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We use the quantized surface mode technique to evaluate the interaction V' of a “particle” (an
electron or an atom) with two sets of plane parallel walls of arbitrary thicknesses and arbitrary
permittivities; one set is on one side of the particle and the other set is on the other side. It is shown
that a set of walls on either side of the particle can be treated as a single wall with an effective
reflection coefficient R, a function of the frequency and the angle of incidence of an incoming plane
wave. The two sets of walls have thereby been effectively reduced to one wall on each side. Using a
modified version of the standard image technique—the locations of the images are the usual ones,
but the strengths are modified—one finds that the closed form for V' can be reexpressed as a sum
of interactions of the set of images on a given side with the wall on the other side. Taking various
limits (thin walls, thick walls, metallic walls, dilute media) reproduces many known interactions
and also provides a number of results not previously obtained. The latter results enable us to
give quantitative estimates of the error incurred in approximating a wall of finite thickness by a
wall of semi-infinite thickness or approximating a wall with large permittivity by a wall of infinite
permittivity. In an attempt to make the paper user friendly, we provide a tabulation of many of
the short-range (van der Waals-like) and long-range (retardation) interactions now known, with
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van der Waals and retardation (Casimir) interactions of an electron or an atom

equation references.

PACS number(s): 31.30.Jv, 03.70.+k, 12.20.—m, 77.90.+k

I. INTRODUCTION

There have been many studies of the interactions of
two plane semi-infinite parallel walls [1-3]. Our primary
interest will be in the interaction with a wall or walls
of an electron or a (polarizable) atom (or molecule), for
separations ranging from a few Bohr radii to distances
where retardation effects must be considered. One-wall
cases include the interactions of an atom with an ideal
wall [4], an atom and a semi-infinite dielectric wall [5] (ob-
tained from the interaction of two semi-infinite dielectric
walls by having one of the walls describable as a dilute
gas of atoms), an electron with an ideal wall [6], and an
electron with a semi-infinite dielectric wall [7] and with
a semi-infinite dielectric permeable wall [8].

We will consider the interaction of an atom or an elec-
tron, placed between two walls, with the walls. The walls
are separated by a distance I and have thicknesses d; and
d; and (frequency-dependent) permittivities €; and e,.
The three regions separated by the two walls have per-
mittivities €4, €3, and €5. (See Fig. 1. The odd labeling
of the €’s is a consequence of an effort to use some of the
same notation used in previous publications.) All per-
meabilities are taken to be unity. By appropriate choices
of the various thicknesses and €’s of the five regions, we
reproduce all of the results noted above and we also ob-
tain some additional results. For example, for d = 0
and €5 = €3, the two-wall system reduces to a one-wall
system, while d; = oo gives a semi-infinite wall. We will
examine various limits in detail. Of particular interest
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are conditions under which, to a given accuracy, a wall
can be assumed to be infinitely thick, or a perfect con-
ductor. The interaction when one or both of the walls
have a permittivity close to unity often assumes a rel-
atively simple form. Various results, including those of
general types and those in certain limits, are summarized
in the tables near the end of the paper. The results ob-
tained can be most easily interpreted in terms of effective
reflection coefficients [9]. This interpretation allows one
to extend the results to an arbitrary number of layers
of arbitrary thicknesses and permittivities. The multi-
layered results should be of interest for some systems in
condensed matter physics and in biology.

€q €1 €3 €2 €5

r—d; I dy—

FIG. 1. The surfaces of the five media are parallel to the
zy plane. The center plane of medium 3 is at z = 0. The
system whose interaction is to be determined is characterized
by its polarizability a and is positioned at Z in medium 3.
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To lowest order, the approximation under considera-
tion, the electron or the atom is affected by the field
between the plates, but does not affect that field. The
determination of the interaction is therefore reduced to
the determination of that field. We choose to make that
determination by using the very effective quantized sur-
face mode technique [10]. (The quantized Fresnel mode
technique [11], used in Refs. [7,8], is also a powerful tech-
nique, though the treatment of evanescent modes, modes
propagating parallel to the surface of the walls and de-
caying exponentially in the outer regions, may require
some further attention.)

It may be useful to collect at this point some comments
on a few of the more frequently occurring symbols. Many
will be defined more precisely below. Subscripts D, M,
D, at and el denote dielectric walls, metallic (ideal) walls,
dilute walls, atoms, and electrons, respectively. The sub-
script a denotes a polarizable system, an atom or an
electron, and V denotes an interaction. « in the text
refers to the system, while o in an equation represents
the frequency-dependent electric dipole polarizability of
the system. Thus Vp,op, is the interaction (over and
above that of one set of walls with another set of walls)
of system «a, placed between two sets of walls, with the
two sets. The symbols », R, R, B, and 3, with any
subscripts or superscripts, are related to reflection coeffi-
cients. The superscript A denotes a state of polarization
of the electric field and the subscripts 1 through 5 often
refer to a particular one of the five walls generally under
consideration; /; and l,, however, refer to the distances
between a and walls 1 and 2. Ay, for any symbol A, de-
notes the value of A at zero frequency. ¢ is a permittivity
and the superscripts vdW and ret on a potential V de-
note (short-range) van der Waals—like and (long-range)
retarded interactions.

Throughout, we use the standard approximation of as-
suming that walls have perfectly well-defined plane sur-
faces. This approximation would not be adequate if the
object with which it interacts—an electron, an atom, or
a second wall—were within perhaps two or three Bohr
radii, but we limit our considerations to rather larger
separations. A nearby object does of course affect the in-
ternal structure of a wall. The adequacy of the model for
the present level of experimental accuracy will be com-
mented on very briefly at the end of Sec. IV.

II. QUANTIZED SURFACE MODES

The vacuum fluctuation fields can be determined for
the system defined above. For our purposes we need con-
sider only the zero-point energy associated with the sur-
face modes, namely, those modes that are exponentially
decaying in the outer regions, that is, for z < —d; — /2
and z > /2 + d;. In general, the electric and the mag-
netic fields of the surface mode g can be written in the
forms

E, = iNe*==tkv [g f (z)e ! — a;f; (z)e™?], (2.1)

Bq — Neik:m-kikyy [ang(z)e—iwt + a;g;(z)eiwt] , (22)

where N/ = (2mhw/L?)/? is the normalization factor,
with L the length of the normalization box in the = and
the y directions, and k = (k,, ky) is the propagation vec-
tor in the zy plane. [¢ denotes k and one of the two pos-
sible polarizations of the electromagnetic field. The fields
are quantized and conform to the surface mode boundary
conditions.] a}; and a4 are the usual creation and annihi-
lation operators, respectively. The z-dependent functions
satisfy the wave equations

d*f, ;
=5 - K2f,; =0, (2.3)
d?gq.;
—dz—gf - Klg,; =0, (2.4)
where j = 1,...,5 denote one of the five regions and
w?
K} =k*— 6j(w)c—2. (2.5)

f, and g, are functions k and w. We label the two inde-
pendent states of the field by the superscript L for the
mode with the polarization of the electric field perpendic-
ular to the plane formed by k and the z axis and by the
superscript || for the mode with the polarization parallel
to the plane formed by k and the z axis. For simplicity of
the mode description, we choose the coordinates system
in which k is parallel to the z axis. For the perpendicular
mode, we then have

fz =0,

z

1 _ 1_K;z 1 —-K;z
v = A€ + Byem TE,

f=o,
(2.6)

with By = As = 0 as required for the surface modes.
Using V x Eq = i(w/c)Bg, we find

C
9 =0,  gr=-kfy. (27)

The boundary conditions associated with the mode L are
that f;‘ and dfl;L /dz are continuous. Applying these con-
ditions to the solutions (2.3) at z = —d; — /2, -1/2,1/2
and !/2 + dy, we obtain, after some simple but lengthy
algebra,

[1-QiQt],, =0, (2:8)
where
QiL — pf‘B - pf‘4e-2K1dl e—K3l (2 9)
= , .
1 — pizpiye2adr
1 1 —2Ksds
— P23 — P2s€ —Ksl
Q2 = [54 3 (210)
1 — paapyze”Hadz '
with
K,,— K,
Pn = o0 (2.11)

" Km+ Kp
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The subscript w3 in Eq. (2.8) denotes the allowed quan-
tized frequencies of the perpendicular mode for fixed k.
Introducing

Gt =Gt (w)=1-QiQ7, (2.12)
we rewrite Eq. (2.8) as
G*(wy) = 0. (2.13)

The electromagnetic energy associated with the mode
q = (k,wsy;) is the zero-point energy Awsy;/2, that is,

1 d(ew) 2 2 1,
<O é;/dr[ dw |qu + |Bg| ot 0)= zﬁwNa

N

(2.14)
where |0) represents the vacuum photon state and the
subscript wf\; indicates that the expression in square
brackets is to be evaluated at one of the frequencies deter-
mined by Eq. (2.13). Notice the factor d(ew)/dw rather
than simply € in the above expression; see Ref. [12] for
an explanation. Direct evaluation of Eq. (2.14), with the

aid of the boundary conditions, leads to

2ol em) ], -

There is a term to term correspondence between the in-
tegral (2.15) and

dw —~ dw dK; - — 2K; \ 2 dw dK; '

(2.16)

(2.15)

We can directly verify that

AyBy = — [ (2.17)

w
cng(dG-‘-/dw):Iw#

In arriving at Eq. (2.17), we used the boundary condi-
tions, expressed the coefficients Aj' and le in terms of
A3 and By, and factored out A3 B3 in evaluating Eq.
(2 15). AL and By are related through

A§~__ 1

=8 - = (QF),.-
Bf T @by (9

(2.18)

Analyses similar to those presented above can be ap-
plied to the parallel mode. For this mode, we have, for

the electric fields, le,' =0,

il = Ale® 4 Ble=Ks2, (2.19)
and
|- 1% 2.2
fe ik dz (2.20)

and, for the magnetic fields, gL‘ = g‘zl = 0 and

gl = f“ (2.21)

The boundary conditions for the parallel mode are that
efll and dfz”/dz are continuous. Similar to Eq. (2.12), we
have

Gl=Glw)=1-q! (2.22)
where Qg and le' are defined in the same way as Qi and
Q3 in Egs. (2.9) and (2.10), except for the pZ  of Eq.
(2.11) being replaced by

EnKm - 6rn}{'n
Ry (2.23)

Furthermore, in analogy to Egs. (2.13), (2.17), and

(2.18), we have

Glwl) =o, (2.24)
gl — _ [%%° w
AsBs = €3w? c2K3(dGII/dw)]wyv’ (2.25)
and
Al 1
S = (@D (2.26)
Bs (Q1)(,,\IIV

III. FORCE PER UNIT AREA BETWEEN TWO
ARBITRARY SETS OF WALLS

We will first calculate the total zero-point energy per
unit area V/L? associated with the quantized surface
modes discussed in the preceding section and then evalu-
ate the force per unit area F//L? between wall 1 and wall

2, using
F__d(V
Lz di\r2)’

The total energy of the system is simply the sum of the
zero-point energies of the surface modes,

V=Y thuk+ Y shul.
k,N k,N

Since the sum over k in the above expression is actually
an integral, we make the replacement

(3.1)

(3.2)

L\2 L\2 [
— = — kdk .3
R (%) /dk (zﬂ) A omkdk  (3.3)
and rewrite Eq. (3.2) as
\4 __f,_ * L I
77 = 1 A dkk (;wNJFEN:wN . (3.4)
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To perform the sums over N, we consider the general-
ized argument theorem for a complex function H (w) that
is analytic on and inside a closed contour C

1 dH( G(w)

Z;,LNH wN) ZHPH(WP)a

278
(3.5)

where G(w) is analytic and has no zeros on C and is
analytic inside C except for poles. The prime on G(w)
represents the derivative with respect to the argument w
and the contour integral is counterclockwise. wy and wp
denote the positions of zeros and poles, respectively, of
the function G(w) inside C. up is the number of zeros at
wy and pp is the number of poles at wp. In applying Eq.
(3.5), we set H(w) = w, let G(w) be the functions defined
in Egs. (2.12) and (2.22), and choose as the contour the
full imaginary axis (ico to —ioo) plus the right semi-
infinite circle. On noting that the contribution from the
right semi-infinite circle vanishes and that G+ and G! do
not have poles inside C, we can reexpress the energy per
unit area in Eq. (3.4) as

174 Gy Gn’

Y R /0 d¢ [hl GL(i¢) + n G (if)] i

42

In the last step we introduced the variable change w = i€,
performed partial integrations, and used the fact that G+
and G!l are even functions of ¢ and vanish as £ ~ oo.
Using

dG*
dl
with A denoting L or ||, we find the force per unit area
given by Eq. (3.1) to be

F h (e ] oo
ﬁ_—z-ﬂ'—z/o dkk/o d¢Ks

Q_LQ Q” [l
(2 )

where the variable change w = i, though implicit, is
understood in the above expression.

The expression (3.8) may be rearranged in a form that,
in certain limits, reduces to some known results. Follow-
ing Lifshitz [5], we introduce a new variable p, defined
by

= 2K3Q1Q3, (3.7)

(3.8)

2 &
k = E3§(p —_ 1). (3-9)
We have, accordingly,
K; = Vs, (3.10)
where
. 1/2
55 = (—J -1 +p2> (3.11)
€3

In particular, we have s3 = p and K3 =
rewrite Eq. (3.8) as

F _ ﬁ, o0 3 3/2 g 2
Lz~ 277203/0 €€ e; [ dpp

Vesp€/c. We

LRl Il pll
x (1 flRIlEzit + fl}i'j'zRﬂ) . (3.12)
with
Ri\,z = Ri\,ze_ﬁpﬂ/cy (3.13)
where Ri‘,z are defined as
N Ty — e Venitdi/e
Ri=q S S NN (3.14)
R) = T35 — Tage” 2Vessaéda/c ’ (3.15)
1 — r)yroge2vEss2tda/c
with
aoimIo ) G

; _—.
Sm + Sn €nSm + EmSn

The above result is valid for two parallel walls with arbi-
trary thicknesses and permittivities. (The force between
two dielectric slabs of finite thicknesses in a symmetric
one-dimensional mode was evaluated previously [13].) In
the limits dy,d, — oo, R} and R} reduce to

R ldy o0 = 7135 (3.17)
R3ldz 00 = T3- (3.18)

The force per unit area given by Eq. (3.12) is then sim-
plified and reads

2 | w3 [ a
=—s>3 € pp
2m2cd J, S A

{[(7"137'23) le2vesptl/e _ }_

F

L2

dy,d2—00

(3.19)

-1
+ [(lrly) ervarele 1] } ,

which is the force per unit area between two semi-infinite
walls derived earlier [15]. For metallic walls, ri379; = 1
for A = L or ||, the integrals can then be done, and one
arrives at

F  7® he (3.20)

AT 712014 ’
the Casimir result. Correction associated with finite con-
ductivity have been obtained [14].

The result (3.19) can also be rearranged in an equiva-
lent form with a double variable contour integration [5].
This rearrangement is also applicable to the general ex-
pression (3.12). After doing so, we have
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F 3 oo 0 200
Lo dww? 3/2 2
Iz on2g3 Re/o ww” ey . + A dpp

RLRL II'pll
x 1Ry Ry Ry . (3.21)
1-RiyRy 1-RIR)). .

We note here that an approach based on the Fresnel mode
description [7,11] would directly lead to the result (3.21),
in which the integration of p over the range (0,1) rep-
resents the contribution of the traveling Fresnel modes
while the integration over the imaginary axis represents
the contribution of the evanescent modes. Moreover, we
note that R} ,|¢=_i, are the reflection coefficients of a
plane wave incident at an angle § = cos™!p from the
medium 3 onto wall 1 (with wall 4 behind it) and wall
2 (with wall 5 behind it), respectively. This feature was
recognized previously [9] in the case of interaction be-
tween two semi-infinite walls, where the relevant reflec-
tion coefficients are ri\’z, and is to have been expected
in the present context. We have performed the cumber-
some algebra leading to the above equations not simply
to confirm that expectation but also to obtain explicit
expressions for Ri\,z§ those expressions are necessary if
we are to be able to estimate the accuracy of an approx-
imation in which a wall of finite thickness and/or large
permittivity is taken to be semi-infinite and/or a per-
fect conductor. The analysis also makes it clear that, for
the present purposes, the reflection coefficient is the only
relevant property not just for two walls but for any num-
ber of walls. Assume, for example, that regions 2 and 5
are replaced by three regions, labeled 2, 5, and 7, with
region 7 extending to infinity. Region 2 would then be
treated as was done above, while regions 5 and 7 would
be treated as regions 2 and 5 were treated above, that is,
by replacing them by a single region with the appropriate
effective reflection coefficient; the analysis of the three-
region problem would thereby be reduced to the analysis
of a two-region problem.

As another limiting case we assume that the two walls
are very thin and are immersed in a common medium

(e3 = €4 = €5); R} and R) defined in Egs. (3.14) and
(3.15) can then be approximated by
Rl ldy~0 ~ (2\/_31§d1/0) A 3 (3.22)
13
R3lds~o ~ (2¢6_332€d2/c)—£;§ (3.23)
1—173,
and Eq. (3.12) simplifies to
F
- (3.24)
L2 |4, 4o

2hd1d2/‘ de€Se 5/2/ dpp?sy sge—2VEPEL/C

72c5

1 Il
I: 7'137'23 7'137'23

2 )
1—ri )(1_7'5_3) (1—7'|1|3 (l_rgs)

If one wall is thin (d; ~ 0) and the other is thick (d; ~

0o) and the former is surrounded by the same medium
(€3 = €4), the force per unit area becomes

F
L2

dy~0,d2~0c0

ﬁdl *° 4 2 o
o /0 degtes / dp

1.1 Il
szsle*z\/apez/c( Ti3723 + 7"137”23 )

(3.25)

In the above discussion, “thin” and “thick” are relative
to other parameters in the problem. The separation of
the walls [ serves as the primary criterion, though other
parameters, such as €, also play a role. Some analysis in
this regard will be offered in the following section.

IV. INTERACTION BETWEEN TWO SETS
OF WALLS WITH A POLARIZABLE SYSTEM
IN BETWEEN

A. General result

A spherically symmetric, polarizable system with po-
larizability a(w) is placed at the position Z between wall
1 and wall 2, that is, in region 3. The simplest situ-
ation is that for which €3 = 1, in which case a(w) is
the polarizability of the system in isolation. Formally,
the analysis does not change form if €3 # 1, though one
must now know a(w) for the system embedded in the
dielectric; at least for e3 — 1 small, one would often be
able to make a reasonable estimate of the correction to
the value of a(w) in isolation. We will therefore proceed
with e3 arbitrary. Furthermore, we will allow system o
to be an atom or an electron, since the analysis is ini-
tially of the same form for either case. Before obtaining
the final results, however, we must sharply distinguish
between the two cases. Thus, for example, for  far from
either wall, its interaction is dominated by contributions
from very low frequencies and the polarizability a(w) of
an atom can be approximated by «(0) = ag. This ap-
proximation cannot be made for an electron, however, for
which «g is infinite. Furthermore, the center of an atom
is fixed, while the location of an electron whose interac-
tion is being determined is not. For the above reasons,
in the study of electron interactions we will always ulti-
mately set e3 = 1. Other than for ideal walls, we will
further restrict our attention, in studies of an electron,
to long-range interactions.

In the dipole approximation—in which the size of the
system is neglected—the interaction between the particle
and the walls can be expressed as
= (0] - 3a(w)EZ|0).

q

VD,aD, (4.1)

The wall-wall interaction is unaffected by the introduc-
tion of the polarizable system, which is affected by, but
does not affect, the field between the walls. E, in Eq.
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(4.1) represents the quantized electric field given in Eq.
(2.1). The mode analyses in Sec. II enable us to replace
the sum of modes in Eq. (4.1) by

S (%)zl)mdkmﬂc ¥+; . (4.2)

Straightforward evaluation of Eq. (4.1) yields

h o0
Voo =4 [kt Skt
0 N
+Zw£'va(wi'v>|f4'|2), (4.3)
N

where f3- and f:l} are defined and discussed in Sec. II.
From Egs. (2.6), (2.17), and (2.18), we find

6 = 1l = — [ (4.4
3 3 2K3(dGt /dw) ], .’ ’

with
I = 2Q1 Q3 — (Qf e *¥% + Qg %),

and, from Egs. (2.19), (2.20), (2.25), and (2.26), we find

(4.5)

wIl

h2 _ ¢l I —
if3|2 - |fm,3|2 + ]fz,3i2 - [02K3(dG“/d‘”)]wl)v ’ (4'6)

with
I ol 2K3c®\ (ol —2Ksz | ol 2Ksz
I :2Q1Q2 —_ 1+ 537 ( 16 +Q2€ )

(4.7)

Substituting Eqs. (4.4) and (4.6) into Eq. (4.3), we ob-
tain

h w?rt

= k 4.8
Vorebs =53 J, {zzv:[a(W)KsGﬂ]wﬁ e

v [a(w)%]wm}'

As we did for Eq. (3.4) in Sec. III, we perform the sum
over N by using the generalized argument theorem (3.5).
Using the same contour C as defined earlier, we obtain

3 oo oo 2
Vbian: = 5.5 [) dkk /0 dga(ig)f% (4.9)

It I
“\1-afef "1-qle])

(We point out here that the straightforward use of the
argument theorem in the derivation of Vp, 4p,, as well
as its use in the derivation of F/L? in Sec. III, is not
mathematically rigorous. We will not concern ourselves
with the related technical details involved. For an expla-
nation of this inadequacy and the way to avoid it, see

Ref. [2] and the references therein.) With the variable
change introduced in Eq. (3.9), we reexpress Eq. (4.9)
as

B B oo 3.1/2 oo
Vp,aD, = 27rc3/0 dé€’eg a/; dp (4.10)

J+ J
X + )
1-R{Ry 1-RIR)

where
J+ = 2R} Ry — (Rie™® + Ryeb), (4.11)
JI = 2RIR) — (1 — 2p?)(Rle~® + Re®),  (4.12)
with
b=2\/esptz/c. (4.13)

Although the two sets of walls we considered in the above
derivation consist of two layers of media each, the gen-
erality of the result (4.10) can be extended to multilayer
walls. It was pointed out in Sec. III that R}, repre-
sent overall reflection coefficients of the two-layer walls.
For multilayer walls, we may simply replace the two-layer
R}, in Eq. (4.10) by the corresponding multilayer Ri\,z-
Note that the R} , defined in Eqs. (3.14) and (3.15) are
expressed iteratively; the Ri‘,z of an (n + 1)-layer wall
could be expressed in terms of the R}, of an n-layer

wall and the Ri‘,z of a semi-infinite one-layer wall.

The general expression (4.10) encompasses some well-
known results and some not previously obtained. Various
limits of the general results obtained above will be elab-
orated upon in the following.

To obtain the interaction with only one set of walls,
we let d2 = 0 and €3 = €5; we then have R} = 0 and Eq.
(4.10) reduces to

3 [} 3 1/2 oo
271'03/0 d€€7eg a[ dp

x [RE + (1 - 2p)R]] e2vamenre,

VDo = (4.14)

where R? is defined in Eq. (3.14) and

l
l1:—+2

. (4.15)

is the distance between the system a and the nearest
of the single set of walls. The general result (4.10) for
two walls can be reexpressed in a form with a sum of
terms almost identical to the result (4.14) for one wall
interactions. Using the fact that

1 oo

TmE - R
1-°%2

n=0

(4.16)

we rewrite Eq. (4.10) as
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h oo [ o}
Vbiap, = 5— / deeey/ e / dp {(

n - €3 +/c
[Rf(R%R%)" + (1 - 2p*)RY(RIR]) ] e 2VEPEL/

M8

3
Il
o

M3

3
I
o

where

IE = (n + %) Y (4.18)
are the positions of the multiple images of the system
o formed by the two surfaces at +/2. [Note from Eq.
(4.15) that I; = IJ.] The first term of Eq. (4.17) is
independent of the position Z. The second and third
terms are in the same form as that of one-wall interaction
(4.14), with I; replaced by I and a by the correspond-
ing a(R}R3)™. Therefore, we may view the interaction
between a and two sets of walls as a sum of interactions
between a(R}R3)™ at corresponding image positions and
one set of walls. (See Fig. 2.) We will examine this rela-
tion in certain limits, where the expression (4.17) can be
simplified. Consider a special case in which the left wall,
denoted by the subscript D, is semi-infinite and consists
of a dilute medium (d; = 00,e; — 1 = §; < 1), the right
wall is metallic (2 = 00), and the system « resides in a
vacuum (€3 = 1). We then have

zy-plane
2 (o ("
7t (r*)? (C
-2 o z 14z 24z nltz  z
(U2 +5=1} ——————.‘

FIG. 2. By a comparison with Eq. (4.14), each term
in the first infinite sum in Eq. (4.17) can be interpreted
as the interaction of a system identical to the true polariz-
able system with a wall. As seen by the nth system, the
fields, with polarization vectors characterized by L and |,
are reduced (by virtue of multiple reflections) relative to the
n = 0 system by factors (y1)™ and (’y”)", respectively, where
¥ = RIR3 exp(—2€;/2pfl/c). The nth system is located at
nl + Z and the surface of the semiinfinite wall with which it
interacts is at z = [/2; the separation between the nth system
and the wall is therefore (nl + 2) +1/2, or If. We indicate
the locations of the systems and of the surface of the wall and
the reduction factors for the fields. A similar interpretation
applies to the second infinite sum in Eq. (4.17).

2R{ Ry
1— R} R#

2R} Ry ) (4.17)

1-RIR]

[R%(R%Ré)" +(1- ZpZ)RLl(R'l'RQ)"] e—zw/e_wfl;/c} ,

01
RiLIdlﬂoo,elf\ll,ea:l ~ @7
(1 —_ 2])2)51
4p? ’

Il
Rl ldl—boo,ellwl,es:l ~

Rilomooiomt =1, Rblmoogemt = —1.  (4.19)

Through order 4;, the sum in Eq. (4.17) reduces to a
sum of finite terms

h oo 3 o0
s A dé€3a /1 dp

x I:(sle—Zp{l/c _ 2p26—2pflo_/c

VbaMm =

(4.20)

1 —2p? + 2p*
2P TP

-6
2p?

(e72PEIS /e 4 g=2pELT /ey |

The first term is Z independent. The second term rep-
resents the interaction between a and the metallic wall.
[See Eq. (4.44) below.] The last term can be interpreted
as the interactions of the dilute medium with o (I§ is
the distance between a and the surface of that wall) and
with the image of a in the metallic wall (/] is the distance
between the image and that surface).

If the walls closest to a are both metallic, that is, if
€1 = €2 = 00, a(R}R2)™ reduces to just a. Then the
sums in Eq. (4.17) bear a direct resemblance to the stan-
dard image interpretation. We will further discuss this
in connection with the evaluation of Vi .ias later in the
section. The form given in Eq. (4.17) provides a simple
picture of the origin of Vp,4p,, but for computational
purposes one would normally use Eq. (4.10).

If walls 1 and 2 are identical (d; = d2 = d and ¢; =
€2 = €) and the regions 3, 4, and 5 are filled with the
same medium (€3 = €4 = €5), the general form (4.10)
reduces to

h oo oo
VpaD = m/ d5§35:1;/2a/ dp
0 1

R1? — Rt cosh(2vz/1)
8 1- R:?

(4.21)

+R”2 — (1 — 2p?) Rl cosh(2vz/1)
1— RI? ’

where
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1,)«(1 _ e—2usd/pl) .

R*=R*"= 5 , (4.22)
1 — pA“e—2vsd/pl .
with
v = y/esp€l/c, (4.23)
L= —p’ Pl = M, (4.24)
s+p €35 + €p
and
. 1/2
s = (— -1 +p2) . (4.25)
€3

Equations (4.22)—(4.24) are just simplified versions of
Egs. (3.13)-(3.16).

For a polarizable system interacting with only one wall,
the general expression (4.10) can be greatly simplified.
(The extension to one set of walls is straightforward.)
We may either set d; = 0 and €3 = €5 or let [ = oo, and
we also have €3 = ¢4 = €. Either approach gives

A y2 /°°
— dees d
s /0 el [ dp

X ['R,J“ +(1- 2p2)7€”] e~ 2vespth/c

VDa = (4.26)

where R+ and R are defined in Eq.
defined in Eq. (4.15).

In the following subsections, we will apply Vp.p of Eq.
(4.21) and V,p of Eq. (4.26) to an atom and then to an
electron. Various limiting results, some known and many
not previously obtained, will be discussed.

(4.22) and ! is

B. Wall-atom-wall interaction

Vpatp from Eq. (4.21) is valid for arbitrary ! and Z
(for |2| < 1/2). [We assume that d;y = d; = d, €1 =
€2 = ¢, and €3 = €4 = €5, necessary conditions for the
validity of Eq. (4.21).] As noted earlier, we will allow the
medium in which the atom resides to have a permittivity
€3 other than unity. For the atom, whose center is fixed,
the result would seem to be formally correct if one uses for
a(w) the polarizability in the presence of the dielectric.
The retention of €3, for €3 # 1, would presumably be an
improvement for €3 ~ 1.

There are two limits of particular interest, the first
when [/2+ 2—the distances of the atom from the walls—
are both large and the second when [ is small. Vpa.:p,
under the former condition, gives the long-range retarda-
tion interaction, while under the latter condition it gives
the short-range interaction of the van der Waals type.

For the long-range case, the contribution from frequen-
cies near zero dominates. Thus the permittivities of the
walls and the polarizability of the atom can be approxi-
mated by their static values

€ =~ €(0) = €, a =~ a(0) = ag.

(4.27)

€3 =~ 63(0) = €30,

Correspondingly, we approximate any quantity depend-
ing on € and e3 by its static value

.A(G, 63) ~ .Ao = A(Eo,ﬁao). (428)
A in our analysis may represent s, R* and r* and later B
and 8. Making the above approximations in Eq. (4.21)
and changing the variable from £ to v [see Eq. (4.23)],
we obtain the retarded interaction for a wall-atom-wall
system

re hea dp
VEL D = - 3‘;2/ dvv / 4x1:(723,7z1)’), (4.29)
€
with
2 o, Y -
¥R, R]) = Ry e 2 — Rge ¥ cosh(2vz/1) (4.30)
0> Ro) = .

1-— ’R,bLze—z"
2p2)'R,” v cosh(ZVz/l)

2
R“ —2v __ 1—
+ 20 € (
1-RY ez

There are two limits of special interest. For thick walls
(d = 00), R* defined in Eq. (4.22) approaches r* and,
accordingly, R} in Eq. (4.29) can be replaced by 7, that
is,

he i > d
= 0:302 / dvv® / %111(1-61-, rg
7rl4esé 0 1 P

(4.31)

e
VDatD]d_'OO

For thin walls (d ~ 0), R* can be approximated by

2 2svd ™
~

. 4.32
pl 122 (4:32)

Since R} is a small quantity, we can simplify the inter-
action (4.29) to

2h:0;[}j¢/ dvvie~ Y cosh(2vz/1),

ret —
VDatD |d~0 -

(4.33)

where 1, which depends only on €g/e30, is given by

o=

Carrying out the integration over v we obtain

rd lI
[ r2+(1‘2”2) ”2]- (4.34)

1—-7,

3hicapd
Viholwo = —2900 (5 + )% (439
dmezo
where l; = If and l; = I; [defined in Eq. (4.18)] are

the distances of the atom from the left wall and from the
right wall, respectively. Since the interaction of an atom
with a thin wall is weak, it is hardly surprising that the
interaction of an atom with two thin walls is the sum of
independent atom-wall interactions.

Note though that the individual terms in Eq.

(4.35)
fall off as 1/1$ and 1/13

, while for metallic walls or thick
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dielectric walls a retarded wall-atom interaction falls off
as the fourth power of the separation [4,15]. Corrections
of order d/l; and d/l2, which account for the different
dependence on the separation, are to be expected from
consideration of the effective thickness of the wall, the
thickness which contains the atoms whose (long-range)
contributions to the retarded interactions dominate. The
effective thickness for a thin dielectric wall is the actual
thickness d, but is proportional to ! (with a coefficient
small compared to unity) for a thick dielectric wall. A
more formal analysis of the correction associated with a
wall of finite thickness will be presented in Sec. IVF.

In contrast, for the short-range case (! small) signif-
icant contributions come from the region v ~ 1 in Eq.
(4.21). [Consider Eq. (4.22) for R*. The exp(—v) factor
is very small for v >> 1, while the 1 — exp(2,/€zsfd/c) or
1 — exp(2vsd/pl) factor vanishes as v ~ 0.] v ~ 1 cor-
responds to p ~ ¢/(,/€3€l) > 1. Then, for ¢/e3 of order
unity, we can use the approximation s ~ p, which leads
to

N I 1— e—2vd/l
with
€3 — €
= . 4.37
Py (4.37)

[ is simply the reflection coefficient for a plane electro-
magnetic wave traveling in a region with permittivity e
incident normally on a semi-infinite medium with per-
mittivity e€3. A similar interpretation can be given to B
for a medium of thickness d. Making the above approxi-
mations, changing the variable from p to v in Eq. (4.21)
and keeping only the leading =2 term (which is the term
associated with the factor —2p?), we obtain the short-
range van der Waals interaction for the wall-atom-wall
system

2n [ o Be¥ cosh(2vz/l)
vdW __ 4% 2 _
VDatD = 7rl3 /0. dvv A dfea 1 _ B2e—2v .

(4.38)

Furthermore, for thick walls (d — o0), B in Eq. (4.38)

can be approximated by [ according to Eq. (4.36).
Therefore, we have
2 [ o0
VoW lasoo = —= | dw® [ dg (4.39)
w3 Jo o

a Be~" cosh(2vz/1)

€3 1-— ,826"2"

On the other hand, if the walls are thin (d ~ 0), B can
be approximated by
2vd 3

B B _vi(e =)
a~0 = 1-p2 2 €z

(4.40)

The integral over v can then be performed and the inter-
action (4.38) reduces to

v 3ad (1 1 ® a(e3? —€?)
vithieo~ o (i) [ 6890

€3 €3€

(4.41)

[Just as for the long-range retarded interaction for thin
walls, given in Eq. (4.35), the short-range result for thin
walls is the sum of independent atom-wall interactions
and the interactions differ from those for thick dielectrics
(or metals) by corrections proportional to d; /! and d3/1.]
In the case of ideal walls we have the limiting values

€ = 0o, Rt =1, RI - —1. (4.42)
The interaction (4.21) then reduces to
zh oo oo
Vitars = — | dég3e}/*a / dp (4.43)
wcd Jo 1

)

e~ — p?e~¥ cosh(2vz/1)
X
1—-e2v

recall that the subscript M denotes a metallic wall. Cor-
respondingly, the one-wall interaction Eq. (4.14) reduces
to

h

oo oo
VMa = ——3 d££36§/2a/ dpp?e”2Vesreh/e,
e 0 1

(4.44)

The two-wall interaction (4.43) can be reexpressed in a
form similar to (but simpler than) Eq. (4.17) by expand-
ing [1 —exp(—2v)]~?! in the p? exp(—v) cosh(2vZ/l) term.
One obtains

2% oo 1/2 oo e—2u
VMam = ;T?/o d§§3€3/ 0‘/; dp 1_e2v

2 oo
_r Z(e—z«/apﬁli/c + 6*2\/51761:/6)} ,
2 n=0

(4.45)

where the [ are defined in Eq. (4.18). Apart from the 2-
independent term, that containing v, Vasa s is just a sum
of interactions between a at its multiple image positions
and a single wall [compare with Vjso in Eq. (4.44)].

For the long-range interaction, we use the approxima-
tions (4.28) in (4.43) and change variables from £ to v.
The integral over p can then be easily performed. For
the resulting v integral, we use

* dvd w
R 4.46
/0 e —1 240 (4.46)
o dun? cosh(2vz/l) _ 432 cos?(nz /1) (4.47)
0 sinh(v) 8 cos*(mz /1)
and find
3 2(r3
ret m3heag [ 1 3 — 2cos?(nz/l)
_ 13— 2cosT(mz/t) 4.48
Vitaem 1463(/)2 [360 8 cos?(mz /1) (4.48)

or, equivalently,
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3hicog 4 > ( 1 1 )
vt o= S0 S (= + =) (449
MatM 871'6362 [135l4 — l;r4 l;4

The second version is most easily derived from Eq. (4.45),
once again using (4.28) and changing variables from ¢ to
v [see Eq. (4.23)]; it is interpreted as a sum of image
interactions. Apart from the trivial (formal) generaliza-
tion from €3 = 1 to €3 arbitrary and a reinterpretation of
ag as the zero-frequency polarizability of the atom when
within the medium, Eq. (4.48) is a result previously de-
rived [16].

For the short-range interaction, we change variables
from p to v in Eq. (4.43). The approximations allowed
under the assumption that [ is arbitrarily small are much
more readily understood by a physical argument than by
a mathematical analysis. Thus, for [ ~ 0, the time of
flight cannot be relevant and we can let ¢ = co. The z-
independent first term in the square bracket in Eq. (4.43)
vanishes as ¢ — oo and in the second term the integration
limits on v, /€zél/c to oo, can be replaced by 0 to oo,
the difference vanishing as ¢ — oco. We thereby obtain
the nonrelativistic van der Waals—like result, with the
characteristic =3 behavior,

h ® «
vdW I~ =
Vil = TG [ el (4.50)
with
. > o cosh(2vz/1)
= — et 4.51
T(3)1) fo an? O (4.51)

As for the retarded interaction, the short-range inter-
action of Eq. (4.50) is a trivial formal generalization
(from e3 = 1 to €3 arbitrary, but with the reinterpre-
tation of the polarizability not simply at zero frequency
but at all frequencies, for the atom within the medium)
of a previously derived result [16]. Corresponding to
Eq. (4.48) in the long-range case, V3£, can be reex-
pressed, on evaluating T'(Z/l) by writing 1/(2sinhv) as
exp(—v) + exp(—3v) + -+, as

v B (1 1 *  a
Viatn = =~ (lTa + l__s) s (4.52)
’n:o n n

which is a sum of wall-image interactions.

C. Wall-atom interaction

Analyses parallel to those leading to the results for the
wall-atom-wall system can be applied to the much sim-
pler expression (4.26) for the atom-wall system and the
results are simpler as well. Here we record the corre-
sponding long-range and short-range results

oo oo d
_7fica§ 2/ dw/3e_2"/ —g
2ride3/? Jo 1 P

1€30
x [Re" + (1 —20)R{"],

VESL = (4.53)

vgaw = P / dvv2e? / a2 B, (4.54)
wl3 Jo 0 €3

where R} and B* are defined in the same way as R} of

Eq. (4.22) and B of Eq. (4.36), respectively, except that

lin Egs. (4.22) and (4.36) is replaced by [y, the distance

between the atom and the wall defined in Eq. (4.15). For

a thick wall (d — o0), Egs. (4.53) and (4.54) become

re 3hicag > dp
Vil =~ [ B [t + - 200l
1

167ltes))
(4.55)
Vgaw|, = P [T gexea—c (4.56)
Dat |ld—oo = 47rl:13 o €3 €3 + E’ .
while for a thin wall (d ~ 0), they become
re 3hcapd
Vala~o = ———79, (4.57)
4mlSeqn
3hd [, o€l — €2
Vo la~o = dg¢— =2 4.58
Dat la~0 167rl‘11 /0 €€3 4eze ( )

where 9 is given in Eq. (4.34). While the interactions
(4.55) and (4.56) for a semi-infinite wall have been stud-
ied [15], the results (4.53) and (4.54) for the finite wall [in-
cluding the results (4.57) and (4.58) in the thin wall lim-
its] have not been available previously. Equations (4.53)
and (4.54) can be used to deduce the Casimir and van der
Waals interactions between two atoms; following Lifshitz
[5], one simply takes the wall to be a dilute gas of atoms.

For an ideal wall, a direct reduction of Eq. (4.26) using
the limiting values (4.42) gives

h oo oo
VMo =——5 d££36§/za/ dpp?e”2Vesreh/e,
e 0 1

(4.59)

Replacing 6;/ ? and a by their zero-frequency values and
integrating over ¢ and then over p we obtain

re 3hCO[0
VM;,t = ‘——*—'—4—*5—/3. (4.60)
8mliesy
Integrating over p and letting ¢ — oo gives
h *  a
Vel = — de—. 4.61
Mat 471_11; /0 663 ( )

The result (4.60) is well known [4] and the result (4.61)
for e3 = 1 has also been studied [6].

D. Wall-electron-wall interaction

We now consider an electron between two identical
walls; in line with an earlier discussion we set €3 = 1.
Substituting polarizability of a free electron, associated
with its time-dependent displacement generated by an
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electric field of frequency w [with w in a(w) = —e?/m.w?
replaced by ]
o2
a(if) = =3 (4.62)
into the general expression (4.21), we obtain
he? *° °
Voao = o [“ace [ape,  aey)
where
o Z R — R cos};(?l/i/l) +op? Rl cosh(21/22/l).
AT 1-R> 1— Rl
(4.64)

The last term in © needs special attention, for it could
seem to cause the p integrals to diverge if analyses parallel
to those used for the wall-atom-wall interactions were
used. To bypass this difficulty, we follow a procedure
used previously for a similar situation [7] and introduce

o Be™¥ cosh(2vZ/1)

O=0-2p T Be—z

(4.65)

where B is defined in Eq. (4.36). As will be seen below,
the decomposition given in Eq. (4.65) avoids the diver-
gence mentioned above; adding and subtracting the term
involving B, the contributions from © and from the B
terms separately converge. Accordingly, we may rewrite
the wall-electron-wall interaction (4.63) as

Vbelp = Vpein,r + Vpein, 11, (4.66)
with
he? o o
Vpep,1 = —— c3/ d£§/ dp®, (4.67)
e Jo 1
2he? [ *  ,Be ¥ cosh(2vz/1)
VbelD, 11 = Wmec3[) dﬁﬁfl dpp 1 Ble—2v °

(4.68)

Vpelp,1 given by Eq. (4.67) can then be treated in the
same manner as that used for Vp,;p in Sec. VIB. In the
long-range case, we use the approximations (4.28) and
obtain

hez oo oo dp _
ret _
Vheip, 1 = m/ﬂ dw//l ;2—@0, (4.69)
where
2 5, . -
B, = Ry“e2 —’R(’}iz cosh(2vz/1) (4.70)
A=, 1-— RO e~ 2v

’R,”e'“” Boe™"
+2p? 0 — cosh(2vz/l1).
7, TR T B ) v

[See Eq. (4.28) for the meaning of subscript zero.] We
note from Eq. (4.36) that for p ~ co

Rlizg_ﬁ

27" (4.71)

which ensures the convergence of the p integral of the sec-
ond term in Eq. (4.70). This is achieved at the expense
of having to evaluate an additional contribution Vpeip, 11
given in Eq. (4.68). To analyze Vpeip,71 we first follow
the procedure of double contour integration mentioned
in Sec. II and rewrite Eq. (4.68), valid for the short- and
the long-range cases, as

2% 2 100 0 100
eBRe/ dgg (/ +/ )dpp2
TMmeC 0 1 0

» Be™¥ cosh(2vz/1)
1 — B2e—2v :

VpelD, 11 =

(4.72)

In the long-range case, we use the approximation (4.28).
Since By is real, we can neglect the contribution from the
p integration along the imaginary axis. After changing
the variables from £ to v [see Eq. (4.23)] and performing
the integration along the path 1 to 0, we obtain

2ke?
Tmecl?

. (4.73)

re > Boe ¥ cosh(2vz/1
Vieip, 1 = — / dvv =" (2v2/1)
0

1— Bie—2v

[In obtaining Eq. (4.73), we have also performed a con-
tour integration down along the positive imaginary v axis
(Z00 to 0), then along the positive real axis (0 to co), and
then along the upper-right one-quarter infinite circle (oo
to t00).] Combining the results (4.69) and (4.73), we
obtain the total long-range wall-electron-wall interaction

hez oo oodp

ret __ 1 Il

Vst = —ﬂmedz/o dw//l 2R, Ry, Bo), (474)
with

~ 2Bge Y cosh(2vz/1
@(Ré’nngO)ZGO_ Ol_Bzefzu /)
0

(4.75)

For thick walls, V&%, can be simplified for one can re-
place R) and By in Eq. (4.75) by ry and By, respectively.
[See Egs. (4.24) and (4.37) for the definitions of r* and
B.] As a result, we have

he? % © dp
VBlinlare = s [ [ ek o).
(4.76)

For thin walls, we can use the approximations (4.32) and
(4.40). Then, following a procedure similar to that lead-
ing to Eq. (4.35), we obtain

re he?d (1 1
Vieipla~o = (l_3 + l’:;;) b,

4tmec 7

(4.77)

with
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230’" /P _ 200 } (4.78)

1 B

For ideal walls, we use the limiting values (4.42) and
rewrite the interaction (4.63) as

= 2 [/w dﬁf/m dp—?%
T Re / de¢ / 2¢ " cosh@z/l)

The second term in the above expression is associated
with the second term in Eq. (4.64) with a double contour
integration applied [5]. This term can now be treated in
the same manner as that used in arriving at (4.72). After
doing so, we reduce Eq. (4.79) to

Vrerm (4.79)

2he? oo 1 cosh(2vz/l)
Ve = W/O dvv [ez:f _1 + 2sinh(v)
(4.80)
Using
*  dvv w2

4.

/ -1 24 (80

cosh(2vz/l) w2
/ dvv sinh(v) ~ 4cos?(nz/l)’ (452

we recover the known result [6]

he?

1
Tmecl? [ﬁ + 4c052(7r2/l)] ’ (4.83)

Ve =

E. Wall-electron interaction

Substituting Eq. (4.62) into Eq. (4.26), we have the
interaction between an electron and a wall

2—’2—65/ dse/ dp

X [RL +(1- 2p2)’R”*] e weh/e,

VDel = (4.84)

Similar but simpler analyses than those used above for
the wall-electron-wall system can be applied to the wall-
electron interaction (4.84) for various limiting results,
which can also be deduced from the corresponding wall-
electron-wall results by taking the limit [ — co. Without
further discussion, we record the long-range interaction

he? o * d
Vf)eetl = / dw/e_z”/ —];
2mmecli” Jo 1 P

x®' (RE*, RN, BY),

(4.85)

(4.86)

where

TABLE I. Summary of some general results for the inter-
actions between a polarizable system a and one wall (or one
set of walls) or a and two walls (or two sets of walls). The
conditions of validity and definitions are specified.

14 Conditions and definitions Eq.

VDiaD, arbitrary (4.10)
Vban es=€ =¢€,dy=dy=d,e1 =€ =¢€ (4.21)
V’DaM d1 = 00, €1 ~v 1,62 = o0 (4.20)
VMmam €1 = €2 = 00, (4.43)
VDla dz = 0,63 = €5 (4.14)
VD.-, dz = 0,63 = €4 = €5, d1 = d,€1 =€ (4.26)
VMa dz = 0,61 = 00, €3 = €5 (4.44)

3'(Rg", Ry ,By)

= 2B + {R;}* + R Zop2(RI” - Bg)] . (4.87)
For a thick wall we have
re hez
VDet1|d—>oo = —m@ ('I‘O ,To,ﬂg) (488)

which was previously obtained [7]. The result for a thin
wall is

ret _
Vheli~o = ;———5 b, (4.89)

TABLE II. Summary of the van der Waals and retardation
interactions for wall-atom-wall, wall-electron-wall, wall-atom,
and wall-electron systems in cases of finite, thick, and thin
walls. The conditions of validity and definitions are specified
in Table I. €3 is understood to be equal to unity for interac-
tions involving an electron. References for the known results
are included.

Interaction van der Waals Retardation
Vpatp (4.38) (4.29)
VDatD|d— oo (4.39) (4.31)
VDatD|d~0 (4.41) (4.33)
VbelD (4.74)
VbelD|d— oo (4.76)
VbelD|d~o0 (4.77)
VmMatm (4.50)* (4.48)®
VMelm (4.83)F (4.83)®
Vbat (4.54) (4.53)
VbDat|d— oo (4.56)° (4.55)°
Vpat|a~o (4.58) (4.57)
VDel (4.85)
Vbel|d— oo (4.88)¢
Vpellda~o (4.89)
ViMat (4.60)2 (4.61)°
VMel (4.90)° (4.90)®

*Reference [16].
PReference [6].
“Reference [5].
dReference [7].
°Reference [4].
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where ¢ in Eq. (4.89) is given by Eq. (4.78). The known
interaction for an ideal wall 6]

hez

P 4.90
4rmc?l? ( )

Vatel =

can also be obtained.

The various results obtained in this section are sum-
marized in Table I for those of general types and in Table
II for those in special limits.

F. Approximating a wall of finite thickness
by one with d = oo

In the above analyses of walls of finite thickness d, we
obtained simplified limiting results for d ~ 0 and for d ~
0o. We gave a qualitative discussion below Eq. (4.35) of
the difference between a thin wall and a wall with d ~ co.
It can be very desirable in the design and analysis of
experiments to have a more quantitative estimate of the
effects of having walls of finite d. We now give a few
such estimates, but in a very limited context. We begin
with the obvious remark that the effects of a wall are
determined by its permittivity as well as by its thickness;
an ideal wall of any d can be taken to have d = oo, while
a dilute wall would have to have d very large if it is to
approximate a wall with d = oco. We first look at the
one-wall interaction given in Eq. (4.54).

For the short-range (I; ~ 0) wall-atom interaction, B,
defined in Eq. (4.36), can be approximated by

B - B(1— p2)e L, (4.91)
where we expanded, retaining only the leading d-
dependent term. Integrating over v in Eq. (4.54) we

find

Viat =~ 13/ dg— ﬁ{ [1+(d/ﬂz)] } (4.92)

The first term in Eq. (4.92) is the thick-wall result V3dW
given in Eq. (4.56). If €3 and € are of the same order, in
which case 3 is of order unity, then the fractional error
made in replacing V3IW by VEdW| o is of order

1
[1+ (d/L)]*

If the fractional error is to be less than 10%, we must then
have d > 1.2l;. The lower bound on d will be somewhat
reduced if €3 and € are rather different.

A similar analysis can be applied to the long-range
(I1 ~ o©0) wall-atom interaction (4.53). We find the frac-
tional error in replacing replacing VD by Vgg}"’ld_,oo
given in Eq. (4.55) to be roughly

-
[+ (d/1)]*

For an error less than 10%, the lower limit of the thick-
ness is about d > 0.8l;. Applying the above analyses
to the wall-electron system, we find that, for the retar-
dation interaction, the thickness should be greater than
3.2l;. The lower bounds on d/l; may be a bit low. Thus
l; ~ 0 implies that l; is much smaller than any rele-
vant characteristic length, which here is d. The result
d > 0.8l; for the long-range case is particularly suspect.

It was pointed out earlier that the interaction with two
walls can be viewed as a converging sum of interactions
with only one wall. [See Eq. (4.17) and the relevant
discussion.] Hence the above analysis regarding the min-
imum thickness of the wall can be readily applied to the
two-wall interactions. The analyses and bounds given
above serve only as rough estimates on how thick a wall
should be if it is to be considered as a thick wall. For
accurate bounds and for bounds useful over the full inter-
action range, numerical calculations can be performed.

Some results on the deflection of atoms moving near
the surface of a wall and subject to the nonretarded [—3
interaction were obtained about 20 years ago [17]. More
recently, much more accurate results were obtained [18]
for atom-wall separations in both the nonretarded and
the retarded (I=*) domains. These results are in very
good agreement with the theoretical predictions.

(4.93)

(4.94)
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