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We study the system of a massive fermion field confined between two parallel plates,

where the properties of both plates are discussed under chiral MIT boundary conditions.
We investigate the effects of the chiral angle on the Casimir energy for a massive fermion
field with the general momentum. We find that the Casimir energy as a function of the
chiral angle is generally symmetric, and the attractive Casimir force in the chiral case
is stronger than that in the nonchiral case. In addition, we investigate the approximate
Casimir energy for light and heavy mass cases. The behavior of the discrete momentum
and changes of spin orientation are also discussed.
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Subject Index A64, B30, B69

1. Introduction

The Casimir effect for two parallel conducting plates in a vacuum state that generates an

attractive force was first discussed in Ref. [1]. In 1958, an experimental measurement on such

a force was performed with rough precision [2], and the precision of the measurement has

since been increased [3–6] (see also Refs. [7, 8] for review). The theoretical discussion was

extended for various models (see, e.g., Refs. [9–27]). The Casimir effect is a manifestation

of the quantum field theory with appropriate boundary conditions. Thus, the choice of the

boundary condition plays an important role in the Casimir effect. The essential aspect when

discussing the Casimir effect is not only placed on the type of boundary condition involved

but also the type of quantum field. For the case of the scalar field, the variant of the Dirichlet

and Neumann boundary conditions are frequently used in the literature [13, 14, 19, 22–24].

For the fermion field, however, these two boundary conditions cannot be applied [26]. Instead,

one may use alternative boundary conditions, e.g. a bag boundary [10–12, 18, 20, 25–31].

Discussing the boundary condition for a Dirac field is nontrivial because the Dirac equation

is a first-order differential equation. To discuss the Casimir effect for the Dirac field, several

authors [28–31] have used the boundary condition in the MIT bag model [32–34] (see also

Refs. [35, 36] for confinement system); this guarantees the vanishing flux or the normal

probability density at the boundary surface. However, this boundary condition leads to

a discontinuity of the axial-vector current at the boundary surface that breaks its chiral
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symmetry. An alternative way to address this issue is to introduce the chiral bag model in

the presence of the pion field [37].

A more general form of the boundary condition in the MIT bag model that includes the

chiral angle is the so-called chiral MIT boundary conditions [10, 38, 39]. Using this boundary,

one can investigate the interaction between the particle and boundary surface, which may

change the spin orientation depending on the chiral angle [40]. Thus, the roles of the chiral

angle in boundary conditions for a Dirac field may give essential features (e.g. Refs. [41–45]).

Ref. [42] showed that the particle’s energy in the confinement system also depends on the

chiral angle. There is another general form of the boundary condition in the MIT bag model,

the self-adjoint boundary condition, which was used in Ref. [46] to discuss the Casimir effect

by including the background magnetic field (see also Ref. [47]).

This study investigates the Casimir effect of a Dirac field confined between two parallel

plates. The properties of both plates are described by chiral MIT boundary conditions [10].

We propose the general solution for the Dirac equation in such a system following the

arguments in Refs. [35, 36, 40]. We write the mass of a particle as a function of position

and include an analysis of the spin orientation by distinguishing its field components. Along

with the mentioned procedure, we discuss not only the Casimir energy but also the Casimir

pressure. Compared with Ref. [10], where the authors applied the chiral MIT boundary

conditions for the massless case (see also Refs. [18]), in this paper we apply the boundary

conditions for the case of a massive fermion field. We also investigate how the spin orientation

changes under the interaction between the field and the boundary surface of the plates. Our

detailed setup of the boundary condition in the first plate differs from that of Ref. [10], where

the author set the specific value of the chiral angle for the first plate and took a general

chiral angle for the second plate. In our setup, we set the chiral angle at both plates with

the same general value. From the viewpoint of the boundary conditions type, the present

paper is an extension of the earlier study on the Casimir energy by the authors in Ref. [28],

in which they discussed the nonchiral case.

In this paper, we also investigate the energy gap between two states under the effect of

the chiral angle. Compared to the work in Ref. [48] where the authors used local boundary

conditions, in this study we compute such an energy gap derived using chiral MIT boundary

conditions. Thus, we can address the effect of the chiral angle on the electron transport in

material such as graphene nanoribbons [49–51]. We also expect that the present study could

be applied to nanotube under the chiral MIT boundary conditions. The application to such

a system under the nonchiral boundary has been done previously by Ref. [30] (c.f., Ref. [16]).

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we introduce the general setup

for our model. In Sec. 3, we discuss the features under the chiral MIT boundary conditions

focusing on the discrete momenta and change of spin orientations. In Sec. 4, we investigate

the Casimir effect of a massive fermion under this boundary condition. Section 5 is devoted

to our summary. In Appendix A, we provide the complementary derivations for discrete

momenta. Throughout this paper, we will use natural units c = ~ = 1.

2. Physical setup

We consider a free massive Dirac fermion confined between two parallel plates in 3 + 1-

dimensional Minkowski spacetime background. The first plate is placed at x3 = 0 while the

second one is placed at x3 = ` (see Fig. 1). Both plates are in parallel with (x1, x2)-plane.
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L

Fig. 1 Physical setup of a Dirac fermion confined between two parallel plates. We use

L and ` to represent the plate’s size and distance, respectively. In the present paper, we

assume the limit L→∞ approximately.

In such a system, the action of a Dirac field with mass m is given by

S =

∫
d4xΨ̄(iγµ∂µ −m)Ψ, (1)

where Ψ̄ ≡ Ψ†γ0 is the Dirac adjoint and γµ are the gamma matrices in the Dirac

representation given by

γ0 =

(
I 0

0 −I

)
and γi =

(
o σi
−σi 0

)
, i = 1, 2, 3 , (2)

with I is 2× 2 identity matrix and σi are Pauli matrices. The above gamma matrices sat-

isfy anticommutation relation {γµ, γν} = 2ηµν with ηµν = diag.(1,−1,−1,−1). Taking the

variation of the action in Eq. (1) leads to the following Dirac equation,

(iγµ∂µ −m)Ψ = 0. (3)

To propose the specific form of the Dirac field in the region between two parallel plates

that satisfies the Dirac equation (3), we follow the arguments used in Refs. [35, 36, 40] as

follows. (i) The particle mass depends on its position, which is originally described by the

MIT bag model for hadron [10, 38, 39]. Namely, inside the region between two parallel plates,

the mass of a Dirac field is finite and becomes infinite at both plates [35, 36]. Under this

condition, the Dirac field outside the confinement area vanishes. (ii) The form of a Dirac

field consists of two-component fields associated with their spin orientations [40]. Based on

the arguments above, the proposal for a positive frequency of the massive Dirac field in the
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region between two parallel plates is given by

ψ
(+)
ks (t,x) = e−iEtψ

(+)
ks (x), (4)

ψ
(+)
ks (x) = B

(
χR

rk̂R · σχR

)
eikR·x + C

(
χL

rk̂L · σχL

)
eikL·x, (5)

where B and C are complex coefficients, s represents the spin orientation, r = |kR(L)|/(m+

E), and E =
√
k2

1 + k2
2 + k2

3 +m2 is the energy of a Dirac field. The two-component spinors

χR(L) satisfy the normalized condition of χ†R(L)χR(L) = 1 with subscripts R and L corre-

sponding to the right and left of the Dirac field components, respectively. We also use the

notations kR = (k1, k2, k3) and kL = (k1, k2,−k3) to represent the spatial momentum of the

right- and left-moving field components. Note that we have distinguished the two-component

spinor for each component of the Dirac field in Eq. (5) because their spin orientations may

depend on the boundary condition [40]. The corresponding form of the negative frequency

for the massive Dirac field can be obtained by taking the charge conjugation of the above

positive-frequency Dirac field as

ψ
(−)
ks (t,x) = ψ

(+)C
ks (t,x) = iγ2ψ

(+)∗
ks (t,x). (6)

In our model, the properties of both plates are described by chiral MIT boundary

conditions given as [10]

iNµγ
µψ = e−iΘγ

5

ψ, (7)

where Nµ is an inward normal unit four-vector perpendicular to the boundary surface,

Θ ∈ [0, 2π) denotes the chiral angle, and γ5 ≡ iγ0γ1γ2γ3. The above boundary condition

guarantees the vanishing of the normal probability current density at the boundary surface

for any chiral angles [39]

NµJ
µ(≡ Nµψ̄γ

µψ) = 0. (8)

In the nonchiral case Θ = 0, the boundary condition (7) reduces to that given in the MIT

bag model.

3. Features under boundary conditions

In this section, we investigate two features of a massive fermion field confined between

two parallel plates under chiral MIT boundary conditions [10]. Namely, we discuss how the

boundary condition affects the structure of the discrete momenta and the changes of the spin

orientation following the procedure in Refs. [40, 42]. However, our system proceeds with the

general momentum (see also Refs. [28, 30, 31]).

3.1. Discrete momenta

The boundary condition at the first plate x3 = 0 is given by

iγ3ψ|x3=0 = e−iΘγ
5

ψ|x3=0, (9)

which is obtained from Eq. (7) with the inward normal unit four-vector given as Nµ =

(0, 0, 0, 1). It can be rewritten into two equivalent equations as follows

i(σ3 + sin ΘI)χ2|x3=0 − cos Θχ1|x3=0 = 0, (10)

i(σ3 − sin ΘI)χ1|x3=0 + cos Θχ2|x3=0 = 0, (11)
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where χ1 and χ2 are the upper and lower two-components Dirac field, respectively. Applying

the boundary conditions (10) or (11) to the positive frequency Dirac field (5), we obtain the

relation of coefficients B and C at the first plate as[
i(σ3 + sin ΘI)rk̂R · σ − cos ΘI

]
BχR = −

[
i(σ3 + sin ΘI)rk̂L · σ − cos ΘI

]
CχL. (12)

Below, we show that this relation is useful for investigating the discrete momenta and the

changes of the spin orientation at the first plate.

We next employ the boundary condition at the second plate to know the behavior of

discrete momenta. At the surface of the second plate x3 = `, the inward normal unit four-

vector reads Nµ = (0, 0, 0,−1). Then, the corresponding boundary condition is given by

−iγ3ψ|x3=` = e−iΘγ
5

ψ|x3=`, (13)

which leads to the following two equivalent equations

i(−σ3 + sin ΘI)χ2|x3=` − cos Θχ1|x3=` = 0, (14)

i(−σ3 − sin ΘI)χ1|x3=` + cos Θχ2|x3=` = 0. (15)

Applying boundary conditions (14) or (15) to the positive-frequency Dirac field (5), we have

the relation as follows[
i(−σ3 + sin ΘI)rk̂R · σ − cos ΘI

]
eik3`BχR = −

[
i(−σ3 + sin ΘI)rk̂L · σ − cos ΘI

]
e−ik3`CχL.

(16)

Note that two-component Dirac spinors χR and χL in Eq. (16) will be the same as those

in Eq. (12) when the spin orientations are consistently reflected; namely, the reflected spin

orientation at the second plate is the same as the incident spin orientation at the first plate

(see Ref. [42] for one-dimensional case).

Utilizing relations given in Eqs. (12) and (16), we are able to derive the constraint for the

momentum as follows

m` cos Θ sin(k3`) + k3` cos(k3`) = 0. (17)

For the detailed derivation, see Appendix A. The solution for Eq. (17) shows that the

momentum k3 must be discrete and depends on the chiral angle. It also shows that in our

system, momenta k1 and k2 remain because the boundary conditions appear only at the

x3-axis in parallel with (x, y)-plane, as mentioned in the previous section.

Next, we define k′3n ≡ k3` with n = 1, 2, 3, · · · to denote the solution for Eq. (17). In com-

parison to the solution for the nonchiral case, we here have a factor of cos Θ that contributes

to determining the structure of the discrete momenta. However, when the chiral angle takes

values as Θ = π/2, 3π/2, the discrete momenta have a nontrivial solution for all mass m as

follows [42],

k′3n =
(2n− 1)π

2
, (18)

which is the same as the discrete momenta solution in the massless case m = 0.

As has been discussed in the previous work [42], there are two cases when analyzing the

solution for Eq. (17). For the case of light mass m′(≡ m`)� 1, the solution of the discrete
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momenta is approximately given by

k′3n,l '
(2n− 1)π

2
+

2m′ cos Θ

(2n− 1)π
. (19)

We note that the first term of the above solution covers the solution of Eq. (18) while the

second term gives the correction to the discrete momenta k′3n depending on the mass m

and the chiral angle Θ. Whereas in the case of heavy mass m′ � 1, the solution for discrete

momenta is approximately given by

k′3n,h ' nπ −
nπ

m′ cos Θ
. (20)

In Eq. (20), the first term covers the discrete momenta for the Schrödinger equation in an

infinite potential well under the Dirichlet boundary condition [42]. Since m′ depends on `,

the case of m′ � 1 and m′ � 1 correspond to small and large distances between two plates,

respectively. In other words, one can write the distance between two plates as a function of

the Compton wavelength that determines whether the confinement system approaches ultra-

or non-relativistic limits [35, 36].

3.2. Change of spin orientation and energy gap

The two-component spinor χR can be connected to χL using a rotation operator in spin

space, which is determined by the boundary condition. Once we know the structure of one

of them, we will obtain complete information on the spin orientations for both Dirac field

components (4) and (5). The rotation operator in spin space is given by [40]

U = eiς
[
cos(

ϕ

2
)I − i sin(

ϕ

2
)n̂ · σ

]
, (21)

where eiς denotes a pure phase, ϕ is the rotation angle, and n̂ represents the unit rotation

axis generated by the reflection with the plate.

At the first plate, from the relation given in Eq. (12), we have χR = U (1)
R χL with U (1)

R is

the rotation operator in spin space generated by the reflection with the first plate given as

U (1)
R =

C

B

cos Θ
[
(k′23n/`

2 +mEn +m2)I + i(k′3n/`)(k2σ1 − k1σ2 + (m+ En) tan Θσ3)
]

(m+ En)(ik′3n/`−m cos Θ)
,

(22)

where we have used the discrete momenta k′3n and the eigen energies

En =

√
k2

1 + k2
2 +

(
k′3n
`

)2

+m2. (23)

Taking the correspondence between the obtained rotation operator (22) and the general

formulation in Eq. (21), we have

eiς
(1)

cos(
ϕ(1)

2
)I =

C

B

cos Θ(k′23n/`
2 +mEn +m2)I

(m+ En)(ik′3n/`−m cos Θ)
, (24)

eiς
(1)

sin(
ϕ(1)

2
)n̂(1) · σ = −C

B

cos Θ(k′3n/`)
[
k2σ1 − k1σ2 + (m+ En) tan Θσ3

]
(m+ En)(ik′3n/`−m cos Θ)

, (25)
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which lead to the expression of the rotation angle and its rotation axis at the first plate as

follows1

tan(
ϕ(1)

2
) = −

(k′3n/`)
√

(2m2 + 2mEn + k′23n/`
2) tan2 Θ + k2

⊥ sec2 Θ

(k′23n/`
2 +mEn +m2)

, (26)

n̂(1) =
k2x̂1 − k1x̂2 + (m+ En) tan Θx̂3√

(2m2 + 2mEn + k′23n/`
2) tan2 Θ + k2

⊥ sec2 Θ
, (27)

respectively and k⊥(≡
√
k2

1 + k2
2) is the perpendicular momentum to the normal surface of

the plates. It can be seen that the roles of the pure phase eiς
(1)

can be cancelled out from the

rotation angle and its axis. In the case of k⊥ 6= 0, the reflected spin orientation changes for

arbitrary chiral angles (both chiral and nonchiral cases). However, for the case of k⊥ = 0,

it does not change for Θ = 0, π (see, for example, Refs. [30, 31] for the discussion on the

relation of χR and χL under nonchiral boundary condition, where B = C was used).

At the second plate, from the relation provided in Eq. (16), we have χL = U (2)
L χR, where

U (2)
L is the rotation operator generated by the reflection with the second plate given by

U (2)
L =

Be2ik′3n

C

cos Θ
[
(k′23n/`

2 +mEn +m2)I − i(k′3n/`)(k2σ1 − k1σ2 + (m+ En) tan Θσ3)
]

(m+ En)(ik′3n/`−m cos Θ)
.

(28)

Again, taking the correspondence between the obtained rotation operator (28) and general

formulation Eq. (21), we obtain

eiς
(2)

cos(
ϕ(2)

2
)I =

Be2ik′3n

C

cos Θ(k′23n/`
2 +mEn +m2)I

(m+ En)(i(k′3n/`)−m cos Θ)
, (29)

eiς
(2)

sin(
ϕ(2)

2
)n̂(2) · σ =

Be2ik′3n

C

cos Θ(k′3n/`)
[
k2σ1 − k1σ2 + (m+ En) tan Θσ3

]
(m+ En)(ik′3n/`−m cos Θ)

. (30)

Then, it is then straightforward to show that the rotation angle and the rotation axis are

given by

tan(
ϕ(2)

2
) = −

(k′3n/`)
√

(2m2 + 2mEn + k′23n/`
2) tan2 Θ + k2

⊥ sec2 Θ

(k′23n/`
2 +mEn +m2)

, (31)

n̂(2) =
−k2x̂1 + k1x̂2 − (m+ En) tan Θx̂3√

k2
⊥ sec2 Θ + (2m2 + 2mEn + k′23n/`

2) tan2 Θ
, (32)

respectively2.

1 The rotation angle and rotation axis can also be written as tan(ϕ(1)/2) =

− tan Θ(k′3n/`)
√

2m2 + 2mEn + k′23n/`
2 + k2⊥ cot2 Θ/(k′23n/`

2 +mEn +m2) and n̂(1) =

k2x̂1 − k1x̂2 + (m+ En) tan Θx̂3/(tan Θ
√

2m2 + 2mEn + k′23n/`
2 + k2⊥ cot2 Θ), respectively. These

expressions reduce to those in Ref. [42] in the case of suppressed perpendicular momentum k⊥ = 0.
As has been mentioned in Ref. [42], one may choose the opposite sign of the above rotation axis. As
the consequence, the rotation angle has an opposite sign to the above one. This condition holds not
only for the first plate but also the second one.

2 Similar to the result at the first plate, the rotation angle and the rota-
tion axis at the second plate can also be written in the form of tan(ϕ(2)/2) =
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From the above results, one can show that tan(ϕ
(1)

2 ) = tan(ϕ
(2)

2 ) and n̂(1) = −n̂(2), which

means the reflection at the first plate generates the same rotation angle as at the second

plate, but their rotation axis are in the opposite direction. Recalling that at the first and

second plates, we have χR = U (1)χL and χL = U (2)χR, respectively, which implies U (1)U (2) =

U (2)U (1) = I for the allowed momenta (17) under the reflection in a consistent way.

We next discuss the energy gap between two states focusing on the case of m′(≡ m`)� 1

with k⊥ = 0. Using Eq. (23), the energy gap is computed as

∆E = En+1 − En =
π

`
− 4m cos Θ

(4n2 − 1)π
, (33)

where the value of ` is fixed. The role of the chiral angle appears in the second term and

can be understood as the energy gap correction. We note that this correction vanishes for

Θ = π/2 and 3π/2. We can also compute the bound of the energy gap as

π

`
− 4m

(4n2 − 1)π
≤ ∆E ≤ π

`
. (34)

From the above equation, the maximum correction of the lower bound for the energy gap is

given by − 4m
(4n2−1)π .

4. Casimir energy

In this section, we calculate the Casimir energy of a massive Dirac fermion confined between

two parallel plates under the chiral MIT boundary conditions. In the presence of this

boundary condition, the vacuum energy is given by,

E0 = − L2

2π2

∫ ∞
−∞

dk1

∫ ∞
−∞

dk2

∞∑
n=1

√
k2

1 + k2
2 +

(
k′3n
`

)2

+m2, (35)

where L2 is the surface area of the plate and the discrete momenta k′3n ≡ k3` satisfies the

momentum constraint in Eq. (17). In the above expression, we have used the eigen energies

of a Dirac field given in Eq. (23). In fact, the vacuum energy in Eq. (35) is divergent. Then, to

solve this problem, one can use the Abel-Plana like summation [52] following the procedure

used in Refs. [30, 31] as follows,

∞∑
n=1

πf(k′3n)(
1− sin(2k′3n)

2k′3n

) = − πm′ cos Θf(0)

2(m′ cos Θ + 1)
+

∫ ∞
0

dzf(z)− i
∫ ∞

0
dt

f(it)− f(−it)
t+m′ cos Θ
t−m′ cos Θe

2t + 1
. (36)

Considering the denominator of the left-hand side of Eq. (36), from the momentum constraint

given in Eq. (17), we may replace it with the following relation

1− sin(2k′3n)

2k′3n
= 1 +

m′ cos Θ

(m′ cos Θ)2 + k′23n
. (37)

− tan Θk3n

√
2m2 + 2mEn + k′23n/`

2 + k2⊥ cot2 Θ/(k′23n/`
2 +mEn +m2) and n̂(2) =

−k2x̂1 + k1x̂2 − (m+ En) tan Θx̂3/(tan Θ
√

2m2 + 2mEn + k′23n/`
2 + k2⊥ cot2 Θ), respectively. In

the case of suppressed perpendicular momentum, they reduce to those of Ref. [42].
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Then, the above vacuum energy can be rewritten as follows

E0 = − L2

2π3`

∫ ∞
−∞

dk1

∫ ∞
−∞

dk2

(
− πm′ cos Θf(0)

2(m′ cos Θ + 1)
+

∫ ∞
0

dzf(z)− i
∫ ∞

0
dt

f(it)− f(−it)
t+m′ cos Θ
t−m′ cos Θe

2t + 1

)
,

(38)

where the function f(z) is defined as

f(z) =
√

(k2
1 + k2

2)`2 + z2 +m′2
(

1 +
m′ cos Θ

(m′ cos Θ)2 + z2

)
. (39)

In the next step, we can separate the above vacuum energy in Eq. (38) into three terms as

follows,

E0 = `E
(0)
0 + 2E

(1)
0 + ∆E0. (40)

E
(0)
0 in the first term of Eq. (40) reads

E
(0)
0 = − L2

4π3

∫ ∞
−∞

dk1

∫ ∞
−∞

dk2

∫ ∞
−∞

dk3

√
k2

1 + k2
2 + k2

3 +m2, (41)

which represents the vacuum energy in the absence of the boundary conditions. The

contribution of E
(1)
0 in the second term of Eq. (40) is given by

E
(1)
0 = − L2

4π3

∫ ∞
−∞

dk1

∫ ∞
−∞

dk2

[
− π

2

√
k2

1 + k2
2 +m2 +m cos Θ

∫ ∞
0

dz

√
z2 + k2

1 + k2
2 +m2

m2 cos2 Θ + z2

]
,

(42)

which is the vacuum energy in the presence of one plate only and does not contribute to the

Casimir force. Then, the Casimir energy is related to the last term of Eq. (40), ECas. ≡ ∆E0,

and is given as

ECas. =
iL2

2π3`

∫ ∞
−∞

dk1

∫ ∞
−∞

dk2

∫ ∞
0

dt
f(it)− f(−it)
t+m′ cos Θ
t−m′ cos Θe

2t + 1
. (43)

By using Eq. (39), the above Casimir energy can be rewritten as,

ECas. =
iL2`

2π3

∫ ∞
−∞

dk1

∫ ∞
−∞

dk2

∫ ∞
0

du
u−m cos Θ

(u+m cos Θ)e2`u + u−m cos Θ

×
(

1 +
m cos Θ

`m2 cos Θ− `u2

)[√
(iu)2 + k2

1 + k2
2 +m2 −

√
(−iu)2 + k2

1 + k2
2 +m2

]
,

(44)

where we have changed the variable, t = `u. It is convenient to separate the integration over

u in Eq. (44) into two intervals. The first interval, i.e. from 0 to
√
k2

1 + k2
2 +m2 vanishes,

whereas the second interval, i.e. from
√
k2

1 + k2
2 +m2 to ∞ remains. Then, the Casimir
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energy reads

ECas. =
−L2

π3

∫ ∞
−∞

dk1

∫ ∞
−∞

dk2

∫ ∞
√
k2
1+k2

2+m2

du
√
u2 − k2

1 − k2
2 −m2

×
(
`(u−m cos Θ)−m cos Θ/(m cos Θ + u)

(u+m cos Θ)e2`u + (u−m cos Θ)

)
. (45)

To further proceed with the above integration, we then use the following formula [30]∫ ∞
−∞

dk⊥

∫ ∞
√

k2
⊥+c2

dz(z2 − k2
⊥ − c2)(s+1)/2f(z) =

πp/2Γ((s+ 3)/2)

Γ((p+ s+ 3)/2)

×
∫ ∞
c

dx(x2 − c2)(p+s+1)/2f(x),(46)

where p denotes the number of the spatial perpendicular momenta’s component (in our case,

we have p = 2). Then, the Casimir energy becomes

ECas. =
−L2

π3

πΓ(3/2)

Γ(5/2)

∫ ∞
m

dx(x2 −m2)3/2

(
`(x−m cos Θ)−m cos Θ/(m cos Θ + x)

(x+m cos Θ)e2`x + (x−m cos Θ)

)
.

(47)

We next rewrite the following factor

`(x−m cos Θ)−m cos Θ/(m cos Θ + x)

(x+m cos Θ)e2`x + (x−m cos Θ)
= −1

2

d

dx
ln

(
1 +

x−m cos Θ

x+m cos Θ
e−2`x

)
(48)

and introduce a new variable y = `x−m′. The Casimir energy now reads

ECas. =
−L2

π2`3
2

3

∫ ∞
0

dy(y2 + 2ym′)3/2−1

2

d

dy
ln

(
1 +

y +m′(1− cos Θ)

y +m′(1 + cos Θ)
e−2(y+m′)

)
. (49)

Performing integration by parts in Eq. (49), we have a simpler form of the Casimir energy

as

ECas. =
−L2

π2`3

∫ ∞
0

dy(y +m′)
√
y(y + 2m′) ln

(
1 +

y +m′(1− cos Θ)

y +m′(1 + cos Θ)
e−2(y+m′)

)
. (50)

In what follows, we will discuss the Casimir energy based on Eq. (50). The left panel of

Fig. 2 depicts the behavior of the Casimir energy as a function of the chiral angle Θ and the

parameter m′(≡ m`), while the right panel demonstrates the Casimir energy as a function

of the parameter m′ for several values of the chiral angle. In both panels, we have used the

fixed plates’ distance. In general, one can see that the Casimir energy has symmetric shapes

with respect to the chiral angle Θ = π. In the case of the light mass, m′ � 1, the right panel

of Fig. 2 is approximately given by the linear function, as shown below. While in the case

of the heavy mass, m′ � 1, the Casimir energy tends to zero. In the massless case, Fig. 2

shows that the Casimir energy gives the same value for any chiral angle; it is explicitly given

by

ECas. =
−L2

π2`3

∫ ∞
0

dyy2 ln(1 + e−2y) = − 7L2π2

2880`3
, (51)

which is consistent with that of Ref. [34]. Both right and left panels show that the maximum

contribution is given by the chiral angle Θ = π, while the minimum contribution is given by

Θ = 0 (nonchiral case).
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Fig. 2 The Casimir energy per plate area. The left panel shows the Casimir energy as a

function of the chiral angle Θ and dimensionless parameter m′(≡ m`). In the right panel, the

Casimir energy is demonstrated as a function of the parameter m′ for various values of the

chiral angle. We used a fixed plates’ distance of ` = 1/5 µm and plate’s size of L2 = 1 cm2.

The curves show that in the massless case, the Casimir energy for all chiral angles gives the

same value, which is analytically given in Eq. (51). They also show that the chiral angle

Θ = π gives maximum contribution. The role of the chiral angle changes depending on the

mass m and plates’ distance `.
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Fig. 3 The ratio of the Casimir energy for an arbitrary chiral case to the nonchiral case.

The left panel shows the curves as a function of the parameter m′ for several values of the

chiral angle. The right panel shows the curves as a function of the chiral angle for the given

parameter m′.

Figure 3 plots the ratio of the Casimir energy for an arbitrary chiral case to the nonchiral

case. The curves show that the ratio is maximum when the chiral angle takes the value

Θ = π. This ratio increases as the parameter m′ becomes larger. Since the Casimir energy

is symmetric as a function of the chiral angle, the ratio ECas.(m
′,Θ)/ECas.(m

′, 0) is also

symmetric with respect to Θ = π (see the right panel of Fig. 3).

Figure 4 plots the Casimir energy as a function of the plates’ distance `. The curves in the

left panel show that the Casimir energy of a massive Dirac fermion approaches the massless

case as the reduction of its mass. From the right panel, one can see that the Casimir energy

in the nonchiral case decays faster than in the chiral case. Meanwhile, the slowest decaying

occurs in the case of the chiral angle Θ = π.
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m = 2 eV

<latexit sha1_base64="8sZbAkRABxlNGtCW0F2FhUPjxgs=">AAACBHicbZDJSgNBEIZ74hbjFvWYy2AQ4iXMSFCPwSB4ESKYBZJh6OlUkiY9C901Yhjm4MVX8eJBEa8+hDffxs5y0MQfGj7+qqK6fi8SXKFlfRuZldW19Y3sZm5re2d3L79/0FRhLBk0WChC2faoAsEDaCBHAe1IAvU9AS1vVJvUW/cgFQ+DOxxH4Ph0EPA+ZxS15eYLV27SRXjApEZVOU1nXLqB5knq5otW2ZrKXAZ7DkUyV93Nf3V7IYt9CJAJqlTHtiJ0EiqRMwFprhsriCgb0QF0NAbUB+Uk0yNS81g7PbMfSv0CNKfu74mE+kqNfU93+hSHarE2Mf+rdWLsXzgJD6IYIWCzRf1YmBiak0TMHpfAUIw1UCa5/qvJhlRShjq3nA7BXjx5GZqnZfusXLmtFKuX8ziypECOSInY5JxUyTWpkwZh5JE8k1fyZjwZL8a78TFrzRjzmUPyR8bnD8XGmC4=</latexit> E
C

a
s.
(M

eV
)
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-0.3

-0.2

-0.1

0.0

<latexit sha1_base64="8C3y2fMgsvqhyCwf8cDNkOM0vek=">AAAB+nicbVBNS8NAEN34WetXq0cvwSLUS0mkqMeiF48V7Ac0oWy2k3bpbhJ2J2qJ/SlePCji1V/izX/j9uOgrQ8GHu/NMDMvSATX6Djf1srq2vrGZm4rv72zu7dfKB40dZwqBg0Wi1i1A6pB8AgayFFAO1FAZSCgFQyvJ37rHpTmcXSHowR8SfsRDzmjaKRuoeiBEGVPph7CI2ZyfNotlJyKM4W9TNw5KZE56t3Cl9eLWSohQiao1h3XSdDPqELOBIzzXqohoWxI+9AxNKIStJ9NTx/bJ0bp2WGsTEVoT9XfExmVWo9kYDolxYFe9Cbif14nxfDSz3iUpAgRmy0KU2FjbE9ysHtcAUMxMoQyxc2tNhtQRRmatPImBHfx5WXSPKu455XqbbVUu5rHkSNH5JiUiUsuSI3ckDppEEYeyDN5JW/Wk/VivVsfs9YVaz5zSP7A+vwBT4GUDA==</latexit>

`(µm)

<latexit sha1_base64="z6uj+SKprkS2fSaL2mhcnLl2BeA=">AAAB73icbVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKexKUC9C0IvHCHlBsoTZSW8yZHZ2nekVQshPePGgiFd/x5t/4yTZgyYWNBRV3XR3BYkUBl3328mtrW9sbuW3Czu7e/sHxcOjpolTzaHBYxnrdsAMSKGggQIltBMNLAoktILR3cxvPYE2IlZ1HCfgR2ygRCg4Qyu1u/UhILtxe8WSW3bnoKvEy0iJZKj1il/dfszTCBRyyYzpeG6C/oRpFFzCtNBNDSSMj9gAOpYqFoHxJ/N7p/TMKn0axtqWQjpXf09MWGTMOApsZ8RwaJa9mfif10kxvPYnQiUpguKLRWEqKcZ09jztCw0c5dgSxrWwt1I+ZJpxtBEVbAje8surpHlR9i7LlYdKqXqbxZEnJ+SUnBOPXJEquSc10iCcSPJMXsmb8+i8OO/Ox6I152Qzx+QPnM8faeePkg==</latexit>

⇥ = 0
<latexit sha1_base64="MfM7Pt0+9nbQc2pcu2N5c04+3YA=">AAAB83icbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRbBU92Vol6EohePFfoF3aVk02wbms2GJCuUpX/DiwdFvPpnvPlvTNs9aOuDgcd7M8zMCyVn2rjut1NYW9/Y3Cpul3Z29/YPyodHbZ2kitAWSXiiuiHWlDNBW4YZTrtSURyHnHbC8f3M7zxRpVkimmYiaRDjoWARI9hYyfebI2rwrS/ZRa1frrhVdw60SrycVCBHo1/+8gcJSWMqDOFY657nShNkWBlGOJ2W/FRTickYD2nPUoFjqoNsfvMUnVllgKJE2RIGzdXfExmOtZ7Eoe2MsRnpZW8m/uf1UhPdBBkTMjVUkMWiKOXIJGgWABowRYnhE0swUczeisgIK0yMjalkQ/CWX14l7cuqd1WtPdYq9bs8jiKcwCmcgwfXUIcHaEALCEh4hld4c1LnxXl3PhatBSefOYY/cD5/AC2FkSI=</latexit>

⇥ = ⇡/4
<latexit sha1_base64="65mlp05sHlVijqNJmSnVi0GJslw=">AAAB83icbVBNSwMxEM36WetX1aOXYBE81d1S1ItQ9OKxQr+gu5RsOtuGZrMhyQpl6d/w4kERr/4Zb/4b03YP2vpg4PHeDDPzQsmZNq777aytb2xubRd2irt7+weHpaPjtk5SRaFFE56obkg0cCagZZjh0JUKSBxy6ITj+5nfeQKlWSKaZiIhiMlQsIhRYqzk+80RGHLrS3ZZ7ZfKbsWdA68SLydllKPRL335g4SmMQhDOdG657nSBBlRhlEO06KfapCEjskQepYKEoMOsvnNU3xulQGOEmVLGDxXf09kJNZ6Eoe2MyZmpJe9mfif10tNdBNkTMjUgKCLRVHKsUnwLAA8YAqo4RNLCFXM3orpiChCjY2paEPwll9eJe1qxbuq1B5r5fpdHkcBnaIzdIE8dI3q6AE1UAtRJNEzekVvTuq8OO/Ox6J1zclnTtAfOJ8/Kn2RIA==</latexit>

⇥ = ⇡/2
<latexit sha1_base64="B5JiaGPudTYu6VM2LgeLnh63ylg=">AAAB9HicbVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKe5qUC9C0IvHCHlBdgmzk95kyOzDmd5ACPkOLx4U8erHePNvnCR70GhBQ1HVTXeXn0ih0ba/rNzK6tr6Rn6zsLW9s7tX3D9o6jhVHBo8lrFq+0yDFBE0UKCEdqKAhb6Elj+8m/mtESgt4qiO4wS8kPUjEQjO0EieWx8AspsLNxFnlW6xZJftOehf4mSkRDLUusVPtxfzNIQIuWRadxw7QW/CFAouYVpwUw0J40PWh46hEQtBe5P50VN6YpQeDWJlKkI6V39OTFio9Tj0TWfIcKCXvZn4n9dJMbj2JiJKUoSILxYFqaQY01kCtCcUcJRjQxhXwtxK+YApxtHkVDAhOMsv/yXN87JzWa48VErV2yyOPDkix+SUOOSKVMk9qZEG4eSRPJEX8mqNrGfrzXpftOasbOaQ/IL18Q2jWZFf</latexit>

⇥ = 3⇡/4
<latexit sha1_base64="NW9WZvNG5ATCHIcf3tvooMR3Ohw=">AAAB8XicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69BIvgqSRS1ItQ9OKxQr+wCWWznbRLN5uwuxFK6L/w4kERr/4bb/4bt20O2vpg4PHeDDPzgoQzpR3n2yqsrW9sbhW3Szu7e/sH5cOjtopTSbFFYx7LbkAUciawpZnm2E0kkijg2AnGdzO/84RSsVg09SRBPyJDwUJGiTbSo9ccoSY3XsL65YpTdeawV4mbkwrkaPTLX94gpmmEQlNOlOq5TqL9jEjNKMdpyUsVJoSOyRB7hgoSofKz+cVT+8woAzuMpSmh7bn6eyIjkVKTKDCdEdEjtezNxP+8XqrDaz9jIkk1CrpYFKbc1rE9e98eMIlU84khhEpmbrXpiEhCtQmpZEJwl19eJe2LqntZrT3UKvXbPI4inMApnIMLV1CHe2hACygIeIZXeLOU9WK9Wx+L1oKVzxzDH1ifP0XFkKs=</latexit>

⇥ = ⇡

<latexit sha1_base64="UUXzhDBFzc54q5U0xV4PjuaK7/k=">AAACA3icbVDJSgNBEO2JW4zbqDe9DAbBU5iRoF6EoCAeI5gFkhB6OjVJk56F7hpJGCZ48Ve8eFDEqz/hzb+xsxw08UHB470qquq5keAKbfvbyCwtr6yuZddzG5tb2zvm7l5VhbFkUGGhCGXdpQoED6CCHAXUIwnUdwXU3P712K89gFQ8DO5xGEHLp92Ae5xR1FLbPGgiDDC54QPopCP/0hlNBaimbTNvF+wJrEXizEiezFBum1/NTshiHwJkgirVcOwIWwmVyJmANNeMFUSU9WkXGpoG1AfVSiY/pNaxVjqWF0pdAVoT9fdEQn2lhr6rO32KPTXvjcX/vEaM3kUr4UEUIwRsusiLhYWhNQ7E6nAJDMVQE8ok17darEclZahjy+kQnPmXF0n1tOCcFYp3xXzpahZHlhySI3JCHHJOSuSWlEmFMPJInskreTOejBfj3fiYtmaM2cw++QPj8wcIgZhs</latexit>

Fixed m = 1 eV

<latexit sha1_base64="8sZbAkRABxlNGtCW0F2FhUPjxgs=">AAACBHicbZDJSgNBEIZ74hbjFvWYy2AQ4iXMSFCPwSB4ESKYBZJh6OlUkiY9C901Yhjm4MVX8eJBEa8+hDffxs5y0MQfGj7+qqK6fi8SXKFlfRuZldW19Y3sZm5re2d3L79/0FRhLBk0WChC2faoAsEDaCBHAe1IAvU9AS1vVJvUW/cgFQ+DOxxH4Ph0EPA+ZxS15eYLV27SRXjApEZVOU1nXLqB5knq5otW2ZrKXAZ7DkUyV93Nf3V7IYt9CJAJqlTHtiJ0EiqRMwFprhsriCgb0QF0NAbUB+Uk0yNS81g7PbMfSv0CNKfu74mE+kqNfU93+hSHarE2Mf+rdWLsXzgJD6IYIWCzRf1YmBiak0TMHpfAUIw1UCa5/qvJhlRShjq3nA7BXjx5GZqnZfusXLmtFKuX8ziypECOSInY5JxUyTWpkwZh5JE8k1fyZjwZL8a78TFrzRjzmUPyR8bnD8XGmC4=</latexit> E
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Fig. 4 The Casimir energy per plate area as a function of `. The left panel corresponds

to the dependence of the Casimir energy on the mass m for the nonchiral case. The right

panel corresponds to the dependence of the Casimir energy on the chiral angle Θ with fixed

mass m = 1 eV and plate’s size L2 = 1 cm2.

We next turn to consider the analytical evaluation of the Casimir energy in Eq. (50). In

the case of m′ � 1, the Casimir energy for an arbitrary chiral angle approximately reduces

to

ECas. '
−L2

π2`3

∫ ∞
0

dy

[
y2 ln(1 + e−2y)−

(
2ye−2y(y + cos Θ)

(1 + e−2y)
− 2y ln(1 + e−2y)

)
m′
]

= − 7L2π2

2880`3

(
1− 120m′ cos Θ

7π2

)
. (52)

Compared to the massless case (51), the above expression has an additional term that

contributes to the Casimir energy. We also note that this term shows the Casimir energy

dependence on the chiral angle. In the case of m′ � 1, the Casimir energy (50) is

approximately given by

ECas. '
−L2

π2`3

∫ ∞
0

dy

×
[(√

2m′3y1/2(1− cos Θ)

1 + cos Θ
+

√
m′

2

y3/2(5 + 8 cos Θ− 5 cos2 Θ)

2(1 + cos Θ)2

)
e−2(y+m′)

]
=

−L2m′1/2e−2m′

64(1 + cos Θ)2π3/2`3

[
16m′ sin2 Θ + 3(5 + 8 cos Θ− 5 cos2 Θ)

]
. (53)

In this case, the Casimir energy decays and convergent go to zero as the increase of the

parameter m′.

From the above Casimir energy, one can investigate the Casimir force FCas. = −∂ECas./∂`

as well as the Casimir pressure PCas. = FCas./L
2. From Eqs. (52) and (53), one can obtain

the following Casimir pressure,

PCas.

=


− 7π2

960`4

(
1− 80m′ cos Θ

7π2

)
, for m′ � 1,

− m′1/2e−2m′

64(1+cos Θ)2π3/2`4

[
8(4m′ + 3)m′ sin2 Θ + (6m′ + 15

2 )(5 + 8 cos Θ− 5 cos2 Θ)

]
, for m′ � 1.

(54)
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The above Casimir pressures with respect to the chiral angle have a similar behavior to those

of the Casimir energy. In other word, the attractive Casimir force in the chiral case is always

stronger than that in the nonchiral case.

5. Summary

We have studied the behavior of a massive Dirac fermion confined between two parallel

chiral plates. In our setup, the plates are represented by chiral MIT boundary conditions

[10], where the condition of vanishing probability current density at the boundary surfaces

is satisfied for arbitrary chiral angles. The Dirac field inside the confinement area consists

of two-component fields associated with their spin orientations. We discussed the general

discrete momenta and the changes in the spin orientations under boundary conditions. The

result shows that only momentum k3 (parallel component to the normal plate surface) is

discretized depending on the mass, plates’ distance, and the chiral angle. We also found that,

in the case of non-zero perpendicular momenta, the spin orientation changes for an arbitrary

chiral angle. In the case of suppressed perpendicular momenta, we found that these features

reduce to those of the previous work [42] for a confinement system in a one-dimensional box.

We also discussed the energy gap between two states in the case of the light mass (m′ � 1).

The result shows that the effect of the chiral angle appears as the correction of the energy gap

in the massless case. In this context, we may address such an effect on the electron transport

in materials such as graphene nanoribbons [49–51]. Since the chiral angle is coupled to

the mass, the correction term with the chiral angle is quite small depending on the mass

value. Our present study could also be applicable to nanotubes, where one can consider a

confinement system of a Dirac field between two parallel plates with compactified dimensions

[30]. The detailed analysis of such an application is beyond the scope of the present study

and will be presented elsewhere.

We have also investigated the effect of the chiral angle on the Casimir energy of a massive

fermion field. To obtain the Casimir energy, we calculated the vacuum energy in the presence

of the boundary condition. Unfortunately, this vacuum energy is divergent. To solve this

issue, we adopt the Abel-Plana like summation [52], as previously used in Refs. [30, 31]. The

obtained vacuum energy consists of three parts (see Eq. (40)), i.e., (i) the vacuum energy in

the absence of the boundary conditions, (ii) the vacuum energy in the presence of a single

plate, (iii) the Casimir energy. We notice that the second term of the vacuum energy in

Eq. (40) for a single plate is not relevant to the Casimir force. The Casimir energy is defined

by taking the differences between the vacuum energy of a Dirac field in the presence of

the boundary conditions to that in the absence of one. We investigated the behavior of the

Casimir energy as well as its attractive force using numerical analysis. The result shows that

the Casimir energy of a massive fermion field can be written as a function of the chiral angle.

It is symmetric with the maximum contribution occuring at Θ = π; the Casimir energy in

the chiral case is always higher than that in the nonchiral case.

In addition to the above results, we also found that the behavior of the Casimir energy

depends on the mass of the Dirac fermion. In the analysis, we investigated two approximation

cases, i.e. light and heavy masses. In the case of heavy fermion mass, the Casimir energy

converges to zero as the mass increases, whereas in the case of light fermion mass, the Casimir

energy converges to that of the massless fermion as the mass decreases. We found that, in

both cases, the roles of the chiral angle become weaker. For the case of the massless fermion,
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the Casimir energy gives the same value for all chiral angles. In this case, we recover the

expected result by Ref. [34]. For future work, it will be interesting to study a similar setup

by including a background such as a magnetic field (c.f., Ref. [46]).
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A. Complementary derivations for discrete momenta

Two-component Dirac spinors χR(L) can be decomposed as

χR(L) =

(
αR(L)

βR(L)

)
. (A1)

The relation in Eq. (12) can then be rewritten in a more explicit way as follows

B = −C (−ik3(1 + sin Θ)− (m+ E) cos Θ)αL + i(k1 − ik2)(1 + sin Θ)βL
(ik3(1 + sin Θ)− (m+ E) cos Θ)αR + i(k1 − ik2)(1 + sin Θ)βR

, (A2)

B = −C i(k1 + ik2)(−1 + sin Θ)αL + (ik3(−1 + sin Θ)− (m+ E) cos Θ)βL
i(k1 + ik2)(−1 + sin Θ)αR + (−ik3(−1 + sin Θ)− (m+ E) cos Θ)βR

. (A3)

In a similar way, from Eq. (16), we have the relation between coefficients B and C at the

second plate x3 = ` as follows

B = −Ce−2ik3` (−ik3(−1 + sin Θ)− (m+ E) cos Θ)αL + i(k1 − ik2)(−1 + sin Θ)βL
(ik3(−1 + sin Θ)− (m+ E) cos Θ)αR + i(k1 − ik2)(−1 + sin Θ)βR

, (A4)

B = −Ce−2ik3` i(k1 + ik2)(1 + sin Θ)αL + (ik3(1 + sin Θ)− (m+ E) cos Θ)βL
i(k1 + ik2)(1 + sin Θ)αR + (−ik3(1 + sin Θ)− (m+ E) cos Θ)βR

. (A5)

By equating Eqs. (A2) with (A4), we have

(A1αR +A2βR)αL + (A3αR +A4βR)βL = 0, (A6)

where

A1 = e−2ik3` cos Θ
[
2i(1 + e2ik3`)k3(E +m)

+(−1 + e2ik3`)(E − k3 +m)(E + k3 +m) cos Θ
]
, (A7)

A2 = e−2ik3` cos Θ(k1 − ik2)
[
(1− e2ik3`)k3 cos Θ

−i(E +m)(−1− sin Θ + e2ik3`(−1 + sin Θ))
]
, (A8)

A3 = e−2ik3` cos Θ(k1 − ik2)
[
(−1 + e2ik3`)k3 cos Θ

+i(E +m)(−1 + sin Θ− e2ik3`(1 + sin Θ))
]
, (A9)

A4 = cos2 Θ(k1 − ik2)2(1− e−2ik3`). (A10)

Taking same procedure as above for Eqs. (A3) and (A5), we have

(B1αR +B2βR)αL + (B3αR +B4βR)βL = 0, (A11)
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where

B1 =
(k1 + ik2)2

(k1 − ik2)2
A4, (A12)

B2 =
k1 + ik2

k1 − ik2
A2, (A13)

B3 =
k1 + ik2

k1 − ik2
A3, (A14)

B4 = A1. (A15)

The relation given in Eqs. (A6) and (A11) can be written simultaneously in the form of

multiplication between 2× 2 and 2× 1 matrices as follows(
(A1αR +A2βR) (A3αR +A4βR)

(B1αR +B2βR) (B1αR +B4βR)

)(
αL
βL

)
= 0. (A16)

The nontrivial values of αL and βL require the 2× 2 matrix determinant in Eq. (A16) to

vanish, which leads to the following condition

D1α
2
R +D2αRβR +D3β

2
R = 0, (A17)

where

D1 =A1B3 −A3B1

=− 2e−4ik3` cos2 Θ(E +m)
[
i(1 + e2ik3`)k3 + (−1 + e2ik3`)m cos Θ

]
× (k1 + ik2)

[
− (−1 + e2ik3`)k3 cos Θ + i(E +m)(1− sin Θ + e2ik3`(1 + sin Θ))

]
,

(A18)

D2 =A1B4 +A2B3 −A3B2 −A4B1

=4e−4ik3` cos2 Θ(E +m)
[
i(1 + e2ik3`)k3 + (−1 + e2ik3`)m cos Θ

]
×
[
i(1 + e2ik3`)k3(E +m) + (−1 + e2ik3`)(E2 +mE − k2

3) cos Θ
]
, (A19)

D3 =A2B4 −A4B2

=2e−4ik3` cos2 Θ(E +m)
[
i(1 + e2ik3`)k3 + (−1 + e2ik3`)m cos Θ

]
× (k1 − ik2)

[
− (−1 + e2ik3`)k3 cos Θ− i(E +m)(−1− sin Θ + e2ik3`(−1 + sin Θ))

]
.

(A20)

From the previous expressions, we can see that D1, D2, D3 have the same factor as follows

2e−4ik3` cos2 Θ(E +m)
[
i(1 + e2ik3`)k3 + (−1 + e2ik3`)m cos Θ

]
. (A21)

To satisfy the condition in Eq. (A17) for arbitrary chiral angle Θ, the above factor must

vanish

i(1 + e2ik3`)k3 + (−1 + e2ik3`)m cos Θ = 0, (A22)

which leads to the allowed condition for discrete momenta in Eq. (17).
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