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Abstract

Theproblem ofnonlocality in thedynam icalthree-body Casim ir-Polderinteraction between an

initially excited and two ground-state atom s is considered. Itis shown that the nonlocalspatial

correlationsofthe�eld em itted by theexcited atom duringtheinitialpartofitsspontaneousdecay

m ay becom e m anifestin the three-body interaction.Theobservability ofthisnew phenom enon is

discussed.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Theexistenceofobservablee�ectsoriginatingfrom thequantum natureoftheelectrom ag-

netic �eld hasreceived m uch attention since 1948 when Casim irpredicted thatzero-point

�eld 
uctuationsgive rise to an attractive force between two neutralconducting platesat

restin thevacuum [1].Thesam e yearCasim irand Polderprovided an explanation forthe

retarded long-rangevan derW aalsinteraction between two neutralpolarizableobjectsasa

m anifestation ofthezero-pointenergy oftheelectrom agnetic �eld [2].They found thatre-

tardation yieldsa decay law oftheinteraction energy asr� 7 atlargeinteratom icseparation

(Casim ir-Polderpotential). Casim ir’sresultsalso showed how geom etricalconstraintscan

a�ectvacuum �eld 
uctuations.These e�ectshave been m easured experim entally,and the

resultsobtained arein good agreem entwith thetheory [3{5].M orerecently theattention of

theoreticianshasbeen also drawn by how a dynam icalchangeofgeom etricalortopological

boundariesa�ectsvacuum �eld 
uctuations,giving riseto observablee�ectssuch asm odi-

�cationsoftheCasim ire�ect[6]orcreation ofrealquanta from thevacuum (theso-called

dynam icalCasim ire�ect)[7,8]. Dynam icalCasim ire�ectisclosely related to the Unruh

e�ect,which establishesthatan atom ora chargeuniform ly accelerated in thevacuum be-

havesasifitwereim m ersed in a bath oftherm alradiation with a tem peratureproportional

to its acceleration [9]. The concept underlying allthese phenom ena is that the notion of

vacuum and itsphysicalpropertiesdepend critically on thephysicalsystem considered and

on theboundary conditions.

Initially,the interatom ic Casim ir-Polder(CP)potentialwasunderstood in term softhe

energyofthezero-point
uctuationsoftheelectrom agnetic�eld.M orerecently,itwasshown

thatitcan be also obtained asa consequence ofthe existence ofcorrelationsbetween the


uctuatingdipolem om entsoftheatom s,induced by thespatially correlated vacuum 
uctu-

ations.In otherwords,theCP interaction energy between two atom sin theirground state

can be seen as the classicalinteraction energy between the instantaneous atom ic dipoles,

induced and correlated by the spatially-correlated vacuum �eld 
uctuations[10,11]. This

m odelisconceptually intriguing becausegivesa classicalpictureofCP forces:thequantum

nature ofthe electrom agnetic �eld enters only in the assum ption ofvacuum 
uctuations

as a \real" �eld a�ecting atom ic dynam ics. This m odelhas been also generalized to the

three-body CP potentialbetween three atom sin theirground orexcited states[12,13].In
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thiscase,any pairofatom sinteractsvia theirdipolem om entswhich areinduced and corre-

lated by thevacuum �eld 
uctuations,m odi�ed (dressed)by thepresenceofthethird atom .

Because the presence ofone atom m odi�esthe spatialcorrelationsofthe electric �eld,the

interaction between two atom schangesifa third atom ispresent,and thisevantually yields

a non-additiveinteraction.ThusCP forcesbetween atom sarea directm anifestation ofthe

existenceofnonlocalcorrelation ofzero-point
uctuations,and sotheirm easurecan beused

asan indirectevidence of�eld correlationsand forinvestigating theirnonlocalproperties.

M any conceptualdi�cultiesin quantum m echanicsareinvolved in thenotion ofnonlocal

correlations,alsoin connection with relativisticcausality.In particular,Hegerfeldtreopened

the question ofnonlocality and causality in the QED contexton a quite generalbasis[14{

20]. Speci�c calculationshave shown thatthe dynam ics oflocalatom ic or�eld operators

is causal,but that the correlation ofatom ic excitations oftwo spatially separated atom s

exhibits a nonlocalbehaviour,being di�erent from zero even ifthe two atom ic sites have

a spacelike separation [17,21]. Non-localterm s appear also in the spatialcorrelations of

the energy density during the dynam icaldressing/undressing ofa static source interacting

with the relativistic scalar�eld [22]. The question ofrelativistic causality and itsrelation

with thenonlocalcorrelationsofvacuum 
uctuationshasbeen also exam ined in connection

with the Unruh e�ect[23]. Allthisem phasizesthe conceptualim portance ofinvestigating

whether nonlocalcorrelations ofvacuum 
uctuations m ay be at the origin ofobservable

e�ects.Recentlywehaveexam ined thequestion ofcausalityin thedynam icalCP interaction

between an excited and a ground-stateatom during thedynam icalevolution oftheexcited

atom [24]. Ifone ofthe two atom s is in the excited state at tim e t= 0,the interaction

energy between the two atom s is non-vanishing only after the causality tim e t= R=c,R

being theinteratom icdistance.Thisindicatesthatcausality isa basicproperty ofQED as

faraslocalquantitiessuch as�eld energy densitiesorthetwo-body CP forces(which arein

principlem easurableby a localobservation)areconsidered.

A question worth considering is what happens when nonlocalquantities,such as the

three-body forces,are considered. Thisisrelated to the very nature ofm any-body forces,

which appearto be inherently nonlocalbecause they cannotbe m easured through a single

localm easurem ent. W e have recently investigated thisissue in the tim e-dependent three-

body CP interaction between three atom sinitially in theirbare ground-state,during their

dynam icalself-dressing [25].Ourresultsindeed indicatethatthereexisttim eintervalsand
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geom etricalcon�gurationsofthe three atom sforwhich the three-body interaction energy

exhibitsanonlocalbehaviour,related tononlocalpropertiesofthe�eld correlationfunctions.

Thisshould allow to investigatethenonlocalpropertiesofthe�eld by m easurem entsofthe

(observable)three-body Casim ir-Polderforces.

In thispaperweaddressa sim ilarquestion forthedynam icalCP potentialbetween one

excited-and two ground-stateatom s,duringthedynam icalself-dressing oftheexcited atom

and the initialpartofitsspontaneousdecay. W e investigate the causality problem in the

tim e-dependentthree-body CP potentialand itsrelation to the nonlocalpropertiesofthe

�eld em itted by theexcited atom during itsshort-tim eevolution.Com pared to thecaseof

three ground-state atom s,a resonantcontribution isnow presentboth in the �eld em itted

by theexcited atom and in thetim e-dependentpotential;thisnew contribution arisesfrom

an additionalterm in thecorrelation oftheinduced dipolesofthetwo ground-stateatom s.

The paper is organized as follows. In section IIwe consider a two-levelatom (say C)

initially in its excited state and we investigate the dynam ics ofthe spatialcorrelations of

the electric �eld during itsdynam icalevolution. W e show thatthiscorrelation hasa non-

localbehaviour.In Section IIIwe calculatetheinteraction energy between a pairofatom s

located atsom edistancefrom atom C and show thatthisenergy hasnonlocalpropertiesas

a consequence of�eld nonlocality.Finally,in section IV,we calculate the totalthree-body

CP potentialby an appropriate sym m etrization ofthe role ofthe three atom sand discuss

how the nonlocalbehaviour ofthe �eld correlation function in
uences the dynam icalCP

potentialbetween thethreeatom s.

II. T H E FIELD C O R R ELAT IO N FU N C T IO N

W e�rstevaluatethecorrelation function oftheelectrom agnetic�eld during thesponta-

neousdecay atshorttim esofa two-levelatom (C),initially in itsbare excited state. W e

describeoursystem using them ultipolarcoupling Ham iltonian,in theCoulom b gaugeand

within thedipoleapproxim ation [26],

H = H C + H F + H int (1)

where
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H C = �h!0Sz;

H F =
X

kj

�h!ka
y

kjakj;

H int =
X

kj

�

akje
ik� rC � a

y

kje
� ik� rC

�

�

�

�kjS+ � �
?
kjS�

�

(2)

where!0 istheatom ictransition frequency,Sz;S� arethepseudospin operatorsofatom C,

akj,a
y

kj are the bosonic annihilation and creation �eld operatorsand rC isthe position of

atom C.�kj isthecoupling constantgiven by

�kj = � i

 

2��h!k

V

! 1=2

�C
� êkj (3)

where�C isthem atrix elem entoftheelectricdipolem om entofatom C.

Theinitialstateisassum ed asthefactorized state

jvac;"C i,with theatom C in itsbareexcited stateand the�eld in thevacuum state.First

wewish to evaluateon theinitialstatejvac;"C itheaveragevalueoftheequal-tim espatial

correlation ofthe�eld attwo di�erentpointsrA and rB ,hd? ‘(rA;t)d? m (rB ;t)i(wework in

theHeisenberg representation),where

d? (r;t)= i
X

kj

 

2��hck

V

! 1=2

êkj

�

akj(t)e
ik� r

� a
y

kj(t)e
ik� r

�

(4)

isthetransversedisplacem ent�eld operator(them om entum conjugatetothevectorpoten-

tial,in the m ultipolarcoupling schem e)which,outside the atom s,coincideswith the total

(transverse plus longitudinal) electric �eld operator [27]. From now on we shalluse the

sym bolE in placeofd? .

Our approach closely follows that used by Power and Thirunam achandran in [28,29].

SolvingHeisenbergequationsofm otion forthe�eld operatorsakj(t)and a
y

kj(t)atthesecond

order in the coupling constant,we obtain the following expansion for the �eld operator

[28,29]

E(r;t)= E
(0)(r;t)+ E

(1)(r;t)+ E
(2)(r;t) (5)

The operatorE (0)(r;t)isthe free-�eld operatorattim e t,while E (1)(r;t)and E (2)(r;t)

aresource-dependentcontributions.Explicitevaluation of(5)showsthatboth E (1)(r;t)and
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E (2)(r;t),contrarilytoE (0)(r;t),containtheHeavisidefunction �(ct� R),whereR =jr� rC j

isthedistanceoftheobservation pointr from atom C,

E
(1)(r;t)� �(ct� R); E

(2)(r;t)� �(ct� R) (6)

This expresses a causalbehaviour ofthe source electrom agnetic �eld. Hence the electric

�eld atthesecond ordercan beexpressed asthesum oftwo term s:afree-�eld contribution,

which isindependentofthepresenceofatom C,and a source-dependentcontribution which

isstrictly causal,

E(r;t)= E
(free)(r;t)+ E

(causal)(r;t) (7)

It should be stressed that these results have been obtained in the m ultipolar coupling

schem e,wheretheoperatorconjugateto thevectorpotentialisthetransversedisplacem ent

�eld;outsidetheatom s,itcoincideswith thetotalelectric�eld,which obeysafully retarded

waveequation.In them inim alcoupling schem e,on thecontrary,theconjugatem om entum

is the transverse electric �eld,which obeys a wave equation with the transverse current

density assourceterm ;in thisschem ewewould haveobtained a non-retarded solution,and

electrostaticterm sshould beadded in ordertorestoreacausalpropagation ofthe�eld.This

illustrates the rem arkable advantage ofusing the m ultipolar coupling Ham iltonian,which

isobtained from them inim alcoupling Ham iltonian by theapplication ofthePower-Zienau

transform ation [27]. W e now evaluate the expectation value ofthe correlation function of

the electrom agnetic �eld hvac;"C jE ‘(rA;t)E m (rB ;t) jvac;"C i at the two points rA and

rB . Up to the second orderin the electric charge e and using the expressionsforthe �eld

operatorgiven in [28,29],thiscorrelation function isobtained as

hE ‘(rA;t)E m (rB ;t)i= hE
(0)

‘ (rA;t)E
(0)

m (rB ;t)

+E
(1)

‘ (rA;t)E
(1)

m (rB ;t)+ E
(2)

‘ (rA;t)E
(0)

m (rB ;t)

+E
(0)

‘ (rA;t)E
(2)

m (rB ;t)i (8)

with

hE
(0)

‘ (rA;t)E
(0)

m (rB ;t)i=
2��hc

V

X

kj

(̂ekj)l(̂ekj)m ke
ik� (rA � rB ); (9)
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hE
(1)

‘ (rA;t)E
(1)

m (rB ;t)i= �
12

n �
12

p F
�

‘n

e� ik0�

�
F
�
m p

eik0�

�
�(ct� �)�(ct� �); (10)

hE
(2)

‘ (rA;t)E
(0)

m (rB ;t)+ E
(0)

‘ (rA;t)E
(2)

m (rB ;t)i= �
12

n �
12

p F
�

‘n

eik0�

�
F
�
m p

e� ik0�

�
�(ct� �)�(ct� �)

�
2�

V

(
X

kj

k�
21

n �
21

p (̂ekj)l(̂ekj)ne
� ik� RA C

1

k0 + k
F
�
m p

1

�
(e� ik� � e

ik0�e
� i(k0+ k)ct)�(ct� �)

+ (c:c:(A *) B ;� *) �;(ln)*) (m p)))

)

(11)

where� =jrB � rC jand � =jrA � rC j.

Eq. (9)describes the zero-pointcontribution to the �eld correlation function and does

notplay any rolein thecausality problem forthree-body forcesweareconcerned with.On

theotherhand,thetwo term s(10)and (11)depend explicitly on theposition ofatom C.In

particular,theterm (10)arisesfrom theretarded �eld em itted by atom C atthetwo points

rA,rB and itiscausal.Thisisexpected sincetheelectric-�eld operatord(1)(r;t)vanish for

t< r=c. The othercontribution,which contains both the second-order �eld (causal)and

the free-�eld at tim e t,is responsible for the non-localbehaviour ofthe �eld correlation

function. In order to discuss this point,we partition the �eld correlation function in the

following form (disregarding thefree-�eld contribution which,asm entioned,isnotrelevant

forourpurposes)

hvac;"C jE ‘(rA;t)E m (rB ;t)jvac;"C i

= hE ‘(rA;t)E m (rB ;t)inr

+hE ‘(rA;t)E m (rB ;t)ir (12)

where

hE ‘(rA;t)E m (rB ;t)inr

= �
2�

V

(
X

kj

k�
21

n �
21

p (̂ekj)l(̂ekj)ne
� ik� RA C

�
1

k0 + k
F
�
m p

1

�
(e� ik� � e

ik0�e
� i(k0+ k)ct)�(ct� �)

+ (c:c:(A *) B ;� *) �;(ln)*) (m p)))

)

(13)

isthenonresonantcontribution to thecorrelation function,and

hE ‘(rA;t)E m (rB ;t)ir
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= 2�12n �
12

p F
�
m pF

�

‘n

cosk0(� � �)

��
�(ct� �)

� �(ct� �) (14)

isthe resonantcontribution,which derivesfrom the pole atk = k0 in the frequency inte-

gration.The nonresonantterm (13)isequalbutopposite in sign to thatalready obtained

when atom C isin theground state[25].Theresonantterm isnotpresentin thecase ofa

ground stateatom ,ofcourse.Inspection of(13)and (14)clearly showsthatifthetwopoints

rA and rB are outside the causality sphere ofatom C,thatisif�;� > ct,the correlation

function (12)reducestozero.W hen both pointsrA and rB areinsidethelight-coneofatom

C,the correlation function is m odi�ed by the presence ofatom C.Allthis is com patible

with relativistic causality,ofcourse. Yet,nontrivialresultsare obtained ifjustone ofthe

two pointsrA and rB isinside the causality sphere ofatom C.Forexam ple,when � < ct

and � > ctthe correlation function ism odi�ed by the presence ofatom C.M oreover,this

happenswhateverthedistancebetween thetwopointsrA and rB .Thisresultindicatesnon-

localfeaturesofthe �eld correlation function,which originate only from the non-resonant

partofthecorrelation function,asclearly shown by Eqs.(13-14)

III. T H E T H R EE-B O D Y C O N T R IB U T IO N T O T H E D Y N A M IC A L C A SIM IR -

P O LD ER IN T ER A C T IO N

Letusnow considertwo m oreground-stateatom s,A and B,located atpointsrA and rB

respectively.W ewish toevaluatetheirCasim ir-Polderinteraction energy �E C (A;B )in the

presence ofatom C.Ouraim isto investigate whetherthe nonlocalbehaviourofthe �eld

correlation function discussed in thepreviousSection m ayrevealitselfin thetim e-dependent

interaction energy between thetwo atom s.Thisisindeed expected becauseitisknown that

theCasim ir-Polderinteraction between two atom sdependson thevacuum �eld correlations

evaluated attheatom icpositions[10].W ehave already discussed a sim ilarproblem in the

caseofthreeatom sinitially in theirbareground state[25];them ain di�erencein thepresent

caseisthepresenceofaresonantcontribution tothecorrelation function.Ourapproach isa

generalization to thetim e-dependentcaseofthem odelalready used to calculatethethree-

body potentialwith one atom excited in a tim e-independentapproach [13]. Following the

sam eargum entsused in [13],towhich wereferform oredetails,thethree-body contribution
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to the interaction energy between atom s A and B in the presence ofthe excited atom C

consistsoftwoterm s.The�rstisrelated tothenon resonantpartofthecorrelation function

and isform ally equivalentto thatobtained when thethreeatom sinitially arein theirbare

ground state. The second isrelated to the resonantpartofthe �eld correlation function.

Thuswewritetheinteraction energy between A and B in thepresence ofC as

�E C (A;B )= �E C (A;B )
nr + �E C (A;B )

r (15)

wherethe�rstterm isa non-resonantcontribution and thesecond theresonantone.These

two contributionsareexpressed as

�E C (A;B )
nr =

X

kj;k0j0

�A(k)�B (k
0)

� hE‘(kj;rA;t)E m (k
0
j
0
;rB ;t)in:r:Vlm (k;k

0
;
) (16)

and

�E C (A;B )
r =

X

kjk0j0

�A(k)�B (k
0)

� hE‘(kj;rA ;t)E m (k
0
j
0
;rB ;t)irV

r
‘m (k0;
): (17)

E ‘(kj;r;t)aretheFouriercom ponentsofE ‘(r;t),

Vlm (k;k
0
;r)= �

1

2
F



‘m

1



(cosk
 + cosk0
) (18)

istheclassicalpotentialtensorbetween oscillating dipolesatfrequenciesk and k0[12],and

V
r
‘m (k0;
)= � F




‘m

 

cosk0





!

(19)

isthe potentialtensorfordipolesoscillating atthe resonantfrequency k0. 
 =jrA � rB j

is the distance between dipoles A and B,and F



‘n = (� r2�‘n + r ‘r n)


is a di�erential

operatoracting on thevariable 
.The resonantcontribution(17)isspeci�c to theexcited-

atom case and does not appear when allatom s are in their ground state. After lengthy

algebraiccalculations,weobtain theexplicitexpressionsof�E C (A;B )
nr and �E C (A;B )

r

�E C (A;B )
nr =

1

2�
�
12

n �
12

p F



‘m F
�

‘nF
�
m p

1

��


Z 1

0

dk
�A(k)�B (k)

k0 + k

�

(sink(� + 
)+ sink(� � 
))

� e
� ik�

�(ct� �)+ sink�
h

e
� ik(�+ 
)

�(ct� (�+ 
))+ sgn(� � 
)e� ikj�� 
j�(ct� j�� 
 j)
i
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+c:c:(� *) �)

�

+
1

2�
�
12

n �
12

p F



‘m F
�

‘nF
�
m p

1

��


(

�B (k0)e
� i!0t

�

e
� ik0��(ct� �)

�

Z 1

0

dk�A(k)
sink(� + 
)+ sink(� � 
)

k0 + k
e
� i!kt

+
�

e
� ik0(�+ 
)�(ct� (� + 
))+ sgn(�� 
)e� ik0j�� 
j�(ct� j� � 
 j)

� Z 1

0

dk�A(k)
sink�

k0 + k
e
� i!kt

�

+�A(k0)e
i!0t(c:c:(� *) �))

)

(20)

�E C (A;B )
r = �

12

n �
12

p �A(k0)�B (k0)2<(F
�

‘nF
�
m p

eik0(�� �)

��
)F




‘m (�
cosk0




)�(ct� �)�(ct� �)(21)

In orderto investigatepossibleevidenceofnonlocality in thethree-body Casim ir-Polder

interaction (15),letusconsiderafew lim iting cases.For� � ctand � � ctand in thelim it

oflarge tim es(com patibly with the perturbative expansion we have used),the interaction

energy between A and B in theirground statesreducesto thevalue

�E C (A;B )= � �
12

n �
12

p F



lm F
�

lnF
�
m p

1

��


�

( Z 1

0

dk
�A(k)�B (k)

k+ k0

h

cosk�
�

sink(� + 
)

+ sink(� � 
)
�

+ sink�
�

cosk(�+ 
)

+sgn(�� 
)cosk(� � 
)
�i

+
�

c:c:(� *) �
�
)

+�12n �
12

p �A(k0)�B (k0)F
�
m pF

�

‘nF



‘m

1

��


� (cosk0(�� � + 
)+ cosk0(� � � � 
)) (22)

which isalready known from tim e-independentcalculations[13]. Thism eansthat,aftera

certain tim e,theinteraction energy settlesto a quasi-stationary value,asexpected [24].

A noteworthyresultisobtained when weconsideratim etsuch that� > ctand/or� > ct.

Thism eansthatatleastone ofthe two atom sA and B isoutside the causality sphere of

C.Quiteunexpectedly,equations(20)and(21)show thatin thiscasetheinteraction energy

between A and B isa�ected by the presence ofC.In orderto pointoutthe m ostrelevant

aspects,let us focus on the speci�c con�guration �;� > ctand 
 < ct,that is A and B

outside ofthelightcone ofC butinside thelightconeofeach other.Thiscon�guration of

theatom sand theircausality spheresareschem atically illustrated in Fig.1.Theinteraction
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energy �E C (A;B )isthen

�E C (A;B )=
1

2�
�
12

n �
12

p F



lm F
�

lnF
�
m p

1

��


� <

( Z
+ 1

0

�A(k)�B (k)
sink�

k0 + k

 

cosk(� � 
)

�
1

2
sgn(� � 
 � ct)e� ik(�� 
) �

1

2
e
ik(�� 
)

!

� �B (k0)

�

Z
+ 1

0

dk�A(k)
sink�

k0 + k
e
� i(!k+ !0)t

 

cosk0(� � 
)

�
1

2
e
� ik0(�� 
) �

1

2
sgn(� � 
 � ct)eik0(�� 
)

!

+

 

c:c:(A *) B ;� *) �)

! )

(23)

The m ain point is that there are tim e intervals for which the expression above does not

vanish:thishappenswhen ct< � < 
 + ctand/orct< � < 
 + ct.W estressthatin such

casesboth atom sA and B areoutsidethelightcom eofC:nonethelesstheirCasim ir-Polder

interaction energy is a�ected by atom C,indicating nonlocalaspects in their interaction

energy. This does not contradict the fact that in this case the correlation function (12)

can be zero ifboth A and B are outside the light-cone ofC.In fact,the calculation of

the quantity �E C (A;B ) involves a sum over the �eld m odes ofa product ofthe electric

�eld Fouriercom ponentsand oftheinteraction potentialVlm ,which also dependson k.W e

also observe thatthise�ectderivesexclusively from the non-resonantcontributionsto the

three-body CP potential:theresonantthree-body CP potentialisnon-vanishing only when

both atom sA and B are inside the causality sphere ofC.Thusitseem sthatthe nonlocal

propertiesoftheelectrom agnetic�eld em itted by atom C during itsdynam icalself-dressing

becom e m anifestin the tim e-dependence ofthe three-body CP interaction energy between

atom sA and B ,and only the(nonresonant)virtualprocessescontributeto thise�ect.

An im portant conceptual point is the physical m eaning of the interaction energy

�E C (A;B ). It is not a potentialenergy related to a single atom or to the whole sys-

tem ofthethreeatom s,butitisrelated to thechangeoftheinteraction between two atom s

(A and B)due to the third atom (C).Therefore itsm easurem entm ustnecessarily involve

som e correlated m easurem ents on both atom sA and B,in orderto separate itfrom other

contributionsto thethree-body energy such as�E B (A;C)and �E A (B ;C).

11



C

B

A

FIG .1: A con�guration ofthe three atom s A,B,C at tim e t such that � > ct,� > ct and


 < ct,forwhich a nonlocalbehaviourofthe interaction energy �E C (A;B )isfound. Red,blue

and green (long-dash-dot,dashed and continuouslines,respectively)circum ference’sarcsofradius

ctrepresentrespectively thecausality spheresofatom sA,B and C attim e t.

IV . T H E T IM E-D EP EN D EN T T H R EE-B O D Y C P P O T EN T IA L B ET W EEN

AT O M S A ,B A N D C

W enow evaluatethefollowing quantity,obtained by a sym m etrization oftheinteraction

energiesofany pairsofatom sin thepresence ofthethird one

�E (A;B ;C)

=
2

3

 
X

kjk0j0

�A(k)�B (k
0)

� hE‘(kj;rA;t)E m (k
0
j
0
;rB ;t)inrV‘m (k;k

0
;
)

+(A ! B ! C)

!

+
X

kjk0j0

�A(k)�B (k
0)hE ‘(kj;rA;t)E m (k

0
j
0
;rB ;t)ir

� V
r
‘m (k0;
) (24)
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where(A ! B ! C)indicatesterm sobtained from the�rstdoublesum byaperm utation of

theatom icindices.In stationary casesthisquantity hasbeen shown to beequivalentto the

three-body Casim ir-Polder potential,as obtained by sixth-order perturbation theory [13].

Thism otivatesourchoiceto considerthisphysicalquantity.W estressthatwesym m etrize

only on thenonresonantpart,forwhich the roleofthe three atom sisindeed sym m etrical;

the resonantpartshould notbe sym m etrized because the contribution ofthe three atom s

to thisterm isnotsym m etrical,only C being in an excited state.

W e now wish to investigate ifthe nonlocalaspect discussed above for the interaction

energy �E C (A;B )arepresentin �E (A;B ;C)too.Explicitevaluation of(24),yields

�E (A;B ;C)= �E (I)(A;B ;C)+ �E (II)(A;B ;C)

+�E (r)(A;B ;C) (25)

where

�E (I)(A;B ;C)=
�hc

12�
F
�
‘nF

�
m pF




‘m

1

��


( Z
1

0

du�A(iu)�B (iu)�C (iu)

�

e
� u(�+ �+ 
)

�

6

� sgn(� � ct)� sgn(� � ct)� sgn(
 � ct)� sgn(� + � � ct)� sgn(� + 
 � ct)

� sgn(
 + � � ct)

�

+ e
� u(�� �+ 
)

�

� sgn(� � ct)+ sgn(�+ 
 � ct)

�

+ e
� u(�+ �� 
)

�

� sgn(
 � ct)

+sgn(� + � � ct)

�

+ e
� u(� �+ �+ 
)

�

� sgn(�� ct)+ sgn(� + 
 � ct)

��)

; (26)

and

�E (II)(A;B ;C)=
�hc

12�
F
�

‘nF
�
m pF




‘m

1

��


(

2�B (k0)

�

cosk0(� � ct)

Z 1

0

du�A(iu)�C (iu)

�

�

e
� u(�+ 
+ ct) + sgn(� + 
 � ct)e� uj�+ 
� ctj+ sgn(� � 
 � ct)e� uj�� 
� ctj

+sgn(� � 
 + ct)e� uj�� 
+ ctj
�

+
sink0(�� ct)

k0

Z 1

0

du u�A(iu)�C (iu)

�

e
� u(�+ 
+ ct) + e

� uj�+ 
� ctj+ e
� uj�� 
� ctj

� e
� uj�� 
+ ctj

�

+ (B *) C;� *) 
)

�

�(ct� �)+ 4�A(k0)

�

cosk0(� + 
 � ct)

Z 1

0

du�B (iu)�C (iu)
�

e
� u(�+ ct)

+ sgn(�� ct)e� uj�� ctj
�

+
sink0(� + 
 � ct)

k0

Z 1

0

duu�B (iu)�C (iu)
�

e
� u(�+ ct) + e

� uj�� ctj
��
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� �(ct� (� + 
))

+ (A *) B ;� *) �)+ (A *) C;� *) 
)

)

; (27)

arethenonresonantcontributions,while

�E (A;B ;C)(r) = � �
12

n �
12

p �A(k0)�B (k0)2<(F
�

‘nF
�
m p

eik0(�� �)

��
)F




‘m (
cosk0




)�(ct� �)�(ct� �)

(28)

isthe resonantone. W e have assum ed isotropic atom s,thatis�i�j =
1

3
j�j2,and �(iu)is

thedynam icpolarizability extended to im aginary frequencies.

Eq.(25)describesthetim e-dependentsym m etrized three-bodyCP potentialasafunction

oftim eforagenericcon�guration ofthethreeatom s(fortim esshorterthan thespontaneous

decay tim e ofthe excited atom ,due to the lim itationsofourperturbative treatm ent). As

in the case discussed in the previous Section,we now consider speci�c cases relevant for

ourdiscussion aboutnonlocalaspects ofthe dynam icalinteraction energy. Firstofall,it

is im m ediate to see that �E (A;B ;C) vanishes ifeach atom is outside the light cone of

the other two,that is for �;�;
 > ct. On the contrary,�E (A;B ;C) is non-vanishing

fortim essuch thateach atom isseparated by a tim e-like intervalfrom the othertwo. In

particular,forlargetim es,thetim e-dependentterm srapidlydecreasetozeroand we�nd the

well-known stationary result[13].Thism eansthatafteratransientcharacterized by atim e-

dependent interaction,the three-body interaction energy settles to the tim e-independent

Casim ir-Polder interaction between three atom s with an excited atom s. Allthese results

are com patible with relativistic causality and sim ilar to those previously obtained forthe

dynam icalthree-body Casim ir-Polder interaction between three ground-state atom s [25].

However,when the spatialcon�guration ofthe three atom s is such that two ofthem are

separated by atim e-likedistancewe�nd anon-vanishing three-body interaction,even ifthe

third atom isoutside theircausality sphere. Forexam ple,when the separation ofA from

theothertwo atom sisspace-like,Eq.(25)yields

�E (A;B ;C)=
�hc

6�
F
�
m pF

�

‘nF



‘m

1

��


Z 1

0

du�A(iu)�B (iu)�C (iu)(e
� u(�+ �+ 
) + e

� u(� �+ �+ 
))

�
1

6�
�
12

n �
12

p F
�
m pF

�

‘nF



‘m

1

��

2<

(

�B (k0)e
� ik0(�� ct)

Z 1

0

dk�A(k)
sink(� + 
)

k0 + k
e
i!kt

)

�
1

6�
�
12

n �
12

p F
�
m pF

�

‘nF



‘m

1

��

2<

(

�C (k0)e
� ik0(�� ct)

Z
1

0

dk�A(k)
sink(� + 
)

k0 + k
e
i!kt

)

(29)
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which in generaldoesnotvanish.Thusthenonlocalfeaturesof�eld em itted by theatom s

duringtheirself-dressing areevidentalsoin thethree-body interaction energy �E (A;B ;C),

with features which m ay di�erfrom to those of�E C (A;B ). Eq.(29) shows also thatthe

nonlocalfeatures of�E (A;B ;C)stem from the non-resonant contributions,so thatthey

areexclusively dueto thevirtualphotonsdressing theatom s,aswehaverecently discussed

in thecaseofground-stateatom s[25].

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

W ehaveconsidered theCasim ir-Polderinteraction energy between threeatom swith one

atom initially in its excited state,using a tim e-dependent approach. W e have discussed

theproblem ofrelativisticcausality in theinteraction between theatom sand itsconnection

with thenon-localityofspatial�eld correlations.Thespatialcorrelation function ofthe�eld

em itted during thespontaneousdecay oftheexcited atom hasbeen �rstobtained.W ehave

shown thatanon-localbehaviourappears,in agreem entwith previousresults,and thatitis

related to a non-resonantcontribution related to theem ission ofvirtualphotons.W ehave

shown thata non-localbehaviourappearsalso in thedynam icalCasim ir-Polderinteraction

between two otherground-stateatom s,during theinitialstageofthespontaneousdecay of

the �rstatom . W e have suggested thatthe appearance ofthisnon-localbehaviourcan be

ascribed to thenon-locality ofthe�eld correlation function and thatthisnew phenom enon

should beobservable.Thusweconcludethatthenonlocalpropertiesoftheelectrom agnetic

�eld em itted by the atom s during their dynam icalself-dressing m ay becom e m anifest in

the tim e-dependence ofthe Casim ir-Polder potential. W e rem ark that previous studies

ofcausality in the tim e-dependent two-body Casim ir-Polder interaction have not shown

indications ofnon localbehaviour [24]. Hence the causality problem appears quite m ore

com plicated and subtlein thecaseofthetim e-dependentthree-body Casim ir-Polderenergy,

wherenonlocalaspectsm ay becom em anifest.
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