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CASIM IR ENERGY OF A DILUTE DISPERSIVE DIELECTRIC BALL:
REALISTIC M ICROSCOPIC M ODEL
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T he Casin ir energy of a dilute hom ogeneous nonm agnetic dielectric ball at zero tem —
perature is derived analytically w ithin a m icroscopic realistic m odel of dielectrics for an
arbitrary physically possible frequency dispersion of dielectric pem ittivity " (1! ). D iver—
gences are absent in calculations, a m inim um interatom ic distance isa physicalcuto .
C asin ir surface force is proved to be attractive. A physical de nition of the Casim ir
energy is discussed.

1. M icroscopic A pproach

Consider a dielectric nonm agnetic ball of the radiis a and pem itivity " at zero
tem perature, surrounded by a vacuum . T he ball is dilute, ie. all nal expressions
are obtained under the assum ption " 1 1 In the order ("@{!) 1:5, the lowest
order that yields the energy of interaction between atom s of the ball.

T he Casin ir energy of a dispint m acroscopic system (two dispersive dielectric
parallelplates is a classic exam ple by Lifshiz) dependsonly on the distance betw een
m acroscopic bodies and dispersion of di icd. On the other hand, it was st
argued In RefsAH that for a diute connected dielectric the C asin ir energy at zero
tem perature isequalto the energy ofdipole-dipole pairw ise interactionsofallatom s
constituting the dielectric and thus should also depend on an average m inin um
distance between atom sofa dielectric . For a dilute digpersive dielectric ballw ith
an arbitrary frequency dependent dielectric perm ittivity the C asin ir energy at zero
tem perature was rst derived In RefH.

A dipoledipole interaction of two neutral atom s w ith atom ic polarizabilities

1 @!') and , (@!) isdescrbed by a potential
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where r is a distance between two atom s. The energy calculation for the ball is
illustrated by Figl. Suppose that an atom with an atom ic polarizability ({1!) is
Jocated at the point B . O ne has to integrate interaction ofan atom at the point B
via a potential EI) w ith the atom s separated by distances greater than interatom ic
distances from the point B, integrate over all atom locations B inside the ball
and multiply by a factor 1=2 to calculate the energy.
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Fig.1l. Energy calculation for the ball. Shaded areas I and II separated by a dashed line on
the left picture denote areas of integration in the rst and second integrals in @) respectively. A
shaded area on the right picture represents the area of integration in the third integralin ). A
part of the sphere of radius r which is located inside the dielectric ball is denoted by a dotted line.
Its area isequalto 2 r* 1 @+ r* a?)=Q@pr)).

A ssum Ing hom ogeneity of the ball (i resultsinh ;@)= @)= @') and
the condition that the num berdensity ofatom s doesn’t depend on the point inside
the ball), the C asin ir energy is equalto
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Perform ing calculations, it is possble to derive an analytic J:equIE:
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where E; k) = e “=tdt.

1
Eqg. E) nally solvesthe problem ofthe C asim ir energy for a dilute dielectricball

at zero tem perature. Thisenergy is nite and physicalonly when a niem inin um
separation between atom s is taken into acocount.



Casim ir Energy of a D ilute D ispersive D ielctric Ball

Som e words need to be said about the change of a viewpoint on the physical
de nition of the Casin ir energy. W hen an interatom ic distance is taken into ac-
count, the Casin ir energy can be calculated w ithout divergences by use oqu.E),
and so calculated energy doesn’t require fiirther renom alization. N o further renor—
m alization is needed since it is obvious from the m ethod of calculations that the
C asin ir energy E) coincides w ith a potential ppinding) energy of the ball when
is large enough, so that e ects of short—range interatom ic repulsive forces and other
Interactions can be neglected. In this case there is no classicalpart ofthe energy in
the beginning of calculations, there exists only a set ofatom sw ith speci ed interac—
tions between them due to quantum uctuations. The sum ofall these interactions
between atom s should give the Casim ir contribution to the binding energy of a
dielectric ball { a m acroscopic classical system .

T he leading contrbution from the last line in E) isequalto
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T he term @) can be called a contribution from large distances to the C asin irenergy
ofthe ball. Usually allterm s di erent from @) were sin ply discarded or added up
to m acroscopic quantities of the ball (eg. volum e, surface energies) during the
renom alization procedure, as it offen happens in eld theory. So only the term @)
was usually considered as the C asin ir energy term . In fact, this was an erroneous
de nition of the Casin ir energy since no physical quantities can be calculated by
useofkEq. @) . A llphysicalquantities that can bem easurable at least n principle for
a dilute ball (eg., surface force or tra fctories of the particles near the ball surface
during the ball collapse in the adiabatic approxin ation) have to be calculated by
use of a total potential energy of the ball ﬁ) . The tem @) has little in uence on
physics. The reason is quite sin ple —the tem @) ismuch less in m agnitude than
the temm s in the 1st, second and third lines of E) . For exam ple, ratio of term s in
the rstlneof @ to ) is (a)@=)> 1,where!, isa characteristic atom ic
absorption frequency. H ow ever, the tem @) was really in portant for developm ent
of the theory of Casin ir e ect in connected_dielctrics since this temm has been
derived via m icroscopic B and m acroscopic U techniques — so the equivalence of
large distance parts of the Casin ir energy for a dilute dielectric ball derived by
m icroscopic and m acroscopic approaches w as proved.

Tt is in portant to stress that so farm acroscopic m ethods did not yield satisfa
torily short distance contrdbutions to the C asim ir energy of connected djdectdcj
The reason is sin ple: these m ethods were developed for dispint, not connected
dielectrics.

From E) i follow s that C asin ir surface orce on a dilute dielectric ball is at-
tractive. It is convenient to de ne N a= ;p ! .ThenEqES)canberewrjtten
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n a general form
Z +1
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0
The function £ N ;p) > 0 orN > 1=2;p> 0. Conservation ofatom s inside the ball
and hom ogeneity im pose the condition
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= const: (6)

From the condition of an atom ic conservation @) it llow s that during the ball
collapse or expansion

N = const: (7)

Tt is convenient to use K ram ers{K ronig relations in the form
Z
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w here the condiion g &) > 0 always holds. Usihg E), @), ﬂ), E), C asin ir force
on a uni surface is equalto
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F < 0 because all functions Inside integrals are positive. Casin ir surface force is
attractive for every m odel of atom ic polarizability consistent w ith general causal
requirem ents.
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