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Instituto deCîenciasExatas,Universidade FederaldeM inasGerais,

Caixa Postal970,CEP 30161-970,Belo Horizonte,M inasGerais,Brazil

W alter F.W reszinski3

Departam ento deF��sica M atem �atica,
Instituto deF��sica,Universidade deS~ao Paulo,

Caixa Postal66318 -05315-970 S~ao Paulo -Brazil

A bstract | TheCasim ire�ectfora m asslessscalar�eld with Dirichletboundary conditions

on in�nite parallelplates is revisited. The energy per unit area is shown to be �nite when

surface renorm alization counterterm s,�rstconsidered by Sym anzik,are added to the original

Ham iltonian density. The sam e result is obtained by Hadam ard regularization ofthe original

energy density.Theenergy perunitarea isalso proved to beindependentoftheregularization

fora classofregularizing functions.Finally,we form ulate a generalconjecture which pointsto

a deep reason behind theresults.
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0. Introduction and Sum m ary

TheCasim irpressureoftheelectrom agnetic�eld enclosed by (in�nitely thin)parallel

plates,m easured by Spaarnay,isoneofthem ostfam ousobjectsin quantum �eld theory

(and in quantum optics)[1],[2].

In spiteofthewell-known exactsolution forthepressure([1],[2]),theenergy perunit

area appeared to rem ain divergent,due to the (nonintegrable)divergence ofthe energy

density at the boundaries { a phenom enon analyzed quite generally in the pioneering

paperofDeutsch and Candelas[3]{ untilrecentwork by H.K �uhn clari�ed thesituation,

showing thatthedivergencesdueto theelectric-�eld and m agnetic-�eld com ponentsexa-

ctly cancel[4]. Thisargum entdoesnot,however,hold forother�elds,which m ay play

a role in Cosm ology,particulary in the problem ofdark energy ([5],[6],[7]). There,the

energy density { the(tim e)-00 com ponentoftheenergy-m om entum tensorT00(x){ isas

im portant an observable as the pressure. Ifit diverges,or is ill-de�ned,as in the case

ofgeneral�elds enclosed by parallelplates,the situation rem ains highly unsatisfactory

from a conceptualpointofview. In fact,thisisthe m ostelem entary exam ple ofcuto�-

dependenceof(in principle)observablequantities,which hasbeen em phasized by Hagen

in m oregeneralsituations[8].

In this paper we revisit the Casim ir e�ect for a m assless scalar �eld with Dirichlet

boundary conditions (b.c.) on (in�nitely thin) parallelplates. Other b.c. (Neum ann

orm ixed)m ay also be handled by the sam e m ethods,and yield analogousresults,with

the sam e value for the energy per unit area. The case ofnonzero m ass willbe left to

a subsequentpaper:itrevealsadditionalaspects,such aslogarithm ic divergencesand a

positiveenergydensity (undersuitableconditionson them ass).Itstreatm entis,however,

a greatdealm oresubtle.

In section 1weintroducethegeneralfram ework and ideas,which goback to B.S.Kay

[9]and L.M anzoni,G.Scharfand one ofus(W .W reszinski) ([10],[11]). In section 2,

we prove thatupon addition ofsurface-regularization counterterm s,�rstintroduced by

Sym anzik [12],the energy per unit area becom es �nite. In section 3 it is shown that

the sam e result is obtained by Hadam ard regularization ofthe originalenergy density,

and in section 4 cuto�-independence ofthe latter,fora classofcuto�-functions,isfully

dem onstrated,com pletingaproofonlysketched in thesecond ofreferences[11].In section

5 wesum m arize conclusionsand open problem s.

M athem atically,two basic toolsin asym ptotic analysis,the Poisson sum m ation for-

m ula[19]and theEuler-M aclaurin form ula[22],seem toplay acom plem entary rolein the
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theory oftheCasim ire�ect,the�rstoneperm ittingtoidentify thedom inantterm sin the

densityand thesecond onebeinginstrum entalin theproofofregularization independence.

W ereferto [1],[2]and [20]for(partof)theim m enseliteratureon theCasim ire�ect.

1. G eneralFram ew ork

W e consider a m assless scalar�eld �(x)on M inkowskispace tim e x � (x 0;~x). The

corresponding Ham iltonian density h(x)isgiven by (~ = c= 1):

h(x)=
1

2

"�
@�(x)

@x0

� 2

+
�
r �(x)

�2

#

(1:1)

W e also wish to consider the free (m assless scalar) �eld restricted to the region K d

between two (in�nitely thin)parallelplatesatz= 0 and z= d:

K d =
n

~x � (~xk;z);with ~xk � (x;y)2 R
2 and 0� z� d

o

(1:2)

with,forde�niteness,Dirichletboundary conditions(b.c.) on theboundary @K d ofK d:

@K d �

n

(~xk;0)[ (~xk;d);~xk 2 R
2

o

(1:3)

Thedensity operatorcorresponding to (1.1)isgiven by

H (x)=:h(x): (1:4)

where the dots indicate norm al(or W ick) ordering. M easuring H (x) is a localopera-

tion which involves only a sm allneighborhood N (x) ofthe space-tim e point x. Since,

however,the state S ofthe system on K d isdi�erentfrom the vacuum state ! of(in�-

nite)space-tim eeven restricted to N (x)(see[9],appendix,fora discussion),thequestion

arises: with respect to which state is the norm alordering (1.4)? In [9],the following

renorm alization condition wasim posed:

!(H (x))= 0 (1:5)
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forallx in M inkowskispace-tim e. This condition m eans that double dots refer to the

in�nite-spaceM inkowskivacuum state!,and wasm otivated in [10],[11]by thefactthat

realboundariesconsistofelectronsand ions,and the �eld which interactswith them is

quantized in in�nitespace,butonem ayalsoview (1.5)asan independentrenorm alization

condition,as done by B.S.Kay in [9]. The assum ptions oflocalquantum theory [13]

yield now a rigorousform ula forS(H (x))(see,again,theappendix of[9]):

S(H (x)) = lim
x1;x2! x

1

2

�

@x01@x02 + @~x1@~x2

�

�

�

h

S(�(x 1)�(x 2))� !(�(x 1)�(x 2))
i

(1:6)

The scalar �eld ofzero m ass,quantized in in�nite space in p dim ensions,m ay be

form ally written

�(p)(x)=
1

(2�)p=2

Z
dpk
p
2!~k

h

a(~k)e�ik�x + a
+ (~k)eik�x

i

= �(p)

�
(x)+ �(p)

+ (x) (1:7)

wherex � (x0;~x);k� x = k0x0 �
~k� ~x,

k0 = !~k = j~kj (1:8)

and �� ;�+ referto thenegativeand positive-frequency partsin (1.7),i.e.,thoseassoci-

ated to a (resp.a+ ),and satisfy

h

�(p)

�
(x);�(p)

+ (y)
i

=
1

i
D

(+ )

0;p (x� y): (1:9)

with

D
(+ )

0;p (x)�
1

(2�)p

Z
dpk

2!~k
e
�ik�x (1:10)

ap,a+p areannihilation and creation operatorsde�ned on sym m etric Fock spaceoverthe

(one-particle)HilbertspaceH p = L2(R p),F s(H p),with a(f)antilinear,a+ (g)linear,such

that

h

ap(f);a
+

p (g)
i

= (f;g)H p
1 (1:11a)
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on a dense dom ain F 0 of�nite-particle vectors(see,e.g.,[14],p.208 �.),where (f;g)H p

denotesthescalarproducton H p.Thevacuum 
p issuch that

ap(f)
p = 0 8f 2 H p (1:11b)

Thescalar�eld ofzero m asson theregion K d isform ally given by

�K d
(x)=

1

(2�)2

Z

d~kk

1X

n= 1

1
q
2!~kk;n

�

a(~k;n)U~kk;n(~x)e
�i! ~k

k;n
x0
+ a

+ (~k;n)
�

U ~kk;n
(~x)e

i!~k
k;n

x0
�

(1:12a)

where

U~kk;n
(~x)= e

i~kk�~xkUn(z) (1:12b)

with

Un(z)=

r
2

d
sin

�
n�

d
z

�

n = 1;2;::: (1:12c)

and ~kk � (kx;ky),~xk � (x;y),

!~kk;n
�

"

j~kkj
2 +

�
n�

d

�2
#1=2

(1:12d)

Above,U~kk;n are(im proper)eigenfunctionsof(�4 )
1=2,where4 denotestheLaplacean:

(�4 )1=2U~kk;n(~x)= !~kk;n
U~kk;n

(1:12e)

Thea,a+ in (1.12a)areoperator-valued distributionson F S(H ),where

H = L
2(R 2)
 H 1 (1:13a)
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and

H 1 =
n

f jf(z)= l:i:m :

1X

n= 1

cnUn(z);with
1X

n= 1

jcnj
2
< 1

o

(1:13b)

wherel:i:m :denotesthelim itin thetopology ofL2(0;d),and such that

�
a(f);a+ (g)

�
= (f;g)H 1 (1:14)

on F 0,where(f;g)H denotesthescalarproducton H .Thevacuum 
K d
isde�ned by

a(f)
K d
= 0 8f 2 H (1:15)

The�eld � K d
hasthetwo-pointfunction

h

�K d;�
(x);�K d;+

(x
0

)
i

=
1

i
D

(+ )

K d
(x;x

0

) (1:16)

whereD (+ )

K d
isthedistribution

D
(+ )

K d
(x;x

0

)= D
(+ )

K d
(x0 � x

0

0
;~x;~x

0

)=

= i

1X

n= 1

Z
d~kk

2!~kk;n
e
i~kk�(~xk�~x

0

k
)
Un(z)Un(z

0

) (1:17)

Due to (1.16),(1.17),the canonicalcom m utation relations (CCR) are altered with

respectto theirfree �eld valuesiff;g 2 S(R 2)
 C1
0
(0;d)
 S(R)(corresponding to the

variables~xk,z and x0),then

h

�K d
(f);�K d

(g)
i

= 0 (1:18)

notonly when the pointsx � (~xk;z;x0);x
0

� (~x
0

k
;z

0

;x
0

0)in the supportsoff and g are

space-like to oneanother,butalso wheneverx isspace-like to itsm irrorim age(~x
0

k
;2d�

z
0

;x
0

0),i.e.,(~xk � ~x
0

k
)2 + (z+ z

0

� 2d)2 � (x0 � x
0

0)
2 > 0,corresponding to connecting the

points x and x
0

both by a ray and by one which su�ers a reection on the right plate

(there is,ofcourse,an in�nity ofotherpossibilitiesinvolving the leftplate and m ultiple

reections).Thisisvalid only forDirichletboundary conditions.
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Seealso[15]forthecom m utation relationsfortheelectrom agnetic�eld in theCoulom b

gauge and Dirichlet b.c., and [16]for a generaldiscussion ofboundary conditions in

quantum �eld theory.

W e need also regularized �elds. Let C : R �! R be a sm ooth function (1.19a)

satisfying

C(0)= 1 (1:19b)
Z

1

0

C
(k)(x)dx < 1 8 k = 1;2;::: (1:19c)

lim
x! 1

C
(k)(x)= 0 8 k = 1;2;::: (1:19d)

W eintroduceaclassofregularizingfunctionsC� depending on acuto��with dim en-

sionsoflength by

C�(~k)= C(�! ~k
) (1:20)

where !~k isthe frequency (1.8)(which in the case of�K d
,given by (1.12a),isgiven by

(1.12d)).By (1.19a)and (1.20),

lim
�! 0

C�(~k)= 1 (1:21)

The regularized �elds � (p)

�
and �K d;�

corresponding to the form al�(p) and �K d
are

de�ned by

�(p)

�
(x)= (2�)�p=2

Z
dpk
p
2!~k

 

ap(~k)e
�ik�x + a

+

p (~k)e
ik�x

!

� C�(~k) (1:22)

�K d;�
(x)=

1

(2�)2

Z

d~kk

1X

n= 1

1
q
2!~kk;n

 

a(~k;n)U~kk;n(~x)e
�i! ~k

k;n
x0

+

+ a
+ (~k;n)

�

U ~kk;n
(~x)e

i!~k
k;n

x0

!

� C�(~k) (1:23)

whereC� isgiven by(1.19),(1.20),and hastheproperty(1.21),aswellasanorm alization

condition inherited from (1.19b).
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Forthefree�eld,wem ay,equivalently for(1.6),go from in�nitespaceto a geom etry

with boundaries,by expressing the norm alordering (1.4)in con�guration space by the

pointsplitting technique which yields

:

 

@�

@x0

! 2

: = lim
y! x

:
@�(x)

@x0

@�(y)

@x0
: =

= lim
y! x

@�(x)

@x0

@�(y)

@x0
+

1

i

@2

@x2
0

D
(+ )

0;3 (x� y) (1:24)

in thesense ofoperator-valued tem pered distributions,where,in (1.24),

� � � (3) (1:25)

Finally,from (1.1)and (1.3),

H (x) = lim
y! x

(
1

2

�
@�(x)

@x0

@�(y)

@y0
+ r �(x)� r �(y)

�

+

+
1

i

@2

@x20
D

(+ )

0;3 (x� y)

)

(1:26)

which wetaketobetheHam iltonian density (operator)describingthe�eld,both freeand

with boundaries,in agreem entwith (1.5)and thediscussion following it.In casewewish

to describe the �eld with boundaries,the �rstthree term sin (1.26)m ustbe de�ned on

sym m etric Fock space on the adequate (one-particle)Hilbertspace H ,i.e.,the concrete

representation ofthe �eld operatorisdictated by the geom etry. In the case ofparallel

plates,i.e.,with the�eldsde�ned on K d,given by (1.2),with Dirichletb.c.on @K d,given

by (1.3),the�eld is(form ally)given by (1.12),on F S(H ),given by (1.13).

Thus,(1.26)hasto be an operatoron F S(H ),and therefore m ustbe represented in

theform :

H K d
;=

1

2
;

�
@�(x)

@x0

� 2

; +
1

2
;r �(x)� r �(x); +

+
1

i
lim
y! x

@2

@x20

�

D
(+ )

0;3 (x � y)� D
(+ )

K d
(x� y)

�

(1:27)
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whereD (+ )

K d
isgiven by (1.17)and thesem icolonsin (1.27)denote norm alordering,with

respecttotheem ission and absorption operatorsin (1.12a)(which satisfy (1.14))and the

vacuum 
K d
,de�ned by (1.15).

Fortwo space-tim edim ensions,with therenorm alization assum ption (1.5)ispowerful

enough toyield adivergence-freetheory [9].Thisisavery specialcase,sim ilartothecase

ofparallelplateswith periodic b.c.[10].Otherwise,additionaldivergencesarise,due to

thesharpnessofthesurface,asrem arked in thepioneeringpaperofDeutsch and Candelas

[3].Theproblem occurswhenevertheattem ptism adeto im poseb.c.on quantum �elds

(called \unnaturalacts" by R.L.Ja�e in [17]),i.e.,to restrictquantum �eldsto sharp

surfaces. A sim ilarproblem arisesin the restriction to a causalsurface (the horizon)in

connection with theproblem oflocalization entropy [18].

Inthenextsection 2,weshow thataddition(inaproperway)of\surfaceregularization

counterterm s",proposed bySym anzik[12]in afram eworkwherethe�eldswereconsidered

in theSchr�odingerpicture,and also included interactions,yieldsthe�nite,correctenergy

perunitarea,thusproviding a �rstanalyticsolution to theproblem .

2. Sym anzik’s surface renorm alization counterterm s

Taking into account (1.22),(1.23),we de�ne the quantities corresponding to (1.1),

(1.10)(in p dim ensions),(1.27)and (1.17),denoting them by h(p)(x);D (+ )

0;�
;H �;K d

(x)and

D
(+ )

K d
,respectively.H �;K d

representstheregularized Ham iltonian density in a theory with

boundary @K d given by (1.3).

Let,now,p= 2,and H r (resp.H l)denotetwo copiesofL2(R 2)corresponding to the

right(resp.left)plates(com ponentsof@K d),F S(H r)and F S(H l)therelated sym m etric

Fock spaces,with vacua 
r,
s,satisfying (1.11b)(with p= 2).Therelated Ham iltonian

densitieswillbedenoted by h(2)
�;r
(x)and h(2)

�;l
(x).

Further,let�(2)r ,�(2)
l

denotethedelta-functionsassociated to therightand leftplates

(see [23],Ch.3,x 1,fordelta-distributions and other singular functions associated to a

regularsurface).

Finally,letE vac
�

denotethevacuum energy density correspondingtoH �;K d
.By (1.27),

itis(with 
K d
de�ned by (1.15)):

E
vac
�
(x) = (
K d

;H �;K d
(x)
K d

) =

=
1

i
lim
y! x

(

@2

@x2
0

�

D
(+ )

0;3;�
(x � y) � D

(+ )

K d;�
(x;y)

�)

(2:1)
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W e now de�ne the (regularized)vacuum density with surface renorm alization coun-

terterm sby

E
vac
ren;� � E

vac
�
(x) +

1

4

"�


r;h
(2)

�;r

r

�

�
(2)

r (~x) +

�


l;h
(2)

�;l

l

�

�
(2)

l
(~x)

#

(2:2)

By (2.1)and (2.2),E vac
�;ren(x)is,foreach � 6= 0,an operatorvalued distribution [24].

Consider,now,a com pactsubsetK A
d ofK d de�ned by

K
A
d �

�

~x � (~xk;z),with ~xk(x;y)2
�
�
L1

2
;
L1

2

�
�
�
�
L2

2
;
L2

2

�
and 0� z � d

�

(2:3a)

with

L1L2 = A (2:3b)

Let
�
�
(n)

K A
d

(:)
	

n= 1;2;:::
be a sequence ofsm ooth functionsapproaching,asn ! 1 ,the

characteristicfunction ofK A
d ,and such that

�
(n)

K A
d

(~x) = 1 for ~x 2 K
A ;O

d
[ @K

A
d 8n = 1;2;::: (2:4)

whereK A ;O

d
denotestheinteriorofK A

d .

W ede�nethevacuum energy E vac(A)oftheregion K A
d by

lim
�! 0+

lim
n! 1

Z

d
3
x �

(n)

K A
d

(~x)E vac
ren;�(x0;~x)� E

vac(A;d) (2:5)

wheneverthedouble-lim iton thel.h.s.of(2.5)exists,isindependentoftheregularization

(1.19),(1.20)and doesnotdepend on x0.Thevacuum energy perunitarea"d {thebasic

observablequantity { is,then,de�ned by

"d � lim
A ! 1

E vac(A;d)

A
(2:6)

wheneverthelim iton ther.h.s.of(2.6)exists.
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Them ain resultofthissection is

Theorem 2.1

"d = �
1

2

�2

720d3
(2:7)

with the possible exception oftheindependence on theregularization,which willbeleft

to section 4.

Proof.W eusea specialregularizerin (1.19a),

C(x) = e
�x

x � 0;x 2 R (2:8)

which clearly satis�es(1.19b)and (1.19c);C � isthen given by (1.20),with !~k given by

(1.8).

Let,in correspondenceto (2.5)

E
vac
�

� lim
n! 1

Z

d
3
x �

(n)

K A
d

(~x)E vac
�
(x0;~x) (2:9)

assum ing theabovelim itexistsand doesnotdepend on x0.By (2.1)and (2.9),

E
vac
�

=
A

2(2�)2

(

� 2d

Z
1

0

dk k
3
e
��k +

+ 2�
1X

n= 1

Z
1

0

dk ke
��

p
(n�=d)2+ k2

s
�
n�

d

� 2

+ k2

)

(2:10)

Perform ing thechangeofvariablek
0

n = [(n�=d)2+ k2]1=2 in thesecond integralon the

r.h.s.of(2.10),weobtain

E
vac
� =

Ad

(2�)2

(

� 6��4 +
@2

@�2

�
1

�2

��

d

e
� �

d � 1

�)

(2:11)

W enow usetheasym ptoticexpansion ([22],p.320)in

t

et� 1
= 1 �

1

2
t +

1X

k= 1

(�1)k�1 B k

t2k

(2k)!
(2:12)
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obtaining (B 2 = 1=30):

E
vac
�

= �
A

4��3
�

1

2

�2A

720d3
+ O (�2) (2:13a)

Fora generalcuto�

E
vac
� = �

A

8��3

Z
1

0

du u
2
C(u)�

1

2

�2A

2:720:d3
+ O (�2) (2:13b)

Let,now,

E
vac
ren;� � lim

n! 1

Z

d
3
x�

(n)

K A
d

(~x)E vac
ren;�(x0;~x) (2:14)

By (1.10),

(
r;h
(2)

�;r

r) =

1

2

2�

(2�)2

Z
1

0

dk k
2
e
��k =

1

2��3
(2:15)

Putting togethernow (2.2),(2.4),(2.13),(2.14)and (2.15),weobtain

E
vac
ren;� = �

1

2

�2A

720d3
+ O (�2) (2:16)

from which (2.7)followsby de�nitions(2.5)and (2.6).

Rem ark 2.1:Thesurface term in (2.13)isabsentforperiodicb.c.,because thelatter

allowsforthen = 0term in (2.10),which cancelsitexactly.Thisexplainsthevery special

resultof[10],which bearssom esim ilarity with thealso very specialm odelin [9].

Rem ark 2.2:TheexternalCasim irenergy iszero,see[11],whoseproofrem ainsunal-

tered.Result(2.7)isone-halfoftheresultfortheelectrom agnetic�eld,duetosum m ation

overthe two polarization statesin the latter. Polarization does,however,play a m ajor

rolein explaining thecancelation occurring in [4].

Rem ark 2.3:The series(2.13)isa divergentasym ptotic series,by (2.11),(2.12),but

the rest in (2.13)is { again by (2.11)and (2.12){ bounded by constant �,so that its

lim itas�! 0+ existsand iszero.

Rem ark 2.4:Thepresentapproach also worksfortheinnerproblem forthecube,see

[6].

Rem ark 2.5: The form ofthe divergent surface term in (2.13) gives the im pression

thatthisdivergenceisalso an ultravioletdivergence.Thisisduetotheuseofregularized

12



�elds (1.22),(1.23),because C � in (1.20) sim ulates a dielectric constant with suitable

behaviorathigh frequencywhich,e.g.in theelectrom agneticcase,should characterizethe

surface,becauseany m aterialistransparentto electrom agneticradiation ifthefrequency

is su�ciently high. Thus,the use ofan \im proved" Ham iltonian density with surface

renorm alization counterterm s,but m aintaining (\unphysical") sharp b.c. is seen to be

equivalentto \soft" b.c.[17],which,howevercannotbedealtwith com pletely analytical

fashion.

Rem ark 2.5 raisesan interesting issue:isitpossible to take the lim it� ! 0+ in the

vacuum energy density,E vac
�
(x),given by (2.1)?

TheuseofthePoisson sum m ation form ulain thenextsection 3showsthatitisindeed

possible,thatthe resulting lim iting density isgiven by a function diverging at@K A
d ,in

such a way that its integralover K A
d does not exist. Thus,the lim iting density is not

locally integrable and doesnotde�ne a (Schwartz) distribution,butitisalso shown in

section 3 thattheHadam ard regularization [24]oftheintegraloverK A
d existsand yields

(2.7).

The corresponding (Schwartz) distribution,Hadam ard’s pseudofunction [24],is the

divergencerem aining afterrenorm alization (1.5)ofthedensity is,in fact,independentof

theultravioletcuto�,ashappensin thehorizon problem in [18].

3. Poisson’s sum m ation form ula and the H adam ard regularization of the

C asim ir energy density

Using the expression (2.1) and considering a sm ooth function satisfying the condi-

tions(1.19a),(1.19b)and (1.19c)we can assum e a specialregularizer like (2.8)forthe

calculation oftheCasim irenergy density asfollows

E
vac
�
(~x) =

1

2

@

@�

(
1

(2�)3

Z

d
3
k e

�i

�
k0�� ~k�(~x�~y)

��= 0

~y= ~x � C(k0)�

�

Z

dk1

Z

dk2

X

n

jUn(~x)j
2
� C(!n)

)

(3:1)

with,fortheparallelplates,

Un(~x) =
1

2�

r
2

d
sin

�n�

d
z
�
e
i(kxx+ kyy) (3:2)
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so wecan write

E
vac
�
(~x) =

1

2

(

�
1

(2�)3

Z

d
3
k ke

��k +
1

(2�)2
2

d

1X

n= 0

Z

dk1

Z

dk2 sin
2
�n�

d
z
�
e
��! n

)

(3:3)

where !2
n = k21 + k22 +

�
n�

d

�2
and k =

�
!n;k1;k2;

n�

d

�
.

Thesum m ation term in theenergy density in (3.3)can beextended to accom m odate

negative term s in n,noticing that the parity ofintegrand is even and the term n = 0

yieldszero.Let

I �
1

(2�)2
2

d

1X

n= 0

Z

dk1

Z

dk2 sin
2
�n�

d
z
�
e
��! n =

=
1

(2�)2d

+ 1X

n= �1

Z

dk1

Z

dk2 sin
2
�n�

d
z
�
e
��! n (3:4)

Now,by Poisson’ssum m ation form ula (PSF)(see,e.g.,[19]),

+ 1X

n= �1

f(2�n) =
1

p
2�

+ 1X

m = �1

f̂(m ) (3:5a)

where

f̂(m ) =
1

p
2�

Z
+ 1

�1

dke
�im k

f(k). (3:5b)

and

f(2�n)� sin
2
�n�

d
z
�
e
��! n (3:5c)

weobtain

I =
1

(2�)3d

1X

m = �1

Z
+ 1

�1

dk1

Z
+ 1

�1

dk2

Z
+ 1

�1

dk
0

3

r

k21 + k22 +
�
k
0

3

2d

�2
�

� sin
2

�
k
0

3

2d
z

�

e
��

s

k2
1
+ k2

2
+

�
k
0

3

2d

�
2

e
�im k

0

3 (3:6)

Perform ing a changeofvariablek3 = k
0

3
=2d on (3.6)weget

I = I1 + I2 (3:7)

I1 =
1

(2�)3

+ 1X

m = �1

Z
+ 1

�1

dk1

Z
+ 1

�1

dk2

Z
+ 1

�1

dk3

q

k21 + k22 + k23e
��

p
k2
1
+ k2

2
+ k2

3e
�i2m dk 3 (3:8)
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I2 = �
1

(2�)3

+ 1X

m = �1

Z
+ 1

�1

dk1

Z
+ 1

�1

dk2

Z
+ 1

�1

dk3

q

k2
1
+ k2

2
+ k2

3
�

� cos(2k3z)e
��

p
k2
1
+ k2

2
+ k2

3e
�i2m dk 3 (3:9)

By (3.3),(3.7),(3.8)and (3.9)weobtain

E
vac
�
(z;d) =

1

2

(

4

(2�)2
(2z)2 � 3�2

[�2 + (2z)2]3
�

4

(2�)2

X

m 6= 0

(2m d)2 � 3�2

[�2 + (2m d)2]3
+

+
2

(2�)2

X

m 6= 0

" �
2(m d+ z)

�2
� 3�2

�
�2 + [2(m d+ z)]2

�3 +

�
2(m d� z)

�2
� 3�2

�
�2 + [2(m d� z)]2

�3

#)

(3:10)

where the �rstterm above isthe term with m = 0 in I2. The m = 0 term in I1 cancels

exactly the�rstintegralin (3.3).By (3.10),

E
vac(z;d)� lim

�! 0+
E
vac
�! 0(z;d) =

1

2

(

1

4(2�)2
1

z4
�

�
1

2(2�)2

1X

m = 1

1

(m d)4
+

1

4(2�)2

1X

m = 1

�
1

(m d+ z)4
+

1

(m d� z)4

�)

(3:11)

The �rstterm in (3.11)divergeson theplate where z = 0,thelastterm (form = 1)

diverges on the other plate where z = d. These dom inant term s can be identi�ed as

stationary pointsin thePSF by (3.6):

Indeed, writing sin2
�
k
0

3

2d
z
�
=

�
e
i
k
0

3

2d
z
�e

� i
k
0

3

2d
z

2i

�2
in (3.6), these points correspond to

@

@k
0

3

�
(m d� z)k

0

3

�
= 0,which lead to z = 0 (form = 0)and z = d (form = �1).

A generalm ethod com bining thePSF with thestationary phasem ethod forobtaining

asym ptoticestim ateswasdeveloped in [19](seealso [21]).

By (3.11),E vac(z;d)isnotintegrableover0� z� d given by (2.3a).

Let P(:) denote the Hadam ard regularization (or \partie �nie") ofa given integral

(see[24],pp.38-43).Then

Theorem 3.1

P

� Z
1

0

E
vac(z;d)dz

�

= "d (3:12)

where"d isgiven by (2.7).
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Proof.

P

�Z d

0

dz
1

4(2�)2
1

z4

�

=
1

4(2�)2
lim
�! 0

hZ d

�

dz
1

z4
�

1

3�3

i

= �
1

12(2�)2
1

d3
(3:13a)

P

�Z d

0

dz
1

4(2�)2
1

(d� z)4

�

= �
1

12(2�)2
1

d3
(3:13b)

which,inserted into (3.11),yields,aftera sim ple calculation,

P

� Z
1

0

E
vac(z;d)dz

�

= �
1

2

1

2(2�)2d3

1X

m = 1

1

m 4
= �

1

2

�2

720

1

d3
(3:14)

Rem ark 3.1: (3.11)showsthatthe divergence ofthe energy perunitarea rem aining

afterrenorm alization(1.5){i.e.,afterperform ingthecancelationbetween the�rstintegral

in (3.3)with the m = 0 term in I1 is independent ofthe ultraviolet cuto�,being only

due to the sharp nature ofthe surface,i.e.,the use ofDirichlet (orNeum ann) b.c. on

quantum �elds. These are the \unnaturalacts" referred to by R.Ja�e in [17]. This

is sim ilar to the restriction ofa quantum �eld to a causalsurface (the horizon) in the

problem ofarea behavioroflocalizationsentropy in [18],where,however,thedivergence

rem ains.In theCasim irproblem thisdivergenceisrem oved by Hadam ard regularization,

asproved in Theorem 3.1,yielding the correctenergy perunitarea. Such wasalso the

�nding ofElizalde in [20]: he showed thatHadam ard regularization yielded,in m odels

treated in [17],thesam eresultofintroducing a \soft"surface,which,however,cannotbe

doneanalytically.In section 5 weattem ptto �nd a deeperexplanation ofthisfact.

W ehaveused a specialregularizer(2.8)in theproofofTheorem 2.1,but,in thenext

section,weshow thattheresultisthesam eforallregularizerssatisfying(1.19)and (1.20).

4. T he cuto� independence in the C asim ir energy density

W enow write(2.10),with a generalcuto� satisfying (1.19)and (1.20),as

E
vac
�

=
A

2(2�)2

(

� 2d

Z
1

0

dk k
3
C(�k)+

+ 2�
1X

n= 1

Z
1

0

dk k

r
�
n�

d

�2
+ k2 C

 

�

r
�
n�

d

�2
+ k2

! )

(4:1)
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Rewriting thesecond term ofther.h.s.in (4.1)with a changeofvariablewehave

E
vac
�

= A

(

�
d

(2�)2

Z
1

0

dk k
3
C(�k) +

1

8�
lim
n! 1

nX

m = 1

g(m )

)

(4:2)

with

g(m ) =

Z
1

0

du

r

u +
�
m �

d

�2
C

 

�

r

u +
�
m �

d

�2
!

=

=

Z
1

(m �=d)2

du
p
uC(�

p
u) (4:3)

Now,we can introduce the Euler-M aclaurin sum form ula,which yields ([22],p.326)

underassum ptions(1.19c)and (1.19d):

nX

m = 1

g(m ) �
2d

�

Z
1

0

dqq
3
C(�q)�

1

2
g(0)! �k (4:4)

where

�k = � Sk(0) �
1

(2k+ 2)!

Z
1

0

dt 2k+ 2(t)g
(2k+ 2)(t), k = 1;2;::: (4:5)

with

Sk(0) =
kX

r= 1

(�1)r�1
B r

(2r)!
g
(2r�1) (0), (4:6)

and

 k(t) = �k(t)m od 1 (4:7)

where�k can beobtained asfollows

x
ext� 1

ex � 1
=

1X

n= 1

�k(t)
xn

n!
. (4:8)

Theorem 4.1

Underassum ptions (1.19c)and (1.19d),�k (with k = 1;2;:::)isindependent ofk,

i.e.

�k = �k+ 1 8 k = 1;2;::: (4:9)
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Proof.By (4.5)

�k+ 1 = �Sk+ 1(0)�
1

(2k+ 4)!

Z
1

0

dt 2k+ 4(t)g
(2k+ 4)(t) (4:10)

The�rstterm on ther.h.s.of(4.12)m ay bewritten

Sk+ 1(0) =
k+ 1X

r= 1

(�1)r�1
B r

(2r)!
g
(2r�1) (0) =

=
kX

r= 1

(�1)r�1
B r

(2r)!
g
(2r�1) (0) + (�1)k

B k+ 1

[2(k+ 1)]!
g
[2(k+ 1)�1] (0) =

= Sk(0)+ (�1)k
B k+ 1

(2k+ 2)!
g
(2k+ 1)(0). (4:11)

By (4.7)and (4.8)itfollowsthat(see[22],pp.320-321)

 k(0) = 0, (4:12a)

 2m �1 (x)=
 

0

2m (x)

2m
, (4:12b)

and

 2m (x)=
 

0

2m + 1(x)

2m + 1
+ (�1)m B m . (4:12c)

Rewriting the second term on the r.h.s. in (4.5)using (4.12c)with m = k + 1 and

integrating by partsusing (1.19d),wehave:

�k+ 1 + Sk+ 1(0) =
1

(2k+ 2)!

"

�
1

2k+ 3

Z
1

0

dt 2k+ 3(t)g
(2k+ 3)(t)+

+ (�1)kB k+ 1g
(2k+ 1)(0)

#

(4:13)

Using (4.12b)above,with m = k+ 2,and integrating by partsagain wehave

�k+ 1 + Sk+ 1(0) =
1

(2k+ 4)!

Z
1

0

dt 2k+ 4(t)g
(2k+ 4)(t) +

(�1)kB k+ 1g
(2k+ 1)(0)

(2k+ 2)!
(4:14)
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which yields

�k+ 1 + Sk+ 1(0) =
1

(2k+ 4)!

Z
1

0

dt 2k+ 4(t)g
(2k+ 4)(t) =

=
1

(2k+ 2)!

Z
1

0

dt 2k+ 2(t)g
(2k+ 2)(t) �

(�1)kB k+ 1g
(2k+ 1)(0)

(2k+ 2)!
(4:15)

Finally,putting (4.15)and (4.11)into (4.10),we�nd

�k+ 1 = �Sk(0) �
1

(2k+ 2)!

Z
1

0

dt 2k+ 2(t)g
(2k+ 2) =

= �k . (4:16)

Theorem 4.2

Letin addition to(1.19c)and (1.19d),thenorm alization condition (1.19b)hold.Then

"d,de�ned by (2.6),equalsthe value (2.7),and thusTheorem 2.1 isindependentofthe

regularizer,ifthelattersatis�es(1.19).

Proof.By (4.2),(4.3),(4.4)and (4.16):

E vac
�

A
= lim

n! 1

1

8�

1X

m = 1

g(m ) =
1

8�

�
1

2
g(0) + �2

�

(4:17)

where,by (4.5),

�2 = �
B 1

2
g
(0)(0) +

B 2

24
g
(3)(0) �

1

6!

Z
1

0

 6(t)g
(6)(t)dt (4:18)

By (4.3),
1

2
g(0) =

1

2

Z
1

0

du
p
uC(�

p
u) =

1

�3

Z
1

0

du u
2
C(u) (4:19)

Again,by (4.3),
d

�
g
(1)(m ) = �2

�
m �

d

�2
C

�

�
m �

d

�

(4:21a)

d

�
g
(3)(m ) = �4

�
�

d

�2
C

�

�
m �

d

�

�

� 8
�

d

�
m �

d

����

d

�

C
(1)

�

�
m �

d

�

� 2
�
m �

d

�2���

d

�2
C
(2)

�

�
m �

d

�

(4:21b)
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By (4.18),(4.19),(4.21)and (1.19b),

�2 = �
B 2

6

�
�

d

�3
+ O (�2) (4:22)

Putting (4.19)and (4.22)into (4.17),weobtain (B 2 = 1=30):

E vac
�

A
= �

1

8��3

Z
1

0

du u
2
C(u) � "d + O (�2) (4:23)

Com paring (4.23)with (2.13b),weobtain theassertion ofthetheorem .

Rem ark 4.1: It is rem arkable that in (4.4) the second term in the l.h.s. is the va-

cuum term ,and thethird one,thesurfaceterm ,appearing in a naturalway asnecessary

subtractionsin a purely m athem aticalcontext.

Rem ark 4.2: Usually the result is presented inform ally without the im portant last

term in (4.5),and assum ing that C satis�es C (k)(0) = 0 for allk � 1 besides (1.19b),

which isnotsatis�ed bythespecialand im portantchoice(2.8)([26],p.138).See,however,

ref.[27]fora m uch nicerapproach to thesubject.

Rem ark 4.3:�k (k � 1)iscalled the(R ;0)sum ofthe(divergent)series
P

1

m = 1
g(m ),

whereR refersto Ram anujan and 0 to thereferencepoint(theorigin in ourcase).

Rem ark 4.4: Other classes ofregularizers do not necessarily lead to regularization

independence. See [4]for thorough discussion ofseveraltypes ofregularization. W e

believethepresentclassis\natural"from thephysicalpointofview,becauseitsim ulates

a dielectricconstantwith suitablebehaviorathigh energies.

Rem ark 4.5: The idea ofthe proofofTheorem 4.2 appeared in the second reference

under[11],Theorem p.319,butonly an incom plete sketch wasgiven there.M oreim por-

tantly,however,the term 1

2
g(0)was (wrongly) asserted there to contribute only to the

�-independentterm s,whileitisprecisely thisterm thatyieldsthesurfacecontribution.

5. C onclusion and a conjecture

W ehavepresented inthispaperarigorousm ethod tostudytheCasim irenergydensity,

and applied it to the m assless scalar �eld with Dirichlet b.c. on parallelplates. The

m assivecase,aswellasothergeom etries(likecube,sphere)m ayin principlebetreated by

thism ethod,and independenceofb.c.hasbeen veri�ed explicitly in each case(although

no generaltheorem can be invoked). The basic assertion is that a �nite theory m ay
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be constructed in two equivalent ways: 1) with the use of(ultraviolet regularization-

dependent) Sym anzik surface-renorm alization counterterm s (section 2),and 2)with no

ultravioletregularization,butapplying Hadam ard regularization totheenergy density at

the singular surfaces (section 3). Finally,RIhasbeen shown fora class ofregularizers

(section 4).

M ethod 2)wasconsidered by Elizaldein them odelstreated in [17]and shown toyield

thesam eresultsasby theintroduction [17]of\softsurfaces".Thuswem ay becon�dent

thatthepresentm ethod isan e�ectiveway ofintroducing \softsurfaces" in an analytical

way.

There rem ains,however,a question: isthere a m ore profound basic reason why this

schem eworksso well? Hereweconjecturewhy thisisso.

Form ula(1.6)hasbeingarrived atbytheassum ptionsoflocalquantum theory([9],ap-

pendix),in particulartheassum ption thatthestatesS and ! arelocally quasi-equivalent

([13],pg.131).Thism ay notbetrueeverywhere,therem ay besingularpointsorsurfaces

(in ourcasein R 3)in theneighborhood ofwhich even such localquasi-equivalencefailsto

hold.Let�(2)r and �(2)
l

denotethedelta functionsattherightand leftplates,asin section

2,and �� be a regularization ofthe �elds. In the following,we shallsuppose thatthe

equaltim e-lim itm ay be perform ed on the r.h.s. of(1.6),butthatthe lim it~x ! ~y does

notexist,fortheabove-m entioned reason.Itispossible,nevertheless,that

lim
�! 0

�
1

2

�
@x01@x02 + @~x1@~x2

�
�

h

S
�
��(x01;~x1)��(x02;~x2)

�
� !

�
��(x01;~x1)��(x02;~x2)

�i

�

� C�(~x1 � ~x2)
h

�
(2)

r

�
~x1 + ~x2

2

�

+ �
(2)

l

�
~x1 + ~x2

2

�i�

=

= PF
h

E
vac
�~x1 + ~x2

2
� :;d

�i

(5:1)

where(5.1)istaken at(arbitrary)equaltim esx01 = x02 and isindependentofx01 = x02,

PF denotestheHadam ard pseudofunction ([24],p.41),and

C�(~x)=
1

4(2�)2

Z

d~kk j
~kkjC(�j~kkj)e

�i ~k�~x (5:2)

Thelim it�! 0+ on thel.h.s.of(5.1)isassum ed to beindependentoftheregulari-

zation (1.19).The\point" in (5.1)refersto thesingularsurfaces(z= 0 and z = d in our

case).The\old Hadam ard" form ofthepseudofunction is(see,e.g.,[28])
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(!2)+ =
1

2�2
PF

�
� 1=2

�
+ v ln�

�

+ w (5:3)

where� 1=2,v and w arecertain sm ooth functions,and � = �
�
~x1+ ~x2

2
� :

�
isthedistance

(here unam biguously de�ned) between the point
�
~x1+ ~x2

2

�
and any one ofthe singular

surfaces. The logarithm ic term doesnotappearin the present zero m asscase,butwill

bepresentfornonzero m ass[6].

W e have proved in sections2 and 3 that,replacing lim �! 0+ by lim �! 0+ lim ~x1! ~x2 on

thel.h.s.of(5.1)and ther.h.s.of(5.1)by thecorresponding lim ~x1! ~x2,both m em bersare

equalin therestricted sensethatthey havethesam eintegralsoverK A
d (given by (2.3a)),

de�ned by (2.5). Note that (3.11) agrees with (5.3) in this case,because,by (5.1),a

second orderderivative operateson PF(1=z2),yielding PF(1=z4),according to ([24],II.

2.28).

A com plete proofof(5.1) even in our case is com plicated by the fact that �� are

regularized in m om entum space,and Hadam ard’sregularization operatesin con�guration

space.

Asform ulated,(5.1)hasan obviousgeneralization to othergeom etries,replacing �(2)r

and �
(2)

l
by delta distributions at the singular surfaces. The Sym anzik counterterm s,

localized at these surfaces,besides destroying their \sharpness",accom plish the basic

task ofascertaining that the resulting two-point distribution is ofthe Hadam ard form

(5.3).See[29]forim proved and m oreprecise versionsof(5.3).

W e conjecture that this is the deep reason behind the results in the present paper,

because a two-point function of the Hadam ard form is equivalent to the \m icrolocal

spectrum condition",which replacesthespectralcondition forquantum �eldspropagating

on a curved space-tim e [30].Viewing,aswe do,theapplicationsoftheCasim ire�ectin

cosm ology,even aslightdeviation from atnesswould requireaHadam ard form ,which is,

thus,a fundam entalrequirem ent.Theproofof(5.1)in thisand otherm odelsm ightthus

explain the\m iraculous" propertiesofthe(additional)Hadam ard regularization referred

to by Elizaldein hisbeautifuland stim ulating review [20].
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