Casimir-Polder shift of ground-state hyperfine Zeeman sub-levels of hydrogen isotopes
in a micron-sized metallic cavity at finite temperature
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The frequencies of transitions between hyperfine levels of ground-state atoms can be measured
with exquisite precision using magnetic-resonance techniques. This makes hyperfine transitions ideal
probes of QED effects originating from the interaction of atoms with the quantized electromagnetic
field. One of the most remarkable effects predicted by QED is the Casimir-Polder shift experienced
by the energy levels of atoms placed near one or more dielectric objects. Here we compute the
Casimir-Polder shift and the width of hyperfine transitions between ground-state Zeeman sub-levels
of an hydrogen atom placed in a micron-sized metallic cavity, over a range of temperatures extending
from cryogenic temperatures to room temperature. Results are presented also for deuterium and
tritium. We predict shifts of the hyperfine transitions frequencies of a few tens of Hz that might be
measurable with present-day magnetic resonance apparatus.
PACS numbers: 12.20.-m, 03.70.+k ,42.25.Fx

I.

INTRODUCTION

A fundamental problem in atomic physics is the interaction of atoms with radiation fields. The atom’s coupling with quantum fluctuations of the electromagnetic
(em) field causes the spontaneous decay of excited states,
and leads to the famous Lamb shift. Studies carried out
over the past seventy years or so revealed that atomic
level positions are corrected by two further effects, that
were not considered in the original Lamb shift. On one
hand, it was realized that at finite temperature, besides
virtual photons that are responsible of the Lamb shift,
real photons give rise to a temperature-dependent correction of atomic levels [1–4]. A different interesting situation is that of an atom in a confined geometry. Since the
presence of material boundaries modifies the spectrum of
the modes of the em field, the lifetimes and energies of
the atom’s excited states are shifted [5, 6]. Even though
the ultimate explanation of the latter phenomena is basically the same as the Lamb shift, i.e. coupling of the
atom with the modes of the em field, the term ”Lamb
shift” usually refers to the shift of energy levels experienced by an atom in free space (at zero temperature).
The additional correction to the energy levels resulting
from the presence of one or more material surfaces (possibly at finite temperature) is referred to as Casimir-Polder
(CP) shift (for a recent review of the CP interaction, see
the book [7] and references therein).
The observation of shifts of atomic energy levels induced by thermal radiation and/or by the CP interac-
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tion is difficult, because the theoretically predicted magnitude of the shifts is extremely small. Over the past
forty years, however, several experiments succeeded in
observing these tiny effects, using high-precision laser
spectroscopy techniques. In [8] the shift of Rydberg energy levels of Rb atoms induced by black-body radiation
was measured in free space. The reported fractional shifts
of ∼ 2 × 10−12 were found to be consistent with theoretical expectations. A more recent experiment [9] observed
the shift of Rydberg energy levels of Rb atoms confined
between two parallel metal plates. In this experiment the
plate distance, of the order of a mm, was tuned over the
wavelength of the relevant Rydberg transitions. At resonance, level shifts of the order of 100 Hz were observed,
for a range of temperatures extending from room temperature down to 4 K, again in good agreement with theory.
A spectroscopic observation of the CP shift of the levels of Rydberg Na atoms in a non-resonant micron-sized
cavity was reported in [10]. In the regime probed in this
experiment, the CP interaction was observed in the nonretarded limit, where temperature effects are negligible.
In this paper, we compute the thermal CP shift of the
transition frequencies among ground-state hyperfine Zeeman sub-levels of a hydrogen atom, placed in a micronsized metallic cavity at finite temperature. Besides hydrogen, we shall also consider its isotopes deuterium (D)
and tritium (T). The present work is a follow-up of the
companion paper [11], where we investigated the influence of the CP interaction on the transition rates between
hyperfine ground-state sub-levels of D atoms, passing between two closely spaced Au mirrors at room temperature. In that paper, it was shown that the space between
the mirrors is filled with a broad non-Planckian spectrum
of em noise, mainly consisting of thermal fluctuations of
the magnetic field. The energy density of these em fields
is enormous: in [11] it was estimated that at the center
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of a 2 µm Au cavity at room temperature, this density
is about 700 times larger than the energy density of a
black-body at the same temperature. The existence of
such a strong fluctuating magnetic field leads one to expect that the properties of the hyperfine sub-levels of an
atom placed inside a cavity might be strongly affected,
via coupling with the atom’s magnetic moment. This
expectation was indeed confirmed by the computations
presented in [11], where it was found that the transition
rates between hyperfine sub-levels of D atoms placed at
the center of a 2 µm Au cavity at room temperature
increase by approximately 15 orders of magnitude compared to the corresponding rates in a large black-body at
the same temperature.
In [11] we investigated the absorptive component of the
CP atom-wall interaction, which determines the transition rates among the hyperfine atomic levels. In the
present work we consider the dispersive component of
the interaction to compute the frequency shift and width
of the hyperfine transitions of H atoms. A preliminary
investigation of this problem was sketched in [12], where
the shift of the energy of the 5s |F, mF i = |1, −1i groundstate hyperfine level of a Rb atom placed near a single
metallic plate was estimated on the basis of a simplified
two-level model of the atom. In this paper the problem
is studied on the basis of a realistic model of the atom,
which takes into account all its excited states.
The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we review the perturbative theory of Wylie and Sipe [5] which
can be used to compute the CP interaction of an atom
with a material wall at finite temperature. In Sec. III
we review some basic facts on the hyperfine structure of
atomic spectra. These notions are well-known to atomic
physicists. They are reviewed here for the benefit of readers working in the field of Casimir physics, who may not
be fully familiar with the properties of hyperfine states
of atoms. In Sec. IV we compute the shift of hyperfine transitions induced by black-body radiation in freespace, while in Sec. V we consider the case of an atom
placed inside a cavity at finite temperature. In Sec. VI
we present our conclusions. Finally, in the Appendices
we derive the formulae for the matrix elements of the
magnetic and electric dipole operators that are needed
in the computation of the shift of hyperfine transitions,
and we provide the explicit expression of the Green function of the electromagnetic field inside a dielectric cavity.
Gaussian electromagnetic units are used throughout.

II.

THEORY

In this Section, we shall briefly review the basic theory
that allows to compute the shifts and the widths of the
spectral lines of an atom placed at the point r0 near
one or more material surfaces. The surfaces are assumed
to be in thermal equilibrium with the environment at
temperature T .
By working in the dipole approximation and using

second-order perturbation theory, Wylie and Sipe [5]
showed that the shift of the energy of the state |ai of an
atom exposed to thermal radiation can be decomposed
(E)
as the sum of a dynamic Stark effect δFa induced by
the atom’s coupling to the thermal and quantum fluctuations of the electric field, plus a dynamic Zeeman effect
(H)
δFa induced by the atom’s coupling to the thermal and
quantum fluctuations of the magnetic field,
δFa = δFa(E) + δFa(H) ,

(1)

where
Z
X

Z

∞

dω Im[Eij (r0 , r0 ; ω)]
,(2)
−~ω/kB T )
−∞(ω + ωba )(1 − e
b
Z
Z ∞
1 X ab ba
dω Im[Hij (r0 , r0 ; ω)]
(H)
µi µj P
(.3)
δFa =−
π
(ω
+ ωba )(1 − e−~ω/kB T )
−∞
b
1
δFa(E)=−

π

ba
dab
i dj P

In the above Equations, the symbol P denotes the principal value, latin indices i, j = 1, 2, 3 denote spatial directions,R with repeated indices summed over, and the
symbol Σ denotes a sum over discrete states, as well as
in integral over continuum states. Moreover we define
the transition frequency
ωba = (Eb − Ea )/~ ,

(4)

where Ea is the unperturbed energy of state a, dab
i =
ha|dˆi |bi and µab
=
ha|µ̂
|bi
are,
respectively,
the
matrix
i
i
elements of the atom’s electric and magnetic dipole moment operators, and Eij (r, r0 ; ω) and Hij (r, r0 ; ω) denote,
respectively, the Fourier transformed [28] classical Green
tensors of the electric and magnetic fields.
In investigations of the CP interaction of atoms with
material surfaces the contribution of the dynamic Zee(H)
man effect δFa is usually negligible, and the entire interaction originates from the dynamic Stark effect. Contrary, in the problem studied in this paper, i.e. the CP
shift of the transition frequencies among hyperfine Zeeman sub-levels of ground state atoms, the opposite true.
We shall find that the dominant role is indeed played by
the dynamic Zeeman effect.
As stated already, Eq. (3) is derived on the basis
of second-order perturbation theory. An elegant nonperturbative computation of the energy shifts, based on
the solution of the coupled dynamics of the macroscopic
quantized em field and the atomic system, is offered in
[13] (see also the book [7]). We note that the nonperturbative result of [13] correctly reproduces Eq. (3)
in the weak-coupling limit.
In their paper, Wylie and Sipe actually used Eq. (3) for
T = 0, and they refer to δFa as the atom’s ‘energy’ shift,
which is indeed correct at zero temperature. The careful
analysis carried out by Barton [14] shows that for finite
temperature T , the quantity δFa actually represents the
shift of the Helmholtz free-energy of the constrained equilibrium thermodynamic system formed by the atom together with the quantized em field. Here, the atom’s state
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label a plays the same role as a macroscopically controlled
variable in ordinary thermodynamics. For brevity, in
what follows we shall keep referring to δFa as the energyshift of state a. According to Ref. [14] the shifts δνaa0 of
the atom’s transition frequencies νaa0 = (Ea −Ea0 )/h (we
assume Ea > Ea0 so that νaa0 is defined to be positive)
are calculable as the differences between the couplinginduced shifts of the free energies of the corresponding
states,
δνaa0 = (δFa − δFa0 )/h ,

(Ea > Ea0 ).

(5)

In view of our sign convention for the frequencies νaa0 , a
positive δνaa0 > 0 indicates that the transition frequency
is shifted towards larger frequencies, while a negative
δνaa0 < 0 indicates a shift towards lower frequencies. We
see from Eq. (1) that similarly to the energy-shift, the
frequency shift δνaa0 can be also expressed as the sum of
(E)
the dynamic Stark shift δνaa0 and the dynamic Zeeman
(H)
shift δνaa0 ,
(H)

(6)

(E)

(E)

(7)

(H)

(H)

(8)

(E)

δνaa0 = δνaa0 + δνaa0 ,
where
δνaa0 = (δFa(E) − δFa0 )/h ,
δνaa0 = (δFa(H) − δFa0 )/h .

Using first-order perturbation theory, Wylie and Sipe obtained the following expression for the transition probabilities Aba of the allowed dipole transitions from state a
to state b,
Aba =

2/~



ba
dab
i dj

Im[Eij (r0 , r0 , ωab )]
1 − e−~ωab /kB T
ba
+ µab
(9)
i µj Im[Hij (r0 , r0 , ωab )] .

By summing the transition rate over all final states, one
obtains the total depopulation rate Γa ,
X
Γa =
Aba .
(10)
b6=a

(11)

We note that by virtue of the reciprocity relations satisfied by the Green tensors Eij (r, r0 ; ω) = Eji (r0 , r; ω) and
Hij (r, r0 ; ω) = Hji (r0 , r; ω) [7], the products of the dipole
moments in Eqs. (3) and (9) can be actually replaced by
their symmetrized products,
ki
ab ba
dab
i dj + dj di
,
2
ba
ab ba
µab
i µj + µj µi
≡
.
2

ba
dab
i dj |sym ≡
ba
µab
i µj |sym

A.

An atom in free space

The shifts and the radiative widths of the spectral lines
of an atom, exposed to black-body radiation in freespace, can be computed by substituting into Eqs .(3)
(0)
and (9) the free-space Green tensors Eij (r, r0 ; ω) and
(0)

Hij (r, r0 ; ω). The expressions of the latter Green tensors are provided in Appendix B. It can be seen from
Eq. (B3) that in the coincidence limit r = r0 = r0 the
real parts of the free-space Green tensors diverge, while
their imaginary parts attain the finite limit
2ω 3
δij .
3c3
(13)
When the latter formula is substituted back into Eq. (3)
(0)
it is not hard to verify that the energy-shift δFa can be
decomposed into the sum of two terms,
(0)

(0)

Im[Eij (r0 , r0 ; ω)] = Im[Hij (r0 , r0 ; ω)] =

δFa(0;bare) = δFa(0;zp) + δFa(0;th) ,

(14)

where we have defined the zero-point contribution
Z
Z ∞

2 X ab ba
dω ω 3
ab ba
d
d
+
µ
µ
P
δFa(0;zp) = −
.
i
i
i
i
3
3πc
0 (ωba + ω)
b
(15)
and the thermal shift
δFa(0;th) (T ) = δFa(0;th|E) (T ) + δFa(0;th|H) (T ) ,

(16)

with

As it is well known [15], the half-width ∆ω1/2 of the
spectral line corresponding to transitions between states
a and b is the sum of the depopulation rates of the states
a and b,
∆ω1/2 = Γb + Γa .

Eqs. (3) and (9) provide the general framework for
studying the shifts and the radiative widths of the spectral lines of an atom which interacts with the radiation
field surrounding one or more dielectric bodies, in thermal equilibrium with the environment. In the following
subsection, we shall study first the simple situation of an
atom exposed to black-body radiation in free-space, while
in subsection B we shall consider the more complicated
case of an atom placed inside a cavity.

(12)

Z ∞
(a)
ω 3 αii (ω)
2~
= −
P
dω
,
3πc3 0
(e~ω/kB T − 1)
Z ∞
(a)
2~
ω 3 βii (ω)
δFa(0;th|H) (T ) = −
P
dω
. (17)
3πc3 0
(e~ω/kB T − 1)
δFa(0;th|E) (T )

(a)

(a)

Here, αij (ω) and βij (ω) denote, respectively, the electric and magnetic polarizabilities of the atom in the state
a [18],
!
Z
ba
ba
dab
1 X dab
i dj
j di
(a)
αij (ω) =
+
, (18)
~
ωba − ω ωba + ω
b6=a
!
Z
ba
ba
µab
1 X µab
i µj
j µi
(a)
βij (ω) =
+
. (19)
~
ωba − ω ωba + ω
b6=a
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(0;zp)

We note that the contribution δFa
in Eq. (15) is
expressed by an UV-divergent integral over frequency,
which is independent of temperature. This allows to in(0;zp)
terpret δFa
as representing the formally divergent
shift of the atom’s energy engendered by the atom’s coupling to vacuum fluctuations of the em field, i.e. its Lamb
shift. Clearly, the non-relativistic theory behind Eq. (3)
cannot properly account for this effect, whose computation requires consideration of the full relativistic quantum
(0;zp)
theory. One can thus neglect δFa
, and just retain the
(0;th)
second term δFa
(T ) in Eq. (14), which provides the
temperature-dependent energy shift of an atom interacting with a thermal bath,

3X
Z X



Ea − Eb
,
kB T
b6=a i


3 Z

Ea − Eb
2
kB T XX ab 2
|µ
|
F
δFa(0;th|H)=
(21)
,
i
3πc3
~
kB T
i


kB T
~

(0;th|E)

= δνaa0

(0;th|H)

+ δνaa0

,

(24)

where
(0;th|E)

δνaa0

(0;th|H)
δνaa0

(0;th|E)

= (δFa(0;th|E) − δFa0
= (δFa(0;th|H) −

)/h ,

(0;th|H)
δFa0
)/h

.

(25)
(26)

In Sec. V the above equations will be used to compute
the shift of hyperfine transitions in free-space.
An atom near one or more bodies

(20)

An Equation equivalent to Eq. (20) was indeed derived
in Ref. [4], where it was used to compute the dynamic
(0;th|E)
Stark shifts δFa
(T ) of Rydberg states of hydrogen,
helium and alkali-metal atoms induced by black-body ra(0;th|E)
(T )
diation. Following this reference, we recast δFa
(0;th|H)
(T ) in the form
and δFa
2
3πc3

(0;th)

δνaa0

B.

δFa(0) = δFa(0;th) (T ) .

δFa(0;th|E)=

(0;th)

The frequency shift δνaa0 of an atom exposed to blackbody radiation can be now be written as

2
|dab
i | F

b6=a

where the function F is given by

Z ∞ 
1
1
x3
F (y) = P
dx
+
.
y + x y − x ex − 1
0

(22)

F (y), which is an odd function of y, is displayed in Fig.1.
F(y)
3

2

The shifts and the radiative widths of the spectral lines
of an atom in the presence of one or more bodies in thermal equilibrium with the environment can be computed
using Eqs. (3) and (9), provided that the appropriate
Green tensors are substituted into both equations. In
systems involving a collection of bodies, the Green tensors are naturally decomposed as the sum of the freespace Green tensors, and a scattering contribution which
accounts for the influence of the bodies,
(0)

(sc)

Eij (r, r0 , ω) = Eij (r, r0 , ω) + Eij (r, r0 , ω) ,
(0)

(sc)

Hij (r, r0 , ω) = Hij (r, r0 , ω) + Hij (r, r0 , ω) . (27)
We note that, differently from the free-space contribution, the scattering parts of the Green tensors are nonsingular in the coincidence limit r = r0 = r0 . Unfortunately, they are difficult to compute for general shapes
and dispositions of the bodies, and their expressions are
known only for a handful of special geometries. In the
simple setting of two plane-parallel indefinite slabs the
Green tensors can be written in terms of the Fresnel reflection coefficients of the slabs. Their explicit expressions are provided in Appendix B. The decomposition
Eq. (27) implies that the energy shift δFa can be also
represented as the sum of two terms,
δFa = δFa(0;bare) + δFa(sc) ,

1

(28)

(0;bare)

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

y

-1

-2

where δFa
is identical with the free-space shift
(sc)
in Eq. (14) and δFa has an expression analogous to
Eq. (3), apart from the replacement of the Green tensors
with their scattering parts. After neglecting the diver(0;zp)
gent contribution from zero-point fluctuations δFa
,
one arrives at the following expression for the energy
shift,

FIG. 1: Graph of the function F (y) defined in Eq. (22)

δFa = δFa(0;th) + δFa(sc) .
In Ref. [4] it is shown that F (y) has the following asymptotic behavior for small and large values of |y|,
(
2
− π3y
|y|  1
F (y) '
.
(23)
2π 4
16π 6
15y + 63y 3 |y|  1

(29)

(sc)

The scattering contribution δFa can be further decomposed as the sum of the dynamic Stark shift and the dynamic Zeeman shift,
δFa(sc) = δFa(sc|E) + δFa(sc|H) .

(30)
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By taking advantage of the analyticity and symmetry
properties of the Green tensors [7], it is possible to show
(sc|E)
(sc|H)
that δFa
and δFa
can be recast in the following
form [19],

where

δFa(sc|E) = δFa(abs|E) + δFa(em|E) + δFa(non res|E) ,(31)
δFa(sc|H) = δFa(abs|H) + δFa(em|H) + δFa(non res|H) ,(32)

δFa(abs|E)

=

Z
X

(sc)

ba
dab
i dj

Re[Eij (r0 , r0 ; ωba )]
e~ωba /kB T − 1

b>a

δFa(em|E) = −

X

θ(ωba ) ,

(sc)

ba
dab
i dj Re[Eij (r0 , r0 ; ωab )]

b<a

δFa(non res|E) = −kB T

∞
X

(33)

e~ωab /kB T
θ(ωab ) ,
e~ωab /kB T − 1

(a)
0 (sc)
Eij (r0 , r0 ; i ξn ) αij (i ξn )

,

(34)

(35)

n=0

δFa(abs|H) =

Z
X

(sc)

ba
µab
i µj

Re[Hij (r0 , r0 ; ωba )]

b>a

δFa(em|H) = −

X

e~ωba /kB T − 1

θ(ωba ) ,

(sc)

ba
µab
i µj Re[Hij (r0 , r0 ; ωab )]

b<a

δFa(non res|H) = −kB T

∞
X

0

(sc)

(36)

e~ωab /kB T
θ(ωab ) ,
−1

e~ωab /kB T

(a)

Hij (r0 , r0 ; i ξn ) βij (i ξn ) .

(37)

(38)

n=0

In the above Equations, θ(x) is the Heaviside function (θ(x) = 1 for x ≥ 0, and θ(x) = 0 for x < 0),
ξn = 2πnkB T /~, with n = 0, 1, · · · , are the Matsubara
frequencies, and the primed sums in Eqs. (35) and (38)
indicate that the n = 0 term is taken with a weight of onehalf. The three contributions on the r.h.s. of Eqs. (31)
and (32) have different physical meanings: the first
(abs|H)
(abs|E)
respectively, correspond
and δFa
terms, δFa
to virtual absorption processes by the atom, and thus
they only involve virtual intermediate states b such that
(abs|E)
(abs|H)
Eb > Ea . We note that δFa
and δFa
vanish for
(em|E)
(em|H)
T = 0. The second terms, δFa
and δFa
, correspond to virtual stimulated and spontaneous emission
processes by the atom, and thus they only involve virtual intermediate states b such that Eb < Ea . Finally, the
(non res|E)
(non res|H)
third contributions, δFa
and δFa
, are associated with non-resonant quantum and thermal fluctuations of the atomic dipoles. The resonant contributions
(abs)
(em)
δFa
and δFa
represent truly non-equilibrium contributions which exist only for atoms in non-thermalized
states. In fact, it is possible to verify that the reso(abs)
(em)
nant terms δFa
and δFa
both cancel out when the
atom’s state is fully thermalized. This can be seen from

the relation
Z
Z
1 X −Ea /kB T (sc) 1 X −Ea /kB T (non res)
(eq)
δFCP ≡
e
δFa =
e
δFa
Z a
Z a
= −kB T

∞ h
X
0

i
(sc)
(sc)
Eij (i ξn ) αij (i ξn ) + Hij (i ξn ) βij (i ξn ) ,

n=0

(39)
where
Z=

Z
X

exp(−Ea /kB T )

(40)

a

is the partition function (for brevity we omitted indicating the dependence of the Green tensors on the atom’s
position r0 ), and the polarizabilities of the thermalized
atom are given by
Z
1 X −Ea /kB T (a)
e
αij (i ξn ) ,
(41)
αij (i ξn ) =
Z a
Z
1 X −Ea /kB T (a)
βij (i ξn ) =
e
βij (i ξn )
(42)
Z a
Eq. (39) shows that when the atom is in thermal equilibrium, the (scattering contribution to the) atom’s free(eq)
energy shift δFCP coincides with the CP energy predicted by Lifshitz theory [20]. Using the expression of the
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Green tensors inside a cavity provided in Appendix B, it
is possible to verify that Eq. (39) indeed reproduces the
formula for the interaction of a thermalized atom with a
dielectric wall when the atom has a permanent magnetic
moment. This result was derived in Ref. [21] by taking
the dilute limit of the Lifshitz formula. The cancellation of all resonant contributions for atoms in thermal
equilibrium, and the importance of a proper interpretation of the atomic polarizability have been emphasized
in [13]. This becomes important when one studies nonequilibrium problems, like the CP interaction of an atom
prepared in an energy eigenstate.

III.

HYPERFINE STRUCTURE

In this Section, we briefly review the hyperfine structure of atomic spectra [15, 16]. We consider atoms with

ĤHFS = AJ Î · Ĵ +

Ĥ = Ĥ0 + ĤHFS ,

µ̂ = −gJ µB Ĵ + gI µn Î .

(45)

is the atom’s magnetic moment. Here, Î and Ĵ = L̂ + Ŝ
are, respectively, the nuclear spin and the total angular momentum of the electron (both expressed in units
of ~), µB = e~/2mc and µn = e~/2M c are, respectively, the Bohr and nuclear magnetons, m and M are,
respectively, the electron and the proton masses, gJ =
[3J(J + 1)+3/4−L(L+1)]/2J(J + 1) is the electron Landé
g-factor (we use for the electron gyromagnetic factor the
approximate value g = 2), gI is the nuclear g-factor, AJ is
the magnetic hyperfine structure constant, and BJ is the
electronic quadrupole interaction constant. For hydrogen
the constant AJ has the value [16],
m αe2
1
,
M n3 J(J + 1)(L + 1/2)

(46)

where w0 is the Bohr energy. The constant BJ is identically zero either if I = 0 or 1/2, or if J = 0, 1/2 [15].
The latter condition implies, in particular, that BJ is zero
in the ground states of the one-electron atoms that we
consider.
If the external magnetic field is zero, the total angular
momentum F and its projection MF in any direction are
good quantum numbers, and then the atom’s states can
be labelled by |ai = |nLSJI; FMF i, where na = L+nr +1
(nr = 0, 1, 2 . . . ) is the principal quantum number, and
S = 1/2 is the electron spin. For brevity, we shall omit
from now on the quantum numbers S and I, and hence

(43)

where Ĥ0 describes the central electrostatic field of the
atom and the spin-orbit interaction, while ĤHFS is the
hyperfine Hamiltonian. It is usually possible to treat
ĤHFS as a small perturbation to Ĥ0 , and then the action
of ĤHFS can be restricted to the subspace spanned by the
electronic states (nLJ) having fixed principal quantum
number n, orbital quantum number L, and total electron
angular momentum J. Within each (nLJ) sub-shell ĤHFS
is of the form [15]

 

2 3
BJ
3 Î · Ĵ + Î · Ĵ − I(I + 1)J(J + 1) − µ̂ · B ,
2I(2I − 1)J(2J − 1)
2

where B is the external magnetic field, and

AJ = w0 gI

one optical electron, i.e., an hydrogenic atom, or an atom
with just one electron outside closed shells, like an alkali
atom. The Hamiltonian Ĥ of such an atom is given by

(44)

the states of the atom in zero external magnetic field
shall be denoted simply as |ai = |nLJ; FMF i. According
to Eq. (44) the energy EF of this state is
1
3K(K + 1) − 4I(I + 1)J(J + 1)
EF = EJ + AJ K + BJ
,
2
8 I (2I − 1) J (2J − 1)
(47)
where EJ is the energy of the fine-structure multiplet
level with electronic angular momentum J, and K is
K = F(F + 1) − I(I + 1) − J(J + 1) .

(48)

In our computations, we approximate EJ to order αe2 [26],



1
αe2
1
3
EJ = −w0 2 + 3
−
,
(49)
n
n
J + 1/2 4n
where αe2 is the fine structure constant. According to
Eq. (47) the hyperfine interaction splits the fine-structure
levels into hyperfine-structure multiplets, consisting of a
number of levels equals to 2I + 1 if J ≥ I and 2J + 1
if I ≥ J. For BJ  AJ (and in particular in the ground
state where BJ = 0) the adjacent hyperfine sub-levels are
spaced by the hyperfine-structure interval ∆E
∆E = EF − EF−1 = AJ F .

(50)

When the external magnetic field B is different from zero,
the degeneracy of the energy with respect to MF is lifted,
and the properties of the Zeeman sub-levels depend on
the strength of B. For weak fields such that gJ µB B  AJ
(this condition is typically satisfied if B is less than 10−3
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T), the nuclear spin I and the electronic angular momentum J remain strongly coupled, and then the atom’s
eigenstates can be still labelled as |ai ≡ |nLJ; FMF i,
where MF is the projection of the total angular momentum F in the direction of B. The Zeeman effect adds to
Eq. (47) an energy EFMF
EFMF = gF µB B MF ,

(51)

where gF is the effective g-value [15]. If the magnetic field
B does not satisfy the weak-field condition gJ µB B  AJ ,
the energy levels must be determined by resolving the
secular equation for ĤHFS . While no general formula
can be written for arbitrary values of I and J, the special
case when either I or J do not exceed 1/2 can be solved
quite easily. This case is of course important, because
it applies to the 2 S1/2 ground states of hydrogen and
all alkali atoms. If the Zeeman sub-levels are labelled
by the quantum numbers (F, MF ) of the corresponding
weak-field states, the energy is given by the Breit-Rabi
formula
hνHFS
− gI µn BMF
2(2I + 1)

1/2
hνHFS
4 MF x
±
1+
+ x2
,
2
2I + 1

EFMF = −

(52)

IV. SHIFT AND WIDTH OF HYPERFINE
TRANSITIONS INDUCED BY BLACK-BODY
RADIATION
(0;th)

In this Section we compute the shift δνaa0 of the transition frequencies between ground state hyperfine sublevels of hydrogen and of its isotopes, that arise when the
atom is bathed by black-body radiation in free space.
(0;th)
According to Eq. (24) the shift δνaa0 is the sum of
(0;th|E)
two contributions, the dynamic Stark shift δνaa0
and
(0;th|H)
the dynamic Zeeman shift δνaa0
. We consider first
the dynamic Zeeman shift. We see from Eqs. (21) and
(0;th|H)
(26) that δνaa0
involves transitions to intermediate
states b that are coupled by the atom’s magnetic moment
µ̂ to the states a, a0 . Since the operator µ̂ only acts on
internal spin degrees of freedom of the electron and of the
nucleus, it preserves both the principal quantum number
and the orbital quantum number L, and hence
µab
= h1, 0, 1/2; Fa Ma |µ̂i |nb Lb Jb ; Fb Mb i
i
=h1, 0, 1/2; Fa Ma |µ̂i |1, 0, 1/2; Fb Mb i δnb ,1 δLb ,0 , (55)
where Fa and Fb are I ± 1/2. Eq. (55) shows that the intermediate states b contributing to the dynamic Zeeman
shift of ground state hyperfine sub-levels are the same
ground state hyperfine levels. For La = 0 the electron
Landé factor is gJ = g = 2, and then

where

µ̂ = −2µB Ŝ + gI µn Î .
hνHFS = AJ (I + 1/2)

(53)

is the energy separation between the ground-state sublevels F = I ± 1/2 in zero magnetic field, and the dimensionless parameter x is defined as
x=

(gJ + gI m/M )µB B
.
hνHFS

(54)

In Eq. (52) the plus sign applies to states originating
from the zero-field level F = I + 1/2, while the minus sign
applies to states originating from the level F = I − 1/2.
Isotope
1

H
H
3
H
2

I

νHFS (Hz)

gI

1/2 1420405751.768 ± 0.001 5.585486(0)
1
327384352.522 ± 0.002 0.8574073(2)
1/2 1516701470.773 ± 0.008 5.95768(2)

TABLE I: Values of the nuclear spin I, energy separation νHFS
(in Hz) [17] and nuclear g-factor gI for the three isotopes of
hydrogen [22].

In the next Sections we shall compute the frequency
shift δνaa0 of the transitions between ground-state hyperfine sub-levels of atoms exposed to thermal radiation,
both in free-space and inside a metallic cavity.

(56)

Since in a transition among ground-state hyperfine Zeeman sub-levels it holds |Ea − Eb | . hνHFS , it follows that
at all temperatures larger than the temperature of liquid
helium the ratio (Eb −Ea )/kB T is much smaller than one
(as an example, in the case of hydrogen hνHFS /kB T =
0.017 for T = 4 K). It is therefore possible to use in
Eq. (21) the small y asymptotic expansion of F given in
Eq. (23), and then we get for the dynamic Zeeman shift
(0;th|H)
the approximate formula,
δFa

2
kB T
8π
(0;th|H)
µ2B
δFa
'−
9 ~ c3
~
X X
|Siab |2 (Ea − Eb )
(57)
×
i

ground

b∈ states

By using this formula, one obtains the following esti(0;th|H)
mate for the dynamic Zeeman shift δνI+1/2→I−1/2 of the
transition frequency between the states F = I + 1/2 and
F = I − 1/2:
(0;th|H)
δνI+1/2→I−1/2

2π
'−
αe
9



kB T
mc2

2
νHFS .

When applied to tritium, this formula gives

2
T
(0;th|H)
δνI+1/2→I−1/2 ' −2.0 ×
10−8 Hz .
Troom

(58)

(59)
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The shifts obtained for H and D are even smaller.
Now we consider the dynamic Stark shift. For this,
we need to consider the matrix elements of the electric
dipole operator d̂. The selection rule ∆L = ±1 obeyed
by d̂ implies that only excited states with Lb = 1 have
non-vanishing matrix elements with ground state levels,
dab
= h1, 0, 1/2; Fa Ma |dˆi |nb , Lb , Jb ; Fb Mb i
i
= h1, 0, 1/2; Fa Ma |dˆi |nb , 1, Jb ; Fb Mb i δLb ,1 . (60)
The explicit expression of the matrix elements dab
i can be
found in Appendix A. Eq. (60) implies that for all states
b such that dab
i 6= 0, Eb − Ea is of the order of the Bohr
energy w0 = 13.6 eV, and then the ratio (Eb − Ea )/kB T
is large (w0 /kB T = 526 for T = 300 K). Therefore, in
Eq. (21) it is possible to use the asymptotic expansion of
F (y) for large y. This gives

4 X
2
|dab
4 π 3 ~ kB T
i |
(0;th|E)
δFa
'
45 c3
~
Ea − Eb
i,b

4
2 π 3 ~ kB T
= −
Tr α(a) (0) ,
(61)
45 c3
~
where in the last passage we used the formula for the
electric polarizability Eq. (18). By introducing the di(a)
(a)
mensionless polarizability α̃ij = αij /a30 , where a0 is
the Bohr radius, we can recast the above formula as

4
2 π 3 ~ a30 kB T
(0;th|E)
Tr α̃(a) (0) .
(62)
δFa
=−
45 c3
~
The value of Tr α̃(a) (0) for ground-state hyperfine levels
H, D and T atoms is very close to 13.5 . We thus get for
the dynamic Stark shift the estimate

4

4
(0;th|E)
δFa
π 2 a30 kB T
T
'−
13.5
=
−
0.039 Hz .
h
45 c3
~
Troom
(63)
(0;th|E)
The shift of the hyperfine transition frequencies δνaa0
is actually much smaller. This is so because accord(0;th|E)
ing to Eq. (5) δνaa0
actually involves the difference
0
(aa )
(a)
(a0 )
∆α̃ij = α̃ij − α̃ij among the polarizabilities of states
a and a0

4
0
π 2 a30 kB T
(0;th|E)
δνaa0
=−
Tr ∆α̃(aa ) (0) .
(64)
45 c3
~
It turns out that ground-state hyperfine sub-levels have
almost0 identical electric polarizabilities, and therefore
∆α̃(aa ) (0) is very small. For example, for the transition F = I + 1/2 → F = I − 1/2, we find that for H, D
0
and T the value of Tr ∆α̃(aa ) (0) is equal to 6.9 × 10−6 ,
1.6 × 10−6 and 7.3 × 10−6 , respectively. This implies that
in the case of T the frequency shift has the extremely
small value of:

4
T
(0;th|E)
δνI+1/2→I−1/2 = −2.1 ×
10−8 Hz .
(65)
Troom

In the case of H and D the obtained shifts are even
(0;th)
smaller. According to Eq. (24) the total shift δνaa0
(0;th|H)
is the sum of the dynamic Zeeman shift δνaa0
(0;th|E)
in Eq. (58) and the dynamic Stark shift δνaa0
in
Eq. (64). It is clear from Eqs. (59) and (65) that the
resulting shift is too small to be measured, for practically attainable temperatures.
Finally, we consider the radiative width ∆ω1/2 of the
transition. Using Eq. (11) we find that ∆ω1/2 is extremely small in free-space. For T = 300 K, ∆ω1/2 =
2.5 × 10−11 Hz for H, ∆ω1/2 = 2.7 × 10−12 Hz for D,
and ∆ω1/2 = 2.9 × 10−11 Hz for T. The conclusion of the
above findings is that the shifts δν and the widths ∆ω1/2
of hyperfine transitions in free space are both too small
to be measurable.

V.

ATOM IN A PLANAR CAVITY

In this Section we compute the energy shifts and the
widths of the transitions between hyperfine ground-state
Zeeman sub-levels of an atom placed inside a planeparallel metallic cavity of width a, constituted by two
identically constructed 2-layer mirrors consisting of a
metallic layer of thickness w, deposited on top of a thick
Si substrate. The cavity, which is in equilibrium with the
environment at temperature T , is embedded in a uniform
magnetic field B, whose direction is parallel to the surface
of the mirrors. The z axis coincides with the direction
of the B-field, while the x-axis is perpendicular to the
mirrors surfaces. x is the distance of the atom from the
surface of the lower mirror (see Fig. 2).
We shall study in detail the hyperfine transition
(F = 1, mF = 0) → (F = 0, mF = 0) of H and T atoms,
immersed in a weak magnetic field of about B = 0.01G.
The reason behind this choice is explained as follows.
The computations presented below will show that the
frequency shift induced by the CP interaction is rather
small (of the order of a few tens of Hz). This implies
that in order to have a chance for observing this little effect, it is necessary to isolate a transition which
is robust against the perturbing effect of small inhomogeneities and/or uncertainties of external magnetic fields.
The transition (F = 1, mF = 0) → (F = 0, mF = 0) satisfies precisely this requirement. In Sec. III, we indeed
showed that in a weak field B  AJ the Zeeman effect
shifts the energy of the hyperfine state (F, MF ) by an
amount proportional to MF (see Eq. (51)). This implies
that to first order in B, states with MF = 0 are immune
to the Zeeman shift, while states with MF 6= 0 get shifted.
This feature implies that by placing the cavity in a weak
B-field, we can separate the Zeeman-sensitive transitions
(F = 1, mF = ±1) → (F = 0, mF = 0) from the immune
transition, without appreciably perturbing the frequency
of the latter.
To get a quantitative insight of the magnitude of
the external field B that achieves this goal, consider
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the example of a B-field of 0.01G. Using Eq. (51) one
finds that the energy of the state (F = 1, MF =
1) gets shifted upwards by 14 kHz, while the energy
of the state (F = 1, MF = −1) gets shifted downwards by the same amount. Thus, a weak B-field
of 0.01G is sufficient to separate the stable transition
(F = 1, mF = 0) → (F = 0, mF = 0) from both transitions involving the MF = ±1 states. On the other hand,
a B-field of 0.01G has a negligible effect on the frequency
of the transition (F = 1, mF = 0) → (F = 0, mF = 0).
In fact, an evaluation of the exact Breit-Rabi formula
Eq. (52) shows that the upper state (F = 1, MF = 0)
is shifted upwards by 0.14 Hz, while the lower state
(F = 0, MF = 0) is shifted downwards by -0.14 Hz.
This implies that the B-field shifts the frequency of the
(F = 1, mF = 0) → (F = 0, mF = 0) transition by just
0.28 Hz, which is much smaller than the CP shift we
obtain for this transition (see Figs. 3 and 5 below). After
these general considerations, we turn to the computation
of the shift δν.
As shown in Sec. II, the shift δνaa0 of the frequency
of the transition a → a0 is proportional to the difference
between the free energy shifts δFa and δFa0 of the two
states. The shifts δFa for an atom placed in a cavity can
be computed by using Eqs. (29-38), once we substitute
in those equations the scattering Green functions of the
cavity. The explicit formulae of the these Green functions are provided in Appendix B. As it can be seen from
Eqs. (B5) and (B6) the Green functions involve the reflec(k)
tion coefficients of the mirrors Rα , which in turn involve
the complex frequency-dependent permittivities a (ω) of
the materials constituting the mirrors (see Eqs. (B7-B9)).
For the permittivities we use the following models. For
Si

γ = γroom [1 + (T − Troom )α] .

(67)

At lower temperatures, γ reaches a saturation value
γs = γroom /RRR where the RRR ratio is determined
by the amount of impurities, which depends on sample
preparation. In ultra-clean samples, and for temperatures extending from TD /4 down to liquid helium temperature, γ(T ) decreases like T 5 , in accordance with the
Bloch-Grüneisen law [24]. At even lower temperatures
γ(T ) ∼ T 2 for metals with perfect crystal lattices [23].
In Table II we list the values of the Drude parameters,
Debye temperature and the thermal coefficient α for some
metals. In the numerical computations for T =70 K presented below, we set γ = γroom /RRR for all considered
metals.
Metal
Au
Al
Ag
Pt

Ωp (eV/~)

γroom (eV/~)

9
11.5
9.014
4.89

α × 103 (K−1 )

0.035
0.050
0.018
0.07

3.4
4.3
4.0
3.9

TD (K)
165
428
225
240

w

Metal

TABLE II: Values of the Drude parameters [25], Debye temperatures TD [23] and thermal coefficients α for some metals.

B
a

laxation frequencies. This simple model is adequate for
our problem, because it turns out that up-to negligible
terms, the shifts δFa are determined by the resonant contribution to the dynamic Zeeman effect, which according
to Eq. (38) involves the values of the Green tensors at
the frequencies of the hyperfine transitions. The latter
frequencies belong to the GHz region, where the Drude
model provides an accurate description of the electromagnetic response of metals.
We recall that the plasma frequency Ωp is independent
of temperature, while the relaxation frequency is temperature dependent [23]. It is well known [23] that in the
range of temperatures TD /4 < T < Troom = 300K, where
TD is the Debye temperature, the relaxation frequency
depends linearly on the temperature,

Atom

x

x

z

For the permittivity of the Si substrate we used the
formula [23]

Metal

Si (ω) = ∞ +

Si

FIG. 2:
Planar cavity of width a, consisting of two layered plane-parallel metallic mirrors. The atom is at distance
x from the lower mirror. The uniform magnetic field B is
directed along the z direction.

the metals, we used the simple Drude model
Ω2p
Dr (ω) = 1 −
,
ω(ω + iγ)

2
ωUV

2
ωUV
(0 − ∞ ) ,
− ω 2 − iωγSi

with ∞ = 1.035, 0 = 11.67, ωUV = 6.6 × 1015 rad/s,
and γSi = 1.52 × 1012 rad/s.
We are now ready to compute the shift δνaa0 of the
hyperfine transition of an atom placed inside the cavity.
According to Eq. (29) the shift δνab is the sum of the free(0;th)
(sc)
space shift δνaa0 and a scattering contribution δνaa0 ,
(0;th)

(66)

where Ωp and γ are, respectively, the plasma and the re-

(68)

δνaa0 = δνaa0
(0;th)

(sc)

+ δνaa0 .

(69)

The free-space shift δνaa0 was computed in the previous Section and was found to be negligible. In view of
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(sc)

Eqs. (33-38) the scattering contribution δνaa0 to the shift
is the sum of six terms which are written as
(sc)

(abs|E)

+ δνaa0

(abs|H)

+ δνaa0

δνaa0 = δνaa0

+ δνaa0

(em|E)

+ δνaa0

(non res|E)

(em|H)

+ δνaa0

(non res|H)

. (70)

Since we are interested in the shifts of ground-state hyperfine transitions, both states a and a0 are ground-state
hyperfine sub-levels. This implies at once that
(em|E)

δνaa0

=0.

(71)

The above identity is a consequence of the fact that for
(em|E)
any ground-state level a the shift δFa
in Eq. (34)
vanishes identically. This is so because the intermedi(em|E)
ate states b that contribute to δFa
must have a
lower energy than a, and therefore they are ground-state
hyperfine levels. However the matrix elements of the
electric-dipole operators between two ground-state lev(em|E)
vanishes. Next, we
els are zero, and therefore δFa
(abs|E)
. This term is negliconsider the contribution δνaa0
gible, since according to Eq. (33) it only involves intermediate states b that are coupled to the ground-state
hyperfine sub-levels a and a0 by the electric-dipole operator. Because of the selection rule ∆L = ±1, these
intermediate states are excited states with L = 1, and
then for the temperatures that we consider, the Bose factor [exp(~ωab /kB T ) − 1]−1 ' [exp(w0 /kB T ) − 1]−1  1
(abs|E)
leads to a strong suppression of δνaa0
. Next, we con(non res|E)
sider δνaa0
. According to Eq. (35), this contribution can be recast in the form
(non res|E)

δνaa0

= −kB T a30

∞
X

(aa0 )
0 (sc)
Eij (r0 , r0 ; i ξn )∆α̃ij (i ξn )

placed in a Au cavity, under the same conditions considered above. At room temperature, the non-resonant
(non res|H)
shift for x = a/2 is δνaa0
= −3.14 × 10−6 Hz, to
(res|H)
be contrasted with δνaa0
= 7.44 Hz. Similarly, for
(non res|H)
x = 200 nm we find δνaa0
= −2.15 × 10−5 Hz,
(res|H)
while δνaa0
= 8.31 Hz. For T = 70 K, and for x = a/2
(non res|H)
we find δνaa0
= −1.6 × 10−5 Hz , to be contrasted
(res|H)
with δνaa0
= 10.12 Hz, while for x = 200 nm we find
(non res|H)
(res|H)
δνaa0
= −9.8 × 10−5 Hz, and δνaa0
= 12.9 Hz.
From this we conclude that, up to negligible corrections,
the shift δνaa0 of the hyperfine ground-state transitions is
entirely due to the resonant contributions to the dynamic
Zeeman effect, i.e.,
(res|H)

δνaa0 ' δνaa0

(abs|H)

≡ δνaa0

(em|H)

+ δνaa0

.

(73)

An important feature of the above result is its robustness.
Since the dynamic Zeeman shifts of the free-energies
(abs|H)
(em|H)
and δFa
depend only on the hyperfine
δFa
transition frequencies ωab (see Eqs. (36)) and (37)), it
is clear that the frequency shift δνaa0 is independent of
the value of the constant EJ in Eq. (47), whose effect
is to just shift the energies of the hyperfine levels by an
irrelevant overall constant, which does not change the hyperfine transition frequencies ωab . This implies that the
inclusion in EJ of higher order corrections in αe , like for
example for the Lamb shift, is irrelevant as far as they
are independent of the total angular momentum F. The
transition frequencies ωab are determined solely by the
experimentally known frequency νHFS and by the magnetic field B, in accordance with the Breit-Rabi formula
in Eq. (52).

.

n=0

20

δν (1,0)→(0,0) (Hz)

(72)
We pointed out earlier that the electric polarizabilities
(a)
α̃ij of ground-state hyperfine sub-levels are almost identical to each other. Because of this feature the shift
(non res|E)
is very small. As an example, consider the
δνaa0
transition (F = 1, mF = 0) → (F = 0, mF = 0) of an H
atom placed in a Au cavity at room temperature, having a width a of one micron, in zero magnetic field. If
the atom is placed at the center of the cavity (i.e. for
(non res|E)
x = a/2), we find δν1,0;0,0
= −1.3 × 10−4 Hz. If the
atom is moved at a distance x = 200 nm from the lower
(non res|E)
mirror, we find δν1,0;0,0
= −2.4 × 10−3 Hz. Shifts
of a comparably small magnitude are obtained also for
the other transitions, as well as for D and T. The above
considerations show that the dynamic Stark shift of the
ground-state hyperfine transition frequencies is negligibly
small.
We consider now the dynamic Zeeman shift. It turns
(non res|H)
out that the non-resonant contribution δνaa0
is always very small, compared to the resonant contribution
(res|H)
(abs|H)
(em|H)
δνaa0
= δνaa0
+ δνaa0 . Consider again the transition (F = 1, mF = 0) → (F = 0, mF = 0) of an H atom
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FIG. 3:
Shift δν (in Hz) of the H hyperfine transition
(F = 1, mF = 0) → (F = 0, mF = 0) (in Hz), versus the minimum atom-mirror separation x (in micron). The atom is
placed inside a metallic cavity of width a = 1 micron at room
temperature, in a magnetic field B=0.01G. The thickness of
the metallic layer is 5 micron. The four curves, from top to
bottom, are for a cavity made of Ag, Al, Au and Pt, respectively.

The results of our numerical computations are displayed in Figs. 3 to 9. In Fig. 3 and in Fig. 5 we show
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FIG. 4: Half-width ∆ω1/2 (in kHz) of the H hyperfine transition (F = 1, mF = 0) → (F = 0, mF = 0) (in Hz), versus the
minimum atom-mirror separation x (in micron). The atom
is placed inside a metallic cavity of width a = 1 micron at
room temperature, in a magnetic field B=0.01G. The metallic layers have a thickness w=5 micron. The four curves, from
top to bottom, are for a cavity made of Ag, Al, Au and Pt,
respectively.

0.5

FIG. 6: Half-width ∆ω1/2 (in kHz) of the H hyperfine transition (F = 1, mF = 0) → (F = 0, mF = 0) (in Hz), versus the
minimum atom-mirror separation x (in micron). The atom is
placed inside a metallic cavity of width a = 1 micron at a temperature T = 70 K (RRR=10), in a magnetic field B=0.01G.
The metallic layers have a thickness w=5 micron. The four
curves, from top to bottom, are for a cavity made of Ag, Al,
Au and Pt, respectively.

the conductivity of the mirrors becomes larger at lower
temperatures. This is further demonstrated by Fig. (7)
which displays the shift for an H atom at a distance of
100nm from one of the mirrors, as a function of the RRR
ratio of the mirrors, for T = 70 K. Fig. 8 displays the
corresponding behavior for the rate, which also increases
with RRR. The results obtained for T are not shown here
as they are similar to those for H.
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FIG. 5:
Shift δν (in Hz) of the H hyperfine transition
(F = 1, mF = 0) → (F = 0, mF = 0) (in Hz), versus the minimum atom-mirror separation x (in micron). The atom is
placed inside a metallic cavity of width a = 1 micron at a temperature T = 70 K (RRR=10), in a magnetic field B=0.01G.
The metallic layers have a thickness w=5 micron. The four
curves, from top to bottom, are for a cavity made of Ag, Al,
Au and Pt, respectively.
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the shift δν (in Hz) versus separation x (in micron) of the
hyperfine transition (F = 1, mF = 0) → (F = 0, mF = 0)
of an H atom placed in a metallic cavity having a width a
of one micron, in a magnetic field B=0.01G. The temperature of the cavity is T = 300K in Fig. 3, and T = 70K
(assuming an RRR ratio of 10) in Fig. 5. The four displayed curves, from top to bottom, are for a cavity made
of Ag, Al, Au and Pt, respectively. The metallic layers
have a thickness w=5 micron. In Fig. 4 and in Fig. 6 we
display the respective half-widths ∆ω1/2 (in kHz). Comparison of Fig. 5 with Fig. 3 shows that the magnitude
of the shift δν increases as the temperature of the cavity
is decreased. This behavior is explained by the fact that

FIG. 7:
Shift δν (in Hz) of the H hyperfine transition
(F = 1, mF = 0) → (F = 0, mF = 0) (in Hz), versus the RRR
ratio of the mirrors. The atom is placed at a distance x=100
nm from one of the mirrors of a metallic cavity of width
a = 1 micron at a temperature T = 70 K, in a magnetic
field B=0.01G. The metallic layers have a thickness w=5 micron. The four curves, from top to bottom, are for a cavity
made of Ag, Al, Au and Pt, respectively.

In Fig. 9 we finally plot the shift δν (in Hz) of the
hyperfine transition (F = 1, mF = 0) → (F = 0, mF = 0)
an H atom placed at a distance x = 200 nm from one of
the mirrors of a metallic cavity of width a = 1 micron at
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FIG. 8: Half-width ∆ω1/2 (in kHz) of the H hyperfine transition (F = 1, mF = 0) → (F = 0, mF = 0) (in Hz), versus the
RRR ratio of the mirrors. The atom is placed at a distance
x=100 nm from one of the mirrors of a metallic cavity of width
a = 1 micron at temperature T = 70 K, in a magnetic field
B=0.01G. The metallic layers have a thickness w=5 micron.
The four curves, from top to bottom, are for a cavity made
of Ag, Al, Au and Pt, respectively.
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FIG. 9:
Shift δν (in Hz) of the hyperfine transition
(F = 1, mF = 0) → (F = 0, mF = 0) of an H atom placed at
a distance x = 200 nm from one of the mirrors of a metallic
cavity of width a = 1 micron at room temperature, versus the
thickness w of the metallic layer (in units of the skin depth δ
corresponding to the frequency νHFS ). The external magnetic
field is B=0.01G. The four curves, from top to bottom, are
for a cavity made of Ag, Al, Au and Pt, respectively.

room temperature, versus the thickness w of the metallic
√
layer, divided by the skin depth δ = c/2π νHFS σ corresponding to the frequency νHFS . The four curves, from
top to bottom, are for a cavity made of Ag, Al, Au and
Pt, respectively. The respective values of the skin depths
are δ = 1.7 µm, 2.2 µm, 2.4 µm and 6.2 µm. The plot
shows that for a thickness w of the metallic layer approximately equal to twice the skin depth the obtained shift
δν is indistinguishable from that of an infinitely thick
mirror.

The Casimir-Polder interaction of an atom prepared
in a well-defined energy state may deviate strongly from
the Casimir-Polder energy predicted by Lifshitz theory
for a fully thermalized atom, as a result of resonant
virtual-photon absorption and emission processes, that
are absent when the atom is in a thermal equilibrium
state. This non-equilibrium interaction can be measured
by spectroscopic means, by observing frequency shifts
suffered by atoms inside a cavity. In this paper we computed the frequency shift of ground-state hyperfine transitions of an H atom placed in a metallic cavity at finite
temperature. We found that the resonant Casimir-Polder
interaction of the atom’s magnetic moment with the fluctuating magnetic field existing in the cavity causes a significant shift of hyperfine transitions, and it also leads
to a very large increase of their widths, as compared to
an atom in free-space exposed to black-body radiation
at the same temperature as the cavity. By considering
cavities made of different metals and hold at different
temperatures, we established that larger frequency shifts
are obtained in cavities made of metals having a large
conductivity, most notably Ag and Al at low temperatures. The predicted shifts for H atoms placed at a distance of a hundred nanometers from the walls of a Ag
cavity at a temperature of 70K can be as large as 90 Hz,
while their widths are of the order of a few kHz. The obtained shift could be measurable with presently available
techniques of magnetic resonance. The main experimental challenge for observing the effect is to find means of
placing the atom at a well-defined position in a metallic cavity, for a sufficiently long time as is necessary to
measure a frequency shift of a few tens of Hz. The experimental investigation of this problem might shed light
on open questions about the temperature dependence of
dispersion forces between lossy media [12].

Appendix A: Matrix elements of the dipole
operators

In this Appendix, we compute the matrix elements of
the operators µ̂ and d̂, that are needed for the computation of the shift of ground state hyperfine levels of
hydrogen.

1.

Magnetic-dipole matrix elements

We start from the magnetic-dipole moment. According
to Eq. (55), the operators µ̂i only connect the ground
state hyperfine sub-levels among themselves. For brevity,
we shall suppress the quantum numbers n = 1, L = 0 and
J = 1/2 which pertain to the ground state, and thus we
shall denote the state |1, 0, 1/2; Fa Ma i as |Fa Ma i. For
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The matrix elements of the spin operators Ŝi can be easily
computed by expressing the states |Fb Mb i as linear combinations of the states |MI MS i0 which are eigenstates of
Îz and Ŝz [26]

La = 0, one has the identity
µ̂i = gI µn F̂i − (gJ µB + gI µn )Ŝi .

(A1)

Using this identity, we obtain
hFa Ma |µ̂i |Fb Mb i = gI µn hFa Ma |F̂i |Fa Mb i δFa Fb
−(gJ µB + gI µn )hFa Ma |Ŝi |Fb Mb i


|I + 1/2, Mb i =

(A2)

1/2
I − Mb + 1/2
|Mb +1/2, −1/2i0 ,
+
2I + 1

1/2
I − Mb + 1/2
|I − 1/2, Mb i = −
|Mb −1/2, 1/2i0
2I + 1

1/2
I + Mb +1/2
+
|Mb +1/2, −1/2i0 .
2I + 1

(A3)

The number τFa can be computed as follows. Upon
multiplying both members by hFa Mc |F̂i |Fa Ma i and then
summing over i and a, one gets
hFa Mc |F̂ · Ŝ|Fa Ma i = τFahFa Ma |F̂2 |Fa Mb i

By a simple algebra, one finds
hI+1/2, Ma | Ŝx |I−1/2, Mb i
p
(I + Mb + 3/2)(I + Mb + 1/2)
δMa ,Mb +1
=
2(2I + 1)
p
(I − Mb + 3/2)(I − Mb + 1/2)
−
δMa ,Mb −1
2(2I + 1)

(A4)

Using the following identity, which holds for La = 0,
i 1h
i
1h 2
F̂ + Ŝ2 − (F̂ − Ŝ)2 =
F̂2 + Ŝ2 − Î2 ,
F̂ · Ŝ =
2
2
(A5)
it follows that
τFa

F(F + 1) + 3/4 − I(I + 1)
=
.
2 F(F + 1)

1/2
|Mb −1/2, 1/2i0



In the ground state, Fa and Fb can take the values I±1/2,
and then two cases are possible: either Fa = Fb , or Fa =
I + 1/2 and Fb = I − 1/2 (the case Fa = I − 1/2 and
Fa = I − 1/2 is related by hermiticity to the previous
one). If Fa = Fb , the Wigner-Eckart theorem implies the
identity
hFa Ma |Ŝi |Fa Mb i = τFa hFa Ma |F̂i |Fa Mb i

I + Mb +1/2
2I + 1

hI+1/2, Ma | Ŝy |I−1/2, Mb i
(p
(I + Mb + 3/2)(I + Mb + 1/2)
1
=
δMa ,Mb +1
i
2(2I + 1)
)
p
(I − Mb + 3/2)(I − Mb + 1/2)
+
δMa ,Mb −1
2(2I + 1)

(A6)

By combining Eq. (A6) with Eqs. (A3) and (A2), one
finds

F(F + 1) − 3/4 + I(I + 1)
hFa Ma |µ̂i |Fa Mb i = gI µn
2 F(F + 1)

F(F + 1) + 3/4 − I(I + 1)
− gJ µB
hFa Ma |F̂i |Fa Mb i. (A7)
2 F(F + 1)

p
(I+1/2)2 − M2b
hI+1/2, Ma | Ŝz |I−1/2, Mb i=−
δMa ,Mb
(2I + 1)

The matrix elements of F̂i have the well-known expressions [26]
1 p
hFa Ma | F̂x |Fa Mb i =
(Fa −Mb )(Fa +Mb +1) δMa ,Mb +1
2

p
(Fa +Mb )(Fa −Mb +1) δMa ,Mb −1
(A8)
+

2.

Electric-dipole matrix elements

In this Section we work out the matrix elements of the
electric-dipole moment operators dˆi that are needed for
the computation of the Stark effect of ground-state hy
perfine levels. The operators dˆx , dˆy and dˆz obey the se1 p
hFa Ma | F̂y |Fa Mb i =
(Fa −Mb )(Fa +Mb +1) δMa ,Mb +1 lection rule ∆L = ±1, and thus they connect the ground2i

state hyperfine sub-levels, which have L = 0, with excited
p
−
(Fa +Mb )(Fa −Mb +1) δMa ,Mb −1
(A9) states having L = 1

and

ˆ
dab
i = h1, 0, 1/2; Fa Ma |di |nb , 1, Jb ; Fb Mb i .
hFa Ma |F̂z |Fa Mb i = Ma δMa ,Mb .

(A10)

To compute these matrix elements, it is convenient to
first factorize dab
i into radial and an angular parts,

Next, we consider the case Fa = I+1/2 and Fb = I−1/2.
Then Eq. (A2) implies
hI+1/2, Ma |µ̂i |I−1/2, Mb i = hI−1/2, Mb |µ̂i |I+1/2, Ma i
= −(gJ µB +gI µn )hI+1/2, Ma | Ŝi |I−1/2, Mb i

(A11)

∗

10
dab
i = −e a0 Rnb 1


1, 0, 1/2; Fa Ma


x̂i
nb , 1, Jb ; Fb Mb
r
(A12)
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where a0 is the Bohr radius, r is the radial coordinate,
and RnnbaLLba denote the radial integrals
Z ∞
1
na La
dr r3 Rn∗ b Lb (r)Rna La (r) .
(A13)
Rnb Lb =
a0 0
Here Rna La (r) and Rnb Lb (r) are the radial parts of the
atomic wave function. For hydrogen the integrals RnnbaLLba
can be expressed in terms of confluent hypergeometric
functions [27]. For discrete energy states they have the
simple expression
s
n7 (n − 1)2n−5
10
= 16
Rn1
.
(A14)
(n + 1)2n+5
The radial integrals are more involved for continuum
states. States of energy E > 0 can be labelled
by the pos√
itive real number k̃ = ka0 , where k = 2mE/~. With
this parametrization, the radial wave functions Rk̃l (r) of
continuum states are normalized [29] such that
Z ∞
hRk̃0 l |Rk̃ l i =
dr r2 Rk̃∗0 l (r)Rk̃ l (r) = δ(k̃ 0 − k̃) .

Ĝ = Ŝ + Î be the sum of the electron and nuclear
spin operators. We let |n, L, G; FMi0 the states which
are eigenstates of Ĝ2 . Moreover, we consider the states
|n; L, ML ; GMG i00 that are eigenstates of L̂z , Ĝ2 and Ĝz .
Since for L = 0 it holds G = F and MG = MF it follows
that
Ĉq1 |1, 0, 1/2; Fa Ma i = Ĉq1 |1; 0, 0; Fa Ma i00
1
= √ |1; 1, q; Fa Ma i00
3
1 X
|n, 1, Fa ; Fc Mc i0 hFc Mc |1, q; Fa Ma i,(A20)
=√
3 Fc ,Mc
where hFc Mc |1, q; Fa Ma i is a Clebsch-Gordan coefficient.
At this point, using the “6j” symbols [26] we express
the state |nb , 1, Jb ; Fb Mb i as a combination of the states
|nb , 1, G; Fb Mb i0
|nb , 1, Jb ; Fb Mb i
X
p
=
|nb , 1, G; Fb Mb i0 (2Jb + 1)(2G + 1)
G

0

(

(A15)

×(−1)

Then one finds
Z ∞
1
10
∗
dr r3 Rk̃1
(r)R1 0 (r)
Rk̃1
=
a0 0
s
4 1
k̃ + 1/k̃
I(k̃) ,
=
4
3 k̃
1 − exp(−2π/k̃)

3/2+I+Fb

1 1/2 Jb
I Fb G

)
.

(A21)

By combining Eq. (A20) and (A21) we obtain
h1, 0, 1/2; Fa Ma |Ĉq1 |nb , 1, Jb ; Fb Mb i
1 p
(2Jb + 1)(2Fa + 1)(−1)3/2+I+Fb
= √
3
(
)
1 1/2 Jb
×
h1, q; Fa Ma |Fb Mb i . (A22)
I Fb Fa

(A16)

where I(k̃) is the integral
Z ∞
I(k̃) =
dx x4 e−(i+1/k̃)x Φ(2 + i/k̃; 4; 2 i x) . (A17)
0

Here, Φ(a; c; x) is the confluent hypergeometric function.
The integral I(k̃) can be expressed in terms of the hypergeometric function 2 F1 (a, b; c; z). The lenghty formula is
omitted for brevity.
Now, we consider the matrix elements of the angular
operators dˆi /r. They can be expressed as
Ĉ 1 − Ĉ 1
x̂
= −1√ 1 ,
r
2
1
Ĉ
+ Ĉ 1
ŷ
= i −1√ 1 ,
r
2
ẑ
= Ĉ01 ,
r

Appendix B: Green function of a planar cavity

In this Appendix we provide the explicit formulae for
the Green functions of a cavity, that are needed for the
computations described in the present work.
At points r and r0 in the gap between two parallel dielectric slabs at distance a in vacuum, the electric Green
function Eij (r, r0 , ω) can be decomposed as
(cav)

Eij
(A18)

where Ĉql denote the multiplication operators by the normalized spherical harmonics
r
4π
l
Cq :=
Yl
(A19)
2l + 1 q
To compute the matrix elements of the operators Ĉql ,
it is useful to introduce two more sets of states. Let

(0)

(sc)

(r, r0 , ω) = Eij (r, r0 , ω) + Eij (r, r0 , ω) ,

(B1)

(0)

where Eij (r, r0 , ω) is the free-space Green function, and
(sc)

Eij (r, r0 , ω) is a scattering contribution. The magnetic
Green function has an analogous decomposition
(cav)

Hij

(0)

(sc)

(r, r0 , ω) = Hij (r, r0 , ω) + Hij (r, r0 , ω) .

(B2)

The free-space Green function has the expression



1
iω
(0)
0
(0)
0
E (r, r , ω) = H (r, r , ω) = (3R̂ ⊗ R̂ − 1)
−
R3
cR2
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+ (1 − R̂ ⊗ R̂)


ω2
4π
−
δ(R)1
eiωR/c ,
c2 R
3

(B3)

where R = r − r0 . Note that the imaginary part of the
free-space Green function is non-singular for r → r0 ,
2ω 3
1.
r→r
r→r
3c3
(B4)
In the limit r → r0 , the scattering part of the Green ten(sc)
sor Eij (r, r0 , ω) attains a finite limit, and its non vanishing components are
Z 2
d k⊥
(sc)
(sc)
kx
Eyy
(r, r, ω) = Ezz
(r, r, ω) = 4πi
(2π)2
lim0 Im[E (0) (r, r0 , ω)] = lim0 Im[H(0) (r, r0 , ω)] =

where k⊥ is the in-plane wave-vector, kx
=
p
2 , the indices s and p denote TE and TM
ω 2 /c2 − k⊥
(k)
polarizations, respectively, Rα is the reflection coefficient of the k-th mirror for polarization α = s, p and
(1) (2)
Aα = 1−Rα Rα e2ikx a . The corresponding formulae for
(sc)
the magnetic Green tensor Hij (r, r, ω) can be obtained
from those of the electric Green tensor, by interchanging
(k)
(k)
the reflection coefficients Rs ↔ Rp into Eqs. (B5) and
(B6).
As shown in Fig. 2, our mirrors consist of a metallic
layer of thickness w, deposited on a thick Si substrate.
The reflection coefficient Rα of a layered mirror with such
a structure has the expression
(0 met)

"
×

(1) (2)
Rp Rp

Ap

2

+

ω
c2 kx2

(1) (2)
Rs Rs

!

As

2

1
2

e2ikx a +

(1)
Rs

ω
c2 kx2 As

Rα (ω, k⊥ ; w) =

rα

1 + e2i w

(met)

+ e2i w kx
(met)
kx

(met Si)

rα

(0 met) (met Si)
rα

.

(B7)

rα

(ab)

(1)

−

Rp
Ap

!
e2ikx x +

1
2

(2)

(2)

ω 2 Rs
Rp
−
c2 kx2 As
Ap

!

#
e2ikx (a−x)

,

Here rα are the Fresnel reflection coefficients for a planar dielectric (we set µ = 1 for all materials) interface
separating medium a from medium b,

(B5)

(a)

(ab)

and
(sc)
Exx
(r, r, ω) = 4πi

Z

2
d2 k⊥ k⊥
(2π)2 kx

(1)

(2)

Rp Rp 2ikx a
e
Ap

(ab)

rTM =

(b)

kx − kx

,
(b)
(a)
kx(a) + kx
(b)
b (ω) kx − a (ω) kx

rTE =

(a)

(b)

(B8)
,

(B9)

b (ω) kx + a (ω) kx

(B6)

p
(a)
2 , and  (ω) is the comwhere kx = a (ω)ω/c2 − k⊥
a
plex frequency-dependent permittivity of medium a.
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