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A bstract. Thephenom enaim plied bytheexistenceofquantum vacuum 
uctuations,

grouped under the title ofthe Casim ir e�ect,are reviewed,with em phasis on new

resultsdiscovered in the pastfouryears.The Casim irforcebetween parallelplatesis

rederivedasthestrong-couplinglim itof�-function potentialplanes.Theroleofsurface

divergencesisclari�ed.A sum m ary ofe�ectsrelevantto m easurem entsoftheCasim ir

force between realm aterialsisgiven,starting from a geom etricalopticsderivation of

theLifshitzform ula,and includingarederivation oftheCasim ir-Polderforces.A great

dealofattention isgiven to therecentcontroversy concerning tem peraturecorrections

to the Casim ir force between realm etalsurfaces. A sum m ary ofnew im provem ents

to the proxim ity force approxim ation is given,followed by a synopsis ofthe current

experim entalsituation. New results on Casim ir self-stressare reported,again based

on �-function potentials. Progress in understanding divergences in the self-stress of

dielectricbodiesisdescribed,in particularthestatusofa continuing calculation ofthe

self-stress ofa dielectric cylinder. Casim ir e�ects for solitons,and the status ofthe

so-called dynam icalCasim ire�ect,aresum m arized.Thepossibilitiesofunderstanding

dark energy,strongly constrained by both cosm ologicaland terrestrialexperim ents,in

term sofquantum 
uctuationsare discussed. Throughout,the centrality ofquantum

vacuum energy in fundam entalphysicsin em phasized.
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1. Introduction

The essence ofquantum physics is 
uctuations. That is,knowing the position ofa

particleprecisely m eanslosing allknowledgeaboutitsm om entum ,and viceversa,and

generallytheproductofuncertaintiesofageneralized coordinateqand itscorresponding

m om entum p isbounded below:

�q�p�
~

2
; (1.1)

which re
ectsthefundam entalcom m utation relation

[q;p]= i~: (1.2)

TheHam iltonian com m uteswith neitherqnorpin general;thism eansthatin an energy

eigenstatethe
uctuationsin q and p areboth nonzero:

�q> 0; �p> 0: (1.3)

M oreover, a harm onic oscillator has correspondingly a ground-state energy which is

nonzero:

E ho;n = ~!

�

n +
1

2

�

: (1.4)

Theapparentim plication ofthisisthata crystal,which m ay bethoughtof,roughly,as

a collection ofatom sheld in harm onicpotentials,should havea largezero-pointenergy

atzero tem perature:

E ZP =
X

atom s

1

2
~!; (1.5)

! being thecharacteristicfrequency ofeach potential.

The vacuum ofquantum �eld theory m ay sim ilarly be regarded asan enorm ously

large collection ofharm onic oscillators,representing the 
uctuations of,for quantum

electrodynam ics,the electric and m agnetic �eldsateach pointin space. (Canonically,

them om entum -coordinatepaircorrespond totheelectric�eld and thevectorpotential.)

Putotherwise,theQED vacuum isasea ofvirtualphotons.Thusthezero-pointenergy

density ofthevacuum is

U =
X 1

2
~! = 2

Z
(dk)

(2�)3

1

2
~cjkj; (1.6)

wherek isthewavevectorofthephoton,and thefactorof2re
ectsthetwopolarization

statesofthephoton.

This is an enorm ously large quantity. If we say that the largest wavevector

appearing in the integralisK ,say ~cK � 1019 GeV,the Planck scale,then U � 10115

GeV/cm 3.SoitisnosurprisethatDiracsuggested thatthiszero-pointenergybesim ply

discarded,assom eirrelevantconstant[1](yethebecam eincreasingly concerned about

theinconsistency ofdoing so throughouthislife[2]).Paulirecognized thatthisenergy

surely coupled to gravity,and itwould then give rise to a large cosm ologicalconstant,

so large that the size ofthe universe could not even reach the distance to the m oon
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[3,4].Thiscosm ologicalconstantproblem iswith usto thepresent[5,6].Butthiswas

notthem ostperplexing issueconfronting quantum electrodynam icsin the1930s.

Renorm alization theory,thatis,a consistenttheory ofquantum electrodynam ics,

was invented �rst by Schwinger [7]and then Feynm an [8]in 1948; yet rem arkably,

across the Atlantic, Casim ir in the sam e year predicted the direct m acroscopically

observableconsequenceofvacuum 
uctuationsthatnow bearshisnam e[9].Thisisthe

attraction between paralleluncharged conducting platesthathasbeen so convincingly

dem onstrated by m any experim ents in the lastfew years [10]. Lifshitz and hisgroup

generalized thetheory toincludedielectricm aterialsin the1950s[11,12,13,14].There

were m any experim ents to detect the e�ect in the 1950s and 1960s,but m ost were

inconclusive,because theforceswere so sm all,and itwasvery di�cultto keep various

interfering phenom ena from washing outthe e�ect[15]. However,there could be very

littledoubtoftherealityofthephenom enon,sinceitwasintim atelytied tothetheoryof

van derW aalsforcesbetween m olecules,theretarded version ofwhich had been worked

outby Casim ir[16]justbefore he discovered (with a nudge from Bohr[17])the force

between plates. Finally,in 1973,the Lifshitz theory wasvindicated by an experim ent

by Sabisky and Anderson [18].

Butby and large�eld theoristswereunawareofthee�ectuntilGlashow’sstudent

Boyer carried out a rem arkable calculation ofthe Casim ir self-energy ofa perfectly

conducting sphericalshellin 1968 [19]. Glashow wasaware ofCasim ir’sproposal[20]

that a classicalelectron could be stablized by zero-point attraction,and thought the

calculation m ade a suitable thesis project. Boyer’s result was a surprise: The zero-

pointforce wasrepulsive forthe case ofa sphere. Daviesim proved on the calculation

[21];then a decade laterthere were two independentrecon�rm ationsofBoyer’sresult,

one based on m ultiple scattering techniques [22](now undergoing a renaissance, for

exam ple,see [23])and oneon Green’sfunctionstechniques[24](dubbed source theory

[25]).Applicationsto hadronic physicsfollowed in the nextfew years[26,27,28],and

in thelasttwo decades,therehasbeen som ething ofan explosion ofinterestin the�eld,

with m any di�erentcalculationsbeing carried out[29,10].

However,fundam entalunderstanding has been very slow in com ing. W hy is the

cosm ologicalconstant neither large nor zero? W hy is the Casim ir force on a sphere

repulsive,when itisattractivebetween two plates? And isitpossibleto m akesense of

Casim irforcecalculationsbetween two bodies,oroftheCasim irself-energy ofa single

body,in term s ofsupposedly better understood techniques ofperturbative quantum

�eld theory [30]? Aswewillsee,noneofthesequestionsyethasa de�nitiveanswer,yet

progresshasbeen com ing.Even thetem peraturecorrectionstotheCasim ire�ect,which

wereconsidered by Sauer[31],M ehra[32],and Lifshitz[11]in the1950sand 1960s,have

becom e controversial[33,34,35,36,37,38,39,40,41,42,43,44,45,46,47]. Thus

recentconferenceson the Casim ire�ecthave been quite exciting events[48,49]. Itis

the aim ofthe presentreview to bring the variousissuesinto focus,and suggestpaths

toward the solutionsofthe di�culties. Itisa m ark ofthe vitality and even centrality

ofthis�eld thatsuch a review isdesirable on the heelsoftwo signi�cantm eetingson
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the subject,and lessthan three yearsafterthe appearance oftwo m ajorm onographs

[10,29]on Casim ir phenom ena. There are in addition a num ber ofearlier,excellent

reviews[50,51,52],aswellasm orespecialized treatm ents[53,54,55,56].Throughout

thisreview Gaussian unitsareem ployed.

Thisreview isorganized in thefollowing m anner.In section 2 wecom puteCasim ir

energies and pressures between parallel� function planes,which in the lim it oflarge

coupling reproducetheresultsforascalar�eld satisfying Dirichletboundary conditions

on thosesurfaces.Although theseresultshavebeen described before,clari�cation ofthe

natureofsurfaceenergy and divergencesisprovided.TM m odesarealsodiscussed here

forthe �rsttim e. Then,in section 3 we rederive the Lifshitz form ula forthe Casim ir

forcebetween paralleldielectricslabsusingam ultiplere
ection technique.TheCasim ir-

Polder forces between two atom s,and between an atom and a plate,are rederived.

After reviewing roughness and conductivity corrections,a detailed discussion ofthe

tem perature controversy isgiven,with the conclusion thatthe TE zero-m ode absence

m ustbetaken seriously,which willim ply thatlargetem peraturecorrectionsshould be

seen experim entally. New approachesto m oving beyond the proxim ity approxim ation

in com puting forcesbetween nonparallelplanesurfacearereviewed.A discussion ofthe

rem arkable progressexperim entally since 1997 isprovided. In section 4 aftera review

ofthe generalsituation with respect to surface divergences,TE and TM forces on �-

function spheres are described in detail,which in the lim it ofstrong coupling reduce

to the corresponding �nite electrom agnetic contributions. Forweak coupling,Casim ir

energiesare�nitein second orderin thecoupling strength,butdivergentin third order,

a factwhich hasbeen known forseveralyears. This m irrorsthe corresponding result

for a dilute dielectric sphere, which diverges in third order in the deviation of the

perm ittivity from itsvacuum value. Self-stresses on cylindersare also treated,with a

detailed discussion ofthe status ofa new calculation for a dielectric cylinder,which

should givea vanishing self-stressin second orderin therelativeperm ittivity.Section 5

brie
y sum m arizesrecentwork on quantum 
uctuation phenom ena in solitonicphysics,

which hasprovided theunderlying basisform uch oftheinterestin Casim irphenom ena

overtheyears.Dynam icalCasim ire�ects,ranging from sonolum inescence through the

Unruh e�ect,are the subject ofsection 6. The presum ed basisforunderstanding the

cosm ologicaldark energy in term s ofthe Casim ir 
uctuations is treated in section 7,

where there m ay be a tight constraint em erging between terrestrialm easurem ents of

deviationsfrom Newtonian gravity and the size ofextra dim ensions. The review ends

with a sum m ary ofperspectivesforthefutureofthe�eld.

2. C asim ir E�ect B etw een ParallelPlates: A �-PotentialD erivation

In thissection,wewillrederive theclassicCasim irresultfortheforcebetween parallel

conducting plates [9]. Since the usualGreen’s function derivation m ay be found in

m onographs [29],and was recently reviewed in connection with current controversies

over�nitenessofCasim irenergies[57],wewillherepresenta di�erentapproach,based
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on �-function potentials,which in thelim itofstrong coupling reducetotheappropriate

DirichletorRobin boundaryconditionsofaperfectly conductingsurface,asappropriate

toTE and TM m odes,respectively.Such potentialswere�rstconsidered by theLeipzig

group [58,59], but recently have been the focus ofthe program ofthe M IT group

[60,61,30].Thediscussion hereisbased on a recentpaperby theauthor[62].W e�rst

considertwo �-function potentialsin 1+ 1 dim ensions.

2.1.1+ 1 dim ensions

W e considera m assive scalar�eld (m ass�)interacting with two �-function potentials,

oneatx = 0 and oneatx = a,which hasan interaction Lagrangedensity

Lint = �
1

2

�

a
�(x)�2(x)�

1

2

�0

a
�(x � a)�2(x); (2.1)

where we have chosen the coupling constants � and �0 to be dim ensionless. (Butsee

the following.) In the lim itasboth couplingsbecom e in�nite,these potentialsenforce

Dirichletboundary conditionsatthetwo points:

�;�
0! 1 : �(0);�(a)! 0: (2.2)

The Casim ir energy for this situation m ay be com puted in term s ofthe Green’s

function G,

G(x;x0)= ihT�(x)�(x0)i; (2.3)

which hasa tim eFouriertransform ,

G(x;x0)=

Z
d!

2�
e�i!(t�t

0)
g(x;x0;!): (2.4)

Actually,thisisasom ewhatsym bolicexpression,fortheFeynm an Green’sfunction (2.3)

im pliesthatthefrequency contourofintegration herem ustpassbelow thesingularities

in ! on the negative realaxis,and above those on the positive realaxis[63,64]. The

reduced Green’sfunction in (2.4)in turn satis�es
�

�
@2

@x2
+ �

2 +
�

a
�(x)+

�0

a
�(x � a)

�

g(x;x0)= �(x� x
0): (2.5)

Here�2 = �2 � !2.Thisequation iseasily solved,with theresult

g(x;x0)=
1

2�
e
��jx�x 0j+

1

2��

�
��0

(2�a)2
2cosh�jx � x

0j

�
�

2�a

�

1+
�0

2�a

�

e2�ae��(x+ x
0)�

�0

2�a

�

1+
�

2�a

�

e�(x+ x
0)

�

(2.6a)

forboth �eldsinside,0< x;x0< a,whileifboth �eld pointsareoutside,a < x;x0,

g(x;x0)=
1

2�
e��jx�x

0j+
1

2��
e��(x+ x

0�2a)

�

�
�

2�a

�

1�
�0

2�a

�

�
�0

2�a

�

1+
�

2�a

�

e2�a
�

:

(2.6b)
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Forx;x0< 0,

g(x;x0)=
1

2�
e��jx�x

0j+
1

2��
e�(x+ x

0)

�

�
�0

2�a

�

1�
�

2�a

�

�
�

2�a

�

1+
�0

2�a

�

e2�a
�

:

(2.6c)

Here,thedenom inatoris

�=

�

1+
�

2�a

� �

1+
�0

2�a

�

e2�a �
��0

(2�a)2
: (2.7)

Notethatin thestrongcouplinglim itwerecoverthefam iliarresults,forexam ple,inside

�;�
0! 1 : g(x;x0)! �

sinh�x< sinh�(x> � a)

� sinh�a
: (2.8)

Evidently,thisGreen’sfunction vanishesatx = 0 and atx = a.

W e can now calculate the force on one ofthe �-function pointsby calculating the

discontinuity ofthestresstensor,obtained from theGreen’sfunction (2.3)by

hT��i=

�

@
�
@
�0�

1

2
g
��
@
�
@
0
�

�
1

i
G(x;x0)

�
�
�
x= x0

: (2.9)

W riting a reduced stresstensorby

hT��i=

Z
d!

2�
t
��
; (2.10)

we�nd inside

txx =
1

2i
(!2 + @x@x0)g(x;x

0)

�
�
�
x= x0

=
1

4i��

�

(2!2 � �
2)

��

1+
�

2�a

� �

1+
�0

2�a

�

e2�a +
��0

(2�a)2

�

� �
2

�
�

2�a

�

1+
�0

2�a

�

e�2�(x�a) +
�0

2�a

�

1+
�

2�a

�

e2�x
� �

: (2.11)

Letushenceforth sim plify theconsiderationsby taking them asslesslim it,� = 0.Then

thestresstensorjustto theleftofthepointx = a is

txx

�
�
�
x= a�

= �
�

2i

(

1+ 2

��
2�a

�
+ 1

� �
2�a

�0
+ 1

�

e2�a � 1

��1
)

: (2.12a)

From thiswe m ustsubtractthestressjustto therightofthepointatx = a,obtained

from (2.6b),which turnsoutto bein them asslesslim it

txx

�
�
�
x= a+

= �
�

2i
; (2.12b)

which justcancelsthe1 in bracesin (2.12a).Thustheforceon thepointx = a dueto

thequantum 
uctuationsin thescalar�eld isgiven by thesim ple,�niteexpression

F = hTxxi

�
�
�
x= a�

� hTxxi

�
�
�
x= a+

= �
1

4�a2

Z
1

0

dyy
1

(y=� + 1)(y=�0+ 1)ey � 1
: (2.13)

Thisreducesto thewell-known,L�uscherresult[65,66]in thelim it�;�0! 1 ,

lim
�= �0! 1

F = �
�

24a2
; (2.14)
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0.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 20.0
λ

-0.15

-0.10

-0.05

F
a2

Figure 1. Casim irforce (2.13)between two �-function pointshaving strength � and

separated by a distancea.

and for� = �0isplotted in Fig.1.

Recently, Sundberg and Ja�e [67]have used their background �eld m ethod to

calculatetheCasim irforcedueto ferm ion �eldsbetween two �-function spikesin 1+ 1

dim ension.Apartfrom quibblesaboutin�niteenergies,in thelim it� ! 1 theyrecover

thesam eresultasforscalar,(2.14),which isasexpected [68],sincein theideallim itthe

relativefactorbetween scalarand spinorenergiesis2(1� 2�D )in D spatialdim ensions,

i.e.,7/4 forthreedim ensionsand 1 forone.

W e can also com pute the energy density. In this sim ple m assless case, the

calculation appears identical, because txx = t00 (re
ecting the conform alinvariance

ofthefreetheory).The energy density isconstant[(2.11)with � = 0]and subtracting

from itthe a-independentpartthatwould be presentifno potentialwere present,we

im m ediate see thatthe totalenergy is E = Fa,so F = � @E =@a. This result di�ers

signi�cantly from that given in Refs.[61,60,69],which is a divergent expression in

them asslesslim it,nottransform ableinto theexpression found by thisnaiveprocedure.

However,thatresultm ay be easily derived from the following expression forthe total

energy,

E =

Z

(dr)hT00i=
1

2i

Z

(dr)(@0@00 � r2)G(x;x0)

�
�
�
x= x0

=
1

2i

Z

(dr)

Z
d!

2�
2!2G(r;r); (2.15)

ifweintegratebypartsandom itthesurfaceterm .IntegratingovertheGreen’sfunctions

in thethreeregions,given by (2.6a),(2.6b),and (2.6c),weobtain for� = �0,

E =
1

2�a

Z 1

0

dy
1

1+ y=�
�

1

4�a

Z 1

0

dyy
1+ 2=(y+ �)

(y=� + 1)2ey � 1
; (2.16)
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where the �rst term is regarded as an irrelevant constant (�=a is constant),and the

second isthesam easthatgiven by equation (70)ofRef.[60]upon integration by parts.

The origin ofthisdiscrepancy with the naive energy isthe existence ofa surface

contribution to the energy. Because @�T
�� = 0,we have,fora region V bounded by a

surfaceS,

0=
d

dt

Z

V

(dr)T00 +

I

S

dSiT
0i
: (2.17)

HereT0i= @0�@i�,soweconcludethatthereisan additionalcontribution totheenergy,

E s = �
1

2i

Z

dS � r G(x;x0)

�
�
�
x0= x

(2.18a)

= �
1

2i

Z
1

�1

d!

2�

X d

dx
g(x;x0)

�
�
�
x0= x

; (2.18b)

wherethederivativeistakenattheboundaries(herex = 0,a)inthesenseoftheoutward

norm alfrom the region in question. W hen thissurface term istaken into accountthe

extraterm sin (2.16)aresupplied.Theintegrated form ula(2.15)autom aticallybuildsin

thissurfacecontribution,astheim plicitsurfaceterm in theintegration byparts.(These

term sareslightly unfam iliarbecausethey donotarisein casesofNeum ann orDirichlet

boundary conditions.) See Fulling [70]forfurtherdiscussion. Thatthe surface energy

ofan interface arisesfrom the volum e energy ofa sm oothed interface isdem onstrated

in Ref.[62],and elaborated in section 2.4.

Itisinteresting to considerthe behaviorofthe force orenergy forsm allcoupling

�. It isclear that,in fact,(2.13)is notanalytic at� = 0. (This re
ects an infrared

divergencein theFeynm an diagram calculation.) Ifweexpand outtheleading �2 term

we are left with a divergent integral. A correct asym ptotic evaluation leads to the

behavior

F �
�2

4�a2
(ln2� + 
); E � �

�2

4�a
(ln2� + 
 � 1); � ! 0: (2.19)

Thisbehaviorindeed wasanticipated in earlierperturbative analyses. In Ref.[57]the

generalresultwasgiven fortheCasim irenergy foraD dim ensionalspherical�-function

potential(a factorof1=4� wasinadvertently om itted)

E = �
�2

�a

�
�
D �1

2

�
�(D � 3=2)�(1� D =2)

21+ 2D [�(D =2)]2
: (2.20)

Thispossessesan infrared divergence asD ! 1:

E
(D = 1) =

�2

4�a
�(0); (2.21)

which isconsistentwith thenonanalyticbehaviorseen in (2.19).

2.2.ParallelPlanesin 3+ 1 Dim ensions

Itistrivialto extractthe expression forthe Casim irpressure between two � function

planesin three spatialdim ensions,where the background liesatx = 0 and x = a.W e
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m erely haveto insertinto theabovea transverse m om entum transform ,

G(x;x0)=

Z
d!

2�
e�i!(t�t

0)

Z
(dk)

(2�)2
eik�(r�r

0)? g(x;x0;�); (2.22)

where now �2 = �2 + k2 � !2. Then g hasexactly the sam e form asin (2.6a){(2.6c).

Thereduced stresstensorisgiven by,forthem asslesscase,

txx =
1

2
(@x@x0 � �

2)
1

i
g(x;x0)

�
�
�
x= x0

; (2.23)

so weim m ediately seethattheattractivepressure on theplanesisgiven by (� = �0)

P = �
1

32�2a4

Z 1

0

dyy3
1

(y=� + 1)2ey � 1
; (2.24)

which coincideswith theresultgiven in Refs.[30,71].Theleading behaviorforsm all�

is

P
TE � �

�2

32�2a4
; � � 1; (2.25a)

whileforlarge� itapproacheshalfofCasim ir’sresult[9]forperfectlyconductingparallel

plates,

P
TE � �

�2

480a4
; � � 1: (2.25b)

TheCasim irenergy perunitarea again m ightbeexpected to be

E = �
1

96�2a3

Z 1

0

dy
y3

(y=� + 1)2ey � 1
=
1

3

P

a
; (2.26)

because then P = � @

@a
E.In fact,however,itisstraightforward to com pute theenergy

density hT00iisthe three regions,x < 0,0 < x < a,and a < x,and then integrate it

overx to obtain the energy/area,which di�ersfrom (2.26)because,now,there exists

transverse m om entum . W e also m ust include the surface term (2.18a), which is of

oppositesign,and ofdoublem agnitude,to thek2 term .Thenetextra term is

E0=
1

48�2a3

Z 1

0

dyy2
1

1+ y=�

�

1�
y=�

(y=� + 1)2ey � 1

�

: (2.27)

Ifweregard �=a asconstant(so thatthestrength ofthecoupling isindependentofthe

separation between theplanes)wem ay drop the�rst,divergentterm hereasirrelevant,

being independentofa,becausey = 2�a,and then thetotalenergy is

E = �
1

96�2a3

Z 1

0

dyy3
1+ 2=(� + y)

(y=� + 1)2ey � 1
; (2.28)

which coincideswith them asslesslim itoftheenergy �rstfound by Bordag etal [58],

and given in Refs.[30,71]. As noted in section 2.1,this result m ay also readily be

derived through use of(2.15). W hen di�erentiated with respectto a,(2.28),with �=a

�xed,yieldsthepressure (2.24).

In thelim itofstrong coupling,weobtain

lim
�! 1

E = �
�2

1440a3
; (2.29)

which isexactlyone-halftheenergyfound byCasim irforperfectly conductingplates[9].

Evidently,in thiscase,theTE m odes(calculated here)and theTM m odes(calculated

in thefollowing subsection)giveequalcontributions.
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2.3.TM M odes

To verify this claim ,we solve a sim ilar problem with boundary conditions that the

derivativeofg iscontinuousatx = 0 and a,

@

@x
g(x;x0)

�
�
�
x= 0;a

iscontinuous; (2.30a)

butthefunction itselfisdiscontinuous,

g(x;x0)

�
�
�
x= a+

x= a�

= �a
@

@x
g(x;x0)

�
�
�
x= a

; (2.30b)

and sim ilarly at x = 0. These boundary conditions reduce, in the lim it of

strong coupling, to Neum ann boundary conditions on the planes, appropriate to

electrom agneticTM m odes:

� ! 1 :
@

@x
g(x;x0)

�
�
�
x= 0;a

= 0: (2.30c)

Itiscom pletely straightforward to work outthe reduced Green’sfunction in this

case.W hen both pointsarebetween theplanes,0< x;x0< a,

g(x;x0)=
1

2�
e��jx�x

0j+
1

2�~�

� �
��a

2

� 2

2cosh�(x � x
0)

+
��a

2

�

1+
��a

2

� h

e�(x+ x
0)+ e��(x+ x

0�2a)

i�

; (2.31a)

whileifboth pointsareoutsidetheplanes,a < x;x0,

g(x;x0)=
1

2�
e��jx�x

0j

+
1

2�~�

��a

2
e��(x+ x

0�2a)

��

1�
��a

2

�

+

�

1+
��a

2

�

e2�a
�

; (2.31b)

wherethedenom inatoris

~�=

�

1+
��a

2

� 2

e2�a �

�
��a

2

� 2

: (2.32)

It is easy to check that in the strong-coupling lim it,the appropriate Neum ann

boundary condition (2.30c)isrecovered.Forexam ple,in theinteriorregion,0< x;x0<

a,

lim
�! 1

g(x;x0)=
cosh�x< cosh�(x> � a)

� sinh�a
: (2.33)

Now wecan com putethepressureon theplaneby com puting thexx com ponentof

thestresstensor,which isgiven by (2.23),

txx =
1

2i
(� �

2 + @x@
0
x)g(x;x

0)

�
�
�
x= x0

: (2.34)

Theaction ofderivativeson exponentialsisvery sim ple,so we�nd

txx

�
�
�
x= a�

=
1

2i

"

� � �
2�

~�

�
��a

2

� 2
#

; (2.35a)

txx

�
�
�
x= a+

= �
1

2i
�; (2.35b)
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Figure 2. TE and TM Casim irpressuresbetween �-function planeshaving strength

� and separated by a distancea.

so the
ux ofm om entum deposited in theplanex = a is

txx

�
�
�
x= a�

� txx

�
�
�
x= a+

=
i�

�
2

��a
+ 1

�2
e2�a � 1

; (2.36)

and then by integrating over frequency and transverse m om entum we obtain the

pressure:

P
TM = �

1

32�2a4

Z 1

0

dyy3
1

�
4

�y
+ 1

�2
ey � 1

: (2.37)

In thelim itofweak coupling,thisbehavesasfollows:

P
TM � �

15

64�2a4
�
2
; (2.38)

which is to be com pared with (2.25a). In strong coupling,on the other hand,it has

precisely thesam elim itastheTE contribution,(2.25b),which con�rm stheexpectation

given atthe end ofthe previoussubsection. Graphsofthe two functionsare given in

Fig.2.

Forcalibration purposes we give the Casim ir pressure in practicalunits between

idealperfectly conducting parallelplatesatzero tem perature:

P = �
�2

240a4
~c= �

1:30 m Pa

(a=1�m )4
: (2.39)

2.4.Surface energy asbulk energy ofboundary layer

Here we show that the surface energy can be interpreted as the bulk energy ofthe

boundary layer.W edo thisby considering a scalar�eld in 1+ 1 dim ensionsinteracting
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with thebackground

Lint = �
�

2
�
2
�; (2.40)

where

�(x)=

(

h; � �

2
< x < �

2
;

0; otherwise;
(2.41)

with theproperty thath� = 1.Thereduced Green’sfunction satis�es
�

�
@2

@x2
+ �

2 + ��(x)

�

g(x;x0)= �(x� x
0): (2.42)

Thism ay beeasily solved in theregion oftheslab,� �

2
< x < �

2
,

g(x;x0)=
1

2�0

n

e��
0jx�x 0j+

1

�̂

h

(�02 � �
2)cosh�0(x+ x

0)

+ (�0� �)2e��
0�cosh�0(x� x

0)

io

: (2.43)

Here�0=
p
�2 + �h,and

�̂ = 2�� 0cosh�0� + (�2 + �
02)sinh�0�: (2.44)

This result m ay also easily be derived from the m ultiple re
ection form ulas given in

section 3.1,and agreeswith thatgiven by Graham and Olum [72]. The energy ofthe

slab now isobtained by integrating theenergy density

t
00 =

1

2i
(!2 + @x@x0 + �h)g

�
�
�
x= x0

(2.45)

overfrequency and thewidth oftheslab.Thisgivesthevacuum energy oftheslab

E s =
1

2

Z
1

�1

d�

2�

1

2�0�̂

h

(�0� �)2(� �
2 � �

02 + �h)e��
0�
�

+ (�02 � �
2)(� �

2 + �
02 + �h )

sinh�0�

�

i

: (2.46)

Ifwenow takethelim it� ! 0 and h ! 1 so thath� = 1,weim m ediately obtain

E s =
1

2�

Z 1

0

d�
�

� + 2�
; (2.47)

which preciselycoincideswith one-halftheconstantterm in (2.16),with � therereplaced

by �a here.

Thereisno surfaceterm in thetotalCasim irenergy aslong astheslab isof�nite

width,because we m ay easily check that d

dx
gj
x= x0

iscontinuousatthe boundaries� �

2
.

However,ifwe only considertheenergy internalto theslab we encounternotonly the

energy (2.15)buta surfaceterm from theintegration by parts.Itisonly thisboundary

term thatgivesriseto E s,(2.47),in thisway ofproceeding.

Further insight is provided by exam ining the localenergy density. In this we

follow the work ofGraham and Olum [72,73]. However, let us proceed here with

m oregenerality,and considerthestresstensorwith an arbitrary conform alterm ,

T
�� = @

�
�@

�
� �

1

2
g
��(@��@

�
� + �h�

2)� �(@�@� � g
��
@
2)�2; (2.48)
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in d + 2 dim ensions, d being the num ber of transverse dim ensions. Applying the

corresponding di�erentialoperator to the Green’s function (2.43),introducing polar

coordinatesin the(�;k)plane,with � = � cos�,k = � sin�,and

hsin2�i=
d

d+ 1
; (2.49)

wegetthefollowing form fortheenergy density within theslab,

T
00 =

2�d�2 ��(d+ 1)=2

�((d+ 3)=2)

Z
1

0

d� �d

�0�̂

n

(�02 � �
2)
�
(1� 4�)(1+ d)�02 � �

2
�
cosh2�0x

� (�0� �)2e��
0�
�
2

o

: (2.50)

From this we can calculate the behavior of the energy density as the boundary is

approached from theinside:

T
00 �

�(d+ 1)�h

2d+ 4�(d+ 1)=2�((d+ 3)=2)

1� 4�(d+ 1)=d

(� � 2jxj)d
; jxj! �=2: (2.51)

Ford = 2 forexam ple,thisagreeswith theresultfound in Ref.[72]for� = 0:

T
00 �

�h

96�2

(1� 6�)

(�=2� jxj)d
; jxj!

�

2
: (2.52)

Notethat,asweexpect,thissurfacedivergencevanishesfortheconform alstresstensor

[74],where� = d=4(d+ 1).(Therewillbesubleading divergencesifd > 2.)

W e can also calculate the energy density on the otherside ofthe boundary,from

theGreen’sfunction forx;x0< � �=2,

g(x;x0)=
1

2�

�

e��jx�x
0j� e�(x+ x

0+ �)(�02 � �
2)
sinh�0�

�̂

�

; (2.53)

and thecorresponding energy density isgiven by

T
00 = �

d(1� 4�(d+ 1)=d)

2d+ 2�(d+ 1)=2�((d+ 3)=2)

Z 1

0

d� �d+ 1
1

�̂
(�02 � �

2)e2�(x+ �=2)sinh�0�; (2.54)

which vanishesifthe conform alvalue of� isused. The divergentterm ,asx ! � �=2,

is just the negative ofthat found in (2.51). This is why, when the totalenergy is

com puted by integrating the energy density,itis�nite ford < 2,and independent of

�. The divergence encountered for d = 2 m ay be handled by renorm alization ofthe

interaction potential[72]. In the lim it as h ! 1 ,h� = 1,we recover the divergent

expression (2.47)ford = 0,orin general

lim
h! 1

E s =
1

2d+ 2�(d+ 1)=2�((d+ 3)=2)

Z 1

0

d� �d
�

� + 2�
: (2.55)

Therefore,surfacedivergenceshavean illusory character.

Forfurtherdiscussion on surfacedivergences,seesection 4.1.
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3. C asim ir E�ect B etw een R ealM aterials

3.1.The LifshitzForm ula Revisited

Asaprolegom enatothederivation oftheLifshitzform ulafortheCasim irforcebetween

paralleldielectricslabs,letusnotethattheresultsin theprevioussection m ay beeasily

derived geom etrically,in term s ofm ultiple re
ections. Suppose we have translational

invariancein theyand zdirections,soin term sofreduced Green’sfunctions,everything

isone-dim ensional. Suppose atx = 0 and x = a we have discontinuitiesgiving rise to

re
ection and transm ission coe�cients.Thatis,ifweonly had thex = 0 interface,the

reduced Green’sfunction would havetheform

g(x;x0)=
1

2�

�

e��jx�x
0j+ re��(x+ x

0)

�

; (3.1a)

forx;x0> 0,whileforx0> 0> x,

g(x;x0)=
1

2�
te��(x

0�x)
: (3.1b)

Sim ilarly,ifweonlyhad theinterfaceatx = a,wewould havesim ilarlyde�ned re
ection

and transm ission coe�cientsr 0 and t0. Transm ission and re
ection coe�cientsde�ned

forawaveincidentfrom theleftinstead oftherightwillbedenoted with tildes.Ifboth

interfacesare present,we can calculate the Green’sfunction in the region to the right

oftherightm ostinterfacex;x0> a in theform

g(x;x0)=
1

2�

�

e��jx�x
0j+ Re��(x+ x

0�2a)

�

; (3.2a)

whereR m ay beeasily com puted by sum m ing m ultiple re
ections:

R = r
0+ t

0e��a re��a ~t0+ t
0e��a re��a ~r0e��a re��a ~t0+ :::

= r
0+

rt0~t0

e2�a � r~r0
: (3.2b)

FortheTE �-function potential(2.1),r= ~r= � (1+ 2�a=�)�1 ,and t= ~t= 1+ r,and we

im m ediately recovertheresult(2.6b).Butthesam eform ula appliesto electrom agnetic

m odesin a dielectric m edium with two parallelinterfaces,wheretheperm ittivity is

"(x)=

8
><

>:

"1; x < 0;

"3; 0< x < a;

"2; a < x:

: (3.3)

In thatcase[75]

r=
�3 � �1

�3 + �1
; r

0=
�2 � �3

�2 + �3
; ~r0= � r

0
; (3.4a)

and

t
0= 1+ r

0
; ~t0= 1� r

0
; (3.4b)

where�2i = k2 � !2�i.Substituting theseexpressionsinto (3.2b)weobtain

R =
�2 � �3

�2 + �3
+

4�2�3

�23 � �22

1
�3+ �1
�3�� 1

�3+ �2
�3�� 2

e2�3a � 1
; (3.5)
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which coincideswith theform ula (3.16)given in Ref.[29].

However, to calculate m ost readily the force between the slabs, we need the

corresponding form ula for the reduced Green’s function between the interfaces. This

m ay also bereadily derived by m ultiplere
ections:

g(x;x0)=
1

2�

h

e��jx�x
0j+ ~r0e��(2a�x�x

0)+ r~r0e��(2a�x
0+ x)+ r~r02e��(4a�x�x

0)

+ r
2~r02e��(4a+ x�x

0)+ :::

+ re��(x
0+ x)+ r~r0e��(2a+ x

0�x) + r
2~r0e��(2a+ x

0+ x)+ r
2~r02e��(4a+ x

0�x) + :::

i

=
1

2�

n

e��jx�x
0j+

1

e2�a � r~r0

h

2r~r0cosh�(x� x
0)+ ~r0e�(x+ x

0)+ re��(x+ x
0�2a)

io

:

(3.6)

Indeed,thisreducesto (2.6a)when the appropriate re
ection coe�cientsare inserted.

Thepressureon theplanesm ay becom puted from thediscontinuity in thestresstensor,

or

txx

�
�
�
x= a�

� txx

�
�
�
x= a+

=
1

2i
(� �

2 + @x@x0)g(x;x
0)

�
�
�
x= x0= a�

x= x0= a+

=
i�

1

r

1

~r0
e2�a � 1

;(3.7)

from which the�-potentialresults(2.12a)and (2.12b)follow im m ediately.Forthecase

ofparalleldielectric slabsthe TE m odestherefore contribute the following expression

forthepressurez:

P
TE =

Z 1

�1

d!

2�

Z
(dk)

(2�)2

i�3
�3+ �2
�3�� 2

�3+ �1
�3�� 1

e2�3a � 1
: (3.8)

Thecontribution from theTM m odesareobtained by thereplacem ent

� ! �
0=

�

"
; (3.9)

exceptin theexponentials[75].Thisgivesfortheforceperunitareaatzerotem perature

P
T= 0
Casim ir = �

1

4�2

Z 1

0

d�

Z 1

0

dk2�3
�
d
�1 + d

0�1
�
; (3.10)

with thedenom inatorsherebeing [�i=
p
k2 + �2"i(i�)]

d =
�3 + �1

�3 � �1

�3 + �2

�3 � �2
e2�3a � 1; d

0=
�03 + �01

�03 � �01

�03 + �02

�03 � �02
e2�3a � 1;(3.11)

which correspond to the TE and TM Green’s functions, respectively. This is the

celebrated Lifshitzform ula[11,12,13,14],which weshalldiscussfurtherin thefollowing

subsections.W em erely noteherethatifwetakethelim it"1;2 ! 1 ,and set"3 = 1,we

recover Casim ir’sresultforthe attractive force between parallel,perfectly conducting

plates(2.39).

Henkeletal[76]havecom puted theCasim irforceatshortdistances(� 1nm )from

interactionsbetween polaritons.Theirresultagreeswith theLifshitz form ula with the

plasm a form ula (3.33)em ployed,seeRef.[77,78].

z Forthecaseofdielectricslabs,thepropagation constant� isdi�erenton thetwo sides;weom itthe

term corresponding to thefreepropagator,however.In theenergy,theom itted term sareproportional

to the volum eofeach slab,and thereforecorrespond to the volum eorbulk energy ofthe m aterial.
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3.2.The Relation to van derW aalsForces

Now supposethecentralslab consistsofatenuousm edium and thesurroundingm edium

isvacuum ,so thatthedielectricconstantin theslab di�ersonly slightly from unity,

� � 1� 1: (3.12)

Then,with a sim plechangeofvariable,

� = �p; (3.13)

wecan recasttheLifshitzform ula (3.10)into theform

P � �
1

32�2

Z 1

0

d� �3["(�)� 1]2
Z 1

1

dp

p2
[(2p2 � 1)2 + 1]e�2�pa: (3.14)

Ifthe separation ofthe surfacesislarge com pared to the wavelength characterizing ",

a�c � 1,we can disregard thefrequency dependence ofthedielectric constant,and we

�nd

P � �
23("� 1)2

640�2a4
: (3.15)

Forshortdistances,a�c � 1,theapproxim ation is

P � �
1

32�2
1

a3

Z
1

0

d�("(�)� 1)2: (3.16)

These form ulasare identicalwith the well-known forcesfound forthe com plem entary

geom etry in Ref.[79].

Now wewish toobtain theseresultsfrom thesum ofvan derW aalsforces,derivable

from a potentialoftheform

V = �
B

r

: (3.17)

W edo thisby com puting theenergy (N = density ofm olecules)

E = �
1

2
B N 2

Z a

0

dz

Z a

0

dz0
Z

(dr? )(dr
0
? )

1

[(r? � r0
?
)2 + (z� z0)2]
=2

:(3.18)

Ifwe disregard the in�nite self-interaction term s (analogous to dropping the volum e

energy term sin theCasim ircalculation),weget[79,80]

P = �
@

@a

E

A
= �

2�B N 2

(2� 
)(3� 
)

1

a
�3
: (3.19)

So then,upon com parison with (3.15),weset
 = 7 and in term softhepolarizability,

� =
"� 1

4�N
; (3.20)

we�nd

B =
23

4�
�
2
; (3.21)

or,equivalently,werecovertheretarded dispersion potentialofCasim irand Polder[16],

V = �
23

4�

�2

r7
; (3.22)
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whereasforshortdistanceswerecoverfrom (3.16)theLondon potential[81],

V = �
3

�

1

r6

Z 1

0

d� �(�)2: (3.23)

Recent, nonperturbative approaches to Casim ir-Polder forces include that of

Buhm ann etal[82].

3.2.1.ForceBetween a M oleculeand a Plate Onecan also calculatetheforcebetween

apolarizablem olecule,with electricpolarizability �(!),and adielectricslab.A sim ple,

gauge-invariantway ofdoing thisstartsfrom thevariationalform [79,29]

�W = �

Z
1

�1

dt�E = �
i

2

Z

(dx)�"(x)�kk(x;x); (3.24)

where�"(r)= 4��(!)�(r� R ),R denoting theposition ofthem olecule.Here� isthe

electrom agneticGreen’sdyadic,de�ned by

�(r;r0)= ihE (r)E (r0)i: (3.25)

In term softhereduced Green’sfunction,de�ned by (2.22),then

�E =
i

2
4�

Z
d!

2�

d2k

(2�)2
�(!)gkk(x;x;!;k): (3.26)

Itiseasily seen how thetraceofthereduced Green’sfunction can beexpressed in term s

ofthereduced TE and TM Green’sfunctions,

gkk =

�

!
2
g
TE +

k2

""0
g
TM +

1

"

@

@x

1

"0

@

@x0
g
TM

� �
�
�
�
x= x0

: (3.27)

Fora single interface,the Green’sfunctionsto therightofa dielectric slab situated in

thehalf-spacex < 0 aregiven by (3.1a)with there
ection coe�cientsin thevacuum

r
TE =

� � �1

� + �1
; r

TM =
� � �1="1

� + �1="1
; (3.28)

where�2 = k2 + �2 and �21 = k2 + �2"1.In thisway,weim m ediately obtain theenergy

between a dielectricslab (perm ittivity "1)and a polarizablem oleculea distanceZ from

it:

E slab;m ol= �
1

16�2

Z 1

0

d�4��(�)

Z 1

0

dk2
1

�
e�2�Z

�

� �
2� � �1

� + �1
+ (2k2 + �

2)
"1� � �1

"1� + �1

�

:

(3.29)

Ifthe separation between the plate and the m olecule islarge,we expectthatwe m ay

neglect the frequency dependence ofthe polarizability,�(�)! �(0). There are then

two sim plelim its.Ifwetake"1 ! 1 wearedescribing a perfectly conducting plane,in

which caseweim m ediately obtain theresult�rstgiven by Casim irand Polder[16]

E m etal;m ol= �
3�(0)

8�Z4
: (3.30)

On theotherhand,wecould considera tenuousm edium ,("1 � 1)� 1,in which case

E dilute;m ol= �
23

160�

�(0)("1 � 1)

Z 4
: (3.31)
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The latter should be,as in the previous subsection,interpretable as the sum of

pairwise van derW aals interactions between the externalm olecule and the m olecules

which m akeup theslab,given by theCasim ir-Polderinteraction (3.22).Thenetenergy

then is

�
23

4�
�N

Z 1

Z

dz

Z 1

0

d� �

Z 2�

0

d�
�(0)

(z2 + �2)7=2
= �

23

4�
�
N 2�

20

�(0)

Z 4
; (3.32)

which coincideswith (3.31)when (3.20)isused.

Theforcebetween am oleculeand aplatehasbeen m easured by Sukenik etal.[83],

whoactuallyveri�ed theforcebetween am oleculeand twoplates[84]attheroughly10%

level.Recently,thisresulthasbeen questioned (ataboutthesam elevelofaccuracy)by

Bordag[85],who argued thata subtleerrorinvolving thequantization ofgauge�eldsin

thepresenceofboundarieswasm adebyCasim irandPolder[16]andsubsequentworkers.

The factthatthe resultcan be given an unam biguousgauge-invariantderivation,and

that it is closely related to the Lifshitz form ula and the retarded dispersion van der

W aalsforcesuggeststhatthiscritique isinvalid.(Bordag now concedesthattheusual

result is valid for \thick" plates,where the norm alcom ponent ofE is given by the

surfacechargedensity.)

Fora recentrederivation of(3.30)seeHu etal[86].A very recentpaperby Babb,

Klim chitskaya,and M ostepanenko [87]givesarederivation oftheCasim ir-Polderenergy

(3.30)in theretarded lim it,and �ndsno supportforBordag’sm odi�cation.They then

go on to discussthedynam icalpolarizability and therm alcorrectionsforrealm aterials,

and �nd substantial(35% )correctionsatshortdistances� 100 nm .

In this connection we m ight also m ention the work of Noguez and Rom �an-

Vel�azquez[88],who calculatetheforcebetween a sphereand a platem adeofdissim ilar

m aterials in the non-retarded lim it (see also van Kam pen [89]and Gerlach [90]) in

term s ofm ultipolar interactions. They �nd signi�cant deviations from the proxim ity

approxim ation (section 3.5),which says that there is no di�erence between the force

between a spherem adeofm aterialA and a platem adeofm aterialB and thereversed

situation,when the separation is com parable or large com pared to the radius ofthe

sphere,and thatunderthe above-m entioned A-B interchange the forceschange by up

to 6% .Seealso Ref.[91,92].

Ford and Sopova [93,94]considerCasim irforcesbetween sm allm etalspheresand

dielectric(and conducting)plates,m odeled by a plasm a dispersion relation

"(!)= 1�
!2
p

!2
: (3.33)

The electric dipole approxim ation used requires a!p � 1,that is,the radius ofthe

sphere a m ustbe in the 10{100 nm range. The force isoscillatory,being alternatively

attractiveand repulsiveasafunction oftheheightZ oftheatom abovetheplate.Thus

levitation in theearth’sgravitational�eld m ightbepossible,forZ � 1 �m .
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3.3.Roughnessand Conductivity Corrections

3.3.1. Roughness Corrections No realm aterialsurface is com pletely sm ooth. Even

beyond the atom ic level,there willbe regions ofhigher and lower elevations. Insofar

as these are plateaus large com pared to the separation between the disjoint surfaces,

the correctionscan be easily incorporated by use ofthe proxim ity approxim ation (see

section 3.5 below). This is nothing other than the naively obvious statem ent that if

P(a)isthe force perunitarea between two parallelplatesseparated by a distance a,

theaverageforceperareabetween rough surfacesm adeup oflargeplateausand valleys,

withtheperpendiculardistancebetween twoadjacentpointsonthetwosurfacesinterm s

oftransverse coordinates(x;y)being a(x;y),is

P =
1

A

Z

dxdyP(a(x;y)): (3.34)

In Ref.[95],forexam ple,an equivalentexpression isused directly with dataobtained by

topography ofthesurfacesusingan atom icforcem icroscope.Traditionally,astochastic

estim ate has been used. Let the separations a be distributed around the m ean a0

according to a Gaussian,with theprobability of�nding separation a being given by

p(a)=
1

p
��a

e�(a�a 0)
2=(�a)2

: (3.35)

W ewillassum e�a � a0.Then,hai= a0,h(a� a0)
2i= 1

2
(�a)2,and in general

ha�i=

Z 1

0

daa�p(a)=
1

p
��a

Z 1

�1

dae�a
2=(�a)2(a+ a0)

�

= a
�
0

�

1+
�(� � 1)

2

1

2

(�a)2

a20
+
�(� � 1)(� � 2)(� � 3)

4!

3

4

(�a)4

a40
+ :::

�

; (3.36)

Theforcebetween a sphereand a platedependson theclosestdistanced between them

liked�3 ,see(3.78)below,sothestochasticestim atefortheroughnesscorrection in that

case,in term softhem ean-square
uctuation am plitudeA = �a=
p
2,is

Fsph�pl;rough = Fsph�pl

"

1+ 6

�
A

d

� 2

+ 45

�
A

d

� 4

+ :::

#

: (3.37)

A m uch m oredetailed discussion m ay befound in Ref.[10].Itm ustbeappreciated that

the approxim ate treatm ent based on the proxim ity approxim ation is invalid forshort

wavelength deform ations[96].

3.3.2. Finite Conductivity Another interesting result, im portant for the recent

experim ents [97,98,99,100],is the correction for an im perfect conductor,where for

frequenciesabovetheinfrared,an adequaterepresentation forthedielectricconstantis

[75]thatgiven by theplasm a m odel(3.33)wheretheplasm a frequency is,in Gaussian

units

!
2
p =

4�e2N

m
; (3.38)
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where e and m are the charge and m assofthe electron,and N isthe num berdensity

offree electrons in the conductor. A sim ple calculation shows,at zero tem perature

[101,79],

P � �
�2

240a4

�

1�
8

3
p
�

1

ea

�
m

N

�1=2
�

: (3.39)

Ifwede�nea penetration param eter,orskin depth,by � = 1=!p,wecan writetheforce

perarea forparallelplatesoutto fourth orderas[102,50,103,10]

P � �
�2

240a4

�

1�
16

3

�

a
+ 24

�2

a2
�
640

7

�

1�
�2

210

�
�3

a3
+
2800

9

�

1�
163�2

7350

�
�4

a4

�

; (3.40)

whileusing theproxim ity forcetheorem (seesection 3.5),to convertpressuresbetween

parallelplatesto forcesbetween a lensofradiusR and a plate,

F n�1 =
2�R

n � 1
aPn; (3.41)

fora term in the pressure going like Pn / a�n ,the force between a sphericalsurface

and a plateseparated by a distanced is

F � �
�3R

360d3

�

1� 4
�

d
+
72

5

�2

d2
�
320

7

�

1�
�2

210

�
�3

d3
+
400

3

�

1�
163�2

7350

�
�4

d4

�

: (3.42)

Lam brecht,Jaekel,and Reynaud [104]analyzed theCasim irforcebetween m irrors

with arbitrary frequency-dependentre
ectivity,and found thatitisalwayssm allerthan

thatbetween perfectre
ectors.

W em ightalsom ention heretheinterestingsuggestion thatrepulsiveCasim irforces

m ightexist[105]between parallelplates.Thisharksback to an old suggestion ofBoyer

[106],thatrepulsion willoccurbetween two plates,one ofwhich isa perfectelectrical

conductor,"! 1 ,and theothera perfectm agneticconductor,� ! 1 ,

P =
7

8

�2

240

1

a4
: (3.43)

However, it appears that it will prove very di�cult to observe such e�ects in the

laboratory [107].Klich [108]now seem sto agreewith thisassessm ent.

3.4.Therm alCorrections

The discussion in this subsection is adapted from that in Refs.[109,110]. W e begin

by reviewing how tem perature e�ects are incorporated into the expression for the

force between paralleldielectric (orconducting)plates separated by a distance a. To

obtain the �nite tem perature Casim irforce from the zero-tem perature expression,one

conventionally m akesthefollowing substitution in theim aginary frequency,

� ! �m =
2�m

�
; (3.44a)

and replacestheintegraloverfrequenciesby a sum ,
Z 1

�1

d�

2�
!

1

�

1X

m = �1

: (3.44b)
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Thisre
ectsthe requirem entthattherm alGreen’sfunctionsbe periodic in im aginary

tim e with period � [111]. Suppose we write the �nite-tem perature pressure as[forthe

explicitform ,see(3.10)and (3.58)below]

P
T =

1X

m = 0

0
fm ; (3.45)

where the prim e on the sum m ation sign m eans thatthe m = 0 term iscounted with

halfweight. To getthe low tem perature lim it,one can use the Euler-M aclaurin (EM )

sum form ula,

1X

k= 0

f(k)=

Z 1

0

f(k)dk+
1

2
f(0)�

1X

q= 1

B 2q

(2q)!
f
(2q�1)(0); (3.46)

whereB n isthenth Bernoullinum ber.Thism eanshere,with half-weightforthem = 0

term ,

P
T =

Z
1

0

f(m )dm �

1X

k= 1

B 2k

(2k)!
f
(2k�1)(0): (3.47)

Itisnoteworthy thatthe term sinvolving f(0)cancelin (3.47). The reason forthisis

thatthe EM form ula equates an integralto itstrapezoidal-rule approxim ation plus a

series ofcorrections;thus the 1=2 for m = 0 in (3.45) is built in autom atically. For

perfectly conducting plates separated by vacuum [see the � ! 1 lim it of(2.24) or

(2.37),orthe"1;2 ! 1 lim itof(3.10)with "3 = 1]

f(x)= �
2

��

Z
1

2�x=�

�
2d�

1

e2�a � 1
: (3.48)

Ofcourse,theintegralin (3.47)isjusttheinverseofthe�nite-tem peratureprescription

(3.44b), and gives the zero-tem perature result. The only nonzero odd derivative

occurring is

f
000(0)= �

16�2

�4
; (3.49)

which givesa Stefan’slaw typeofterm ,seen in (3.53)below.

Theproblem isthattheEM form ulaonly appliesiff(m )iscontinuous.Ifwefollow

theargum entofRef.[35,36,44,112],and takethe�1;2 ! 1 lim itof(3.10)attheendx

(�1;2 aretheperm ittivitiesofthetwo paralleldielectric slabs),thisisnotthecase,and

fortheTE m ode

f0 = 0; (3.50a)

fm = �
�(3)

4��a3
; 0<

2�am

�
� 1: (3.50b)

Then wehaveto m odify theargum entasfollows:

P
T =

1X

m = 0

0
fm =

1X

m = 1

fm =

1X

m = 0

0~fm �
1

2
~f0; (3.51)

x This is contrary to the \Schwinger" prescription advocated in Refs.[79,29],in which the perfect-

conductorlim itistaken before the zero-m odeisextracted.
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where ~fm isde�ned by continuity,

~fm =

(

fm ; m > 0;

lim m ! 0fm ; m = 0:
(3.52)

Then by using theEM form ula,

P
T =

�

2�

Z 1

0

d� f(�)+
�(3)

8��a3
�
�2

45

1

�4

= �
�2

240a4

"

1+
16

3

�
a

�

� 4
#

+
�(3)

8�a3
T; aT � 1: (3.53)

The sam e resultforthe low-tem perature lim itisextracted through use ofthe Poisson

sum form ula,as,forexam ple,discussed in Ref.[29].Letusreferto these results,with

theTE zerom odeexcluded,asthem odi�ed idealm etalm odel(M IM ).Theconventional

resultforan idealm etal(IM ),obtained �rstby Lifshitz[11,13]and by Sauer[31]and

M ehra [32],isgiven by (3.53)with thelinearterm in T om itted.

Exclusion of the TE zero m ode will reduce the linear dependence at high

tem peratureby a factoroftwo,

P
T
IM � �

�(3)

4�a3
T; P

T
M IM � �

�(3)

8�a3
T; aT � 1; (3.54)

butthisisnotobservablebypresentexperim ents.Theobservableconsequence,however,

is that it adds a linear term at low tem perature, which is given in (3.53), up to

exponentially sm allcorrections[29].

Thereareapparently two seriousproblem swith theresult(3.53):

� Itwould seem to be ruled outby experim ent. The ratio ofthe linearterm to the

T = 0 term is

�=
30�(3)

�3
aT = 1:16aT; (3.55a)

orputting in thenum bers(300 K = (38:7)�1 eV,~c= 197 M eV fm )

�= 0:15

�
T

300 K

� �
a

1�m

�

; (3.55b)

orasKlim chitskaya observed [113],there isa 15% e�ectatroom tem perature at

a separation ofonem icron.Onewould haveexpected thisto havebeen been seen

by Lam oreaux [114]; his experim ent was reported to be in agreem ent with the

conventionaltheoreticalprediction at the levelof5% . (Lam oreaux [115]is now

proposing a new experim entto resolvethisissue.)

� Another serious problem is the apparent therm odynam ic inconsistency. A linear

term in theforceim pliesa linearterm in thefreeenergy (perunitarea),

F = F0 +
�(3)

16�a2
T; aT � 1; (3.56)

which im pliesa nonzero contribution to theentropy/area atzero tem perature:

S = �

�
@F

@T

�

V

= �
�(3)

16�a2
: (3.57)
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Taken atfacevalue,thisstatem entappearstobeincorrect.W ewilldiscussthisproblem

m orecloselyinsection3.4.3,andwill�ndthatalthoughalineartem peraturedependence

willoccurin the free energy atroom tem perature,the entropy willgo to zero as the

tem peraturegoesto zero.Thepointisthatthefreeenergy F fora �nite" alwayswill

have a zero slope atT = 0,thusensuring thatS = 0 atT = 0. The apparentcon
ict

with (3.57)or(3.53)isdueto thefactthatthecurvatureofF(T)nearT = 0 becom es

in�nite when " ! 1 . So (3.56)and (3.57),corresponding to the m odi�ed idealm etal

m odel,describerealm etalsapproxim ately only forlow,butnotzero tem perature{ See

thefollowing.

3.4.1. Lifshitzform ula atnonzero tem perature The Casim irsurface pressure at�nite

tem peratureP T between twodielectricplatesseparated by adistancea can beobtained

from theLifshitzform ula (3.10)by theprescription (3.44b)k

P
T = �

1

��

1X

m = 0

0

Z 1

�m

�
2d�

h�
A
�1
m e2�a � 1

��1
+
�
B
�1
m e2�a � 1

��1
i

: (3.58)

The relation between � and the transverse wave vector k? is �2 = k2? + �2m ,where

�m = 2�m =�.Furtherm ore,thesquared re
ection coe�cientsare

A m =

�
"p� s

"p+ s

� 2

; B m =

�
s� p

s+ p

� 2

; (3.59a)

s
2 = "� 1+ p

2
; p=

�

�m
; (3.59b)

with "(i�m )being theperm ittivity.Here,the�rstterm in thesquarebracketsin (3.58)

correspondsto TM m odes,thesecond to TE m odes.Notethatwhenever"isconstant,

A m and B m depend on m and � only in thecom bination p,

A m (�)= A(p); Bm (�)= B (p): (3.60)

The free energy F perunitarea can be obtained from (3.58)by integration with

respectto a sinceP T = � @F=@a.W eget[117]

�F =
1

2�

1X

m = 0

0

Z 1

�m

� d� [ln(1� �
TM )+ ln(1� �

TE)]; (3.61a)

where

�
TM = A m e

�2�a
; �

TE = B m e
�2�a

: (3.61b)

From therm odynam ics the entropy S and internalenergy U (both perunitarea)

arerelated to F by F = U � TS,im plying

S = �
@F

@T
; and thus U =

@(�F)

@�
: (3.62)

k A rederivation oftheCasim irforcebetween dissipativem etallicm irrorsatnonzero tem peraturehas

been given by Reynaud,Lam brecht,and G enet[47].They obtain form ulas,generalizing those atzero

tem perature [116],forthe force valid even ifthe sm oothnesscondition necessary forthe derivation of

the Lifshitz form ula isnotsatis�ed due to the failureofthe Poisson sum m ation form ula.
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As m entioned above the behaviour ofS as T ! 0 has been disputed,especially for

m etalswhere"! 1 .W enow seethem athem aticalrootoftheproblem :Thequantities

A m = B m ! 1 in the"! 1 lim itexceptthatB 0 = 0 forany �nite".So thequestion

has been whether B 0 = 0 or B 0 = 1 orsom ething in between should be used in this

lim itasresultswilldi�erfor�nite T,producing,aswe saw above,a di�erence in the

force linearin T. The corresponding di�erence in entropy willthusbe nonzero. Such

a di�erencewould lead to a violation ofthethird law oftherm odynam ics,which states

thattheentropy ofasystem with anondegenerateground stateshould bezeroatT = 0.

Inclusion ofthe interaction between the platesatdi�erent separations cannotchange

thisgeneralproperty.W ewillshow thatthisdiscrepancyvanisheswhen thelim it"! 1

isconsidered carefully.

3.4.2.Gold asa num ericalexam ple Letusgo back to (3.58)forthesurfacepressure,

m akinguseofthebestavailableexperim entalresultsfor"(i�)asinputwhen calculating

the coe�cientsA m and B m .W e choose gold asan exam ple. Usefulinform ation about

therealand im aginary parts,n0and n00,ofthecom plex perm ittivity n = n0+ in00,versus

the realfrequency !,isgiven in Palik’s book [118]and sim ilarsources. The range of

photon energiesgiven in Ref.[118]isfrom 0.1 eV to 104 eV.(Theconversion factor

1eV = 1:519� 1015 rad/s (3.63)

isusefulto havein m ind.) W hen n0and n00areknown theperm ittivity "(i�)along the

positiveim aginary frequency axis,which isa realquantity,can becalculated by m eans

oftheKram ers-Kronig relations.

Figure 3 showshow "(i�)varieswith � overseven decades,� 2 [1011;1018]rad/s.

The curve was given in Refs.[77,119],and is reproduced here for convenience. (W e

are gratefulto A.Lam brecht and S.Reynaud forhaving given us the results oftheir

accurate calculations.) At low photon energies,below about 1 eV,the data are well

described by theDrudem odel,

"(i�)= 1+
!2
p

�(� + �)
; (3.64)

where !p isthe plasm a frequency (3.38)and � the relaxation frequency. (Usually,� is

taken tobeaconstant,equaltoitsroom -tem peraturevalue,butseebelow.) Thevalues

appropriateforgold atroom tem peratureare[77,119]

!p = 9:0eV; � = 35 m eV: (3.65)

The curve in Fig. 3 shows a m onotonic decrease of "(i�) with increasing �, as

any perm ittivity as a function of im aginary frequency has to follow according to

therm odynam ical requirem ents. The two dashed curves in the �gure show, for

com parison,how "(i�;T) varies with frequency ifwe accept the Drude m odelfor all

frequencies,and include the tem perature dependence ofthe relaxation frequency with

T as a param eter. (The latter is given in Fig.4,according to the Bloch-Gr�uneisen

form ula[120],which,however,doesnottakeintoaccountthephysicalfactthatbecause
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Figure 3. Solid line: Perm ittivity "(i�) as function ofim aginary frequency � for

gold. The curve is calculated on the basisofexperim entaldata. Courtesy ofAstrid

Lam brecht and Serge Reynaud. Dashed lines: "(i�) versus � with T as param eter,

based upon the tem perature dependent Drude m odel;cf.Appendix D ofRef.[109].

TheuppercurveisforT = 10 K ;thelowerisforT = 300 K ,which forenergiesbelow

1 eV (1:5�10 15 rad/s)nicely �tsthe experim entaldata. Both curvesare below the

experim entalonefor� > 2�1015 rad/s.

ofim purities,no actualconductor has zero resistivity at zero tem perature [121]. See

Appendix D ofRef.[109].) ForT = 300 K,the Drude curve isseen to be good forall

frequencies up to � � 2� 1015 rad/s;forhigher � it gives too low values of". Both

Drude curves,forT = 10 K and T = 300 K,are seen to give the sam e values when

� � 3� 1014 rad/s.

Asexperim entsareusually m adeatroom tem perature forvariousgap widths,we

show in Fig.5 how thesurface forcedensity forgold varieswith a,atT = 300 K.The

linearslope seen fora � 4�m isnearly thatpredicted by (3.54)forhigh tem peratures

when the TE zero-m ode is excluded (m odi�ed idealm etal), which gives a slope of

2:0� 10�28 Nm 2/�m . (Thisisin spite ofthe factthataT = 0:5 ata = 4 �m .) The

linearregion between 1 and 2 �m correspondsroughly to thatin (3.53)(interm ediate

tem peratures).Alsoshown istheprediction ofthetem peraturedependentDrudem odel,

when T = 300 K.Thedi�erencesareseen to bevery sm all.SincetheDrudevaluesfor

theperm ittivity arelowerthan theem piricalonesathigh frequencies,asseen in Fig.3,

we expectthe predicted Drude forcesto be slightly weakerthan those based upon the

em piricalperm ittivities. Thisexpectation isborne outin Fig.5;the di�erencesbeing
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Figure 4.Tem peraturedependenceoftherelaxation frequency forgold based on the

Bloch-G r�uneisen form ula [120].

largeenoughtobeslightlyvisibleatshortdistances,aswewould expectsincetheplasm a

nature ofthe m aterialbecom es m ore pronounced for sm alldistances. Note that the

tem peraturedependence oftheperm ittivity isirrelevantherebecausethetem perature

is�xed.

It is of interest to check the m agnitude of the dispersive e�ect in these cases.

W e have therefore m ade a separate calculation of the expression (3.58) when " is

taken to be constant. Figure 6 shows how the force varies with aT in cases when

"2 f100;1000;10000;1 g areinserted in theexpressionsforA m and B m in (3.59a).

Itis seen from the �gure thatthe �rst three curves asym ptotically approach the

" = 1 curve,when " increases,as we would expect. Again,we em phasize that the

dispersivecurveforgoldiscalculatedusingtheavailableroom -tem peraturedatafor"(i�)

from Fig.3. In the nondispersive case,there isofcourse no perm ittivity tem perature

problem since" istaken to bethesam eforallT.

Thereareseveralpointsworth noticing from Fig.6:

(i) The curves have a horizontalslope atT = 0. For�nite " thisproperty isclearly

visible on the curves. Thishasto be so on physicalgrounds: Ifthe pressure had

a lineardependence on T forsm allT so would thefreeenergy F,in contradiction

with the requirem entthatthe entropy S = � @F=@T hasto go to zero asT ! 0.

Forthe gold data the initialhorizontalslope isnotresolvable on the scale ofthis

graph,butseethediscussion in section 3.4.3.
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Figure 5. Surface pressure forgold,m ultiplied with a4,versusa when T = 300 K .

Inputdata for"(i�)aretaken from Fig.3.

(ii) The curves show that the m agnitude of the force dim inishes with increasing

T (for a �xed a), in a certain tem perature interval up to aT ’ 0:3. This

perhapscounterintuitive e�ectisthusclearfrom thenondispersive curves.Thisis

qualitatively sim ilarto thebehaviorseen in Fig.5 for�xed T,wherethem inim um

occursforaT � 0:4.

(iii) It is seen that the curve for " = const. = 1000 gives a reasonably good

approxim ation to therealdispersive curveforgold when a = 1 �m ;thedeviations

are less than about 5% except for the lowest values of aT (aT < 0:1). This

factm akes ourneglect ofthe tem perature dependence of"(i�)appearphysically

reasonable; the various curves turn out to be rather insensitive with respect to

variationsin theinputvaluesof"(i�).

(iv) Also,itcan be rem arked thatB 0 = 0 isrequired when " is�nite. Otherwise the

curvesin Fig.6,and thusthefreeenergy,would havea �niteslopeatT = 0 which

again would im ply a�niteentropy contribution atT = 0in violation with thethird

law oftherm odynam ics.

3.4.3. Behavior of the Free Energy at Low Tem perature The low tem perature

correction is dom inated by low frequencies,{ where the Drude form ula is extrem ely

{ This statem ent is in the context ofusing ofthe Euler-M aclaurin sum m ation form ula to evaluate

(3.58),forexam ple.
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Figure 6. Nondispersive theory: Surface pressure for " 2 f100;1000;10000;1 g.

Forlow values ofaT the latter coincides with the expression (3.53). Also shown for

com parison is the dispersive resultforgold,where experim entalinput data for"(i�)

are taken from Fig.3. G ap width isa = 1�m . The constrainta = 1�m appliesonly

to the dispersivecase,since otherwisea4P T isa function ofaT only.Note thatroom

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

accurate.Using thisfact,wehaveperform ed analyticand num ericalcalculationswhich

show thatthefreeenergy hasa quadraticlow-tem peraturedependence,independentof

theplateseparation:

F(T)= F0 + T
2
!2
p

48�
(2ln2� 1)= F0 + T

2(19 eV); T �
�

!2
pa

2
� 20 m K ; (3.66)

where we have putin the num bersforgold,(3.65),(the tem perature restriction refers

to a 1 �m plateseparation)ratherthan thenaiveextrapolation (3.56)

F = F0 + T
�(3)

16�a2
= F0 +

T

4�a2
0:30: (3.67)

W e see from Fig.7 that the value in (3.67) indeed results if one extrapolates the

approxim ately linearcurvetherefor�a > 0:25 to zero,following theargum entgiven in

(3.51).However,weseethatthefreeenergysm oothlychangestothequadraticbehavior

exhibited in (3.66).Ofcourse,theturn-overwillbem uch sharperifwereplacetheroom -

tem perature relaxation frequency �(300 K)by the positive value atzero tem perature,

dueto elasticscattering from defectsorim purities.

Resultsconsistentwith these have been reported by Serneliusand Bostr�om [122].

In particularthey show thatone cannotignore the constantvalue �(0 K),so there is



The Casim irE� ect 29

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
ζa

-0.30

-0.25

-0.20

-0.15

f(
ζ)

Figure 7. The behaviorofthe free energy forlow frequencies,in the Drude m odel,

with param eters suitable for gold, and a plate separation of a = 1 �m . Here

F T E = T

2�a2

P
1

m = 0

0f(�m ). Here,we have used the room tem perature value ofthe

relaxation param eter.

no relevanttem perature dependence ofthe relaxation param eter. Although there isa

region ofnegative entropy,the Nernstheattheorem isnotviolated,butratherS ! 0

asT ! 0 ifonegoesto su�ciently low tem perature,in contradiction to Refs.[123,45].

3.4.4. Surface im pedance form of re
 ection coe� cient It has been proposed that

the resolution to the tem perature problem for the Casim ir e�ect is that the surface

im pedance form ofthe re
ection coe�cients should be used in the Lifshitz form ula

[124,125,126,127],ratherthan thatbased on thebulk perm ittivity.Hereweshow that

thetwo approachesarein factequivalent,and thattheform erm ustinclude transverse

m om entum dependence.

FortheTE m odes,there
ection coe�cientisgiven by (3.4a)[75]

r
TE = �

k1z � k2z

k1z + k2z
; (3.68)

where

kaz =

q

!2"� k2
?
! i

p
�2["(i�)� 1]+ �2 = i�a; (3.69)

with �2 = �22 = k2? + �2,and thesubscripts1 and 2 referto them etaland thevacuum

regions,respectively. Now from M axwell’s equations outside sources we easily derive

just inside the m etal(the tangentialcom ponents,designated by ?,ofE and B are

continuousacrosstheinterface)

� ik1zk? � B? � i!"

�

1�
k2?

!2"

�

k? � (n � E? )= 0; (3.70a)
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� ik1zk? � (n � E? )� i!k? � B? = 0: (3.70b)

Heren isthenorm alto theinterface.Now thesurfaceim pedanceisde�ned by

E ? = Z(!;k? )B ? � n; n � E? = Z(!;k? )B ? : (3.71)

So elim inating B ? using thisde�nition we�nd two equations:

k1z = �
!

Z
; (3.72)

k
2
1z = !

2
"� k

2
? ; (3.73)

the latter being the expected dispersion relation (3.69). Substituting this into the

expression forthere
ection coe�cient(3.68)we�nd

r
TE = �

� + Z�

� � Z�
= �

1+ Zp

1� Zp
; p=

�

�
; (3.74)

which apart from (relative) signs (presum ably just a di�erent convention choice)

coincides with that given in Geyer et al [124] or Bezerra et al [128]. See also

Refs.[129,130].The�rstdiscussion oftheLifshitzform ula in thisapproach wasgiven

in Ref.[102].

However,itiscrucialto notethatthe\surface im pedance" so de�ned dependson

thetransverse m om entum ,

Z = �
�

p
�2["(i�)� 1]+ �2

; (3.75)

and so rTE ! 0 as� ! 0 justasin the dielectric constantform ulation. Ofcourse,we

have exactly thesam e resultfortheenergy asbefore,since thisisnothing buta slight

changeofnotation,asnoted in Ref.[131,36].

It is therefore incorrect to assum e that Z is only a function offrequency,not of

transversem om entum ,and tousethenorm alandanom alousskin e�ectform ulasderived

forrealwavesim pinging on im perfectconductors.+ In the above-cited references,this

necessary dependence wasnotincluded. (Forfurthercom m entson the insu�ciency of

theargum entin Ref.[124]seeRef.[132].

How doesthe usualargum entgo? The norm alcom ponentofthe wavevectorin a

conductorisgiven by

kz =

�

!
2

�

"+ i
4��

!

�

� k
2
?

�1=2

!
p
i4�!�; ! ! 0; (3.76)

from which theusualnorm alskin e�ectform ula followsim m ediately,

Z(!)= � (1� i)

r
!

8��
: (3.77)

However,thelim itin (3.76)hereconsistsin om itting two \sm all" term s:!2" (which is

legitim ate)andk2? � !2.Herethislastisnotvalidbecauseingoingto�nitetem perature

+ O fcourse,in general,the perm ittivity willbe a function both ofthe frequency and the transverse

m om entum ,"(!;k? ),butwebelievethelatterdependenceisnotsigni�cantforseparationslargerthan

~c=!p = 0:02 �m .
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wehavesevered theconnectionbetween ! ! i� andk? ;thelatterisinnosenseignorable

aswetake� ! 0 to determ inethelow tem peraturedependence.Thisisthesam eerror

to which we refer in Ref.[109]. (This k? dependence stillseem s to be ignored in a

recent reanalysis by Torgerson and Lam oreaux [133](see also Ref.[134]) who argue

thatlow frequencies oforderofthe inverse transverse size ofthe platesdom inate the

low tem perature behavior so that a linear term in the tem perature does not appear.

Thisseem sunlikely since thezero-tem peraturedependence isextracted by an analytic

continuation procedure.)

Not only do M ostepanenko, Klim chitskaya, et al [129, 124] ignore transverse

m om entum dependence, but they apparently do not use the correct values of the

frequency in their evaluation of the surface im pedance. They use the im pedance

appropriate to the dom ain of infrared optics, thereby extrapolating the surface

im pedanceatwhattheyconsideracharacteristicfrequency� 1=2aratherthan usingthe

actualzero frequency value [126]. Thisseem s to be a com pletely ad hoc prescription,

as opposed to the procedure advocated in Brevik et al [109],which uses the actual

electricalpropertiesofthem aterials.

A beginning ofa generaldiscussion ofnonlocale�ects,including the anom alous

skin e�ect,in Casim ir phenom ena has recently been given by Esquiveland Svetovoy

[135].Therethey arguethattheLeontovich approach [136,137]advocated by [129,124]

only appliesto norm alincidence,which iswhy thesurfaceim pedancesonly depend on

frequency.In fact,thisisincorrectin general,and ifonly localfunctionsareused forthe

perm ittivity,thatis"= "(!),thedependencefortheTE surfaceim pedancegiven above

isreproduced.ForpropagatingwavestheLeontovich approxim ation isappropriate,but

notfortheevanescent�eldsrelevanttotheCasim ire�ect,wherek? =! > 1occur.They

do notcalculatetem peraturee�ects;thenonlocalanom alousskin e�ectfor! < ! p that

they com putegivesa correction to theCasim irforceoforder0.5% ,butothernonlocal

e�ects,such asplasm on excitations,could bem oresigni�cant[138,139].

3.5.Beyond the Proxim ity Approxim ation

As we willdiscuss in the next section,to avoid problem s ofparallelism ,m ost recent

experim ents to m easure the force between conductors have not been m ade between

parallelplates,butbetween aplateand asphericalsurface,orbetween crossed cylinders.

The Lifshitz and Casim ir form ulas do notapply to these situations. However,in the

1930s,itwasrecognized thatiftheseparation between thesphereand theplateisvery

sm allcom pared to theradiusofcurvatureofthesphere,thelatterforcem ay bederived

from the force for the parallelplate con�guration. This result is usually called the

Proxim ity ForceTheorem [140],which here saysthatthe attractiveforce F between a

sphereofradiusR and a 
atsurfaceissim ply thecircum ferenceofthespheretim esthe

energy perunitarea forparallelplates,or,from (2.29),

F = 2�R E(d)= �
�3

360

R

d

~c

d2
; R � d; (3.78)
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wheredisthedistancebetween theplateand thesphereatthepointofclosestapproach,

and R isthe radiusofcurvature ofthe sphere atthatpoint. (The exactshape ofthe

\sphere"isnotrelevantin thestrictapproxim ation R � d.) Theproofof(3.78)isquite

sim ple.IfR � d,each elem entofthespherem ay beregarded asparallelto theplane,

so thepotentialenergy ofthesphereis

V (d)=

Z �

0

2�R sin�R d� E(d+ R(1� cos�))= 2�R

Z R

�R

dxE(d+ R � x): (3.79)

To obtain the force between the sphere and the plate,we di�erentiate with respectto

d:

F = �
@V

@d
= 2�R

Z R

�R

dx
@

@x
E(d+ R � x)

= 2�R[E(d)� E(d+ 2R)]� 2�R E(d); d � R; (3.80)

provided thatE(a)fallso�with a.Thisresultwasalready given in Refs.[141,142,143].

Theproxim ity theorem itselfdatesback to a paperby Derjaguin in 1934 [144,145].

Letusapply thistheorem to the M IM m odel(3.53)forthe forcebetween parallel

platesatlow tem perature.Thecorresponding freeenergy is

F = �
�2

720a3
+
�2

45
aT

4 �
�(3)

2�
T
3 +

�(3)

16�a2
T; (3.81)

where the term constantin a isdeterm ined by the high-tem perature lim it(3.54){ see

Ref.[29],p.56.Thisfreeenergy isto beused in theproxim ity forcetheorem ,with the

resultfortheforcebetween a sphereand a plate[39,114,146,10]

F = �
�3

360

R

d3

�

1� 16(Td)4 +
360�(3)

�3
(Td)3 �

45�(3)

�3
Td

�

: (3.82)

Theterm slinearin T would notbepresentin theIM m odel.Atroom tem perature,300

K,and at1 �m separation,the successive term scorrespond to correctionsof� 0:46% ,

+3:1% ,and � 23% ,respectively.Thism odel,ofcourse,doesnotbegin tore
ectthetrue

tem perature dependence,discussed for parallelplates above. A fulldiscussion ofthe

tem perature dependence forthe force between a sphericallensand a plate willappear

elsewhere.

Em ig hasrecently presented exactresultsforCasim irforcesbetween periodically

deform ed surfaces[147,148,149]. In the latestpaper,the authorscalculate the force

between a 
atplateand onewith a rectangular(square)corrugation,ofam plitude�a.

Thiswasprobed experim entally by Roy and M ohideen [150],with cleardeviationsfrom

the proxim ity approxim ation. (See also Refs.[151,152]for m easurem ents ofthe so-

called \lateralCasim ire�ect.") Forshortwavelength corrugationsforeitherTE orTM

m odesonegets

P = �
�2

480

1

(a� �a)4
� �

�2

480a4

�

1+
4�a

a

�

; (3.83)

whileforlong wavelength corrugations

P = �
�2

480

1

2

�
1

(a� �a)4
+

1

(a+ �a)4

�

; (3.84)
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which isasexpected from the proxim ity approxim ation. Forinterm ediate wavelength

corrugations num erical results are given. The force approaches that given by the

proxim ity approxim ation forlarge� like �a=�,ascom pared to (�a=�) 2 forsinusoidal

corrugations,dueto thesharp edges.These behaviorscan beunderstood from theray

opticsapproach ofJa�eand Scardicchio [23]discussed in thefollowing subsection.The

relativecontributionsoftheTE and TM m odesvary with thewavelength and theshape

ofthecorrugation,theratio ofthem odesapproaching unity asa=�a tendsto 1 or1 .

Insofaras�rstapproxim ationsto these interactionswere extracted through use ofthe

proxim ity forcetheorem ,theseresultsshed valuablelighton how to m ovebeyond that

approxim ation.

3.5.1. OpticalPaths A very interesting strategy for m oving beyond the proxim ity

approxim ation hasbeen suggested by Ja�eand Scardicchio [23].Thisisrelated to the

sem iclassicalclosed orbit approach advocated by Schaden and Spruch [153,154,155]

and earlierby Gutzweiler[156,157],and alsotothatofBalian and Bloch [158,159,160].

Fulling hasalso recently proposed sim ilarideas[161,162].

In the sim plest context,thatofparallelplates,the approach is,ofcourse,exact,

and is precisely what we wrote down in (3.6). W e sim ply com pute the energy using

(2.15)with

G(r;r)=

Z
(dk? )

(2�)2
g(x;x); (3.85)

where g(x;x0)isgiven by (3.6). Ratherthan carry outthe sum asgiven there,letus

sum the term swith even and odd num bersofre
ectionsseparately. The form ergive,

when thezero re
ection term isom itted,

geven(x;x)=
1

2�
2
�
~r0re�2�a + (~r0r)2e�4�a + :::

�
=

1

2�
(coth�a� 1);(3.86)

where in the last step we have inserted the values for the re
ection am plitudes

appropriate to Dirichlet boundaries, r = ~r0 = � 1. W hen this is inserted into the

expression fortheenergy weobtain ratherim m ediately theusualresultfortheCasim ir

energy between Dirichletplates:

E = �
1

96�2a3

Z
1

0

du
u3

eu � 1
= �

�2

1440a3
: (3.87)

Keeping only the�rstterm in thesum (2 re
ections)gives

E(2) = �
1

16�2a3
; (3.88)

which isin m agnitudeonly 7.6% low,whilekeeping 2 plus4 re
ectionsgivean errorof

1.8% :

E(2)+ E(4) = �
1

16�2a3

�

1+
1

16

�

: (3.89)

Theodd re
ectionsgivea term in g(x;x)which dependson x:

godd(x;x)= �
1

2�

�
e�2�x + e2�(x�a)

� 1

1� e�2�a
: (3.90)
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when thisisintegrated overx,the a dependence ofthisterm disappears,so thisgives

risetoan irrelevantconstantin theenergy.Keepingitand thezero-re
ection term gives

theexpression forthetotalenergy asobtained directly from (3.6)

E0 + Eeven + Eodd = �
1

12�2

1

a3

Z 1

0

dyy3
�

cothy�
1

y

�

: (3.91)

Ja�e and Scardicchio [23]use thism ethod to estim ate the force between a sphere

an a plate.The resultsdisagree with the proxim ity approxim ation when d=R isbigger

than a few percent,butagreeswith an exactnum ericalcalculation [163],described in

thefollowing subsection,up to d=R � 0:1,wheretheproxim ity theorem failsbadly.

3.5.2. W orldline Approach to the Casim ir Energy Gies, M oyaerts, and Langfeld

[163, 164] have developed a num erical technique for extracting Casim ir energies in

nontrivialgeom etries,such asbetween a sphere and a plate. Itisbased on the string-

inspired worldline approach. They consider,like Graham etal[165,61,30]a scalar

�eld in a sm ooth background potentiallike (2.40). The worldline representation of

the e�ective action is obtained by introducing a proper tim e representation of the

functionallogarithm with ultraviolet regularization,doing the trace in con�guration

space,and interpreting the m atrix elem ent there asa Feynm an path integralover all

worldlines x(�). Field theoretic divergences can thus be handled. Other divergences

arisefrom thepotentialitself,when itapproachessom eidealized lim it,which m ay not

berem oved in a physically m eaningfulway and m ay orm ay notcontributeto physical

observables. The expectation value is evaluated by the \loop-cloud" m ethod,using

techniquesfrom statisticalm echanics. Although in the \sharp" and \strong" lim itsin

the sense ofGraham etal[165,61,30]divergences occur in the theory,a �nite force

between rigid bodiescan beobtained.Thegeneralresultfor�-function planes,discussed

in section 2.2,isreproduced num erically,and then thesphere-platesystem isconsidered.

Thenum ericalresults,ford=R from 10�3 to 10,agreeclosely with thegeom etricm ean�

oftheplate-based and thesphere-based proxim ity forceapproxim ation (deviation from

either becom es sizable ford=R > 0:02). Note thatelectrom agnetic 
uctuations (e.g.,

TM m odes)havenotbeen considered in thisapproach.

3.6.Statusofthe Experim entalM easurem entson Casim irForces

Attem pts to m easure the Casim ir e�ect between solid bodies date back to the

m iddle 1950s. The early m easurem ents were,notsurprisingly,som ewhat inconclusive

[142,143,168,169,170,171,172,173,174,175]. The Lifshitz theory (3.10),forzero

tem perature, was, however, con�rm ed accurately in the experim ent of Sabisky and

� The geom etric m ean version of the proxim ity force approxim ation, which coincides with the

sem iclassicalperiodic orbit m ethod of Schaden and Spruch [153, 154,155], has been found to be

them ostaccuratealso forconcentriccylindricalshells,theCasim irenergy forwhich wascalculated by

M azzitellietal[166,167].
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Anderson in 1973 [18]. So there could be no seriousdoubtofthe reality ofzero-point


uctuation forces.Fora review oftheearlierexperim ents,seeRefs.[15,176].

New technologicaldevelopm entsallowed fordram aticim provem entsin experim en-

taltechniquesin recentyears,and thereby perm itted nearly directcon�rm ation ofthe

Casim irforcebetween parallelconductors.First,in 1997 Lam oreaux used a electrom e-

chanicalsystem based on atorsion pendulum tom easuretheforcebetween aconducting

plateand a sphere[114,146],asgiven by theproxim ity forcetheorem (3.78).Lam ore-

aux [114,146]claim ed agreem entwith thistheoreticalvalueatthe5% level,although it

seem sthat�niteconductivity wasnotincluded correctly,norwereroughnesscorrections

incorporated [177].Further,Lam brechtand Reynaud [77]analyzed thee�ectofconduc-

tivity and found discrepancieswith Lam oreaux [178],and therefore stated thatitwas

too early to claim agreem entbetween theory and experim ent.Seealso Refs.[119,179].

An im proved experim ental m easurem ent was reported in 1998 by M ohideen

and Roy [97], based on the use of an atom ic force m icroscope. They included

�nite conductivity,roughness,and conventionaltem perature corrections,although no

evidence for latter has been claim ed. Spectacular agreem ent with theory at the 1%

levelwasattained.Im provem entswere subsequently reported [98,99].(Thenontrivial

e�ects ofcorrugations in the surface were exam ined in Ref.[150,151,152].) Erdeth

[180]m easured the Casim ir forces between crossed cylinders atseparations of20{100

nm .Thehighestprecision wasachieved with very sm ooth,gold-plated surfaces.Rather

com plete analyses ofthe roughness,conductivity,and tem perature corrections to the

Lam oreaux and M ohideen experim entshavebeen published [181,182,39].

M ore recently,a new m easurem ent ofthe Casim ir force (3.78) was presented by

a group at Bell Labs [183,184], using a m icrom achined torsionaldevice, a m icro-

electrom echanicalsystem or M EM S,by which they m easured the attraction between

a polysilicon plate and a spherical m etallic surface. Both surfaces were plated

with a 200 nm �lm of gold. The authors included �nite conductivity [77, 185]

and surface roughness corrections [186,187],and obtained agreem ent with theory at

better than 0.5% at the sm allest separations 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 continues at Harvard, suggests novel

nanoelectrom echanicalapplications.

There is only one experim ent with a parallel-plate geom etry [188], which is of

lim ited accuracy (� 15% )duetothedi�culty ofm aintainingparallelism .Itis,however,

ofconsiderable interest because the interpretation does not depend on the proxim ity

theorem ,correctionstowhich areproblem atic[148,23];seesection 3.5.Theim portance

ofim proving the accuracy ofthe parallel-plate con�guration has been em phasized by

Onofrio [189].

The m ost precise experim ent to date,using a M EM S,m akes use ofboth static

and dynam icalprocedures and yields a claim ed accuracy ofabout 0.25% [100,190],

but this accuracy has been disputed [191],due to di�culty in controlling roughness

and the concom ittantuncertainty in the ability to determ ine the separation distance.
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Ithasbeen asserted [190]thatthisexperim ent rulesoutthe tem perature dependence

claim ed in Ref.[109](seesection 3.4.2),butthisisproblem aticatthispoint,especially

ascom parison isonly m adewith theM IM m odel(3.53),ratherthan with thedetailed

calculation given there.

Very recently,the Harvard group has perform ed a very interesting Casim ir force

m easurem ent between a gold-covered plate and a sphere coated with a hydrogen-

switchable m irror[192]. Although the m irrorbecom estransparentin the visible upon

hydrogenation,noe�ectwasobserved ontheCasim irforcewhen them irrorwasswitched

on and o�. This shows that,in contradiction to the claim s ofM ostepanenko et al

,for exam ple in Ref.[127],the Casim ir force is responsive to a very wide range of

frequencies,in accordancewith theLifshitzform ula and thegeneraldispersion relation

forthe perm ittivity.] (See also Ref.[193,194].) In particular,theirresultsshow that

wavelengthsm uch largerthan theseparation between thesurfacesplay a crucialrole.

Because allthe recent experim ents m easure forces between relatively thin �lm s,

ratherthan between bulkm etals,signi�cantdeviationsfrom theLifshitzform ula(� 2% )

m ay be expected [195]. Thism ay also be relevantto the claim ed accuracy ofthe �rst

M ohideen experim ent[97],which usesa thin m etallic coating,regarded ascom pletely

transparent.

Thism ay be an appropriate pointto com m enton the recentpaperofChen etal

[95]. This is based on a reanalysis ofexperim entaldata obtained four years ago in

Ref.[99].Experim entalprecision of1.75% and theoreticalaccuracy of1.69% isclaim ed

atthe shortest distances,62 nm . However,their analysis seem s 
awed. They obtain

averageexperim entalforcesby averagingm any m easurem ents,which isonly perm issible

iftheaveraging iscarried outatexactly thesam e separation between the surfaces.Of

course they have no way ofknowing this. Furtherm ore,they apparently use the m ean

separation param eter d0 as a free variable in their �t,which essentially negates the

possibility oftestingthetheory,which ism ostsensitiveattheshortestseparations[180].

Iannuzziassertsthatatdistance oforder100 nm ,errorsofa few �Angstrom spreclude

a 1% m easurem ent. Therefore thisanalysiscannotbe used asa seriousconstraintfor

eithernew forcesorforsetting lim itson tem peraturecorrections.yy

A di�erence force experim ent has been proposed by M ohideen and collaborators

[196,197].Theidea isto m easurethedi�erencein theforcebetween a lensand a plate

atroom tem perature,beforeand afterboth surfaceshave been heated 50 K by a laser

pulse. The m easurem ents are notyetgood enough to distinguish between the plasm a

and the Drude m odesofthe perm ittivity,orbetween the sim pli�ed im pedance m odel

versusthem easured bulk perm ittivity approach,asdiscussed in section 3.4.

A proposalhasbeenm adetom easuretheforcebetween eccentriccylinders,inwhich

theaxesareparallelbutslightly o�set[167].Thenetforceon theinnercylinderiszero,

] Iannuzziquotes K lim chitskaya as now agreeing with this statem ent. This, however, is hard to

reconcile with statem entsm ade in Ref.[126]thatone should use the extrapolated surface im pedance

valueat!c = 1=2a ratherthan the actualzero-frequency value.

yyIthank DavideIannuzzifordiscussion ofthese points.
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ofcourse,when thecylindersareconcentric,butthisequilibrium pointisunstable.The

idea isto look fora shiftin them echanicalresonantfrequency oftheoutercylinderdue

totheCasim irforceexerted by theinnerone.Thechiefdi�culty m ay bein m aintaining

parallelism .

Anotheractive area ofexperim entale�ortinvolving Casim irm easurem entsisthe

searchfornew forcesatthesubm icronlevel.Thesearebasedonlookingforadiscrepancy

between the m easured and predicted Casim irforces. The m ostrecentlim itsare given

in Krause,Decca,etal[198,100]. Unfortunately,the lim its,foran assum ed potential

oftheform

V (r)= �
Gm 1m 2

r

�
1+ �e�r=�

�
; (3.92)

for � < 10�7 m are only for absurdly large strengths,� � 1014,and as � decreases

the upper lim it on � increases. The Purdue group has also proposed iso-electronic

experim ents to look atthe force between a sphere and two di�erentplates,com posed

ofm aterialwith sim ilar electronic properties (and hence sim ilar Casim ir forces) but

di�erentnuclearproperties(and hencepresum ably di�erentnew forces).SeeRef.[199]

fora briefdescription oftheirexperim ent and the detection ofa sm all,butprobably

notsigni�cant,residualforce.

Very recently,there has been a report [200]ofan experim ent [201]ofdropping

ultracold neutronsontoa surface.They aretrapped between them irrorand theearth’s

gravitationalpotential. These gravitationalbound states would be m odi�ed by any

deviation from Newtonian gravity.Nosuch deviationsfrom Newton’slaw isfound down

to the 1{10 nm range.See also Nesvizhevsky and Protasov [202]who obtain lim itson

non-Newtonian forcesinferiorto those ofCasim irm easurem ents,thatis,� < 1021 at

� = 10�7 m ,although itisrelatively betterthatthe Casim irlim itsin the nanom eter

range,butthelim itsareextrem ely weak there,� < 1026.

Itis clearthatasm icro engineering com es into itsown,Casim ir forces willhave

to betaken into accountand utilized.A recentinteresting paperby Chum ak,M ilonni,

and Berm an [203]suggeststhatthenoncontactfriction observed by Stipeetal[204]on

a cantilever neara surface isdue in m ajorpartto Casim irforces. The Casim ir force

is responsible for the frequency shift observed ofabout 4.5% for a gold sam ple at a

separation of2 nm .

For another exam ple along these lines,Lin etal[205]have shown that Casim ir-

Polder forces between atom s and the surface can provide fundam entallim itations on

stability ofa Bose-Einstein condensate near a m icrofabricated silicon chip,a system

which holdsgreatprom isefortechnologicalapplications.

Therecentintenseexperim entalactivity isvery encouraging to thedevelopm entof

the �eld. Com ing years,therefore,prom ise ever increasing experim entalinput into a

�eld thathasbeen dom inated by theory for�vedecades.
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4. Self-Stress

4.1.Surface and Volum e Divergences

Itiswellknown thatin generaltheCasim irenergy density divergesin theneighborhood

ofasurface.For
atsurfacesandconform altheories(such astheconform alscalartheory

considered in Ref.[57],or electrom agnetism ) those divergences are not present.z W e

saw hintsofthisin section 2.4. In particular,Brown and M aclay [209]calculated the

localstresstensorfortwo idealplatesseparated by a distance a along the z axis,with

theresultfora conform alscalar

hT��i= �
�2

1440a4
[4ẑ�ẑ� � g

��]: (4.1)

Thisresultwasgiven recentrederivationsin [210,57].Dowkerand Kennedy [211]and

Deutsch and Candelas[212]considered the localstresstensorbetween planesinclined

atan angle�,with theresult,in cylindricalcoordinates(t;r;�;z),

hT��i= �
f(�)

720�2r4

0

B
B
B
@

1 0 0 0

0 � 1 0 0

0 0 3 0

0 0 0 � 1

1

C
C
C
A
; (4.2)

wherefora conform alscalar,with Dirichletboundary conditions,

f(�)=
�2

2�2

�
�2

�2
�
�2

�2

�

; (4.3)

and forelectrom agnetism ,with perfectconductorboundary conditions,

f(�)=

�
�2

�2
+ 11

� �
�2

�2
� 1

�

: (4.4)

For� ! 0 we recoverthepressuresand energiesforparallelplates,(2.25b),(2.39)and

(3.87).(Theseresultswerelaterdiscussed in Ref.[213].)

Although for perfectly conducting 
at surfaces, the energy density is �nite, for

electrom agnetism theindividualelectricand m agnetic�eldshavedivergentRM S values,

hE 2i� � hB2i�
1

�4
; � ! 0; (4.5)

a distance � above a conducting surface. However, if the surface is a dielectric,

characterized by a plasm a dispersion relation (3.33),thesedivergencesaresoftened

hE 2i�
1

�3
; � hB2i�

1

�2
; � ! 0; (4.6)

so thattheenergy density also diverges[214]

hT00i�
1

�3
; � ! 0: (4.7)

z In general,this need not be the case. For exam ple, Rom eo and Saharian [206]show that with

m ixed boundary conditionsthe surface divergencesneed notvanish forparallelplates.Foradditional

work on locale�ectswith m ixed (Robin)boundary conditions,applied to spheresand cylinders,and

corresponding globale�ects,seeRefs.[207,208,70].Seealso section 2.4 and Ref.[72,73].
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Thenullenergy condition (n�n
� = 0)

T
��
n�n� � 0 (4.8)

issatis�ed,so thatgravity stillfocuseslight.

Graham [215] exam ined the general relativistic energy conditions required by

causality.In theneighborhood ofa sm ooth dom ain wall,given by ahyperbolictangent,

theenergy isalwaysnegativeatlargeenough distances.Thustheweak energycondition

isviolated,asisthenullenergy condition (4.8).However,when (4.8)isintegrated over

a com plete geodesic,positivity is satis�ed. It is not clear ifthis last condition,the

Averaged NullEnergy Condition,isalwaysobeyed in 
atspace.Certainly itisviolated

in curved space,butthe e�ectsalwaysseem sm all,so thatexotic e�ectssuch astim e

travelareprohibited.

However, as Deutsch and Candelas [212] showed m any years ago, in the

neighborhood ofa curved surface forconform ally invarianttheories,hT��idiverges as

��3 ,where� isthedistancefrom thesurface,with a coe�cientproportionalto thesum

ofthe principalcurvaturesofthe surface. In particularthey obtain the result,in the

vicinity ofthesurface,

hT��i� �
�3
T
(3)
�� + �

�2
T
(2)
�� + �

�1
T
(1)
�� ; (4.9)

and obtain explicitexpressionsforthe coe�cienttensorsT
(3)
�� and T

(2)
�� in term softhe

extrinsiccurvatureoftheboundary.

Forexam ple,forthecaseofa sphere,theleading surfacedivergence hastheform ,

forconform al�elds,forr= a+ �,� ! 0

hT��i=
A

�3

0

B
B
B
@

2=a 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 0 0 sin�

1

C
C
C
A
; (4.10)

in sphericalpolar coordinates,where the constant is A = 1=1440�2 for a scalar,or

A = 1=120�2 forthe electrom agnetic �eld. Note that(4.10)isproperly traceless. The

cubic divergence in the energy density near the surface translates into the quadratic

divergencein theenergy found foraconducting ball[216].Thecorrespondingquadratic

divergence in thestresscorrespondsto theabsenceofthecubicdivergence in hTrri.

This is allcom pletely sensible. However, in their paper Deutsch and Candelas

[212]expressed a certain skepticism about the validity ofthe result ofRef.[24]for

the sphericalshellcase (described in partin section 4.4)where the divergencescancel.

Thatskepticism wasreinforced in a laterpaperby Candelas [217],who criticized the

authorsofRef.[24]forom itting � function term s,and constantsin the energy. These

objectionsseem utterlywithoutm erit.In alatercriticalpaperbythesam eauthor[218],

itwas asserted thaterrorswere m ade,ratherthan a conscious rem ovalofunphysical

divergences.
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Ofcourse,surfacecurvaturedivergencesarepresent.AsCandelasnoted [217,218],

they havetheform

E = E
S

Z

dS + E
C

Z

dS (�1 + �2)+ E
C
I

Z

dS (�1 � �2)
2 + E

C
II

Z

dS�1�2 + :::;(4.11)

where �1 and �2 are the principalcurvaturesofthe surface. The question isto what

extentaretheyobservable.Afterall,ashasbeenshown inRef.[29,57]andinsection2.4,

we can drastically change the localstructure ofthe vacuum expectation value ofthe

energy-m om entum tensor in the neighborhood of
at plates by m erely exploiting the

am biguity in the de�nition ofthat tensor,yet each yields the sam e �nite,observable

(and observed!) energy ofinteraction between theplates.Forcurved boundaries,m uch

thesam eistrue.A priori,wedo notknow which energy-m om entum tensorto em ploy,

and the localvacuum -
uctuation energy density is to a large extent m eaningless. It

is the globalenergy,or the force between distinct bodies,that has an unam biguous

value.Itisthebeliefoftheauthorthatdivergencesin theenergy which go likea power

ofthe cuto� are probably unobservable,being subsum ed in the properties ofm atter.

M oreover,the coe�cientsofthe divergentterm sdepend on the regularization schem e.

Logarithm icdivergences,ofcourse,areofanotherclass[59].

Dram atic cancellations ofthese curvature term s can occur. It m ight be thought

thatthereason a�niteresultwasfound fortheCasim irenergy ofaperfectly conducting

sphericalshell[19,22,24]isthattheterm involving thesquared di�erenceofcurvatures

in (4.11) 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 ofelectrom agnetism the

correspondingterm isnotpresent(orhasavanishingcoe�cient)foran arbitrarysm ooth

cavity [219],and sotheCasim irenergy foraperfectly conductingellipsoid ofrevolution,

forexam ple,is�nite. This�nitenessofthe Casim irenergy (usually referred to asthe

vanishing ofthe second heat-kernelcoe�cient[10])foran idealsm ooth closed surface

wasanticipated already in Ref.[22],butcontradicted by Ref.[212]. M ore speci�cally,

although odd curvature term scancelinside and outside forany thin shell,itwould be

anticipated thatthesquared-curvatureterm ,which ispresentasa surfacedivergencein

the energy density, would be re
ected as an unrem ovable divergence in the energy.

For a closed surface the last term in (4.11) is a topological invariant, so gives an

irrelevant constant, while no term of the type of the penultim ate term can appear

due to the structure ofthe traced cylinderexpansion [70]. Itwould be extraordinarily

interestingifthisCasim irenergy could becom puted foran ellipsoidalboundary,butthe

calculation appearsextrem ely di�cultbecausetheHelm holtzequation isnotseparable

in theexteriorregion.

4.2.Casim irForceson Spheresvia �-Function Potentials

This section is an adaptation and an extension ofcalculations presented in Ref.[62].

This investigation was carried out in response to the program of the M IT group

[165,60,61,71,30].Theyrediscovered irrem ovabledivergencesin theCasim irenergyfor
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acirclein 2+ 1dim ensions�rstdiscovered by Sen [220,221],butthen found divergences

in the case ofa sphericalsurface,thereby casting doubt on the validity ofthe Boyer

calculation [19]. Som e oftheir results,as we shallsee,are spurious,and the rest are

wellknown [59].However,theirwork hasbeen valuablein sparking new investigations

oftheproblem sofsurfaceenergiesand divergences.

W e now carry out the calculation we presented in section 2 in three spatial

dim ensions,with a radially sym m etric background

Lint = �
1

2

�

a
�(r� a)�2(x); (4.12)

which would correspond to a Dirichlet shellin the lim it � ! 1 . The tim e-Fourier

transform ed Green’sfunction satis�estheequation (�2 = � !2)
�

� r2 + �
2 +

�

a
�(r� a)

�

G(r;r0)= �(r � r
0): (4.13)

W ewriteG in term sofa reduced Green’sfunction

G(r;r0)=
X

lm

gl(r;r
0)Ylm (
)Y

�
lm (


0); (4.14)

wheregl satis�es
�

�
1

r2

d

dr
r
2 d

dr
+
l(l+ 1)

r2
+ �

2 +
�

a
�(r� a)

�

gl(r;r
0)=

1

r2
�(r� r

0): (4.15)

W e solve thisin term sofm odi�ed Besselfunctions,I�(x),K �(x),where � = l+ 1=2,

which satisfy theW ronskian condition

I
0
�(x)K �(x)� K

0
�(x)I�(x)=

1

x
: (4.16)

The solution to (4.15)is obtained by requiring continuity ofgl ateach singularity,r0

and a,and the appropriate discontinuity ofthe derivative. Inside the sphere we then

�nd (0< r;r0< a)

gl(r;r
0)=

1

�rr0

"

el(�r> )sl(�r< )�
�

�a
sl(�r)sl(�r

0)
e2l(�a)

1+ �

�a
sl(�a)el(�a)

#

: (4.17)

Herewehaveintroduced them odi�ed Riccati-Besselfunctions,

sl(x)=

r
�x

2
Il+ 1=2(x); el(x)=

r
2x

�
K l+ 1=2(x): (4.18)

Note that (4.17) reduces to the expected result,vanishing as r ! a,in the lim it of

strong coupling:

lim
�! 1

gl(r;r
0)=

1

�rr0

�

el(�r> )sl(�r< )�
el(�a)

sl(�a)
sl(�r)sl(�r

0)

�

: (4.19)

W hen both pointsareoutsidethesphere,r;r0> a,weobtain a sim ilarresult:

gl(r;r
0)=

1

�rr0

"

el(�r> )sl(�r< )�
�

�a
el(�r)el(�r

0)
s2l(�a)

1+ �

�a
sl(�a)el(�a)

#

: (4.20)

which sim ilarly reducesto theexpected resultas� ! 1 .
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Now wewantto gettheradial-radialcom ponentofthestresstensorto extractthe

pressureon thesphere,which isobtained by applying theoperator

@r@r0 �
1

2
(� @

0
@
00 + r � r

0)!
1

2

�

@r@r0 � �
2 �

l(l+ 1)

r2

�

(4.21)

to theGreen’sfunction,wherein thelastterm wehaveaveraged overthesurfaceofthe

sphere.In thisway we�nd,from thediscontinuity ofhTrriacrossther= a surface,the

netstress

S =
�

2�a2

1X

l= 0

(2l+ 1)

Z 1

0

dx
(el(x)sl(x))

0
�

2el(x)sl(x)

x

1+
�el(x)sl(x)

x

: (4.22)

The sam e result can be deduced by com puting the totalenergy (2.15). The free

Green’s function, the �rst term in (4.17) or (4.20), evidently m akes no signi�cant

contribution to the energy,foritgivesa term independentofthe radiusofthesphere,

a,so weom itit.Therem aining radialintegralsaresim ply
Z x

0

dys2l(y) =
1

2x

��
x
2 + l(l+ 1)

�
s
2
l + xsls

0
l� x

2
s
02
l

�
; (4.23a)

Z 1

x

dye2l(y)= �
1

2x

��
x
2 + l(l+ 1)

�
e
2
l + xele

0
l� x

2
e
02
l

�
; (4.23b)

where allthe Besselfunctionson the right-hand-sidesofthese equationsareevaluated

atx.Then using theW ronskian,we�nd thattheCasim irenergy is

E = �
1

2�a

1X

l= 0

(2l+ 1)

Z 1

0

dxx
d

dx
ln[1+ �I�(x)K �(x)]: (4.24)

Ifwe di�erentiate with respectto a,with �=a �xed,we im m ediately recoverthe force

(4.22).Thisexpression,upon integration by parts,coincideswith thatgiven by Barton

[222],and was�rstanalyzed in detailbyScandurra[223].Forstrongcoupling,itreduces

to thewell-known expression fortheCasim irenergy ofa m asslessscalar�eld insideand

outside a sphere upon which Dirichletboundary conditionsare im posed,thatis,that

the�eld m ustvanish atr= a:

lim
�! 1

E = �
1

2�a

1X

l= 0

(2l+ 1)

Z 1

0

dxx
d

dx
ln[I�(x)K �(x)]; (4.25)

because m ultiplying the argum entofthe logarithm by a power ofx iswithoute�ect,

corresponding to a contact term . Details ofthe evaluation ofEq.(4.25) are given in

Ref.[57],and willbeconsidered in section 4.4 below.(Seealso Refs.[224,225,226].)

Theoppositelim itisofinteresthere.Theexpansion ofthelogarithm isim m ediate

forsm all�.The�rstterm ,oforder�,isevidently divergent,butirrelevant,sincethat

m ay be rem oved by renorm alization ofthe tadpole graph. In contradistinction to the

claim ofRefs.[61,60,30,71],the order �2 term is �nite,as established in Ref.[57].

Thatterm is

E
(�2) =

�2

4�a

1X

l= 0

(2l+ 1)

Z
1

0

dxx
d

dx
[Il+ 1=2(x)K l+ 1=2(x)]

2
: (4.26)
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Thesum on lcan becarried outusing a trick dueto Klich [227]:Thesum rule

1X

l= 0

(2l+ 1)el(x)sl(y)Pl(cos�)=
xy

�
e�� ; (4.27)

where� =
p
x2 + y2 � 2xycos�,issquared,and then integrated over�,according to
Z

1

�1

d(cos�)Pl(cos�)Pl0(cos�)= �ll0
2

2l+ 1
: (4.28)

In thisway welearn that

1X

l= 0

(2l+ 1)e2l(x)s
2
l(x)=

x2

2

Z 4x

0

dw

w
e�w : (4.29)

Although thisintegralisdivergent,becausewedid notintegrateby partsin (4.26),that

divergence doesnotcontribute:

E
(�2) =

�2

4�a

Z 1

0

dx
1

2
x
d

dx

Z 4x

0

dw

w
e�w =

�2

32�a
; (4.30)

which isexactly theresult(4.25)ofRef.[57],which also followsfrom (2.20)here.

However,beforewewax too euphoric,werecognizethattheorder�3 term appears

logarithm ically divergent, just as Refs.[30]and [71]claim . This does not signala

breakdown in perturbation theory,as the divergence (2.21) in the D = 1 calculation

did.Supposewesubtracto� thetwo leading term s,

E = �
1

2�a

1X

l= 0

(2l+1)

Z 1

0

dxx
d

dx

�

ln(1+ �I�K �)� �I�K � +
�2

2
(I�K �)

2

�

+
�2

32�a
:(4.31)

Tostudythebehaviorofthesum forlargevaluesofl,wecan usetheuniform asym ptotic

expansion (Debyeexpansion),

� � 1: I�(x)K �(x)�
t

2�

�

1+
A(t)

�2
+
B (t)

�4
+ :::

�

: (4.32)

Here x = �z,and t= 1=
p
1+ z2. The functionsA and B ,etc.,are polynom ialsin t.

W enow insertthisinto (4.31)and expand notin � butin �;theleading term is

E
(�3) �

�3

24�a

1X

l= 0

1

�

Z 1

0

dz

(1+ z2)3=2
=

�3

24�a
�(1): (4.33)

Although thefrequency integralis�nite,theangularm om entum sum isdivergent.The

appearancehereofthedivergent�(1)seem stosignalaninsuperablebarriertoextraction

ofa �nite Casim irenergy for�nite �. The situation isdi�erentin the lim it� ! 1 {

Seesection 4.4.

Thisdivergencehasbeen known form any years,and was�rstcalculated explicitly

in 1998by Bordagetal [59],wherethesecond heatkernelcoe�cientgavean equivalent

result,

E �
�3

48�a

1

s
; s! 0: (4.34)
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A possible way of dealing with this divergence was advocated in Ref.[223]. Very

recently,Bordag and Vassilevich [228]have reanalyzed such problem s from the heat

kernelapproach.They show thatthisO(�3)divergencecorrespondstoasurfacetension

counterterm ,an idea proposed by m e in 1980 [27,229]in connection with the zero-

pointenergy contribution to the bag m odel. Such a surface term corresponds to �=a

�xed,which then necessarily im plies a divergence oforder �3. Bordag argues that it

isperfectly appropriate to inserta surface tension counterterm so thatthisdivergence

m ay berendered �niteby renorm alization.

4.3.TM SphericalPotential

Ofcourse,thescalarm odelconsidered in theprevioussubsection ism erely atoy m odel,

and som ethinganalogoustoelectrodynam icsisoffarm orephysicalrelevance.Thereare

goodreasonsforbelievingthatcancellationsoccuringeneralbetween TE (Dirichlet)and

TM (Robin)m odes.Certainly they do occurin theclassic Boyerenergy ofa perfectly

conducting sphericalshell[19,22,24],and the indicationsare thatsuch cancellations

occureven with im perfectboundary conditions[222].Following thelatterreference,let

usconsiderthepotential

Lint =
1

2
�a
1

r

@

@r
�(r� a)�2(x): (4.35)

In thelim it� ! 1 thiscorrespondsto TM boundary conditions.Thereduced Green’s

function isthustaken to satisfy
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Atr = r0 we have the usualboundary conditions,thatgl be continuous,butthatits

derivativebediscontinuous,

r
2 @
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gl

�
�
�
r= r0+

r= r0�

= � 1; (4.37)

whileatthesurfaceofthespherethederivative iscontinuous,
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whilethefunction isdiscontinuous,
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�
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: (4.38b)

Equations (4.38a) and (4.38b) are the analogues ofthe boundary conditions (2.30a),

(2.30b)treated in section 2.3.

Itisthen easy to�nd theGreen’sfunction.W hen both pointsareinsidethesphere,
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0
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and when both pointsareoutsidethesphere,
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It is im m ediate that these supply the appropriate Robin boundary conditions in the

� ! 1 lim it:

lim
�! 0

@

@r
rgl

�
�
�
r= a

= 0: (4.40)

The Casim irenergy m ay be readily obtained from (2.15),and we �nd,using the

integrals(4.23a),(4.23b)
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l(x)s

0
l(x)]: (4.41)

Thestressm ay beobtained from thisby applying � @=@a,and regarding�a asconstant

[see(4.35)],ordirectly,from theGreen’sfunction by applying theoperator,
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which isthesam easthatin (4.21),exceptthat

r r =
1

r
@rr; (4.43)

appropriate to TM boundary conditions(see Ref.[230],forexam ple). Eitherway,the

totalstresson thesphereis

S = �
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Z 1

0

dxx
2

[e0l(x)s
0
l(x)]

0

1+ �xe0
l
(x)s0

l
(x)

: (4.44)

The resultforthe energy (4.41)issim ilar,butnotidentical,to thatgiven by Barton

[222].

Supposewenow com binetheTE and TM Casim irenergies,(4.24)and (4.41):

E
TE + E

TM = �
1

2�a

1X

l= 0

(2l+ 1)

Z
1

0

dxx
d

dx
ln

h�

1+ �
elsl

x

�

(1+ �xe
0
ls
0
l)

i

: (4.45)

In thelim it� ! 1 thisreducesto thefam iliarexpression fortheperfectly conducting

sphericalshell[24]:

lim
�! 1

E = �
1

2�a

1X

l= 1

(2l+ 1)

Z 1

0

dxx

�
e0l

el
+
e00l

e0
l

+
s0l

sl
+
s00l

s0
l

�

: (4.46)

Herewehave,asappropriateto theelectrodynam ic situation,om itted thel= 0 m ode.

Thisexpression yieldsa �niteCasim irenergy,aswewillseein section 4.4.W hatabout

�nite�? In general,itappearsthatthereisno chancethatthedivergencefound in the

previoussection in order�3 can becancelled.Butsupposethecoupling fortheTE and

TM m odesaredi�erent.If�TE�TM = 4,a cancellation appearspossible.

Letusillustratethisby retaining only theleading term sin theuniform asym ptotic

expansions:(x = �z)

el(x)sl(x)

x
�

t

2�
; xe

0
l(x)s

0
l(x)� �

�

2t
; � ! 1 : (4.47)
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Then thelogarithm appearing in theintegralfortheenergy (4.45)isapproxim ately

ln � ln

�

�
�TM �

2t

�

+ ln

�

1+
�TEt

2�

�

+ ln

�

1�
2t

�TM �

�

: (4.48)

The �rst term here presum ably gives no contribution to the energy, because it is

independent of� upon di�erentiation,and furtherwe m ay interpret
P 1

l= 0
�2 = 0 [see

(4.52)].Now ifwem aketheaboveidenti�cation ofthecouplings,

�̂ =
�TE

2
=

2

�TM
; (4.49)

alltheodd powersof� cancelout,and

E � �
1

2�a

1X

l= 0

(2l+ 1)

Z 1

0

dxx
d

dx
ln

 

1�
�̂2t2

�2

!

: (4.50)

The divergence encountered forthe TE m ode isthusrem oved,and the powerseriesis

sim ply twicethesum oftheeven term sthere.Thiswillbe�nite.Presum ably,thesam e

istrueifthesubleading term sin theuniform asym ptoticexpansion areretained.

Itisinteresting toapproxim ately evaluate(4.50).Theintegraloverzm ay beeasily

evaluated asa contourintegral,leaving

E � �
1

a

1X

l= 0

�
2

0

@ 1�

s

1�
�̂2

�2

1

A : (4.51)

Thislsum appearsto be divergent,an artifactofthe asym ptotic expansion,since we

know the �2 term is�nite. However,ifwe expand the square rootforsm all�̂2=�2,we

seethattheO (̂�2)term vanishesifweinterpretthesum as
1X

l= 0

�
�s = (2s � 1)�(s); (4.52)

in term softheRiem ann zeta function.Theleading term isO (̂�4):

E � �
�̂4

8a

1X

l= 0

1

�2
= �

�̂4�2

16a
: (4.53)

To recover the correct leading � behavior in (4.30) requires the inclusion of the

subleading ��2n term sdisplayed in (4.32).

M uch fasterconvergence isachieved ifwe considertheresultswith thel= 0 term

rem oved,asappropriate forelectrom agnetic m odes. Let’sillustrate thisforthe order

�2 TE m ode(now,forsim plicity,write� = �TE)Then,in placeoftheenergy (4.30)we

have

~E (�2) =
�2

32�a
+

�2

4�a

Z
1

0

dx

x2
sinh

2
xe

�2x =
�2

a

�
1

32�
+
ln2

4�

�

=
�2

a
(0:0651061): (4.54)

Now theleading term in theuniform asym ptoticexpansion isno longerzero:

E
(0) = �

1

2�a

1X

l= 1

(2l+ 1)

Z 1

0

dxx
d

dx

�

�
�2t2

8�2

�

=
�2

8�a

1X

l= 1

�
0

�

�
�

2

�

=
�2

16a
=
�2

a
(0:0625); (4.55)
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whichis4% lowerthantheexactanswer(4.54).Thenextterm intheuniform asym ptotic

expansion is

E
(2) = �

�2

4�a
[3�(2)� 4]

Z 1

0

dzt2
t2 � 6t4 + 5t6

8

=
�2

a

�
3�2

2048
�

3

256

�

=
�2

a
(0:0027368); (4.56)

which reducestheestim ateto

E
(0)+ E

(2) =
�2

a
(0:0652368); (4.57)

which isnow 0.2% high.Going outonem oreterm gives

E
(4) = �

�2

8�a
[15�(4)� 16]

Z
1

0

dzt2
t4

16
(7� 148t2 + 554t4 � 708t6 + 295t8)

= �
�2

a

�
59�4

524288
�

177

16328

�

= �
�2

a
(0:000158570); (4.58)

and theestim atefortheenergy isnow only 0.04% low:

E
(0)+ E

(2)+ E
(4) =

�2

a
(0:06507823): (4.59)

W ecould also m akesim ilarrem arksabouttheTM contributions.

4.4.Perfectly Conducting SphericalShell

Now weconsidera m asslessscalarin threespacedim ensions,with asphericalboundary

on which the�eld vanishes.Thiscorrespondsto theTE m odesfortheelectrodynam ic

situation �rstsolved by Boyer[19,22,24]. The purpose ofthissection (adapted from

Ref.[57])isto em phasizeanew that,contrary to theim plication ofRef.[60,61,30,71],

thecorresponding Casim irenergy isalso �niteforthiscon�guration.

Thegeneralcalculation in D spatialdim ensionswasgiven in Ref.[224];thepressure

isgiven by theform ula

P = �

1X

l= 0

(2l+ D � 2)�(l+ D � 2)

l!2D �(D + 1)=2�(D �1

2
)aD + 1

Z 1

0

dxx
d

dx
ln
�
I�(x)K �(x)x

2�D
�
: (4.60)

Here� = l� 1+ D =2.ForD = 3 thisexpression reducesto

P = �
1

8�2a4

1X

l= 0

(2l+ 1)

Z
1

0

dxx
d

dx
ln
�
Il+ 1=2(x)K l+ 1=2(x)=x

�
: (4.61)

Thisprecisely correspondsto the strong lim it� ! 1 given in (4.25),ifwe recallthe

com m entm adeaboutcontactterm sthere.In Ref.[224]weevaluated expression (4.60)

by continuing in D from a region where both the sum and integrals existed. In that

way,a com pletely �niteresultwasfound forallpositiveD notequalto an even integer.

Here we willadopta perhapsm ore physicalapproach,thatofallowing the tim e-

coordinatesin theunderlying Green’sfunction to approach each other,asdescribed in
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Ref.[24].Thatis,werecognizethatthex integration aboveisactuallya(dim ensionless)

im aginary frequency integral,and thereforeweshould replace
Z 1

0

dxf(x)=
1

2

Z 1

�1

dyeiy�f(jyj); (4.62)

whereattheend weareto take� ! 0.Im m ediately,wecan replacethex�1 insidethe

logarithm in (4.61)by x,which m akestheintegralsconverge,because the di�erence is

proportionalto adelta function in thetim eseparation,acontactterm withoutphysical

signi�cance.

To proceed, we use the uniform asym ptotic expansions for the m odi�ed Bessel

functions,(4.32). Thisisan expansion in inverse powersof� = l+ 1=2,low term sin

which turn outto berem arkably accurateeven form odestl.Theleading term sin this

expansion are

ln
�
xIl+ 1=2(x)K l+ 1=2(x)

�
� ln

zt

2
+

1

�2
g(t)+

1

�4
h(t)+ :::; (4.63)

wherex = �z and t= (1+ z2)�1=2 .Here

g(t)=
1

8
(t2 � 6t4 + 5t6); (4.64a)

h(t)=
1

64
(13t4 � 284t6 + 1062t8 � 1356t10 + 565t12): (4.64b)

Theleading term in thepressure istherefore

P0 = �
1

8�2a4

1X

l= 0

(2l+ 1)�

Z
1

0

dzt2 = �
1

8�a4

1X

l= 0

�
2 =

3

32�a4
�(� 2)= 0: (4.65)

where in the laststep we have used the form alzeta function evaluation (4.52).x Here

therigorousway to argueisto recallthepresenceofthepoint-splitting factorei�z� and

to carry outthesum on lusing

1X

l= 0

ei�z� = �
1

2i

1

sinz�=2
; (4.66)

so
1X

l= 0

�
2ei�z� = �

d2

d(z�)2

i

2sinz�=2
=

i

8

�

�
2

sin3z�=2
+

1

sinz�=2

�

: (4.67)

Then P0 isgiven by thedivergentexpression

P0 =
i

�2a4�3

Z 1

�1

dz

z3

1

1+ z2
; (4.68)

which we argue is zero because the integrand is odd,as justi�ed by averaging over

contourspassing aboveand below thepoleatz = 0.

Thenextterm intheuniform asym ptoticexpansion(4.63),thatinvolvingg,likewise

gives zero pressure, as intim ated by the form alzeta function identity (4.52), which

x Notethatthecorresponding TE contribution fortheelectrom agneticCasim irpressurewould notbe

zero,fortherethe sum startsfrom l= 1.
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vanishesats = 0. The sam e conclusion followsfrom pointsplitting,using (4.66)and

arguing thattheresulting integrand � z2t3g0(t)=z� isodd in z.Again,thiscancellation

doesnotoccurin theelectrom agneticcasebecausetherethesum startsatl= 1.

So heretheleading term which survivesisthatoforder��4 in (4.63),nam ely

P2 =
1

4�2a4

1X

l= 0

1

�2

Z
1

0

dzh(t); (4.69)

where we have now dropped the point-splitting factor because this expression is

com pletely convergent.Theintegraloverz is
Z

1

0

dzh(t)=
35�

32768
(4.70)

and the sum over lis 3�(2) = �2=2,so the leading contribution to the stress on the

sphereis

S2 = 4�a2P2 =
35�2

65536a2
=
0:00527094

a2
: (4.71)

Num erically thisisa terribleapproxim ation.

W hatwe m ust do now is return to the fullexpression and add and subtract the

leading asym ptoticterm s.Thisgives

S = S2 �
1

2�a2

1X

l= 0

(2l+ 1)R l; (4.72)

where

R l= Q l+

Z
1

0

dx

�

lnzt+
1

�2
g(t)+

1

�4
h(t)

�

; (4.73)

wheretheintegral

Q l= �

Z 1

0

dxln[2xI�(x)K �(x)] (4.74)

wasgiven theasym ptoticform in Ref.[224,29](l� 1):

Q l�
��

2
+

�

128�
�

35�

32768�3
+

565�

1048577�5
�

1208767�

2147483648�7
+

138008357�

137438953472�9
: (4.75)

The �rst two term s in (4.75) cancelthe second and third term s in (4.73),ofcourse.

Thethird term in (4.75)correspondsto h(t),so thelastthreeterm sdisplayed in (4.75)

give the asym ptotic behavior ofthe rem ainder,which we callw(�). Then we have,

approxim ately,

S � S2 �
1

�a2

nX

l= 0

�Rl�
1

�a2

1X

l= n+ 1

�w(�): (4.76)

Forn = 1 thisgivesS � 0:00285278=a2,and forlargern thisrapidly approachesthe

value�rstgiven in Ref.[224],and rederived in [225,226,231]

STE = 0:002817=a2; (4.77)
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a valuem uch sm allerthan thefam ouselectrom agnetic result[19,21,24,22],

SEM =
0:04618

a2
; (4.78)

because of the cancellation of the leading term s noted above. Indeed, the TM

contribution wascalculated separately in Ref.[230],with theresult

STM = � 0:02204
1

a2
; (4.79)

and then subtracting thel= 0 m odesfrom both contributionsweobtain (4.78)

SEM = STE + STM +
�

48a2
=
0:0462

a2
: (4.80)

4.5.Dielectric Spheres

The Casim ir self-stress on a uniform dielectric sphere was �rst worked out in 1979

[216]. It was generalized to the case when both electric perm ittivity and m agnetic

perm eability are present in 1997 [232]. Since this calculation is sum m arized in m y

m onograph[29],wecontentourselvesherewithsim plystatingtheresultforthepressure,

(x =
p
"�jyj,x0=

p
"0�0jyjwhere"0;�0aretheinterior,and ";� aretheexterior,values

oftheperm ittivity and theperm eability)

P = �
1

2a4

Z 1

�1

dy

2�
eiy�

1X

l= 1

2l+ 1

4�

�

x
d

dx
lnD l

+ 2x0[s0l(x
0)e0l(x

0)� el(x
0)s00l(x

0)]� 2x[s0l(x)e
0
l(x)� el(x)s

00
l(x)]

�

; (4.81)

wherethe\bulk" pressurehasbeen subtracted,and

D l= [sl(x
0)e0l(x)� s

0
l(x

0)el(x)]
2 � �

2[sl(x
0)e0l(x)+ s

0
l(x

0)el(x)]
2
; (4.82)

with theparam eter� being

� =

q
"0

�

�

�0
� 1

q
�0

�

�

�0
+ 1

; (4.83)

and � isthe tem poralregulatorintroduced in (4.62). Thisresultisobtained eitherby

com puting theradial-radialcom ponentofthestresstensor,orfrom thetotalenergy.

In general,thisresultisdivergent.However,considerthespecialcase
p
�� =

p
�0�0,

thatis,when thespeed oflightisthesam ein both m edia.Then x = x0and theCasim ir

energy derived from (4.81)reducesto

E = 4�a3P = �
1

4�a

Z 1

�1

dyeiy�
1X

l= 1

(2l+ 1)x
d

dx
ln[1� �

2((slel)
0)2];(4.84)

where

� =
� � �0

� + �0
= �

"� "0

"+ "0
: (4.85)
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If� = 1werecoverthecaseofaperfectlyconductingsphericalshell,treatedinsection4.4

[cf.(4.46)],forwhich E is�nite.In fact(4.84)is�niteforall�.

Ofparticularinterestisthedilutelim it,where[227]

E �
5�2

32�a
=
0:0994718�2

2a
; � � 1: (4.86)

[Thisevaluation iscarried outin the sam e m annerasthatof(4.26).] Itisrem arkable

thatthevaluefora sphericalconducting shell(4.78),forwhich � = 1,isonly 7% lower,

which asKlich rem arks,isaccounted fornearly entirely by the nextterm in the sm all

� expansion.

There isanotherdilutelim itwhich isalso quite surprising.Fora purely dielectric

sphere (� = 1) the leading term in an expansion in powers of " � 1 is �nite

[233,234,59,235]:

E =
23

1536�

("� 1)2

a
= ("� 1)2

0:004767

a
: (4.87)

Thisresultcoincideswith thesum ofvan derW aalsenergiesofthem aterialm aking up

theball[80].Theterm oforder("� 1)3 isdivergent[59].Theestablishm entoftheresult

(4.87)wasthedeath knellfortheCasim irenergy explanation ofsonolum inescence[236]

{ Seesection 6.

The tem perature correction to this result was �rst worked out by Nesterenko,

Lam biase,and Scapetta [237,238].Seealso Ref.[239].

4.6.Cylinders

It is m uch m ore di�cult to carry out Casim ir calculations for cylindricalgeom etries.

W e restrict our attention here to cylinders of circular cross section and in�nite

length. Although calculations have been carried out for parallelopiped geom etries

[240,241,242,243,244,245,246,247,248,249,250,251],the e�ects included refer

only to the interior m odes ofoscillation. This is because the wave equation is not

separable outside a cube ora rectangular solid. As a result,divergences occur which

cannot be legitim ately rem oved,which nevertheless are arti�cially rem oved by zeta-

function m ethods. It is the view ofthe author that such �nite results are without

m eaning.

Buteven though circular-cylindercalculationsare possible,they are considerably

m ore com plex than the corresponding spherical calculations. This is not m erely

becausesphericalBesselfunctionsaresim plerthan cylinderfunctions.Thefundam ental

di�culty in these geom etriesisthatthere isin generalno decoupling between TE and

TM m odes [252]. Progress in understanding has therefore been m uch slower in this

regim e.Itwasonly in 1981 thatitwasfound thattheelectrom agneticCasim irenergy

ofa perfectly conducting cylinderwasattractive,theenergy perunitlength being [253]

Eem ;cyl= �
0:01356

a2
; (4.88)
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fora circularcylinderofradiusa.Thecorresponding resultfora scalar�eld satisfying

Dirichletboundary conditionsofthecylinderisrepulsive [254],

ED ;cyl=
0:000606

a2
: (4.89)

These ideal lim its are �nite, but, as with the spherical geom etry, less ideal

con�gurations have unrem ovable divergences. For exam ple, a cylindrical �-shell

potential,asdescribed earlier,hasdivergences(in third order)[255].And itisexpected

thata dielectric cylinderwillhave a divergentCasim irenergy,although thecoe�cient

of("� 1)2 willbe �nite fora dilute dielectric cylinder[256],corresponding to a �nite

van derW aalsenergy between the m oleculesthatm ake up the m aterial[257]. Recent

progressin understanding thesepointswillbedescribed below.

4.6.1. Dielectric cylinders The following calculation representswork in progresswith

Ines Cavero-Pelaez. Although the calculation rem ains incom plete,we o�er it here as

a detailed exam ple ofhow a com plicated electrom agnetic calculation is form ulated in

the Green’s function approach. W e start from the equations satis�ed by the Green’s

dyadics forM axwell’s equations in a m edium characterized by a perm ittivity " and a

perm eability � (seeRef.[216]):

r � �
0� i!�� =

1

"
r � 1; (4.90a)

� r � � � i!"�0= 0; (4.90b)

where

�
0(r;r0;!)= �(r;r0;!)+

1

"(!)
; (4.91)

and wheretheunitdyadic1 includesa three-dim ensional� function,

1 = 1�(r � r
0): (4.92)

Thetwo dyadicsaresolenoidal,

r � � = 0; (4.93a)

r � �
0= 0: (4.93b)

Thecorresponding second-orderequationsare

(r 2 + !
2
"�)�0= �

1

"
r � (r � 1); (4.94a)

(r 2 + !
2
"�)� = i!r � 1: (4.94b)

Classically,these Green’sdyadic equationsare equivalentto M axwell’sequations,

and givethesolution thereto when a polarization sourceP ispresent,

E (x)=

Z

(dx0)�(x;x0)� P (x0): (4.95)
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Quantum m echanically,theygivetheone-loopvacuum expectation valuesoftheproduct

of�elds(ata given frequency !)

hE (r)E (r0)i =
~

i
�(r;r0); (4.96a)

hH (r)H (r0)i= �
~

i

1

!2�2
r � �(r;r0)�

 �
r

0

: (4.96b)

Thus,from knowledge ofthe classicalGreen’s dyadics,we can calculate the one-loop

vacuum energy orstress.

W e now introduce the appropriate partialwave decom position for a cylinder,a

slightm odi�cation ofthatgiven fora conducting cylindricalshell[253]k:

�
0
(r;r0;!)=

1X

m = �1

Z 1

�1

dk

2�

n

(r � ẑ)fm (r;k;!)�m k(�;z)

+
i

!"
r � (r � ẑ)gm (r;k;!)�m k(�;z)

o

; (4.97a)

�(r;r 0;!)=

1X

m = �1

Z 1

�1

dk

2�

n

(r � ẑ)~gm (r;k;!)�m k(�;z)

�
i"

!�
r � (r � ẑ)~fm (r;k;!)�m k(�;z)

o

; (4.97b)

wherethecylindricalharm onicsare

�m k(�;z)=
1

p
2�
eim �eikz; (4.98)

and the dependence offm etc.on r0isim plicit(they arefurthervectorsin the second

tensorindex).Becauseofthepresence oftheseharm onics,wehave

r � ẑ ! r̂
im

r
� �̂

@

@r
� M ; (4.99a)

r � (r � ẑ)! r̂ik
@

@r
� �̂

m k

r
� ẑdm � N ; (4.99b)

in term softhecylinderoperator

dm =
1

r

@

@r
r
@

@r
�
m 2

r2
: (4.100)

Now ifweusetheM axwellequation (4.90b)weconclude{

~gm = gm ; (4.101a)

(dm � k
2)~fm = � !

2
�fm : (4.101b)

From the other M axwellequation (4.90a) we deduce (we now m ake the second,

previously suppressed, position argum ents explicit) (the prim e on the di�erential

k Itm ightbe thoughtthatwe could im m ediately use the generalwaveguide decom position ofm odes

into those ofTE and TM type,for exam ple as given in Ref.[258]. However,this is here im possible

becausethe TE and TM m odesdo notseparate.See Ref.[252].

{ Theam biguity in solving fortheseequationsisabsorbed in thede�nition ofsubsequentconstantsof

integration.
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operatorsigni�esaction on thesecond,prim ed argum ent)

dm D m
~fm (r;r

0
;�

0
;z

0)=
!2�

"
�
�
m k(�

0
;z

0)M �01

r
�(r� r

0); (4.102a)

dm D m gm (r;r
0
;�

0
;z

0)= � i!��m k(�
0
;z

0)N �01

r
�(r� r

0); (4.102b)

wheretheBesseloperatorappears,

D m = dm + �
2
; �

2 = !
2
"� � k

2
: (4.103)

Now wedo theseparation ofvariableson thesecond argum ent,

~fm (r;r
0)=

h

M
�0
Fm (r;r

0;k;!)+ N
�0~Fm (r;r

0;k;!)

i

�
�
m k(�

0
;z

0); (4.104a)

gm (r;r
0)= �

i

!

h

N
�0
G m (r;r

0;k;!)+ M
�0~G m (r;r

0;k;!)

i

�
�
m k(�

0
;z

0); (4.104b)

wherewehavenow introduced thetwo scalarGreen’sfunctionsFm ,G m ,which satisfy

dm D m Fm (r;r
0) =

!2�

"

1

r
�(r� r

0); (4.105a)

dm D m G m (r;r
0)= !

21

r
�(r� r

0); (4.105b)

while ~Fm and ~G m areannihilated by theoperatordm D m .

In the following we willapply these equationsto a dielectric-diam agnetic cylinder

ofradiusa,where the interiorofthe cylinderischaracterized by a perm ittivity " and

a perm eability �,whiletheoutsideisvacuum ,so "= � = 1 there.Letuscom putethe

Green’sdyadicsforthecasethatthesourcepointisoutside,r0> a.Ifthe�eld pointis

also outside,r;r0> a,theGreen’sdyadicshavetheform (� = "= 1)

�
0=

1X

m = �1

Z 1

�1

dk

2�

n

M

�

�
dm � k2

!2

� h

M
�0
Fm (r;r

0;k;!)+ N
�0~Fm (r;r

0;k;!)

i

+
1

!2
N

h

N
�0
G m (r;r

0;k;!)+ M
�0~G m (r;r

0;k;!)

io

�m k(�;z)�
�
m k(�

0
;z

0); (4.106a)

� =

1X

m = �1

Z
1

�1

dk

2�

n
i

!
M

h

N
�0
G m (r;r

0;k;!)+ M
�0~G m (r;r

0;k;!)

i

�
i

!
N

h

M
�0
Fm (r;r

0;k;!)+ N
�0~Fm (r;r

0;k;!)

io

�m k(�;z)�
�
m k(�

0
;z

0): (4.106b)

From thedi�erentialequation (4.105a)weseethattheGreen’sfunction F hastheform

(m 6= 0)

Fm = �
!2

�2

"

1

2jm j

�
r<

r>

� jm j

+
�

2i
Jm (kr< )H m (kr> )

#

+ am H m (�r)H m (�r
0)+ bm r

�jm j
H m (�r

0)+ cm r
0�jm j

H m (�r)+ dm r
�jm j

r
0�jm j

;(4.107)

whileG m hasthesam eform with theconstantsam ,bm ,cm ,dm replaced by a0m ,b
0
m ,c

0
m ,

d0m ,respectively.Thehom ogeneousfunctionshavetheform

~Fm = ~am H m (�r)H m (�r
0)+ ~bm r

�jm j
H m (�r

0)+ ~cm r
0�jm j

H m (�r)+ ~dm r
�jm j

r
0�jm j

; (4.108)
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and ~G m replaces~a ! ~a0,etc.

W hen the source point is outside and the �eld point is inside, there are only

hom ogeneoussolutionsoftheequations,so wem ay writeforr< a;r0> a

Fm = em r
jm j
r
0�jm j + fm r

jm j
H m (�r

0)+ gm Jm (�
0
r)r0�jm j + hm Jm (�

0
r)H m (�r

0); (4.109)

and sim ilarly for G m , ~Fm , ~G m , with the constants denoted by e0m , ~em , and ~e0m ,

respectively.Heretheoutsideand insideform sof� aregiven by

�
2 = !

2 � k
2
; �

02 = !
2
�"� k

2
: (4.110)

The various constants are to be determ ined,as far as possible,by the boundary

conditionsatr= a.Theboundaryconditionsatthesurfaceofthedielectriccylinderare

thecontinuityofthetangentialcom ponentsoftheelectric�eld,ofthenorm alcom ponent

ofthe electric displacem ent,ofthe norm alcom ponentofthe m agnetic induction,and

ofthetangentialcom ponentsofthem agnetic�eld:

E t iscontinuous; "E n iscontinuous;

H t iscontinuous; �H n iscontinuous: (4.111)

Theseconditionsareredundant,butwewillim poseallofthem asacheck ofconsistency.

In term softheGreen’sdyadics,theconditionsread

�̂ � �
0

�
�
�
r= a

iscontinuous; (4.112a)

ẑ � �
0

�
�
�
r= a

iscontinuous; (4.112b)

r̂ � "�
0

�
�
�
r= a

iscontinuous; (4.112c)

r̂ � ��

�
�
�
r= a

iscontinuous; (4.112d)

�̂ � �

�
�
�
r= a

iscontinuous; (4.112e)

ẑ � �

�
�
�
r= a

iscontinuous: (4.112f)

A fairly elaboratesystem oflinearequationsforthevariousconstantsresults.However,

they are not quite su�cient to determ ine allthe relevant physicalcom binations. W e

also need to im pose one ofthe Helm holtz equations,say (4.94b). From thatequation

welearn

b
0� ksgnm~b= 0; (4.113a)

b�
sgnm

k
~b0= 0; (4.113b)

d̂+ d̂
0= 0; (4.113c)

f +
�

"

sgnm

k
~f0= 0; (4.113d)

f
0+

"

�
ksgnm ~f = 0; (4.113e)

ê�
�

"
ê
0= 0; (4.113f)
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wherewehaveintroduced theabbreviationsforany constantK

K̂ = K � ksgnm ~K ; K̂
0= K

0�
sgnm

k
~K 0
: (4.114)

Then from theboundary conditionswecan solvefortherem aining constants:First,

ĉ= ĉ
0= 0; (4.115a)

ĝ = ĝ
0= 0; (4.115b)

and

~h0m = �
"2

�
(1� "�)

!2m k

��0D
hm H m (�a)Jm (�

0
a); (4.116a)

~a0m =
�02

�2

"

�
(1� "�)

!2m k

��0D
hm Jm (�

0
a)2; (4.116b)

am =
!2

�2

�

2i

Jm (�a)

H m (�a)
+
�02"

�2�
hm

Jm (�
0a)

H m (�a)
; (4.116c)

allin term sof

hm =
�

"
!
2��

0D

�
; (4.116d)

wherethedenom inatorsoccurring hereare

D = "�aJ
0
m (�

0
a)H m (�a)� �

0
aJm (�

0
a)H 0

m (�a); (4.117a)

~D = ��aJ
0
m (�

0
a)H m (�a)� �

0
aJm (�

0
a)H 0

m (�a); (4.117b)

�= (��0)2D ~D � ("� � 1)2k2m 2
!
2
H

2
m (�a)J

2
m (�

0
a): (4.117c)

Thesecond setofconstantsis

~hm = �
�

"2
(1� "�)

m k

��0~D
h
0
m H m (�a)Jm (�

0
a); (4.118a)

~am = �
�02

�2

(1� "�)

"

m k

��0~D
h
0
m Jm (�

0
a)2; (4.118b)

a
0
m =

!2

�2

�

2i

Jm (�a)

H m (�a)
+

�02

�2"
h
0
m

Jm (�
0a)

H m (�a)
; (4.118c)

in term sof

h
0
m = "!

2��
0~D

�
: (4.118d)

Itm ightbethoughtthatm = 0 isa specialcase,and indeed

1

2jm j

�
r<

r>

� jm j

!
1

2
ln
r<

r>
; (4.119)

butjustasthelatteriscorrectly interpreted asthelim itasjm j! 0,so thecoe�cients

in the Green’sfunctionsturn outto be justthe m = 0 lim itsofthose given above,so

them = 0 caseisproperly incorporated.

Itisnow easytocheckthat,asaresultoftheconditions(4.113a),(4.113b),(4.113c),

(4.113d),(4.113e),(4.113f),(4.115a)and (4.115b),the term s in the Green’sfunctions

thatinvolve powersofr orr0 do notcontribute to the electric orm agnetic �elds. As
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we m ightwellhave anticipated,only the pure Besselfunction term scontribute. (This

observation wasnotnoted in Ref.[253].)

W earenow in aposition tocalculatethepressureon thesurfaceofthespherefrom

theradial-radialcom ponentofthestresstensor,

Trr =
1

2

�
"(E 2

� + E
2
z � E

2
r)+ �(H 2

� + H
2
z � H

2
r)
�
; (4.120)

so asa resultofthe boundary conditions(4.111),the pressure on the cylindricalwalls

are given by the expectation value ofthe squaresof�eld com ponentsjustoutside the

cylinder:

Trr

�
�
�
r= a�

� Trr

�
�
�
�
r= a+

=
"� 1

2

�

E
2
� + E

2
z +

1

"
E
2
r

� �
�
�
�
r= a+

+
� � 1

2

�

H
2
� + H

2
z +

1

�
H

2
r

� �
�
�
�
r= a+

: (4.121)

Theseexpectation valuesaregiven by (4.96a)and (4.96b),wherethelatterm ay also be

written as

hH (r)H (r0)i= �
1

!�
�(r;r 0)�

 �
r

0

: (4.122)

Itisquitestraightforward tocom putethevacuum expectation valuesin term softhe

coe�cientsgiven above. Furtherdetailswillbe supplied in a forthcom ing publication.

Theresulting expression forthepressurem ay then,in a standard m anner,beexpressed

aftera Euclidean rotation,

! ! i�; � ! i�; (4.123)

so thattheBesselfunctionsarereplaced by them odi�ed Besselfunctions,

Jm (x
0)H m (x)!

2

�i
Im (y

0)K m (y); (4.124)

wherey = �a,y0= �0a,as

P =
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16�3a4
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d�adka
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0)[yK 0
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Im (y
0)y0I0m (y
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+
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"� � 1

"

m 2k2a2�2a2

y4

�
"� � 1

y02
+ 2("+ 1)

�

+ y
02

�

1+
m 2

y4

�

k
2
a
2 �

�2a2

"

�� �

[Im (y
0)]2yK 0

m (y)K m (y)

�

; (4.125)

where

~�= � ~�+ ("� � 1)2
m 2k2a2�2a2

y2y02
I
2
m (y

0)K 2
m (y); (4.126a)

�= "yI
0
m (y

0)K m (y)� y
0
K

0
m (y)Im (y

0); (4.126b)

~�= �yI
0
m (y

0)K m (y)� y
0
K

0
m (y)Im (y

0): (4.126c)
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Thisresultreducesto thewell-known expression fortheCasim irpressurewhen the

speed oflightisthesam e inside and outside thecylinder,thatis,when "� = 1.Then,

itiseasy to seethatthedenom inatorreducesto

~�= � ~�=
("+ 1)2

4"

�
1� �

2
y
2[(Im K m )

0]2
�
; (4.127)

where� = ("� 1)=("+ 1).In thenum eratorintroducepolarcoordinates,

y
2 = k

2
a
2 + �

2
a
2
; ka = ysin�; �a = ycos�; (4.128)

and carry outthetrivialintegralover�.Theresultis

P = �
1

8�2a4

Z 1

0

dyy2
1X

m = �1

d

dy
ln

�

1� �
2[y(K m Im )

0]
2
�

; (4.129)

which is exactly the �nite result derived in Ref.[257],and analyzed in a num ber of

papers [259,260,261]. For� = 1 this is the form alresult fora perfectly conducting

cylindricalshell�rstanalyzed in Ref.[253].On theotherhand,if� isregarded assm all,

and (4.129)isexpanded in powersof�2,then theterm oforder�2 turnsoutto vanish,

forreasonsnotyetunderstood [257,261,29].Recallthatthecorresponding coe�cient

fora dilutedielectric-diam agneticsphere(4.86)isnotzero.

4.6.2. Bulk Casim ir Stress The above expression is incom plete. It contains an

unobservable \bulk" energy contribution, which the form alism would give if either

m edium , that ofthe interior with dielectric constant " and perm eability �,or that

of the exterior with dielectric constant and perm eability unity, �lls allspace. The

corresponding stressesarecom puted from thefreeGreen’sfunctions,

F
(0)
m (r;r0)=

�

"
G
(0)
m (r;r0)= �

!2�

�02"

"

1

2jm j

�
r<

r>

� jm j

+
�

2i
Jm (�

0
r< )H m (�

0
r> )

#

: (4.130)

It should be noted that such a Green’s function does not satisfy the appropriate

boundary conditions,and thereforewecannotuse(4.121),butratheronem ustcom pute

theinteriorand exteriorstressesindividually.Becausethetwo scalarGreen’sfunctions

di�eronly by a factorof�=" in thiscase,theseare

T
(0)
rr (a� )=

1

2�i

1X

m = �1

Z 1

�1

d!

2�

Z 1

�1

dk

2�

�02

!2

�
@

@r

@

@r0
G
(0)
m +

�

�
02 �

m 2

a2

�

G
(0)
m

��
�
�
�
r= r0= a�

;

(4.131)

while the outside bulk stress isgiven by the sam e expression with �0 ! �. W hen we

substitute theappropriateinteriorand exteriorGreen’sfunctionsgiven in (4.130),and

perform the Euclidean rotation,! ! i� we obtain the following rathersim ple form ula

forthebulk contribution to thepressure:

P
b = T

(0)
rr (a� )� T

(0)
rr (a+)

=
1

8�3a2

1X

m = �1

Z 1

�1

dk

Z 1

�1

d�
�
y
02
I
0
m (y

0)K 0
m (y

0)� (y02 + m
2)Im (y

0)K m (y
0)

� y
2
I
0
m (y)K

0
m (y)� (y2 + m

2)Im (y)K m (y)
�
: (4.132)
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Thisterm m ustbe subtracted from the pressure given in (4.125). Note thatthisterm

isthe directanalog ofthatfound in the case ofa dielectric sphere in Ref.[216]{ See

(4.81).Notealso thatP b = 0 in thespecialcase"� = 1.

In the following,we willbe interested in dilute dielectric m edia,where � = 1 and

"� 1 � 1.W eeasily �nd thatwhen theintegrand in (4.132)isexpanded in powersof

"� 1)theleading term syield

P
b � �

1

4�2a4

1X

m = �1

Z 1

0

dyy

Z 2�

0

d�

2�

�

("� 1)�2a2Im (y)K m (y)

+
1

4
("� 1)2

(�a)4

y
[Im (y)K m (y)]

0+ O("� 1)3
�

= �
"� 1

8�2a4

1X

m = �1

Z 1

0

dyy3
�

Im (y)K m (y)+
3("� 1)

16
y[Im (y)K m (y)]

0+ O
�
("� 1)3

�
�

;

(4.133)

wherewehaveintroduced polarcoordinatesasin (4.128).

4.6.3.DiluteDielectricCylinder W enow turn tothecaseofadilutedielectricm edium

�lling thecylinder,thatis,set� = 1 and consider"� 1 assm all.Theleading term in

the pressure,O[("� 1)1],isobtained from (4.125)by setting � = " = 1 everywhere in

theintegrand.Thedenom inator ~� isthen unity,and weget

P � �
"� 1

8�2a4

1X

m = �1

Z
1

0

dyy3Im (y)K m (y); (4.134)

which isexactly whatisobtained to leading orderfrom thebulk stress(4.133):

P � P
b = O[("� 1)2]; (4.135)

which is consistent with the interpretation ofthe Casim ir energy as arising from the

pairwise interaction ofdilutely distributed m olecules. In fact,from Ref.[257,262],we

know thatthe van derW aalsenergy vanisheseven in order("� 1)2,so we expectthe

sam etooccurwith theCasim irenergy,although thelattershould divergein O[("� 1)3]

[256].

W e now obtain the expression for the O[(" � 1)2] term . Because the general

expression (4.125)isproportionalto "� 1,we need only expand the integrand to �rst

orderin thisquantity.Letuswriteitas

P =
"� 1

16�3a4

Z
1

�1

d�a

Z
1

�1

dka

1X

m = �1

N

� ~�
; (4.136)

wherewehavenoted thatthe("� 1)2 in ~� (4.126a)can bedropped.Then introducing

polar coordinates as in (4.128), and expanding the num erator and denom inator

according to

N = N
(0)+ ("� 1)N(1)+ :::; � ~�= 1+ ("� 1)� (1)+ :::; (4.137)
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thesecond-orderterm in theunsubtracted Casim irpressure isgiven by

P
(2) =

("� 1)2

16�3a4

Z
1

0

dyy

Z
2�

0

d�
�
N

(1)� �(1)N (0)
�
: (4.138)

Herethecorrection to thedenom inatoris

� (1) = yI
0
m (y)K m (y)� ysin2�[Im (y)K m (y)]

0+ sin2�
�
m

2 + y
2
�
I
0
m (y)K

0
m (y)

� y
2sin2�I0m (y)K

0
m (y); (4.139)

and the�rsttwo term in thenum eratorexpansion are

N
(0) = �

�
y
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Theangularintegralsaretrivially
Z 2�

0

d� sin2� = �;

Z 2�

0

d� sin4� =
3

4
�; (4.141)

and then thestraightforward reduction of(4.138)is
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+ 4y4K m (y)K
0
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m (y)+ 2y4Im (y)I

0
m (y)K

02
m (y)+ y

5[I0m (y)K
0
m (y)]

2
o

: (4.142)

Ourchallengenow isto evaluatethisquantity.

4.7.Perspective

Ihavebeen working on thisproblem ,on and o�,since1998,when Ilearned ofRom eo’s

proof[262]thatthe renorm alized van derW aalsenergy fora dilute dielectric cylinder

waszero.Unfortunately,Ihadlabored underam isconception concerningtheform ofthe

Green’sdyadic,which wasnotin asu�ciently generalform untilIstarted re-exam ining

thisproblem with m y graduatestudentInesCavero-Pelaezthispastyear.W enow have

a consistent form alresult,which only requires som e delicate analysis to extract the

answer.Theresults,and furtherdetails,willfollow in a paperto appearlaterthisyear.
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Thisprom isesto add anotherbitofunderstanding to ourknowledge ofCasim irforces,

knowledgethatseem sto grow only increm entally based on speci�ccalculations,sincea

generalunderstanding isstillnotathand.

5. C asim ir E�ects for Solitons

Ourdiscussion throughoutthisarticleso farhasbeen con�ned to idealized boundaries,

although wealluded to a dynam icalbasisin thesectionsreferring to thedelta-function

potentials. Ofcourse,from the beginning ofthe subject,ithas always been the goal

to describe the interactions due to realinterfaces,be they constituted ofatom s and

m olecules,or due to solutions ofthe quantum �eld equations them selves. The m ost

naturalthing to considerisa solitonicbackground,wherethesoliton isa classical�eld

con�guration which m inim izes the energy, and then consider the e�ect of quantum


uctuations around this background �eld. Perhaps the �rst physicalideas along this

direction werepresented inthecontextofthebagm odel[263,264,265,266,68,267,268].

The bag issupposed to represent,sem iclassically,thenotionsofcon�nem ent,in which

within the bag particles carrying color charge (quarks and gluons) are free to m ove

subjectto perturbative QCD interactions,whereasoutside thebag,no colored objects

can exist.Such a bag picture hasneveractually been derived from QCD,butitform s

an enorm ously fruitfulphenom enologicalfram ework. Sim ilar pictures can be derived

from truncated m odels[269,270,271,272,273,274,275].

Casim irenergieshavebeen discussed in connection with thebag m odelsince1980

[27,229,26]. (Actually, a zero-point energy param eter was put in the m odelfrom

the beginning.) Unfortunately, no reliable result could be derived because interior

contributionsalone are inherently divergent. E�orts,however,m ore orlesssuccessful,

werem adetoextract�niteparts[276],and asum m ary ofsom eofthephenom enological

resultscan befoundin Ref.[29].Progresstoward understandingthedivergencesprom ise

to lead to m orereliablepredictionsin thenearfuture.

However,forkink and soliton solutions,reliable Casim ir e�ects have been found

in a num ber ofcases. The reviews given at QFEXT03 [49]by van Nieuwenhuizen,

Bordag,and Ja�e are a usefulstarting point. Forexam ple,Refs.[277,278,279]show

thatquantum correctionstothem assand centralchargeofsupersym m etricsolitonsare

nonvanishing even though zero-point energies ofbosons and ferm ions seem to cancel.

TheBogom olnyibound issaturated becausethereisonly oneferm ioniczero m ode.

Very interesting m ethodshave been presented in the pastfew yearsby the group

led by Ja�e[280,165,281],based on subtraction from thelocalspectraldensity (related

to derivatives ofthe phase shift) the �rst few Born term s,which correspond to low-

orderFeynm an diagram s,which m ay berenorm alized in thestandard m anner.Forany

sm ooth background a �nite renorm alized vacuum energy is obtained. These m ethods

have been used, as noted in section 2 and 4, to critically discuss energies and self

energiesofidealized boundaries. In solitonic physics Fahrietal[282]have used these

m ethodsto com putequantum 
uctuationsaround staticclassicalsolitonsin Euclidean
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electroweak theory,which areunstable,in an attem ptto �nd stable quantum solitons.

(SeealsoRef.[283].) Nosolutionshaveyetbeen found,yetsom eprom isingnonspherical

candidatesexist.

Bordag [284]considers the vacuum energy ofa ferm ion in the background ofa

Nielsen-Olesen vortex (string) [285]. The vacuum energy is de�ned by zeta-function

regularization,and is expressed in term s ofthe Jostfunction,evaluated by using the

Abel-Plana form ula.Thequantum correction found in thisway,however,isvery sm all.

Itm ay bethatin othercases,such aselectroweak strings,thequantum vacuum energy

m ighthavem orephysicalrelevance,even leading to thestability ofthestring.

W e should also m ention that Casim ir energies play an im portant role in lattice

sim ulationsofQCD.Foritsrolein QCD string form ation see,forexam ple,Juge,Kuti,

and M orningstar[286,287]and L�uscherand W eisz[288].

6. D ynam icalC asim ir E�ects

Everything discussed abovereferred to staticcon�gurations.In such a casetheconcept

ofenergyiswell-de�ned,buteven then,aswehaveseen,itisnoteasyornoncontroversial

toextractaphysically observablee�ect.W hen theboundariesarem oving,thesituation

isfarm oredi�cult.

In onedim ension,theproblem seem stractable.W ecan considerapointundergoing

harm onic oscillations,and ask whataretheconsequencesfora scalar�eld which m ust

vanish atthatpoint.W eexpectthatthe resultistheproduction ofrealquanta ofthe

�eld.Thisisthedynam icalCasim ire�ect.Howevertheonly reliableresultsseem to be

form otionswhich can betreated perturbatively,orin theoppositeextrem e,wherethe

adiabatic(instantaneous)approxim ation appliesforvery rapid changes.

In threedim ensions,thesituation isstillm orechallenging.Hereweshould m ention

the suggestion of Schwinger [289,290], followed up by Eberlein [291,292], Chodos

[293,294],Carlson [295,296],Visser[297,298,299,300,301,301],and others,thatthe

copious production oflight in sonolum inescence [302,236]was due to the dynam ical

Casim ire�ect,duetotherapid expansion and contraction ofam icron-sized airbubbles

in water. The originalestim ation that there was su�cient energy available for this

m echanism wasbased on anaiveuseofthecuto�valueof 1

2

P
~!.An actualcalculation

showed thatthe energy wasinsu�cientby 10 ordersofm agnitude [232].Dynam ically,

photons indeed should be produced by QED by a rapidly oscillating bubble,but to

producetherequisitenum ber(106 per
ash)necessitated,ifnotsuperlum inalvelocities

atleastm acroscopiccollapsetim escalesoforder10�15 s,ratherthan theobserved 10�11

sscale[80].

6.1.Fulling/Unruh/Hawking Radiation

One regim e where de�nitive results exist for quantum particle production is in the

general relativistic context. The M oore-Fulling-Davies E�ect is the production of
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photons by a m irror undergoing uniform acceleration [303, 304,305]. The photon

spectrum istherm al,withthetem peratureproportionaltotheacceleration ofthem irror.

TheUnruh e�ectisvery sim ilar[306].Ifthefreeequationsofquantum �eld theory are

exam ined in the fram e ofan accelerated observer,with acceleration a,itisfound that

such an observer sees a heat-bath ofphotons,again with T = a=2�. (For a precise

description ofthesephenom ena seetheclassicbook by Birrelland Davies[307].)

These phenom ena naturally are m irrored in gravitational phenom ena. The

celebrated Hawking radiation [308]istheproduction ofquanta by a black hole.Energy

isextracted from theblack holeby particle-antiparticleproduction outsidethehorizon.

One particle escapes,while the otherfallsinto the black hole. The resulting therm al

radiation has a tem perature, in accordance with the expectation from the above,

proportionalto the surface gravity ofthe black hole,or inversely proportionalto its

m assM :

T = 1:2� 1026K

�
1gm

M

�

: (6.1)

(Again,seeRef.[307].)

Scully and collaborators[309]haveproposed an experim entto m easuretheUnruh

e�ectby injecting atom sinto a m icrowave oropticalcavity,which atom sthen undergo

acceleration.Hu etal[86,310]persuasively arguethatthisexperim entwillnotdetect

the Unruh e�ect,because the latter does not refer to the radiation produced by the

accelerated detector (which is nil),Lorentz invariance,crucialto the Unruh e�ect,is

broken by thecavity,thetherm aldistribution ofphotonsin thecavity isnotthatofthe

Unruh e�ect,and �nally thattheinjection m echanism willproducecavity excitation so

thatacceleration no longerplaysa crucialrole.

For recent work on m oving charges, detectors, and m irrors by Hu’s group, see

Ref.[311].

6.2.TerrestrialApplications

M ostofthe calculationsofthe dynam icalCasim ire�ecthave considered scalar�elds.

Forexam ple,Crocce etal[312]considera cavity bifurcated by a sem iconducting �lm

whosepropertiescan bechanged in tim eby laserpulses,m odeled by a tim e-dependent

potential

Lint = �
1

2
V (t)�(x)�2: (6.2)

Theinhom ogeneouswave equation issolved with thetim e-dependence given asa �rst-

order perturbation,with the result that ifthe �lm is driven param etrically,that is,

in resonance with one ofthe m odes ofthe cavity,particle (photon)production grows

exponentially. Thisisin line with the expectationsfrom the 1+ 1 dim ensionalcavity,

where ifthe length undergoes periodic oscillations at a m ultiple ofthe fundam ental

frequency !0 = �=L ofthecavity

L(t)= L + �L sink! 0t; (6.3)
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forlargetim estheenergy produced is[313,314,315,316,10]

E (t)= �
k2!0

24
+
(k2 � 1)!0

24
coshk!0

�L

L
t; k = 1;2;3;:::: (6.4)

Thek = 0 valueistheCasim irenergy corresponding to (2.14).A num ericalsim ulation

m ethod forcalculating particleproduction in both cosm ologicaland terrestrialsettings

isgiven in Ref.[317].

One ofthe few treatm ents ofthe 3+ 1 dim ensionalsituation forelectrom agnetic

�elds is that ofUhlm ann etal [318],who consider a rectangular cavity oflength L

with perfectly conducting walls,with a narrow dielectric slab ofwidth a at one end

possessing a tim e-dependent perm ittivity "(t). The tim e dependence is stilltreated

perturbatively. Only TM m odes are e�ective in producing photons, the num ber of

which increaseexponentially on resonance,justasin Ref.[312]:

hN i(t)= sinh
2

�
k2?

!

�

"0

a

L
t

�

; (6.5)

where k2? isthe square ofthe transverse wave vector,! isthe resonantfrequency,and

� istheam plitudeofthesinusoidaltim e-varying perm ittivity,

"0

"(t)
= constant+ � sin!t: (6.6)

Thechallengewillbeto devisea practicalexperim entwherethise�ectcan beobserved

in them icrowave regim e.

7. C asim ir E�ect and the C osm ologicalC onstant

7.1.Cosm ologicalConstantProblem and RecentObservations

It has been appreciated for m any years that there is an apparently fundam ental

con
ict between quantum �eld theory and the sm allness ofthe cosm ologicalconstant

[5,6,319,320].Thisisbecause thezero-pointenergy ofthe quantum �elds(including

gravity)in the universe should give rise to an observable cosm ologicalvacuum energy

density,

ucosm o �
1

L4
Pl

; (7.1)

wherethePlanck length is

LPl=
p
G N = 1:6� 10�33 cm : (7.2)

(W eusenaturalunitswith ~ = c= 1.Theconversion factoris~c’ 2� 10�14 GeV cm .)

Thism eansthatthecosm icvacuum energy density would be

ucosm o � 10118 GeV cm �3
; (7.3)

which is123 ordersofm agnitudelargerthan thecriticalm assdensity required to close

theuniverse:

�c =
3H 2

0

8�GN

= 1:05� 10�5 h20GeV cm
�3
; (7.4)
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in term s of the dim ensionless Hubble constant, h0 = H 0=100 km s�1 M pc�1 � 0:7.

From relativistic covariance the cosm ologicalvacuum energy density m ust be the 00

com ponent ofthe expectation value ofthe energy-m om entum tensor, which we can

identify with thecosm ologicalconstant:

hT��i= � ug
�� = �

�

8�G
g
��
: (7.5)

[W e use the m etric with signature (� 1;1;1;1).] Ofcourse thisisabsurd with u given

by Eq.(7.3),which would havecaused theuniverseto expand to zero density long ago.

For m ost of the past century, it was the prejudice of theoreticians that the

cosm ological constant was exactly zero, although no one could give a convincing

argum ent. In the last few years, however, with the new data gathered on the

brightness-redshiftrelation forvery distanttypeIa supernov� [321,322,323,324,325],

corroborated by observations ofthe anisotropy in the cosm ic m icrowave background

[326], observations oflarge-scale structure [327], and ofthe Sachs-W olf e�ect [328].

Thus,itseem sclearthatthecosm ologicalconstantisnearthecriticalvalue,and in fact

m akesup them ajority oftheenergy in theuniverse,


� = �=8�G�c ’ 0:75: (7.6)

Darkm atterm akesupm ostoftherest.Dataareconsistentwiththevaluefortheratioof

pressuretoenergy predicted by thecosm ologicalconstantinterpretation,w = p=� = � 1

[329,330].Forreviewsoftheobservationalsituation,seeRef.[331,332].Itisvery hard

to understand how the cosm ologicalconstantcan be nonzero butsm all. (Fora recent

exam pleofhow di�cultthisproblem isto solve,seeDolgov [333].)

7.2.Quantum Fluctuations

In Ref.[334,335]wehavepresented aplausiblescenarioforunderstandingthispuzzle.It

seem squiteclearthatvacuum 
uctuationsin thegravitationaland m atter�eldsin 
at

M inkowskispacegivea zero cosm ologicalconstant.On theotherhand,since thework

ofKaluza and Klein [336,337,338]ithasbeen an exciting possibility thatthere exist

extra dim ensions beyond those ofM inkowskispace-tim e. W hy do we not experience

thosedim ensions? Thesim plestpossibility seem sto bethatthoseextra dim ensionsare

curled up in a spaceS ofsizea,sm allerthan som eobservablelim it.

Ofcourse,in recent years,the idea ofextra dim ensions has becom e m uch m ore

com pelling. Superstring theory requires atleast 10 dim ensions,six ofwhich m ust be

com pacti�ed,and the putative M theory,supergravity,is an 11 dim ensionaltheory.

Perhaps,ifonly gravity experiencestheextra dim ensions,they could beofm acroscopic

size.Variousscenarioshavebeen suggested [339,340,341].

M acroscopicextra dim ensionsim ply deviationsfrom Newton’slaw atsuch a scale.

Fiveyearsago,m illim eterscaledeviationsseem ed plausible,and m any theoristshoped

that the higher-dim ensionalworld was on the brink ofdiscovery. Experim ents were

initiated [342, 343]. Recently, the results of de�nitive Cavendish-type experim ents

have appeared [344,345,346,347],which indicate no deviation from Newton’s law
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down to 100 �m .(Theexperim entalconstraintson non-Newtonian gravity discussed in

section 3.6 areso weak asto beuselessin thisconnection.)

Thisposesan extrem ely seriousconstraintform odel-builders.

Earlier we had proposed [334]that a very tight constraint indeed em erges ifwe

recognize thatcom pactdim ensionsofsize a necessarily possessa quantum vacuum or

Casim irenergyoforderu(z)� a�4 .Thesecan becalculated in sim plecases.Appelquist

and Chodos[348,349]found thatthe Casim irenergy forthe case ofscalar�eld on a

circle,S = S1,was

uC = �
3�(5)

64�6a4
= �

5:056� 10�5

a4
; (7.7)

which needsonly to be m ultiplied by 5 forgraviton 
uctuations. The generalcase of

scalarson S = SN ,N odd,wasconsidered by Candelasand W einberg [350],who found

thatthe Casim irenergy waspositive for3 � N � 19,with a m axim um atN = 13 of

uC = 1:374� 10�3 =a4. The even dim ensionalcase was m uch m ore subtle,because it

wasdivergent.Kantowskiand M ilton [63]showed thatthecoe�cientofthelogarithm ic

divergence wasunique,and adopting thePlanck length asthenaturalcuto�,found

S
N
;N even : u

N
C =

�N

a4
ln

a

LPl

; (7.8)

but�N wasalwaysnegativeforscalars.In asecond paper[351]weextended theanalysis

tovectors,tensors,ferm ions,and tom assiveparticles,am ongwhich casespositivevalues

ofthe (divergent) Casim irenergy could be found. In an unsuccessfulattem ptto �nd

stable con�gurations,the analysiswasextended to caseswhere the internalspace was

theproductofspheres[352].

Itisim portanttorecognizethattheseCasim irenergiescorrespond toacosm ological

constant in our 3 + 1 dim ensionalworld, not in the extra com pacti�ed dim ensions

or \bulk." They constitute an e�ective source term in the 4-dim ensional Einstein

equations.Notethatbecausethescalea m akesno referenceto four-dim ensionalspace,

thetotalfreeenergy oftheuniverse(ofvolum eV )arising from thissourceisF = V uc,

so asrequired fordark energy ora cosm ologicalconstant,

p= �
@

@V
F = � uc T

�� = � ucg
��
; i.e., w = � 1: (7.9)

The goal, of course, in all these investigations was to include graviton


uctuations. However,it im m ediately becam e apparent that the results were gauge-

and reparam eterization-dependentunlesstheDeW itt-Vilkovisky form alism wasadopted

[353,354,355,356].Thiswasan extraordinarilydi�culttask.Am ongtheearlierpapers

in which the unique e�ective action is given in sim ple cases we cite Ref.[357]; see

referencestherein.Only in 2000did thegeneralanalysisforgravity appear,with results

fora few specialgeom etries[358].Cho and Kantowskiobtain theuniquedivergentpart

ofthe e�ective action forS = S 2,S4,and S6,aspolynom ialsin �a2. (Unfortunately,

onceagain,they areunableto �nd any stablecon�gurations.)

The resultsforthecoe�cient� N in (7.8)are�2 = 1:70� 10�2 ,�4 = � 0:489,and

�6 = 5:10,for�a2 � G=a2 � 1. Graviton 
uctuationsdom inate m atter
uctuations,
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exceptin the case ofa largenum berofm atter�eldsin a sm allnum berofdim ensions.

Ofcourse,itwould bevery interesting to know thegraviton 
uctuation resultsforodd-

dim ensionalspaces,butthatseem sto bea m oredi�cultcalculation;itisfareasierto

com pute the divergentpart,which appearsasa heatkernelcoe�cient,than the �nite

part,which isallthereisin odd-dim ensionalspaces.

These genericresultsm ay beapplied to recentpopularscenarios.Forexam ple,in

theADD schem eonly gravity propagatesin thebulk,whiletheRS approach hasother

bulk �eldsin a singleextra dim ension.

Let us now perform som e sim ple estim ates ofthe cosm ologicalconstant in these

m odels. The data require a positive cosm ologicalconstant,so we can exclude those

cases where the Casim ir energy is negative. Ifwe use the divergent results for even

dim ensions,m erely requiring thatthis be less than the criticaldensity �c im plies the

inequality (� > 0)

a > [� ln(a=LPl)]
1=480�m ; (7.10)

wherewecan approxim ate(lna=LPl)
1=4 � 2:9.Theabsenceofdeviationsfrom Newton’s

law above 100 �m rules out allbut one ofthe gravity cases (S2) given by Cho and

Kantowski[358].Form atter
uctuationsonly,excluded areN > 14 fora single vector

�eld and N > 6 for a single tensor �eld. (Ferm ions always have a negative Casim ir

energyin even dim ensions.) Ofcourse,itispossibletoachievecancellationsbyincluding

variousm atter�eldsand gravity.In generaltheCasim irenergy isobtained by sum m ing

overthespeciesof�eld which propagatein theextra dim ensions,

utot =
1

a4

X

i

[�iln(a=LPl)+ �i]�
�e�

a4
; (7.11)

which leadsto a lowerlim itanalogousto (7.10). Presum ably,ifexactsupersym m etry

held in the extra dim ensions (including supersym m etric boundary conditions), the

Casim irenergy would vanish,butthiswould seem to be di�cultto achieve with large

extra dim ensions(1 m m correspondsto 2� 10�4 eV).(See,forexam ple,Ref.[333].)

Thatthereisa correlation between thecurrently favored valueofthecosm ological

constantand subm illim eter-sized extra dim ensionshasbeen noted qualitatively before

[359,360,361,362].A �rstattem ptto calculate thecosm ologicalconstantin term sof

Casim ir energies in the context ofdeconstructed extra dim ensions is given by Bauer,

Lindner,and Seidl[363].

In sum m ary,wehaveproposed thefollowing scenario to explain thepredom inance

ofdark energy in theuniverse.

(i) Quantum 
uctuations ofgravity/m atter �elds in extra dim ensions give rise to a

dark energy, or cosm ologicalconstant, / 1=a4 where a is the size ofthe extra

dim ensions.

(ii) Thedark energy willbetoo largeunlessa > 10� 300 �m .

(iii) Laboratory (Cavendish)testsofNewton’slaw requirea < 100 �m .



The Casim irE� ect 68

(iv) Thus,extra dim ensionsm ay be on the verge ofdiscovery. Ifseriouslim itson the

validity ofNewtonian gravity can beextended down to 10�m ,then wewould have

to concludethat

(v) Extra dim ensions probably do notexist,and dark energy has anotherorigin,for

exam ple quintessence [364]. However, the fact that the rapidly im proving data

favor the cosm ologicalconstant interpretation ofdark energy [329,330],m akes

alternativesdisfavored,sincethey would generally exhibittim e-dependence.

8. Future Prospects and Perspectives

In this review we have attem pted to present a personalperspective on the progress

in understanding quantum vacuum energy and its physical im plication in the past

four years. The prim ary stim ulus for the developm ent ofthe subject has been the

trem endous progress on the experim entalfront. This has brought to the fore issues

thatwereregarded asarcane,such asthetem peraturedependenceoftheCasim irforces

between m etalplates,them eaning ofin�nitiesencountered in calculationsofquantum

vacuum energy,and the source ofthe cosm ologicaldark energy,which it is hard to

believe does not have som ething to do with quantum 
uctuations,yet is rem arkably

sm all. At this point,no de�nitive resolution ofany ofthese issues has been given;

yet,progressisrapid,and Ihope thatthisstatusreportm ay help sharpen issuesand

contributein som esm allway to thesolution ofoutstanding problem s.

The reader willhave noted that this docum ent is far from even-handed. Ihave

continued tofocuson theuseofGreen’sfunction techniquesasexpounded in m y earlier

m onograph [29]. Ido not m ean to disparage in any way the valuable progress m ade

usingothertechniques,includinguseofzeta-function m ethods,Jostfunctions,worldline

approaches,and scatteringphase-shiftform alism s;although Idocontinuetobelievethat

the Green’sfunction approach isthe m ostphysical. Ialso have focused on topicsthat

are ofpersonalinterest,so ifIhave slighted im portantsubjectsand researchers,Ibeg

forbearance.

Iwantto close thisreview by brie
y m entioning a few topicsthatdo notseem to

�tin the sections above. Forexam ple,there hasbeen im portantwork in the subject

ofthe Casim ire�ectin criticalsystem sby Krech and collaborators[365,51],in which

they considerm asslessexcitationscaused by critical
uctuationsoftheorderparam eter

ofa condensed-m atter system about the criticaltem perature 1=�c. For d transverse

dim ensions,thatforceis

�cF = (d� 1)
�

a
; (8.1)

where � is universal. For an application to thinning ofsuper
uid helium �lm s,see

Ref.[366]. W illiam s [367]shows thatvortex excitations are the source ofthe critical


uctuationsthatgiveriseto thecriticalCasim irforcein thissituation.

An acousticanalog oftheCasim ire�ecthasbeen discussed [368,369,370].
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There have been m any extrem ely interesting contributions to cosm ologicaland

brane-worldm odels.Forexam ple,Dowker[371]considerstheCasim ire�ectinnontrivial

cosm ologicaltopologies. A condensate ofthe m etric tensor m ay stabilize Euclidean

Einstein gravity in a m anner not unrelated to the Casim ir e�ect [372]. And Brevik

hasquestioned the m eaning ofthe Cardy-Verlinde form ula expressing a bound on the

entropy [373]. (See also Ref.[374].) M azur and M ottola [375,376]have suggested

that dark energy is quantum vacuum energy due to a causalboundary e�ect at the

cosm ologicalhorizon { nam ely,thatinstead ofa black hole,therearethreeregionsdue

to a quantum phase transition (perhapsdue to the trace anom aly)in spacetim e itself:

exterior(Schwarzchild)where � = p = 0;interior(deSitter)where � = � p;and a thin

boundary shellwhere� = p.Detailsofthisproposalarestillvague;withouta detailed

calculation onecannottellwhethereven thevacuum energy willem ergecorrectly.

There have been m any contributions on Casim ir e�ects in brane-world scenarios,

forexam ple,Refs.[377,378].

Finally,wenotethateverything wehaveconsidered in thisreview hasbeen atthe

one-loop level.RadiativecorrectionstotheCasim ire�ecthave,in fact,been considered

by severalauthors. M ost ofthe calculations have been in situations in which there

isonly one signi�cantdirection: ForQED,see Ref.[379,380],and for��4 theory,see

Ref.[381,382]and referencestherein.Thereisan im pressivecalculation oftheradiative

correction to the Casim ir e�ect with a sphericalshellboundary,perfectly conducting

as far as electrom agnetism is concerned,but transparent to electrons by Bordag and

Lindig [383].

So we leave the subject of Casim ir phenom ena as a work in progress. It is

clear that quantum 
uctuation forces are vitally im portant both in the very large

and the very sm all dom ains, and that they will play increasingly central roles in

engineering applications. Thus,the subjectisan exciting interdisciplinary topic,with

both fundam entaland technologicalspino�s.Thustheuncertainty principleisnotjust

aboutatom icand subatom icphysics,butitm ay controlourfuture,in m any senses.
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