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We discuss and analyze the properties of Casimir forces acting between nonreciprocal objects in
thermal equilibrium. By starting from the fluctuation-dissipation theorem and splitting the force
into those arising from individual sources, we show that if all temperatures are equal, the resulting
force is reciprocal and is derivable as the gradient of a Casimir (free) energy. While the expression
for the free energy is identical to the one for reciprocal objects, there are several distinct features:
To leading order in reflections, the free energy can be decomposed as the sum of two terms, the
first corresponding to two reciprocal objects, and the second corresponding to two anti-reciprocal
objects. The first term is negative and typically yields attraction, while the second can have either
sign. For the case of two objects that are each other’s mirror images, the second term is positive and
yields repulsion. The sum of terms can lead to overall repulsive forces, in agreement with previous
observations. Stable configurations, ruled out for reciprocal cases, appear possible for nonreciprocal
objects. We show that for three objects, a three-body free energy exists, indicating that previously
found persistent heat currents in situations of three objects cannot be used to produce persistent
torques.

Steady currents are commonly associated with the
lack of thermal equilibrium. The existence of steady
currents indicates the absence of detailed balance [1],
which can have important consequences, such as viola-
tion of the fluctuation-dissipation theorem [2], the pres-
ence of activity [3–5], lasing without inversion, [6] and
the increase of power extraction in photocells [7].

Recently it was shown that non-reciprocal materials
can support steady heat currents in a system that is at
thermal equilibrium [8, 9] by breaking detailed balance.
Examples of non-reciprocal materials include ferrimag-
netic compounds, magnetized plasmas, and space-time
modulated media, among others [10]. Besides heat cur-
rents, fluctuation of charges and electric currents inside
non-reciprocal bodies produce Casimir forces that differ
from those produced by reciprocal systems [11]. Non-
reciprocal systems have been shown to produce new
features absent in their reciprocal counterparts, such
as novel lateral forces [12–14], repulsive forces [15, 16],
recoil forces [17], nontrivial optical torques [18, 19], lat-
eral thermal-fluctuations-induced forces [9, 20–22] and
heat transfer with unique properties [8, 23–25]. Further-
more, some theorems restricting the properties of forces
are based on the assumption that the systems are recip-
rocal [26, 27], indicating the possibility of finding other
novel effects in non-reciprocal systems.

In this paper, we study the nature of Casimir forces
produced by systems that break detailed balance at
thermal equilibrium. We achieve this by analyzing the
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properties of forces produced by non-reciprocal materi-
als and test whether they are also restricted by standard
force theorems. We show that these forces are conser-
vative, forbidding the steady production of mechani-
cal work at equilibrium and therefore preventing them
from being used as a way to increase power extraction
in photocells or other heat-engine like devices. More-
over, the conservative property of the equilibrium force
puts into question the results presented in Ref. [22] on a
lateral force in translationally invariant setups, as well
as the experimental proposal for using forces to mea-
sure equilibrium persistent heat currents in translation
invariant geometries proposed in Ref. [9]. As was re-
cently shown, steady work extraction in non-reciprocal
heat engines requires at least two different temperatures
[12, 28]. Furthermore, we show that non-reciprocity
may in principle allow for stable configurations, as the
Laplacian of the free energy can be positive, in violation
of Earnshaw’s theorem, which reciprocal systems must
fulfill [26]. This comes together with the possibility of
repulsion for non-reciprocal objects [11]. Specifically,
to leading order in reflections, the free energy is the
sum of two terms, corresponding to two reciprocal and
two anti-reciprocal objects, respectively. For two ob-
jects that are each other’s mirror images, the latter can
be shown to yield a positive free energy and a repulsive
force. Repulsive Casimir forces are known to exist for
bodies immersed in a dielectric [29], or for systems out
of equilibrium [30–33].
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I. CASIMIR FREE ENERGY

A. System and Setup

We consider the situation depicted in Fig. 1, which
comprises a collection of bodies immersed in vacuum.
The system is at thermal equilibrium, i.e., all bodies as
well as the surroundings are at the same temperature
T .

The objects are described by their classical scattering
operators T = Tij(r, r

′) [34, 35], which are 3× 3 matri-
ces depending on two spatial arguments r and r′. T1

denotes the operator for object 1, and T1̄ is the opera-
tor for the remaining objects. This notation allows us
to treat the case of two objects as well as that of several
objects.

For reciprocal bodies, micro-reversibility constrains
T = TT , where [Tij(r, r

′)]T = Tji(r
′, r) is the trans-

pose, corresponding to switching spatial arguments and
matrix indices. Here we consider objects that are al-
lowed to be non-reciprocal [10, 36], so that in general,
T 6= TT .

B. Derivation of Casimir Free Energy from
Fluctuation Dissipation Theorem

As mentioned above, the systems depicted in Fig. 1,
may break time-reversal symmetry and also detailed
balance [8]. It is thus not obvious how equilibrium
Casimir forces can be computed [11] and what their
properties are. We thus start by showing that Casimir
forces among non-reciprocal or reciprocal bodies at
thermal equilibrium are gradients of a potential energy,
whose form is identical to the known case of reciprocal
media [34]. This is in stark contrast with non-reciprocal
forces [37] and forces on active non-reciprocal mechan-
ical systems [38] where the lack of thermal equilibrium
allows the presence of non-conservative active forces.

We therefore start from the corresponding expres-
sions found for non-equilibrium forces [12, 35], but then
take all temperatures equal. This derivation is thus
based on the assuming validity of the fluctuation dis-
sipation theorem locally in each non-reciprocal system,
which in turn is based on the existence of a Boltzmann
distribution [39].

The force on 1 is thus written as a sum of three forces,
corresponding to the sources in the different objects and
the environment [35]

F(1)
eq = F

(1)

1̄
+ F

(1)
1 + F(1)

env. (1)

F
(1)

1̄
is the force due to fluctuations sourced in objects

1

Figure 1. We consider multiple objects surrounded by vac-
uum, where all the objects and their surroundings are as-
sumed to be at the same temperature T. We study the prop-
erties of the total force on object 1.

1̄, and reads

F
(1)

1̄
=

~
π

∫ ∞
0

dω

[
1

e
~ω
kBT − 1

+
1

2

]
×

Re Tr

{
∇(1 + G0T1)G0W1̄,1G0 ×[

T1̄ − T†
1̄

2i
− T1̄ Im[G0]T†

1̄

]
G∗0W

†
1̄,1

G∗0T
†
1

}
, (2)

where W1̄,1 = G−1
0

1
1−G0T1̄G0T1

is the multiple scattering
operator and G0 is the free Green’s function. Note that,
in contrast to the formulas for nonequilibrium Casimir
forces [35], we include here the zero-point term: F

(1)
1

is the “self-force” which is produced by the fluctuating
charges in object 1 itself,

F
(1)
1 =

~
π

∫ ∞
0

dω

[
1

e
~ω
kBT − 1

+
1

2

]
×

Re Tr

{
∇(1 + G0T1̄)G0W1,1̄G0 ×[

T1 − T†1
2i

− T1 Im[G0]T†1

]
G∗0W

†
1,1̄

}
. (3)

The self-force is zero for an isolated symmetric object,
but potentially non-zero in the presence of other ob-
jects. The sources in the environment yield the force
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component F(1)
env, which is found to be

F(1)
env =

~
π

∫ ∞
0

dω

[
1

e
~ω
kBT − 1

+
1

2

]
×

Re Tr
{
∇(1 + G0T1)G0W1̄,1(1 + G0T1̄) Im[G0]×

(1 + T†
1̄
G∗0)W†

1̄,1
G∗0T

†
1

}
. (4)

For reciprocal objects, the existence of a Casimir
free energy for equilibrium systems is well established
[34, 40–42]. So, if Ti = TTi for all i, Eqs. (2), (3) and
(4) must sum up to an expression that is the gradient of
the known free energy [34]. Here we show this for non-
reciprocal objects. These pose additional challenges,
because the operators to be traced do not enjoy the
same symmetries as for reciprocal cases. For example,
the term T1 Im[G0]T†1 is, for reciprocal cases, equal to
the complex conjugate of T†1 Im[G0]T1. This property
directly implies that heat transfer between reciprocal
objects is symmetric [35]. Because this property is ab-
sent for nonreciprocal objects, the corresponding heat
transfer is not necessarily symmetric [43]. It is thus not
obvious a priori whether Eqs. (2), (3), and (4) sum up
to a gradient force for non-reciprocal cases.

After some algebraic manipulations detailed in SI, we
find that the force is [44]

F(1)
eq = −∇O(1)

~
π

∫ ∞
0

dω

[
1

e
~ω
kBT − 1

+
1

2

]
×

Im Tr [log (1−G0T1G0T1̄)] , (5)

which is the derivative of a function with respect to the
position of the object 1. This implies that the force is
conservative. The function inside the derivative is the
free energy F ,

F =
~
π

∫ ∞
0

dω

[
1

e
~ω
kBT − 1

+
1

2

]
×

Im Tr [log (1−G0T1G0T1̄)] . (6)

The conservative nature of the force rules out the pos-
sibility of building an engine at thermal equilibrium, as
may be expected from thermodynamics: Extraction of
mechanical work from a system at a single temperature
is prohibited. In contrast, as shown in [12], for specific
geometries non-reciprocity plays a key role for building
a heat engine operating with bodies at different tem-
peratures.

In a translationally invariant setup, such as the non-
reciprocal plate considered in [9], the free energy will be
independent of the invariant coordinate. This implies
that the force on objects in the vicinity of this plate is
zero.

Notably, the force in Eq. (5) and the free energy in
Eq. (6) are of identical form to the corresponding ex-
pressions for reciprocal objects [34, 35]. Nevertheless,
as we shall see, their properties can be quite different
for the non-reciprocal case.

C. Free energy as a Matsubara sum and large
distance expansion

To make contact with typical formulations of equi-
librium Casimir forces, we rewrite Eq. (6) in terms of a
Matsubatra sum. We start by extending the integration
range of Eq. (6) to negative frequencies

F =
~

4iπ

∫ ∞
−∞

dω coth

[
~ωβ

2

]
Tr {log [1−G0T1G0T1̄]} . (7)

Because the free Green’s function and the T operator
are causal response functions, the trace is an analytic
function in the upper complex plane [39] and the inte-
gral is performed via the residue theorem,

F = kBT

∞∑
n=0

Tr {log [1−G0T1G0T1̄]} , (8)

where we sum over Matsubara frequencies ω → icκn =
2πni
~β . The term with n = 0 is counted only half in the
sum [34], because the corresponding pole sits on the real
frequency axis.

We will later investigate the so called one reflection
approximation, where the log is expanded and the free
energy is

F ≈ −kBT
∞∑
n=0

Tr {G0T1G0T1̄} . (9)

This approximation becomes exact if the separation be-
tween objects is large compared to their size, as studied
below for two spherical particles.

II. PROPERTIES FOR TWO OBJECTS

In this section, we analyze the properties of the free
energy and the resulting forces for two objects. We use
notation T1̄ = T2.

A. Force Reciprocity

Even though we consider non-reciprocal materials,
the generated Casimir equilibrium forces are recipro-
cal in the sense that they obey Newton’s third law.
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The scenario here is thus different from cases were non-
reciprocal forces or interactions are found [37]. This can
be demonstrated by noticing that

−∇O1 Tr [log (1−G0T1G0T2)] =

Tr

[
1

1−G0T1G0T2
G0 (∇T1 − T1∇)G0T2

]
, (10)

where we have used that ∇O1
T1 = ∇T1 − T1∇ and

that we can pass the derivative through the free Green’s
function, as shown in Eqs. (A5) and (A6). Here∇ refers
to the derivative acting to the right on the first argu-
ment of the subsequent expression. Applying ∇T2 =
∇O2

+ T2∇ to the last term and using the cyclic prop-
erty of the trace we get that Eq. (10) is equal to

−Tr

[
1

1−G0T2G0T1
G0T1∇O2G0T2G0T1

]
=

∇O2
Tr [log (1−G0T2G0T1)] . (11)

Combining (10) and (11), one obtains that the forces
are reciprocal, that is F

(2)
eq = −F(1)

eq independently of
the bodies’ reciprocity. This is in agreement with the
expectation that nonreciprocal forces require exchange
of momentum with the environment, and can thus occur
only in situations outside thermal equilibrium [45, 46].

Generally, the statement of existence of a two-body
potential already requires force reciprocity: For two ob-
jects in free space, the free energy must be invariant
under simultaneous translation of both objects. Hence
it must be a function of O1−O2, and the forces derived
from it must be reciprocal. We will below address the
case of three bodies.

B. Only one non-reciprocal object

Assume that object 1 is non-reciprocal while object
2 is reciprocal. In this case, using that Tr[O] = Tr

[
OT
]

for any operator O, and using the cyclic property of the
trace, we obtain

Tr {G0T1G0T2} = Tr
{
G0TT1 G0T2

}
,

or, rewriting,

Tr
{
G0(T1 − TT1 )G0T2

}
= 0. (12)

We can thus write the contribution from the leading
reflection, Eq. (9), as

F = −1

2
kBT

∞∑
n=0

Tr
{
G0T2G0(T1 + TT1 )

}
. (13)

This means that the non-reciprocal part, represented
by T1 − TT1 , does not contribute at one reflection to

the free energy, if only a single object is non-reciprocal.
For the limit of Eq. (9), the free energy will thus share
all properties that are known for two reciprocal objects
(see below). However, non-reciprocal properties enter
at higher reflections, where the trace can be nonzero
because it may contain an even power of the asymmetric
(non-reciprocal) operator T1 at higher orders.

C. Two distinct terms

At one reflection, we can furthermore show that the
force for two non-reciprocal objects is the sum of two
distinct terms. We therefore write the scattering oper-
ators in terms of reciprocal and anti-reciprocal parts

A(±)
i =

1

2

(
Ti ± TTi

)
=

1

2

(
Ti ± T†i

)
.

The last equality follows because Ti is real for imagi-
nary frequency, since it is a real function of time t. For
imaginary frequency, A(+)

i is thus Hermitian, and A(−)
i

is anti-Hermitian. Noting from Eq. (12) that there is
no cross term between A(−)

i and A(+)
i , the result for

one reflection can be written

F = −kBT
∞∑
n=0

Tr {G0T1G0T2} =

− kBT
∞∑
n=0

[
Tr
{
G0A(+)

1 G0A(+)
2

}
+ Tr

{
G0A(−)

1 G0A(−)
2

}]
. (14)

We see that, to leading order in the reflection expan-
sion, the free energy is the sum of a free energy for
two reciprocal objects and a free energy for two purely
anti-reciprocal objects. We shall discuss their proper-
ties below.

D. Energy sign and force direction

The one-reflection approximation of Eq. (9) allows
the determination of the sign of F . Starting with two
reciprocal objects, it is useful to note, based on basic
considerations of statistical physics, that T1 evaluated
at imaginary frequencies is a non-negative symmetric
operator for non-magnetic objects in vacuum [27, 39].
G0T2G0 is thus non-negative and symmetric as well (be-
cause G0 is symmetric and real). Because the product
of two symmetric non-negative operators has a non-
negative trace, we thus have

Tr {G0T2G0T1} ≥ 0. (15)
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The free energy is thus a sum of non-positive terms,
so that, for two reciprocal objects in leading order of
scattering events,

F ≤ 0. (16)

This implies that, if the magnitude of F decreases with
the objects separation, d, the force has to be attractive.
This statement of attraction is in agreement with previ-
ous studies of forces between reciprocal bodies [27, 34].
Below, we will also consider the case of two bodies which
are each other’s mirror images, in which case the force
for reciprocal objects is attractive [27].

For the non-reciprocal case, the T operators are not
symmetric, and Eq. (15) does not hold. It is thus pos-
sible to obtain repulsive forces (even at small separa-
tions) with non-reciprocal media, as exemplified below
and seen in [11].

E. Anti-reciprocal opposites repel

This statement can be strengthened by considering
two objects that are each other’s mirror images. We
follow [27] to write T2 = JT1J† with a unitary operator
J that transforms between the original space and the
mirror space. We also use the remarkable property [27]
that G0J is a positive operator. We thus write G0J =
C†C = BB† without specifying C or B. The two terms
in (14) are thus found to be

Tr
{
G0A(±)

1 G0A(±)
2

}
= Tr

{
G0A(±)

1 G0JA(±)
1 J†

}
= Tr

{
CA(±)

1 BB†A(±)
1 C†

}
= ±Tr

{
(CA(±)

1 B)
(
CA(±)

1 B
)†}

.

(17)

Because

Tr
{

(CA(±)
1 B)

(
CA(±)

1 B
)†}

≥ 0, (18)

we have thus shown that to leading order in reflections,
for two objects that are mirror images of each other the
free energy is the sum of a negative term due to the
reciprocal parts of the objects, and a positive term due
to the anti-reciprocal part of the objects.

Furthermore, we may also use that [27] ∂aG0J is a
negative operator, i.e., ∂aG0J = −D†D, with another
unspecified operator D, and where a is the distance
between the mirror images [27] along the mirror axis.
Using this result in the same manner as above, we
find that, for the term composed of two purely anti-
reciprocal objects,

∂aF ≤ 0. (19)

This means that the corresponding force is repulsive.
We have thus shown that non-reciprocal contributions
for mirror images lead to repulsive terms in the force.

Such repulsion and attraction between different types
of objects is somewhat reminiscent of critical Casimir
forces [47].

F. Stability

Stability has been ruled out for equilibrium situations
involving reciprocal objects [26]. We repeat this calcu-
lation here, again resorting to the simpler case of the
leading order in scattering events. We then investigate
this question for non-reciprocal objects. We have for
the Laplacian of the free energy

∇2
O1
F(O1,O2) = −kBT

∞∑
n=0

Tr
{
G0(∇2

O1
T1)G0T2

}
.

(20)

We use ∇O1
T1 = ∇T1 − T1∇, and obtain three terms,

∇2
O1
F(O1,O2) =

−kBT
∞∑
n=0

Tr
{
G0[∇2T1 − 2∇T1∇+ T1∇2]G0T2

}
.

(21)

We use that, up to a δ-function in space, ∇2G0 =
κ2
n

c2 G0 for imaginary frequency [26]. This together with
Eq. (15) shows that the last term is negative (including
the overall minus sign). For the first term we use that
the operator ∇2 can be moved past the free Green’s
function, with the same conclusion. The middle term
appearing in Eq. (21) is

Tr
{
G0∇T1∇G0T2

}
= −Tr

{
∇T1∇TG0T2G0

}
≤ 0,

(22)

where ∇T represents the derivative acting to the left
on the second argument of the previous expression. By
partial integration, we then have ∇ = −∇T . To es-
tablish the inequality, we have used that the trace of
the product of the symmetric non-negative operators
∇T1∇T and G0T2G0 must be non-negative. The Lapla-
cian of the free energy with respect to the position of
either of the particles is thus non-positive for reciprocal
objects [26], and stability is ruled out.

For non-reciprocal objects, we cannot rely on the
above arguments, so the Laplacian cannot be proven to
be non-positive. We will indeed provide a counterexam-
ple below, showing that the Laplacian can be positive
and stable configurations with non-reciprocal systems
appear possible in principle.
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III. THREE BODIES

Eq. (6) shows that the force acting on body 2 in the
presence of several other objects is the gradient of a
free energy. Together with the statements of Sec. II A,
the existence of a two-body potential for two objects is
shown. However, to our knowledge, this statement does
not imply that an N body potential exists for N > 2
objects. The case of three or more objects is especially
interesting, since the persistent heat current discussed
in Ref. [8] requires three or more objects. It is thus
worthwhile to test whether for three bodies, a three-
body potential exists. We do this here to leading order
in scattering reflections. We therefore introduce T23,
the composite operator for objects 2 and 3. The force
acting on object 1 is then

F(1,eq) = −∇O1

~
π

∫ ∞
0

dω

[
1

e
~ω
kBT − 1

+
1

2

]
×

ImTr {log [1−G0T1G0T23]} . (23)

We perform two series expansions. The first expands
the log

log [1−G0T1G0T23] = −G0T1G0T23 + . . . . (24)

The second expands the composite operator T23,

T23 = T2 + T3 + T2G0T3 + T3G0T2 + . . . (25)

With this expansion, we obtain the force acting on ob-
ject 1, to leading order in scattering operators

F(1)
eq = F

(1,eq)
2 + F

(1,eq)
3 +

∇O1

~
π

∫ ∞
0

dω

[
1

e
~ω
kBT − 1

+
1

2

]
×

ImTr {G0T1G0(T2G0T3 + T3G0T2)} , (26)

where F
(1,eq)
2(3) is the two-body force in the absence of

object 3(2). We thus can write

F(1)
eq = −∇O1

F1, (27)

where

F1 = F12 + F13 + F23−

~
π

∫ ∞
0

dω

[
1

e
~ω
kBT − 1

+
1

2

]
×

ImTr {G0T1G0(T2G0T3 + T3G0T2)} . (28)

Here F12 is the two-body free energy in absence of ob-
ject 3. F23 can be added because it drops out when
taking the derivative ∇O1

.

The force on object 2 is found similarly,

F(2)
eq = −∇O2F2, (29)

with

F2 = F12 + F13 + F23−

~
π

∫ ∞
0

dω

[
1

e
~ω
kBT − 1

+
1

2

]
×

ImTr {G0T2G0(T1G0T3 + T3G0T1)} . (30)

The same can be done for object 3. Using the cyclic
property of the trace, we can see that the forces are
found as gradients of the same free energy, i.e.,

F3 = F2 = F1 ≡ F(O1,O2,O3) (31)

and the force on object i is

F(i)
eq = −∇OiF(O1,O2,O3). (32)

This demonstrates that, to leading order, a three-body
potential F(O1,O2,O3) exists.

IV. EXPLICIT EXAMPLES

In this section we discuss specific examples of the free
energy for non-reciprocal objects.

A. Toy model with frequency independent
permittivity

A simple toy model allows to illustrate many of the
above general findings, and to demonstrate the exis-
tence of positive Laplacian and repulsive forces.

We start by considering two polarizable particles with
separation d, which is large compared to the parti-
cles’ sizes. To allow for analytic results, we assume
that the particles’ polarizability tensors are frequency-
independent and have the following non-reciprocal
form, with α0 (units of volume) and bi (dimensionless)
real,

αi = α0

 1 0 0
0 1 −bi
0 bi 1

 . (33)

This toy model, apart from frequency dependence, is
of similar form to the response found for materials in
the presence of an external magnetic field pointing in
x-direction and with magnitude proportional to bi. We
will thus refer to b also as a magnetic field in the fol-
lowing.
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𝜙

Figure 2. Free energy of particle 2 as function of its position relative to particle 1 for a toy material. Both particles
have same frequency-dependent polarizabilities (see Eq. (38) and [24]), and the magnetic field points into the x direction.
Left-Bottom: Free energy in the xy plane. Left-Top: Free energy as function of y for x = z = 0. Right-Bottom: Free energy
as function of x for y = z = 0 Right-Top: Free energy as function of the angle φ for z = 0 and radius 0.47λT (dashed circle
in left-bottom figure). At this separation, the free energy reaches a minimum along the x−axis, but it shows a maximum
along φ. Here ωp = 2× 108 Hz, ωτ = 2.46× 1014 Hz, ωB = 1 Hz and T = 300 K.

Taking one particle at the origin and the second at
position d(cosφ sin θ, sinφ sin θ, cos θ)T we find for d�
~c
kBT

F =
kBTα

2
0

32d6π2
×[

−12− 5b1b2 − 3b1b2
(
cos[2θ]− 2 cos[2φ] sin[θ]2

)]
.

(34)

For bi = 0 this agrees with literature [34] and the free
energy is negative, so the force is attractive. Notably,
there exists no term linear in bi, in agreement with
Eq. (14): A term linear in bi would result from a prod-
uct of reciprocal and anti-reciprocal parts of αi, and is
thus ruled out.

The contribution from antireciprocal parts αi − αTi

corresponds to terms quadratic in b. Indeed, these can
be positive or negative (we will discuss the mirror sym-
metric case below). The free energy as a sum of both
terms can indeed be positive, for example, for θ = π/2,
φ = 0 and b1b2 > 3.

For short separation, d� ~c
kBT

, we find

F =
~cα2

0

64d7π3
×[

−23− 8b1b2 − 7b1b2
(
cos[2θ]− 2 cos[2φ] sin[θ]2

)]
.

(35)

This limit shares the same general properties as the
limit studied in Eq. (34). Here, for example, for θ =
π/2, φ = 0 and b1b2 >

23
13 , the free energy is positive,

and the force is repulsive. Recall that this is impossible
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25 X103

50 X103

75 X103

100 X103

125 X103
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Figure 3. Laplacian of the free energy of particle 2 as func-
tion of its position relative to particle 1. Only the positive
regions are shown and they include the position of the min-
ima in the radial direction (z = 0, x = 0.47λT and y = 0),
seen in Fig. 2. Same parameters as Fig. 2.

for reciprocal particles.
Continuing the example of θ = π/2, φ = 0, the free

energy is positive for short distance and negative at
large distance for 23

13 < b1b2 < 3, which indicates the
presence of a free energy minimum along the radial co-
ordinate. Including displacements orthogonal to the ra-
dial direction, this point may be a minimum or a saddle
point.

Exploring this numerically, we find that the Laplacian
at this point is positive, but, for the given choice of sys-
tem, these are indeed saddle points. Below we discuss
an example of a frequency dependent permittivity.

Finally, we consider the case θ = 0 and φ = π
2 , i.e.,

where the two particles are displaced along the z axis.
They are then mirror images of each other, if we choose
b ≡ b2 = −b1, meaning the magnetic field has to point
in opposite directions. The free energy is then, for d�
~c
kBT

,

F =
kBTα

2
0

32d6π2

[
−12 + 8b2

]
, (36)

obeying the properties found in Eq. (19). Similarly, for
d� ~c

kBT
, we find

F =
~cα2

0

64d7π3

[
−23 + 15b2

]
. (37)

Notably, if the particles are displaced along the x axis
(θ = π/2 and φ = 0), mirror images are obtained with-
out switching the direction of magnetic field, and the
resulting anti-reciprocal part of free energy is positive
in that case as well.

B. Frequency-dependent permittivity

Turning to a more realistic case, we consider a
frequency-dependent permittivity of the form of a stan-
dard magneto-optical material. For a dc magnetic field
pointing along the x direction [48] it has the following
form

� =

 εp 0 0
0 εd −iεf
0 iεf εd

 , (38)

where εd = 1− ω2
p(1+ iωτ

ω )

(ω+iωτ )2−ω2
B
, εp = 1− ω2

p

ω(ω+iωτ ) and εf =

− ωBω
2
p

ω((ω+iωτ )2−ω2
B)

[8]. Here, ωp is the plasma frequency
and ωτ describes relaxation effects; the non-reciprocity
(εf 6= 0) due to the magnetic field is encoded via the
cyclotron frequency ωB . We assume that both particles
have the same permittivity, which we use to calculate
the polarizability [24]. The parameters used are given
in the caption of Fig. 2.

The numerical results are presented in Fig. 2 and
Fig. 3 for a toy material. The parameters were cho-
sen to make the effect easier to see in the plots. Further
investigation is required to determine the presence of
saddle points and the positivity of the Laplacian in re-
alistic materials. Notably, the discussion of frequency
independent cases is applicable to a large extent here
as well. We see that repulsion is possible, and the free
energy, as a function of particle distance can have a min-
imum as before. Also, here, these minima in the radial
direction are saddle points in full 3D space. As a result
while we showed in Sec. II that Earnshaw’s theorem
cannot be relied on for non-reciprocal media, this does
not necessarily establish the existence of a minimum.
Figure 3 shows numerical results for the Laplacian of
the free energy, displaying, as in the case of the fre-
quency independent polarizability, it is positive around
the saddle point.

The quest for minima in this situation requires fur-
ther investigation that could include the case of bodies
with different permittivities or several bodies.

V. SUMMARY

Casimir forces acting between non-reciprocal materi-
als in thermal equilibrium are conservative and recip-
rocal. The corresponding potential or free energy has
a similar mathematical structure as the known one for
reciprocal materials. Despite that, the properties of the
free energy and the forces can be quite different between
the reciprocal and non-reciprocal cases [11, 21], which
we have discussed in the so-called one-reflection approx-
imation. In contrast to reciprocal cases, the free energy
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can be positive, and it can display minima. Further-
more, reciprocal and anti-reciprocal contributions yield
two distinct terms in the free energy, which is thus a
sum of the free energy between two reciprocal objects
and the free energy between two anti-reciprocal objects.
For two objects that are each other’s mirror images, the
second term is positive and the corresponding force is
repulsive. These properties can be demonstrated in cal-
culations for two non-reciprocal polarizable particles.

For three objects, we perform an expansion in reflec-
tions, finding that to leading order, a three-body po-
tential exists. This case is of interest because persistent
heat currents have been found before in situations in-
volving three bodies. Our calculations – to the given
orders – thus show that, despite existence of mentioned
currents, persistent torques are ruled out.
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Appendix A: Proof of Eq. (5)

To obtain (5) in the main text we use the following
identities:

TiG0Wji = WijG0Ti; (A1)

G0TiG0TjG0Wij = G0WijG0TiG0Tj ; (A2)

G0TiG0TjG0Wij = G0Wij − 1.. (A3)

We get

F(1)
eq =

~
π

∫ ∞
0

dω

[
1

e
~ω
kBT − 1

+
1

2

]
×[

−1

2i
Re Tr

{
∇G†0W

†
1̄1
G∗0T

†
1

}
+ Re Tr

{
∇(G0T1)G0W1̄1

1

2i

}
+ Re Tr

{
∇G0W1̄1

1

2i

}
− 1

2i
Re Tr

{
∇G†0W

†
11̄

}]
. (A4)

Taking the adjoint of the first term and using the
cyclic properties of the trace we get

− 1

2i
Re Tr {G0∇T1G0W1̄1} . (A5)

We use that ∇rG0(r− r′) = −∇r′G(r− r′). Further-
more, every operator product in the trace corresponds
to the integral over a joint coordinate. We may thus
use integration by parts (neglecting boundary terms),
and we get for the above term,

− 1

2i
Re Tr {∇G0T1G0W1̄1} (A6)

and the first two terms of equation (A4) cancel.
Next we calculate the adjoint of the last term of equa-

tion (A4) and using a similar procedure as to pass from
Eq. (A5) to Eq (A6) we get:

−1

2i
Re Tr

{
∇G†0W

†
11̄

}
=
−1

2i
Re Tr {∇G0W11̄} . (A7)

Using identities (A3) we get

1

2i
Re Tr {∇G0W1̄1}

=
1

2i
Re Tr{∇G0T1̄G0T1G0W1̄1} =

1

2i
Re Tr{T1∇G0T1̄G0W11̄G0} =

1

2i
Re Tr{∇T1G0T1̄G0W11̄G0}

+
1

2i
Re Tr{∇O1

T1G0T1̄G0W11̄G0}, (A8)

where in the last inequality we have used the identity

T1∇ = ∇T1 +∇O1
T1.

We now apply identitites (A3) to (A7) and (A4)

−Re Tr

{
∇G0W11̄

1

2i

}
=

−Re Tr

{
∇G0T1G0T1̄G0W11̄

1

2i

}
. (A9)

Putting everything together we get that
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~
π

∫ ∞
0

dω

[
1

e
~ω
kBT − 1

+
1

2

]
×

1

2i
Re Tr{∇O1G0T1G0T1̄G0W11̄} =

~
π

∫ ∞
0

dω

[
1

e
~ω
kBT − 1

+
1

2

]
×

1

2i
Re Tr{G0W11̄∇O1

G0T1G0T1̄} =

−~
π

∫ ∞
0

dω

[
1

e
~ω
kBT − 1

+
1

2

]
×

1

2i
Re Tr∇O1 log (1−G0T1G0T1̄) . (A10)

[1] R. Zia and B. Schmittmann, Journal of Statistical Me-
chanics: Theory and Experiment 2007, P07012 (2007).

[2] G. S. Agarwal, Z. Physik , 25 (1972).
[3] T. Platini, Physical Review E 83, 011119 (2011).
[4] C. Battle, C. P. Broedersz, N. Fakhri, V. F. Geyer,

J. Howard, C. F. Schmidt, and F. C. MacKintosh, Sci-
ence 352, 604 (2016).

[5] F. S. Gnesotto, F. Mura, J. Gladrow, and C. P. Broed-
ersz, Reports on Progress in Physics 81, 066601 (2018).

[6] M. O. Scully, Physical Review Letters 104, 207701
(2010).

[7] M. O. Scully, K. R. Chapin, K. E. Dorfman, M. B.
Kim, and A. Svidzinsky, Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences 108, 15097 (2011).

[8] L. Zhu and S. Fan, Physical Review Letters 117, 134303
(2016).

[9] C. Khandekar and Z. Jacob, New Journal of Physics
21, 103030 (2019).

[10] C. Caloz, A. Alu, S. Tretyakov, D. Sounas, K. Achouri,
and Z.-L. Deck-Léger, Physical Review Applied 10,
047001 (2018).

[11] S. Fuchs, F. Lindel, R. V. Krems, G. W. Hanson,
M. Antezza, and S. Y. Buhmann, Physical Review A
96, 062505 (2017).

[12] D. Gelbwaser-Klimovsky, N. Graham, M. Kardar,
and M. Krüger, Physical Review Letters 126, 170401
(2021).

[13] M. G. Silveirinha, S. A. H. Gangaraj, G. W. Hanson,
and M. Antezza, Physical Review A 97, 022509 (2018).

[14] J. A. Girón-Sedas, J. J. Kingsley-Smith, and F. J.
Rodríguez-Fortuño, Physical Review B 100, 075419
(2019).

[15] M. B. Farias, A. A. Zyuzin, and T. L. Schmidt, Physical
Review B 101, 235446 (2020).

[16] Q.-D. Jiang and F. Wilczek, Physical Review B 99,
125403 (2019).

[17] S. A. Hassani Gangaraj, G. W. Hanson, M. Antezza,
and M. G. Silveirinha, Phys. Rev. B 97, 201108 (2018).

[18] S. A. H. Gangaraj, M. G. Silveirinha, G. W. Hanson,
M. Antezza, and F. Monticone, Physical Review B 98,
125146 (2018).

[19] F. Lindel, G. W. Hanson, M. Antezza, and S. Y. Buh-
mann, Physical Review B 98, 144101 (2018).

[20] C. Khandekar, S. Buddhiraju, P. R. Wilkinson, J. K.
Gimzewski, A. W. Rodriguez, C. Chase, and S. Fan,
Physical Review B 104, 245433 (2021).

[21] Y. Tsurimaki, X. Qian, S. Pajovic, S. Boriskina, and
G. Chen, arXiv preprint arXiv:2109.03809 (2021).

[22] I. S. Nefedov and J. M. Rubi, Scientific Reports 7, 1
(2017).

[23] L. Fan, Y. Guo, G. T. Papadakis, B. Zhao, Z. Zhao,
S. Buddhiraju, M. Orenstein, and S. Fan, Physical Re-
view B 101, 085407 (2020).

[24] A. Ott, S.-A. Biehs, and P. Ben-Abdallah, Physical
Review B 101, 241411 (2020).

[25] S.-A. Biehs, R. Messina, P. S. Venkataram, A. W. Ro-
driguez, J. C. Cuevas, and P. Ben-Abdallah, Rev. Mod.
Phys. 93, 025009 (2021).

[26] S. J. Rahi, M. Kardar, and T. Emig, Phys. Rev. Lett.
105, 070404 (2010).

[27] O. Kenneth and I. Klich, Physical Review Letters 97,
160401 (2006).

[28] Y. Guo and S. Fan, ACS Photonics 8, 1623 (2021).
[29] I. Dzyaloshinskii, E. Lifshitz, and L. Pitaevskii,

Advances in Physics 10, 165 (1961),
https://doi.org/10.1080/00018736100101281.

[30] C. Henkel, K. Joulain, J.-P. Mulet, and J.-J. Greffet,
Journal of Optics A: Pure and Applied Optics 4, S109
(2002).

[31] A. E. Cohen and S. Mukamel, Phys. Rev. Lett. 91,
233202 (2003).

[32] M. Antezza, L. P. Pitaevskii, S. Stringari, and V. B.
Svetovoy, Phys. Rev. A 77, 022901 (2008).

[33] G. Bimonte, T. Emig, M. Krüger, and M. Kardar,
Phys. Rev. A 84, 042503 (2011).

[34] S. J. Rahi, T. Emig, N. Graham, R. L. Jaffe, and

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.201108
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/RevModPhys.93.025009
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/RevModPhys.93.025009
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.070404
https://doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.070404
https://doi.org/10.1080/00018736100101281
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1080/00018736100101281
https://doi.org/10.1088/1464-4258/4/5/356
https://doi.org/10.1088/1464-4258/4/5/356
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.233202
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.233202
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.77.022901
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.84.042503


11

M. Kardar, Physical Review D 80, 085021 (2009).
[35] M. Krüger, G. Bimonte, T. Emig, and M. Kardar,

Physical Review B 86, 115423 (2012).
[36] V. S. Asadchy, M. S. Mirmoosa, A. Díaz-Rubio, S. Fan,

and S. A. Tretyakov, Proceedings of the IEEE 108, 1684
(2020).

[37] A. V. Ivlev, J. Bartnick, M. Heinen, C.-R. Du,
V. Nosenko, and H. Löwen, Physical Review X 5,
011035 (2015).

[38] C. Scheibner, A. Souslov, D. Banerjee, P. Surówka,
W. Irvine, and V. Vitelli, Nature Physics 16, 475
(2020).

[39] L. D. Landau and E. M. Lifshitz, Electrodynamics of
continuous media (Pergamon, Oxford, 1984).

[40] E. Lifshitz, JETP 2, 73 (1956).
[41] P. A. Maia Neto, A. Lambrecht, and S. Reynaud, Phys.

Rev. A 78, 012115 (2008).
[42] M. T. H. Reid, A. W. Rodriguez, J. White, and S. G.

Johnson, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 040401 (2009).
[43] F. Herz and S.-A. Biehs, EPL (Europhysics Letters)

127, 44001 (2019).
[44] We note a missing minus sign in Eq. (A6) of Ref. [35].
[45] M. Antezza, L. P. Pitaevskii, S. Stringari, and V. B.

Svetovoy, Physical Review A 77, 022901 (2008).
[46] M. Krüger, T. Emig, G. Bimonte, and M. Kardar, Eu-

rophys. Lett. 95, 21002 (2011).
[47] C. Hertlein, L. Helden, A. Gambassi, S. Dietrich, and

C. Bechinger, Nature 451, 172 (2008).
[48] A. Ishimaru, Electromagnetic wave propagation, radia-

tion, and scattering: from fundamentals to applications
(John Wiley & Sons, 2017).

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.78.012115
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.78.012115
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.040401

	Equilibrium forces on non-reciprocal materials
	Abstract
	I Casimir Free Energy
	A System and Setup
	B Derivation of Casimir Free Energy from Fluctuation Dissipation Theorem
	C Free energy as a Matsubara sum and large distance expansion

	II properties for two objects
	A Force Reciprocity
	B Only one non-reciprocal object
	C Two distinct terms
	D Energy sign and force direction
	E Anti-reciprocal opposites repel
	F Stability

	III Three bodies
	IV Explicit examples
	A Toy model with frequency independent permittivity
	B Frequency-dependent permittivity

	V summary
	 Acknowledgments
	A Proof of Eq. (5) 
	 References


