(r2))] | B)

x [R/*f< ) B ()| { B (7), R () }

+1 i / dr, / dr, / dry (B |{¢! (w5(r)), ¢/ (2(73))} [¢/ (25(n)), ' (za(r))] | B)
[RAf( ) B ()| [RE (72), R ()|

Fin / dn / ar, / dry (B |[6! (x5()), &' (wa(m))] [/ (25(78)), ¢! ((r))] | B)

x { R (m), B (1) || RS (), R 2>]
+A = B terms , (7)

where

¢! (z) = / &’k gelax(to)e R fi () + aj (to)e ") fi(@)] (8)
is the free scalar-field operator, and
B () = & [RE (et — R (rpoe—] )

is the free part of atomic operator R5(7). After taking the expectation values of the two
effective Hamiltonians, (Hg (7)) and (Hs(7))® in Egs. (6) and (7), over the two-atom
state, |gagp), and doing some simplifications, we finally arrive at the general formula for the

tf-contribution to the interatomic interaction energy for two ground-state atoms,

(OE)u = (9ags!(Hs(7))if |9495)
= 21M4/ d7‘1/ d’TQ/ dTgC’g(a:A(T),xB(Tg))Xg(xA(Tl),xB(Tg))XA(T, )x2 (72, 73)
+A = B term (10)



and that of the rr-contribution,

(OE )z

= (gags|(Hs(7))™|gag5)

)
— it / ar, / 1d72 / " drE (7). 2 (7)IXE (2a(7), 25(m))OAm, 7)Y (72, 73)

+2ipt de draxs (wa(n), 25(7))x5 (25(72), 2a(1))CH (1, 1) X" (72, 75)

+2iu4 drsxs (wa(7s), 25(72)) x5 (TB(11), 2a(7))CH (T, 73)x P (11, 72)

+2iu4

+2ip deCg rp(72) SCA(Ts))Xg(SCB(Tl) zA(T ))XA(TsaT)XB(ThE)

+2ip d7'1 dT2 dTgXB xA(T LL’B(Tg))Xg(LL’A(Tl),LL’B(TQ))CA(T, )X (13, 7)
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Lo,
A

+ A= B terms (11)

where C*(7,7") and x*(7,7') are the statistical functions of the atoms in the ground state,

defined by

Q
oy
=
\]\
~—
Il

= (o (RS (), RS ()} ge) (12)

X 7) = lod RS (7). RS (7)]lge) (13)

and Cf (xa(7), zp(7')) and x§ (24(7), 25(7")) are the correlation functions of the scalar fields

in the thermal state |3), defined by

Cj (wa(r), xp(7)) = %Wl{aﬁf(u(f)), o' (ws(7)}B) . (14)
X5 (@a(7),25(7)) = %<ﬁ|[¢f(xA(7'))a¢f($B(T/))]‘ﬁ> : (15)

Note here that, in order to obtain Eqgs. (10) and (11), we have simplified every scalar-field
four-point correlation function of the effective Hamiltonians in Egs. (6) and (7), into products
of two two-point correlation functions, and the details on the simplifications are given in

Appendix. A.



III. CONTRIBUTIONS OF THERMAL FLUCTUATIONS AND RADIATION RE-
ACTION TO THE INTERACTION OF TWO STATIC GROUND-STATE ATOMS

In this section, we shall use the general formalism established in the proceeding section
to calculate the interatomic interaction energy between two static ground-state atoms in a

thermal bath. The trajectories of the two atoms at rest are depicted by
ra= (7707070)7 rp = (7-70707[/)7 (16)

where L (> 0) denotes the interatomic separation, and along these trajectories of the atoms,

the correlation functions of the scalar fields defined in Eqs. (14) and (15) are respectively

Cl(xa(r),zp5(7)) = 47r12L /000 dw (1 - e‘*’/TL—l) sin(wL) cos [w(T —7)],  (17)
Xg(IA(T),[L’B(T,)) = _47:2L /000 dw sin(wL)sin [w(r — 7] . (18)

For atomic statistical functions defined in Egs. (12) and (13), we obtain, with Eq. (9),

C8(r, ) = Jeoslg(r )], (19)

X (r,7) = —i sin [we(T — )], (20)
which are valid when the two-level atom is in its ground state |ge). Substituting Eqs. (17)-
(20) into Eqgs. (10) and (11), and performing the triple integrations with respect to 71,
and 73, we have respectively, for an infinitely long time interval 7 — 7, the tf-contribution

and the rr-contribution

4 [e%s} [e’s) . .
L wawpws sin(wq L) sin(ws L) 2
0B )y = ———— d d 14+ —- 21
(OB 647r4L2/0 “’1/0 - A - W) e —1) Y

and

4 0o 0o 2 2 2
1 wiwe (W] — W4 — WaWp — Wg)
0E)y = (0FE)y — —— d d
0B = 0Bhe— gy [ [t A SR
x sin(wy L) sin(wy L) . (22)

The above results can be further simplified by performing the w,—integration with the

residue theorem to yield the final expressions of the tf-contribution and the rr-contribution

/ duva (i) (inr)e—2eE
0

put wpcos (2wal) — wy cos (2wpl) 1

5127202 w2 — Wl  256m°L2
4 sin (2uL)

M [e.9]
S ket P
1287T3L2/0 duas(u)ap(u) T 1 (23)

4

(0E)y =



and

4 4 00
pt wpcos (2wal) —wa cos (2wpl) 1 / ' o
O, = _ d ,
(OF) 512722 w? — W 2561312 uay (iu)ap(iv)e
4 00 .
K sin (2ul)
_1§§%555J( duora(uos(u) (24)

with ag(iu) = we/(wf + u?), both of which are composed of three terms with the first two
temperature-independent terms reflecting effects of zero-point fluctuations and the third
temperature-dependent term representing thermal revisions. It is also worth noting that
every term of Egs. (23) and (24) has a prefactor ~ L™2, and it arises from the prefactor L=1
in the field correlation functions (Egs. (17) and (18)) as the tf- and rr-contribution depend
on the product of two field correlation functions (see Egs. (10) and (11)). Generally, the
tf- and rr-contribution are distinctive due to that the first term in Eq. (23) and Eq. (24)
which is oscillatory is of the same magnitude but an opposite sign. When added up, the
first terms in these two equations cancel out perfectly, and it means that this part of the
effects of zero-point fluctuations in the tf- and rr-contribution is cancelled. As a result, the
total interaction energy follows,
1 * wAw
OB)ow = ~fqrop /0 T L

_ ' /OO wawp sin (2ul)
2 o R T R T

(25)

which contains two terms with the first temperature-independent term being exactly the
interaction energy of two static ground-state atoms in vacuum and the other temperature-

dependent term giving the thermal corrections.

It is difficult to analytically evaluate the integrals in Eqs. (23)-(25). Fortunately, however,
analytical approximate results are obtainable in some special cases. For simplicity, we assume
in the following discussions that the two atoms are identical with the transition frequency
denoted by wy, and divide our analysis into the van der Waals regime where the interatomic
separation L is much smaller than the atomic transition wavelength A, defined by A = 27w’ L
and the Casimir-Polder regime where L is much larger than the atomic transition wavelength
A. As indicated in the general expressions of the tf- and rr-contribution Eqgs. (23) and (24),
for the interaction energy of two atoms in a thermal bath, besides the two length scales L
and A, another length scale, i.e., the characteristic wavelength of photons in the thermal

bath [ singles out. As a result, the van der Waals region L < A and the Casimir-Polder



region L > X are respectively further divided into three typical regions, and the tf- and
rr-contribution (Eqgs. (23) and (24)), which can be expressed in terms of some complicated
special functions after doing the integrations, can be further approximated in polynomials

of L. We next discuss those results one by one.

A. The van der Waals interaction in a thermal bath

This regime can be further divided into three sub-regimes depending on the relationship
among three characteristic length scales, i.e., the interatomic separation L, the thermal
wavelength of the thermal bath, 3 = T~!, and atomic transition wavelength \. We now

start with L < A\ < f.

1. The van der Waals interaction in the region L < A < 3

When L < A\ < 3, the tf-contribution and the rr-contribution to the interatomic van der
Waals interaction, according to Eqgs. (23) and (24), are respectively approximated by

4 42 4, 2
It pT prwoL
SE)y =~ - - In (wo L 2
OE)u ~ 35637 ~ 38mad L~ 10070 2 (0l) (26)
4 4 4T2 4 2L
(0E), ~ K a o e In (wol) . (27)

T5l2n%wol? | 25675 384mwiL | 19270
In each of these two equations, the first term on the right plays a dominant role, and
the thermal corrections dependent on the temperature appear in higher orders, which are
negligible. Taking the derivative of the above leading terms with respect to the interatomic
separation, we find that the thermal fluctuations lead to a repulsive van der Waals force
between two atoms, which is proportional to L~2, while the radiation reaction of atoms
yields an attractive force which is proportional to L=2. Let us note that different scaling of
L in these two leading terms is caused by the difference in the sign of oscillatory terms in Eqs.
(23) and (24). To be specific, the oscillatory term in the tf-contribution (Eq. (23)) cancels the
other temperature-independent term, while that in the rr-contribution (Eq. (24)) coincides
it and they jointly lead to the first term in Eq. (27). It is easy to see that [0F|y < |0F|.,

which means that the rr-contribution dominates over the tf-contribution in this case. Adding



up Eqs. (26) and (27), we get
1t it W R

OF )it ™~ — —
(OE)ior S12m%agl? | 1287°L 1927w2L 9673

In (woll) , (28)

for the total van der Waals interaction energy of two ground-state atoms in a thermal bath,

which is attractive.

2. The van der Waals interaction in the region L < 3 < A

When L < < A, we simplify the tf-contribution and the rr-contribution in Egs. (23)

and (24) into the following two expressions,

4 4. .2
H KWy wo
SE)y ~ — _ 1 (—) 2
(0B 256m3L  38473T2L A\ T (29)
4 4 4, .2
ju [ plw? <w0>
SE), ~ — _ _ In (22 .
(0F) 512m2we?  2567°L  384m3T2L \T (30)

Comparing the above results with their counterparts in the case of L < A < 3, i.e. Egs.
(26) and (27), we find that the first (leading) term of the tf-contribution in Eq. (29), as well
as the second (subleading) term of the rr-contribution in Eq. (30), which are independent
of the temperature, remarkably change sign. This sign-changing phenomenon results from
that the sole temperature-dependent term in Egs. (23) and (24), in the limit of L < f <
A also generates the temperature-independent behaviors of L~!, and thus suggests that,
in sharp contrast to the low-temperature case of A < 3, the thermal radiation can also
induce the temperature-independent corrections to the van der Waals interaction in the high-
temperature case, i.e., when the thermal wavelength £ is much smaller than the transition
wavelength of atoms A. Consequently, the tf-contribution in the L < § < A region leads to
an attractive van der Waals force, as apposed to a repulsive force in the region L < A < f3,
and the rr-contribution leads to a slight enhancement for the van der Waals interaction

energy, rather than a slight reduction in the region L < A < f3.

The summation of the above two equations, Eqgs. (29) and (30), gives rise to the total van

der Waals interaction energy in the region I < [ < A,

4 4

4, 2
H H KWy Wo
SE )y ~ — _ _ 1 (—) 31
(05 ot 512m2wel?  12873L  1027972L \T (31)

Obviously, though the dominant behavior of the tf-contribution is altered by the tempera-

ture, the leading term of the total interaction energy comes from the rr-contribution in Eq.



(30), which however is unaffected by the temperature. As a result, the total interatomic van
der Waals force in this case is, to the leading order, still an attractive force proportional to
L73. In the present region and the region of L < A < 3, the contribution of radiation reac-
tion of atoms to the interaction energy is always larger than that of field fluctuations, and
this is physically understandable as the propagation distance of the photons of the radiative

field emitted from one atom to the other atom is very short when two atoms are very close.

3. The van der Waals interaction in the region < L < A

The third region for the van der Waals interaction we are to examine is § < L < A, within

which the tf-contribution and the rr-contribution in Eqs. (23) and (24) are approximated as
4 ,u4wg L2T

i
OF)y ~ — 32
(OB )t 256m3L  384m? (32)
4 4 4 2L2T

(OE)y ~ —— b 2 A= (33)

512m2wol? 25673 L 38472

and they jointly result in the following total van der Waals interaction energy,

4 4 4W2L2T

(0F) oy ~ rF__ B E% (34)

512n2wel?  1287L  192n2
In order to elucidate the behaviors of the tf-contribution and the rr-contribution to the
interatomic van der Waals interaction energy in the § < L < A region, we further divide this
region into the following three different subregions, i.e. the subregion of f < L < W,
YNB < L < Y6, and {/N3B < L < A

In the first subregion f < L < W , we obtain

4

W
1

[y =TT e 7o

(OE) 512m2wy L2 (36)

which are exactly the same in the leading order as those in the region L < f < A [see
Egs. (29) and (30)]. And the tf-contribution and the rr-contribution, in the second subregion
v/ A2 < L < /A3, can be expressed as

4,272
. MWwgl T
OE) = — =5 (37)
1t
(0F), =~ (38)

1272w L2



respectively. Here the van der Waals force attributed to the tf-contribution is a repulsive
force, with a new behavior of T'L. Tt is easy to verify that |(0E),| > |(0F)y| in the first
two subregions, i.e., the rr-contribution weighs much more than the tf-contribution. The
third subregion comes with {‘/W < L < ), and now the tf-contribution plays an equally
important role as the rr-contribution does, i.e.

g LT

(OE)y =~ (0F);y ~ — 3342

(39)

It is interesting to note that the interatomic van der Waals energy leads to an attractive
force in the first two subregions which scales as L~2, and remarkably a repulsive force in
the third subregion, i.e., the {*/W < L < A\ region, which scales as T'L. The crossover
of the van der Waals force from attractive to repulsive when the interatomic separation
enters the third subregion is a result of the fact that both the tf- and rr-contribution are
dominated by the temperature-dependent terms which weigh equally, whereas, in the first
two regions L <€ A < (B, L <« [ < A, or the first two subregions of f <« L < A,
although the tf-contributions may be dominated by temperature-dependent terms, the rr-
contribution, which is often dominated by temperature-independent terms, is much greater
than the tf-contribution, and consequently the total interaction energy is still dominated by
temperature-independent terms, resulting in an overall attractive force.

Some comments are in order on whether or not this repulsive van der Waals force is experi-
mentally detectable. For the remarkable crossover of the van der Waals force from attractive
to repulsive to occur, § < A has to be satisfied, i.e., the thermal-bath temperature 7" has
to be much higher than the critical temperature 7, = huwy/kp [in the International System
of Units]. For natural atoms with transition frequencies wy € [10™,107]s™!, T, ~ 764K
at least, which is much higher than the room temperature 7" ~ 300K . Thus this repulsive
van der Waals force of two natural atoms does not show up near the room temperature.
One may use the atoms with relatively lower transition frequencies to reduce the tempera-
ture required for a repulsive van der Waals force to happen. However, a smaller wy and a
smaller 7" means a larger interatomic separation since L > W is required. For instance,
it can be estimated that at the room temperature, if a repulsive van der Waals force is to
be generated between two atoms with a transition frequency wy ~ 10*2s71, the interatomic
separation has to be approximately hundreds of micrometers, which makes the force too

tiny to detect at present. So, an experimental detection of the repulsive van der Waals force



relies on technological advances in precision of measurement in the future.

B. The Casimir-Polder interaction in a thermal bath

In this subsection, we turn to explore how the interatomic Casimir-Polder interaction
energy is affected by the presence of a thermal bath. Similar to the discussions on the van
der Waals interaction energy above, our analytical results for the interatomic Casimir-Polder
interaction energy are approximately obtained in the regions of A < L < f, A € f < L,
and f < A< L.

1. The Casimir-Polder interaction in the region A < L < 3

In the region A < L < (3, we approximate the tf-contribution and the rr-contribution to

the interatomic Casimir-Polder interaction energy, Eqgs. (23) and (24), as

,U4 ,U4 M4T2
SE)y ~ —E sin (2wol +6;) — - 40
OB} = giomap st (2ol +601) — 55 55T ~ S8tmail (40)
4 4 42
P . P p'r
SE)y ~ ——F  sin(2woL +6,) — . , 41
(OF) siomer S (el +01) = o T T R L (41)

with 0, = arcsin (14 4w2L?)~'/2. In sharp contrast to those results in the three van der
Waals regions previously discussed, here the first term of Eq. (40) and that of Eq. (41), which
are temperature-independent, oscillate with the interatomic separation and they respectively
correspond to the first term of the general expression of the tf-contribution Eq. (23) and
that of the rr-contribution Eq. (24) in the limit of we — wy and L > A. The second term
is also temperature-independent, and it can be derived by replacing a(iu) in the second
term of Eqs. (23) and (24) with a¢(0) which is reasonable as the exponential e=*** in the
integrand and the condition A < L in the present case ensure the rapid decrease of the
integrand with the increase of u. The oscillatory term together with the second term in the
above results are manifestations of effects of zero-point fluctuations. The third terms which
are proportional to T?L~!, are thermal revisions and they result from the third terms of
Egs. (23) and (24). Comparing the amplitude of the oscillatory term in each of the above
two equations with non-oscillatory terms, we find that the former is much greater, indicating

that the tf- and rr-contribution to the interaction energy in the region A\ < L < [ can be



either positive or negative and even be null, signaling an either attractive or repulsive and

even vanishing force.

However, this oscillatory separation-dependent behavior does not remain in the total
Casimir-Polder interaction energy, as the signs of the oscillatory terms in (§F)y and (0F),,
are opposite. As a result, we obtain the following monotonic behavior of the interatomic

Casimir-Polder interaction energy in the region A\ < L < 3,

4 4T2

OF)ior ~ — ,
(OB )eo 256m3wWi L3 1927wiL

which are equally contributed by the tf-contribution and the rr-contribution, Eqs. (40) and
(41). Here, the change from the van der Waals behavior of L™2 in Eq. (28) to the Casimir-
Polder behavior of L™ in Eq. (42) shows the retardation effect as a result of finite light
speed.

2. The Casimir-Polder interaction in the region N < < L

When A <« f < L, we obtain, with Eqs. (23) and (24), the tf-contribution and rr-

contribution to the Casimir-Polder interaction energy,

pt ptT
SE)y ~ —1 sin(QuoL +0,) — —1 43
OB} = sromp sin Guol +61) = ome 5 37 (43)

4 4
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(OF) S1oqag S (ol 4 6) — o T (44)

We find that, the same oscillatory terms as those in the region A < L < (3, also appear in the
present case, and their amplitudes are also much larger than the monotonic temperature-
dependent terms. The summation of the above tf-contribution and rr-contribution, as a
result of the perfect cancellation of the oscillatory terms, yields
p'T

OB oy ~ — e
(OB o 128722 L2

(45)

which gives the total Casimir-Polder interaction energy of two ground-state atoms in the
A < B < L region. Obviously, this interaction energy equally comes from the tf- and rr-
contribution, and it can be easily derived by replacing ag(u) with a(0) in the integrand of
Eqgs. (23) and (24) since an exponential factor (e*/” — 1)~! is included in the integrand and

meanwhile wy > T for the present case. As compared with the temperature-independent



behavior of L™= in the vacuum case or the thermal case with A < L < 3, this Casimir-
Polder interaction energy is dominated by thermal corrections and it displays the same
separation-dependence, L2, just as the van der Waals interaction energy in the vacuum

case, suggesting that temperature effects in this case suppress the retardation effect.

3. The Casimir-Polder interaction in the region § < A < L

Finally, in the § < A < L region, the tf-contribution and the rr-contribution to the

interatomic interaction energy are respectively

4 4
wr . T
((SE)tf >~ (5E)rr T (2w0L + 92) o W ’

~ 46
25672wy L (46)

with 6, = arcsin (1 + w2L?)~'/2. A remarkable difference, as compared to the case for A < 3
[refer to Eqs. (43) and (44)], lies in that the leading oscillatory terms of the tf-contribution
and the rr-contribution are temperature-dependent and they do not cancel out with each
other, leading to the total interatomic Casimir-Polder interaction which is oscillatory,

p'r p'T

SE )i ~ — 1 sin (2woL + 05) — — 12
OB )on = g aop S0 (ol +62) = on s a7

(47)

So, the total interatomic Casimir-Polder interaction oscillates with a decreasing amplitude
which is proportional to TL~!, and as a result, the Casimir-Polder force can be either
attractive or repulsive, and even vanish, depending on the concrete value of the separation.
For some special interatomic separations, in which the leading oscillatory term vanishes, the
Casimir-Polder interaction energy is proportional to 7L~2 and corresponds to an attractive

force, as in the A < § < L region [see Eq. (45)].

So far, we have derived the interaction energy of two ground-state atoms in a thermal bath
and analysed in detail the approximate analytical results in three van der Waals regions and
three Casimir-Polder regions. It is worth pointing out that for two atoms with an arbitrary
separation in a thermal bath at an arbitrary temperature, though the interaction energy
Eqgs. (23)-(25) is generally difficult to simplify, it can be numerically computed after the
removing of the removable singularity u = we. We have done such numerical computations,
compared the numerical results with all the approximate analytical results in six typical

regions we have reported in the present work, and found that they agree very well.



IVv. SUMMARY

In this paper, we first make a generalization of the fourth-order DDC formalism from
vacuum to a thermal bath, and with this general formalism, we then study the interatomic
interaction energy between two static ground-state atoms coupled to massless scalar fields at
finite temperature T. We analytically calculate and analyze, in six regions depending on the
relative magnitudes among three characteristic physical parameters of the system, i.e. the
interatomic separation L, the atomic transition wavelength A, and the thermal wavelength S,
the separate contribution of thermal fluctuations (tf-contribution) and that of the radiation
reaction of atoms (rr-contribution) to the interatomic van der Waals and Casimir-Polder

interaction energies, and some important results are summed up as follows.

The analytical results for the van der Waals interaction energy are approximately obtained
in the following three regions: L < A < 3, L < f < Aand f < L < A, and the third region
B < L < \is further divided into three subregions: 8 < L < /A28, /A28 < L < /A3,
and {‘/W < L < A. We find that, in the first two regions as well as the first two subregions
of the third region, the thermal corrections to the van der Waals interaction are of a high-
order effect, and the interatomic interaction in the leading order is the same as that in
vacuum, where the rr-contribution plays a dominant role and leads to an attractive force
with the behavior of L=3. Remarkably, a crossover of the van der Waals force from attractive
to repulsive occurs, when the temperature of the thermal bath is sufficiently high such that
{‘/@ < L < \. In this subregion within the § < L < A region, the tf-contribution and
the rr-contribution play an equally important role, and they jointly result in a repulsive van

der Waals force which scales as T'L.

Similarly, analytical results for the Casimir-Polder interaction energy are obtained in re-
gions A € L € f, A € < Land f < A < L, and the tf-contribution and the
rr-contribution in every region are found to be oscillatory and are equally important. How-
ever, these oscillatory separation-dependent behaviors do not carry onto the total interaction
energy in the first two regions because of a perfect cancellation of the two oscillatory contri-
butions, resulting in an attractive interatomic interaction force with a monotonic separation-
dependence. Concretely, the force scales as L™ in the first region, which is the same as its
counterpart in vacuum, and scales as T'L~2 in the second region, which is dominated by

the thermal corrections. In the third region, the total interaction energy oscillates with a



decreasing amplitude proportional to TL~! and gives rise to a force which can be either at-
tractive or repulsive and even vanishing, depending on the concrete value of the interatomic

separation.
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Appendix A: Details on the simplifications of the four-point correlation functions

of the scalar fields in Egs. (6) and (7).

As we have mentioned below Eq. (15), in order to obtain Eqgs. (10) and (11), we have
simplified the four-point correlation functions of the free fields in the effective Hamiltonians of
Egs. (6) and (7), into the products of two two-point correlation functions of the scalar fields.
We now give the details on the simplifications, i.e., how (B|¢7 (z1)¢’ (z2)¢’ (23)¢’ (24)|3) can
be expanded in terms of the product of two two-point correlation functions.

The four-point correlation function of the scalar fields in a thermal state,

(Bl¢! (1)@ (22) ¢ (23)7 (24)|3), is generally given by

(Bl (z1)¢ (x2) ¢ (25) ¢ (24)|8)

1
= E Z Tl”{e_ﬁHF |:CL£1 fk?l (,f(:l) + HC] |:a£2fk2 (IQ) -+ HC]
ki1,k2,ks3 k4

X [a§3 Fea (3) + H.c.} [a£4 Fru (1) + H.c.] } , (A1)

where Hp = Y wrallal is the free Hamiltonian of the scalar fields, Z = Tr(e #r) =
i

[T(1 — e #¥)~1 and on the right of this equation, we have used the expansion of the free

k
fields, Eq. (8). After further simplifications, we find that there are only six nonvanishing



terms left on the right of this equation, the coefficients of which are respectively given by

( %Tr e BHFaklakQakgam) = Ni, Nioy (Oky ks Okokes + Ok ks Okinkes) 5

Niey Nies Ok ks Oeskes + Niey (Nieg + 1) 0 ks Ok

Niey (Ns + 1) Ok kg Okeshes + Okey s Okeoes)

Ny (Niy + 1)0k,k50k0ks + (Niey + 1) Niey Ok by Okeskey

Niy Nk, + Ni, + Ni,, + 1)5k1k25k3k4 + N, (Ng, + 1)5k1k45k2k3 ,
Niy Niy + Niy + Nigy + 1) (0ky ks Okiakes + Ok ks Okiokes)

1 —BHF
7 Tr(e aklakQak3ak4)

(
(
2 Tr(e” BHFak akQakSak )
%Tr(e BHFaklak2ak3ak4)
(e )

1 —BH
ETI' Fakl

a'k:g ak3 ak4

(
(

\ %Tr(e_BHFaklakzakSam)
with N, = (e%* —1)7!. Hereafter, we omit the subscripts “f” of the creation and annihi-
lation operators for brevity.

Notice that for the two-point correlation function of the scalar fields in the same thermal

state,

(Blo(x1)d(22)|5)

U o
ZTr [e A ¢(x1)¢(x2)]

= % Z Tr {e_BHF [aklfkl (1'1) + HC] [aszkz (1’2) + Hc]}

k1,k2

= D [Nufile) fulws) + (N + 1) filwn) file2)] - (A3)

k

Here to obtain the third line of the above equation, we have used the following relations:

Tr(e PHray ay,) = Tr(e—BHFaLlaLz) =0,

Tr(e_BHFaLlam) - 5k1k2 eﬁwil 1 1;[ 1_035“)1@ ) (A4>
Tr(e_BHFaklaT2) = 6k1k2 (1 + oﬂwk}l—l) 1;[ 1_e}5“’k .

Combining Eqgs. (A2)-(A4) with Eq. (A1), we can obtain

(Blo(z1)o(x2)d(x3)p(24)|B) = (Bld(x1)d(22)|B) (Bl (ws3)P(4)]5)
+(Blo(x1) ¢ (ws)|B) (Bld(x2)d(24) | 5)
+(Bld(21)¢(x4)5) (Bl (w2)d(23)|8) - (A5)

Then use this relation in Eqs. (6) and (7), and take the expectation values of them over the

ground state |gagp), and we finally get Egs. (10) and (11).
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