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Modes have steadily influenced the understanding of physical systems through time. At
least since the prediction of the Casimir effect, they also play a very important role in
Casimir Physics and in the understanding of the different phenomena typical of this
research field. At equilibrium modes provide a direct connection between the zero-point
energy and the existence of irreducible fluctuations in a quantum system, offering an
anatomic view into the physics of the interaction. In nonequilibrium systems, modes
can be decisive to understand the behavior of quantum fluctuation-induced phenomena,
highlighting key aspects which determine their strength and their functional dependence.
In this article we review some recent studies and results that highlight how modes impact
Casimir physics and the central role they play in shaping our understanding of this area
of research.
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1. Introduction

In a common definition, a mode is a stationary state of a system which oscillates
in time without changing its relevant properties. Although, strictly speaking, this
definition mostly corresponds to a mathematical abstraction, it reveals to be quite
useful for understanding the physics of many systems. Indeed, their dynamics can
be conveniently described as a combination of modes evolving according to their
respective frequencies and physical features. As taking apart a complex engine and
looking at each single gear helps to understand its functioning, the modal analysis



December 22,2022 1:33 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE Francesco'Intravaia

2 Francesco Intravaia

provides a deep anatomic view into the physics of the system, possibly unveiling
interesting and useful behaviors which will otherwise remain buried. One of the main
advantages of this reductionist approach is that usually the analysis of a single mode
is usually simpler than that of the whole system.

The advent of quantum mechanics, starting from the formulation of the
Schrédinger equation to the more involved formalism of quantum field theory, has
distinctively enhanced the interest in determining the modes of a system. Within
these theories modes undergo various inflections, ranging from the definition of a
quantum-mechanical eigenstate to the more general concept of eigenvector. They all
have different physical meaning but a similar mathematical structure. In Casimir
physics the relevance of a mode decomposition permeates our understanding of
the Casimir interaction until today. It elegantly interlaces with the definition of
zero-point energy and dives deep into the physical and mathematical foundations
of quantum theory of fluctuation-induced interactions. In both equilibrium and
nonequilibrium systems, a mode analysis can provide a complementary point of
view, which can help in understanding controversial results and allows for the pre-
diction of a panoply of interesting and unintuitive phenomena.

In this chapter we are going to illustrate with a few examples how modes shaped
and still shape Casimir physics, connecting physical phenomena, theoretical results
and functional behavior under a common denominator.

2. Casimir’s sum over modes approach

In 1948 H. B. G. Casimir! predicted the existence of a quantum force between two
parallel, nonmagnetic and uncharged, perfectly reflecting parallel plates placed in
vacuum. Following an inspiring discussion with Bohr,? his attention was directed
to analyzing the system’s electromagnetic zero-point energy. In electromagnetism,
the combination of Maxwell equations and the boundary conditions specific to the
system under analysis allows for the existence of modes with a frequency dispersion
relation wk, where K is usually a collections of parameters which uniquely char-
acterize the mode. Formally, each mode behaves as a harmonic oscillator, which
depending on the boundary conditions can be damped or not. As a consequence wy
is in general a complex-valued function. However, when every form of dissipation is
suppressed, the frequencies are real and each mode contributes to the total ground
state energy of the system with the value fuvk /2. This is the case in Casimir’s orig-
inal calculation, where two different configurations are compared: First when the
cavity formed by the plates has a finite length L and then for L — co. Mathemati-
cally this can be written using the following expression

L
B(L) = [Z h‘;“] , 1)

L—oo

where, for simplicity, we have introduced the symbol [---]L  which indicates the

difference between the total zero-point energies of the two configurations. For a
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cavity formed by two parallel planes one has
d?k

Y=54 ]G3 .
where n is the index of the mode, o defines the polarization (TE or TM) of the
corresponding electromagnetic field, k is the component of the wave vector parallel
to the surfaces, and A is the area of the planes. If the planes are perfectly conducting,
as assumed by Casimir, the mode frequency does not depend on ¢ and is given by
wk = wZ(k) = c\/|k|? + (nm/L)2. Although each of the two configurations has an
infinite zero-point energy their difference is finite, leading to the expression for the

Casimir energy and force

he A he A
_%ﬁ FCas(L) = _8LECas(L) = _Tmﬁ . (3)

This result was so unexpected that even thirty years later Schwinger et al. called

Ecas (L) =

it “one of the least intuitive consequences of quantum electrodynamics” ¥ There are
many reasons for which the Casimir effect is so remarkable. Perhaps the most im-
portant one is that it associates a mechanical force with the vacuum, which in the
classical view of physics was perceived as inert and absolute. Quantum mechan-
ics dramatically changed this perspective, conferring to the vacuum some physical
properties, thereby making it not unique and also observer-dependent. In 1948 the
zero-point energy was perceived as an unpleasant side-effect of quantum mechanics.
Many scientists did not know what to do with it and some considered it as “deprived
of any physical reality” 2 something one should probably ignore. The typical argu-
ments were that adding a constant to the Hamiltonian does not alter the physics of
the system. Furthermore, energy is an integrated quantity and therefore only dif-
ferences between energy values or with respect to a reference level have a physical
meaning.

These or similar thoughts probably influenced Casimir’s approach to the zero-
point energy and led to the expression in Eq. , where the limit L — oo is
implicitly set as reference level with respect to which the energy of other configu-
rations is measured. One of Casimir’s most relevant insights was to recognize that
the ground state energy of a quantum electromagnetic system is rather malleable:
Despite being possibly infinite, it might substantially change its value. As long as
this change is depending on a system parameter, the Casimir energy can at equi-
librium be treated as a thermodynamic potential and the variation with respect to
this parameter corresponds to the existence of the conjugated interaction. For in-
stance, if the energy is distance dependent, as for Casimir’s parallel plane setup, the
conjugated interaction corresponds to a force, while we have a torque if the energy
is varying as a function of an angle2® Changing the geometry and the composition
of the system modifies the structure of the modes and their corresponding energy
contribution, strongly affecting the sign and strength of the interaction L1238
This means etermining and analyzing the electromagnetic modes allows to better
understand the Casimir effect and can open pathways to tune it.
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2.1. A change of perspective

In 1955 Lifshitz!® formulated an alternative theory of the interaction between two
plates. His theory was inspired by the work of Rytov on electrical fluctuations
and thermal radiation!® and by the experiment of Derjaguin and Abrikosova on the
London-van der Waals forces between extended bodies ™ Lifshitz’ approach focused
more on the force instead of the energy. Rather than evaluate the zero point energy,
he considered the net radiation pressure exerted on one of the planes by the quan-
tum and thermal electromagnetic fluctuations. The cornerstone of this procedure is
the quantum average of the Maxwell stress tensor'® operator, which is performed
using the fluctuation-dissipation theorem 2219 This approach is conceptually differ-
ent from that used by Casimir and much more related to the work of London?? on
the interaction between two molecules. Although the zero point energy and quan-
tum fluctuations are related concepts, the accent is put on the material dynamics
and their quantum fluctuations, while the electromagnetic field, which was the main
actor in Casimir’s evaluation, is relegated to the role of the carrier of the interaction
across the system. Neither the cavity modes nor their zero-point energy explicitly
appear in the derivation leading to the famous Lifshitz formula?' For two parallel
planes placed in vacuum and made of different materials the interaction only de-
pends on the reflection coefficients r{ and r§ at the vacuum-material interface. At
finite temperature, for planes separated by a distance L, the Lifshitz free energy is
given by

* dw dk hw o o —2rL
Frie =Im {/0 %A/ @n? ; hcoth [QkBT} In [1— 7] (w, k)rg(w, ke ]}
(4)
where k = |k| and k = /k? —w?/c? (Im[x] < 0;Re[x] > 0). Although Eq. is
valid for two generic parallel planar plates, in 1955 Lifshitz specifically considered

two semi-infinite nonmagnetic bulks facing each other. In this case the reflection
coefficients are given by the Fresnel formulael®

rTE(w, k) = K- Ki7 rT™ (0, k) = € (w)k — ki ’ (5)
K+ K; €(w)k + Ky
where k; = \/k? — €;(w)w?/c? and €;(w) is the dielectric function describing the

[{9+2)

material comprising the plate “i

Lifshitz’ and Casimir’s results appear different enough to inspire some doubts
about their connection to the same physical phenomenon?! A first confirmation
of their equivalence is provided by the fact that Eq. for T = 0 and perfect
TE = —1 and 7™ = 1) reproduces Casimir’s result in Eq. (3).
Differences appear as soon as more realistic materials are considered. For metals,
the Lifshitz formula recovers Eq. for sufficiently large values of L, while at short
separations it predicts an energy scaling as oc L™2 instead of L3 2225 This change
in the exponent of the power law is similar to that discussed by Casimir and Polder

conductors (i.e. r
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on the influence of retardation on the London-van der Waals forces2%2% Indeed,
it implicitly shows that Lifshitz’ procedure includes a nonretarded (or quasi-static)
interaction between the plates, which does not appear in Casimir expression in
Eq. .

A clear physical understanding of this behavior is obtained when Casimir’s and
Lifshitz’ approaches are connected and the change in the electromagnetic modes’
structure, induced by real conductors, is analyzed. The link was pointed out by van
Kampen et al. in 196828 and further investigated by many other authors later 2240
The main idea relies on a corollary of the residue theorem called argument princi-
ple ! If f(2) is a monodromic function on a domain D, ¢(z) an analytic function
on the same domain and C a closed path contained in the domain D, the argument
principle states that*l

1 - Zero - 1.
Gy 7{0 #(2)0,In f(2)dz = Zaj (257°) — ij (p(zé?oe) , (6)
Jj=1 j=1
where 22" and z;?OlC are respectively the zeros with multiciplity a; and the poles

with multiplicity b; of f(z) contained in C. The connections between Lifshitz’ and
Casimir’s approach can be made by recognizing that the frequencies of the electro-
magnetic field vibrating within a cavity with length L are in general given by the
solutions of

1—75(w, k) r§(w, k) e 2L =0. (7)

However, special attention must be devoted to the treatment of the branch cuts
appearing in the previous expression 223220 For two semi-infinite bulks comprised
by dispersive and non dissipative materials the solutions of Eq. are all real 32
Using a contour which encircles the right half of the complex plane one can show*"
that at zero temperatunﬂ Eq. can be equivalently written in the form of Eq. .
Physically, this means that the fluctuation-induced force derived by Lifshitz is not
only directly linked to the zero-point energy of each of the single mode frequencies
vibrating within the cavity but importantly it also inherently includes the difference
between configurations at L and L — oco. Notice that Casimir’s approach demands
that all the frequency modes wk are real in order to have a clear physical meaning.
The equivalence with Eq. then necessarily imposes some restrictions on the be-
havior of the reflection coefficients, which are not needed by the Lifshitz formula.
Indeed, as van Kampen?® and other authors,2” we have explicitly requested a disper-
sive but non dissipative form for the permittivity ¢;(w). Interestingly, although the
previous arguments validate and connect both Lifshitz’ and Casimir’s approaches,
they also point out some evident difficulties affecting the mode point of view but
not the fluctuation perspective. This is particularly clear when dissipation in the
system can no longer be neglected. As we will discuss in Secs. [3] and [] dissipation

2 At finite temperature a generalization is also possible 2242



December 22,2022 1:33 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE Francesco'Intravaia

6  Francesco Intravaia

—— TM photonic modes

—— TM plasmonic modes

—— TE photonic modes

- =~ Perfect mirror modes -=-~- Perfect mirror modes

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2
clkl/o, clk|/o,

Fig. 1. Dispersion relations for TE- (left) and TM-polarized modes (right) vibrating between two
parallel semi-infinite bulks described by the plasma model (black solid line). The corresponding
perfect conductor modes (dashed lines) are represented for comparison. In both cases L = 1.75 A,
where A\, = 2mc/wp. The diagonal line is the light cone separating the evanescent (gray shadow)
from the propagating region. Adapted from Ref.

can appear in electromagnetic systems through different mechanisms and the fre-
quency modes can become complex-valued functions even if the permittivity model
is nondissipative.

Before analyzing this point more carefully, it is instructive to first investigate the
novelties appearing in the modal analysis of the Casimir effect when one considers
dispersive nondissipative materials instead of perfect electric conductors.

2.2. Surface modes and the Casimir effect

Figure[f]shows the dispersion relations of the modes vibrating within a cavity formed
by two identical nonmagnetic semi-infinite bulks described by the permittivity

w2

epi(w) =1— (,72' (8)

The full lines are the solutions of Eq. (real valued functions), while the dashed
lines describe the modes for perfect electric conductors. The permittivity in Eq. ,
often referred to as the plasma model, is probably one of the simplest dispersive
material models for a dielectric function T8 It depends on just one parameter, the
plasma frequency w, and, although it is often used to describe a metal, it more
precisely corresponds to a very simple description of a superconductor™ considered
by F. London and H. London in 1935% before the formulation of the BCS theory.
The introduction of dispersion in the dielectric response modifies the mode fre-
quencies in various ways. We can distinguish three kinds of modes (see Fig. [1)):
Cavity modes — propagating modes qualitatively similar to those obtained for per-
fect conductors; Bulk modes — propagating modes mainly localized within the bulks;
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Fig. 2. When two vacuum/metal interfaces are suf-
ficiently near to each other, the two respective sur-
face plasmon-polaritons couple through their evanes-
cent electromagnetic field. A frequency splitting oc-
curs, giving rise to two new plasmonic modes. The
Casimir force associated with the antisymmetric
mode wy is an anti-binding force (repulsive), while
the one for the symmetric mode w_ is attractive.
Adapted from reference 44

Evanescent modes — having dispersion relations entering the region w < c|k| (light
gray area below the light cone). Due to their propagating nature, we refer to both
cavity and bulk modes as “photonic” modes?%25 In the specific case of the per-
mittivity in Eq. , we have only two TM-polarized (w+) evanescent modes and
we refer to them as “plasmonic” modes, since they result from the hybridization
of the two surface plasmon-polariton modes existing at the vacuum-material in-
terface of the two planed4H6A7 (see Fig. . Surface plasmon-polaritons®®48 are
mixed light-matter modes involving collective electronic excitations coupled with
an evanescent electromagnetic field. They belong to a class of solutions of Maxwell
equations often also called surface polaritons, which appear due to the confinement
of light-matter interaction at the boundary of an object. Other examples are sur-
face phonon-polaritons®® and surface magnon-polaritons*%59 Due to the connection
with the electronic charge, the field of surface plasmon-polaritons is mainly electric
in nature and characterizes the near field behavior at the interface to a conduc-
tor. This feature is connected to the TM-polarization, which has an electric field
component perpendicular to the surface.

In the large distance limit, the two plasmonic modes must tend to the expression
for the single interface surface plasmon-polariton mode. Within a local description,
for a planar surface comprised by a nonmagnetic material, the dispersion relation
of the surface plasmon-polariton is the solution of®

(9)

and for the plasma model this gives

ck 2 1 ck 4 1l poe w
; — = — - - - - P
Lhm W4 = Wy = Wsp = Wp < p) + 5 ( p) + - - NG . (10)

At zero temperature the free energy is identical to the energy (Fi;¢ =0, Eyi¢)
and, using the argument principle, we can rewrite the Lifshitz formula in Eq. as
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the sum of two different contributions44H2H47
L L
oy he?
ELif:Z[2+2:|L +Z{ . } : (11)
k —00 K L—oo
plasmonic modes (Ep)) photonic modes (Epy)

Although the only observable is the total Casimir energy, evaluating the dif-
ferent contributions separately reveals striking features characterizing the underly-
ing physics of the system. For separations L smaller than the plasma wavelength
Ap = 2me/wy, the Casimir effect has an interpretation which bridges the gap between
quantum field theory and condensed matter physics. As pointed out by van Kam-
pen,?d in this regime the Casimir force can be in fact understood as mainly resulting
from the quasi-electrostatic interaction between the surface plasmon-polaritons. In
our notation this is equivalent to write that for L < A, one has Eyis ~ Ep, while
Ep1n can be neglected. Physically, the sub-leading nature of Ey, can be related to
the high frequency transparency of the material comprising the bulks. Indeed, the
frequency of the photonic modes scales as the inverse of L and, since e(w) il 1,
for sufficiently small separations these modes can no longer be sustained within the
cavity formed by the two semi-infinite bulks. Figure [3] shows the two contributions
in Eq. and the total Casimir energy. In particular, one has that2>44A47

Ep ~ aiECaS (a =1.790) (12)
Ap

directly connecting the nonretarded limit of the Lifshitz formula with the interac-
tion between the surface plasmon-polaritons. Since these surface modes exist only
for dispersive materials, this also explains why the o L~2 behavior does not ap-
pear in Casimir’s calculation with perfect reflectors. Figure [3| also shows that for
L 2 Ay, Ep has a much greater importance than one could have expected. At
large distances, despite their evanescent nature, the two plasmonic modes give rise
to a positive energy contribution having a magnitude much larger than the total
Casimir force22H8A5A7 Tnterestingly, the slope of Ep changes sign as a function
of the distance L, and the corresponding force Fy), stemming from the plasmonic
contribution, goes from attractive at short separations to repulsive at large ones.
This means that at large separations the total interaction results from a fine bal-
ance between the repulsive plasmonic contribution and the slightly larger attractive
interaction arising from the remaining photonic modes. As shown in Fig. [ this
outcome is also robust against a generalization of Eq. to finite temperatures#2
Although F},; cannot be observed by itself, its repulsive nature at sufficiently
large values of L has led to suggestions aiming to tune the strength of the total
Casimir force. These proposals are based on a tailoring of the polaritonic modes, us-

21194 o1 non-equilibrium configurations 42

ing for example geometric nanostructuring
In particular, in nanophotonics the relevance of nanostructured surfaces with tai-
lored plasmonic dispersion relations has already been demonstrated in many se-

tups and applications ranging from extraordinary light transmission to surface-
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enhanced Raman scattering2>5% Concerning the Casimir interaction, an experi-
ment performed in 2012 measured a nontrivial modification of the force between a
nanostructured gold grating with dimensions smaller than plasma wavelength for
gold ()\S“ ~ 140 nm) and a gold-coated sphere of radius 150um.*? A new behavior
in the Casimir interaction was observed which is significantly different from the
well-known attraction with an unstructured plate. It is characterized by a crossover
from an enhancement to a strong reduction of the Casimir force which depends on
the period of the grating. In addition, at large inter-surface separations, the Casimir
interaction decreases faster than the usual L% power law. This behavior at least
qualitatively correlates with what would be expected by an enhancement of the plas-
monic contribution. However, state-of-the-art theoretical modeling, based on the
proximity force approximation®®®? for treating the curvature of the large-radius
sphere and an exact ab-initio scattering analysis of the resulting effective plane-
grating geometry, was not able to reproduce the experimental findings 22260 The
development of an analytical or numerical analysis of the sphere-grating geometry,
capable of dealing with the disparate length scales present in the setup, remains an
open problem.

Finally, it is interesting to mention that the relevance of surface polaritons for
the Casimir interaction between two surfaces is not limited to conductors. A quali-
tatively similar but physically richer behavior than in Fig. [3|has been observed for a
magnetodielectric cavity 81 Even the zero temperature interaction between two par-
allel graphene layers can be better understood by investigating the modes existing
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in the system /92 Differently from usual conductors, in graphene, surface polaritons

can appear also in the TE-polarization 64767

3. Dissipation, fluctuations and zero-point energy

Casimir’s sum over modes approach provides a useful tool in order to reveal and
investigate the underlying physics of the different modes’ contributions participat-
ing in the interaction. However, despite its interest, when compared to Lifshitz’
approach, it has some serious limitations. In realistic situations, due to the presence
of some form of dissipation, modes turn into resonances (quasi-normal modes®),
which are described by complex valued frequencies. Mathematically, when they are
inserted in Eq. , one cannot a priori guarantee that the resulting expression is
real valued, making its interpretation as an energy difficult. Physically, the exchange
of energy between the system and its surroundings typical of dissipative interactions
prompts the need for the generalization of the idea of a mode and consequently of
our understanding of the zero-point energy.

In quantum mechanics dissipation is usually introduced within the so-called open
quantum system paradigm S27% Tt amounts to enlarging the Hilbert space of the sys-
tem of interest, coupling it with (at least) one additional larger system, generically
called bath or environment. The specific physical nature of the environment might
be to some extent quite diverse (coupled oscillators or spins®®™7S or also a gas
of particles™) but it is usually comprised of a large number of degrees of freedom.
The logic behind this extension is twofold. First, it allows for an exchange of energy
between the system and the environment. Secondly, following an argument typical
of statistical mechanics, a large number of the environment’s degrees of freedom
allows for a very large Poincaré recurrence time and for a net flux of energy from
the system towards the environment that we can interpret as dissipation.

In order to further clarify the previous concepts it is convenient to analyze a basic
and completely solvable example, i.e. a single harmonic oscillator with frequency w,
(the system of interest) coupled to a bath of harmonic oscillators with frequencies

70L/75H 7879

w; (its environment) 1 A typical Hamiltonian for this system is given by

H =< (p2+wda) +Z (5 +w3ld; — do)®) (13)

1\9\»—*

where we assumed all the masses to be equal to unity. Due to the interaction with
the bath, the minimal energy of the single oscillator is no longer Ey = fiw, /2 but it
can be defined as the difference between the energy of the coupled system and the
energy of the bath alone B%B%BY At zero temperature one has

R Z (14)

i=0 j=1

where w; are the eigenfrequencies obtained by diagonalizing the system of oscillators
in Eq. . Instead of actually diagonalizing the Hamiltonian it is more convenient
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to consider the susceptibility of the single oscillator obtained by a self-consistent
treatment of its equation of motion 2%B%™ In the frequency domain one can show
that the motion of the single oscillator is described by

Ga(w) = a(w)f(w) (15)
where f (w) is connected to the free evolution of the bath’s oscillators 2% while
1 Wy
= = — — 16
o) = iy Me) = e g o R (16)

is the test-oscillator’s susceptibility. From the previous expression, one can deduce
that the frequencies of the bath are the zeros of the polarizability. Also by definition,
the modes of the coupled system are those frequencies for which a motion can be
sustained without any external drive. This means that ¢,(w) can be nonzero also if
f(w) = 0. This indicates that the w; are the poles of a(w)2%37 Moving onto the
complex plane w — (, choosing a contour C' encircling the positive frequency axis
and using Eq. (6) we can write3%56

- 1 A > dw
Ey= -5 f{cd<§0< In¢*a(¢)] = / 5, hwTm {0, Infw?a(w +i07)]} . (17)

Writing the last equation is equivalent to choosing a causal expression for the sus-
ceptibility, which is consequently assumed to be analytic in the upper part of the
complex plane %39 If we take the limit for which the bath’s mode-frequencies form
a continuum, we obtain

o] 2

,u(w—l—i0+)—>—%(w+io+)/ dv p(v) ———

. V2 — (w+i01)2 (18)

where we have introduced the bath density of modes p(v). In the last equation we
also extended the v-integral from —oc to 400 requiring that the product of p(v)v?
is even in v. The expression in Eq. is more general than the specific model
defined by the Hamiltonian in Eq. and occurs for other descriptions of the
environment and couplings to the system of interest. General physical principles
impose that u(w) is a “positive function” ™ which means that (i) it is analytical
in the upper-half of the complex-frequency plane (causality condition), (ii) it has
a non negative real part at the upper boundary of the real axis (to preserve the
second law of thermodynamics), and (iii), given the complex frequency ¢, it must
satisfy the crossing relation u(¢) = p*(—¢*) (reality of the function in the time
domain) ™l Tt is interesting to remark that Eq. can be obtained proceeding
as Lifshitz, focusing on the test system’s fluctuations and using the fluctuation-
dissipation theorem 57

A typical expression for p(v)v?, which fulfills the requirements imposed by the

physics of the system is®2

2T 1 "
p(v)? = EREEL (T positive) (19)
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where 7. is connected with the so-called bath’s response time!®? This leads to the
following form for the susceptibility

1

2 2
w2 — w? —iw

a(w) > (20)

1—iwT.

which for 7. = 0 corresponds to the expression one would expect from a damped
harmonic oscillator with damping rate I'. Notice that the bath’s mode-structure
seems to disappear in the previous expression and that for 7. = 0 the susceptibility

features only two resonance poles in Q0 = Q, and Q_; = —Q, where we defined
2 T
Qa: OJg—I—li, (21)

i.e. the usual resonances of a damped harmonic oscillator 2 However, the choice
7. = 0 corresponds to a rather idealized and to some extent unphysical situation.
It also leads to divergencies in the calculation of diverse quantities 82 Physically,
for 7. > 0 the properties of a damped harmonic oscillator are still recovered as long
as waTe < 1. However, for 7. > 0, 0 < w,7. < 1 and w, > I'/2, Eq. features
a zero at ( = —i/7. and three poles: Two are complex conjugated with nonzero
real parts and negative imaginary parts. They are generalizations of those given
before Eq. and we will still call them 2, and Q_;. The third pole at Q¢ = —i&
is purely imaginary (&, positive) and located on the negative imaginary frequency
axis £283 corresponding to an overdamped oscillation.

With this information, using Eq. we can analytically evaluate Eq.

1 . 1

- h 21 ' h 2i
Ey = Z 1 (Qm — ;Qm ln[QmTC]> = Z S Re {Qm - ;Qm In[Q,,7]| (22)

m=—1 m=0

where the prime in the sum indicates that the addend with m = 0, corresponding
to the purely imaginary pole, must be weighted with 1/2. Since the denominator of
Eq. is proportional to a polynomial of the third order, due to Vieta’s relations

one has that

b
Te 27,

1 . 1

Z Q= ~1 oralso Z/ Im [Q,,] = — 1 (23)
m=—1 m=0

showing that the imaginary part of the poles sum up to a constant, the zero of
the polarizability, that is exclusively related with the properties of the bath as an
isolated entity, i.e. decoupled from the oscillator.

At this point a few comments are in order. The expression in Eq. highlights
that for a quantum dissipative oscillator the minimal energy is rather nontrivial.
While even classically one would have expected a complex resonance as in Eq.
for the damped oscillator, a naive generalization of its quantum minimal energy
Ey as hRe[Q,]/2 is for different reasons incorrect B3B8 Indeed, in addition to the
appearance of additional resonances, F, features a logarithm which can be asso-
ciated with the contribution of the bath fluctuations to the minimal energy2%85
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Fig. 5. Schematic representation of a har-

Oscillator monic oscillator (system of interest) coupled

4, toa collection of harmonic oscillators (bath).

— oo 0000 00 00— The modes of the isolated system (green dot)
Countable bath modes and of the isolated bath (red dots) are de-

scribed by countable real frequencies. The

) same applies to the modes of the coupled sys-
Continuum  Countable oscillator+bath modes . Lo
limit tem (green-red dots). In the continuum limit

the mode spectrum becomes dense giving rise
to a singularity along the whole real axis and
leads to the appearance of a complex pole on
the lower half of the complex plane. Adapted
from Ref40

Notice that before taking the continuum limit for the bath spectrum the suscepti-
bility is even in frequency (micro-reversibility). However, this is no longer true for
Eq. which, as any generic susceptibility, must also fulfill the crossing relation
a(C) = a*(—¢*). It is the latter that in general prescribes the poles’ and zeros’
structure of the polarizability. Indeed, because of the crossing relation, if €2 is a pole
or a zero then —Q* must be one as well.

Strictly speaking, independently from the choice of p(v)v?, the expression for the
susceptibility entering in Eq. is per construction only valid in the upper part
of the complex frequency plane22B&H0E8 Considering the singularities of Eq.
with negative imaginary part is therefore inherently related to an analytic continu-
ation of the polarizability to the lower half of the complex plane. This occurs across
a discontinuity located along the real frequency axis, which is generated by the
coalescence of the bath spectrum in the limit of continuous mode-frequencies (see
Fig. o). The complex poles are then located on a different, to some extent “un-
physical”, Riemann sheet®8 with respect to the expression we would have obtained
starting from Eq. but with a(w —i0T). The sum-rule in Eq. itself can
be seen as a consequence of this analytical continuation. In general, since causality
always requires that all the polesﬂ and the zeros of the polarizability in Eq.
must be located in the lower half of the complex plane one has that

1 o0 dw 2 . ole Zero
0=—-—— — w 9, In [w?a(w+i01)] :ZQ? _ZQJ . (24)

2mi 2T
o ; 7

This is the generalization of Eq. (23], where Q?Ole solve w? — w? —iwp(w) = 0, while
Q2 are the solutions of 1/u(w) = 0 and therefore determined by the uncoupled
bath. The zero on the left of Eq. is obtained using the argument principle
[Eq. @] and choosing a contour encircling the upper part of the complex plane.
The expression on the right of Eq. is instead obtained using the argument

bHere we assume for simplicity that the polarizability is a meromorphic function with poles as the
only discontinuities.
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principle with a contour encircling the lower part of the complex plane and the
analytically continued expression of the polarizability.

4. Casimir energy within the open quantum system approach

The previous discussion highlights that dissipation affects the ground state energy
of a quantum mechanical system in a nontrivial way. Similar modifications must
be expected for each of the modes considered in the calculation of the Casimir
energy. They are hidden, however, behind the elegance of Lifshitz” approach. Despite
the prominent role played by the fluctuation-dissipation theorem, for the Lifshitz
formula in Eq. the effect of dissipation is not immediately evident because it
is encoded in the expressions for the reflection coefficients. A ‘sum over modes’
approach is nevertheless possible and one can indeed show?%€% that the Lifshitz
formula is equivalent to

L L

21,
s

Byt = gRe S Q- In [QmTc]l ., Im [Z’ Q| =0 (25)
K K
where (2, are complex frequencies and the prime indicates that terms for which €,
is an imaginary number are weighted with 1/2. The expression in Eq. is the
generalization of Eq. . Notice that, similarly to the single harmonic oscillator, the
energy is neither the sum over the complex modes of the system nor over their real
parts as suggested in some previous worksBEE%ES Ag above, within the open quan-
tum system approach/®? the logarithmic correction in Eq. can be understood
as arising from the fluctuations of the bath®% With respect to the results of the

previous section, the sum rule on the right of Eq. has, however, a wider impact

L—oo —00

on the system’s energy. Indeed, although for dimensional reasons and analogy to the
dissipative harmonic oscillator a response time 7. must appear in the expression,
due to the sum rule, the total Casimir energy is independent from this constant.
In particular, the sum rule in Eq. can be seen as resulting from the fact that
the dissipative bath as an isolated entity does not change its properties when the
distance changes from L to L — oo.

Despite the fact that the open quantum system approach provides a quite gen-
eral framework for describing dissipation, it is also important to understand the
physical differences among the possible mechanisms of energy loss. If light-matter
interaction is present, one can roughly distinguish two of them. The first, which we
call intrinsic dissipation, is connected with the properties of the involved materials
and their number of internal degrees of freedom as well as their interaction. A promi-
nent example is Ohmic dissipation due, for example, to impurities, electron-electron
or electron-photon interaction. The electromagnetic field itself is responsible for the
second kind of dissipation. In addition to mediate the interaction between the ob-
jects within the system, it can directly play the role of the bath, carrying energy
away in the form of radiation. For simplicity, we call this induced dissipation but
one usually also speaks of radiative damping. A basic example is spontaneous decay



December 22,2022 1:33 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE Francesco'Intravaia

How modes shape Casimir Physics 15

in atomic systems. Induced dissipation depends on the boundary conditions that
the electromagnetic field has to fulfill when it interacts with the objects in the sys-
tem. As such, it depends on the geometry of the system and it can be enhanced or
suppressed, as for example in periodic structures (e.g. photonic crystals®?2).
Despite the complication induced by the introduction of dissipation, the sum over
modes approach is still able to provide an ‘anatomic view’ of the Casimir effect,
allowing for the analysis of different contributions and their physical origin. To

illustrate the utility of Eq. , we consider in the following two relevant examples.

4.1. Dissipative Casimir interaction at short distances

The first example is a generalization of the plasmonic interaction analyzed in Sec.
[2:2] We stick with the same geometry considered by Lifshitz, i.e. two parallel semi-
infinite identical bulks separated by vacuum but, instead of plasma model in Eq. ,

we use here

w?

P
ep(w) =1 et (26)
where  is the phenomenological damping rate used to quantify the intrinsic dissi-
pation in the conductor. The model in Eq. often goes in the literature under
the name of Drude model 1°
For the geometry considered by Lifshitz, due to the boundary conditions, only
intrinsic dissipation plays a role in the calculation. The energy cannot be radiated
away from the system but only exchanged with the bath coupled with the inter-
nal degrees of freedom the conducting material. As in the non dissipative case,
the dispersion relations are given by the solutions of Eq. . One finds two plas-
monic modes Q4 (k) originating from the interaction between the surface plasmon-
polaritons. In analogy to Eq. and in connection with Eq. , we define the
plasmonic contribution to the Casimir energy as
L

hA [ kdk 2i
=2 / ElRe Y {Qi(zf) S CLIOLS| I (27)
=+ —00
At a distance smaller than the plasma wavelength A, the dissipative dispersion
relation for the coupled polaritonic modes are given by a slight generalization of the
dispersion relations determined by van Kampen?8

2 w?
Qi:\/wi—%—i%, wi:?p(lzl:e_kL). (28)

One can check that in this limit the sum rule in Eq. is automatically satisfied.
To leading order in 7y /wy, (good conductors) Eq. yields
w2heA3 [ L 15((3)~yL
Ear——= — — =1.193... 29
pl 720L32[)\p h c]’ “ (29)
where for the value of the The Riemann zeta function one has ((3) ~ 1.202. The
expression in Eq. coincides with the short distance limit of the Lifshitz formula
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(see for example Ref. 93). In fact, in this limit, the Casimir energy is again com-
pletely dominated by the plasmonic contribution 22354 Equation is valid also
beyond the good conductor limit and could be used, e.g., to analyze semiconduc-
tors where surface modes appear in a different frequency range and can have much
stronger damping 46

4.2. Overdamped frequency modes

As discussed in Sec. [3]one of the consequences of the introduction of dissipation into
the system is the possible appearance of purely imaginary resonances corresponding
to an overdamped behavior. As we will see below, they can also occur in Casimir
physics and they play an important role in understanding a longstanding issue usu-
ally called plasma-Drude controversy 226 In simple terms, the controversy arises
from experimental measurements of the Casimir interaction between two metallic
objects (a sphere and a plane) which show a better agreement with the theoretical
prediction of the plasma model than with that of the Drude model (see for exam-
ple Ref. |97 and references therein). This behavior is unexpected, since just on the
physical basis of Ohm’s law one should prefer Eq. to Eq. .

The quantum-thermodynamical properties of these overdamped frequency
modes are to some extent unconventional and for our purposes it is convenient
to analyze first the behavior of one of them. The free energy of a mode with fre-

quency 2, = —i&,, (£ positive) can be written as the sum of a ground state and a
thermal contribution 10 je. F, = Eg + AFe, whereS0 838508101103
Rém
£ = —257 In[¢é7.] >0 (30)
and
Tk T2
— <0, hm > kT
AF: = {k Shém ne 3 BE (31)
5 In[pa] <0, hn < kT

Notice that, differently from the ground state energy, the thermal contribution does
not include a response time and features a different asymptotic behavior in the
quantum (A&, > kpT) and classical limit (%, < kgT). It is interesting to notice
here that the result for the classical limit can also occur if the resonance frequency
of the modes depends on the temperature and vanishes faster than T in the limit
T — 0. Curiously this implies that the system becomes more and more classical
towards low temperature.

With this information we can turn back to the Casimir effect for two identical
semi-infinite bulks facing each other in vacuum. If the material comprising the bulks
is described by the Drude model, overdamped resonances appear as a continuum
(the branch cut of the root ky,, = \/k? — ep(w)w?/c?) localized on the complex
frequency plane along the negative imaginary axis. Specifically, the cut is located
between the branch points ¢ = —i§y(k) ~ —iy(A\,/2m)%k? (for k < w,/c) and
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Fig. 6. Equivalence of paths in the complex plane: (Left) Complex eigenfrequencies in the parallel
plate geometry, for a fixed value of k (not to scale). Red and blue points: dissipative surface
plasmons. Red line: continuum of eddy currents. Black crosses: propagating modes. (Right) A
counter-clockwise path around the eddy current continuum is equivalent to a clockwise path around
the remaining part of the complex plane, encircling all other discontinuities. The total contour can
be subdivided in the three contours appearing in the figure. The green dot describes the pole at
¢ = 0 due to the expression of the free energy per mode [see Eq. } Adapted from Ref. |104

¢ = —iy (see Fig. @ This means that all overdamped frequency modes are propor-
tional to the dissipation rate ~2SHOGLO3I0S Brom the physical point of view these
resonances describe eddy currents circulating in the metal, i.e. low-frequency cur-
rents that satisfy a diffusion equation in the conductorl® with a diffusion constant
D = v(X\p/2m)?. These modes appear in addition to the dissipative generalization
of the mode-frequencies considered in Sec. showing that switching from the
plasma to the Drude model is nontrivial and strongly alters the modes’ structure
of the system. The contribution of the overdamped modes to the zero temperature
Casimir energy can be defined from Eq.

L
B, =Y | S-SR mign)| = [TaeT |- fmien ave . 22)
o,k

o,k m L—o0

Wher the last expression was obtained using the contour sketched in Fig. |§| (left),
and the differential density of overdamped modes given by

A (& L) = %aglm In[1— {r7(—i¢ — 0%, k)}2e 2] . (33)

One can show™® that Ecady gives rise to a repulsive contribution to the Casimir force
provided that v7. < 1. The contribution at high temperature to the free energy
can be obtained from Eq. by replacing the minimal energy per overdamped
mode with the classical limit F¢ ~ kgT In(hé/kpT) [see Eq. (31)]. After a partial

“Notice that for these modes alone, the sum rule in Eq. (25)) is not satisfied, indicating that their
contribution to the Casimir energy depends on the response time 7c.
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integration one can write2>2?

Foaay ~ — / & Z ’“BT n[l— {7 (iE — 0% 1)) 2e 5] . (34)

The previous expression can be evaluated by noticing that the contour around the
eddy current continuum is equivalent to a contour encircling the remaining part of
complex pland?®1% and with it the poles of the integrand of Eq. (34)), including
all the other modes of the system [Fig. |§| (right)]. The behavior of Feqqy drastically
differs as a function of the polarization also because of the singularity 1/¢ explicitly
appearing in the integrand of Eq. . For the TM-polarization ]:egl\fy is small with
respect to the contribution of the other (plasmonic and photonic) modes, i.e.

Fhoude = }—cddy ]:IEM + ]'—;;rhM ~ ]:I;rlM + ]'—pThM- (35)

Physically, this can be understood by remembering that this polarization is dom-
inantly electric near a material interface. The discontinuity of the electric field at
the interface leads to charge accumulation that screens the interior of the bulk from
electromagnetic fields, suppressing the interaction with the slow-time dynamics oc-
curring in its inside. This also explains why at short separations the total Casimir in-
teraction is well reproduced by the dissipative surface plasmon-polaritons discussed
in the previous section, despite the fact that the eddy currents are associated with
an evanescent field #8100 Since for good conductors the plasmonic and photonic
modes are only slightly affected by dissipation one has ]:S‘Mde = plagma 100

The TE-polarization is particularly interesting because rT¥(¢ — 0) = 0, indi-
cating a lack of charge screening at the vacuum material interface. This is consistent
with the absence of surface plasmon-polaritons (see Fig. [1)) and, in connection to

the Bohr-van Leeuwen theorem Y7

with the mainly magnetic nature of the TE-
polarized field. Equation gives, up to a sign, the same Casimir energy at high
temperature (or large distance) of the photonic modes prhE . Since these are only
slightly affected by dissipation, they behave similarly in the Drude and plasma

models. One then obtains

]:eddy ]: ~ ]:plabmaa (7/"‘};0 < 1) . (36)
As a consequence, in the high-temperature limit fDmde = eddy prhE =0 #
fplasma In other words, there is a compensation between eddy and photonic modes,

leading to the disappearance of the TE-contribution,2®10%104 which is responsible

for the difference in the theoretical prediction of the plasma and the Drude model.
Specifically, this means that from the theoretical point of view the plasma-Drude
controversy can be reframed as the need for a better understanding of the role of
eddy currents in the Casimir effect.

The same analysis can be used for inspecting another thermodynamical aspect of
the Casimir effect between two infinitely parallel bulks. It was noticed®®1061087110
that if we consider an (infinite) bulk made of a metal with a perfectly periodically
arranged background lattice (perfect crystal), intrinsic dissipation predominantly
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arises from scattering processes between the elementary particles in the system. In
this case dissipation is described by the Bloch-Griineisen formula which at low tem-
perature predicts y(T) o< T™ (m > 2, m = 2 for electron-electron scattering, m = 3
for s-d electron scattering and m = 5 for electron-phonon scattering) *4"43 Since
all eddy currents’ resonance-frequencies are proportional to the Drude dissipation
rate, i.e. £ = v y(T), they all feature the behavior i¢/kgT — 0 for vanishing tem-
perature. As explained above, despite the low temperature limit, the eddy currents
are behaving as if they were at high temperature, while all the other modes behave
in a regular way, freezing to their ground state. This deeply affects the Casimir
entropy, S = —0rF. In the zero temperature limit the contribution to S stemming
from the plasmonic and photonic modes goes to zero. Due to the charge screen-
ing affecting the TM-polarization, the entropy contribution due to the overdamped
modes is dominated by the TE-polarization and from Eq. we obtain

Sodiy (T — 0) ~ =S (T = 00) = 8y # 0 (37)

plasma

It was pointed out that this behavior is contrary to what is usually expected from

87106108110/ 5]s0 known as the Nernst theorem, for

the third law of thermodynamics)
which the entropy of a system must vanish at zero temperature. A similar anomaly
was reported for the magnetic Casimir-Polder interaction between an atom and a
metallic surface 10%114 The overdamped modes, to which the non vanishing entropy
can be completely ascribed, provide a transparent description of the underlying
physics. Notice, however, that the previous result is very much related to the as-
sumptions considered above, ranging from the perfect crystal limit and the absence
of radiative damping, to the use of the Drude model. For example, it was reported
that considering some form of residual dissipation, due for example to impurities3
“regularizes” the behavior of the entropy in the two plate configuration 12116 Simi-
larly, without resorting to impurities, the result S(T" — 0) — 0 is obtained using the
Lindhardt-Boltzmann-Mermin description 718
cal interaction between the material and the electromagnetic field and includes the
Landau damping™? In this specific case a more in depth analysis’Y has revealed
that the “regularization” of the entropy behavior is imputable to the quantum prop-
erties introduced by the Fermi-Dirac statistics, characterizing the model. Physically,
this is equivalent to a quantum-induced constraint on the diffusive dynamics of the

eddy currents when the electrons’ ballistic regime becomes dominant 109

which considers a spatially nonlo-

5. Nonequilibrium Casimir physics: the case of Quantum friction

Nonequilibrium systems play an important role in Casimir physics. Their under-
standing is important for a more accurate description of experimental setups and of
configurations where unconventional effects are expected. Among the most common
sources of nonequilibrium in Casimir physics one finds temperature gradients 22%121
122)[123 A5 [portantly, in

all these cases an external agent that keeps the system from relaxing to equilibrium

external fields such as lasers and mechanical motion.
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is involved. The description of such systems is often more complex than their equi-
librium counterpart?” and has lead to the development of different approximation
schemes. However, depending on the system these approximations must be used with

care, since they can produce different scaling laws for the same phenomenon! 25127

or simply fail in its quantitative description 128129

Famous examples of nonequilibrium phenomena occurring when objects are set
in motion are the Fulling—Davis—deWitt—Unruh effect and the dynamical Casimir
effect 228125 T both these examples one or more bodies violate the requirements
for Lorentz invariance performing a non-inertial motion in vacuum. Due to this
symmetry, despite the interaction with vacuum fluctuations, a motion at constant
velocity in vacuum at zero temperature is preserved forever. The behavior changes,
however, if it becomes possible to define a privileged frame with respect to which the
dynamics at constant velocity occur. For example, if a neutral nonmagnetic particle
is moving within a thermal field at 7" # 0, it will feel a frictional force hindering
its motion. This phenomenon often goes under the name of black-body friction and
can be related to the Einstein-Hopf dragSS130 13513813
force also appears when the motion at constant velocity is relative to one or more
objects. Differently from black-body friction, however, the drag does not disappear
in the limit 7" = 0, highlighting in this specific case the role played by quantum
fluctuations.

Although different setups have been considered %143 this phenomenon, com-
monly known as quantum friction, is often investigated in the configuration involving
an atom (or a microscopic object) moving parallel to a surface at constant height
and velocity 1201295 144[148 Tyy syych a system the drag force can be roughly under-
stood as arising from the interaction between the fluctuating dipole of the moving
object and its image-dipole within the surface!22127 Dye to dispersion and dissi-
pation, the image is “delayed” with respect to the real dipole, giving rise to a force
having a component parallel to the surface. In general, if the stationary motion

is non-relativistic and occurs with velocity v parallel to translationally invariant
136} 138,149

9 Interestingly, a frictional

objects, the quantum frictional force can be written as

_ 5 [T dg B
F= 2/0 dw/zﬂqTr {ﬁv( w, )Ga(q; Rayw)| - (38)

In the previous expression S, (w) is the velocity dependent atomic power spectrum
tensor and G = (G — G)/(2i), where G = G(q, Rqa,w) is the Green tensor describ-
ing the electromagnetic environment around the microscopic object at the position
R, in the plane orthogonal to the direction of motion. These quantities are eval-
uated at ¢, the component of the wave vector parallel to the axis of translational
invariance, and w;t = w = qu, the Doppler-shifted frequency. The symbol Tr indi-
cates the trace over the tensor product. Equation , which does not depend on
a specific model for the atomic system, describes the zero-temperature frictional
force acting on the microscopic object when the system has reached its nonequi-
librium steady state (NESS), i.e. when all transients have faded out. The Green
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Fig. 7. An atom moves at constant velocity
and constant height above a half-space made
by a periodic sequence of alternating conduc-
tive (ea) and dielectric (eg) layers. The spec-
trum of vacuum fluctuations is structured and
the resulting quantum frictional force is sen-
sitive to the interlayer interaction and the
appearance of collective interface plasmon-
polaritons (CIPP). Adapted from Ref.

tensor in Eq. highlights the role of the material and the geometry of the bodies
surrounding the moving object. In particular, one can show that for a planar struc-
ture the behavior of the quantum frictional interaction is mainly connected to the
TM-polarized reflection coefficient through its imaginary part Im[r™] = r;. For a
motion along the z-direction, the drag is dominated by the values ¢ = k, < 1/2,
and frequencies 0 < w < v/z,, where z, is the atom-surface separation.

Depending on the atom’s velocity, quantum friction can feature a non-resonant
and a resonant behavior 2012712833135 The resonant behavior becomes relevant
when the (mechanical) energy entering the system starts to match the energy of
a system’s resonance. Typically, this only occurs for very high velocities such that
v 2 Wwy2za, Where w, is the resonance frequency under consideration (e.g. the atomic
transition frequency or a surface polariton mode). The non-resonant interaction,
which dominates at low velocities and therefore is more likely to occur in experi-
ments, is usually connected with the dissipative tail of the lowest surface resonance
and therefore it can be directly related to the low-frequency optical response of the
material(s) comprising the substrate. For an atom moving above a homogeneous
semi-infinite bulk made of an Ohmic material, like a metal with resistivity p (e.g.
for the Drude model p = 7[60&}%]_1), the non resonant frictional force takes the

form128
3

v
(224)10°
where «q is the atom’s static polarizability. The numerical coefficient A is specific
to model for the atom 23129150 The spatial dependency might also change, if one
considers a spatially dispersive (nonlocal) material model™54 or a nanoparticle
instead of an atom 28129 In this last case, however, the force scales as the product
of the dissipation rates of the materials comprising the particle and the surface
instead of p2 126149

One way to affect the behavior of the system’s optical response and resonances

Foue ~ Ahajp? (39)

is nanostructuring For example, in multilayer structures made from alternating
metallic and dielectric layers (see Fig. , the surface modes, living at the dielectric-
metal interface, start to interact across the structure, generating collective interface
plasmon-polariton (CIPP) modes with different dispersion relations and shifted fre-

quencies. Mathematically, the reflection coefficients of these multilayer structures
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Fig. 8. The imaginary part of the reflection coefficient (TM-polarization) is plotted as a function
of w for different values of the in-plane wave vector. The conducting material’s dielectric function,
ea(w), is described by the Drude model with parameters typical for gold 228 The dielectric is
vacuum (eg = 1), the filling factor f = da/(da +dp) = 0.2 and one has k = 10~ !¢c/wp, in the left
panel and k = 1073¢/wp in the right panel. Adapted from Ref. |150.

can be exactly described using the transfer or the scattering matrix approach, often
in combination with the Bloch theorem. Figures 8] depict the imaginary part of the
(TM) reflection coefficient of the multilayer structure for two distinct values of the
in-plane wave vector, in the case where the Drude model is used for describing the
permittivity ea(w) of the metallic layer while a constant, eg, is considered for the
dielectric layer. When the periodic pattern is repeated a large (or also an infinite)
number of times, the dispersion relations of the CIPP modes and consequently their
resonance frequencies blur into a continuum that modifies the reflection coefficient
as it is visible in Fig. where the case of a single metallic slab is represented
for comparison. Three main regions appear15” In analogy to the cavity result (see
Sec. , two of these regions can be associated with symmetric (w_) and anti-
symmetric (w; ) modes or equivalently their dissipative counterparts®®® The third
region can be better understood by first considering the so-called effective medium
approximation (EMA)%100 which allows for a simple description of composite
nanostructures such as those discussed above. The EMA relies on the fact that
sufficiently large wavelengths cannot resolve the details of the multilayer system
and consequently the nanostructuring fades in a homogeneous medium with an
anisotropic permittivity epya (w) = diagle 1 (w), €1 (w), ¢ (w)] (see e.g. Refs. [160,(161
for more details). Interestingly, the EMA predicts that at a sufficiently low fre-
quency, where the permittivities are such that |ea|(w) ~ (wegp) ™! > ep, the imag-
inary part of the reflection coefficient behaves as

d
ri(w, k) ~ wegy |28 (40)
€B dA

featuring a behavior which is no longer Ohmic, i.e. linear in the frequency, but
sub-Ohmic, i.e. proportional to the square root of the frequency. This behavior is
visible in Figs. |8 where again the metal is described using the Drude model. In both
plots, we can see that the EMA description enters the sub-Ohmic regime discussed
above for w < 7 . This behavior is also featured by the calculation relying on the
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Bloch theorem (the transfer matrix approach), as long as the lower boundary of the
w_ branch lies below the value of the metal’s damping rate . This occurs when,
depending on the wave vector, the dispersion relation of the w_ branch is stretched
to lower frequencies. The sub-Ohmic trait of the superlattice occurs in the region
where the modes of the w_ branch become collectively overdamped 19! Interestingly,
both the Ohmic and the sub-Ohmic regions of the w_ branch occur in a frequency
range where the EMA predicts the appearance of the so-called hyperbolic range 160
In this region (shaded areas Figs.[8) a large number of wave vectors can be connected
with a narrow range of frequencies leading to a significant increase in the system’s
density of states 10U Figures [8] also highlight the limit of the EMA approximation,
underlining that an Ohmic behavior, corresponding to the first metal layer of the
structure, is recovered when one considers sufficiently low frequencies.

Turning back to quantum friction, since the frequency range dominating the
interaction increases with the velocity, the previous considerations indicate that,
when the atom moves fast enough to start to “perceive” the substrate as being
well-described by the EMA, the behavior of the force can significantly change with
respect to the semi-infinite bulk case. One can show that such change of behavior

is roughly expected when>!

dad
ma>£

: 41
R Dpeoen (41)

In this region the frictional force behaves quite differently from its low velocity
counterpart leading to'20

o 6. p dy o
EMA 72 Vegep da (224)°°

(42)

In comparison to the expression in Eq. the frictional force no longer grows
quadratically but linearly with the resistivity of the material. Remarkably, due to
sub-Ohmic features, the force does not only change its velocity-dependence, but
also its functional behavior with respect to the atom-surface separation.

Figure [9] depicts the quantum frictional force acting on an atom moving above
a multilayer structure as a function of the atom-surface separation z, for v/c =
1072, The force is normalized with respect to the expression in Eq. in order
to highlight the difference in the strength of the interaction and in its functional
behavior. We observe that the multilayers give rise to three different regimes. At
short distances, we recover the bulk expression F' o< 2z, ' given in Eq. ([39). For
intermediate separations (z, 2 da), the frictional interaction perceives only the
first layer represented by a metallic slab. In this case the force behaves as F' o 2 8.
Finally, for sufficiently large separations, the EMA regime is reached, giving rise
to a behavior F' o z; 2. The velocity dependence of the quantum frictional force is
presented in Fig. For small velocities, where the Ohmic response of the structure
dominates the interaction, the drag scales as o< v3 as in Eq. . The region where
the multilayer changes its behavior from Ohmic to sub-Ohmic becomes relevant at
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Fig. 9. Quantum friction as a function of the atom-surface separation. The force is normalized
with respect to the semi-infinite bulk expression in Eq. in order to highlight the corresponding
enhancement of the interaction. When the atom is moving above a multilayer structure (red solid
line) the frictional interaction becomes aware of the first layer, modifying its distance dependence
from 2519 to 25 ® (gray dashed line) before approaching the EMA description (dotted black line),
which yields a 252 law. The multilayer is made of alternating doped silicon-silicon layers. The first
layer at the interface with vacuum is conducting. Adapted from Ref.
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Fig. 10. (Left) Velocity dependence of the quantum frictional force for an atom moving at constant
height above two different multilayer structures. In both cases, the transition from the o< v3 to o v2
behavior is visible. (Right) The resonant enhancement of quantum friction due to the collective
interface plasmon-polariton (CIPP) modes within a multilayer structure (red solid line). A large
atomic transition frequency, eg = 1 and for the conductor a Drude metal with low damping
constant were chosen in order to clearly reveal the effect of the CIPP modes. For comparison,
the dashed black line describes the force with a Drude bulk substrate for which the resonant
enhancement occurs at a larger velocity. Inset: Quantum friction acting on an atom above a
multilayer normalized by its low-velocity limit (grey dotted line in the main picture). Adapted
from Ref.

higher velocity [see Eq. ], and the velocity dependence of the force changes from
o v? to the o v?, as described by Eq. (42)).

Finally, it is compelling to consider the resonant contribution to quantum fric-
tion in systems in the presence of the previous multilayer structure. As discussed
above, usually quantum friction’s resonant behavior occurs for rather high veloci-
ties, due to the fact that the relevant resonance frequencies, such as those of sur-
face plasmon-polaritons, wsp, are in the optical regime. In multilayer structures the
cross-interface coupling shifts these frequencies to below wsp, allowing for a certain
degree of tunability via the thickness of the layers. This in turn lowers the velocity
threshold for the occurrence of the resonant contribution to the drag. The corre-
sponding enhancement is visible in Fig. Physically, when the resonant condition
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is met, the continuum of modes in the w_ branch effectively behaves as an efficient
“energy sink” which tends to reduce the mechanical energy of the moving object
transporting energy away from the surface through the multilayer structure.

6. Conclusions

Since the prediction of the Casimir effect in 1948, modes have played an important
role in Casimir physics with more far-reaching implications than one could have
initially expected. Especially in quantum electrodynamics, frequency modes allow
to formalize the connection between the zero-point energy and the existence of irre-
ducible fluctuations in a system. These are two of the most classically unintuitive as
well as fascinating aspects of the quantum theory and not rarely their investigation
has revealed interesting and unexpected phenomena.

For example, we have seen that a modal analysis of the Lifshitz formula allows
to reveal the contribution of two modes which have no counterpart in the evaluation
of the Casimir force with perfect reflectors. These modes are connected with the
existence of surface modes at the vacuum material interface. Although their rele-
vance was already pointed out by van Kampen to explain the van der Waals limit
of the Lifshitz formula, further analysis has revealed that at larger separations they
provide a repulsive contribution which is balanced by the slightly larger attractive
force arising from the remaining modes. This result has given rise to suggestions
and experiments aiming to tailor the strength of the Casimir force by leveraging
the properties of surface resonances.

Despite its utility, the definition of a mode becomes less transparent when dis-
sipation exists in the system. Instead of modes one should speak of resonances or
equivalently quasi-normal modes%8 Mathematically, the frequencies characterizing
the modes become complex valued, rendering at least problematic the interpretation
of the approach initially used by Casimir in 1948 but leaving unaffected the validity
of the Lifshitz formula. The open quantum system paradigm provides the key to
understand how dissipation modifies the expression for the ground state energy of
a system and how the sum over mode approach needs to be modified to reestablish
the equivalence with Lifshitz’ result. Interestingly, also in this case a mode analysis
reveals that what formally appears as a small modification of the Lifshitz formula
has large repercussions on the mode spectrum. When dissipation is introduced, new
(overdamped) quasi-normal modes appear in the system. They are characterized
by a purely imaginary resonance frequency and may have curious thermodynami-
cal properties. Their peculiarities help to understand the behavior of the Lifshitz
formula in specific circumstances,

Finally, a modal analysis prouves very useful in characterizing and better un-
derstanding nonequilibrium phenomena. An example is quantum friction which de-
scribes the quantum mechanical drag felt by a particle moving with respect to one
or more bodies. In particular, the quantum frictional force on a particle moving
in vacuum (7" = 0) at velocity v and at a height z, above a semi-infinite homo-
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geneous bulk scales as v3/2z10. This behavior changes, however, when the bulk is
nanostructured: A change in the geometry and the material composition affects the
bulk’s optical response and induces a modification of the electromagnetic modes’
spectrum. Specifically, when the bulk is replaced by a multilayer system alternating
metallic and dielectric layers, the additional length-scales introduced in the system
give rise to the appearance of a new sub-Ohmic regime, where the drag scales as
v?/22. This behavior can be associated with the existence of collective interface
plasmon-polariton modes resulting from the interaction of the surface resonances
existing at the metal-dielectric interfaces.

Given the importance of modes in Casimir physics, the material presented in
this chapter is clearly not exhaustive. The few examples considered here should,
however, highlight that understanding the often deeply intertwined connections be-
tween the mode structure of a system and phenomena typical of Casimir physics can
lead to a better fundamental understanding of quantum mechanics and interesting
experimental applications.
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