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The present work contributes to the study of nonequilibrium aspects of the Casimir forces with the
introduction of squeezed states in the calculations. Throughout this article two main results can be found,
being both strongly correlated. Primarily, the more formal result involves the development of a first-
principles canonical quantization formalism to study the quantum vacuum in the presence of different
dissipative material bodies in completely general scenarios. For this purpose, we consider a one-
dimensional quantum scalar field interacting with the volume elements’ degrees of freedom of the material
bodies, which are modeled as a set of composite systems consisting of quantum harmonic oscillators
interacting with an environment (provided as an infinite set of quantum harmonic oscillators acting as a
thermal bath). Solving the full dynamics of the composite system through its Heisenberg equations, we
study each contribution to the field operator by employing general properties of the Green function. We
deduce the long-time limit of the contributions to the field operator. In agreement with previous works, we
show that the expectation values of the components of the energy-momentum tensor present two
contributions, one associated to the thermal baths and the other one associated to the field’s initial
conditions. This allows the direct study of steady situations involving different initial states for the field
(keeping arbitrary thermal states for the baths). This leads to the other main result, consisting of computing
the Casimir force when the field is initially in thermal or continuum-single-mode squeezed states (the latter
being characterized by a given bandwidth and frequency). Time averaging is required for the squeezed
case, showing that both results can be given in a unified way, while for the thermal state, all the well-known
equilibrium results can be successfully reproduced. Finally, we compared the initial conditions’
contribution and the total force for each case, showing that the latter can be tuned in a wide range of
values through varying the size of the bandwidth.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The quantum nature of vacuum is still one of the most
relevant features of quantum field theory (QFT) due to
theoretical and also technological implications. From a
conceptual point of view, understanding the physical proper-
ties of vacuum at the quantum level is unavoidable in a wide
range of areas, from quantum optics [1] and condensed
matter [2] to astrophysics and cosmology [3]. On the other
hand, from a practical point of view, novel experiments
measuring forces [4,5] and heat transfer at the nanoscale level
[6] shows that, exploiting all these features, a new generation
of technological improvements is coming [7,8].

For these reasons, the study of quantum vacuum fluctua-
tions (going from Casimir—van der Waals interactions to
quantum friction) is of main interest. In particular, Casimir
forces arising from the physical adaptation of a quantum field
to the presence of arbitrary-shaped objects acting as boun-
daries are still a source of abundant scientific research (see,
for example, Ref. [9] for a review, including the study of
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multiple complicated geometries and also several applica-
tions in different fields). Since the foundational paper by
Casimir [10], where the force between two perfect conductor
plates was studied, numerous subsequent works pointed out a
direction for studying different aspects of these vacuum
phenomena more related to realistic experimental scenarios.
The natural step, and one of the most remarkable works in
this sense, was the work by Lifshitz [11], where dissipation
and noise were included for the first time in the calculation of
the Casimir force between dielectric plates at zero temper-
ature through an approach based on stochastic electrody-
namics, resulting in the celebrated Lifshitz formula for the
force. This work also set the basis for the so-called fluctua-
tional quantum electrodynamics (FQED) as it is currently
known. A few years later, in Ref. [12], a formal approach
based on QFT at finite temperature was developed to study
thermal corrections on computing the force, arriving at a
more sophisticated and complete form of the Lifshitz formula
at thermal equilibrium. After these works, the study of
different features of the Casimir effect had a significant
growth going beyond fundamental physics and entering
chemistry and biology [13]. Moreover, a new generation
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of extremely accurate experiments (see, for example,
Refs. [14,15]) gave rise to the study of the forces between
objects of different geometries, dynamical phenomena (such
as the dynamical Casimir effect and quantum friction, which
both involve particle creation by moving boundaries) and
heat transfer at the nanoscale level [16]. Several discussions
have taken place due to the introduction of models for real
materials, exposing the discrepancies between the theoretical
models and their contrasts with experiments, such as the
Drude vs plasma controversy, first mentioned in Ref. [17]
(see also Ref. [14] for a more recent review). In fact, some of
these discussions are currently open yet and are awaiting a
solution.

Beyond all these advances, addressing nonequilibrium
scenarios from both theory and experiments was a signifi-
cant unfinished task for a long time. In recent years, it
gained great attention due to its potential applications [18].
One of the first and most remarkable works in the area was
given by Antezza et al. [19], who studied the Casimir
force between two slabs characterized by arbitrary fre-
quency-dependent permittivity functions. However, the
approach employed is more of an extension to nonequili-
brium scenarios of the Lifshitz’s method than a full
quantization scheme, and then it takes part of the men-
tioned FQED approaches. As far as we know, a full
quantum approach based on QFT for these situations
was given subsequently in Refs. [20,21]. In these works,
the Huttner-Barnett (HB) microscopic model [consisting of
the 3+ 1 electromagnetic (EM) field interacting with
material polarizable bodies described by polarization
degrees of freedom coupled to thermal baths in each point
of space [22]] is fully quantized by the closed time path
(CTP) or Schwinger-Keldysh functional formalism [23].
Implementing the influence functional to treat the field as
an open quantum system, the field correlation can be
calculated exactly and the result of Ref. [19] is recovered.
Nevertheless, although both results agree, from a concep-
tual point of view, they present very subtle differences.

In Ref. [19] the steady (nonequilibrium) state is taken as
an assumption and introduced in the calculations through
implicitly assuming time invariance for the Heisenberg
equations when giving its Fourier transform as the starting
point. Considering that, in fact, the Heisenberg equations
are always subjected to initial conditions, which are
discarded here by the ‘“steadiness” assumption, in this
sense we can say that the scheme is a “steady quantization
scheme.” Moreover, the material bodies are described by
the macroscopic frequency-dependent (complex) permit-
tivity function and the fluctuations of the polarization
sources inside, relating both by a fluctuation-dissipation
relation containing the correct quantum thermal properties.
As the relation is established separately for each point of
each body, different temperatures for each body are easily
introduced and the steadiness of the nonequilibrium sce-
nario is quite reasonable and physically consistent. Then,
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nonequilibrium forces between two half-spaces and
between two slabs (finite width) are analyzed. In the first
case, the force results in a sum of the contributions of each
half-space; each one characterized by the respective tem-
perature. For the two-slabs case, the force presents analog
contributions (coming from each slab) but, since the
bodies’ configuration is surrounded by vacuum, the radi-
ation (coming from distant sources) impinging on the
external surfaces also contributes to the force experienced
by each slab. Therefore, contributions from this radiation
enter the force. For these terms, the same expressions
deduced exclusively for dissipative materials are employed
for the vacuum (dissipationless) external regions, taking
advantage implicitly of the continuity of the dissipative
result with the dissipationless one when the damping
constant is taken to zero (as it is done also in Ref. [24]).
Apart from the calculations, the entire framework and
picture constitute a FQED scheme at a steady scenario
rather than a purely quantum one.

On the other hand, in Refs. [20,21], the situation arises in
another way. The CTP formalism implemented does not
assume a steady situation. On the contrary, it is built to study
the full time evolution from given initial conditions at time ¢,
being closely related to the full solution of the Heisenberg
equations. In this context, the steady situation emerges as
the long-time limit of the full time evolution, i.e., by taking
to — —oo in all the expressions. Regarding the materials, in
these works, a microscopic quantum model (similar to the HB
model) is introduced to describe the internal dynamics of the
degrees of freedom and thermal baths at each point of the
dielectric bodies. Before the initial time #, all the parts of the
total system (field and materials) are not interacting. At time
1o, all the interactions begin and the system starts to evolve.
Thus, the macroscopic EM properties of the material result
from tracing out the internal degrees of freedom and the
thermal baths during the interaction with the EM field. In this
way, the steady situation is deduced and the fluctuation-
dissipation relation results naturally from the open quantum
system framework. In Ref. [20], a correspondence between
this quantum model and a stochastic description is fully
demonstrated, exposing the existing connection between
FQED and a fully quantum theory. In principle, three
contributions are shown to appear for every case, each one
associated to each field’s sources resulting from the inter-
actions present. One is associated to the thermal baths,
another one to the internal degrees of freedom and the last
one to the initial conditions of the field. In Ref. [21], the
formalism is applied to the study of the nonequilibrium half-
space problem. The steady situation is deduced and it is
shown that the only contribution present in this case is the one
associated to the baths. Moreover, it gives exactly the same
result as the one obtained from the FQED approach at
Ref. [19]. However, related to the results of Ref. [25], it is
suggested from the calculations that for the case of slabs
(finite width), in addition to the baths, the initial conditions
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would contribute to the long-time regime. This would be
entirely related to the presence of infinite-size dissipationless
regions, which causes the initial free field fluctuations over-
come the damping in the dissipative material bodies and
constitute the vacuum modified modes when reaching the
steady situation. In other words, the modified modes would
be the steady result of the dynamical adaptation process of the
initial free field modes (without boundaries) after the appear-
ance of the material boundaries, giving a nonvanishing initial
conditions’ contribution at the long-time regime. In this train
of thought, for the case of half-spaces, there is no initial
conditions’ contribution since, on the contrary, dissipation
overcomes free-field fluctuations. In fact, in the framework of
Ref. [19], the initial conditions’ contribution would match
with the distant sources’ contribution, although in this
approach the radiation is related to the quantum fluctuations
of the field already adapted to the boundaries. Moreover, it
would also be matched with the homogeneous solution
mentioned in Ref. [26], obtained from a “steady path integral
quantization” scheme. On the other hand, in a “steady
canonical quantization” scheme, this homogeneous solution
is quantized in a specific Hilbert space with its own creation
and annihilation operators for the vacuum modes. All in all,
the results of Refs. [20,21,25] are suggesting, indeed, that
these operators are defined at the initial time, i.e., they are the
creation and annihilation operators of the free field, although
they are used to quantize the homogeneous contribution when
the boundaries are present.

In this sense, one of the main results of the present work is
to show that all the mentioned suggestions and correspond-
ences are true for arbitrary material configurations, validating
the physical mechanism described above. For these pur-
poses, we developed the canonical quantization version of
Ref. [25], where the material model mentioned above is
considered in interaction with a scalar field. Clearly, the
approach presented here can be extended to the EM case but
for simplicity in the calculations we considered a one-
dimensional scalar field. We will proceed to solve the full
dynamics of the total system, regarding the field correlation,
which allows us to study the expectation values of the energy-
momentum tensor and, consequently, the Casimir force. We
obtain the three mentioned contributions for every time and
deduce steady expressions by taking the long-time limit
to — —oo. At this point, all the results are given for a general
configuration. In this way, we are able to study the scalar field
dynamics at any nonequilibrium scenario for this composite
system. As far as we know, this kind of approach to
nonequilibrium situations is completely new and its advan-
tage is to be very suitable for computing the force and every
quantity that can be obtained from the field operator. This is
the main contribution of this work from a purely conceptual
point of view.

Nevertheless, one of the practical advantages of this
approach is that it gives the chance to study the quantities
for nonclassical initial states of the field. In quantum optics
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and cavity QED, squeezed states are the most common
nonclassical field states considered [27,28]. For example, in
quantum communications using this state, quantum fluctua-
tions of one of its quadrature components can be lower than
those of the corresponding part in a coherent state, while the
other component is higher. This gives the possibility of
tuning the signal-to-noise ratios of its quadrature compo-
nents, giving the chance to use one of the quadratures to
absorb the quantum noise, while the other can be imple-
mented to transmit an extremely well-defined signal. In
several applications, the quantum EM field inside a cavity is
in a squeezed state. The squeezing can be generated through
interacting with atoms inside the cavity [29], which also
opens the way to study other different quantum phenomena
as decoherence and teleportation [30-33]. Hence, under-
standing the physics of the interactions pertaining to the field
inside a cavity and involving nonclassical states is necessary
for the development of new quantum technologies. Although
the cavity is made of a good (but not perfect) conductor, it is
common in the analysis to consider it as made of perfect
materials, disregarding any corrections due to dissipation and
nonequilibrium thermal effects [34]. It is clear that the
effectiveness of this approximation depends on the exper-
imental conditions achieved. Therefore, it is of great interest
to include these effects accurately. In this work we shed light
on how to address these calculations. We calculate the
Casimir force between two dissipative material slabs (play-
ing the role of a cavity) when the field is in a squeezed state
and each slab has its own temperature. This greatly improves
the results found in a previous work [35], where the Casimir
force between two perfect conductor plates is calculated
when the field is in a squeezed state. Moreover, our present
result could be also implemented to enter the discussion
given in Ref. [36] about the spatial properties of the
squeezing of vacuum, including realistic details as thermal
imbalance between the plates and the effect of dissipation,
which escapes the scope of this work.

With the aim of focusing the main text of the work and the
calculations on the mentioned results, we have left large
calculations and deductions to several appendixes at the end
of the paper. The paper is organized as follows: in the next
section we describe the model and write the field equation
with its solution. The full derivation of the field equation is
leftto Appendix A. In Sec. III, we study the long-time limit of
the contributions to the field operator, with the main features
of each one and the relation to other works. The analytical
technique (including a general discussion of different con-
figurations) along with the derivation of the long-time limit
for each contribution are left to Appendixes B, C, and D.
Then, in Sec. IV, itis shown that two contributions take part in
the expectation values of the energy-momentum tensor at
the steady state and each contribution is worked out. For the
baths’ contribution, thermal states are considered. For the
initial conditions’ contribution, the expectation values are
computed both for the thermal and also squeezed initial state
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of the field with the implementation of the time average.
Section V is devoted to the calculation of the total Casimir
force for the finite width plates configuration, deriving
general expressions for each contribution to the force. In
Appendix E we give the homogeneous solutions and the
Green function needed for the calculations of the section,
while in Appendix F we show how our result recovers the
dissipationless limit and the Lifshitz formula at thermal
equilibrium. In Sec. VI, we present a comparison between the
Casimir forces obtained by taking a thermal state for the field
and a squeezed one, when the baths keep the same temper-
ature. Finally, Sec. VII summarizes our findings.
Throughout the paper, for simplicity,
set h=kz=c=1.

we have

II. LAGRANGIAN DENSITY AND
FIELD EQUATION

With the aim of including effects of dissipation and noise
in the evaluation of the Casimir energy or force, we will use
the theory of open quantum systems, keeping in mind the
paradigmatic example of quantum Brownian motion
(QBM) [37].

The model is a simplified version of the HB model,
consisting of a system composed of two parts: a massless
scalar field and dielectric material which, in turn, are
described by their internal degrees of freedom (a set of
harmonic oscillators). Both subsystems constitute a
composite system that is coupled to a second set of
harmonic oscillators (playing the role of an external
environment or termal bath). For simplicity we will work
in 1+ 1 dimensions. In our toy model the massless field
represents the electromagnetic field, and the first set of
harmonic oscillators directly coupled to the scalar field
represents the polarizable volume elements of the material.

Considering the usual interaction term between the
electromagnetic field and the ordinary polarizable matter,
the coupling between the field and the volume elements of
the material will be taken as a current-type one, where the
field couples to the velocity of variation of the volume
elements’ degrees of freedom. The coupling constant for
this interaction is the electric charge e. We will also assume
that there is no direct coupling between the field and the
thermal bath. The Lagrangian density is therefore given by

£:£¢+£5+£¢—S+£3+£5—B
1 1 1
S /4 220 2 2
28,,458 ¢+4m1<2mrx(t) 2ma)or (t))
+ drned(x, 1)i (1)
+4m72< m, s (1 %mnwﬁcﬁ,x(t))
_4”’72/%%,;; t rx t v (1)
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where we have stressed the fact that » and ¢, have a
dependence on position as a label identifying the point of
space at which they are located but without being a
dynamical variable (as it happens for the scalar field). It
is clear that each atom interacts with a thermal bath placed
at the same position. We have denoted by # the density of
the degrees of freedom of the volume elements. The
constants 4, are the coupling constants between the volume
elements and the bath oscillators. It is implicitly understood
that Eq. (1) represents the Lagrangian density inside the
material, while outside the Lagrangian is given by the free
field one.

The quantization of the theory is straightforward. It
should be noted that the full Hilbert space of the model H,
where the quantization is performed, is not only the field
Hilbert space H (as is considered in others works where
the field is the only relevant degree of freedom), but also
includes the Hilbert spaces of the volume elements’ degrees
of freedom H, and the bath oscillators Hg, in such a way
that H = H, ® Hy, ® Hg. We will assume, as frequently
done in the context of QBM, that for # < 7, the three parts
of the systems are uncorrelated and not interacting.
Interactions are turned on at ¢t = t,. Therefore, the initial
conditions for the operators 4?5 7 must be given in terms of
operators acting in each part of the Hilbert space. The
interactions are such that initial operators become operators
over the whole space H. The initial density matrix of the
total system is of the form

p(to)

so, in principle, each part can be in any state.

Once the model of the interaction between the field and
the matter is properly described, the equations of motion
can be obtained. Solving the respective equations for the
bath oscillators and the volume elements, an equation of
motion for the field can be deduced. In Appendix A, this
work is done in the context of the open quantum system’s
framework, showing that the field equation is given by

= pic(ty) ® pal(ty) ® P, (2)

A~ 02 ' R
Clo + gyl |:/fo dry,(t —7)p(x, r)]

— 4meC(s) |6 (1= ) (1) + Gfo = 1) 22

+ / "deGy(t - 1) (3)

0

where y, (1) = w},G,(1)C(x) is the susceptibility function

with w3, = 4’"7” the plasma frequency. It is worth noting

that we have 1ncluded a spatial label denoting the straight-
forward generalization to inhomogeneous media, where
each point of the material can have different properties.
Beyond this dependence, the boundaries of the material
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bodies enter through the spatial material distribution
function C, which is zero in free space points. The regions
filled (and the contours) with real material are defined by
this function. This is clearly essential for the determination
of the field’s boundary conditions.

This equation (like all Heisenberg equations) is clearly
subjected to initial conditions, in this case, free field
conditions:

5 1]z : ‘
¢(x,t0) _/dk |:w_k:| 2(&k(t0)et(kx—wkto) +&Z(t0)e—l(kx—wkzo))’
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where a,(ty) and &;(t,) are the annihilation and creation
operators for the free field at the initial time, and w; = |k|.

To solve the equation, the retarded Green function can be
employed, in such a way that the associated equation for
t > 0 reads

2
Q6+ 2 ( [ =060t x',r>dr) —0. (6)
0

subjected to the following initial conditions:

(4)
1 Gpe(x. X, 1=0)=0, Gge(x,x,1=0)=—-5(x—x),
X 112 )
bixr) = [ ak | (-auagpetono )
Wy
AT —i(kx—aw
+ay (1) e, (5)  insucha way that the field can be written as
J
3 /(4 / 00+ / / 8&5 /
P(x.1) = = [ dx'Ore(x,x', 1 = 10)p(x', 19) — [ dx'Opey(x, X', 1 = tO)E(x o)
iy / / / / ~ (4 N - / f’x’(%)
— [ dt | dXGge(x, X, t = 1")4aneC(xX')| G(1 —ty)F(ty) + Go(¥ — 1)
fo m
¢ ! . Fo(r—1,
—/ dr / dx'®ge(x, X', 1 — t/)4fmeC(x’)/ drG,(1 — T)M, (8)
) ) m

which is the general solution for the field operator of the
full time-dependent problem from given initial conditions.

As is expected, the field operator presents three parts,
each one consisting of an operator acting in one of the three
Hilbert spaces of the total Hilbert space.

III. CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE FIELD OPERATOR

As it was recently stressed, the last equation of the
preceding section means that the field operator begins at
the initial time 7, as an operator on Hj. Nevertheless, the
switching-on of the interactions causes the field operator to
become an operator on the full Hilbert space H during the
time evolution:

P(x.1) = rc(x.1) @ Iy @ Iy + 1y ® Ppa(x. 1) ® I
+1, ® s ® dplx.1). ©)

As we are interested in evaluating the Casimir force in
nonequilibrium but steady situations, we have to investigate
the long-time limit (f, — —oo) of these three contributions.
Although the field operator will remain as an operator in the
full Hilbert space H, as we will see, the Casimir force does
not necessarily contain contributions associated to each part
of H. This will depend on the internal dynamics of the
material and the initial state p(7,) but also strongly on the
boundaries’ configuration considered, as mentioned in
Refs. [21,25].

|
A. Long-time limit of initial conditions’ contribution
Let us consider the field operator’s contribution asso-
ciated to the initial conditions. Since the initial conditions
are written in terms of the creation and annihilation
operators of the free field through Egs. (4) and (5), the
contribution can also be written in terms of these operators.
Hence, the contribution splits into ¢yc(x, 1) = q;ﬁfé >(x, N+
A (x. 1), with §& (x.1) = (P (x.1))" due to the fact
that the retarded Green function ®g. is real and the
Hermiticity of the initial free-field operators. Therefore,
g?)fé )(x. 1) is associated to the free-field annihilation oper-

ator dy(t,) and (%E ) (x, t) to the free-field creation operator
&Z(to). Moreover, given Egs. (6) and (7), the initial
conditions problem can be solved by a Laplace transform.
Therefore, the equation of motion for the retarded Green

function’s Laplace transform ®g,, (x,x,s) is given by

82@Ret 2,20\ (& / /
e §°n5(8)Opet(x, X', s) = 8(x —x'),  (10)
with n,(s) the refraction index at the point x:
n(s)=1+ a)l%léz,x(s)C(x). (11)

The last equation is valid for every spatial dependence on
the material properties and also for every configuration of
boundaries. For a given material’s distribution C(x), the
boundary conditions are determined through integrating the
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equation. [It is worth noting that the Laplace transform @Ret
turns out to be the Green function associated to the
operator 38—;2 — s2n2(s).]

Once we have obtained G, in the s-space, we can
2o back to the coordinate retarded Green function Gy, via
the Laplace antitransform (or Mellin’s formula; see
Refs. [38,39]).

Therefore, the field operator can be written in terms of
the Laplace transform of the retarded Green function:

) NG
¢§é>()€, l) = —/dk<> &k(to)e_’("kIU

WDy

I+ico
X / d—s.e“'(’_’(’)(s — iwy)
!

—ico 2ri
x/dx’@Ret(x,x’,s)e"k"'. (12)

1
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To find the Green function @Ret, we use the technique
found in Ref. [40], where the Green function of the Sturm-
Liouville differential equation can be obtained from two
solutions of the associated homogeneous equation, each
one satisfying the boundary conditions on each side of the
interval where the variable takes values. Then, we perform
a spatial integration for the general case of an arbitrary
number of interfaces. Finally, analyzing the complex-
analytical properties given by the poles configuration,
the long-time (steady) operator for this contribution can
be worked out exactly by assuming causality as the only
physical requirement. This entire laborious task can be
found in Appendix B, where it is shown that the final and
most general expression for the long-time operator is
given by

W) = 4~ = [ an H “04(—00) [ MO (k) B (x) + HO(—k) (B, (x))']

Dy

+ [time- and space-independent oscillatory term)]. (13)

The first term of this expression is exactly the one
suggested as an ansatz in the steady situation in Ref. [41],
based on the solution obtained for the dissipationless
material case in Ref. [42]. This also includes and confirms
the result shown in Ref. [25] for the initial condition
contribution in the case of a single delta plate (which
verifies the ansatz of Ref. [41]). It also includes the case of
one thick plate analyzed in Ref. [39]. In fact, this demon-
stration proves the general case based on the canonical
quantization scheme, extending to a wide variety of
situations. The functions ®Z;, correspond to the modified
modes for positive frequencies while ($=,,)* are the modes
for the negative ones. The dynamical appearance and
physics of these modes from a transient stage to a steady
situation were mentioned briefly in Ref. [25] and examined
more deeply in Ref. [21], although in the 3 4 1 electro-
magnetic Lifshitz problem (two parallel half-spaces sepa-
rated by a distance) analyzed in that work there were no
modified modes at all. Here we have the same result for the
Lifshitz problem of a 1 4 1 scalar field. Clearly, the physics
are the same. The modified modes appear in situations
where there is an infinite-size dissipationless region, since
the free fluctuation of the quantum field prevails over the
dissipation in the finite regions occupied by materials,
achieving a nonvanishing steady contribution at the long-
time limit. Inversely, if there is no infinite-size dissipation-
less region, the initial conditions’ contribution vanishes at
the long-time limit, since dissipation overcomes free

fluctuation in finite regions and the contribution is
damped.

The second term, which is oscillatory and also time (and
space) independent, will have no relevance on the calcu-
lation of the energy-momentum tensor expectation values
since it involves time and space derivatives of the field
operator.

As a final comment for this section, it is worth noting
that the present demonstration is valid for every material
represented by a refraction index n, which enters the
Laplace transform of the retarded Green function via
Eq. (10). Then, the deduction only stands on the Green
function’s properties, but without any restriction on the
material model in addition to causality and physical
consistency (which implies poles with nonpositive real
parts). The information about the material is indeed
contained in the specific form of the refraction index,
which is the result of the interaction between the materials
and the quantum field. Here, as it happens in Ref. [39], this
is related to the definition of the susceptibility function y,
obtained from solving the Heisenberg equations of motion
for the material’s degrees of freedom (volume elements
plus thermal baths). In the CTP-integral formulation of
Ref. [25] (and Ref. [20] for the electromagnetic version),
the refraction index is directly related to the dissipation
kernel generated by the material. However, as we have
seen, the fact that the initial conditions’ contribution does
not vanish in the steady regime is more related to the
existence of the infinite-size dissipationless regions rather
than the material properties.
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B. Long-time limit of volume elements’ contribution

Now, we consider the field operator’s contribution
associated to the volume elements. Since this contribution
contains the volume elements’ initial conditions
{7:(t9), p<(y)}, the operator of this part always acts on
the volume elements’ Hilbert spaces. These operators can
always be expressed in terms of the annihilation and
creation operators:

1 ~t A
Fo(ty) = —=—= (b} (¢ by (1)),
rx( 0) \/m( 0,x< 0) + 0,x( 0))

Pulto) = iy [752B4 1 (t0) = boo(10)). (14)

We can write this contribution as split in terms of the
annihilation and creation operators of each volume
element, gy (x,1) = (%j)(x, 1) + qAbE\_) (x, 7). From Eq. (8),
we have

N drneC(x') ~
P (x.1) = - dx'ﬁbo,x’(fo)
t .
X / dt Gre(x, X't = 1) (G (1 — 15)
)
— iy Gy(1' — 10)), (15)

where, for simplicity, we have omitted the spatial labels on
the volume elements’ properties, such as the parameters
(frequency, mass and density), or Green functions of the
material (G4 ,). However, all the calculations will be valid
considering this spatial dependence.

Again, the crucial point is to deduce the long-time limit
for this operator contribution. The Green function can be
written in terms of its Laplace transform and analyzing the
poles configuration. The steady expression can be obtained
by only involving assumptions related to causality. This
work is realized at Appendix C. Therefore, the long-time
limit (¢, - —o0) of the operator is

N A (4).00 1 4dzneC(x') »
P (x. 1) = P = ) dx/mbo.x’(—oo)’

(16)

which is a time- and space-independent operator.

At first glance, it is clear that the presence of the material
distribution C(x") causes the integration to be over the
regions containing material.

However, since the energy-momentum tensor is con-
structed from expectation values of binary products of the
field operator derivatives, the time and space independence
of the long-time limit of the field operator means that the
volume elements do not contribute in the steady situation
for the physical dynamical quantities of interest. This is
clearly in accordance with the results obtained in
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Refs. [20,21,25] for different situations. This also shows
how the approximation considered in Refs. [41,43], in
which this contribution was discarded, is not correct at the
operator level but turns out to be valid when calculating
energy-momentum tensor expectation values.

As a final comment, it should be noted that the behavior
of the volume elements’ contribution and the fact that it
does not join the steady situation are directly related to the
material model considered. The dissipative dynamics of
each volume element, considered effectively as a quantum
Brownian particle, makes the contribution vanish at the
long-time limit. Nevertheless, if the material model for the
volume elements were taken to be quantum systems with
nondissipative dynamics, then a contribution in the steady
situation would be present. This will be the case for the
contribution of the baths in the next section. Moreover, this
is also the case if, for example, we set the dissipation
parameter y, equal to zero, i.e., if we set every coupling
constant between the baths and the volume elements equal
to zero. The permittivity will be plasmalike and, in addition
to the pole at s = 0, two more poles with zero real part
(s = £iwy) will contribute to the volume elements’ field
operator at the steady situation. For the Drude model, the
situation goes back to the case in which s = 0 is the only
pole, although the expression of the long-time limit of the
field operator changes slightly.

C. Long-time limit of thermal baths’ contribution

From Eq. (8), the baths’ contribution is given by

t
by (x.1) = —/ dt’/dx’(siRet(x,x’,t— " )4rneC(x")
)
x /’ deGy(1 — ) LT =10). (17)
fo m
In contrast with how we proceeded for the other
contributions, the full expression can be worked out
now, instead of considering the annihilation contribution
separately. However, the same methodological approach as
for the other two contributions can be implemented. The
crucial point is that, due to the dissipationless dynamics of
the harmonic oscillators of the baths, the long-time limit of
the solution is an operator that depends on both time and
space. This work is shown in detail in Appendix D, with the
conclusion that the long-time contribution in this case reads

Pp(x.1) = ¢ (x.1) = / x/M

m

todw . —
x/_oo Ee"“”za)Gz(a))

A

X Ope (1.5, @) FY (o), (18)

which has exactly the same form as the expression achieved
in Ref. [19] for the EM field using a stochastic electrody-
namics framework for the (quantum) Lifshitz problem.
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It is also clear that the presence of the matter distribution
C means that the spatial integration is catried out over the
regions occupied by the material bodies, which in fact can
be inhomogeneous since the local properties of the material
can change in each point of space. This is why the
integration over x’ contains every factor in the rhs, to
eventually consider inhomogeneous materials. This last
expression also has the time and space dependence sug-
gested in Refs. [41,43] for the so-called Langevin con-
tribution associated to the baths and consisting in outgoing
waves from the material bodies. This last feature is verified
through the time dependence, while the space dependence
is correctly supported by the spatial dependence of the
field’s retarded Green function transform Gpg.,.

As a final comment to this section, it is clear that the
transform of the stochastic force operator at the long-time

limit F} () contains a limit on 7, that seems to be
oscillatory; however this will not enter the correlation
expectation values of this operator, which are governed
by the QBM theory.

IV. CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE
ENERGY-MOMENTUM TENSOR

Finally, we have determined the long-time expressions
for each part of the field operator, given in Egs. (13), (16),
and (18). Therefore, for t, — —oo, the field operator reads

x,1) = ¢¥(x, 1) = PR(x, ) @I Bl + 1, ® dX ® [
+1, ® Iy ® ¢F(x, 1), (19)

where we have stressed the fact that the volume elements’
field operator in the steady situation does not depend on the
spatial or temporal coordinates.

It is worth noting that a similar separation was consid-
ered, without rigorous demonstration, in Refs. [41,43]
about the field operator in the steady situation. In both

|
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works, the field operator does not contain any contribution
from the volume elements. Based on the dissipative
dynamics of the volume elements and the relaxation of
its degrees of freedom, it is assumed that in the steady
situation c?),"f = 0. Here we show that this is not true and
what happens is that ¢< is in fact independent of the
spacetime coordinates. However, this has no direct impli-
cations on the calculation of the energy-momentum tensor
expectation values and forces, as we shall see, so the results
of Refs. [41,43] are correct. As we certainly have
9,¢% =0, this implies that 9, = 0,4 ® I, ® I+
Iy @I, ® 8ﬂ$§°. It is worth noting that the derivative of
the initial conditions’ contribution to the last expression
makes the time- and space-independent terms contained in
@R vanish [see Eq. (13)].

Then, the expectation value of the components of the
energy-momentum tensor operator at the steady situation
will not contain any contribution of the volume elements
independently of its initial state, which is in agreement with
the results obtained by putting g;,’zjif =0 from the very
beginning.

In the quantum theory, the expectation values of the
energy-momentum tensor involve the correlation of the
derivatives, which are the expectation values of sym-
metrized products. Therefore, for the components of the
energy-momentum tensor operator we have

A 1 1 A A
T;w(x(lf’ tO) = (5[‘75;1 - En;wnm) E (8y¢(xtly)aa¢(x(1;)

+0.9(x7)0,B(x7)), (20)

where we have stressed the dependence of these quantities
on the initial time 7.

Therefore, the long-time limit of the components is
straightforward:

T,w(x?’ to) = fﬁ(XT) = T}S'w(x?) QIa®lg+1; Iy ® Tféw(x(f)
1 | RN - N A
+ (5//511(1 - 2’7;41/’77(1) 5 [ayd)f.é(xllf) ® l]A ® aa¢]°3° (xtl)—) + aad’?é(xlly) ® l]A ® 87¢103° (x(lr)

+ 02 (x]) ® Iy ® 0,05 (x7) + 9,2 (x]) ® I ® 0, (x9)]. (21)

As the derivatives of the baths’ contribution to the
field operator are obviously linear in the annihilation
and creation operators of the baths and we are consid-
ering a thermal initial density matrix for the baths, we
have that its expectation values are zero, i.e.,
(0,¢% (x7))p = Trg(pp ® T5:°(x7)) = 0. This makes
the expectation values of the second line of the last
equation zero, independently of the field’s initial state

[

considered. Hence, the expectation values of the com-
ponents of the energy-momentum tensor read

(T (D) = (T2 () + (TR (f))s. (22)

where (...) on the lhs is the quantum expectation value
over the total Hilbert space H, while (...), and (...)g

on the rhs are the quantum expectation values on the
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parts of the total Hilbert space associated to the field
(Hy) and to the baths (Hy), respectively.

Moreover, the last equation constitutes a generalization of
the expression considered in Ref. [43] for the calculation of
the pressure and also is in agreement with the separation of
contributions deduced in Refs. [20,25] for different specific
situations studied through a functional integral approach. It
is worth noting that in this case the thermal state of the baths
ensures separation, regardless of the field’s initial state.
However, the same splitting can be achieved if the field has
an initial thermal state, regardless of the state of the baths.

It is clear that the agreement between the calculations in
Refs. [41,43] (which mistakenly assume no contribution
from the volume elements to the field operator) and the
present ones relies on the fact that the physical quantities
of interest are constructed from derivatives of the field
operator. In this sense, if the field correlation could be
measured directly, both approaches would differ due to the
presence of the terms independent of the coordinates that
would enter the field correlation, making the latter finally
also depend on the volume elements’ initial state.

As a final comment, it is important to note that here
we are obtaining the splitting in the long-time regime, i.e.,
as a result of (and after) the dynamical transient evolution
from an uncorrelated and noninteracting initial situation.
Thus, the steady state achieved is closely related with the
establishment of a nonequilibrium energy exchange at a
constant (time-independent) rate between the different parts

|

drneC(x")
m

0,05 (x.0) = [ av

e 2T
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of the total system (see Ref. [44] for a similar analysis on a
system characterized by a Langevin equation of motion).
In this sense, an analog splitting in a steady situation was
found in Ref. [45] by assuming a stationary regime in the
implementation of a steady canonical quantization scheme.
However, this is not deduced from an initial conditions’
problem, because the steadiness assumption is crucial for
the calculations and limits this approach to the case of
thermal states. On the other hand, our present approach,
without assuming a steady situation, gives the correct
framework to include arbitrary quantum states and address
more general scenarios in a consistent physical way.

A. Thermal baths’ contribution to the
energy-momentum tensor

We start by calculating the contribution to the expect-
ation values of the energy-momentum tensor associated to
the thermal baths, given by the second term in Eq. (22):

4B, (.0 a 1 a
(1=0p)s = (0,87 = )

1 10/ 0 100 ( 0
X §<{87¢B (xl)’aa¢B (xl)}>B7 (23)
where {A,B} = AB+BA is the anticommutator of the
operators A and B.

Considering Eq. (18), the derivative can be written as

+oo / Ly — — Z00
/ do i/ Gy(w)e ! [5ﬂ0(—iw’)®Ret(x,x’, ') +5,'0,Ope(x, ¥, a)’)} Fo (o). (24)

Therefore, the expectation value of the product of derivatives involves the correlation of the stochastic force operators.
These expectation values can be obtained from the definitions of the noise kernel and the stochastic force operator in

Egs. (A7) and (A9), as done in Ref. [43]:

{FS (@), F3(a")})p = (27)6(x' -

Y (2“” coth (ﬂBT“’> 5w + o). (25)

Ui

Due to the delta functions, we obtain for the expectation value in the rhs of Eq. (23)

(0,05 (). 005 .0 = [ @R C) [ dwa?lGofw2n” com(P2)

2

o]

X [570(—ia))@Ret(x, X, ) + 5y18x@Ret(x, X, a))]

X [5,101'0)@?{5[()6,)(’, ) + 6{,18x@§et(x, X', a))} (26)

Considering Eq. (A6), it can be easily proved that w7(w) = 2% J (w). Moreover, from the definition of the refractive index
below Eq. (10) and given a cutoff function without poles for the spectral density J(w), it can be shown that

w07 (0)|Gy (o) = 2Re(n)Im(n), (27)
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which is valid for every odd spectral density for any type of environment, in agreement with the results found in Ref. [43].
Finally, for the expectation value of the components of the energy-momentum tensor, we have

(T () = / dx'C(x') /_ :° dw2a’Re(n,)Im(n,) coth <Bz“’>

) <[5ﬂ0(_iw)@Ret (x7 xl’ a)) + 5ﬂlax@Ret (x7 xl’ (1))] [5u0iw@l§et (X, xl’ w) + 5u18x@§et<x7 x/7 (1))]

2

which does not depend on the time coordinate. On the other
hand, there is still a spatial dependence in principle.
Moreover, it should be noted that in the last expression
we have included spatial labels for the material properties,
denoting that the result is also valid for inhomogeneous
materials.

This contribution of the baths to the energy-momentum
tensor is in fact the 1+ 1 scalar version and also the
generalization (in terms of boundaries and inhomogeneity
properties) of the expressions found in Refs. [19-21,24,
25,39,41,43], but this time deduced from a full canonical
quantum procedure.

B. Initial conditions’ contribution to the
energy-momentum tensor

We can now calculate the contribution to the energy-
momentum tensor resulting from the initial conditions.
With the aim of calculating the expectation values of the
products of derivatives of the field operator, for simplicity
we rewrite Eq. (13) as

i (x.1)
1]z ,

— [ k| ] -cope o) +al -oopev @y
k

+ [time- and space-independent oscillatory term], (29)

(F1C (x, ) Yo = / dk— Re[(8,(—iwy) B, + 5,BL)(5,%w,) (B,)" +5,1(2,)") -

Wy

1 — _
= 5 1@’ [Bre(x. X', @) 2 = |0, Bger(x, X', ) |2]> : (28)

|
where we have to consider that ®;(x) = ¢, (x) for k > 0,
O, (x) = (P, (x))* for k <0, and @ = |k|.

This way, the derivative of the field operator is
obtained in a straightforward fashion by considering that
Dy le™ 1 (x)] = €74 (6, (i) By (x) + 5,1 B} (x)):

040 = [ ax [wiljE[m(—oo>e-"wkf<6,,0<—iwk>¢>k<x>
18,10, (1)) + 8 (—00) e (8,Viany (B, (x))*
18, (®}(0))")]. (30)
At

Considering that ({a;(—c0),a},(~ 00)})y = ({ak(—00),
ay(—o0)})y = 2(ar(—o0)ay(—0)); and also that
({ai(=o0). ap(=o0)})y = 2@ (=c0)ap (=00)), + 8(k—
k) = ({a;(—o0), &L(—oo)})Z, we obtain the expectation
values of the components of the energy-momentum tensor:

(TIC (a0)), = (PIS=(x, )y + TSe(xf), (31
where <?},S’°°(x1)>),§ac corresponds to the contribution
associated entirely to vacuum fluctuations at zero temper-
ature, which is always present, state and (at least) time
independent, and is given by

M

5 (0F| ®* -

[P (32)

while 75%(x7) corresponds to the specific contribution for the given initial state we consider for the field:

TS () — / dk / dK’ L}kla)k/]%ZRe[(Ezk(—oo)&k/(—oo))¢e‘

ot ont](5,0(—iwg) Py + 8, ©}) (8, (~iwy) By +6,' D))

! % P i(wp—w,
+ Enyu(wkwk’q)kq)k’ + q);(q);(/)] + <aZ(—oo)ak/(—oo)>¢e (@x—wy)t

x (8,10 @y + 8,' 1) (8,° (—iwy ) (Dp)* + 6, (P)")

which in principle depends on all the spacetime coordinates.

1 7\ k !
- E”ﬂp(wkwk’(¢k>*@k’ — (@) P11, (33)
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All in all, depending on the initial state considered for the
field, the different expectation values of the components of
the energy-momentum tensor, which are expressed as the
sum of a state-independent expectation value (correspond-
ing to the vacuum fluctuations at zero temperature) and a
state-dependent term. For this last term, two important
cases to consider are thermal and squeezed initial states.

1. Thermal and continuum-single-mode squeezed states

By considering a thermal initial state for the field,
characterized by a temperature , = 1/T, the expectation
values of the products of annihilation and creation
operators that appear in Eq. (33) can be calculated
straightforwardly:

(a(~00)ay(~00))y = N(wp)s(k = k). (34)

where N(wy) = is the boson occupation number,

i.e., the Bose-Einstein distribution.

In this case, 75(x{) simplifies to give the same
integral as (?L?,’m(xl)>¥ac but containing 2N (w;) in the
integrand. In other words, 75¢(x{) turns out to be the
thermal correction for the vacuum fluctuations at zero
temperature, which is the expected result. Therefore,
considering that coth(ﬂ"’%) =1+ 2N(wy), we have for

Eq. (31)

(T3=(x7))g
AIC.0 T,
= (1> (x1)),’
1 Byor 0(_; e
= dkw_kCOth T Re (5” (—la)k)@k—i—&ﬂ @k)

. * % Um
(6 o) + 3, (@) = "2 (@Rl - 2y)

(35)
!

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 95, 025009 (2017)

which is, at least, a time-independent expression also. The
dependence on the spatial coordinate is determined for each
configuration through the introduction of the appropriate
mode functions ;.

Considering a continuum-single-mode squeezed state
for the field characterized by a squeezing parameter
E(k) = |E(k)|e*™®) (see Refs. [1,46]),

(k) = &7t dEwai-c W) o) (36)

and the expectation values of the products of annihilation
and creation operators, we have

(ay(~c0)ay (~o0)), = €W sinh (|(k)|)
x cosh (|E(K))S(k —K),  (37)

(@ (=00)ay (~o0)), = sinh?(|£(k))5(k — k). (38)

In this case, the term of 75:¢(x{) associated to (a'a)
combines with (775 (x, ))* because of the delta function
S(k—k'). For the other term, §(k — k') simplifies the
expression, but the results are both space and time
dependent.

Considering that 1+ 2sinh?(|&(k)|) = cosh (2|£(k)|) and
2sinh (|£(k)|) cosh (|E(k)|) = sinh (2]£(k)|), we finally
have

7IC,00 ( .0 _ AIC, 0 Squeezed Squeezed ;
(T (7)) g = (T (x1)), ™ + T (x),  (39)

where the (at least) time-independent expectation value is
given by

e , 1 , . . oM
(IS (x)g " = [ e -cosh Ik Re (5,2 B+, 0}) (6, (1) -+, (0)°) =5 (R 02~ 94

and the second term is

2
(40)

1 )
Tl (x) = - / dk -sinh (21(k) )Re [e”/’(k)e_’z“’k’[(6,,0(—ia)k)<l>k +8,'0)(8,0(—ioy) Py + 5,' D))

1
+ 5 M (@307 + BP)]).

(41)

This last expression can be taken one step further through time averaging. For these steady quantities defined at the

long-time limit, the time average for a quantity A is given by
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1 [7/2
((A)), = lim — drA(7). (42)
T—>+00 T —7/2

Therefore, for the time dependence in the integrand of
Tigucezed’ we have <<€_i2m"’t>>t _ limr—>+oo sin(wg7) _ 0 for

T

k # 0and ((1)), = 1 for k = 0. However, for this last case,
Tiﬂueezed

the rest of the integrand of vanishes since ®; is
given by sums of e*’**, Finally, we obtain

(T "), = 0. (43)

It should be noted that this result is due to the oscillatory
time dependence for every k. If the modes have another
dependence, this last time average could be different from
zero. However, for boundary conditions on the spatial
coordinate only, the time dependence is in general oscil-
latory for a field in dielectric media and, therefore, the time
average vanishes.

All in all, for both cases, after taking the time average,
the expectation value of the energy-momentum tensor can
be written as

((T= (D))t

= /dkig(k)Re[(éﬂO(—iwk)% +6,'®})
D

X (évoiwk(q)k)* + 51/1(@;()*)
U
— 2 (@Rl - ;)] (44)

having & (k) = coth(@) for a thermal state and &(k) =
cosh (2|£(k)]|) for a squeezed state. It should be noted that
other initial states could provide another time and space
dependence for the expectation values of the components
of the energy-momentum tensor, complicating the time-
average procedure and opening a new type of formula for
the force. The case of continuum-single-mode squeezed
states, given the expectation values for annihilation and
creation operators, turns out to be very simple as we will
see in the next section. Due to the time average, the forces
for thermal and continuum-single-mode squeezed states
can be written as particular cases of the last expression.
Similar results can be obtained for the case of continuum-
two-mode squeezed states characterized by a frequency Q
(see Ref. [1] for the quantum state), which after time
averaging the expressions results in basically the same
result. On the other hand, other initial states, as con-
tinuum-coherent states for example, would present more
complicated expressions, including double integration
over the frequency, since the expectation values for the
products of annihilation and creation operators do not
include a Dirac delta function §(k — k).

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 95, 025009 (2017)

V. CASIMIR FORCE FOR FINITE WIDTH
PLATES CONFIGURATION

Once we have given expressions for the expectation
values of the components of the energy-momentum oper-
ator, we proceed to calculate the Casimir force between two
homogeneous plates of finite width d and different materi-
als (n; and ny for the left and right plates, respectively)
separated by a distance a. With this aim, to calculate the
force over one of the plates we subtract the field’s pressures
on each side of the plate. In our case, the pressure is
given by the expectation value of the xx component of the
energy-momentum tensor operator. Moreover, as this
expectation value splits into two contributions, the same
is true for the Casimir force (as it happens in
Refs. [20,21,24,25,37,39,41,43]). Therefore, we have

A

FC = <Txx>EXt - <Txx>1m
= (PP 4+ ()5 - (G — (2
= F¢ + Fg, (45)

where the superscript “Int” denotes the region of the
vacuum gap between the plates and “Ext” denotes the
region outside the plates’ configuration adjacent to
the respective plate under consideration. It is clear that
in the last expression, for the initial conditions’ contribution
to the energy-momentum tensor, we are considering the
time-averaged expression given in Eq. (44).

Considering Eqs. (28) and (44), for the full calculation of
each contribution, we need both the mode functions
(or homogeneous solutions) ¢ and the transform of the
Green function ®g,, for the two-plates configuration. These
expressions are given in Appendix E. Then, we can easily
calculate the contribution to the Casimir force acting on the
left plate when the field is in a thermal or continuum-single-
mode squeezed state through Egs. (44) and (45), obtaining

+o0
%M¢m=¢ ARG ()1 + [RZ? + |T_e
C7 P = D2l = |CZal2 = 1D,
(46)

which is an extension of the results found in Refs. [41-43,
47]. The explicit dependence on g denotes that the same
expression is valid for both thermal and squeezed states.
Nevertheless, while for the former, & (k) is always an even
function, for the latter, an even & (k) is required for an even
£(k), which was assumed for obtaining the last result.

It should be noted that due to the dissipation present in
this scenario, |[R”, |> + |T_y|> # 1 and |r;|* + |1;]*> # 1.

For the contribution of the baths, employing the last
expressions and replacing them in Eq. (28) to obtain the
contribution as Eq. (45) states, it is straightforward to
obtain
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2

+oo I 1
Fela.d. Py . Per] = / dwg|T—iw|2 [COth [ﬁB’Lw] i +2 |
0 8 |n |

e (=

X [[(1 = ruree) (1= 1 1) =y, ref? e = (1= rurge™)(r, = r,, ) + resf €204
P D21 = 7, 9] + 28 )Im| (2R — 1) (1 = ryree)(1 = r,, )

=y rRIEEPON(L = e ™) (rp = )+ it e o+ [ P(1 4 [rr [P, )])

+ coth [

2 |”R|2

x Im[rnR(eiz‘”Re("RM _ 1)])] )

Therefore, considering the last expression and Eq. (46),
the nonequilibrium force experienced by the left plate of a
Casimir configuration is given by

Fcla.d, F.Per.Per] = FSla,d. §) + FEla.d, g 1. Per]-

(48)

All in all, this is the Casimir force for a nonequilibrium
scenario consisting of two plates of finite width d and
different materials. It is, in fact, the generalization of
the results found in Refs. [41,43]. As it happens in those
situations, it is expected that our new result is regularized
by the dependence of the reflection coefficient on k, which
ensures convergence by including a natural cutoff in the
model considered.

Moreover, two important limit cases can be recovered
from this general expression. One is the force for the case of
materials without dissipation (real frequency-independent
refractive indexes) and the other one is the Lifshitz formula,
which is the force between two half-spaces (infinite
width) at thermal equilibrium. Appendix F is devoted to
showing how these results can be recovered from our
general nonequilibrium expressions.

VI. COMPARISON BETWEEN CASIMIR FORCES
FOR THERMAL AND SQUEEZED STATES

We have calculated the Casimir force between two finite
width plates in Egs. (46), (47), and (48) for both situations,
when the initial state for the field is thermal or squeezed,
while the baths at each point of the plates are always
characterized by a proper temperature. Therefore, the
comparisons between both cases and between our result
and previous ones are mandatory. Although we have
general formulas valid even for the case of different
temperatures in each slab, in the present work we focus
on the comparison between different states of the field,
while keeping the same temperature on both plates (and
equal to the temperature of the field when considering the
thermal state for it). For simplicity, analyzing full non-
equilibrium scenarios, including different temperatures

ﬁB,Rw] ng + 1] {1 RN

] (Re(ng) (21004 — 1)[1 — |1, [2] — 21m(n)

(47)

|
between the parts and squeezed states, is left as pending
future work.

In a previous work [35], the Casimir force between
perfect conductor plates was calculated when the EM field
was in a squeezed state. Given the perfect material, the
plates enter as boundary conditions on the quantum field.
As the material of the plates does not present any internal
dynamics, the system of interest (the field) is not an open
system for this case.

Therefore, the quantization of the system is based
directly on quantizing the modes of the field, confined
to the space between the plates. This implies that only a
Hilbert space for the field is required for the corresponding
quantum theory.

As the field is confined in the transverse direction to the
plates, the transverse component of the wave vector of each
mode is discretized. Then, this is inherited by the eigenfre-
quencies of the problem. As in our calculation, the squeezed
state enters when computing the expectation values of
products of the creation and annihilation operators. This
results in the factor cosh(2|&,,|), equivalent to ours but
logically discretized due to the allowed modes for this
idealized case (with the subscript m as the label of the
discrete modes here). This was done in Ref. [35] in which, for
simplicity, one of the cases analyzed was to take a constant
squeezing for all the modes, &,, = £ for every m. Therefore,
the factor cosh(2|&,,|) is a constant and the force turns out to
be the well-known Casimir’s result times cosh(2|£]).

In our case, we are considering a one-dimensional scalar
field instead of a full EM field. However, the respective
limit of perfect conductors can be addressed from our
general formulas. The first step is to erase any internal
dynamics in order to remove the dissipation from the result.
As mentioned in the first section of Appendix F, this is
achieved by setting 7; (@) = 0 (which gives Fg = 0) and
taking the zeroth order of the permittivity functions.
Therefore, the Casimir force is given by the initial con-
ditions’ contribution only through Eq. (F4). For the case
of an initial squeezed state, we have to put (k) =
cosh(2|&(k)|). If we also impose a constant squeezing
for all the modes, we obtain
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“+00
Feladu = consl, s = cosn(2l) [ dMP—
0

= cosh(2)¢)) F*™°

where F ?”:0 [@, d]|no Diss 18 the Casimir force between two
slabs of materials without dissipation at zero temperature,
which is in agreement with Ref. [47].

This result is analog to the one obtained in Ref. [35] but
to the case of two slabs of materials without dissipation.
Moreover, for the case of perfect-conductor plates, follow-
ing the procedure given in Ref. [42] for the respective
limit (analyzing the behavior of the integrand), it can be

easily shown that F ?:0 [a, d]|xo piss €an be reduced to the
corresponding expression for the Casimir force between
perfect conductors. Therefore, the one-dimensional scalar
version of the result given in Ref. [35] is fully achieved.

Nevertheless, considering constant squeezing for all the
modes of the field is too idealized. On the one hand, in
cavity QED, it is usual to consider that in perfect conductor
cavities, only one of the discrete modes of the field is
squeezed [30-33]. On the other hand, in our case, the cavity
is formed by dielectric slabs, so it is reasonable to expect
that the squeezing is not limited to a unique mode. If we
want to squeeze one mode of frequency €, we expect to
effectively squeeze this mode but also the modes around
it contained in a bandwidth o centered in €. We assume
for simplicity that the squeezing parameter £(k) for all
the modes contained in the bandwidth (for
Qy —§ < k < Q) +9)is the same and given by 1/ (there
are no significant changes in the analysis if we choose for
the squeezing const/s, such that const is any real number).
This choice is made because we want the squeezing
parameter &, as a function of k, to recover a squeezed state
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e (1 + |r]?) + |tR]*(1 + [ [?)]
i2a)a|2

|1 — rorre

(49)

|

only for the mode Q, when the bandwidth ¢ approaches 0.
In other words, we are demanding that &(k) — 6(k — Q)
when ¢ — 0, in such a way that Eq. (36) results in a
squeezed state only for the frequency €, Accordingly,
comparing the initial conditions’ contributions for a
squeezed state with this squeezing distribution &, o (k)
and for a thermal state with T, = 300K (room temper-
ature), and considering ohmic thermal baths in both cases,
we obtain Fig. 1(a) for different values of Q as a function
of o (see Ref. [37]).

As it can be seen, the curves in Fig. 1(a) are always
below 1, implying that the contribution for the squeezed
state is always greater than for the thermal state for any
values of ¢ and €. This is expected because the presence
of the factor cosh(2|£(k)|) in the integrand, combined with
the chosen squeezing distribution, makes the integration
unfold, but all the frequencies keep contributing to the
value of the integral. For the frequencies outside the
bandwidth ¢ centered at Q, we have that cosh(2|&(k)|) =
1 since £(k) = 0, while for the frequencies belonging to the
bandwidth, cosh(2|£(k)|) takes a constant value greater
than 1. Therefore, the final value of the initial conditions’
contribution for the squeezed state is greater than that for
the thermal state.

However, as the bandwidth becomes larger, the value of
the squeezing given by 1/6 becomes smaller. Therefore, for
large o, the squeezing approaches zero and the value of the
contribution for the squeezed state gets closer to the thermal
value. At first glance, this seems natural since the initial

Ho TR
/'//. —,,
0.8 '// ”’,;;
J/ 4;"
! Vi
S 0 6 'I ";I
3£ 0. / /;
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& & / ‘;,
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(a) Ratio of the initial conditions’ contributions for a thermal state with T, = 300K and a continuum-single-mode squeezed

state as a function of the bandwidth ¢ for different values of the center frequency €, (compared with the plasma frequency wp,). (b) Ratio
of the total forces for a thermal state with 7y = 300K and a continuum-single-mode squeezed state as a function of ¢ for different Q’s.

Parameters are yp g = 107! /a; wy; = 10/a; wp; = 10/a; d/a = 10%*; a = 100nm, and ¢ is given in units of a.
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conditions’ contribution at zero temperature results from
setting § =1 for every k But, in our case, we are
comparing the contribution for a squeezed state with the
value for a thermal one with T, = 300K instead of zero
temperature. However, the integrand of the initial condi-
tions’ contribution does not change significantly for
different values of temperature because k[l + |R”;,|*+
|T—ik|2 - |C:‘k|2 - |Di,’k|2 - |Cf,‘k‘2 - |Dfik|2] in Eq (46)
is different from zero when the thermal factor coth(%) is
close to 1. This means that the initial conditions’ contri-
bution is insensitive to the chosen temperature. Thus, the
ratio between the initial conditions’ contributions for a
thermal state with 7, = 300K and for a squeezed state with
large bandwidth ¢ (which approaches the result with
Ty = 0K) is logically close to 1.

A similar argument also explains the fact that the curves
in Fig. 1(a) are not ordered according to their values of €
for the values of 6 shown in the figure. The point is that for
a fixed o, different values of €, enhance (through the
squeezing factor) different parts of the spectrum of the
integrand. Therefore, the final value of the contribution to
the force strongly depends on the chosen €, for a narrow
bandwidth 6. However, for large o, the enhanced parts of
the integrand are very similar, independently of the chosen
value of €y, and the final value of the contributions
approach it and get ordered according to it. This can be
seen at the end of the curves. This was checked also for
higher values of o.

On the other hand, the behavior of the curves for very
small ¢ is explained by another feature of the squeezing
distribution £(k). As the bandwidth becomes narrower, the
contribution for the modes inside it gets greatly enhanced
since the squeezing parameter is given by 1/6. Therefore,
although the number of enhanced modes is lower, its
contributions to the integral grow strongly. Therefore,
the final contributions to the force also grow, getting
numerically divergent values when the bandwidth
approaches zero. Therefore, the ratio for the contributions
of the force in the different situations tends to zero.
However, it should be noted that this is in fact a numerical
limitation instead of a correct result. The limit of ¢ — 0 is
well defined analytically. As we mentioned before, the
choice of the squeezing distribution was to describe an
imperfect squeezing of a mode of frequency €2, charac-
terized by a bandwidth o, in such a way that the perfect
squeezing on the mode €2, only could be obtained through
the limit of null bandwidth. If we like to obtain this result,
we should go to Eq. (36) and set £(k) = 6(k — Q). Then,
the full calculation of the initial conditions’ contribution is
straightforward, obtaining that it corresponds to the evalu-
ation of the integrand at Eq. (46) on the chosen frequency
Qg, which a well-defined finite result. It is clear that this
value strongly depends on the chosen frequency; however it
remains always finite.
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Beyond all these features, although the final value of the
initial conditions’ contribution to the force seems to vary
significantly, it does for a small interval of o (approxi-
mately until 0,75 in units of a for the given curves). Then, it
seems to be insensitive to the changes of ¢ for a wide range
of values. This is because we are comparing the initial
conditions’ contributions only. However, while the baths’
contributions to the total force (based on the expelled field
by the materials of the plates) tends to separate the plates,
the initial conditions’ contribution tends to attract them.
Then, the total force results from a subtraction which is
more sensitive to the changes of o. This is observed in
Fig. 1(b), where the approach to an asymptotic value (also
from below) of the ratio of the total forces for the squeezed
and thermal states occurs for values of ¢ four orders of
magnitude larger (until 350 in units of a approximately).

It should be noted that for the baths in each plate, the
temperatures were all equal to 300K. Thus, for the thermal
case, the total force is the one at thermal equilibrium.

Contrary to what we have when comparing the initial
conditions’ contributions separately, the curves are ordered
by the value of €. For the large-o behavior, the asymptotic
value is close to 1 but it is not equal to it. This shows that
the ratio of the total forces is sensitive to the chosen
temperature. On the other hand, the behavior of the curves
for small ¢ presents the same troubles that were mentioned
for the other figure. Again, the limit ¢ — O can be studied
analytically.

All in all, the ratio between the total forces when the
initial conditions’ contributions are different seems to allow
tuning the force by modifying the squeezing properties (the
bandwidth ¢ and the frequency €;) of the field state in a
wide range of values. As the ratio is smaller than 1, the
tuning could intensify the (always attractive) total force
from a minimum value defined by the temperature of the
plates.

VII. FINAL REMARKS

In this work we have studied several aspects of the
Casimir forces in different out-of-equilibrium situations,
analyzing the magnitude and elucidating the steady dynam-
ics at different nontrivial scenarios for the chosen model.

Specifically, from a conceptual point of view, we have
achieved a well-defined and consistent approach for the
study of the Casimir forces at completely general scenarios.
We developed a first-principles canonical quantization
formalism for the study of the interaction between a
quantum scalar field and dissipative-material polarizable
bodies. These are locally modeled as complex quantum
systems in each point of space, formed by quantum
harmonic oscillators describing the volume elements of
the polarizable body which are coupled to its own thermal
bath, as commonly used since Ref. [22]. In analogy to the
results obtained through the CTP integral formulation given
in Refs. [20,25], we have obtained a full equation of motion
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for the field interacting effectively with the material bodies.
However, as in Ref. [39], the equation stands for the
quantum field operator and (as every Heisenberg equation)
is subjected to initial conditions, which for simplicity we
took as free field operators. The solution for this equation is
given in terms of the Green function and all the sources
included in the problem that generate field due to the
interactions between the different parts of the total system.
It is important to remark that the interactions are switched
on at a given initial time #(, being a sudden start analog to
the time evolution considered in problems involving
quantum quenches. For arbitrary time, we obtain three
contributions to the field operator, each one associated to a
specific part of the total system. One is associated to the
volume elements, another one is associated to the baths
and, finally, there is a contribution entirely related to the
field initial conditions. As the parts of the total system are
initially free, the field operator is separate in three con-
tributions, each one acting on the respective Hilbert space
(Hy ® Hy ® Hp). This splitting is critical for studying the
long-time limit (¢, — —oo0) of each contribution separately.

We achieved expressions for the long-time contribution to
the field operator of each part of the total system, showing
that at the steady situation only two of them contribute to the
expectation values of the energy-momentum tensor compo-
nents. There is no long-time contribution from the volume
elements. Moreover, we showed that the baths’ contribution
to the long-time field operator matches with the one
considered in Ref. [19] from a FQED approach, while the
one associated to the initial conditions has the form of the
homogeneous solutions considered in previous works for
other steady quantization schemes. In fact, this contribution
also agrees with the result obtained in Ref. [25] and the
mechanism described in Ref. [21], where this was suggested
but not fully demonstrated. Here, we describe clearly how
the existence of infinite-size regions without dissipation for
the field are directly related to a nonvanishing long-time
contribution of the initial conditions. All in all, as in
Refs. [20,25] but this time from a canonical quantization
scheme, our general result closes a conceptual hole between
the full quantum theory and the FQED approaches. The
matching between both and the way that FQED is related to
quantum fluctuations are clearly explained.

Once we explored the general features of the developed
approach, the other main result of the work is based on
taking advantage of the results obtained for the expectation
values of the energy-momentum tensor components of
general material configurations. We proceeded to fully
calculate the force between two slabs of different materials
and temperatures but the same width. The initial condi-
tions’ contribution was evaluated for two types of states,
thermal and continuum single squeezed. For the latter, a
time average was required to determine the value of the
force and write the two cases in a unified way. Then, for the
squeezed case, we showed how to recover the results in
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Ref. [35] of the force between perfect conductor plates.
However, our result is the out-of-equilibrium generalized
version to dissipative materials and squeezed states for the
field. Therefore, we proceeded to compare this case with
the result at thermal equilibrium, taking T4, = 300K. From
Fig. 1(a), we showed that the initial conditions’ contribu-
tion is sensitive to the change on the bandwidth of squeezed
modes ¢ only for small values of the bandwidth, regardless
of the centering frequency €,. Moreover, the contribution
is insensitive to changes in temperature. Nevertheless, in
Fig. 1(b), we showed that when comparing the total force
for each case, the sensitivity is increased by four orders of
magnitude when changing the values of 6. We also showed
that the total force is also sensitive when changing the
temperature. All in all, considering a constant squeezing for
given ¢ and Q,, we showed that the change of ¢ allows us
to tune the value of the (always attractive) Casimir force
from a minimum value defined by the temperature of the
plates. This could be of great interest for application in
technological improvements.

Moreover, out-of-thermal-equilibrium forces and heat
transfer can be studied from the present results. Also the
situation of suddenly changing the distance between the
plates, which is related to the dynamical Casimir effect. This
can be achieved by employing the long-time field operator
for a given configuration of the plates as the initial condition
for a new configuration. This is left as pending future work.

As a final comment, it should be noted that these results
can be easily extended to the three-dimensional scalar field,
where two kinds of modes enter, the evanescent and the
propagating. For our case of a one-dimensional field, we
only deal with propagating modes. On the other hand,
addressing the extension for the EM case could be in
principle a nontrivial issue, but is in any case achievable.
It is clear that the main complication to adapt this canonical
quantization approach to the EM case will be related to the
difficulties associated to quantizing the EM field, which
forces us to deal with its gauge invariance and vectorial
nature at a quantum framework (as it happens on a path
integral formulation in Ref. [20]). However, as it was shown
from the CTP approach (Refs. [20,25]), the conclusions
obtained here for the scalar case will remain broadly valid for
the EM field. Including squeezed states together with the
vectorial case and the different kinds of modes could present
particular behaviors, especially when studying the long- and
short-distances regimes, where the different modes become
dominant. However, all these features are out of the scope of
the present work and are also left as pending work.
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APPENDIX A: DEDUCING THE
FIELD EQUATION

In this section, we show how Eq. (3) is rigorously
obtained given the chosen model. Starting from the
Lagrangian (1), it is easy to derive the Heisenberg equations
of motion for the different operators. They are given by

ﬁn,x = mn@n,xv pn,x = _mnw%ZIn.x + j'n?x’ (Al)

f?x = m?x + 6(;1\5, IA)X = _ma)(z)?x + Z’lné\]n,xv (AZ)
n

O¢ = 4xner,, (A3)

where the operators p, and p, . are the conjugate momen-

tum operators associated to the operators 7, and g, .,
respectively.
Combining the first two equations, we get
% 2 s
mnqn,x + mnwnqn,x - /lnrx - 0' (A4)

As usual in the context of QBM, we solve the equations
for the operators ¢, ., taking 7, as a source, and replace
the solutions into the pair of Eqs. (A2). In this way, the
microscopic degrees of freedom in the material satisfy a
Langevin-like equation of the form

([ derte=o)) + P

(AS)

A 2 A
Px = —mwyry —

where the damping kernel y and the stochastic force
operator Fx are the same as the ones of QBM (see [37]
for a general and complete view of QBM and also [48] for
an extensive study of Langevin-like equations in different
contexts). They are given by

2 [+ J(w)
o)== A 0" cos(o). (A6)
7. j”’l —lu)
F.(t—1y) = E 7% u(t=10) fy ax(t0)
+ el bl (1)). (A7)

Here i’n,x(lo) and lgl,x(to) are the annihilation and
creation operators associated to g, ,(#), and J(w) is the
spectral density that characterizes the environment, which
gives the number of oscillators in each frequency for given
values of the coupling constants 4, (see Refs. [37,43] for
more details).
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At equilibrium, the stochastic force operator in Eq. (A7)
and the damping kernel y in Eq. (A6) are not independent.
The statistical properties of the stochastic force operator are
given by the dissipation and noise kernels:

D(t—1) = i([F(1); F(F)]) = i[F(1); F(')]
= —ZA dwJ(w)sin (o(t —1)),
Di(1—1) = ({F(1): F(7)})
= 2A+m doJ(w )coth(ﬂ; ) cos (w(t—1)),
(A9)

(A8)

which are the formal quantum open systems generalization
of the relations employed in Ref. [39] for general envi-
ronments and arbitrary temperature. Note that only the
noise kernel D; involves the environmental temperature
pg = 1/Tg as a parameter. Considering Eq. (A6) and
Eq. (A8), it is easy to show that

d 1
S=s) == D(t=s).  (Al0)
which relates the damping kernel y to the statistical
properties of the stochastic force operator F.

All in all, the set of equations to solve now are Egs. (A2),
(A3), and (AS5).

It is possible to obtain a formal solution for the operators
7.(t) by considering the field ¢ as a source for the equation.
This solution generalizes the crude approximation made in
Ref. [39] for the evolution of the microscopic degrees of
freedom in the mirrors. It is given by
Pe(1) = Gi(

t— 1) 7 (tg) + Gt — 1) (1)

—/ drG,(t —7)( (T— t) — eéﬁ(x, 7)),
(A11)

where G| , are the Green functions associated to the QBM
equation that satisfy

G,(0)=0,  G,(0)=1, (A13)
for which the Laplace transforms are given by
- ZZ—n
G,(z) = (Al4)

2+ w}+z7(2)°

with n = 1, 2 and where ¥ is the Laplace transform of the
damping kernel. Note that, given these conditions, one can

prove that G, (1) = G,(¢).
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Inserting this solution into Eq. (A3), we obtain the
following equation for the field operator given in Ref. [43]:

~  dmne?
ar zne

/ " 426Gy (1 - 1)(x,7)
= 4mne[G (1 — ty)7(ty) + Gy (t — tg) 7. (o)

1 [t A
+— | diG(t—7)F (7 — 1p)].
m

(A15)

Iy

which can also be rewritten as in Ref. [39], finally arriving
at Eq. (3).

APPENDIX B: STEADY INITIAL CONDITIONS’
CONTRIBUTION FROM COMPLEX ANALYSIS

This section is devoted to show how Eq. (13) is obtained
for the long-time operator of the initial conditions’
contribution.

We begin by considering Eq. (12) as a starting point.
Following Ref. [40], we can write the desired Green
function as

D5 (x) 5 (x5)

Gralw..9) = =35 0=

(B1)

where x. (x_) is the bigger (smaller) value between x and
X, ®F (P7) is the homogeneous solution associated to
Eq. (10) satisfying only the boundary condition on the left

(right) limit of the variable value’s interval and W (x) =

D5 (x % - ‘%‘(@i (x) is the Wronskian of the solutions
(which has to be independent of x).

At this point, we go a step further and give a demon-
stration for the long-time limit of this operator for a
completely general case. We will consider the case of
N — 1 interfaces separating different materials character-
ized by refractive index n,, witha =1,2,...,N — I, N for
a given positive integer N. However, beyond the regions
imposed by the N — 1 interfaces, the construction of the

Green function Gg(x, ', s) always contains a jolt asso-
ciated to the relation between the field and source points
(x, X/, respectively). Given that the field point x is chosen in

|

- L D (x e
/ dx' Gy (x, ¥, 5) e = —W( Iy [Z

j=+.— La=l
K5 (j.m)
(sn,(s) + jik)

-

= Ki(a)
T2 Gonalo) i)

a=m+1

K5(.a)
(s1q(s) + Jjik)

D:(x) — [ KZ(jm)
w, Z][(Snm(S)+jik)
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the m region, the spatial integral over the source point x’
in Eq. (12) separates in N + 1 integrals, N — 1 integrals
associated to each region not containing x, and two more
associated to the splitting of the m region due to the jolt in
the relation between x and x’. Therefore,

, X X Xpn—1 x Xm
dx' — + [ 4+ + [+
— X1 Xm—2 Xim—1 x
Xt XN +oo
+ / +ot / + / dx’,
X XN-1 XN

where {x;} are the positions of the N interfaces.

Then, considering the construction of the Green function
through Eq. (B1), the first m integrals in Eq. (B2) are of the
form

(B2)

Xa ~ L, @7 Xa o
/ dx' Oge(x, X', 5) ™ = ——== (x)/ dx' @5 (x)e™,
Xa—1 WS Xa—1
(B3)
for every a =1,...,m by considering x, = —oco for the

lower limit in the integral with @ =1 and x,, = x in the
upper limit of the last integral (@ = m).
The last N — m + 2 integrals in Eq. (B2) are of the form

Xq ~ . P Xq .
/ dx' Gge(x, X', 5) et = ==~ () / dx' @ (x')e™,
Xa-1 WS Xa-1

(B4)

with a =m, ...,N + 1, by considering x,_; = x for the
first integral and x| = oo for the upper limit of the last
integral.

By considering that the homogeneous solutions in each
region can be, in general (except for the first and last
regions as we will see below), written as the superposition
of waves traveling to the right and to the left, i.e.,
3 (x) = Zj:+._K§(j,a)ejS”“(s)", where K3 (j,a) are
the coefficients resulting from the appropriate boundary
conditions, we therefore have

(e(jsn,,(s)+ik)x,, _ e(jsn,,(s)#»ik)x,,,])

(e(j.mm(s)Jrik)x _ e(jsn,,,(s)Jrik)x,,,_] ):|

(elismn(s)ik)3 _ glisn(5)+ik)

(eUsms K1, _ glism(s) k)3, )] ,
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After introducing this into Eq. (12), the next step is to
perform the complex integration over s. For this purpose,
the residue theorem has to be employed considering a
complex contour, including the line in the complex space
[ —iQ, with Q € R and closing to the left. It is important to
consider that, by definition, the Laplace integration is such
that the poles lie at the left of the line [ — iQ. Therefore,
solving the full time evolution of the contribution to the
field operator of Eq. (12) implies knowing the poles’
configuration of all of the terms of Eq. (B5). However,
not all of the poles will contribute to the long-time limit
(ty & —o0). In fact, as it was pointed out in Ref. [21], the
steady situation will be determined by the poles with zero
real part, i.e., purely imaginary poles. Nevertheless, the
causality property implies that the poles of the Laplace

transform of the retarded Green function Gy, (x,x, s) have
a negative real part. The only pole with zero real part is the
one at s = 0 provided by the Wronskian. Therefore, the
long-time limit will be defined by the poles resulting from
the spatial integration. These poles are provided by
sng(s) + jik in each region.

In the first place, it turns out that if a given region « is
filled with a dissipative material [n,(s) # 1], then sn,(s) +
Jjik has no poles with zero real part. Therefore, those terms
associated to filled regions will not contribute to the steady
state; i.e., the result vanishes in the long-time limit.

Thus, in principle, only regions filled with dissipation-
less materials may contribute to the steady situation. In

I+ioco ~ .
/ d—s,e"‘(’_’(’) (s —iwy) / dx' Gge (x, X/, 5) e
!

—ico 27i
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particular, we have the vacuum regions, where n, = 1, and
the denominator reads s + jik, providing its roots as a
candidate to the poles (s = —jik). However, if an inter-
mediate region of finite length is considered (@ = 2, ..., N),
the corresponding term after spatial integration contains a
factor eUstikA _ oUs+)B with A, B the corresponding
limit of integration of the given term. This factor cancels
out when s = —jik in such a way that the limit of
(eUstikA _ oUstikBY /(s 1 jik) goes to zero (by
I’Hopital’s rule), giving that there is no pole at s = —jik
for these terms. Clearly, this means that these terms do not
contribute to the steady state.

Considering the analyzed cases at this point, the last
possibility is the case where the dissipationless regions are
not intermediate, having a equal to 1 or N + 1. Given the
convergence of @Ret (x,x',s) for great values of x, x, for
a=1 we have K;(—,1)=0, while for a =N+ 1 we
have K7 (+, N + 1) = 0. This means that in these regions,
outgoing waves are the only solution there. At the same
time, for @ = 1, given that xy) = —oo and that s = [ — iQ
(with [ > 0), then e(**+)% — 0 in the corresponding term
in Eq. (B5). Analogously, for @« =N + 1, given that
Xyp1 =+o0 and that s=/-iQ (with [>0), we
have e(=s+k)%1 - (),

All in all, for dissipationless regions with ¢ = 1, N + 1,
we can write the Laplace integration of Eq. (BS) as

KS<<_|_’ 1) e(x+ik)x1

I+ico (],
= j_iw 2—;es<"’0>(s— i) D7 (x) W

(s + ik)
K7 (= N + 1) el=stik)xy

I+ico
+ / —s,es<’_’°>(s —iw)P5(x)
1

+ |terms of intermediate regions|.
—ico 2TI W, [ gions|

(s — ik) (B6)

One last simplification can be done related to the explicit calculation of the Wronskian. Given that it is independent
of the spatial coordinate, the Wronskian can be calculated in every region, giving equalities between the different
coefficients in each region. If we calculate it in the first region (@ = 1) by considering &3 (x') = K5 (+, 1)e*¥ and ®; (x') =
e + K7 (+,1)e®™ for each homogeneous solution, we obtain W, = —2sK; (+, 1). Analogously, calculating in the last

region (@ = N + 1), we obtain W, = —25K7 (—, N + 1). Then, using the first expression of the Wronskian for the first term
in the rhs of Eq. (B6), and the second expression for the second term of the same equation, we can write

I+ico ds . ~ L l+ico ds . e(S+ik)xl
%_m Z—ﬂieS(’_tO)(s — iwy) / dx' e (x, X, 5)e™ = — %_m Z_ﬂieS(HO)(s — iwy) D7 (x) 72s(s ey
I+ico (s e(—erik)xN
_ P s(t—to) (o 5 P=<
/_,-oo 2miss —iw)eE) S s

+ [terms of intermediate regions]. (B7)

Taking into account that the long-time limit of this integral will be dominated by the poles with zero real parts, each of the
first two terms on the rhs of the last equation can be written as the sum of the residue at s = 0, s = =ik, and the residue that
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will not contribute to the steady situation. It is worth
noting that the pole at s = 0 makes the parameter / that
defines the Laplace antitransform necessarily positive.
Thus, the new poles with zero real part resulting from
the spatial integration are always located at the left of the
line [ + iQ and then inside the contour of integration, as is
needed.

Now, as we mentioned before, in general (except for the
first and last regions) the homogeneous solutions in the
region a are given by ®5(x) =3 i K5 (j, a)elnal)x,
and then each exponential contributes to different causality
restrictions for each term.

The first integral splits into two, each one containing the
exponential factors e*(‘"0+/a(s)x+x1) for each j. The expo-
nents define the convergence of the integral and in which
direction the contour has to be closed to use the residue
theorem. It is clear that closing to the right will make the
integral equal to zero due to the lack of poles inside the
contour. Therefore, the integral is different from zero when
the contours close to the left. To obtain the restriction in
|

I+ico ~ o~
/ —S,es("“)(s - iwk)/dx’&Rel(x,x’,s)e’kx
!

—ico 2ri
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terms of ¢, 1y, x, and x; resulting in each integral, as in
Refs. [39,49], we analyze the case of large |s|. In that case,
n.(s) = 1 and the exponents tends to s(¢ — fy + jx + x).
It turns out that the contour must be closed to the left when
t —ty+ jx + x; > 0. Although these results are obtained
for large |s|, they are valid for the entire integral, and
express the natural mathematical manifestation of causality
and the retardation effects that take place in the tran-
sient stage.

For the second integral the situation is analogous, and the
restrictions are f— o+ jx —xy > 0. It is clear that the
terms of intermediate regions in Eq. (B7) also give causality
restrictions but, as those terms will not contribute to the
steady situation, we do not analyze them.

The generalization of this deduction for the first and last
regions (@ = 1 or N + 1, respectively) is straightforward.
However, for the demonstration we follow the general
situation of intermediate regions.

Therefore, we have

:.32;;®0—40+jx+mn)<Rﬂ{éwﬁMs—inK?UJﬂeﬁMQMZijE%éyé
+ Res [e“‘(t“ﬂ)(s —iwp) K5 (J, Oc)e-"“'”a“)xe(Lik)x,1 , —ik]) + [residue with vanishing long-time limit]
2s(s + ik)
) e(—stik)xy
- Z O(t — 1ty + jx — xy) (Res {es(’_’O)(s — i) K (j, a)elals)x m , O]

j=t-
) e(—s+ik)xN
+Res| 1005 = K )

2s(s — ik)

+ [residue with vanishing long-time limit] + [residue of terms of intermediate regions).

)

(B8)

It turns out that an explicit calculation of the poles at s = 0 results in time- and space-independent quantities [after
assuming that K5 (+,a) = 1 = K (—, a), while K (—, a) = 0 = K (+, a), as it happens in general for the zero frequency
solutions due to the scattering properties of the coefficients for every a]. The calculation of the other residue at s = +ik is

straightforward, giving

I+ico ~ "
/ —s,e“"’O) (s — ia)k)/dx’SRet(x,x’,s)elk"
!

—ico 2ri
7160](
2k

1 . k(-
~3 Z@(l—t0+]x+x1)e ik(r ’0)<1+

=

[O(1 — 1o+ x +x1) e —O(t — 1y — x — xy)eV]

%) K>, (j. a)eiikna(=ib)x

1 i .. .
— 5 Z @(t — 1y + jx _ xN)elk(l‘—to) (1 — ﬂ) Kl<k(-]’ a)eﬂkna(lk)x

-

+ [residue with vanishing long-time limit] 4 [residue of terms of intermediate regions],

k
(B9)
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where the first two terms correspond to the poles at s = 0 of
both integrals.

The crucial point is that, when considering the long-time
limit (¢, — —o0), all the Heaviside functions present go to
1. Thus, on one hand, the first two terms (associated to the
pole at s = 0) become time and space independent and, as
we shall see, they will not contribute to the calculations
relative to the energy-momentum tensor expectation value.
On the other hand, the sums over j in the third and fourth
terms add up to the homogeneous solutions > again. The
rest terms vanish in the long-time limit. Ignoring the
oscillatory dependence on ¢ of the third and fourth terms
and that % = sgn(k), we can write

I+ico ~ L
/ —S_e‘y(“’o)(s - ia)k)/dx’QRet(x,x’,s)e’k"
!

—ico 27i

1 ) . 1 .
- Esgn(k) [ekx1 — gikn] — 3 e~ ik(r=to) (1 + %) o>, (x)

1 ik(1— Wy
—Eek(t fo) <] —7>(I)l<k(x)

Considering that 1+ % =20(+k) and assuming that
the homogeneous solution satisfies (P_; (x))* = ®;(x) [or
analogously, that @ (x) is real for real s], inserting this into
Eq. (12) and taking the long-time limit (f) — —c0) by
considering all the properties of each term mentioned
before, we finally obtain Eq. (13).

(B10)

APPENDIX C: STEADY VOLUME ELEMENTS’
CONTRIBUTION FROM COMPLEX ANALYSIS

In this section, we follow the same approach as in
Appendix B, but to address the long-time limit of the
field operator for the volume elements’ contribution given
in Eq. (16).

Therefore, our starting point is Eq. (15). Writing the
Green function in terms of its Laplace transform and
making the substitution 7 =1 — ¢,, the contribution to
the field operator reads

A 4drneC(x') ~
+
NEHEE dx’mbo.x'(fo)
[+ico ds ~
X/_m z_m(gRet(xvxlvs)

« /0 T dres-0=) (G, (2) = iagGra(2)).
(C1)

It is worth noting that the integral over 7 is a convolution.
Its Laplace transform is a product of the Laplace transform
of e and G, (1) — iwyG,(t). Therefore, the convolution
can be written as an antitransform too, and the contribution
to the field operator can be written as

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 95, 025009 (2017)
drneC(x')

a4 .
P (1) = - dxlmbo,x’(to)
I+ico (s ~
x/ —s,(BRe[(x,x’,s)
I—ico 2mi

I'+ico dZ ez<t_t0) ~
% z—ioo 2mi (Z - S) (Z(Z le)GZ(Z) >,

(C2)

where I' > [ to have a well-defined Laplace transform of
e*’, ensuring the convergence of the integral and the
causality property at once.

This expression allow us to write the convolution in
terms of the residue of the poles of the integrand. Due to the
causality property, Gz has poles with nonpositive real parts.
Then, as I’ > [, the integral over z can be written as the
residuum at z = s [associated to 1/(z—s)] plus all the
residue with nonpositive real parts that will give terms that
vanish at the long-time limit (¢, - —o0). Thus, we obtain

drneC(x')

P (1) = - dxlml;o,x’(to)
[+ico ] ~
I—ico 2ri

x (s(s — iw)Gy(s) = 1)
+ [terms with vanishing long-time limit].

(C3)

Again, the causality of the retarded Green functions
®re, Go gives that the integrand in the integral over s has
poles with nonpositive real parts. The only pole having zero
real part is the one at s = 0 provided by the Wronskian
contained in @Re[, which is the only one that will not vanish
at the long-time limit. It should be noted that only the
second term of s(s — iwy)G,(s) — 1 will have s = 0 as a
pole, since for the first term the denominator that provides
the pole cancels with s in the numerator.

Considering the expression of the Green function of
Eq. (B1) and the general form for the homogeneous

solutions <I>S§, the Green function can be written as

Gpa(r¥.s) == 3 [O(r—X K5 (j.)K? (k.f)

8 jk=+.—
+O(x —x) K3 (kP)KS (joa)]es/rel I Hm),
(C4)

for arbitrary x in the « region and x’ in the f region.

Now, by taking into account the properties of the
coefficients Kf at s =0 and the analysis associated to
the causality of the transient stage, we can calculate the
residuum at s = 0, obtaining for every x
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4rneC
dmeCtr) bo.v (1)
V2mawy
X@(t—to—i—x —x)0(t—ty—x' +x)
2
+ [terms with vanishing long-time limit].
(C5)

W) =- [ ax

Thus, taking the long-time limit (¢, - —o0), we easily
obtain Eq. (16).

APPENDIX D: STEADY BATHS’ CONTRIBUTION
FROM COMPLEX ANALYSIS

The present section shows how Eq. (18) can be obtained
by taking Eq. (17) as the starting point. The approach will
be the same as in the last two sections for the other two
contributions, by separating the steady contribution by
analyzing the poles configuration.

The first step consists of writing the field’s retarded
Green function as a Laplace antitransform, rewriting
Eq. (17) as

N I+ico (s ~
Inn) = = [ dxamecte) [ Gaxrs)
1

—ico 27i

t , t . Fx/ — 1
X / dt/es("t)/ drG,(f' — 1) 7(7 O>.
fo to m

(D1)

The resulting integrals over ¢ and 7 are basically a
double convolution and we can write it in terms of its
Laplace transform:

(1—1)

t , ¢ . ﬁx/
/ drest=") / dzG, (1 — 1) ——
fo lo m

:/Z+iw£ez(t_to) z Gz(z)Fx'(Z),
!

oo 270 (z—5) m

[Residue of the poles of ﬁ“x/] = Res {ez(’—%)

2Go(2) Fy
(z=s) m

i,)
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where, as for the volume elements’ contribution, we have to
take I/ > [in order to verify the convergence requirement of
the function e*’. Given this, we can rewrite the double
convolution in terms of its residue associated to the poles of
the integrand in the rhs of the last expression. These are the
poles at z = s, the poles provided by the Laplace transform
of the stochastic force operator and the poles associated to

5}2, which gives terms that go to zero in the long-time limit:

t LT Fo(t—t
/ dt’es("’)/ drG, (1 — T)M
f to m

A

~ F/ 2
= 805G, (5) == (s) + [residue of the poles of F]
m

+ [terms with vanishing long-time limit].

(D3)

Now, by considering Eq. (A7), the Laplace transform of
the stochastic force operator is given by

n 1 7
9= Z V2m,o, ((z + iw,) but(fo)
1.
= ian) bi’x/(t()))’ (oY

which presents poles at z = +iw, for each term, and
therefore the second term of the rhs of Eq. (D3) can be
written as

lwn:| + Res |:ez(l_t0> ZGZ(Z) Fx/ (Z) , la)n:|

Y [

e_iwn(t_to) I;

olty) = Z2U20) ot <ro>] (D)

At this point, we can write the last expression as an integral over a continuous frequency @ by introducing Dirac delta

functions:

za)G2

. 2 +oo dw B
[Residue of the polesof F|= / 2—e
—eo 27

/+00 da) _
= —e
o 2T

(s—i-la)

(s+iw) m

2 Zm
iszFX’(w)

5(w_wn)eiw"tol;n,x’(t0) +5(w+a)n)e_iw”toi7;x’ (tO)]

(D6)
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where we have used that f(—iw) = f(w) for every causal function as the retarded Green function G,, f(w) being the

Fourier transform of the given causal function f(¢) (which also admits a Laplace transform). Moreover, F (@) turns out to
be the Fourier transform of the stochastic force operator, considering the time variable in Eq. (A7) extended to the entire real
domain.

Considering the last expression and replacing Eq. (D3) in the field’s contribution, we have

133

A I+ico - ~ ,
Pp(x, 1) = —/dx’47meC(x’)/ —S,es("lﬂ)st(s)(SiRet(x, X', s)— (s)
!

Cico 27I m
todo . F (@) [Hio ds Gpe(x, ', s)
— [ dx'4zneC(x’ — e " inG X 22 TRet\ 207
/ e (X>/_oo w1 2(@) m /_ioo 2ri (s + iw)
+ [terms with vanishing long-time limit]. (D7)

Nevertheless, the integral over s of the second term of the last equation can be worked out further. Considering it as a limit
of a Laplace antitransform, we have

l+ico (g Srer (X, X, 5
es([’_to) (gRet( sV )

/Mz’“’ﬂéRet(x’x/’s) = lim v
i

ico 27l (5 + i) P>ty Ji_ico 27i (s +iw)

where the rhs results in the antitransform of a convolution of the functions associated to the transforms @Ret(x, x',s) and
1/(s 4 iw). Therefore, we can write the convolution and take the limit on the integral, which clearly vanishes due to the fact
that both integration limits become the same:

— =] dr® X - —i(t=1y) = (). D9
i 27 (s +iw) t,glrlo . TGRe (¥, X 7)e (DY)

/I-HOO ds @Ret(xv x/’S) _ ‘
[

Hence, the contribution of the baths to the field operator reads

153

N I+ico (s r(S)

Pp(x,1) = —/dx’4m1€C(x’)/ —,es("’o)séz(s)@Rel(x,x’,s) o
1 m

—ico 2xi

+ [terms with vanishing long-time limit].
(D10)

Again, for the Laplace antitransform of the first term in the rhs, we can proceed as before, and write it in terms of the

residue of the integrand. This time, we have the poles of Fx/ (located at s = +iw,,) and the ones with negative real part

provided by (~}2 and @Ret, but excluding the pole at s = 0 due to the factor s present in the integrand, which prevents it. As
we mentioned before, the poles with negative real part will result in terms that vanish at the long-time limit.

We can proceed as before to write the terms in the last expression as an integral over w, finally obtaining for the
contribution of the baths to the field operator

. 4aneC(x') [+odw _ G
dp(x.1) = — / x,%@) / ) T (—iw) %j};p(r — 1o+ jx' + kx)(O(x — ¥)K=,, (/. )
X K2 (k. ) + O = X)KZ,, (k. B)KZ,,(j, @)™ @m0tk F ()
+ [terms with vanishing long-time limit]. (D11)

By taking the long-time limit of this expression, it is straightforward to finally obtain Eq. (18).

APPENDIX E: GREEN FUNCTION FOR TWO FINITE WIDTH PLATES CONFIGURATION

To calculate each contribution to the total force through Egs. (28) and (44), we need the modified modes CIJ_;§ (and
consequently, the Green function) obtained from Eq. (10) for the specific problem. This section is devoted to giving those
expressions.
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For the present problem of two different slabs of width d separated by a distance a, the modified modes are given by

< ,5X
Ts e,

< < ,—
Es sy Fs e,

forx<—d—%

_J_a _a
for —d F<x<-—-9

D5 (x) =< Cye™ 4 Dye™, for - <x <4 (El)
AseS"RY + BT e SRy for §<x<d+94
e + Rye ™, ford+4§<x
e ™ + R; e**, forx < —d -5
A7 e™"X + B e, for —d-9<x<-4
o7 (x) = ¢ Cye ™ 4 D7 e*™, for —$<x<$§ (E2)
E7 ™Y + 3 etrY for §<x<d+95
T; e, ford+5<x
where the coefficients for each homogeneous solution can be found in Ref. [47]:
2,2 2sd
R = |r, rrtye % eS(CH'Zd)’ > = trtpe”* ’ (E3)
1 —VLVRe_ZSll 1 —rLrRe_zm
Cc; = e‘“’T—?, D> = ¢slatd) r—RT?, (E4)
N tR S tR S
1 a 1 a
AZ = (annt )es(l_nL>(7+d)[1 _ rnLR?‘f_s(“Hd)]’ B = (annJ; )e5(1+llL)<§+d) [Rs>e—s(a+2d) _ rnL], (ES)
E> = (nR + 1) es(nR—l)(§+d)T>’ = (nR - 1) e_s(nR+1)(%+d)T>, (E6)
s 2nR s s ZnR s

where we have given all the coefficients in terms of the reflection and transmission coefficients of the two-plates
configuration (R and 77 ). Moreover, r; g and f;  are the reflection and transmission coefficients for the left and right

plates, respectively:

. ry, (1 — e72md) . 4n; e~smd (E7)
i (1 _ rﬁie—lm,-d> ’ 4 (ni + 1)2 (1 _ r%ie—lm,-d) ’

_ 1=

with r, =5 — the reflection coefficient of a surface of refractive index n;.

It should be noted that the < coefficients are obtained from the given ones by the interchange of L and R in the
expressions. Considering this, it turns out that 77 = 7’5, so the superscript for this coefficient can be omitted.

For the given configuration of finite width plates, the boundary conditions on the modes were a continuity of the mode
and its spatial derivative at the interfaces between the material slabs and the surrounding vacuum.

On the other hand, to calculate the contribution of the baths to the Casimir force, we also need the Green function (or its
Laplace transform) with the field point x in the regions outside and between the plates.
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Therefore, taking x < —d — 4, through Eq. (B1), the Laplace transform of the retarded Green function reads

esx'(e—sx 4 Rs>esx)’

—ex! !
e X +RS>€”)€SX,

(
(

—5 ! . ! .
As>e SHp X +BS>€‘\”LX )esx’

for X' <x<-d-%
forx <x' <—-d-9§

/

forx <—-d-9<x' <-%

Ope(x. X', 5) = == (E8)
> —sx' > sx' 5% a a / a
25 | (Cze™¥ + D7 e )e™, forx<-d-g<-%<x <¢
. ! o ! .
(E5 esmX 4 F7 esr¥ ) e’ forx <—-d-5<§<x <d+§
J
Tie " e, forx <—d-5<d+5<x
For the case where —4 < x <4, we have
sx' e —sx —sa ,sx ! a a a
Tie*™ <= (e™*" + rge~*e™), forx’ < —d-§<-5<x<$§
< snpx' < —snyx'\ e ¢ —sx —sa ,sx a / a a
(ESe™™ + Fie™m*) €= (e + rge™"e™), for —d-§<x¥ <-§<x<$§
/ ! —sd
- 1 | (Cse™ + Dse™) <= (e7* + rge™*9e), for —§<x' <x<}$
Orec(x, X', 5) = —— ) (E9)
et 2 7 I\ p—sd
25 | (Cze™ + Dz e )eT (e + rpe™s%e™), for —§<x<x <4
> —sngx’ > sngx'\ e [ sx —5a ,—sX a a / a
(E5 e —I—FSeR)T(e + rpeTe™Y), for —§<x<§<x <d+9§
r ,—sd
Tie™s* % (e + rpe™e™), for —$<x<§<d+§<¥

APPENDIX F: LIMIT CASES: DISSIPATIONLESS
MATERIAL AND THE LIFSHITZ FORMULA

In this section, we show how the general expressions for
the force given in Egs. (46), (47), and (48) allow us to
recover two well-known results for the Casimir force. One of
the limit cases is to obtain the Casimir force existing between
two slabs of arbitrary thickness made of materials without
dissipation. The other one is to obtain the force between two
half-spaces (infinite width) of dissipative materials at thermal
equilibrium, which is known as the Lifshitz formula.

1. Material without dissipation

The first limit case to verify is the Casimir force between
two plates of finite width and different materials without
dissipation. Considering the definition of the refractive
index in each point of the material, given by Eq. (11),
setting dissipation equal to zero implies taking 71 g (@) =0,
i.e., setting a damping kernel equal to zero for each plate.
Therefore, the refractive indices (and consequently the
permittivity function) simplify to

which is a real function of w.

However, real frequency-dependent permittivities violate
the Kramers-Kronig relations and, consequently, are for-
bidden in order to respect physical causality.

Hence, setting dissipation equal to zero is not enough to
obtain a well-defined physical model without dissipation.
To finally obtain the correct model, as done in Ref. [25],
we have to take the zeroth order of this last expression by
setting @ = 0. In this case, we obtain

2
Wpy;

€inp =1+ o2
0.i

(F2)

which is a real but frequency-independent function.
These permittivities verify the Kramers-Kronig relation
trivially, since a null imaginary part implies a frequency-
independent real part (see Ref. [49]).

All in all, taking the limit case of materials without
dissipation is achieved by putting ¥ =0 plus taking the
zeroth order of the resulting permittivity.

Once we have considered how to take the limit of materials
without dissipation, in any case, we have Im(n;) = 0. This
also implies that (41)(e*2@™()4 _ 1) = 0. Therefore, the
direct consequence is that the baths’ contribution trivially
vanishes:

Fg [a’ d? :BB.L’ ﬁB.R]lNo Diss — 0. (F3)

Nevertheless, the contribution of the initial conditions to
the Casimir force Fi|a, d, & does not vanish. In fact, in
this case, it is responsible for the total Casimir force.

Moreover, once the dissipation is suppressed, both
identities |R”, >+ |T_y* =1 and |r,]> +|t;? =1 are
also recovered.
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Accordingly, the total Casimir force reads

FC [av d’ %] |NODiss
= FICC [a7 d’ %] |NODiss

+00
- / kG (R)[2 = |C7 = D7 = [C= P = 1D ]
0

—/ﬂodkk%(k) |:2_[|IL|2(]+|rR|2)+|lR|2( + )] '
0

‘1_’. r etZ(ua|2

(F4)
For the case of considering the same material for both

plates, we have that r;, = rg = r and #;, = tg = ¢, and the
last expression straightforwardly simplifies to

1-Mat oo - |r|4
Fela, d BIGBl =2 | A4S |1~ 17— 3 s |
(Fs)

which is the Casimir force between two finite plates of
finite width and the same material without dissipation. If we

consider an equilibrium scenario, & (k) = coth(ﬂ £2%), and
the result is in agreement with the result found in Ref. [42]
for a formally equivalent situation.

Moreover, from this point of view for the thermal case,
Eq. (F4) is the generalization of the result of Ref. [42] for
the case of plates of different materials without dissipation.
Nevertheless, the result obtained is an equilibrium situation
ensured by the equilibrium state for the field. Considering
the result obtained for this limit case, the calculation of the
Casimir force between material bodies without dissipation
is formally achieved through a quantum field described in a
Hilbert space that here we can match to the Hilbert space of
a free field. This is in fact what is done in well-known

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 95, 025009 (2017)

plates without dissipation and in equilibrium (see
Refs. [50,51]). In previous works, the result including
dissipative materials is often obtained as an extension of
this simplified scenario through letting the real and fre-
quency-independent permittivity in this case to be replaced
by a complex frequency-dependent function in the final
result. This extension procedure in fact works in equilib-
rium situations because the results including and disregard-
ing dissipation are formally the same. However, as we have
seen before, nonequilibrium scenarios critically require the
introduction of degrees of freedom for the materials bodies
since the extension procedure loses physical sense in
successfully introducing nonequilibrium features through
a particular state for the field.

2. Lifshitz formula

The other important limit case is the Lifshitz formula.
Starting from Egs. (46) and (47), the formal procedure to
recover the well-known Lifshitz result consists of taking the
limit of infinite width (d — 4o0) in the expressions and
then setting thermal equilibrium between the baths and the
field at the initial time [therefore, for the initial conditions’
contribution, we will be considering (k) = coth(/j"”%) in
this section].

To successfully take the limit of infinite width on the
contributions to the total force, from Eq. (E7), we have that
rp — rni, ti — 0 but |ti|262wlm(ni)d g —|L6‘:'1“;
considering the definitions for the different coefficients

given in Egs. (E3) and (E4) and that 1 — |"n |2 2Re(n;)

In+1[2°
get each contribution to the force:

Therefore,

we

“+0o0 k
FICC[LLd N _,_00“545] = / dkk coth (’%) 1+ |rnL|2]’
0

literature to obtain the Casimir force between dielectric (Fo6)
|
oo [1+ |7y, ]
Pela.d = +o0.pur. o) = [ doo ot (P42 1= P (1 - e
ﬂBRa) [1_|rn |2M1+|rn |2]
— coth : R . F7
o ( 2 [1—r, rnRe’Z“’“|2 (F7)

Setting thermal equilibrium between the baths and the field (fg 1, = fgr = 4 = p), we obtain the total force as

FC[a’d_) +°o7ﬁ7ﬂ’/ﬂ

= Fi[a,d — +o0, ] + FBla,d = +c0, 5, f]

—4 [ dkkco ( 2 ) I Plr | =~ Re(ry, 1y ™)
0

+00 k r,
dkk coth < > Re [ L
- 2 1 -

|1 _ rnLrnReIZwa|2

(—ik)r,, (—ik)e™k
Fo (—ik)r,, (—ik)e™ke ]’
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where we have used the fact that the integrand is even and
stressed the explicit dependence on k related to the
definition of the coefficients given in Eq. (E7).

In order to calculate the integral through the residue
theorem, we can consider the expansion of the thermal
factor in terms of the Matsubara poles:

pr\ _ 271 <2 1 1

with &, =

2”1 the Matsubara frequencies.

Assumlng that kRe [r}#
nL

R2wa
T, R e

| has no poles on the upper

half of the complex plane, the Cauchy theorem can be
applied. If we consider a contour closing in the upper half,
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the only poles that contribute to the integral are i£; (the
denominator 1/k for the first term of the last equation is
canceled, giving no pole at k = 0). Therefore, we obtain

F [a,d — +00, 4,5, /]

nL(zjl nR(fl) 2
25,(1 P (€ (E) 72090

(F10)

where from Eq. (E7) we have that r, (s) is real for real s.

The last equation corresponds exactly to the finite-
temperature Lifshitz formula for two plates of different
dissipative materials (being the generalization of the result
found in Ref. [43]).
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