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The Casim ir energy ofa dilute hom ogeneous nonm agnetic dielectric ballat zero tem -

perature isderived analytically within a m icroscopic realistic m odelofdielectricsforan

arbitrary physically possible frequency dispersion ofdielectric perm ittivity "(i!).D iver-

gencesareabsentin calculations,a m inim um interatom ic distance � isa physicalcut-o�.

Casim ir surface force is proved to be attractive. A physicalde�nition ofthe Casim ir

energy isdiscussed.

1. M icroscopic A pproach

Consider a dielectric nonm agnetic ballofthe radius a and perm ittivity " at zero

tem perature,surrounded by a vacuum .The ballisdilute,i.e. all�nalexpressions

areobtained underthe assum ption "� 1 � 1 in the order("(i!)� 1)2,the lowest

orderthatyieldsthe energy ofinteraction between atom softhe ball.

The Casim irenergy ofa disjointm acroscopic system (two dispersive dielectric

parallelplatesisaclassicexam plebyLifshitz)dependsonlyon thedistancebetween

m acroscopic bodies and dispersion ofdielectrics1. O n the otherhand,itwas�rst

argued in Refs.2;3 thatfora dilute connected dielectric the Casim irenergy atzero

tem peratureisequaltotheenergyofdipole-dipolepairwiseinteractionsofallatom s

constituting the dielectric and thus should also depend on an average m inim um

distancebetween atom sofa dielectric�.Fora dilutedispersivedielectricballwith

an arbitrary frequency dependentdielectricperm ittivity theCasim irenergy atzero

tem peraturewas�rstderived in Ref.4.

A dipole-dipole interaction oftwo neutralatom s with atom ic polarizabilities

�1(i!)and �2(i!)isdescribed by a potential
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where r is a distance between two atom s. The energy calculation for the ballis

illustrated by Fig.1. Suppose thatan atom with an atom ic polarizability �(i!)is

located atthepointB .O nehasto integrateinteraction ofan atom atthepointB

via a potential(1)with the atom sseparated by distancesgreaterthan interatom ic

distances � from the point B ,integrate over allatom locations B inside the ball

and m ultiply by a factor1=2 to calculatethe energy.
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Fig.1. Energy calculation for the ball. Shaded areas I and II separated by a dashed line on

the leftpicture denote areas ofintegration in the �rst and second integrals in (2) respectively. A

shaded area on the rightpicture represents the area ofintegration in the third integralin (2). A

partofthe sphere ofradiusr which islocated insidethe dielectric ballisdenoted by a dotted line.

Its area isequalto 2�r2(1� (p2 + r2 � a2)=(2pr)).

Assum ing hom ogeneity ofthe ball(it resultsin �1(i!)= �2(i!)= �(i!) and

thecondition thatthenum berdensity ofatom s�doesn’tdepend on thepointinside

the ball),the Casim irenergy isequalto
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Perform ing calculations,itispossibleto derivean analyticresult4:
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whereE 1(x)=
R
+ 1

1
e� tx=tdt.

Eq.(3)�nally solvestheproblem oftheCasim irenergy foradilutedielectricball

atzero tem perature.Thisenergy is�niteand physicalonly when a �nitem inim um

separation between atom s� istaken into account.
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Som e words need to be said about the change ofa viewpoint on the physical

de�nition ofthe Casim irenergy.W hen an interatom ic distance � istaken into ac-

count,the Casim irenergy can be calculated withoutdivergencesby use ofEq.(2),

and so calculated energy doesn’trequirefurtherrenorm alization.No furtherrenor-

m alization is needed since it is obvious from the m ethod ofcalculations that the

Casim irenergy (3)coincideswith a potential(binding)energy ofthe ballwhen �

islargeenough,so thate�ectsofshort-rangeinteratom icrepulsiveforcesand other

interactionscan beneglected.In thiscasethereisno classicalpartoftheenergy in

thebeginning ofcalculations,thereexistsonly a setofatom swith speci�ed interac-

tionsbetween them dueto quantum 
uctuations.Thesum ofalltheseinteractions

between atom s should give the Casim ir contribution to the binding energy ofa

dielectricball{ a m acroscopicclassicalsystem .

The leading contribution from the lastline in (3)isequalto
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Theterm (4)can becalled acontribution from largedistancestotheCasim irenergy

ofthe ball.Usually allterm sdi�erentfrom (4)weresim ply discarded oradded up

to m acroscopic quantities ofthe ball(e.g.,volum e,surface energies) during the

renorm alization procedure,asitoften happensin �eld theory.So only theterm (4)

wasusually considered asthe Casim irenergy term . In fact,thiswasan erroneous

de�nition ofthe Casim ir energy since no physicalquantities can be calculated by

useofEq.(4).Allphysicalquantitiesthatcan bem easurableatleastin principlefor

a dilute ball(e.g.,surfaceforceortrajectoriesofthe particlesnearthe ballsurface

during the ballcollapse in the adiabatic approxim ation)have to be calculated by

use ofa totalpotentialenergy ofthe ball(3). The term (4)haslittle in
uence on

physics. The reason isquite sim ple -the term (4)ism uch lessin m agnitude than

the term sin the �rst,second and third linesof(3).Forexam ple,ratio ofterm sin

the�rstlineof(3)to (4)is� (!0a)(a=�)
3 � 1,where!0 isa characteristicatom ic

absorption frequency.However,the term (4)wasreally im portantfordevelopm ent

ofthe theory ofCasim ir e�ect in connected dielectrics since this term has been

derived via m icroscopic 6 and m acroscopic 7 techniques - so the equivalence of

large distance parts ofthe Casim ir energy for a dilute dielectric ballderived by

m icroscopicand m acroscopicapproacheswasproved.

Itisim portantto stressthatso farm acroscopicm ethodsdid notyield satisfac-

torily shortdistance contributionsto the Casim irenergy ofconnected dielectrics8.

The reason is sim ple: these m ethods were developed for disjoint,not connected

dielectrics.

From (2) it follows that Casim ir surface force on a dilute dielectric ballis at-

tractive.Itisconvenientto de�neN � a=�;p� !�.Then Eq.(3)can berewritten
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in a generalform
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Thefunction f(N ;p)> 0 forN > 1=2;p> 0.Conservation ofatom sinsidetheball

and hom ogeneity im pose the condition

�
4�a3

3
= const: (6)

From the condition ofan atom ic conservation (6) it follows that during the ball

collapseorexpansion

N = const: (7)

Itisconvenientto use K ram ers{K ronig relationsin the form

�(i!)=

Z
+ 1

0

dx
xg(x)

x2 + !2
; (8)

where the condition g(x)> 0 alwaysholds. Using (5),(6),(7),(8),Casim irforce

on a unitsurfaceisequalto
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F < 0 because allfunctions inside integralsare positive. Casim ir surface force is

attractive for every m odelofatom ic polarizability consistent with generalcausal

requirem ents.
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