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A bstract. Thephenom ena In plied by the existence ofquantum vacuum uctuations,
grouped under the title of the Casin ir e ect, are reviewed, w ith em phasis on new
results discovered in the past four years. T he Casin ir force betw een parallel plates is
rederived as the strong-coupling lim it of —-function potentialplanes. T he role of surface
divergences isclari ed. A summ ary ofe ects relevant to m easurem ents of the Casim ir
force between realm aterials is given, starting from a geom etrical optics derivation of
the Lifshiz form ula, and lncluding a rederivation ofthe C asin irP older forces. A great
dealofattention is given to the recent controversy conceming tem perature corrections
to the Casin ir force between realm etal surfaces. A summ ary of new Im provem ents
to the proxin ity force approxin ation is given, ollowed by a synopsis of the current
experin ental situation. New resuls on Casin ir selfstress are reported, again based
on -—finction potentials. P rogress in understanding divergences in the selfstress of
dielectric bodies is describbed, In particular the status ofa continuing calculation ofthe
selfstress of a dielectric cylinder. Casin ir e ects for solitons, and the status of the
so—called dynam icalC asin ire ect, are sum m arized. T he possibilities of understanding
dark energy, strongly constrained by both coan ologicaland terrestrial experin ents, in
term s of quantum  uctuations are discussed. T hroughout, the centrality of quantum
vacuum energy in findam entalphysics In em phasized.
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1. Introduction

The essence of quantum physics is uctuations. That is, know ng the position of a
particle precisely m eans losing all know ledge about itsm om entum , and vice versa, and
generally the product ofuncertainties ofa generalized coordinate g and its corresoonding
m om entum p is bounded below :

ap 5; 1.0

which re ects the findam ental com m utation relation
ypl= i~: 12)

The H am iltonian com m utesw ith neither gnorp in general; thism eansthat in an energy
eigenstate the uctuations In g and p are both nonzero:

g>0; p> 0: 13)

M oreover, a ham onic oscillator has correspondingly a ground-state energy which is
nonzero:

1
Eho;n= ~1 n+ 5 . 14)

T he apparent In plication ofthis is that a crystal, which m ay be thought of, roughly, as
a collection of atom sheld in ham onic potentials, should have a large zero-point energy
at zero tem perature:
X 1
Egzp = =~ 1.5)
atom s 2
! being the characteristic frequency of each potential.

The vacuum of quantum eld theory m ay sim ilarly be regarded as an enom ously
large collection of ham onic oscillators, representing the uctuations of, for quantum
electrodynam ics, the electric and m agnetic elds at each point in space. (Canonically,
them om entum -coordinate pair correspond to the electric eld and the vector potential.)
Put otherw ise, the QED vacuum isa sea ofvirtualphotons. T hus the zero-point energy
density of the vacuum is

Z
U = * }~! =2 (dk)}~cj<j; €.6)
2 @ Y2
where k isthe wavevector of the photon, and the factor of2 re ects the two polarization
states of the photon.

This is an enom ously large quantity. If we say that the largest wavevector
appearing in the integralis K , say ~K 16° Gev, the Planck scalke, then U 164°
GeV /an . So it isno surprise that D irac suggested that this zero-point energy be sin ply
discarded, as som e irrelevant constant [ll] (yet he becam e Increasingly concemed about
the lnoonsistency of doing so throughout his life [2]) . Pauli recognized that this energy

surely coupled to graviyy, and it would then give rise to a Jarge coan ological constant,
50 large that the size of the universe could not even reach the distance to the m oon
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[3,14]. T his coan ological constant problm isw ith us to the present [5,16]. But thiswas
not the m ost perplexing issue confronting quantum electrodynam ics In the 1930s.

R enom alization theory, that is, a consistent theory of quantum electrodynam ics,
was invented rst by Schwinger [/] and then Feynman [B] in 1948; yet rem arkably,
across the Atlantic, Casim ir In the sam e year predicted the direct m acroscopically
observable consequence of vacuum  uctuations that now bearshisnam e [9]. This isthe
attraction between parallel uncharged conducting plates that has been so convincingly
dem onstrated by m any experin ents in the last few years [L0]. Lifshitz and his group
generalized the theory to include dielectric m aterdals In the 1950s [11,112,113,[14]. T here
were m any experin ents to detect the e ect n the 1950s and 1960s, but m ost were
nconclusive, because the forces were so an all, and it was very di cult to kesp various
Interfering phenom ena from washing out the e ect [15]. However, there could be very
little doubt ofthe reality ofthe phenom enon, since it was intin ately tied to the theory of
van derW aals forces between m olecules, the retarded version ofw hich had been worked
out by Casin ir [L6] jist before he discovered (W ith a nudge from Bohr [1/]) the force
between plates. Finally, n 1973, the Lifshitz theory was vindicated by an experim ent
by Sabisky and A nderson [18].

But by and large eld theorists were unaw are of the e ect until G lashow ’s student
Boyer carried out a ram arkable calculation of the Casin ir selfenergy of a perfectly
conducting spherical shell In 1968 [L9]. G lashow was aware of Casin ir's proposal 20]
that a classical electron could be stablized by zero-point attraction, and thought the
calculation m ade a suitable thesis profct. Boyer’s result was a surprise: The zero-
point force was repulsive for the case of a sphere. D avies in proved on the calculation
21l]; then a decade Jater there were two Independent recon m ations of Boyer's resuls,
one based on mulil scattering technigues R2] (how undergoing a renaissance, for
exam ple, see [23]) and one on G reen’s functions techniques 24] (dubbed source theory
239]) . Applications to hadronic physics followed in the next few years 26,127, 128], and
In the last two decades, there hasbeen som ething of an explosion of Interest in the eld,
w ith m any di erent calculations being carried out 29,110].

However, fuindam ental understanding has been very slow In com ing. W hy is the
coan ological constant neither large nor zero? W hy is the Casin ir force on a sohere
repulsive, when it is attractive between two plates? And is it possible to m ake sense of
C asin ir force caloulations between two bodies, or of the C asim ir selfenergy of a single
body, In tem s of supposedly better understood techniques of perturbative quantum

eld theory [30]? A swe w ill see, none of these questions yet has a de niive answer, yet
progresshasbeen com ing. Even the tem perature correctionsto the Casin ire ect, which
were considered by Sauer [31l], M ehra [32], and Lifshitz [11]] In the 1950s and 1960s, have
becom e controversial 33, 34, 39, 36, 37, [38, [39, 40, 41, [47, 43, [44, |45, 48, [47]. Thus
recent conferences on the Casin ir e ect have been quite exciting events [48,149]. It is
the ain of the present review to bring the various issues into focus, and suggest paths
tow ard the solutions of the di culties. Tt is a m ark of the viality and even centrality
of this eld that such a review is desirabl on the heels of two signi cant m eetings on
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the sub ect, and less than three years after the appearance of two m a pr m onographs
10, 29] on Casin ir phenom ena. There are In addition a number of earlier, excellent
review s B0, 151,152], aswell asm ore specialized treatm ents [53,154,155,156]. T hroughout
this review G aussian units are em ployed.

This review is organized in the ollow ing m anner. Tn section [d we com pute C asin ir
energies and pressures between parallel function planes, which in the lin it of large
coupling reproduce the results fora scalar eld satisfying D irichlet boundary conditions
on those surfaces. A though these results have been described before, clari cation ofthe
nature of surface energy and divergences isprovided. TM m odes are also discussed here
for the rst tine. Then, in section @ we rederive the Lifshitz formula for the Casin ir
force betw een paralleldielectric shbsusing am ultiple re ection technique. The C asim ir-
Polder forces between two atom s, and between an atom and a plte, are rederived.
A fter review ng roughness and conductivity corrections, a detailed discussion of the
tem perature controversy is given, w ith the conclusion that the TE zero-m ode absence
m ust be taken seriously, which will in ply that large tem perature corrections should be
seen experin entally. New approaches to m oving beyond the proxin ity approxin ation
In com puting forces between nonparallel plane surface are reviewed. A discussion ofthe
ram arkable progress experim entally since 1997 is provided. In section [ after a review
of the general situation w ith respect to surface divergences, TE and TM forceson -
function spheres are described in detail, which in the lim it of strong coupling reduce
to the corresponding nite electrom agnetic contrbutions. For weak coupling, Casin ir
energies are nite n seocond order In the coupling strength, but divergent in third order,
a fact which has been known for ssveral years. This m irrors the corresponding result
for a dilute diekctric sohere, which diverges in third order in the deviation of the
pem itiviy from its vacuum value. Selfstresses on cylinders are also treated, with a
detailed discussion of the status of a new calculation for a dielectric cylinder, which
should give a vanishing selfstress in second order in the relative pem ittivityy. Section [H
brie y summ arizes recent work on quantum uctuation phenom ena in solitonic physics,
w hich has provided the underlying basis form uch ofthe interest in C asin ir phenom ena
over the years. D ynam ical Casim ir e ects, ranging from sonolum inescence through the
Unruh e ect, are the sub fct of section [@. The presum ed basis for understanding the
coan ological dark energy In tem s of the Casin ir uctuations is treated in section [4,
where there m ay be a tight constraint em erging between terrestrial m easurem ents of
deviations from Newtonian graviy and the size of extra dim ensions. The review ends
w ith a summ ary of perspectives for the future of the eld.

2.Casin ir E ect Between ParallelP lates: A P otentialD erivation

In this section, we w ill rederive the classic C asin ir result for the force between paraliel
conducting plates [B]. Since the usual G reen’s function derivation m ay be found in
m onographs 9], and was recently reviewed in oconnection with current controversies
over niteness of Casim ir energies [57], we w ill here present a di erent approach, based
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on —function potentials, which In the lin it of strong coupling reduce to the approprate
D irichlet orR cbin boundary conditions ofa perfectly conducting surface, as appropriate
O TE and TM m odes, respectively. Such potentialswere rst considered by the Leipzig
group [b8, 159], but recently have been the focus of the program of the M IT group
60, 161,130]. T he discussion here isbased on a recent paper by the author [62]. W e st
consider two —flinction potentials In 1 + 1 din ensions.

2.1.1+ 1 dimensions

W e consider a m assive scalar eld (mass ) interacting with two —function potentials,
one at x = 0 and one at x = a, which has an Interaction Lagrange density
Lowie i
2a 2a
where we have chosen the coupling constants and ° to be din ensionless. (But see
the ollow Ing.) In the lim it asboth couplings becom e In nite, these potentials enforce
D irichlet boundary conditions at the two points:

Line = ® a)’x); 1)

;011 0); @ ! 0: 22)

The Casim ir energy for this situation m ay be com puted in tem s of the G reen’s
finction G,

G x;x) = T ®) &) @3)
which has a tin e Fourier transfom ,
7

al
2—6 it O)g(X,'XO;! ): (2.4)

A ctually, this isa som ew hat sym bolic expression, forthe Feynm an G reen’s function [2.3)
In plies that the frequency contour of integration here m ust passbelow the singularities
In ! on the negative real axis, and above those on the positive real axis [63,164]. The

reduced G reen’s fiilnction in [24) n tum satis es
2 0

4 2+gl o)+ — a)gxix)= & @)

@x2

Here 2= 2 12, Thisequation is easily solved, w ith the result

G (x;xo) =

0

1 - 0z
o0y — K x Y3 . .
X)= —e + — 2 cosh P4
g;x) 2 2 C ay X J
0 0 0 0
— 1+ — e ®x) 14— g &X) 2 .6a)
2 a 2 a 2 a 2 a
rboth elds inside, 0 < x;x°< a, while ifboth eld points are outside, a < x;x°,
1 . . 1 0 0
gix) = ——e ¥x U4 g x4 £
2 2 a 2 a 2 a 2 a

(2 .b)
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Oy _ K x 7j x+ x a
X;xX)= —e + e 1 — — 1+ — €
g &ix) 2 2 a 2 a 2 a a
(2 .6c)
H ere, the denom nator is
0 0
= 1+ — 1+ — &° @.7)

2 a 2 a 2 a) :
N ote that iIn the strong coupling lin it we recover the fam iliar results, for exam pl, nside
; o1 1 g(x;xo) ! sinh X sjlnh & a): (2.8)
snh a
Evidently, this G reen’s function vanishesat x = 0 and at x = a.
W e can now calculate the oroe on one ofthe -function points by calculating the

discontinuity of the stress tensor, cbtained from the G reen’s function 23) by

. o 1 o 1 0
hr i= @@ —g Q@ @ -G ®;x) : 2.9)
2 1 x=x0
W riting a reduced stress tensor by
z da!
HT i= 2—t ; (2 .10)
we nd inside
1 0
tx = — (174 @) X;x)
21 X=X
l 0 0
= — @z % 1+ — 1+ — €%+
43 2 a 2 a @2 a)?
0 0
2 14— e?2&A 4 14 £ @ 11)
2 a 2 a 2 a 2 a

Let us henceforth sim plify the considerations by taking them assless Iim it, = 0. Then

thestresstensorj;sttothe]ezﬁtofthepojntx=ajs )
2 a 2 a 2 a '
Tex = — 1+2 —+1 —+t1 ¢ 1 : (212a)

X=a 1

From thiswe must subtract the stress just to the right of the point at x = a, cbtained
from [2.60), which tums out to be in the m assless lin it

tex = (212b)

et 20
which jist cancels the 1 In braces in [2.124). Thus the force on the point x = a due to
the quantum uctuations In the scalar eld is given by the sin pl, nite expression

Z
1 ! 1
F = Nl i A = d : 213
x=a i x=a+ 4 2 0 Yy (y= + 1) (y= 04 1)ey 1 ( )

T his reduces to the weltknown, Luscher resut 65,681 nh thelimi ; °! 1,

Im F ; 214
=051 2432" ( )
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Figure 1. Casin ir orce 213) between two -fiinction points having strength  and
separated by a distance a.

and or = Cisplotted in Fig.0.

Recently, Sundberg and Ja e [6/] have used their background eld method to
calculate the C asin ir force due to ferm ion eldsbetween two  —function spikesn 1+ 1
din ension. Apart from qubblsabout n niteenergies, nthelmit ! 1 they recover
the sam e resul as for scalar, [2214), which is as expected [68], since in the deallin it the
relative factorbetween scalar and spinorenergiesis2(1  2° ) n D spatialdin ensions,
ie., 7/4 for three din ensions and 1 for one.

We can also compute the energy density. In this sinpl massless cass, the
calculation appears identical, because t,x = ty (e ecting the conform al nvariance
of the free theory). T he energy density is constant [[2.Il) with = 0] and subtracting
from it the a-independent part that would be present if no potential were present, we
Inm ediate see that the totalenergy isE = Fa, soF = QE =Qa. This resul di ers
signi cantly from that given In Refs. [6]], 160, 169], which is a divergent expression in
them assless 1im it, not transform able into the expression found by this naive procedure.
However, that result m ay be easily derived from the follow Ing expression for the total

energy,

Z Z
1
E= @ i=—= @dr)e°e® )6 &x)
21 x=x0
Z
1 Yoo
= Ei dr) 2—2! G(@;r); (2.15)
ifwe integrate by partsand om it the surface tem . Integrating over the G reen’s finctions
in the three regions, given by [26d), .6), and [Z&d), we obtain or = 9,
Z Z
1 ! 1 1 ! 1+ 2=+ )
E=— d dyy ; (2.16)

a, Y1ry= 4a, y= + 12 1
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where the st tem is regarded as an irrelevant constant ( =a is constant), and the
second is the sam e as that given by equation (70) ofR ef. [60] upon integration by parts.
T he origin of this discrepancy w ith the naive energy is the existence of a surface

contrbution to the energy. Because @ T = 0, we have, or a region V bounded by a
surface S,
Z I
0= —  do)T®+ ds;T™: 217)
dat 5
HereT% = @° @! ,sowezoonc]udethatthere isan additionalcontribution to the energy,
1
E;= — dS rG &% 2 18a)
21 x0=x
1t arX d 50 2.180)
= = el g% .
21, 2 ax I EIET

w here the derivative istaken at theboundaries herex = 0,a) In the sense oftheoutward
nom al from the region In question. W hen this surface tem is taken into account the
extra term s in [2214) are supplied. T he integrated form ula [221H) autom atically builds in
this surface contrioution, asthe i plicit surface term in the integration by parts. (These
tem s are slightly unfam iliar because they do not arise in cases of N eum ann orD irichlt
boundary conditions.) See Fulling [/0] for further discussion. That the surface energy
of an interface arises from the volum e energy of a sn oothed interface is dem onstrated
in Ref. [62], and elaborated in section 24.
It is Interesting to consider the behavior of the foroe or energy for an all coupling
. It is clear that, n fact, 22I3) is not analyticat = 0. (This re ects an Infrared
divergence in the Feynm an diagram calculation. Ifwe expand out the leading 2 tem
we are kft wih a divergent integral. A correct asym ptotic evaluation leads to the

behavior
2 2

h2 + ; E — (2 + 1); ! 0: 219
A ) L ) (2.19)

T his behavior Indeed was anticipated In earlier perturbative analyses. In Ref. [B7] the
general result was given for the Casin irenergy fora D dim ensional soherical -function
potential @ factor of 1=4 was inadvertently om itted)

2 X D0 3=2) 0 D=2

E= —— 2 : 2
a 21+ 2D [ (D:2)]2 (2 20)

This possesses an infrared divergence asD ! 1:

2

EP™YV=— (0); @21)
4 a

which is consistent w ith the nonanalytic behavior seen in [2219).

F

22.ParalelP hnes in 3+ 1 D in ensions

Tt is trvial to extract the expression for the Casin ir pressure between two  fiinction
planes in three spatial din ensions, w here the background liesat x = Oand x= a.We
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m erely have to Insert J'nt%the aboveatzransversemom entum transfom ,
d_ei!(tto) @11( r %,
2 @ )y

where now 2= 2+ k? 2. Then g has exactly the same m as in 2&d) { ZL&d).
T he reduced stress tensor is given by, for the m asskess case,

G (x;x") = g&;x% ); @ 22)

1 2 1 0
Lx = (@x@x0 )_g x;x) ’ 223)
2 1 x=x0
O we Inm ediately seethatt%le attractive pressure on the planes isgiven by ( = 9
P = L l dyy’ L 2 24)
32 2a4 VY T= 1 1pe 1

which coincides w ith the result given In Refs. [30,[71]]. T he lading behavior for am all
is
2

pTF 1; @ 25a)

32 2at’
whilk for large it approacheshalfofC asin ir's result U] forperfectly conducting parallel
plates,

2

pTE ; 1: 2 25b
480a%’ ( )
T he Casin ir energy perzunit area again m ight be expected to be
- L g4 v _ 1B, 226)
% 22> , Y= +1pe 1 3a’
because then P = éE . In fact, however, i is straightforward to com pute the energy

density HT °°1 is the three regions, x < 0, 0 < x < a, and a < x, and then integrate it
over x to cbtain the energy/area, which di ers from (2228) because, now , there exists
transverse momentum . W e also must lnclude the surface tem [2.18d), which is of
opposite sign, and ofdoub]ze m agnitude, to the k? tem . The net extra tem is
1 ! , 1 y=
dyy 1 :
48 233 1+ y= y= + 1) e 1
Ifwe regard =a as oonstant (so that the strength of the coupling is independent of the
separation between the planes) wem ay drop the rst, divergent term here as irrelevant,
being ndependent of a, bec%use y= 2 a, and then the total energy is
1 ' , 1+2=( +y)
E= —— dyy ; @ 28)
96 2a3 | = + 12y 1
which coincides w ith the m assless lim it of the energy st found by Bordag et al (28],
and given in Refs. 30, [71]. A s noted in section [21], this resul m ay also readily be
derived through use of [Z.13). W hen di erentiated w ith respect to a, 228), with =a
xed, yields the pressure (2224).

In the lin i of strong coupling, we cbtain
2

E= ©27)

Im E= —;
r1 1440a3"

w hich isexactly one-halfthe energy found by C asin ir forperfectly conducting plates [U].
Evidently, In this case, the TE m odes (calculated here) and the TM m odes (calculated
in the ollow ing subsection) give equal contributions.

229)
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23.TM M odes

To verify this clain, we solve a sin ilar problem with boundary conditions that the
derivative of g is continuous at x = 0 and a,

@
—g (x;xo) is continuous; (2 30a)
@X x= 0;a

but the function itself is discontinuous,

x=a+ Q@
g &;x") = a—g&ix) ; (2 30b)
x=a @X Xx=a
and similarly at x = 0. Thes boundary oonditions reduce, in the lmm it of

strong ocoupling, to Neum ann boundary conditions on the planes, appropriate to
electrom agnetic TM m odes:
¢ 0
[ - —gX;x) = 0: (2 30c)
@X x=0;a
It is com plktely straightforward to work out the reduced G reen’s function In this
case. W hen both points are between the planes, 0 < x;x°< a,

1 1 a ’

0y _ ® x %5
X;xX)= —e + — 20osh & *
geix) = — -~ > ( )
h i
a a
o Lk e Ma e wE (2 31a)

while ifboth points are outside the planes, a < x;x°,

1 ., o
gexl) = —e **

2
1 a a a
" - e &+x 9 2a) 1 > + 1+ _2 e @ ; (2 31b)
w here the denom inator is
2 2
a a
~ 14+ 5 & @ > . 2 32)

&t is easy to check that in the strong-coupling lm i, the appropriate Neum ann
boundary condition [2230d) is recovered. For exam ple, in the interior region, 0 < x;x°<
a,

Iin g&x;x’) = o x OOSh 2 2 33)
11 snh a

Now we can com pute the pressure on the plane by com puting the xx com ponent of

the stress tensor, which is given by [2223),

1 2 0 0
tx = (0 7+ GQ)gK;x) : (234)
21 x=x0
T he action of derivatives on"exponentja]s is ver¥ simpl, sowe nd
N 1 2 a ’ 0 350)
x = - 5 ; a
x=a 21 ~ 2 ’
1
tex = = (2 35b)
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Figure 2. TE and TM Casin ir pressures between -fiinction planes having strength
and separated by a distance a.

50 the ux ofm om entum deposited In the plane x = a is

1
e e = ; @ 36)
X=a X=a+ < 4+ 1 "2 1
a

and then by integrating over frequency and transverse mom entum we cbtain the

pressure:
1 21 1
™ _ 3 .
P = dyy 5 : 2.37)

2,4
3278 o tile 1

In the Ilim it of weak coupling, thisbehaves as follow s:

5
64 “a*
which is to be com pared with [225d). In strong coupling, on the other hand, it has
precisely the sam e lin it asthe TE contrbution, [225H), which con m sthe expectation
given at the end of the previous subsection. G raphs of the two finctions are given in
Fi.[d.

For calbration purposes we give the Casim ir pressure In practical unis between

deal perfectly conducting parallel plates at zero tem perature:

2 130mPa
—_ec= TS 2 39)
240a @=1 m)*

PTM

7 (2.38)

2.4. Surface energy as buk energy of boundary layer

Here we show that the surface energy can be nterpreted as the buk energy of the
boundary layer. W e do thisby considering a scalar eld in 1+ 1 din ensions interacting
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w ith the background

L = 2 2.40)
where
h; s<x< 3;
= o z-ETa 2 41)
0; othemw iss;
w ith the property thath = 1. The reduced G reen’s function satis es
@? 5

—+ 2+ ®gkx)= & B (2 42)
@x
Thism ay be easily solved in the region ofthe skb, ;< x< 3,
0 1" 9% x %5 1h @ 2 0 0
g(x;x)=?) e FFI+ — | )oosh "(x+ x)
. io
+ (% fe s ‘& B 2 43)
o_ P77t
Here "= 2+ h,and
"=2 C%cosh ° + (*+ %)shh °: 2.44)

This resul may also easily be derived from the muliple re ection formulas given In
section [31, and agrees w ith that given by G raham and O im [77]. T he energy of the
slab now is obtained by Integrating the energy density

00 l 2
= ="+ &EQCxw+ h)g , (2 45)
1 X=X
over frequency and thg w idth ofthe shb. This gives the vacuum energy of the slab
h
1t d 1
E;=- ———= (° f( ? %+ he
2 4, 2 20 .
shh °*
+ (% ¢ *+ %+ h)— 2 46)
Ifwe now takethe]inilz: ' Oandh! 1 sothath = 1,we inmediately obtain
1 1
Es= — d ; 247
S 2 0 + 2 14 ( )

w hich precisely coincidesw ith one-halfthe constant term in [2218), with there replaced
by a here.

T here isno surface term in the totalC asim ir energy as long as the slab isof nie
w idth, because we m ay easily chedk that igj<= <o Is continuous at the boundaries 5.
However, ifwe only consider the energy intemal to the slab we encounter not only the
energy [2.19) but a surface term from the integration by parts. It is only this boundary
term that gives rise to E 4, [2241), in this way of proceeding.

Further insight is provided by exam ining the local energy density. In this we
follow the work of Graham and O lum [72, [73]. However, let us prooeed here w ith
m ore generality, and consider the stress tensor w ith an arbitrary conformm altem ,

1

T =@ @ 59 @ @ + h? @e g @) % 2 48)
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In d+ 2 dinensions, d being the number of transverse din ensions. Applying the
corresponding di erential operator to the G reen’s finction (2.43), introducing polar

coordinates In the ( ;k) plane,with = o©os ,k= =sih ,and
Lo d
hsin® i= ; (2.49)
d+ 1
we get the follow ing form for the energy density w ithin the slab,

2d2 d+ 1)=2 Z 1 d an
= — (% %) a 4)a+d® 2?2 osh2 %
(d+ 3)=2) 0 0

00

O
(° Fe " 2. 2 50)

From this we can calculate the behavior of the energy density as the boundary is
approached from the inside:

00 d+ 1) h 1 4 @+ 1)=d |, . . 251)
2 @D (@r =) ( 2x3 | 00
Ford= 2 forexam pl, this agrees w ith the result found in Ref. [/2] for = 0:
h @ ©6)
00 . KAl . 2.52
9% 2 ( =2 j(ﬁ' XJ > ( )

N ote that, aswe expect, this surface divergence vanishes for the confom al stress tensor
[/4], where = d=4(d+ 1). (There willbe sublkading divergences ifd > 2.)

W e can also calculate the energy density on the other side of the boundary, from
the G reen’s finction for x;x%< =2,

1 . 0 sinh °
g(X,'XO) — 2_ e K x 0] e(x+x0+ )( (0] 2) — ; (253)
and the corresponding energy denzsjty is given by
_ 1
'I'OO _ d(l 4 (d‘l' l)_d) d+ 1; ( @ 2)e2 x+ =2) Sjrlh 0 ; (254)

272 @02 (d+ 3)=2)

which vanishes if the conform alvalue of isused. The divergent temm , as x ! =2,

is Jjust the negative of that found in [ZZRI). This is why, when the total energy is

com puted by Integrating the energy density, i is nite ford < 2, and independent of
. The divergence encountered for d = 2 m ay be handld by renom alization of the

Interaction potential [/2]. In the Imitash ! 1 ,h = 1, we reocover the divergent
expression [2247) ord= 0, or in general
. 1 ‘s a
h]!:[T:IL Es= 2d+2 @+ 1)=2 ((d-l— 3)=2) . d T2 . (2.55)

T herefore, surface divergences have an illusory character.
For further discussion on surface divergences, see section [4]].
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3.Casim irE ect Between RealM aterials

3.1. The Lifshitz Fom ul Revisited

A sa prokgom ena to the derivation ofthe Lifshiz form ula forthe C asin ir force between
parallel dielectric slabs, ket us note that the results In the previous section m ay be easily
derived geom etrically, in tem s of muliple re ections. Suppose we have translational
Invariance in the y and z directions, so In term s of reduced G reen’s functions, everything
is one-din ensional. Suppose at x = 0 and x = a we have discontinuities giving rise to
re ection and transm ission coe cients. That is, f we only had the x = 0 Interface, the
reduced G reen’s function would have the form

1 . .
gx;x%) = o e x Uy ope wFxD o (31a)
rx;x°> 0, whik prx’> 0> x,

1
g&x;x% = Ste

0

x) . (3 1b)

Sin ilarly, ifwe only had the interface at x = a, wewould have sin ilarlk de ned re ection
and tranam ission coe cients r ® and t°. Tranam ission and re ection coe cients de ned
for a wave Incident from the keft instead of the right w illbe denoted w ith tildes. Ifboth
Interfaces are present, we can calculate the G reen’s function in the region to the right
of the rightm ost interface x;x°> a in the om

1 . .
gx;x%) = S e ¥x 3y Re &rx2 (32a)

where R m ay be easily com puted by summ ing multiple re ections:

R=r"+te ®re * P+ te ®re % *re 2%+ :::

_ o, TP (32b)
fa e
FortheTE —function potentialPl), r= r= 1+2 a= )',andt= t= 1+ r,andwe

inm ediately recover the result [2.6H). But the sam e form ula applies to electrom agnetic
modesIn a djelect:cicrénedjwn w ith two parallel interfaces, where the pem ittivity is

2 Mi x<0;
"e) = " 0<x<aj: 33)

">, a< x:

In that case [/3]

r= > l; = g; L= & (3.4a)
3t 1 2t 3
and
P=1+1% =1 £ (3 4b)

where 2= k? 1?2 .. Substituting these expressions nto [3.2H) we obtain

4 1
2 3 2 3
2 2 s+ ¢
2t 3 3 e z+ ze? 2 1
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which coincides w ith the formula (3.16) given In Ref. 29].

However, to calulate most readily the force between the slabs, we need the
corresponding form ula for the reduced G reen’s function between the interfaces. This
m ay also be rlr?adjly derived by muliple re ections:

g(x;x0)= 2i e ® x °j_|_ o Raxx O)_'_ e @ax 0+x)+ r®e (axx 0)
+ Pl Catxx 9y ... .
¥ re (x°+x)+ e Ra+x 0 x) + % (2a+x0+x)+ 1 2a (da+ x % x) + :::l
_ 17 ¥ x % 1 h 0 0. (x+x0) &+ x © 2a) 1o
—2— e +m2rroosh x >9)+re + re
3.6)

Indeed, this reduces to [226d) when the appropriate re ection coe cients are inserted.
T he pressure on the planesm ay be com puted from the discontinuity in the stress tensor,
or

t & -2 e Ngbx® = e
* x=a * x=a+ 2i e x=x% a+ ]—l:%é a 1

from which the -potentialresults [PI2d) and 2.120) ©llow inm ediately. For the case

of parallel diekctric slabs the TE m odes therefore contrbute the follow Ihg expression

for the pressurez:

SENPT (dk) i
! i
pTE i _ . 3 . (3.8)
2 (2 )2 3 2 _3 162 3a 1
1 3 2 3 1
T he contrbution from the TM m odes are obtained by the replacam ent
0_ .
! =i (3.9)
except In the exponentials [75].ZT his gjéfes forthe force perunit area at zero tem perature
1 1 1
=0 2 1 01
PCTasjmjr= 72 d dk® 3 d” +d ; (3.10)

0 0
P
w ith the denom hatorsherebeing [ ;= k?+ 2", (1 )]

+ O

3t 1 3% 2 : 2 3
d= CHR ¥ d= ——————=2& % 1;311)

3 13 2 3 1 3 2
which correspond to the TE and TM G reen’s functions, respectively. This is the
cekbrated Lifshitz form ula [11),112,113,114], which we shalldiscuss further In the llow Ing
subsections. W em erely note here that ifwetakethelimit ", ! 1 ,andset";= 1,we
recover Casin ir's result for the attractive force between paralkel, perfectly conducting
plates 2.39).

Henkeletal [/6] have com puted the C asin ir force at short distances (1 nm ) from
Interactions between polaritons. T heir result agrees w ith the Lifshitz form ula w ith the
plaan a omula [333) em ployed, see Ref. [T, [78].

+

z For the case of dielectric slabs, the propagation constant is di erent on the two sides; we om it the
tem corresponding to the free propagator, how ever. In the energy, the om itted tem s are proportional
to the volum e of each slab, and therefore correspond to the volum e or buk energy of the m aterial.
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3.2. The Relation to van der W aals Forces

N ow suppose the central slab consists ofa tenuousm edium and the surrounding m edium
is vacuum , so that the dielectric constant in the shb di ers only slightly from unity,

1 1: 312)
Then, wih a sin plk change of variabl,

- pi 313)
we can recast the Lifshitz formula [3.10) into the form
7 7
1 . L g
= d *mr(y 1 —p[(2p2 1¥+ 12 r: (314)
32 2 0 1 &

If the ssparation of the surfaces is large com pared to the wavelength characterizing ",
a ¢ 1, we can disregard the frequency dependence of the dielectric constant, and we
nd

M . (3 .15)
640 2a*
For short distances, a . 1, the approxin ation is
P RN d "() D (316)
32 2a%

These formulas are dentical w ith the wellknown forces found for the com plem entary
geom etry in Ref. [/9].

Now wew ish to cbtain these resuls from the sum ofvan derW aals forces, derivable
from a potential of the fom

V= —: 317)

W e do this by com puting the energy N = density ofm olecules)
Z Z Z

E = }BNZ adz aolzo @dr, ) @r?) !
2 0 0 T e, 22+ @ A2

If we disregard the In nite selfinteraction tem s (@nalogous to dropping the volim e
energy tem s in the Casin ir calculation), we get [/9,180]

— :(318)

QE 2 BN? 1
P= —_ = : (319)
@aA @ ) 3 a
So then, upon com parison with [318), we set = 7 and in temm s of the polarizability,
! (320)
4N’
we nd
23
B = 7 ; 321)
or, equivalently, we recover the retarded dispersion potentialof C asim ir and Polder [16],
23 2
vV = —; 322)

5 ¢’
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w hereas for short distances we recover from [3.16) the London potential [B1],
v= - 4 (f}: (323)
" o
Recent, nonperturbative approaches to Casim irPolder forces include that of
Buhm ann et al B2].

32.]1.FormeBetween a M okcuk and a Plate O ne can also calculate the force between
a polarizable m olecule, w ith electric polarizability (! ), and a diekctric shb. A sinple,

gauge-invariant way of doing this starts from the varational form [/9,129]
Z Z

i
w = dt E = > @x) "&) kx ®ix); 324)
1
where "()=4 (!) (r R),R denoting the position ofthem olecule. Here isthe
electrom agnetic G reen’s dyadic, de ned by
(r;ro) = IE @)E 9i: (325)
Tn tem s of the reduced G reen’s function, de ned by {2.27), then
Z
E i4 ! ok (! )akx X 'ik) (326)
=— — ! ix; k).
2 2 (2 )2 Gkk rr -

Tt iseasily seen how the trace ofthe reduced G reen’s function can be expressed in temm s

ofthe reduced TE and TM G reen’s flinctions,
k? l@1a@
— g+ == g™ : 327)

LLAL[0] ] @X wo @XO
x=x0

For a singk interface, the G reen’s fiinctions to the right of a dielectric slab situated in
the halfspace x < 0 are given by [3.1d) w ith the re ection coe cients in the vacuum

!2 TE+

Gkk = g

="
1 1="1

't = ; =" -, (328)
+ 1 + ="

where ?=k’+ Zand 2=k*+ ?".Inthisway, we inm ediately obtain the energy
between a diekctric slab (pem itivity ";) and a polarizable m olecule a distance Z from

Z 4 Z

1
> d4 () dk’Ze?? 2 ) i T —
16 0 0 + "I+

(329)

If the ssparation between the plate and the m olecule is large, we expect that we m ay
neglect the frequency dependence of the polarizability, ( ) ! (0). There are then
two sinpl lin its. Ifwetake"; ! 1 we are descrbing a perfectly conducting plane, in
which case we mm ediately obtain the result st given by Casim ir and Polder [16]

Enetalmol = g 74° (3.30)

On the other hand, we could consider a tenuousm edium , ("; 1) 1, n which case
23 O™ 1)

E ditstem o1 = s (331)

160 z4
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The latter should be, as In the previous subsection, interpretable as the sum of
paimw ise van der W aals interactions between the extemalm olecule and the m olecules
which m ake up the skb, given by the C asin irP older interaction [327). T he net energy
then is

Z 1 Z 1 Z 2
23 ©0) 23 N2 ()
— N dz d d —m—m—= — — ;
4 7 0 0 (z2 + 2)7=2 4 20 z*
which coincides with [337l) when [320) is used.

T he force between am olecule and a plate hasbeen m easured by Sukenik et al. [83],
who actually veri ed the forcebetween am olecule and two plates [84] at the roughly 10%
level. R ecently, this result hasbeen questioned (at about the sam e level of accuracy) by
Bordag [BS], who argued that a subtlk error nvolving the quantization ofgauge elds in

(332)

the presence ofboundarieswasm ade by C asin irand P older [16] and subsequent w orkers.
T he fact that the result can be given an unam biguous gauge-invariant derivation, and
that it is closely relhted to the Lifshitz formula and the retarded dispersion van der
W aals foroe suggests that this critique is invalid. B ordag now conoedes that the usual
result is valid for \thick" plates, where the nom al com ponent of E is given by the
surface charge density.)

For a recent rederivation of [330) see Hu et al [Bd]. A very recent paper by Babb,
K lin chitskaya, and M ostepanenko [81] gives a rederivation ofthe C asim irP older energy

(3.30) In the retarded lim i, and ndsno support for Bordag’sm odi cation. T hey then
go on to discuss the dynam ical polarizability and therm al corrections for realm aterials,
and nd substantial (35% ) corrections at short distances 100 nm .

In this oconnection we might also mention the work of Noguez and Rom an—
Velazquez [88], who caloulate the force between a sphere and a plate m ade of dissin ilar
m aterdals n the non-retarded lin i (see also van Kampen [RBY] and Gerlach [©0]) in
tem s of multipolar interactions. They nd signi cant deviations from the proxim ity
approxin ation (section [3H), which says that there is no di erence between the force
between a sphere m ade ofm aterial A and a plate m ade ofm aterial B and the reversed
situation, when the separation is com parable or large com pared to the radius of the
sohere, and that under the above-m entioned A B Interchange the forces change by up
to 6% . See alo Ref. [91),192].

Ford and Sopova [93,194] consider C asin ir forces between an allm etal spheres and
dielectric (@nd conducting) plates, m odeled by a plasn a dispersion relation

12
ny=1 '_B;: (333)
The electric dipole approxin ation used requires a!, 1, that is, the radius of the
sohere a must be in the 10{100 nm range. The force is oscillatory, being altematively
attractive and repulsive as a function ofthe height Z ofthe atom above the plate. Thus
levitation in the earth’s gravitational eld m ight be possibl, for Z2 1 m.
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3.3. Roughness and C onductivity C orrections

3.3.1. Roudghness Corrections No realm aterial surface is com pltely an ooth. Even
beyond the atom ic level, there w ill be regions of higher and lower elevations. Insofar
as these are plateaus large com pared to the ssparation between the dispint surfaces,
the corrections can be easily incorporated by use of the proxin ity approxin ation (see
section [33 below ). This is nothing other than the naively cbvious statem ent that if
P (@) is the force per uni area between two parallel plates separated by a distance a,
the average foroe per area between rough surfacesm ade up of large plateaus and valkys,
w ith the perpendiculardistance between two ad pcent pointson the two surfaces in tem s
of transverse ooordjnaztes (x;y) being a x;vy), is

P = Xl dxdyP @;y)): (3.34)

In Ref. B3], forexam ple, an equivalent expression isused directly w ith data obtained by
topography of the surfaces using an atom ic force m icroscope. Traditionally, a stochastic
estin ate has been used. Let the ssparations a be distrbbuted around the mean ag
according to a G aussian, w ith the probability of nding ssparation a being given by

1 _
p@)= p=—e @2 0’2", (335)
a
Wewillasssame a &.Then,hai= ay, h@@ a)’i= %( a¥f, and in general
21 " 2 a2
ha i= daa p@) = = dae® =¥ @+ ay)
0 1
( 1)1 ( af ( 1) ( 2) ( 33 ( ay
=3, 1+ — + - + 0 ; (336
0 2 2 a 4! 4 al i 630

T he foroe between a sphere and a plate depends on the closest distance d between them
lked 3, see [3278) below , so the stochastic estin ate for the rough%ess ocorrection in that
case, In temm s of the m ean-square uctuation am plitude A = a= 2, is
" #
2 4

A A
Fsph pLrough — Fsph pl 1+ 6 a + 45 a + i 337)

A much m ore detailed discussion m ay be found in Ref. [10]. = m ust be appreciated that
the approxin ate treatm ent based on the proxin iy approxin ation is invalid for short
wavelength deform ations [96].

332. Finite Conductivity Another interesting result, inportant for the recent
experin ents [97, 198, 199, [100], is the correction for an In perfect conductor, where for
frequencies above the Infrared, an adequate representation for the dielectric constant is
(/5] that given by the plasm a m odel [333) where the plasn a frequency is, in G aussian
units

2_ 4 €N

. ’
P m

(3.38)
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where e and m are the charge and m ass of the electron, and N is the num ber density
of free electrons In the conductor. A sinpl calculation shows, at zero tem perature
(101, 791,

2 8 1 m 1=2
p — —_

1
240a 3 ea N

(3.39)

Ifwe de ne a penetration param eter, or skin depth, by = 1=!,, we can w rite the force
per area for parallel plates out to fourth order as (102,150,103, 110]

2 16 2 640 2 32800 163 2 4
— 1 ——+ 24— — — — 4+ 1 — ; (340)
240a* 3a a? 7 210 a3 9 7350 a*
while using the proxin iy force theorem (see section [33), to convert pressures between
parallel plates to forces between a ens of radius R and a plate,
2 R
Fpi= abPy; (341)
n 1
for a term in the pressure going lke P, / a”, the force between a spherical surface
and a plate ssparated by a distance d is
R 72 % 320 23 400 163 ¢ ¢
1 44— — 1 — —+ — 1 —
36043 d 5 & 7 210 & 3 7350 &
Lam brecht, Jaeke], and Reynaud [L04] analyzed the C asim ir force between m irrors
w ith arbitrary frequency-dependent re ectivity, and found that it is always an aller than
that between perfect re ectors.
W em ight also m ention here the interesting suggestion that repulsive C asim ir forces
m Ight exist [L05] between parallel plates. Thisharksback to an old suggestion of B oyer
[L0d], that repulsion w ill occur between two plates, one of which is a perfect electrical
conductor, " ! 1 , and the other a perfect m agnetic conductor, ! 1,

p_ 1 1 (343)
g240a*’ )
However, i appears that i will prove very di cul to observe such e ects in the

laboratory [LO7]. K lich [LO8] now seem s to agree w ith this assesan ent.

(342)

3.4. Them alC orrections

T he discussion in this subsection is adapted from that In Refs. [L0Y,110]. W e begin
by review ing how tem perature e ects are noorporated into the expression for the
force between parallel diekctric (or conducting) plates ssparated by a distance a. To
obtain the nite tem perature Casim ir orce from the zero-tem perature expression, one
conventionally m akes the follow ing substitution In the in aghary frequency,

2 m
o= ; (344a)
and replaces the integral over frequencies by a sum ,
Z
g 1%
~— 1 = (3 44b)
l 2

m= 1
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This re ects the requiram ent that them al G reen’s functions be periodic in In agihary
tin e with perdod [L11]. Suppose we write the nitetem perature pressure as [for the
explicit form , see [3210) and [358) below ]

P = % (345)

where the prin e on the summ ation sign m eans that them = 0 tem is counted w ith
halfweight. To get the low tem perature lim it, one can use the EulerM aclaurin EM )
sum formula,
X Z 1
fk)= fk)dk+ —=£©
&) ) k) > ©) » !

B
2 glad (), (3.46)

where B, isthe nth Bemoullinumber. T hism eans here, w th halfweight forthem = 0
term ,

1 3

B
P'=  f@m)dm =
0 @k)!

k=1

N () B 3.47)

It is noteworthy that the tem s involving £ (0) cancel n [347). The reason for this is
that the EM fomula equates an Integral to its trapezoidalrule approxin ation plus a
series of corrections; thus the 1=2 form = 0 in [3240) is built in autom atically. For

perfectly conducting plates ssparated by vacuum [see the ! 1 linit of P224) or
3, orthe ™, ! 1 Iini of BI0) with "5 = 1]
Z
f x) = i 24 ; . (3 48)
ga 1 ’

2 x=

O foourse, the integralin [347) is just the inverse ofthe nite-tem perature prescription

[3444), and gives the zero-tem perature resul. The only nonzero odd derivative
occurring is

16 °

e

£®) = (3.49)

which gives a Stefan’s Jaw type oftem , seen in [3.53) below .

Theproblam isthattheEM formmula only applies if £ m ) is continuous. Ifwe follow
the argum ent ofRef. 35,[36,/44,[117], and take the i, ! 1 lim it of [ZI0) at the endx
(1, are the pem ittivities of the two parallel dielectric slabs), this is not the case, and
forthe TE m ode

fo = 0; (3.50a)
£ = G g2 g, (3 50b)
4 2
Then we have to m odify the argum ent as follow s:
X x X 1
PT = % = £, = r 5f;); (3.51)
m=0 m=1 m=0

x This is contrary to the \Schw inger" prescription advocated in Refs. [19,129], In which the perfect—
conductor 1im it is taken before the zero-m ode is extracted.
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where f;, isde ned l()y continuity,

s m > O;
fn = . 352)
]Iﬂm! Ofm; m = 0:

T hen by using the EM E)Jm ula,

1 2
3 1
Pt = — d f£()+ e -1
o 8 a3# 45 4
2 16 a ° 3)
a a

The sam e result for the low -tem perature lin it is extracted through use of the P oisson
sum formula, as, for exam ple, discussed In Ref. RY]. Let us refer to these results, w ith
the TE zerom ode excluded, asthem odi ed idealm etalm odel M IM ). T he conventional
result foran dealmetal (IM ), obtained rst by Lifshitz [11],/13] and by Sauer [31]] and
M ehra [32], is given by [3.53) with the lnearterm in T om itted.

Exclusion of the TE zero mode will reduce the linear dependence at high
tem perature by a factor oftwo,

B re Bw ga

but this isnot observable by present experin ents. T he cbservable consequence, how ever,
is that it adds a linear temm at low tem perature, which is given n [353), up to
exponentially an all corrections [29].

T here are apparently two serious problan s w ith the resul [3.53):

T; aT 1; (3.54)

Tt would seam to be ruled out by experin ent. The ratio of the lnear tem to the
T=0tem is

30 3

= 3 aT = 146aT; (3.55a)

or putting in the numbers 300K = (38:7) ! &V, ~c= 197 M &V fin)

T a
= 0415 ; (3.55b)
300 K 1 m

or as K lin chitskaya observed [113], there is a 15% e ect at room tem perature at
a ssparation of one m icron. O ne would have expected this to have been been seen

by Lam oreaux [114]; his experin ent was reported to be In agreem ent w ith the
conventional theoretical prediction at the level of 5% . (Lam oreaux [115] is now
proposing a new experin ent to resolve this issue.)

A nother serious problem is the apparent them odynam ic inconsistency. A linear
term in the force inplies a linear temm in the fiee energy (eer unit area),

3)
F=Fy+ ﬂT,’ aT l; (3.56)
which in plies a nonzero contribution to the entropy/area at zero tem perature:
QF 3
S = = ). (357)

QT 16 22

\%
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Taken at face value, this statem ent appears to be Incorrect. W e w illdiscuss this problem
m ore closely In section[343, and w i1l nd that although a linear tem perature dependence
w il occur in the free energy at room tem perature, the entropy will go to zero as the
tem perature goes to zero. The point is that the free energy F fora nie " alwayswill
have a zero slope at T = 0, thusensuring that S = 0 at T = 0. The apparent con ict
wih [BED) or [B53) is due to the fact that the curvature of F (T ) near T = 0 becom es
in ntewhen "! 1 .So (3R8) and [EX]), corresponding to the m odi ed idealm etal
m odel, describe realm etals approxin ately only for low , but not zero tem perature { See
the follow ing.

34.1. Lifshitz form ula at nonzero tem perature The Casin ir surface pressure at nite
tem perature P T between two dielectric plates separated by a distance a can be obtained
from the Lifthitz formula [310) by the prescription [3.44d)k

1 X 4 h . 1i
pT= — 0 d A te?* 17+ B '€® 1 : (358)
m=0 m
The relation between  and the transverse wave vector k, is 2 = kZ + 2, where
n = 2 m= . Furthem ore, the squared re ection coe cients are
"p s 2 s p 2
A, = - ; Bn = ; (35%a)
p+ s s+ p
s =" 1+B; p=—; (3.5%)

m
with " ({1, ) being the pem ittivity. Here, the rst term in the square brackets in (3.59)
corresoonds to TM m odes, the second to TE m odes. N ote that whenever " is constant,
A, and B, depend onm and only in the combination p,

Am():A(p); Bm():B(p): (3.60)
The free energy F per unit area can be obtained from [358) by integration w ith
respect to a since P = @F=QRa. W e get [T17]
1 ¥ 2
F=_ 0 d ma ™)+ mna THy (3.61a)
m=0 m
where
TM:AmGZa; TE:BmeZa: (3.61b)

From them odynam ics the entropy S and intemal energy U (both per unit area)
arerelted toF by F = U TS, Inplying

QF @(F)
S= —; andthus U = :
QT @
k A rederivation ofthe C asin ir force between dissipative m etallic m irrors at nonzero tem perature has
been given by Reynaud, Lam brecht, and G enet [4/]. They obtain form ulas, generalizing those at zero
tem perature [116], for the force valid even if the sam oothness condition necessary for the derivation of

the Lifshitz form ula is not satis ed due to the failure of the P oisson sum m ation fomula.

(3.62)
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A s mentioned above the behaviour of S as T ! 0 has been disputed, especially for
metalswhere" ! 1 .W enow seethem atheam atical root ofthe problem : T he quantities
Ay, =By ! 1inthe"! 1 ImitexceptthatBy,= 0 forany nie ". So the question
has been whether By = 0 or By = 1 or som ething in between should be used in this
Ilim it as results willdi er for nite T, producing, as we saw above, a di erence In the
force Inear In T . The corresponding di erence In entropy w ill thus be nonzero. Such
a di erence would lad to a violation ofthe third law of them odynam ics, which states
that the entropy ofa system w ith a nondegenerate ground state shouldbezeroat T = 0.
Inclusion of the Interaction between the plates at di erent separations cannot change
thisgeneralproperty. W ew illshow that thisdiscrepancy vanisheswhen thelm it " ! 1
is considered carefiilly.

342.God as a numericalexampke Let us go back to [358) for the surface pressure,
m aking use of the best available experim ental results for " (i ) as Input when calculating
the coe cients A , and B, . W e choose gold as an exam pl. U seful inform ation about
the realand in aghary parts, n° and n%, ofthe com plex pem ittivity n = n%+ n®, versus
the real frequency !, is given in Palk’s book [118] and sin ilar sources. T he range of
photon energies given in Ref. [18] is from 01 &V to 10* eV . (T he conversion factor

lev = 1519 10° rad/s (3.63)

isusefiil to have in m ind.) W hen n°® and n® are known the pem ittivicy "G ) along the
positive In aginary frequency axis, which is a real quantity, can be calculated by m eans
of the K ram ersK ronig relations.

Figure[d showshow "({ ) varieswih over seven decades, 2 [18;10'®] rad/s.
The curve was given in Refs. [/, 1119], and is reproduced here for convenience. W e
are gratefil to A . Lambrecht and S. Reynaud for having given us the results of their
accurate calculations.) At low photon energies, below about 1 €V, the data are well
described by the D rude m odel,

1 2

"G )= 1+ ( I:_ ; (3.64)

where !, is the plasn a frequency B38) and  the relxation frequency. Usually, is
taken to be a constant, equalto its room -tem perature value, but see below .) T he values
approprate for gold at room tem perature are [//,[119]

lv=90¢ev; = 35 mev: (3.65)

The curve n Fig.[@ shows a monotonic decrease of "(1 ) with increasing , as
any pem ittivity as a function of In agihary frequency has to follow according to
them odynam ical requirem ents. The two dashed curves n the gure show, for
com parison, how " ({1 ;T) vares wih frequency if we acospt the D rude m odel for all
frequencies, and include the tem perature dependence of the relaxation frequency w ith
T as a param eter. (The latter is given in Fig.[d, according to the B loch-6 runeisen
form ula [120], which, however, does not take into acoount the physical fact that because
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Figure 3. Solid lne: Pem ittivity "({1 ) as function of in aginary frequency for
gold. The curve is calculated on the basis of experim ental data. Courtesy of A strid
Lam brecht and Serge Reynaud. Dashed lines: "(1 ) versus wih T as param eter,
based upon the tem perature dependent D rude m odel; cf. Appendix D of Ref. [LO9].
Theuppercurve isforT = 10K ;the oweris for T = 300 K, which for energies below
1ev (15 101'% rad/s) nicely ts the experin entaldata. Both curves are below the
experin entalone or > 2 10'° rad/s.

of m purities, no actual conductor has zero resistivity at zero tem perature [121l]. See
Appendix D ofRef. [L0Y9].) For T = 300 K, the D rude curve is seen to be good for all

frequencies up to 2 1§ rad/s; or higher i gives too low values of ". Both
Drude cuxves, or T = 10 K and T = 300 K, are seen to give the sam e values when
3 10 rad/s.

A s experin ents are usually m ade at room tem perature for various gap w idths, we
show In Fig.[H how the surface force density for god varieswih a, at T = 300 K . The
linear slope seen for a 4 m is nearly that predicted by [E54) for high tem peratures
when the TE zerom ode is excluded (modi ed ideal metal), which gives a slope of
20 10?® Nm?/ m. (Thisis in spite of the fact that aT = 05 ata= 4 m. The
Inear region between 1 and 2 m corresponds roughly to that in [353) (ntem ediate
tam peratures) . A 1so shown isthe prediction ofthe tem perature dependent D rudem odel,
when T = 300 K . The di erences are seen to be very an all. Since the D rude values for
the pemm ittivity are Jower than the em pirical ones at high frequencies, as seen in F ig.03,
we expect the predicted D rude forces to be slightly weaker than those based upon the
em pirical permm ittivities. T his expectation is bome out in Fig.[3; the di erences being
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Figure 4. Tem perature dependence of the relaxation frequency for gold based on the
B loch-G runeisen form ula [120].

large enough to be slightly visbl at short distances, aswe would expect since theplaan a
nature of the m aterial becom es m ore pronounced for an all distances. Note that the
tem perature dependence of the pem ittivity is irrelevant here because the tem perature
is xed.

It is of Interest to check the m agniude of the dispersive e ect n these cases.
W e have therefore made a sgparate calculation of the expression [358) when " is
taken to be constant. Figure[d shows how the force varies with aT In cases when
"2 £100;1000;10000;1 g are nserted in the expressions forA,, and B, in [F5%d).

It is seen from the gure that the rst three curves asym ptotically approach the
"= 1 cure, when " Increases, as we would expect. Agaln, we em phasize that the
dispersive curve forgold is caloulated using the available room -tem peraturedata for" (1 )
from Fig.[d. In the nondispersive case, there is of course no pem ittivity tem perature
problem since " is taken to be the same forallT .

T here are several points worth noticing from Fig.[d:

(1) The curves have a horizontal slope at T = 0. For nite " this property is clearly
visble on the curves. This has to be so on physical grounds: If the pressure had
a lIneardependence on T foranallT so would the free energy F, in contradiction
w ith the requirem ent that the entropy S = @F=Q@T hastogoto zeroasT ! O.
For the gold data the initial horizontal slope is not resolvable on the scale of this
graph, but see the discussion i section 34 3.
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Figure 5. Surface pressure for gold, m ultiplied w ith a*, versusa when T = 300 K .
Thput data for " (1 ) are taken from FigQd.

The curves show that the magnitude of the foroe dim inishes with increasing
T (for a xed a), In a certain temperature Interval up to aT ' 03. This
perhaps counterintuitive e ect is thus clkar from the nondispersive curves. This is
qualitatively sim ilar to the behavior seen in F ig.[H for xed T, where them inin um
occurs for aT 04.

It is seen that the curve for " = coonst. = 1000 gives a reasonably good
approxin ation to the realdispersive curve forgold when a= 1 m ; the deviations
are lss than about 5% except for the lowest values of aT @T < 0:d). This
fact m akes our neglect of the tem perature dependence of " (1 ) appear physically
reasonable; the various curves tum out to be rather insensitive w ith respect to
variations in the Input valuesof" ({1 ).

A lso, it can be ram arked that By = 0 is required when " is nite. O therw ise the
curves in F ig.[d, and thus the free energy, would have a nite slopeat T = 0 which
again would Inply a nite entropy contrlboution at T = 0 in viclation w ith the third
law of themm odynam ics.

343. Behavior of the Free Energy at Low Tempermture The low tem perature
correction is dom inated by low frequencies,{ where the D rude fomula is extrem ely

{ This statem ent is in the context of using of the EulerM aclaurin summ ation formula to evaluate
[EE8), for exam ple.
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Figure 6. Nondispersive theory: Surface pressure for " 2 £100;1000;10000;1 g.
For low valies of aT the latter coincides w ith the expression [353). A Iso shown for
com parison is the dispersive result for gold, where experin ental input data for "1 )
are taken from Fig.[d. Gap width isa= 1 m. The constranta= 1 m applies only
to the dispersive case, since otherw ise a*P T is a fiinction of aT only. N ote that room

tem perature (300 K) corresponds to aT = 0:13.

accurate. U sing this fact, we have perform ed analytic and num erical calculations w hich
show that the free energy has a quadratic low ~tem perature dependence, independent of
the plate ssparation:

1 2
F@T)=Fqg+ Tzﬁ(ZJnZ 1)=Fy+ T?(196&V); T

252 20mK ; (3.60)
‘p

where we have put in the numbers for gold, [369), (the tem perature restriction refers
toal m plate separation) rather than the naive extrapolation [3.54)

F=Fy+T (3)—F+ T 030: 3.67)
0 16 a2 07 4 22 ) ’

We see from Fig.[] that the value in [3.67) indeed results if one extrapolates the
approxin ately linear curve there or a > 025 to zero, ©llow ng the argum ent given in
[ZX]l) . H owever, we see that the free energy am oothly changes to the quadratic behavior
exhibited in [3268). O fcourse, the tum-overw illbem uch sharper ifwe replace the room —
tem perature relaxation frequency (300 K ) by the positive value at zero tem perature,
due to elastic scattering from defects or In purities.

Resuls consistent w ith these have been reported by Semeliis and Bostrom [122].
In particular they show that one cannot ignore the constant value (0 K), so there is
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Figure 7. The behavior of the free energy for low frequencies, in the D rude m odel,
w ih param suitable for gold, and a plate separation ofa = 1 m. Here
FT8 o= 2 r];l=00f(m ). Here, we have used the room tem perature value of the

relaxation param eter.

no rekevant tem perature dependence of the relaxation param eter. A though there is a
region of negative entropy, the Nemst heat theoram is not violated, but rather S ! 0
asT ! 0 ifonegoesto su ciently low tem perature, In contradiction to Refs. [1123,145].

344. Surface inpedance form of = ection coe cient & has been proposed that
the resolution to the tem perature problem for the Casim ir e ect is that the surface
In pedance form of the re ection ooe cients should be used In the Lifshitz formula
[124,1125,1124,112°1], rather than that based on the bulk pem itivity. Here we show that
the two approaches are In fact equivalent, and that the form er m ust lnclude transverse
m om entum dependence.

Forthe TE m odes, the re ection coe cient is given by ([3.4d) [75]

k zZ zZ
rrE = l7]"2; (3.68)
klz + k22

where
q

—— P
Koz = !2" R i 2P@E ) 1]+ 2=1i; (3.69)

with = 5= ki+ ?,and the subscripts 1 and 2 refer to the m etaland the vacuum
regions, respectively. Now from M axwell’s equations outside sources we easily derive
Just inside the m etal (the tangential com ponents, designated by ? , of E and B are
continuous across the interface)

k3

ik, B A" 1 L

k., @ E)=0; (3.70a)
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KKk n E) ik B = 0: (3.70b)
Here n isthe nom alto the interface. Now the surface In pedance is de ned by

So elim lnating B , using this de nition we nd two equations:
|
ki, = E; (3.72)

ki, = 1" ¥; (3.73)

the latter being the expected dispersion relation [3.69). Substituting this into the
expression for the re ection coe cient ([3.68) we nd
JE + Z _ 1+ Zp; o= —; (3.74)
Z 1 Zp
which apart from (rlative) signs (presum ably Just a di erent convention choice)
coincides wih that given In Geyer et al [124] or Bezerra et al [128]. See alo
Refs. [129,1130]. The rst discussion of the Lifshiz form ula in this approach was given
in Ref. [102].
However, it is crucial to note that the \surface In pedance” so de ned depends on

the transverse m om entum ,

7z = p

(3.75)

2ra) 11+ 2
and sor'® ! Oas ! 0 justas in the dielectric constant ormulation. O f course, we
have exactly the sam e result for the energy as before, since this is nothing but a slight
change of notation, as noted in Ref. [131,136].

It is therefore lncorrect to assum e that Z is only a function of frequency, not of
transversem om entum , and to use the nom aland anom alous skin e ect form ulas derdved
for real waves in pinging on in perfect conductors.” In the above—cited references, this
necessary dependence was not included. (For further com m ents on the Insu ciency of
the argum ent in Ref. [124] see Ref. [1L32].

How does the usual argum ent go? T he nom al com ponent of the wavevector In a
conductor is given by

1=2
4 p
ke = 17 "+ i ¥ roo#o Lroo; (3.76)
from which the usualnom alskin e ect form ula follow s in m ediately,
r
|
z ()= @ i 8;: 3.77)

However, the lin it .n [3.78) here consists in om itting two \am all" tem s: ! 2" which is
legitin ate) and k2 12, Here this Jast isnot valid because in goingto nite tem perature
* 0 f course, in general, the pem ittivity willbe a fiinction both of the frequency and the transverse

mom entum , " (! ;k- ), but we believe the latter dependence isnot signi cant for ssparations larger than
~c=lp =002 m.
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we have severed the connection between ! ! i1 andk ;the Jatteris in no sense ignorable
aswetake ! 0 to detem ine the low tem perature dependence. T his is the sam e error
to which we refer n Ref. [109]. (This k., dependence still seem s to be ignored in a
recent reanalysis by Torgerson and Lam oreaux [133] (see also Ref. [134]) who argue
that low frequencies of order of the Inverse transverse size of the plates dom inate the
low tem perature behavior so that a linear term In the tem perature does not appear.
T his seem s unlkely since the zero-tem perature dependence is extracted by an analytic
continuation procedure.)

Not only do M ostegpanenko, K lm chitskaya, et al [129, [124] ignore transverse
mom entum dependence, but they apparently do not use the correct values of the
frequency in their evaluation of the surface impedance. They use the inpedance
approprate to the domain of infrared optics, thersby extrapolating the surface
In pedance at what they consider a characteristic frequency  1=2a ratherthan using the
actual zero frequency value [126]. This seem s to be a com pltely ad hoc prescription,
as oppos=d to the procedure advocated in Brevik et al [L0Y9], which uses the actual
electrical properties of the m aterials.

A begihning of a general discussion of nonlocal e ects, Including the anom alous
skin e ect, In Casin ir phenom ena has recently been given by E squivel and Svetovoy
[133]. T here they argue that the Leontovich approach [136,[137] advocated by [129,1124]
only applies to nom al incidence, which is why the surface In pedances only depend on
frequency. In fact, this is lncorrect in general, and ifonly local finctions are used for the
pem itiviy, thatis" = " (! ), thedependence forthe TE surface In pedance given above
is reproduced. Forpropagating waves the Leontovich approxin ation is appropriate, but
not forthe evanescent elds relevant to the Casim ire ect, where k, =! > 1 occur. T hey
do not calculate tem perature e ects; the nonlocalanom alous skin e ect for ! < ! that
they com pute gives a correction to the Casim ir foroe of order 0.5% , but other nonlocal

e ects, such as plasn on excitations, could be m ore signi cant [138,1139].

3.5. Beyond the P roxim ity A pproxim ation

A s we will discuss in the next section, to avoid problam s of parallelisn , m ost recent
experin ents to m easure the foroe between conductors have not been m ade between
parallelplates, but between a plate and a spherical surface, orbetw een crossed cylinders.
The Lifshitz and Casin ir form ulas do not apply to these situations. However, in the
1930s, it was recognized that if the separation between the sphere and the plate is very
an all com pared to the radius of curvature of the sphere, the Jatter force m ay be derived
from the force for the paralkl plate con guration. This result is usually called the
P roxin ity Force Theoram [140], which here says that the attractive force I between a
sohere of radiusR and a at surface is sin ply the circum ference of the sphere tin es the
energy per unit area for parallkel plates, or, from [2229),

F=2RE@)-= "R o 4 (3.78)
360d &’ ’ )
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w here d isthe distance betw een the plate and the sphere at the point of closest approach,
and R is the radius of curvature of the sphere at that point. (T he exact shape of the
\sphere" is not relevant in the strict approxin ation R d. Theproofof [378) isquite
simpl. IfR d, each elem ent of the sphere m ay be regarded as paralkl to the plane,

50 the potential energy of the sphere is
z Z -

vV d) = 2 Rsn Rd EA+R@ oos ))=2 R dxEd+ R X): (3.79)
0 R

To obtain the force between the sphere and the plate, we di erentiate w ith respect to

d:

R

Qv @
F = — =2 R dx—E d+ R X)
@ed R @x
=2 REd E@+ 2R)] 2 RE@); d R; (3.80)

provided thatE (@) 2llso wih a. Thisresult wasalready given in Refs. [141],1142,1143].
T he proxin ity theoram itself datesbadk to a paper by D erpguin in 1934 [144,[145].
Let us apply this theoram to theM IM m odel [3.53) for the force between parallel
plates at Iow tem perature. T he correspoonding free energy is
F = —2+ —2aT4 _Ohps (3)T; (3.81)
720a® 45 2 16 &°
where the term constant in a is determ ined by the high-tem perature lin it [354) { see
Ref. 9], p.56. This free energy is to be used in the proxin ity force theoram , w ith the

result for the force between a sphere and a plate 39,1114, 1144, 110]

F = R 1 16(df+ M)(rd)3 © 0

360 &3 3 3
The tem s Iinear in T would notbe present in the IM m odel. At room tem perature, 300
K,and at 1 m separation, the successive tem s corresoond to corrections of 0:46%,
+31% ,and 23% , respectively. T hism odel, of course, doesnot begin to re ect the true
tem perature dependence, discussed for paralkel plates above. A fiull discussion of the
tem perature dependence for the foroe between a spherdcal lens and a plate w ill appear
elsew here.

Em ig has recently presented exact results for C asin ir forces between periodically
deform ed surfaces [147,1148,1149]. In the latest paper, the authors calculate the force
between a at plate and one w ith a rectangular (square) corrugation, of am plitude a.
T hiswas probed experim entally by Roy and M ohideen [150], w ith clear deviations from
the proxin iy approxin ation. (See also Refs. [151, 1152] for m easuram ents of the so—
called \lateralCasin ire ect.") For short wavelength corrugations foreither TE or TM

m odes one gets

Td : (3.82)

po 1 C gt (3.83)
480 (a a) 480a* a ’
whilke for long wavelength corrugations
1 1 1
P = + ; (3.84)

4802 @ a)* @+ a)*



TheCasinirE ect 33

which is as expected from the proxin ity approxin ation. For intermm ediate wavelength
corrugations num erical results are given. The force approaches that given by the
proxin iy approxin ation r large lke a= ,ascompared to ( a= ) ? for shusoidal
corrugations, due to the sharp edges. T hese behaviors can be understood from the ray
optics approach of Ja e and Scardicchio 23] discussed In the follow Ing subsection. The
relative contributions ofthe TE and TM m odes vary w ith the wavelength and the shape
of the corrugation, the ratio of the m odes approaching unity asa= a tendsto 1l orl .

Insofar as rst approxin ations to these Interactions were extracted through use of the
proxin ity foroe theoram , these results shed valuable light on how to m ove beyond that
approxin ation.

35.1. Optical Paths A very interesting strategy f©Or m oving beyond the proxin ity
approxin ation hasbeen suggested by Ja e and Scardicchio [23]. This is related to the
sam iclassical closed orbit approach advocated by Schaden and Spruch [153, 154, [155]
and earlierby G utzweiler [156,1157], and also to that ofBalian and B loch [158,1159,1160].
Fulling has also recently proposed sin ilar ideas [L61],[162].

In the sin plest context, that of parallkel plates, the approach is, of course, exact,
and is precisely what we wrote down in [3.8). W e sin ply com pute the energy using

2I3) with
@k-)
Gjr)= ——g&ix); (3.85)
@)
where g (x;x% is given by [3.8). Rather than carry out the sum as given there, ket us
sum the termm s w ith even and odd numbers of re ections separately. T he fom er give,

when the zero re ection termm is om itted,

2 a

1
+ @©r)et® 4+ 1 = 2—(ooth a 1); 386)

where In the last step we have nnserted the values for the re ection am plitudes
appropriate to D irichlet boundaries, r = ¥ = 1. W hen this is fnserted into the
expression for the energy we obtain rather inm ediately the usual result for the Casm ir
energy between D irichlet plates:

l 0]
Jeven (X7X) = 2—2 rre

1 Z w3 2
E= du = : 3.87
9% 2a* | e 1 1440a° GE7)
Kesping only the rstterm in the sum (2 re ections) gives
1
@ _ .
E¥ = T 2/ (3.88)

which is In m agnitude only 7.6% low, while kesping 2 plus 4 re ections give an error of
18% :

1
E@ 4+ g@ = 1+ — 389
16 2a3 16 ( )
The odd re ections give a term In g (x;x) which depends on x:
1 1
Joad Kix)= — e?F +& KV —— (3.90)

2 1 e2a
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when this is ntegrated over x, the a dependence of this term disappears, so this gives

rise to an irrelevant constant in the energy. K esping it and the zero—re ection tem gives
the expression for the total energy as cbtained directly from [3.8)
1 1% . 1

Eo+ Eewen + Eoga = ——— dyy  oothy — : (3.91)
12 2a% y

Ja e and Scardicchio [23] use thism ethod to estin ate the force between a sohere

an a plate. The resuls disagree w ith the proxin ity approxin ation when d=R isbigger

than a few percent, but agrees w ith an exact num erical calculation [1L63], described in

the follow ng subsection, up to d=R 0:, where the proxin ity theorem fails badly.

352. W orldline Approach to the Casim ir Energy G ies, M oyaerts, and Langfeld
[163, [164] have developed a num erical technique for extracting Casin ir energies in
nontrivial geom etries, such as between a sohere and a plate. It is based on the string—
Inspired worldline approach. They consider, lke G raham et al [L65, 161, 130] a scalar
eld in a smooth background potential ke (Z40). The worldline representation of
the e ective action is cbtained by ntroducing a proper tin e representation of the
functional logarithm w ih ultraviolt regularization, doing the trace n con guration
soace, and interpreting the m atrix elem ent there as a Feynm an path integral over all
worldlines x( ). Field theoretic divergences can thus be handled. O ther divergences
arise from the potential itself, when it approaches som e idealized lim i, which m ay not
be ram oved In a physically m eaningfulway and m ay orm ay not contribute to physical
observables. The expectation value is evaluated by the \loop—cloud" m ethod, using
techniques from statisticalm echanics. A lthough in the \charp" and \strong" lim its in
the sense of G wham et al [L65, 161, 30] divergences occur In the theory, a nie force
between rigid bodies can be cbtained. The generalresult for -finction planes, discussed
in section 2.7, is reproduced num erically, and then the sphereplate systam is considered.
T he num erical results, ord=R from 10 ° to 10, agree closely w ith the geom etric m ean
ofthe platebased and the soherebased proxin ity force approxin ation (deviation from
either becom es sizable for d=R > 0:02). Note that electrom agnetic uctuations 9.,
TM m odes) have not been considered in this approach.

3.6. Status of the E xperim entalM easurem ents on C asin ir Foraes

Attempts to measure the Casinir e ect between s0lid bodies date back to the
m iddle 1950s. The early m easurem ents were, not surprisingly, som ew hat inconclisive
147,143, 168, 169, 170, 71, A72, 173,074, T75]. The Lifthitz theory [310), for zero
team perature, was, however, con m ed accurately in the experim ent of Sabisky and

The geom etric m ean version of the proxim ty force approxim ation, which coincides with the
sam iclassical periodic orbit m ethod of Schaden and Spruch [153, 1154, [155], has been found to be

the m ost accurate also for concentric cylindrical shells, the C asim ir energy for which was calculated by
M azzitelliet al [L66,167].
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Anderson in 1973 [18]. So there could be no serious doubt of the reality of zero-point
uctuation forces. For a review of the earlier experin ents, see Refs. [15,[176].

New technological developm ents allowed for dram atic iIn provem ents In experin en—
tal techniques in recent years, and thereby pem ited nearly direct con m ation of the
C asin ir force betw een parallel conductors. F irst, In 1997 Lam oreaux used a electrom e~
chanical system based on a torsion pendulum tom easure the forcebetween a conducting
plate and a sphere [114,[14€], as given by the proxin ity force theorem [378). Lam ore-
aux [114,/146] claim ed agream ent w ith this theoretical value at the 5% lvel, although it
seem sthat nite conductivity wasnot inclided correctly, norwere roughness corrections
Incorporated [L74]. Further, Lam brecht and R eynaud [//] analyzed the e ect of conduc-
tivity and found discrepancies w ith Lam oreaux [1/8], and therefore stated that i was
too early to clain agreem ent between theory and experin ent. See also Refs. [119,[179].

An inproved experimental measurem ent was reported in 1998 by M ohideen
and Roy [97], bassed on the use of an atom ic force m icroscope. They inclided

nite conductivity, roughness, and conventional tem perature corrections, although no
evidence for latter has been clain ed. Spectacular agreem ent w ith theory at the 1%
levelwas attained. Im provem ents were subsequently reported [9§,199]. (T he nontrivial
e ects of corrugations In the surface were exam ned in Ref. [150, 151, [152].) E rdeth
[180] m easured the Casin ir forces between crossed cylinders at ssparations of 20{100
nm . The highest precision was achieved w ith very sm ooth, gold-plated surfaces. R ather
com plkte analyses of the roughness, conductivity, and tem perature corrections to the
Lam oreaux and M ohideen experim ents have been published [181],1182,139].

M ore recently, a new m easurem ent of the Casin ir force [3278) was presented by
a group at Bell Labs [183, [184], using a m icrom achined torsional device, a m icro—
electrom echanical system or M EM S, by which they m easured the attraction between
a polysilicon plate and a spherical metallic surface. Both surfaces were plated
wih a 200 nm In of gold. The authors inclided nite conductivicy [/, 1185]
and surface roughness corrections [186, [187], and obtained agreem ent w ith theory at
better than 05% at the amallest ssparations of about 75 nm . However, potential
corrections of greater than 1% exist, so that lim its the level of veri cation of the
theory. Their experim ental work, which now ocontinues at Harvard, suggests novel
nanoelectrom echanical applications.

There is only one experin ent with a paralkelplate geom etry [188], which is of
Iim ited accuracy (  15% ) dueto thedi culty ofm aintaining parallelisn . &t is, however,
of considerable Interest because the interpretation does not depend on the proxim iy
theorem , corrections to w hich are problem atic [148,123]; see section [3H. T he in portance
of m proving the accuracy of the paralletplate con guration has been em phasized by
O nofrio [189].

T he m ost precise experim ent to date, using a M EM S, m akes use of both static
and dynam ical procedures and yields a clain ed accuracy of about 025% [L0Q, [190],
but this accuracy has been disouted [191l], due to di culty In controlling roughness
and the concom ittant uncertainty In the ability to detemm ine the ssparation distance.



TheCasinirE ect 36

Tt has been asserted [190] that this experin ent rules out the tem perature dependence
clain ed in Ref. [109] (see section [3247), but this is problem atic at this point, especially
as com parison is only m ade with theM M m odel [3.53), rather than w ith the detailed
calculation given there.

Very recently, the H arvard group has perform ed a very interesting Casin ir force
m easuram ent between a gold-covered plate and a sphere coated with a hydrogen—
sw itchable m irror [192]. A lhough the m irror beocom es transparent in the visble upon
hydrogenation, no e ect wasobserved on the C asim ir force w hen them irrorw as sw tched
on and o . This shows that, In contradiction to the clain s of M ostepanenko et al
, for example n Ref. [127], the Casin ir force is responsive to a very wide range of
frequencies, in accordance w ith the Lifshitz form ula and the general dispersion relation
for the pem ittivity.] (See also Ref. [193,1194].) In particular, their resuls show that
wavelengths m uch larger than the ssparation between the surfaces play a crucial rok.

Because all the recent experin ents m easure foroes between rehtively thin In s,
ratherthan between bulk m etals, signi cant deviations from the Lifshiz form ula ( %)
m ay be expected [195]. Thism ay also be relkvant to the clain ed accuracy of the rst
M ohideen experim ent [97], which uses a thin m etallic coating, regarded as com pletely
transparent.

Thism ay be an appropriate point to comm ent on the recent paper of Chen et al
©3]. This is based on a reanalysis of experim ental data cbtained four years ago in
Ref. [99]. E xperim ental precision of1.75% and theoretical accuracy of1.69% isclain ed
at the shortest distances, 62 nm . However, their analysis ssems awed. They obtain
average experin ental forcesby averaging m any m easurem ents, w hich isonly pem issble
if the averaging is carried out at exactly the sam e ssparation between the surfaces. O £
course they have no way of know ing this. Furthem ore, they apparently use the m ean
Separation param eter dy as a free variable iIn their t, which essentially negates the
possibility oftesting the theory, which ism ost sensitive at the shortest ssparations [180].
Tannuzzi asserts that at distance of order 100 nm , errors of a few A ngstrom s preclude
a 1% measurem ent. T herefore this analysis cannot be used as a serious constraint for
either new forces or for setting lim its on tem perature correctionsyy

A di erence foroe experin ent has been proposed by M ohideen and collaborators
[194,1197]. The idea is to m easure the di erence In the foroe between a lens and a plate
at room team perature, before and after both surfaces have been heated 50 K by a laser
pulse. The m easuram ents are not yet good enough to distinguish between the plasn a
and the D rude m odes of the pem itiviy, or between the simpli ed in pedance m odel
versus the m easured buk pem ittivity approach, as discussed in section [3.4.

A proposalhasbeen m ade tom easure the force betw een ecoentric cylinders, In which
the axes are parallelbut slightly o st [167]. The net force on the inner cylinder is zero,
] Iannuzzi quotes K lin chitskaya as now agreeing with this statem ent. This, however, is hard to
reconcile w ith statem ents m ade In Ref. [126] that one should use the extrapolated surface in pedance

value at ! . = 1=2a rather than the actual zero-frequency value.
yyIthank D avide Tannuzzi for discussion of these points.
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of course, when the cylinders are concentric, but this equilbbrium point isunstable. The
dea isto ook fora shift In them echanical resonant frequency of the outer cylinder due
to the C asin ir force exerted by the nnerone. The chiefdi culy m ay be In m aintaining
paralleliam .

A nother active area of experin ental e ort Involving C asin ir m easurem ents is the
search fornew forcesat the subm icron level. T hese arebased on looking fora discrepancy
between the m easured and predicted Casin ir oroes. The m ost recent lim its are given
In Krause, D ecca, et al [198,1100]. Unfortunately, the Iim its, for an assum ed potential
of the fom

Gmm, —
Vik)= —— 1+ e ; (3.92)
r
r < 107 m are only Hr absurdly large strengths, 104, and as  decreases

the upper 1m it on  increases. The Purdue group has also proposad iso-elctronic
experin ents to Jook at the force between a sphere and two di erent plates, com posed
of m aterial w ith sin ilar electronic properties (and hence sin ilar Casim ir foroes) but
di erent nuclear properties (@nd hence presum ably di erent new forces). See Ref. [199]
for a brief description of their experin ent and the detection of a an all, but probably
not signi cant, residual force.

Very recently, there has been a report [R0Q] of an experin ent R01] of dropping
ultracold neutrons onto a surface. They are trapped between them irrvor and the earth’s
gravitational potential. These gravitational bound states would be m odi ed by any
deviation from N ew tonian gravity. N o such deviations from Newton’s Jaw is found down
to the 1{10 nm range. See also Nesvizhevsky and P rotasov 202] who obtain lin is on
non-N ew tonian foroes inferior to those of C asin ir m easurem ents, that is, < 10*! at

= 107 m, although i is relatively better that the Casin ir lim its in the nanom eter
range, but the lin its are extrem ely weak there, < 102%°.

It is clar that as m icro engineering com es into its own, Casin ir forces w ill have
to be taken nto account and utilized. A recent Interesting paper by Chum ak, M ilonni,
and Bem an R03] suggests that the noncontact friction cbserved by Stipe et al R04] on
a cantilever near a surface is due In m apr part to Casin ir oroes. The Casin ir oroe
is responsble for the frequency shift observed of about 4.5% for a gold samplk at a
Ssparation of 2 nm .

For another exam ple along these lines, Ln et al 203] have shown that Casim ir-
Polder forces between atom s and the surface can provide fiindam ental lin itations on
stability of a BoseE instein condensate near a m icrofabricated silicon chip, a system
w hich holds great prom ise for technological applications.

T he recent Intense experim ental activiy is very encouraging to the developm ent of
the eld. Com ing years, therefore, prom ise ever increasing experin ental Input into a

eld that has been dom nated by theory for ve decades.
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4. SelfStress

4.1. Surface and Volum e D ivergences

It iswellknown that in generalthe C asin ir energy density diverges in the neighborhood
ofa surface. For at surfacesand conform altheories (such asthe conform alscalartheory
considered in Ref. [K/], or electrom agnetian ) those divergences are not presentz W e
saw hints of this in section 224. T particular, Brown and M aclay 209] calculated the
local stress tensor for two ideal plates ssparated by a distance a along the z axis, w ith

the result for a conform al scalar
2

W i= ——— @22 : 41
YT 2400 ! g ] @b

This result was given recent rederivations in 210,157]. D ow ker and K ennedy [211]] and
D eutsch and C andelas 212] considered the local stress tensor between planes inclined
at an anglke , wih the result, In cylindrical coordinates (t;r; ;z),

0

1
1 0 0 O
B C
£f() B O 10 0¢C
i= @ — C 42
720246 0 0 3 0 &' @2
0 0 O 1
where or a conform al scalar, w ith D irichlet boundary conditions,
2 2 2
£f()= 22 2 2 ; 4.3)
and for electrom agnetian , w ith perfect conductor boundary conditions,
2 2
f()= —+1 — 1 : 44)

For ! 0 we recover the pressures and energies for paralkel plates, [2.250), [239) and
[BE87). (These resuls were lJater discussed in Ref. P13].)

A though for perfectly conducting at surfaces, the energy density is nie, for
electrom agnetism the Individualelectric and m agnetic eldshave divergent RM S values,

1
HE 21 i i 1 0; 4 5)

a distance above a oconducting surface. However, if the surface is a dielctric,
characterized by a plasn a dispersion relation [333), these divergences are softened
2. 1 2. 1
hE “1i =7 i —i 1 0; (4 .6)
50 that the energy density also diverges [214]
1
i S5 ' 0: @.7)

z In general, this need not be the case. For example, Rom eo and Saharian [20€] show that wih
m ixed boundary conditions the surface divergences need not vanish for parallel plates. For additional
work on locale ects wih m ixed Robin) boundary conditions, applied to spheres and cylinders, and
corresponding globale ects, see Refs. [207,[208,[70]. See also section 24 and R ef. [12, [73].
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The null energy condition @ n = 0)
T nn 0 4.8)

is satis ed, so that gravity still focuses light.

Grham [R13] exam ned the general relativistic energy conditions required by
causality. In the neighborhood ofa an ooth dom ain wall, given by a hyperbolic tangent,
the energy is alw ays negative at Jarge enough distances. T hus the weak energy condition
is violated, as is the null energy condition [£8). However, when [£8) is integrated over
a com plkte geodesic, positiviy is satis ed. It is not clear if this Jast condition, the
Averaged NullEnergy Condition, isalways obeyed in  at space. Certainly i isviolated
In curved space, but the e ects always seem an all, so that exotic e ects such astine
travel are prohibited.

However, as Deutsch and Candelas [R12] showed many years ago, In the
neighborhood of a curved surface for confom ally invariant theories, T 1 diverges as
3 ,where isthe distance from the surface, with a coe cient proportionalto the sum
of the principal curvatures of the surface. In particular they obtain the resul, in the

vichhity ofthe surface,

e and T @ i termm s of the

and obtain explicit expressions for the coe cient tensors T
extrinsic curvature of the boundary.
For exam ple, or the case of a sphere, the leading surface divergence has the fom,

for conform al e]ds,ﬁ)rr0= a+ , !0

1
2=a 0 0 0
B C
AB O 0O O 0 C
' i= — ; 410
. 38 0O 0 1 0 % ( )
0O 0 0 sh

in spherical polar coordinates, where the constant is A = 1=1440 2 for a scalar, or
A = 1=120 ? for the electrom agnetic eld. Note that {£10) is properly traceless. The
cubic divergence In the energy density near the surface translates into the quadratic
divergence In the energy found for a conducting ball 216]. T he corresponding quadratic
divergence In the stress corresponds to the absence of the cubic divergence in hT . i.

This is all com plktely sensble. However, in their paper D eutsch and Candelas
217] expressed a certain skeptician about the validity of the result of Ref. 24] for
the spherical shell case (describbed in part in section [4.4) where the divergences cancel.
That skeptician was reinforced in a later paper by Candelas [217], who criticized the
authors of Ref. R4] for om tting function tem s, and constants in the energy. These
ob fctions seem utterly w ithoutm erit. In a Jater critical paperby the sam e author 218],
it was asserted that errors were m ade, rather than a conscious rem oval of unphysical
divergences.
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O foourse, surface curvature divergences are present. A s C andelas noted 2177,1218],

they have the formm
Z Z Z

E=E° dS+E® dS(:+ ,)+ES dS(;, )*+ES dS |+ :::;(41)

where ; and , are the principal curvatures of the surface. The question is to what
extent are they cbservable. A fterall, ashasbeen shown in Ref. P9,[57] and in section 224,
we can drastically change the local structure of the vacuum expectation value of the
energy-m om entum tensor In the neighborhood of at plates by m erely exploiting the
am biguity in the de nition of that tensor, yet each yields the same nie, cbservable
(and observed!) energy of Interaction between the plates. For curved boundaries, m uch
the sam e is true. A priori, we do not know which energy-m om entum tensor to em ploy,
and the local vacuum — uctuation energy density is to a lJarge extent m eaningless. It
is the global energy, or the force between distinct bodies, that has an unambiguous
value. It is the belief of the author that divergences in the energy which go lke a power
of the cuto are probably uncbservable, being subsum ed In the properties of m atter.
M oreover, the coe cients of the divergent term s depend on the regularization schem e.

Logarithm ic divergences, of course, are of another class [(9].

D ram atic cancellations of these curvature temm s can occur. It m ight be thought
that the reason a nite resul was found for the C asin ir energy of a perfectly conducting
soherical shell [19,122,124] is that the term involving the squared di erence of curvatures
in [AIdl) is zero only in that case. However, for reasons not yet apparent to the
present author, it has been shown that at least for the case of electrom agnetian the
corresoonding temm isnotpresent (orhasa vanishing coe cient) foran arbitrary sm ooth
cavity [219], and so the C asin ir energy for a perfectly conducting ellipsoid of revolution,
for exam ple, is nite. This niteness of the Casin ir energy (Usually referred to as the
vanishing of the second heatkemel coe cient [[10]) for an ideal an ooth closed surface
was anticipated already In Ref. 22], but contradicted by Ref. 212]. M ore speci cally,
although odd curvature tem s cancel inside and outside for any thin shell, it would be
anticipated that the squared-curvature tem , which is present as a surface divergence in
the energy densiy, would be re ected as an unrem ovabl divergence In the energy.
For a closed surface the last term in [LI]l) is a topological invariant, so gives an
irrelevant constant, whilk no tem of the type of the penultim ate term can appear
due to the structure of the traced cylinder expansion [/0]. Tt would be extraordiarily
Interesting ifthis C asin ir energy could be com puted for an ellipsoidalboundary, but the
calculation appears extram ely di cult because the Heln holz equation is not ssparable
In the exterior region.

4 2. Casim ir Forees on Spheres via -Function P otentials

This section is an adaptation and an extension of calculations presented in Ref. [62].
This Investigation was carried out in regponse to the program of the M IT group
[163,160,1611,171,130]. T hey rediscovered irrem ovable divergences in the C asim irenergy for
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acircke In 2+ 1 dim ensions rst discovered by Sen 220,221, but then found divergences
In the case of a spherical surface, thereby casting doubt on the validiy of the Boyer
calculation [L9]. Som e of their results, as we shall see, are sourious, and the rest are
wellknown [B9]. However, their work hasbeen valuabl in sparking new investigations
of the problam s of surface energies and divergences.

W e now carry out the caltulation we presented in section [ in three spatial
din ensions, w ith a radially sym m etric background

1

Liw= —-— @ a)’k); 412)
2a
whith would correspond to a D irichlet shell in the Iimit ! 1 . The tineFourier
transfom ed G reen’s finction satis es the equation ( 2= 12)
r’+ + - @ acrr)= ¢ H: 413)

a

Wewrite G In tem s of a reduced G reen’s function
X

G (r;r’ = a@r)Ym ()Y (9 4a4)

where g; satis es
1d.,d 10+ 1
tdpd D o
r*dr dr rl

W e solve this In tem s of m odi ed Bessel functions, I ), K &), where = 1+ 1=2,

which satisfy the W ronskian condition

. 1
+— ¢ agnd=—= ¢ H: @15
a o

0 0 _ }
I"®X)K ®) K x)I &) 2 4.16)

The solution to [AIH) is cbtained by requiring continuity of g; at each shgqularity, r°

and a, and the approprate discontinuiy of the derivative. Inside the sohere we then

nd O< 1;r’< a)
"

#
0 1 0 ei( a)
qr)= — e(n)si(x) —s(rs(r) @a7)
rr? a 1+ —si( a)e( a)
Here we have Introduced the m odi ed R iccatiB essel functions,

r__ r__

X 2x
S X) = 711+ 12 X); e&)= —K 12 X): (418)

Note that [AI7) reduces to the expected resul, vanishing as r ! a, in the lin it of
strong coupling:

. 0 1 a) 0
Im gr)= —, al( n)si( &) si( r)s( r) : 4.19)
I rr° s ( a)

W hen both pojgts are outside the sphere, r;r’> a, we dbotain a sin j#ar resul:

s?( a)
1+ —si( a)e( a)

1
gr)= — e(n)si(r) —el( el (4 20)
rr0 a

which sim jlarly reduces to the expected resultas ! 1 .
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Now we want to get the radialradial com ponent of the stress tensor to extract the
pressure on the sphere, which is obtained by applying the operator
1 , 1@+ 1)

} ® -
Q@0 5 ¢ @e®+r H > Q@0 =

to the G reen’s function, where In the last term we have averaged over the surface ofthe
sohere. In thisway we nd, from the discontinuity ofhT,, i acrossthe r = a surface, the
net stress

(4 21)

a Z 4 0 26 &)s &)
5= 2 & @1+ 1) dx (el(X)Slm)e)l(msl(x) - : @22)
=0 0 I+ —
The sam e result can be deduced by com puting the total energy [2.1H). The free
G reen’s function, the rst tetm in {&I7) or [£20), evidently makes no signi cant

contrbution to the energy, for it gives a tem Independent of the radius of the sphere,

a, soweom it it. The ram alning radial Integrals are sin ply
Z

* 1
dy s’ ty) = = 2+ 10+ 1) £+ xs8?  #£sT; (4 23a)
X
z%
1
dyel ty) = = X+ 10+ 1) €+ xee) #ef ; (4 23b)

x X

w here all the Bessel finctions on the right-hand-sides of these equations are evaluated
at x. Then using the W ronskian, we nd that the Casim ir energy is
% 21
1 d
E= — 21+ 1) dxx—h[l+ I ®K &)]: (424)
2 a 0 dx
=0
Ifwe di erentiate with respect to a, with =a xed, we Inm ediately recover the force
[22) . This expression, upon integration by parts, coincides w ith that given by B arton
222],and was rst analyzed in detailby Scandurra [223]. For strong coupling, it reduces
to the wellkknow n expression for the C asin ir energy ofa m asskss scalar eld inside and
outside a sohere upon which D irichlet boundary conditions are in posed, that is, that
the edmust vanish at r= a:
% Z 1
1 d
— 21+ 1) dxx& hI XK &)]; (4 25)

2 a
=0 0

Im E =
N1

because m ultiplying the argum ent of the logarithm by a power of x is w ithout e ect,
corresponding to a contact temm . D etails of the evaluation of Eq. [£29) are given in
Ref. B7], and w illbe considered in section [£4 below . (See also Refs. 224, [225,[224].)

T he opposite lim it is of interest here. T he expansion ofthe logarithm is inm ediate
foranall .The rsttem,oforder , isevidently divergent, but irrelevant, since that
m ay be ram oved by renom alization of the tadpol graph. In contradistinction to the
clain of Refs. [61l, [60, 30, [71], the order 2 tem is nite, as established in Ref. [57].
That tem is

) d
ECV= — @+ D) drx e WK e 60T (4 26)
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The sum on 1lcan be carred out usihg a trick due to K lich R27]: The sum rule

X Yy
@l+ 1)e®)s1 (Y)Pi(cos )= —e ; @27)
=0

p
where = x?+4 y? 2xycoos , issquared, and then integrated over , according to
Z

1
2
d P P = : 428
) (os )P1(cos )Pp(cos ) ] 4 28)
In thisway we leam that

X x° 2 ax dw
QRl+ 1)e] &)sF (x) = = —e" : 429)

W

=0 0
A Ihough this integral is divergent, because we did not integrate by parts in [£28), that
divergence does not contribute:
2 2P g P ey 2
4 a g 2 dx o 9w 32 a
which is exactly the result (425) ofRef. [57], which also ©llows from [2220) here.

H ow ever, before we wax too euphoric, we recognize that the order 3 tem appears
logarithm ically divergent, jast as Refs. [30] and [/1l] clain . This does not signal a
breakdown in perturbation theory, as the divergence [Z21) in the D = 1 calculation
did. Suppose we subtract o the two leading tem s,

1 ha Z d 2 2
E= — (k1) dxx— h @+ IK ) IK + —@TK )* +
dx 2 32

2 a
=0 0

:(4 31)
a

To study thebehavior ofthe sum for large values of 1, we can use the uniform asym ptotic
expansion [ ebye expansion),

t A@® B(®
1: I XK ) 2— 1+ > +—4+ o 4 32)
p— , . .

Herex = z,and t= 1= 1+ z°. The functionsA and B, etc., are polynom ials in t.

W enow insert this into [£37]) and expand not In  but in ; the kading tem is

( 3) 3 Xl lZ . dz 3

— = 1): 4 33
24 a o (@4 z?)32 24 a @ ( )

=0
A Tthough the frequency integralis nite, the angularm om entum sum is divergent. The
appearance here ofthedivergent (1) seem sto signalan Insuperable barrerto extraction
ofa nie Casmm irenergy for nite . The situation isdierent n theImi ! 1 ({
See section [44.

T his divergence hasbeen known form any years, and was rst calculated explicitly
In 1998 by Bordag et al [©9], where the second heat kemel coe cient gave an equivalent
resul,

1

E —i
48 as

s! O: (4 34)
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A possbl way of dealing with this divergence was advocated In Ref. R23]. Very
recently, Bordag and Vassikvich [228] have reanalyzed such problem s from the heat
kemel approach. They show that thisO ( °) divergence corresponds to a surface tension
counterterm , an idea proposed by me in 1980 [27, [229] In connection w ith the zero—
point energy contribution to the bag m odel. Such a surface tetm corresponds to =a

xed, which then necessarily inplies a divergence of order 3. Bordag argues that it
is perfectly approprate to insert a surface tension counterterm so that this divergence

m ay be rendered nite by renom alization.

43.TM SphericalPotential

O foourse, the scalarm odel considered in the previous subsection ism erely a toy m odel,
and som ething analogous to electrodynam ics is of farm ore physical relevance. T here are
good reasons forbelieving that cancellationsoccur in generalbetween TE O irichlet) and
TM Rcobin) modes. Certainly they do occur in the classic B oyer energy of a perfectly
conducting soherical shell [19, 22, 24], and the indications are that such cancellations
occur even w ith im perfect boundary conditions 222]. Follow ing the Jatter reference, et

us consider the potential
1 1@ 2
n= 5 a-— (& a)"K): (4 35)
2 r@r
Inthelmi ! 1 thiscormrespondsto TM boundary conditions. T he reduced G reen’s

function is thus taken to satisfy
14d,d 1a+ 1) 5 a@
——rr—+ + —
r’dr dr r? r Qr

At r = r’ we have the usualboundary conditions, that g, be continuous, but that its
derivative be discontinuous,

1
c a) gl(r;r(’):; c H:436)

@ =%
r—aq = 1; 437)
@r™" =10
w hile at the surface of the sphere the derivative is continuous,
@ r=at
—Irqg; = 0; (4 38a)
Qr r=a
w hile the function is discontinuous,
r=a+ @
il = —rg (4 38b)
r=a @ r r=a

Equations [£38d) and [438d) are the analogues of the boundary conditions [230d),
[2300) treated in section 3.
It isthen easy to nd the G reen’s finction. W hen both points are inside the sphere,

0 0 1 a€( a)fsi( n)s( )
i : ir) = — > ; 4
rr < a g (;r) o si( x)e( ) 1t 2D 22 a) (4 39a)
and when both points are outside the sohere,
1 r
rr’>a: qEr)= — s(x)e(n) aB( a)fe( Ha( ) (4 39%)

rr° 1+ ad( a)s)( a)
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Tt is mm ediate that these supply the appropriate Robin boundary conditions in the
' 1 I it:
. @
Iim —rg = 0: (4 40)
10 Qr r=a
The Casim ir energy m ay be readily cbtained from [2.13), and we nd, using the

1 X %1 d o
E= ——  @+D  dxx_hil+ xfesie)]: 4 41)

2 a
=0 0

T he stressm ay be cbtained from thisby applying @=@a, and regarding a asoconstant
lsee [£39)], or directly, from the G reen’s function by applying the operator,
1 , 1a+ 1)

L = El r. ryo 2 q1 r0=r; 4 42)

which is the sam e asthat in [421]), exoept that

1
r,.= —Q@Q,r; (4 .43)
r

approprate to TM boundary conditions (see Ref. 230], for exam pl) . E ither way, the
total stress on the sphere is
X Z 0 (%) 0
S= —— @1+ 1) dx x* [el(x)ol(x)o] :
2 & o 0 1+ xeX)s) x)
The resuk for the energy [£4]l) is sin ilar, but not identical, to that given by Barton
Do),
Suppose we now combine the TE and TM Casin ir energies, [424) and [ZA41):
Z h :
1 X ! d es .
ETE+E™ = —— Ql+1) dxx—h 1+ — 1+ x& : (4.45)
2 a 0 dx
=0
Inthelmi ! 1 thisreducesto the fam iliar expression for the perfectly conducting

soherical shell 24]:

(4 44)

Z
, 1 ¥ ' & &L g &P
Im E= —— (@l+1) dxx —+ =+ "+ = (4.46)
' 2 a 0 e € s 8

=1
Here we have, as appropriate to the electrodynam ic situation, om itted the 1= 0 m ode.
This expression yieldsa nite Casin ir energy, aswe w ill see in section [£4. W hat about
nite ? In general, i appears that there is no chance that the divergence found in the
previous section in order ° can be cancelled. But suppose the coupling orthe TE and
TM modesaredi erent. If T ™ = 4, a cancellation appears possible.

Let us illustrate thisby retaining only the leading tem s in the uniform asym ptotic

expansions: X = z)
€1 (x)s; (X)

t
—; xel (x)s) (x) —; Pl 4.47)
b4 2
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Then the Iogarithm appearing in the integral for the energy [£.40) is approxin ately

™ TEt 2t

+h 1+ +h 1
2t 2 B

n In

(4 48)

The 1rst temm here presum ably gives no contrbution to the energy, because it is

Independent of upon di erentiation, and further we m ay Interpret LO 2= 0 [gee

[A52)]. Now ifwem ake the above identi cation of the couplings,

TE 2
- = (4.49)
allthe odd powers of cancelout, and |
1 % %1 d g
E — 21+ 1) dxx—h 1 (4 50)
2 a 0 dx 2

=0
T he divergence encountered for the TE m ode is thus ram oved, and the power series is
sin ply tw ice the sum ofthe even temm sthere. Thisw illbe nite. P resum ably, the sam e
is true if the sublkading temm s In the uniformm asym ptotic expansion are retained.
Tt is interesting to approxim ately evaluate [£50). T he ntegral over z m ay be easily

evaluated as a contour jntegr%], leaving 1
S

1%
E - 2@ 1 B (4 .51)
a
=0
This 1 sum appears to be divergent, an artifact of the asym ptotic expansion, since we
know the 2 tem is nite. However, ifwe expand the square root or anall "?= 2, we
see that the O (AZ) tem vanishes if we interpret the sum as

X
=@ 1 6 @-2)
=0
In tem s of the R iem ann zeta function. The lading tem is O (A4):
X g g2
E — — = :
8a 2 16a
=0
To recover the correct lading  behavior in [A30) requires the inclusion of the
subleading ?" tem s displayed in [£37).
M uch faster convergence is achieved if we consider the results w ith the 1= 0 tem
rem oved, as appropriate for electrom agnetic m odes. Let’s illustrate this for the order

(4 53)

2 TE mode (ow, orsimpliciy, write = T¥) Then, in place ofthe energy [£30) we
have
2 2 41 2 2
2 dx | 5 1 n2
EC7 = + — — shh*xe®® = — —+ — = —(00651061): (454)
32 a 4a, x a 32 4 a
Now the kading term in the uniform asym ptotic expansion is no longer zero:
Z
o 1 X : d 22
E = — 21+ 1) dx x—
a 0 dx 8 2
=1
2 ¥ 2 2
= — ° - = _—=—(0:0625); (4.55)

8 a 2 1lea a
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which is4% lowerthan theexactanswer [£54). Thenext temm in theuniform asym ptotic
expansion is

2 £ 6t+ 5t°
E¥= —B @ 4] dz¥t——F——
4 a 0 8
2 3 2 3 2
= — — = —(00027368); (4 56)
a 2048 256 a
which reduces the estim ate to
2
EQ4+E®=_—(0:0652368); 4 57)
a
which isnow 02% high. G oing out onem ore term gives
7
2 1 4
t
EW= _— @5 @ 16] dzt?P— (7 148t + 554t  708f + 2095t%)
8 a 0 16
2 59 4 177 2

= — = — (0:000158570); 4 .58)
a 524288 16328 a

and the estin ate for the energy isnow only 0.04% low :

2
EQ+r@4+ %= (006507823): 4 59)
a

W e could also m ake sim ilar rem arks about the TM contrbutions.

4 4. Perfectly Conducting Spherical Shell

Now we consider a m assless scalar in three space din ensions, w ith a spherical boundary
on which the eld vanishes. This corresponds to the TE m odes for the electrodynam ic
situation st solved by Boyer (19,122, 124]. T he punpose of this section (adapted from
Ref. [5]) is to em phasize anew that, contrary to the in plication ofR ef. [60,61l,130,171],
the corresponding C asin ir energy is also nite for this con guration.

Thegeneralcalculation n D spatialdim ensionswasgiven in R ef. [224]; the pressure
is given by the omula

Z
X @Q+D 2) @+D 2) ! d -
P = dxx— nh I ®)K &)X : 4 .60)
1D O +1)=2 (Dzl )aD+l 0 dx
=0

Here =1 1+ D=2.ForD = 3 thisexpression reduces to
% 21

1 d
P = 5 241 . 21+ 1) ; d.XX& n I XK 34100 X)=x : (4.61)
This precisely corresponds to the strong limit ! 1 given n @23), if we recall the

comm ent m ade about contact temm s there. Tn Ref. P24] we evaluated expression [£.60)
by continuing in D from a region where both the sum and integrals existed. In that
way, a com pktely nie result was found orallpositive D not equalto an even integer.

Here we will adopt a perhaps m ore physical approach, that of allow ing the tin e-
coordinates In the underlying G reen’s function to approach each other, as describbed in
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Ref. R4]. T hat is, we recognize that the x Integration above isactually a (din ensionless)

In agihary frequency integral, and therefore we should replace
Z Z

1 .
dxf) =~ dye’ £ (I (4.62)
0 1
where at the end we are to take ! 0. Inm ediately, we can replace the x! inside the

logarithm in [Z&7) by x, which m akes the integrals converge, because the di erence is
proportionalto a delta function In the tin e ssparation, a contact term w ithout physical
signi cance.

To proceed, we use the uniform asym ptotic expansions for the m odi ed Bessel
functions, [432). This is an expansion In nverse powers of = 1+ 1=2, low term s In
which tum out to be ram arkably accurate even form odest 1. T he lading termm s in this
expansion are

zZt 1 1
In xTy -2 ®)K 1122 K) ]1’13 + g+ —Jh®+ ::3 (4.63)
wherex= zandt= (1+ Z) ™2 .Here
1
gl = 5 & 6t + 5t°; (4 64a)
1
h () = = @3t 284f+ 1062t  1356t° + 565t%): (4 64b)
The kading temm in the pressure is therefore
X 21 P 1 X 3
P, = 21+ 1 dzt? = = 2)= 0: 4 65
0 som ¢ )O z 5 Za (2 (4.65)

=0 =0
where in the last step we have used the form al zeta function evaluation [£5J) x Here
the rigorous way to argue is to recall the presence of the point-splitting factore* ? and

to carry out the sum on lusihg

Xl iz 1 1
dz2 = —_ - . (4.66)
2isinz =2
=0
O
X o2 i i 2 1
e? = = + : 4.67)

. d(z P2sinz =2 8 s’z =2 shz =2

Then P, is given by the divergent expression
Z
i dz 1

283 231+ 22; (4 68)

P0=

which we argue is zero because the integrand is odd, as justi ed by averaging over
contours passing above and below the pok at z= 0.

Thenext temm in theuniform asym ptotic expansion [4.63), that nvolving g, lkew ise
gives zero pressure, as Intim ated by the form al zeta function dentity [£57), which

x Note that the corresponding TE contribution for the electrom agnetic C asin ir pressure would not be
zero, for there the sum starts from 1= 1.
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vanishes at s = 0. The sam e conclusion ©llow s from point splitting, usng [A.6d) and
arguing that the resulting integrand  Zq°t)=z isodd in z. Again, this cancellation
does not occur in the electrom agnetic case because there the sum startsat 1= 1.
So here the lrading tem which survives is that of order 4 1 A3, nam ely
1 % %
— dzh ©); 4.69)

4 254 2 0
=0

P2:

where we have now dropped the pont-splitting factor because this expression is
com plktely convergent. T he integral over z is
Z

! 35
dzh () = —— 4.70)
0 32768
and the sum over 1is 3 () = ?=2, <o the kading contrbution to the stress on the
sohere is
5 35 2 0:00527094
S, =4 aP,= = : 4.71)

65536a? a?
Num erically this is a terrble approxin ation.
W hat we must do now is retum to the full expression and add and subtract the
Jleading asym ptotic temm s. T his gives

3
S =5, @1+ 1)Ry; 4.72)
2 a2
=0
where
%1 1 1
Ri=0Q;+ dx nzt+ —Zg(t)+ —4h(t) ; 4.73)
0
w here the Integral
Z 1
Q.= dx InPxI ®K)K ()] 4.74)

0
was given the asym ptotic form in Ref. 24,291 @ 1):
35 565 1208767 138008357
0, —+ + + . @4.75)
2 128 32768 3 1048577 ° 2147483648 7 137438953472 °
The rsttwo tems in {£739) cancel the second and third tem s in [E273), of course.

The third term In [£.73) corresponds to h (&), so the last three tem s displayed in [£279)

give the asym ptotic behavior of the ram ainder, which we callw ( ). Then we have,
approxin ately,

1 X 1 X

a

=0 I=n+1

Forn = 1 thisgives S 0:002 852 78=#, and for larger n this rapidly approaches the
value rst given in Ref. 224], and rederived in 225, 1224, 12311]

STE = 0:002817=2%; @.77)
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a value much an aller than the fam ous electrom agnetic result [19,121l,124, 122],

0:04618
§EM = ———; 4.78)
a
because of the cancellation of the lading tem s noted above. Indeed, the TM

contrbution was calculated ssparately in Ref. 230], w ith the result

™ __ l .
S™ = 0:02204=; @.79)
a
and then subtracting the 1= 0 m odes from both contributions we cbtain [£78)
00462
SEM = gTE 4 gTM 4 = : (4 80)
4832 a?

4 5. D ielectric Spheres

The Casin ir selfstress on a uniform dielectric sphere was rst worked out in 1979
216]. Tt was generalized to the case when both elctric pem ittivity and m agnetic
pem eability are present In 1997 232]. Since this calculation is summ arized In my
m onograph 29], we content ourselves here w ith sim ply stating the resul forthe pressure,

= F T3 x°= © ™ 99jwhere " ©are the interior, and "; are the exterior, valies
of the pem ittivity and the pem eability)
Z 3
1 dy 2141 d
P= — —e¥ x— InD;
2at | 2 4 dx

=1
+ 2B x99 &)  ex")sPx)] 2xB&)e)x) ex)sPx)] ;  (481)
w here the \buk" pressure has been subtracted, and

D= b)) dxVeax)T ‘B &I + 2 x)T; (4 82)

w ith the param eter being

w0

o1
0
= g— ; (4.83)
——

and is the tem poral requlator introduced in [@67J). T his resul is obtained either by

com puting the radialradial com ponent of the stress tensor, or from the total eneFr)gy
In general, this result is divergent. H ow ever, consider the special case P—_ 00
that is, when the speed of light is the sam e in both m edia. Then x = x°and the Casin ir

energy derived from [48]l) reduces to
Z &
3 i d 2 0\2

E=4 aP = — dye” @1+ l)x&]nﬂ_ (1)) ]; 4.84)

where

4 .85)
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If = 1we recoverthe case ofaperfectly conducting spherical shell, treated in sectiond4
cf. £Z4)], orwhich E is nite. In fact £384) is nite Prall
O fparticular Interest is the dilute 1im it, where R27]

5 2 00994718 2
E = ; 1: (4 .86)
32 a 2a
[T his evaluation is carried out in the sam e m anner as that of [£24).] & is rem arkablk
that the value for a spherical conducting shell [£78), orwhich = 1, isonly 7% lower,
which asK lich rem arks, is accounted for nearly entirely by the next tetm in the small
expansion.
T here is another dilute 1im it which is also quite surprising. For a purely dielectric
here ( = 1) the kading temm in an expansion in powers of " 1 is nie
233,234,159, 2351

23 (" 1F 0:004 767
E = = (" 1f—-:
1536 a a

T his result coincides w ith the sum ofvan derW aals energies of the m aterialm aking up

theball BO]. The term oforder (" 1) isdivergent [59]. T he establishm ent ofthe resut

[287) was the death knell r the C asin ir energy explanation of sonolim inescence 234]
{ See section[d.

The tem perature correction to this result was st worked out by N esterenko,

Lambiass, and Scapetta 237,1238]. See also Ref. 239].

487)

4 .6. Cylinders

Tt ismuch more di cult to carry out Casin ir calculations for cylindrical geom etries.
W e restrict our attention here to cylinders of circular cross section and In nite
length. A Yhough calculations have been carried out for paralklopiped geom etries
D40, 247, 242, 243, 244, 248, 244, 2473, 248, 249, 250, [251]], the e ects included refer
only to the interior m odes of oscillation. This is because the wave equation is not
separable outside a cube or a rectangular solid. A s a result, divergences occur which
cannot be lgitin ately rem oved, which nevertheless are arti cially rem oved by zeta-—
function methods. It is the view of the author that such nite results are without
m eaning.

But even though circularcylinder calculations are possble, they are considerably
more complex than the cormresponding spherical calculations. This is not mercly
because spherical B essel fiinctions are sin pler than cylinder functions. T he findam ental
di culy in these geom etries is that there is in general no decoupling between TE and
TM modes 252]. Progress In understanding has therefore been much slower in this
regine. It was only in 1981 that it was found that the electrom agnetic C asin ir energy
of a perfectly conducting cylinder w as attractive, the energy per unit length being 253]

0:01356
Een joy1= T; 4 .88)
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for a circular cylinder of radius a. T he corresponding resultt fora scalar eld satisfying
D irichlet boundary conditions of the cylinder is repulsive R54],
0:000606

az

These ideal lim its are nie, but, as with the soherical geom etry, less ideal

con gurations have unram ovabl divergences. For example, a cylindrical -shell
potential, as described earlier, has divergences (in third order) R53]. And it is expected
that a dielectric cylinder w ill have a divergent C asin ir energy, although the coe cient
of (" 1¥ willbe nite for a dilute dielectric cylinder [256], corresponding to a nite
van der W aals energy between the m olecules that m ake up the m aterdal R257]. Recent
progress in understanding these points w ill be described below .

4.89)

Ep oyl =

4.6.1. D iekctric cylinders The follow ng calculation represents work in progress w ith
Ines Cavero-Pelaez. A lthough the calculation rem ains incom plkte, we o er it here as
a detailed exam ple of how a com plicated electrom agnetic calculation is form ulated in
the G reen’s function approach. W e start from the equations satis ed by the G reen’s
dyadics for M axwell’s equations In a m edium characterized by a pem ittivity " and a
pem eability (see Ref. R214]):

r i = %r 1; (4 90a)
r it "0= o; (4 .90b)
where
Y%y = @G+ Ty (4.91)
and where the unit dyadic 1 inclides a three-din ensional function,
1=1 @« H: (4.92)
T he two dyadics are solenoidal,
r =0; (4 .93a)
r °=0: (4 93Db)
T he corresponding second-order equations are
@+ 12my 0= %r € 1); (4 94a)
@+ 1%" ) =4ir 1: (4 .94b)

C Jassically, these G reen’s dyadic equations are equivalent to M axwell’s equations,
and give the solution thereto when a polarization source P is present,
Z

E x)= @x% 6&;x%) P b (4 95)
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Quantum m echanically, they give the one-loop vacuum expectation valuesofthe product
of elds (at a given frequency !)

W (OF @i = - (;r9; (4 .962)
i
O s ~ 1 0
H @©)H @E)i= - r (r;]:o) r : (4 96b)
i1z 2

Thus, from know ledge of the classical G reen’s dyadics, we can calculate the one-loop
vacuum energy or stress.

W e now introduce the appropriate partial wave decom position for a cylinder, a
slight m odi cation of that given for a conducting cylindrical shell 2531k:

Z n
O(I.rO.|)_ Xl ' % (r f)f (r'k") ( .
s )= 2 m 1Ky - mk ( 72)
m= 1 1
i (@]
t T T 2)G @iki!) nx( ;72) ; 4 97a)
b Z ak ™
@ir%!) = S & Be @k ax(2)
m= 1 1
in ©
—r * D) @ki!) nx(72) ; (4 .97b)
w here the cylindrical ham onics are
l im ikz
nk ( 72)= 192:e ey (4 .98)

and the dependence of £, etc. on r’ is in plictt (they are firther vectors in the second
tensor index) . Because of the presence of these ham onics, we have

in ~ @
r 21 r— — M ; (4 .99a)
r Qr
@ Amk
r r 2! rik— — 2d, N ; (4 99%)
Qr r
in tem s of the cylinder operator
1@ @ m?
% r@rr@r r? ( )

Now ifwe use theM axwell equation [£.900) we conclude{

% = Gni (4 101a)
d ¥)E = 1 £ (4.101b)

From the other M axwell equation [£90d) we deduce we now m ake the second,
previously suppressed, position argum ents explicit) (@the prime on the di erential

k It m ight be thought that we could In m ediately use the general waveguide decom position ofm odes
Into those of TE and TM type, for exam plk as given in Ref. [258]. However, this is here In possible
because the TE and TM m odes do not separate. See Ref. [252].

{ The ambiguiy in solving for these equations is absorbed In the de nition of subsequent constants of
Integration.
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operator signi es action on the second, prin ed argum ent)

| 2
ol

G D £ @ir %20 = — L, (%zOM € B (4 102a)

G Dn O @irs %20 = i . (%2ON 0} € 9H; (4.102b)
w here the B essel operator appears,

D, =d, + 2% 2= 12 ¥ (4.103)

Now we do lrt1he separation of variables on the second argum ent,
1

£, )= M F, @k )+ N FL ki) L, (%5295 (4104a)
. h i
1

o )= — N G, @O+ M G, k) L, (%29; (4 104b)

]
where we have now introduced the two scalar G reen’s functions ¥, , G, , which satisfy

121
ok B; (4 105a)

A D Fp 1) =

1
& DGy () = !2} € 9B (4 105b)

whik F, and G, are annihilated by the operatord, D, .
In the follow ing we w ill apply these equations to a dielectric-diam agnetic cylinder
of radius a, where the interior of the cylinder is characterized by a pem itiviy " and

a pem eability , whike the outside isvacuum , so "= = 1 there. Let us com pute the
G reen’s dyadics or the case that the source point is outside, r°> a. Ifthe eld point is
also outside, r;r’> a, the G reen’s dyadics have the form ( = "= 1)
hiet Z gk h i
0= > M me M OE‘m (r;ro;k;! )+ N 0J:‘“m (r;ro;k;! )
m= 1 1 : .
1 h io
+—N N G, @%k;')+ M G, @r%k;!) ( 52) . (%2%; @106
| 2 m r=rr . m r=rr . mk rZ mk IZ)I ( a)
S Z 1 n . h i
- % % _lM N G (t; SQk:s1y+ M X crO s
- 2 | m L5 r-) m(rlrr r-)
m= 1 :
N h io
—N M Fn Grhk;i D)+ N Fn Grokil) ax(52) 5 (%29 (4.106b)

1
From the di erentialequation (4.105d) we see that the G reen’s function F has the form
(m & 0)
nw #

!2 1 r in J
Fn = — —/ — + —Jp kro)H, kn

2 233 - 3 kro)Hp ko)

tagHy (DHL (O + hr™IH, (O + qr®FH, () + dor I ®3; @107

while G, hasthe sam e form with the constantsa, , 1, , Gy , &y replaced by &° , 1B , &,
d® , respectively. The hom ogeneous functions have the form

Fp=8nHn (DH, () + Br " H, ( O+ @ r® ™ H, () + &r*IP°™3; @108)
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and G, rplcesa ! & etc.

W hen the source point is outside and the eld point is inside, there are only
hom ogeneous solutions of the equations, so wemay write orr < a;r°> a
Fp=cri®™i+ £ r"H_ (O+ g ("9 + hy T, (DH, (©);  (4.109)
and similarly ©or G,, Fn, Gn, wih the constants denoted by &, &,, and €,
respectively. Here the outside and Inside form s of are given by

=12 ¥; =2 ¥ (4.110)

T he various constants are to be determ ined, as far as possble, by the boundary
conditionsat r = a. Theboundary conditions at the surface ofthe dielectric cylinder are
the continuity ofthe tangentialcom ponents ofthe electric eld, ofthe nom alcom ponent
of the electric displacem ent, of the nom al com ponent of the m agnetic induction, and
of the tangential com ponents of the m agnetic eld:

E ¢ is continuous; "E, Is continuous;
H . is continuous; H, isoontinuous: 4.111)

T hese conditions are redundant, but we w ill in pose allofthem asa chedk of consistency.
In tem s of the G reen’s dyadics, the conditions read

A 0

is continuous; 4112a)
r=a
2 0 is continuous; (4 112b)
r=a
r W is continuous; 4 112¢)
r=a
r is continuous; 4.112d)
r=a
A is continuous; 4112e)
r=a
2 is continuous: 411259

r=a

A fairly elaborate system of linear equations for the various constants resuls. H owever,
they are not quite su cient to detem ine all the relevant physical com binations. W e
also need to inpose one of the Hem holz equations, say [4.941). From that equation
we leam

Y ksymb= 0; (4 113a)
b —Egkb% 0; (4 113b)
d+ &= o; (4 113c)
m
£4 _'ng £9= 0; (41134d)
"
%4 —ksgnm £= 0; 4113e)

é ;é°= 0; 41139
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w here we have Introduced the abbreviations for any constant K

K=K ksgmK; K=K —EngO: (4.114)
Then from the boundary conditions we can solve for the ram aining constants: F irst,
e= &= 0; (4115a)
§= "= 0; (4 115b)
and
n2 |2mk
Moo= — @ " e (@)% () (4116a)
o BT L Limk 012
a, = ——(« o hy I (@)% (4 .116b)
12 Jn (@) En T, (%)
an = —— + hp, ; (4 1l6c)
22iH, ( a) z Hn ( a)
allin tem s of
, D
hy, = =!“——; (4116d)

w here the denom inators occurring here are

D="al’(%H, (a) ‘& (%2)H? (a); 4a117a)
D= all(%H, (a %, (@H? ( a); (4 117p)
=( %ppD (" Bk’ m 21?02 (a)d? ( %a): 4117c)
T he seoond set of constants is
= n m k 0 0y .
i, = - )fUhmHm (a)dn (a); (4.118a)
@ v k
8y = —2%““—%113 Jn ( ‘@)?; (4.118b)
12 Jn (a) ¢ 0 In (‘)
0 _ * _ “m 0 Ym .
al T 3" 2"hmHm o (4118c)
In tem s of
0 2 (Dv
h) = "1P——: (4.118d)

Tt m ight be thought that m = 0 is a special cass, and indeed

1 e =3 1 r
_— — ' —h—; (4119)

27 j n 2 o
but just as the Jatter is correctly interpreted asthe Im it as n j! 0, so the coe cients
in the G reen’s functions tum out to be jist them = 0 Im its of those given above, so

them = 0 case is properly incorporated.

It isnow easy to check that, asa resul ofthe conditions [AI13d), [AI1130), [EI13d),
[4113d), @1134), [4113p, EI15d) and [41150), the tem s In the G reen’s functions
that involve powers of r or r’ do not contrbute to the electric orm agnetic elds. As
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we m ight well have anticipated, only the pure Bessel finction termm s contrbute. (T his
observation was not noted in Ref. 253].)

W e arenow In a position to calculate the pressure on the surface ofthe sphere from
the radialradial com ponent of the stress tensor,

1
Trr=§"(E‘.2+E§ E )+ ®H?+H? H) ; (4 120)

r r

50 as a result of the boundary conditions [AIT]), the pressure on the cylindrical walls
are given by the expectation value of the squares of eld com ponents jist outside the
cylinder:

1 1
Tor T. = — E°+E;+ ~F;

r=a+ r=at

1 1
t H?°+HZ+ “H’ : 4121)

r
r=a+

T hese expectation values are given by [A.96d) and [4.96), where the latterm ay also be
w ritten as
0y 1 1 0 0
H @©)H @)i= T r;r) r 4.122)

It isquite straightforw ard to com pute the vacuum expectation values In tem softhe
coe cients given above. Further details willbe supplied in a forthcom Ing publication.
T he resulting expression for the pressurem ay then, In a standard m anner, be expressed
after a Euclidean rotation,

A boig; @123)

so that the Bessel functions are replaced by the m odi ed Bessel functions,
2

Jn 6)Hn &) ! —Tn @)Kn @) (4.124)

wherey= a,y’= %, as
Z
nooq x 1 k232 242
P=——— d adka - ——— L YL O¥K, ©F

16 3at y

m= 1

- k’a®  fa®" KL ¢OTYKS @)K )

2
v+ r;—2< Ka? 28 I, ¢OYT @OKa. 0)F

N 1 lm2k2a2 2a2 w 1+ 2("+ l)
L] y4 y(E
m2 2a2
tyE Iy K L ¢OFyK, @Ko &) 5 4125)
w here

L . . 2m2k2a2 252 y o .

= Tt 1 o VIK . )i (4.126a)

= "I OK, ) YK @)L ¢9); (4.126b)

“= yI2 K. @) YK @)L ¢9: (4 1260)
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T his result reduces to the wellknown expression for the C asin ir pressure w hen the

goeed of Iight is the sam e inside and outside the cylinder, that is, when " = 1. Then,
it is easy to see that the denom inator reduces to
N N (n_|_ 1)2
= = 0 1 YIEGKOT (4.127)
where = (" L)=("+ 1). In the num erator Introduce polar coordmnates,
v? = k*a? + 2a’; ka= ysin ; a= yoos ; (4.128)

and carry out the trivial integralover . The resul is

1 %1 X g
P = dy v° —h 1 ?FE.I)T ; 4129)

8 “a* | ., v
which is exactly the nite result derived n Ref. 257], and analyzed In a number of
papers 59,1260, 1261l]. For = 1 this is the fom al result for a perfectly conducting

cylindricalshell rst analyzed in Ref. [253]. O n the otherhand, if isregarded asam all,
and [£I29) is expanded in powers of 2, then the term of order 2 tums out to vanish,
for reasons not yet understood 257, 1261],129]. R ecall that the corresponding coe cient
for a dilute dielectric-diam agnetic sphere [£.88) is not zero.

4.62. Buk Casinir Stress The above expression is incomplte. Tt contains an
uncbservable \buk" energy contribution, which the form alisn would give if either
m edium , that of the Interior with dielctric constant " and pem eability , or that
of the exterior wih dielkctric constant and pem eability unity, 1ls all space. The
corresponding stresses are com puted from the free G reen’s functions,

12 1 r. dn j

@w 23“] z

Fm(o) ;) = ;Gr(ﬂo) ;) = + E'Jm (%cH)H, (m) (4.130)
i

It should be noted that such a Green’s finction does not satisfy the approprate
boundary conditions, and therefore we cannot use [£12]]), but rather onem ust com pute
the interior and exterior stresses individually. B ecause the two scalar G reen’s functions

dieronly by a factor of =" in this case, thes are
s Z Z @ 2
TOE )= &t Tk - B, e ™ Lo ;
= 2 im:1 1 2 1 2 !%2 Qrer® ™ a? AT
(4131)
while the outside buk stress is given by the sam e expression with ! . W hen we

substitute the appropriate interior and exterior G reen’s functions given n [4I130), and
perform the Euclidean rotation, ! ! i we obtain the Pllow ng rather sin ple formula
for the buk contribution to the pressure:
PP=T%@ ) T @)
1 X Z Z
= 552 Sk d VI 9K, ¢ ¢+ AL ¢OKn 9
m= 1

VI WK &) & +mi)L @)Kn ) : (4132)
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This term m ust be subtracted from the pressure given in [£129). Note that this tem
is the direct analog of that found in the case of a dielectric sphere n Ref. 214] { See
[Z&]). Note also that PP = 0 in the specialcase " = 1.

In the follow ing, we w ill be interested in dilute dielectric media, where = 1 and
"1 1. W e easily nd that when the integrand In 18.132) is expanded in powers of
" 1) the krading tem s yied

1 3 Z 1 Z 2 d
pP dyy — (" 1)%°L, @)Kn )
4 2a4m: L0 o 2
1
¢ 1>2(Ta)4 M @Ko @)F+0 " 17
] 1 ha 4 1 3" l)
3 0 "
= S dyy’ In @WKn @)+ ——vL @K, )P+0 " 17 ;
8 2at . 16

(4133)

w here we have introduced polar coordinates as In {4.128) .

4.6.3. D iute D iekectric Cylinder W enow tum to the case ofa dilute dielectricm edim
lling the cylinder, that is, sst = 1 and consider " 1 asanall. The kading term In

the pressure, O [(" 1)), is cbtained from [AI123) by setting = "= 1 everywhere in
the Integrand. T he denom Inator ~ is then uniy, and we get
% 21
w l 3
P 8 25 dyy In @)Kn )7 (4.134)
m= 1 0

which is exactly what is obtained to leading order from the buk stress [4I133):
P P°=0([" 1F}; (4135)

which is consistent with the interpretation of the Casim ir energy as arising from the
paimw ise Interaction of dilutely distribbuted m olecules. In fact, from Ref. R57,1262], we

know that the van der W aals energy vanishes even in order (" 1%, so we expect the
sam e to occurw ith the C asin ir energy, although the latter should diverge in O [("  1)]
5d].

W e now obtaln the expression for the O [(" 1¥] term . Because the general

expression [£1289) is proportionalto " 1, we need only expand the integrand to rst

order in this quantity. Let uswrite it as
Z Z

n 1 1 1 x N
P = d a dka — 4136
16 32t | ) — ( )
m= 1
where we have noted that the (" 1¥ n ~ (Z.126d) can be dropped. Then introducing

polar coordinates as in [£JI28), and expanding the num erator and denom inator
acocording to

N =N+ " 1)N(l)+ 1l =1+ (" 1) 4 i (4437)
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the seocond-order term In the unsubtracted C asin ir pressure is given by
z zZ

" 1FC
T dyy d N®  On©@ . (4.138)
0 0

H ere the correction to the denom inator is
D=y )Kn ) ysif L @K. @+ sh® m?+y* I @K )
ysin® T @K )i 4 139)
and the rsttwo term in the num erator expansion are

p @ —

N®=  y+m®a 2sif )L K. &) Y@ 2sif )L @K, ¢);  @140a)
N® = %m2+y2 vV+m®*@1l 2sif )K? @I )
+ysn® m?+y® +m?Q 2sif ) 4dfcos’ I? ¥)Kn @K @)
+§y2sjn2 L 2s )@®+ ¥)I WK &)
1

Eyzsjnz V+m?@1 2sif ) K2 @I1%y)

+y* s’ s @ 284 ) L, ©)I) K. @K )
+v sn? +sif @ 2sf ) IZ@)K. @KL @)

1
+§y4sjn2 @ 2sA )IPKZ: (4 140b)
T he angular Integrals are trivially
Z Z
.2 4 3
d st = ; dsm=zl; (4.141)

0 0
and then the straightforw ard reduction of [£I39) is

(vv lf X1 Z 1 n
o1 23t dy vy +m?) 2y’ m)I @K )
a 0

m= 1
+ 2y ey + m K @ @)L )
Y&+ n)E ORI vy mIKZ @) .
SIZ@ + 2v' L, I @WK E @) + YO0 K. @) ¢ (4142)
O ur challenge now is to evaluate this quantity.

p@ -

+ 4y'K . ¢)K

4.7. P erspective

T have been working on thisproblem , on and o , since 1998, when I leamed ofR om eo’s
proof R262] that the renom alized van der W aals energy for a dilute dielectric cylinder
was zero. Unfortunately, Thad Jabored under am isconception conceming the form ofthe
G reen’s dyadic, which wasnot in a su ciently general form until I started re-exam ining

thisproblem w ih my graduate student Ines C avero-Pelaez this past year. W e now have
a consistent form al result, which only requires som e delicate analysis to extract the
answer. The results, and further details, w ill follow In a paper to appear later this year.
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T his prom ises to add another bit of understanding to our know ledge of C asin ir forces,
know ledge that seem s to grow only increm entally based on speci ¢ calculations, since a
general understanding is still not at hand.

5. Casimn ir E ects for Solitons

O ur discussion throughout this article so far hasbeen con ned to idealized boundaries,
although we alluded to a dynam icalbasis n the sections referring to the delta-finction
potentials. O f course, from the beginning of the sub gct, it has always been the goal
to descrbe the interactions due to real interfaces, be they constituted of atom s and
m olecules, or due to solutions of the quantum eld equations them selves. The m ost
natural thing to consider is a solitonic background, w here the soliton is a classical eld
con guration which m inin izes the energy, and then consider the e ect of quantum
uctuations around this background eld. Perhaps the rst physical ideas along this

direction were presented in the context ofthebagm odel 263,1264,1265,1266,168,1261,1268].
T he bag is supposed to represent, sam iclassically, the notions of con nem ent, n which
w ithin the bag particles carrying color charge (quarks and glions) are free to m ove
sub Bct to perturbative Q CD Interactions, whereas outside the bag, no colored ob Ects
can exist. Such a bag picture has never actually been derived from QCD , but it form s
an enom ously fruitfiil phenom enological fram ework. Sin ilar pictures can be derived
from truncated m odels R69,1270, 271,272,273, 1274, [275].

C asin ir energies have been discussed In connection w ith the bag m odel since 1980
21,1229, 1268]. @A ctually, a zero-point energy param eter was put In the m odel from
the beginning.) Unfortunately, no rliabl result could be derived because interior
contributions alone are nherently divergent. E orts, however, m ore or less successfiil,
werem ade to extract nite parts [276], and a sum m ary of som e ofthe phenom enological
results can be found in Ref. 29]. P rogress tow ard understanding the divergences prom ise
to lead to m ore reliabl predictions in the near future.

However, for kink and soliton solutions, reliable C asin ir e ects have been found
In a number of cases. The rwviews given at QFEX T 03 [49] by van N ieuwenhuizen,
Bordag, and Ja e are a useful starting point. For exam pl, Refs. [277,12778, 12779] show
that quantum ocorrections to them ass and central charge of supersym m etric solitons are
nonvanishing even though zero-point energies of bosons and fem ions seem to cancel.
T he Bogom olnyibound is saturated because there is only one ferm ionic zero m ode.

Very interesting m ethods have been presented in the past few years by the group
kd by Ja e [280,[165,12811], based on subtraction from the local spectraldensity (related
to derivatives of the phase shiff) the st few Bom tem s, which correspond to low —
order Feynm an diagram s, which m ay be renom alized in the standard m anner. For any
an ooth badckground a nite renom alized vacuum energy is obtained. These m ethods
have been used, as noted in section [ and [4, to critically discuss energies and self
energies of idealized boundaries. In solitonic physics Fahri et al 282] have used these
m ethods to com pute quantum uctuations around static classical solitons in Euclidean
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electrow eak theory, which are unstable, In an attem pt to nd stable quantum solitons.
(See also Ref. [283].) N o solutionshave yet been found, yet som e prom ising nonspherical
candidates exist.

Bordag [284] considers the vacuum energy of a ferm ion In the badkground of a
N jelsen-O lesen vortex (string) 283]. The vacuum energy is de ned by zeta—function
regularization, and is expressed in tem s of the Jost function, evaluated by using the
AbelP lana omula. The quantum correction found in thisway, however, is very sm all.
Tt m ay be that in other cases, such as electroweak strings, the quantum vacuum energy
m Ight have m ore physical relevance, even lading to the stability of the string.

W e should also m ention that Casin ir energies play an im portant role In lattice
simnulations of QCD .For its role in QCD string form ation see, for exam ple, Juge, K utd,
and M omingstar [286,1287] and Luscher and W eisz [288].

6. D ynam ical Casim ir E ects

E verything discussed above referred to static con gurations. In such a case the concept
ofenergy iswellkde ned, but even then, aswehave seen, it isnot easy or noncontroversial
to extract a physically observable e ect. W hen the boundaries arem oving, the situation
is farmore di cul.

In one din ension, the problem seem s tractable. W e can consider a point undergoing
ham onic oscillations, and ask what are the consequences for a scalar eld which must
vanish at that point. W e expect that the resul is the production of real quanta of the

eld. This isthe dynam icalC asin ire ect. H owever the only reliable resuls seem to be
form otions which can be treated perturbatively, or in the opposite extrem e, where the
adiabatic (nstantaneous) approxin ation applies for very rapid changes.

In three din ensions, the situation is stillm ore challenging. H ere we should m ention
the suggestion of Schw nger 289, 290], Pllowed up by Eberlein 291, 1292], Chodos

293,1294)], Carlson 95,2941, V isser 297,1298,1299,1300,13011,13011], and others, that the
copious production of light in sonolum inescence [302, 236] was due to the dynam ical
Casin ire ect, due to the rapid expansion and contraction ofa m icron-sized airbubbles
In water. The origihal estin ation that there was su cjer]}t energy available for this
m echanism wasbased on a naive use ofthe cuto value of% ~! . An actualcalculation
showed that the energy was insu cient by 10 orders ofm agniude [I232)]. D ynam ically,
photons indeed should be produced by QED by a rapidly oscillating bubbl, but to
produce the requisite number (10° per ash) necessitated, if not superhim inal velocities
at Jeast m acroscopic collapse tin e scales oforder 10 1° s, rather than the observed 10 !
s scale BQ].

6.1. Fulling/U nruh/H awking Radiation

One regin e where de niive results exist for quantum particlke production is in the
general relativistic context. The M ooreFullingD avies E ect is the production of
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photons by a m irror undergoing uniform acceleration [303, 1304, [303]. The photon
goectrum isthem al, w ith the tem perature proportionalto the accelkration ofthem irror.
The Unruh e ect isvery sim ilar [30d]. If the free equations of quantum eld theory are
exam Ined in the fram e of an accelerated ocbserver, w ith acceleration a, it is found that
such an observer sees a heatbath of photons, again with T = a=2 . (For a precis
description of these phenom ena see the classic book by B irrell and D avies [307].)

These phenomena naturally are m irrored In gravitational phenomena. The
celbrated H aw king radiation [308] is the production of quanta by a black hole. E nergy
isextracted from the black hole by partickeantiparticle production outside the horizon.
O ne particke escapes, whik the other f2alls Into the black hol. The resulting them al
radiation has a tempermture, In accordance with the expectation from the above,
proportional to the surface graviy of the black hole, or inversely proportional to its
massM :

T-12 16% T . 6d)
M

(A gain, s=e Ref. [307].)

Scully and collaborators [309] have proposed an experin ent to m easure the Unruh
e ect by incting atom s Into a m icrow ave or optical cavity, which atom s then undergo
aceleration. Hu et al [84,1310] persuasively argue that this experin ent w ill not detect
the Unruh e ect, because the latter does not refer to the radiation produced by the
accelerated detector Which is nil), Lorentz invariance, crucial to the Unruh e ect, is
broken by the cavity, the them aldistribution ofphotons In the cavity is not that ofthe
Unruh e ect, and nally that the Inction m echanian w ill produce caviy excitation so
that acceleration no longer plays a crucial roke.

For recent work on moving charges, detectors, and m irrors by Hu's group, see
Ref. [311].

6.2. Terrestrial A pplications

M ost of the calculations of the dynam ical C asin ir e ect have considered scalar elds.
For exam ple, Crocce et al [312] consider a cavity bifircated by a sam iconducting In
w hose properties can be changed in tim e by laser pulses, m odeled by a tin edependent
potential
1 2

Line= EV © &) 62)
T he inhom ogeneous wave equation is solved w ith the tin edependence given asa rst—
order perturbation, w ith the result that if the In is driven param etrically, that is,
In resonance with one of the m odes of the cavity, particke (hoton) production grow s
exponentially. This is in line w ith the expectations from the 1+ 1 din ensional caviy,
where if the length undergoes periodic oscillations at a multiple of the findam ental
frequency o= =L ofthe caviy

LE=L+ Lsink! ot 63)
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for Jarge tin es the energy produced is [313,1314,1315,1314,110]

E = k2!o+ o 1 ooshk!oit; k= 1;2;3;:::: (64)
24 24 L
The k = 0 value is the C asin ir energy corresponding to [2214). A num erical sin ulation
m ethod for calculating particle production in both coan ological and terrestrial settings
isgiven in Ref. [317].

One of the few treatm ents of the 3+ 1 din ensional situation for electrom agnetic
elds is that of UhIn ann et al [318], who oconsider a rectangular caviy of length L
w ith perfectly conducting walls, with a narrow dielectric shb of width a at one end
possessing a tin edependent pem ittiviy " (). The tin e dependence is still treated
perturbatively. Only TM modes are e ective In producing photons, the num ber of

which Increase exponentially on resonance, just as in Ref. [312]:

2
ks a

N i) = shh® ————t ; (6.5)

where k§ is the square of the transverse wave vector, ! is the resonant frequency, and
is the am plitude of the sihusoidal tim evarying pem itivity,

= oonstant+ sin!t: (6.6)

" (t)
T he challenge w illbe to devise a practical experim ent w here this e ect can be observed
in the m icrow ave regin e.

7.Casim ir E ect and the C osm ological C onstant

7.1. Coan obgical Constant P roblkem and Recent O bservations

Tt has been appreciated for many years that there is an apparently fundam ental
con ict between quantum eld theory and the sm allness of the coan ological constant
B,16,1319,1320]. T his is because the zeropoint energy of the quantum elds (including
gravity) In the universe should give rise to an ocbservable coan ological vacuum energy

density,

1

u —; 71

cogmn O Lgll ( )
w here the P Janck length is
P

Lpi= Gy =16 10¥ an: 72)

W euse naturalunitswith ~= c= 1. The conversion factoris~c’ 2 10 Gev an .)

T hism eans that the coan ic vacuum energy density would be
Usmo 10 Gevam ?; (73)

which is 123 orders of m agnitude Jarger than the critical m ass density required to close
the universe:

3H 2
8 Gy

C

=105 10°hiGevam °; (7.4)
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in tem s of the din ensionless Hubble constant, hy = H (=100 km s'Mpc' 0:7.
From relativistic covariance the coam ological vacuum energy density must be the 00
com ponent of the expectation value of the energy-m om entum tensor, which we can
dentify w ith the cosm ological constant:
H @i= ug = ﬁg : (7.5)
W e use the m etric w ith signature ( 1;1;1;1).] O f course this is absurd w ith u given
by Eq. [3), which would have caused the universe to expand to zero density long ago.
For most of the past century, i was the prejudice of theoreticians that the
coan ological constant was exactly zero, although no one could give a convincihg
argum ent. In the last &w years, however, wih the new data gathered on the
brightnessredshift relation for very distant type Ia supemov [321,1322,1323,1324,1325],
corroborated by observations of the anisotropy in the cosn ic m icrow ave badkground
[32d], dbservations of largescale structure [3274], and of the SachsW olf e ect [328].
T hus, it seem s clear that the coan ological constant is near the crtical value, and In fact
m akes up the m aprity of the energy In the universs,

= =8 G .’ 0d5: (7.6)

D ark m atterm akesup m ost ofthe rest. D ata are consistent w ith the value forthe ratio of
pressure to energy predicted by the coan ological constant interpretation, w = p= = 1
329,1330]. For review s of the cbservational situation, see Ref. [331],1332]. It is very hard
to understand how the coan ological constant can be nonzero but sn all. For a recent

exam ple of how di cul thisproblem isto solve, see D olgov [I333].)

7.2.Quantum F luctuations

In Ref. [334,1339] we have presented a plausible scenario forunderstanding thispuzzlke. &k
seem s quite clear that vacuum uctuations in the gravitationaland m atter eldsin at
M Inkow ski space give a zero coam ological constant. O n the other hand, since the work
ofKaluza and K kin [336,1337,1338] i has been an exciting possibility that there exist
extra din ensions beyond those of M Inkow ski spacetine. W hy do we not experience
those din ensions? T he sin plest possibility seem s to be that those extra din ensions are
curled up in a space S of size a, an aller than som e observable lin it.

O f course, In recent years, the idea of extra dim ensions has becom e much m ore
com pelling. Superstring theory requires at least 10 din ensions, six of which must be
com pacti ed, and the putative M theory, supergravity, is an 11 din ensional theory.
Perhaps, ifonly gravity experiences the extra din ensions, they could be ofm acroscopic
size. Various scenarios have been suggested [339,1340, 1341]].

M acroscopic extra din ensions in ply deviations from Newton’s law at such a scale.
F ive years ago, m illin eter scale deviations seem ed plausble, and m any theorists hoped
that the higherdim ensional world was on the brink of discovery. Experin ents were
Initdated [342, 1343]. Recently, the results of de nitive Cavendish-type experim ents
have appeared [344, 1345, 1344, 134°]], which indicate no deviation from Newton’s law
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down to 100 m . (The experin ental constraints on non-N ew tonian graviy discussed in
section [3.8 are so weak as to be useless in this connection.)

T his poses an extrem ely serious constraint form odelHouilders.

Earlier we had proposed [334] that a very tight constraint indeed em erges if we
recognize that com pact din ensions of size a necessarily possess a quantum vacuum or
C asin irenergy oforderu (z) a’ . These can be calculated in sin ple cases. A ppelquist
and Chodos (348, [349] found that the Casin ir energy for the case of scalar eld on a
circle, S = St, was

3 () 5056 10°
Uc = ca 658 = —a4 ; (7.7)
which needs only to be multiplied by 5 for graviton uctuations. The general case of
scalarson S = SY ,N odd, was considered by C andelas and W einberg [350], who found
that the C asin ir energy was positive for 3 N 19, with amaxinmum at N = 13 of
Uc = 1374 10°=a’. The even din ensional case was much m ore subtle, because i
was divergent. K antow skiand M ilton [63] showed that the coe cient ofthe logarithm ic

divergence was unigue, and adopting the P Janck length as the natural cuto , found
N, R R
S”; N even : uC—a4]nLPl,

(7.8)

but y wasalwaysnegative forscalars. In a second paper [351]] we extended the analysis
to vectors, tensors, ferm ions, and tom assive particles, am ong w hich casespositive values
of the (divergent) Casim ir energy could be found. In an unsuccessful attem pt to nd
stable con gurations, the analysis was extended to cases where the intemal space was
the product of spheres [352].

It is in portant to recognize that these C asin ir energies correspond to a cosm ological
constant in our 3 + 1 dimensional world, not in the extra com pacti ed din ensions
or \buk." They constitute an e ective source term in the 4-dim ensional E instein
equations. N ote that because the scale a m akes no reference to ourdin ensional space,
the total free energy of the universe (of volum e V) arising from this source isF = V u,,
S0 as required for dark energy or a coam ological constant,

p= @%F= w T = uwug ; ie, w= 1: (7.9)
The goal, of course, in all these nvestigations was to Inclide graviton
uctuations. However, i Inm ediately becam e apparent that the resuls were gauge-
and reparam eterization-dependent unlessthe D el itV ikovisky form alism was adopted
353,1354,1355,1356]. Thiswas an extraordarily di cul task. Am ong the earlier papers
In which the unigue e ective action is given In sinpl cases we cite Ref. [357]; see
references therein. O nly in 2000 did the general analysis for gravity appear, w ith resuls
fora few specialgeom etries [358]. Cho and K antow skiobtain the unigque divergent part
of the e ective action or S = S?, S%, and S°, aspolynomials in a?. Unrtunately,
once again, they are unabl to nd any stabl con gurations.)

The results orthe coe cient y in [Z8) are ,= 170 10%, 4= 0:489,and

¢ = 5:10, or a? Gc=& 1. Graviton uctuations dom inate m atter uctuations,
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except In the case of a Jarge num ber of m atter elds in a an all num ber of din ensions.
O foourse, i would be very interesting to know the graviton uctuation results for odd—
din ensional spaces, but that seem s to be a m ore di cult calculation; it is far easier to
com pute the divergent part, which appears as a heat kemel coe cient, than the nie
part, which is allthere is in odd-din ensional soaces.

T hese generic results m ay be applied to recent popular scenarios. For exam pl, n
the ADD schem e only gravity propagates in the buk, whilke the RS approach has other
buk eldsin a sihglk extra din ension.

Let us now perform some sinple estin ates of the coan ological constant In these
m odels. The data require a positive coan ological constant, so we can exclude those
cases where the Casin ir energy is negative. If we use the divergent resuls for even
din ensions, m erely requiring that this be lss than the crtical density . inplies the
nequality ( > 0)

a> [ m@E=Lp)]7"80 m; (7.10)

where we can approxin ate (na=Ly)'™  2:9. The absence ofdeviations from Newton’s
law above 100 m rules out all but one of the gravity cases (S?) given by Cho and
K antow ki [358]. Form atter uctuations only, excluded are N > 14 for a singke vector
ed and N > 6 for a sihgk tensor eld. (Fem ions always have a negative Casim ir
energy in even din ensions.) O foourse, it ispossible to achieve cancellations by including
variousm atter eldsand graviy. In generalthe C asin ir energy is cbtained by summ ing
over the species of eld which propagate in the extra dim ensions,
1 X
Utot = - [ ilh@=Lp1) + il

i

e

’
a4

(711)

which leads to a Jower Iim it analogous to [ZJ0). P resum ably, if exact supersymm etry
held in the extra dim ensions (ncliding supersymm etric boundary conditions), the
Casin ir energy would vanish, but this would seam to be di cult to achieve wih hrge

extra dim ensions (1 mm ocorresoonds to 2 10% &V). (See, for exam rlk, Ref. [333].)

T hat there is a correlation between the currently favored value of the coan ological
constant and subm illim eter-sized extra din ensions has been noted qualitatively before
[359,1360,1361,1362]. A rst attem pt to calculate the coam ological constant In temm s of
Casin ir energies In the context of deconstructed extra din ensions is given by Bauer,
Lindner, and Seidl [363].

In summ ary, we have proposad the follow ing scenario to explain the predom inance
of dark energy in the universe.

(1) Quantum uctuations of gravity/m atter elds in extra din ensions give rise to a
dark energy, or cosm ological constant, / 1=a® where a is the size of the extra
din ensions.

(i) The dark energy willbe too hrgeunlessa> 10 300 m.

(iil) Laboratory (Cavendish) tests of Newton’s law requirea < 100 m.
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(iv) Thus, extra din ensions m ay be on the verge of discovery. If serious lin its on the
validity ofN ew tonian gravity can be extended down to 10 m , then we would have
to conclude that

(v) Extra din ensions probably do not exist, and dark energy has another origin, for
exam ple quintessence [364]. However, the fact that the rapidly inproving data
favor the coam ological constant interpretation of dark energy [329, 1330], m akes
alematives disfavored, since they would generally exhibit tin edependence.

8. Future P rospects and P erspectives

In this review we have attem pted to present a personal persoective on the progress
In understanding quantum vacuum energy and is physical inplication in the past
four years. The prin ary stinulus for the developm ent of the sub fct has been the
trem endous progress on the experin ental front. This has brought to the fore issues
that were regarded as arcane, such as the tem perature dependence of the C asin ir forces
between m etalplates, the m eaning of In nities encountered in calculations of quantum

vacuum energy, and the source of the coam ological dark energy, which it is hard to
believe does not have som ething to do wih quantum uctuations, yet is rem arkably
an all. At this point, no de nitive resolution of any of these issues has been given;
yet, progress is rapid, and I hope that this status report m ay help sharpen issues and
contrbute in som e sm allway to the solution of outstanding problem s.

T he reader will have noted that this docum ent is far from even-handed. I have
continued to focus on the use 0fG reen’s function techniques as expounded in my earlier
m onograph [29]. I do not mean to digparage in any way the valuabl progress m ade
using other techniques, including use of zeta—fuinction m ethods, Jost fiinctions, worldline
approaches, and scattering phase-shift form alisn s; although Ido continue to believe that
the G reen’s function approach is the m ost physical. T also have focused on topics that
are of personal interest, so if T have slighted im portant sub fcts and ressarchers, Ibeg
forbearance.

Iwant to close this review by brie v m entioning a few topics that do not seem to

t in the sections above. For exam ple, there has been im portant work in the subgct
ofthe Casin ir e ect in critical systam s by K rech and collaborators [365,151l], in which
they considerm assless excitations caused by critical uctuations of the order param eter
of a condensed-m atter system about the critical tem perature 1= .. For d transverse
din ensions, that force is

F=d 1= 8.1)
a

where is universal. For an application to thinning of super uid heliim Ins, see
Ref. [366]. W illiam s [3614] show s that vortex excitations are the source of the critical
uctuations that give rise to the critical C asim ir force In this situation.
An acoustic analog of the Casin ir e ect has been discussed [368,1369,1370].
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There have been m any extrem ely interesting contributions to cosm ological and
brane-world m odels. Forexam ple, D ow ker [371]] considersthe C asin ire ect in nontrivial
coan ological topologies. A condensate of the m etric tensor m ay stabilize Euclidean
Enstein gravity in a m anner not unrelated to the Casim ir e ect [372]. And Brevik
has questioned the m eaning of the C ardy-Verlinde form ula expressing a bound on the
entropy [373]. (See also Ref. [37/4].) M azur and M ottola [375, 1376] have suggested
that dark energy is quantum vacuum energy due to a causal boundary e ect at the
coan ological horizon { nam ely, that instead of a bladk hole, there are three regions due
to a quantum phase transition (perhaps due to the trace anom aly) in spacetin e itself:
exterior (Schwarzchild) where = p= 0; interior (de Sitter) where = p; and a thin
boundary shellwhere = p. D etails of this proposal are still vague; w thout a detailed
calculation one cannot tell w hether even the vacuum energy w ill em erge correctly.

T here have been m any contrbutions on Casim ir e ects In brane-world scenarios,
for exam ple, Refs. 3714,1378].

F inally, we note that everything we have considered in this review hasbeen at the
one-loop level. R adiative corrections to the Casin ire ect have, in fact, been considered
by several authors. M ost of the calculations have been in situations In which there
is only one signi cant direction: For QED , see Ref. [379,[380], and or * theory, see
Ref. [381],1382] and references therein. T here is an in pressive calculation ofthe radiative
correction to the Casin ir e ect wih a spherical shell boundary, perfectly conducting
as far as electrom agnetian is concemed, but transparent to electrons by Bordag and
Lindig [383].

So we lave the subfct of Casim ir phenomena as a work in progress. It is
clear that quantum uctuation forces are vitally inportant both In the very large
and the very small domains, and that they will play increasingly central roles in
engineering applications. Thus, the sub gct is an exciting interdisciplinary topic, w ith
both fuindam ental and technological spino s. T hus the uncertainty principle is not Jjust
about atom ic and subatom ic physics, but it m ay control our future, n m any senses.
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