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Casimir forces and quantum friction of finite-size atoms in relativistic trajectories
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We revisit the atom-plate quantum friction and Casimir force with a full-relativistic formalism for atoms
modeled as Unruh-DeWitt detectors with arbitrary relativistic trajectories in arbitrary quantum states (including
coherent superpositions) close to a plate with any possible boundary condition. Particularizing for conducting
plates, we show that, for relative velocities close to ¢, the quantum friction diverges while the Casimir force is
almost independent of the velocity. Since we include the effect of the finite size of the detector and the finite
interaction time, we also obtain quantum friction when the detector is isolated but follows a noninertial trajectory.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum friction is the appearance of a reaction force to the
movement of a neutral object in the presence of a quantum field
[1]. Quantum friction is strongly related with the dynamical
Casimir effect, which is the emission of real particles by
moving objects in the presence of a quantum field [2-5].

The study of quantum friction between atoms, and between
atoms and dielectric (and metallic) plates, has been studied
in great detail since it is the simplest nontrivial model for the
interaction of microscopic objects (e.g., atoms, molecules, etc.)
and macroscopic objects (e.g., mirrors, dielectric spheres, etc.).
It is impossible to cite all works on the topic due to their sheer
abundance, but as a token, the quantum friction between atoms
has been studied in, e.g., [6—8]. The friction between atoms and
plates has been studied in [9—19], among others. The case of
rotation friction has been analyzed in, e.g., [20-23]. The effect
of acceleration in quantum friction in the context of the Unruh
effect has been studied in, e.g., [24-28]. Analyses from the
perspective of the dynamical Casimir effect for nonuniform
trajectories and in curved spaces have been performed in, e.g.,
[29,30]. The friction forces between macroscopic objects has
also been studied in, e.g., [31-37]. The relation of quantum
friction with the fluctuation-dissipation theorem has been
considered in [38—41], etc.

The Casimir forces [42] or Van der Waals forces in the
nonrelativistic regime were studied between atoms in the
seminal work [43], and between parallel perfect metal plates in
[44]. Lifshitz included the material properties of the plates into
the formalism in [45]. Several approaches to the calculation of
those forces, as the pairwise summation approximation [46]
and the proximity force approximation [47], have been widely
employed, although their range of validity has been justified
only recently [48,49]. A formal complete solution for multiple
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macroscopic arbitrary shaped linear optical materials has been
obtained in [50-52]. Since then, this solution inspired new
numerical methods [53] and theoretical research, with the de-
velopment of the trace formalism [54] for nonequilibrium and
nonstationary setups [31]. See, for example, [55] for a review.

Usually, in the calculations of the Casimir and quantum
friction forces with atoms, the atoms are modeled as pointlike
objects. One may justify this arguing that, at the end of the day,
atoms are small and usually their characteristic length is the
smallest one of all scales involved in any experiment. However,
it is not unusual that the distance between interacting atoms
would be of the order of their respective atomic radii; this is the
case, for example, of the Van der Waals interaction that appears
in the Lennard-Jones potential. It would be natural that, at those
scales, the shape of the atom will be relevant. Additionally,
the pointlike nature of the atom has been responsible for the
appearance of divergences in the calculation of these forces
in the past (e.g., [56]). In the study of the relativistic aspects
of the light matter interaction it is well known, however, that
considering the finite size of the atoms cures the models from
these divergences [57,58].

In this paper, we perform a time-dependent relativistic
analysis of the Casimir force and the quantum friction on
atoms (taking into account their internal dynamics) in the
presence of extended objects. In previous literature on quantum
friction atoms have been mostly considered in their ground
states (or in few remarkable exceptions the excited state
[59,60]). In this paper, we also analyze the dependence of
these forces on the internal state of the atoms (the full density
matrix characterizing the quantum state of the atoms including
coherent and incoherent superpositions of ground and excited
states). Furthermore, we do not approximate the atoms as
pointlike objects, instead we consider the full spatial extension
of the atom, which removes the divergences present in other
pointlike calculations.

To do a covariant study of the Casimir and quantum
friction forces, we model the interaction of the atoms and the
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quantum field with the Unruh-DeWitt model. While this model
simplifies the nature of the field and the atom and considers a
scalar coupling, it has been shown that Unruh-DeWitt detectors
capture the relevant features of the light-matter interaction
when the exchange of angular momentum between the field and
the detector is not dominant for the phenomenology studied
[61,62]. In any case, the formalism developed here is easily
generalizable to the electromagnetic field case as seen, e.g., in
[61,63].

Concretely, we develop the formalism of finite-time Casimir
and quantum friction forces for relativistic atoms undergoing
arbitrary trajectories, in the presence of macroscopic objects
modeled by their 7 scattering matrix via the Lippmann-
Schwinger equation.

By performing a fully relativistic finite-time study of the
Casimir force and quantum friction, we find that there is an
additional term of the quantum friction force for free atoms
moving in the presence of the field vacuum in nonequilibrium
regimes. As far as the author’s knowledge goes, this has not
been the focus of previous literature. Namely, the fact that there
is a four-force always present when the detector interacts with
a field regardless whether there is any other object present
other than the detector. This force will depend on the shape
of the detector and on its trajectory, and it is present even
when the field and the detector are in their ground state, in
contrast to the case studied in [64,65], where a thermal bath was
present.

II. SETUP

Let us first introduce the atom-field interaction model that
we will use throughout the paper. For simplicity, we will
model the atom as a two-level quantum system (we denote
|g) the ground state and |e) the excited state), monopolarly
coupled to a scalar field. This is the well-known Unruh-DeWitt
(UDW) detector model [66], which has been shown to capture
the features of the light-matter interaction when there is no
exchange of angular momentum [67,68] (see [61] for a more
in-depth discussion).

The Hamiltonian of the atom-field system in the interaction
picture is given by

H=H,+Hy+ H. (1)

As we will see later on, only the interaction part of the
Hamiltonian will be relevant to the Casimir and quantum
friction forces. In any case, a full discussion of the motivation
and the form of the different terms in the Hamiltonian can be
found, e.g., in [62].

Let us consider a detector, modeling an atom, that moves
with an arbitrary trajectory coupled to the scalar field. There are
two relevant reference frames in the problem: the laboratory
frame (7, x), assumed to be inertial, and the detector’s center-
of-mass reference frame (t, &). In this work we will not con-
sider the detector to be a pointlike object. Rather, we study the
more general case of a finite-size detector smeared in its own
frame moving in an arbitrary trajectory (for which a pointlike
detector is a particular case). The reasonable hypothesis for a
physical detector (for example, an atom) is that it has to keep
internal coherence as it moves. We will make the assumption
that the detector is rigid (keeps its shape) in its center-of-mass

reference frame [57,67,69]. That means that the internal forces
that keep the detector together will prevent it from being
further smeared due to its (possibly) noninertial motion, up to
accelerations where atomic coherence is compromised (which
can be surprisingly large, see [62] and [70]).

The interaction Hamiltonian that generates translations
with respect to the atom’s proper time 7, in the interaction
picture (notated with a prefix subindex D), can be written in
a very compact way following the formalism of [57,62,69].
Namely,

BT = e x(v(1) / dE FERDBU(T, §). x(x. £)), (2)

where

(1) x(z(t))isthe switching function which we have written
as an implicit function of ¢ since it will be assumed to be set
in the laboratory’s reference frame (the experimenter controls
the switching).

(2) f(&) is the spatial smearing of the detector (can be
thought of as the density of the detector in its center-of-mass
reference frame). This generically shaped detector includes the
pointlike case as the particular choice f(&) = 6(§).

(3) fu(t) = 6Te¥ 4 6 e~ isthe detector’s mono-pole
moment. /€2 is the difference between the energy of the ground
state and the excited state (energy gap).

) d(t(x, &), x(z, &)) is a massless scalar field. For sim-
plicity, the field quantization frame (¢, x) is assumed to be
inertial (for example, the laboratory frame).

For further detail on how the prescription of the Hamiltonian
(2) comes from first principles in the relativistic approach to
the light-matter interaction one can check [62].

III. QUANTUM FRICTION FORCES FOR A RELATIVISTIC
INERTIAL DETECTOR

A. Relativistic detector in an arbitrary trajectory

For any point of the detector’s trajectory, even if the
trajectory is arbitrary, at any given point in time ¢ there is a
Lorentz transformation between the inertial laboratory’s frame
(t, x) and the comoving frame with the detector’s center of
mass [62] (7, &) at that instant. Let us notate that instantaneous
Lorentz transformation as A " (¢):

cdt\’ v cdt\"

(G2) =aco(5) ®
where the general instantaneous Lorentz transformation is
defined as

A(t) = K-S O+T-00)] 4)

Each possible trajectory is defined locally by the vectors & ()
and 0(¢) (instant rapidity and instantaneous rotation vector,
respectively) and by an initial condition. The rapidity is defined
as

£(t) = ey(¢) arctanh <M>, (@)
C

where the unitary vector in the direction of v is e,(t) :=
v(t)/|v(¢)|andv(z) := %. The instantaneous rotation vector
0 is a vector whose direction is the instantaneous rotation axis
and whose modulus is the instantaneous rotation angle.
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The infinitesimal generators of Lorentz transformations can
be represented as

(K, =—i(8;"+3,7), (6)

(), = i 8™, )

where the Einstein summation convention is assumed, Latin
indices go from 1 to 3, and Greek indices go from O to 3.

B. General expression for arbitrary trajectories
Substituting Eq. (4) into (3), we get the full coordinate
transformation between the inertial and noninertial frames as

Xt = / dT' Ay () + A (OE. (®)

70

The trajectory of the detector’s center of mass in its own

reference frame is
£l (0) = (C(f ) ©

This trajectory, seen in the laboratory’s reference frame [i.e.,
the trajectory of the center of mass of the detector, which is the
origin of the coordinates (7, £), as seen from the laboratory] is

X (1) = (ct(z,0), x(1, 0)), (10)
therefore, using Eq. (9) in Eq. (8), we get the trajectory in the

laboratory’s frame as

Xt (1) = f dt' A" (7). (11)

To

We need to substitute this trajectory in the interaction picture
Hamiltonian (2). The scalar field operator in the interaction
picture can be expanded in an arbitrary basis ug(z, x) as

q@(t,x):fddk[a,iuk(t,x)+aku;*;(t,x)]. (12)

If we now express the field in terms of the proper coordinates
of the detector £#* = (1, £) we obtain

Pt(z, &), x(1,§))
- / AR [a g (5 (7, £)) + gl (5 (7, £))]

= /ddk[a,tuk <[rdr/A0“(t/) + Aj“(t)éf) + Hc:|
(13)

In this fashion, we can now write the interaction Hamiltonian as
an explicit function of the detector’s center-of-mass trajectory
x* (1) as

c.m.

pH (5, (1) =khcx(f(t))/d$ f@n(r)

x é(ftdr’Ao“(rU + A,-“(r)éj)

To

:Ahcx(r(t))fdsf(E)ﬂ(f)

X pxln () + A (1)E]. (14)

We recall that x/, () = (#(z), x(7)) is the trajectory of the
center of mass of the detector. The interaction Hamiltonian
is the only component of the system’s full Hamiltonian that
depends on the trajectory, and will be the relevant part to
compute the reaction force on the detector.

C. Reaction force on the particle detector

The Hamiltonian of the detector-field system, generating
translations with respect to the proper time of the detector, is
given by

pH™ (1) = pHj +p Hj +p H (x/'1,. (). (15)

We can compute the four-force operator on the detector from
Newton’s second law as the derivative of the four-momentum
with respect to the detector’s proper time. The fastest way to
compute this is through Hamilton’s equations [71] since the
derivative of the four-momentum with respect to proper time
is equal to the derivative of the Hamiltonian with respect to the
trajectory of the detector:

Fu(r) = —d

c.m.

o H (), (16)

where 9,z () is the derivative with respect to the trajectory
of the detector’s center of mass. Since the only Hamiltonian
component that depends on the trajectory of the detector is the
interaction Hamiltonian, and the explicit dependence of the
interaction Hamiltonian on the trajectory of the center of mass
is given in (14), this yields

Fu(t) = =8, op HI (x"(€"))
= —8xgm_<r>[xhcx(r> / d& f(E)n(r)(x"(z, s»}.

a7

Notice that the derivative commutes with the integral over the
smearing function since we are taking derivatives with respect
to the trajectory of the detector x4, (7). We can use the mode
expansion (13) to compute the derivative with respect to the
trajectory explicitly. For simplicity let us choose, without loss
of generality, a plane-wave basis

up(t, x) = e Clklr—k-x) (18)

1
V2Qm)? k|
Working in this basis it is useful to realize that

B oy K OFASOF] e o hulxtn (A (D8]
Xem. (T )
19)

where we recall that both A # and x* are dependent on the
proper time parameter. In turn, this implies that

o b =i / Ak k(8 (™ (7, £)) — gl (M (2, )],

(20)

With all these ingredients we can now write the expression of
the four-force as

E(v) = —irhc x (z(1)) / d& f(E)i(z) / dkky,

x [alug (X" (t, £)) — aguf(x"(z, ). (21)
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We would like to compute the time evolution of the expectation
value of the four-force. For this, we can use leading-order
perturbation theory.

In summary, if the initial density operator of the system
is an uncorrelated state of detector and field, i.e., pop = o,¢ ®

Po.4, the system will evolve to a density operator py = UpoUT,
where U is the time evolution operator in the interaction picture
(and T represents the time ordering operation)

U =Texp<—%/oo dt I:I[(r)>. (22)

oo

For small enough coupling strength A we could consider the
perturbative corrections to the initial state:

pr=rpo+p + 7 + 007, (23)

where the different order corrections are given by
Py =00+ U™, (24)

A(2) . AU OU(UT + U(z)po + pOU(Z)T
(25)

and where the time evolution operator has been expanded in
Dyson series as

U=09+0"+0%+ 00, (26)
where
09 =1, (27)
A _% /m dt B,(7), (28)
0

A O o
U =77 dt, doH(t)H(n2),  (29)

Performing this perturbative analysis, the expectation value of
the four-force, at leading order in A, is obtained as

() = te(F, 0D po) + tr(UV po F,)
= 2Re [tr(£, 01V po)]. (30)

We can rewrite U and F, in terms of the field mode
expansion. Namely, we can substitute the mode expansions
(12) and (20) to compute the expression for the operator
F,00:

n

FMU(I),ﬁO = lﬁ ax“(r)ﬁl(f)/\m d'[,I:II('L'/)
R (r) / g £ (&) f € f(E)

X/ ' x () Fu(z, &, 7, EHpORE Vo a,
€2y

where

Fu(r.&.7. &)
- /ddkkﬂfddk’[&,tuk(x“(t,g))—&ku,’:(x”(r,‘g'))]

x [&Luk’(x“(t', &)+ apuy (x* (', E))1pog,  (32)

where we have used that the initial state of the detector and the
field is uncorrelated: pp = po,¢ ® Po,«. Notice that, because
of causality, the expression above would not make sense for
switching functions that were supported for 7 > t. Under this
constraint, Eq. (31) will allow us to compute the force at an
instant time 7 taking into account the time evolution of the
atomic state from some initial preparation time [origin of the
support of x (t)] to the time T where the force is evaluated.
We will consider the most general possible initial detector

quantum state
A a b
Po,d = <b* 1— a)’ (33)

inthebasis {|e), |g)}. Inthis basis, a is the probability of finding
the atom in the excited state (and consequently 1 — a is the
probability of finding the atom in the ground state). b are the
atomic coherences in this basis. In this basis, the monopole
moment takes the form

QT
Ae) = (e?gf ‘ ) (34)

and therefore

a1

, beiﬂ(rfr’)
At poa = (b*eiﬂ(rr’)

(1-— a)eiQ(rr'))‘ (35)

Given the form of (35) we can already conclude that, at leading
order, the coherences of the quantum state of the detector b do
not have any influence on the reaction force on the detector. The
force, however, will be influenced by the diagonal elements of
the density matrix of the detector.

For the particular case where the state of the field is the
vacuum pp 4 = |0) (0|, we can reexpress the expectation value
of F,, in terms of one of the field two-point correlators. In fact,
it is easy to see that (see Appendix A)

Wl Fu (. &, 7 )] = — f Ak ki (e (v, E D (2 €)

- [ @k Gur e T 8) GO
where [ dk Gi(x, X') := (0]¢(X)(x)|0) is the two-point
correlator of the field, and X is a four-vector.

Putting all together, we obtain an expression for the expec-

tation value of the force for the field vacuum and a general
state of the detector as

(F,) =2hc*A? Re{x(f) / ' dt'x () / dE £(&)
x / g 1 (&) / Ak k,Cr(r, £, 7 E)

x [a e ™) 4 (1 — a)e"ﬂ(”’>]}. (37)
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This is a convenient way, for computational purposes, of
writing the expectation value of the four-force. Notice that
this expression is general for arbitrary trajectories and for
any kind of linear boundary conditions on the field. The way
in which different boundary conditions are implemented in
practice is through finding the specific form of Gy through
Lippmann-Schwinger (see Appendix D for the exact details).

Except for the fact that we couple the atom to the field as
opposed to the gradient of the field, this result is a relativistic
generalization of previous literature in the low speed limit [9].
In comparison with [9], we also consider any general atomic
shape and size (being the pointlike atom a particular case) and
the possibility of considering the atom in an arbitrary quantum
state (not only the ground state).

As explained in Appendix D, the two-point correlator in the
presence of an object placed at a position z = d can be obtained
through the Lippmann-Schwinger equation, as Eq. (D27):

Gr(x1, x2) = u*(x)[1 — Rxe* u(xy), (38)

where Ry is the T -scattering matrix of the object that imposes
the conditions on the field. The T-scattering matrix has all
the information about the geometry and the kind of boundary
conditions of the considered object.

Now we have everything to write the correction of the
four-force due to the presence of a plate by studying the
contribution of the additional term of the two-point correlator
to the four-force in Eq. (37). Using the plane-wave basis
defined in Eq. (18), we can write

/ / l
G 8.7 8) = S ik

x[1 — RkeZikzd]e—iku[x“(r/)+Aj“(t’)$’/].

Fiku[xgep(O+A ()8

(39)

After substitution of the two-point function, the spatial inte-
grals in (37) can be easily evaluated. Indeed, we can express
the integrals in Eq. (37) as Fourier transforms:

/ A€ fEe MM = Fl A (7)), (40)
/ dUE f(&)eT A O = ek, A (D), @D
where f (k) is the Fourier transform of f(&):

Fio= [ @ feret “2)

In addition to that, we define

T(Q, 1) = f* (kﬂAj“(r))e_m’e“k“"gM(”X(t)

« f dr/X(f/)eiQr’efik,lxM(rf)f_‘(kuAj//«(.[))’

(o]

(43)

where T depends on the properties of the detector [€2 and its
smearing f(£)], on the particular trajectory chosen [through
xk, () and Aj“(r)], on the switching x(t), and on time .
For comparison with previous literature [9], let us consider the
addition of an imaginary part to the detector gap, performing
the substitution 2 — 2+ iI". This can be understood in
terms of a dissipation term in the detector coming from a

Weiskop-Wigner decay model [72,73], or can be understood
as a convenient regulator for the integrals in momentum space.
The results with the usual UDW model will be recovered in
the limit ' — O, when this regulator is taken to zero, as we
will do later on. Introducing this regularizator I', the result is

d'k k,
Q2m) |k|

(F,) =hcA? Re{ [1 — Rye 4]

x [aY(=(Q+iD), 1)+ (1 —a)Y (2 +iT), r)]}.

(44)

Then, we observe that this four-force can be split in four parts.
From the correlator function, it can be split in a part that
depends on the distance with the object and in another part
always present in the problem, even when the detector is in free
space. In addition to that, the force can be written as a weighted
sum of the four-force for the ground and excited states.

D. Relativistic detector in an inertial trajectory

We particularize to an inertial particle detector that moves
parallel to a dielectric plate, keeping at all times a constant
distance d in the z axis with the plate surface. We recall that the
trajectory of the detector’s center of mass in its own reference

frame is
£ (1) = (CJ ) (45)

In this particular case, A, *(t) = A" with constant v for all
7 > 0. The Lorentz transformation that relates the quantization
(laboratory) frame x” = (ct, x) and the detector’s frame £* =
(ct, &) is given by

vt

)’| Ve

8+ (y — D5t

v

(A1) = : (46)

y<
where u € {0, 1,2,3}and i, j € {1, 2, 3}. The transformation
can be summarized as

ct(t, &) ”_ et 0\’
<x(f,‘§)> —Av”<o) +Av“(§)

= xéfm_(r) + Ai Ngi

= A Mg 47

Then, for the inertial trajectory, A,* is independent of T,
and the trajectory x/’ () =cA,"7 is linear in 7. As a
consequence, for this particular case, Y(€2, t) is simplified
into

7 2
Y@ ) = [ F k") B2 7). (48)
where we define
B2, ) = E‘i(Q_k“AO")’X(r)/ dt'x (v))e! @ ka7
—0oQ

(49)

We choose as a switching function a constant switching that
has been on since a time 7y. We define the time interval from
the moment of switching on the interaction (or prepare the
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state of the atom) to the moment when we evaluate the force izator I', performing the substitution 2 — 2 4 iI". Applying

as At := t — 19. Then, we obtain this substitution we obtain that the distribution (over ckMAO“ )
T a(Q2+il") = ag + i is given by
—To ag +iay =

i AT(Q—ck, Ay") (@) = ko™
.—1—‘1-6_’ T(Q—cky A,

Q — ck A" ) r
2= chulky” T (2 ki) T2 (2 ckpAg)
=i a(Q)( — 14 AT@kAD) (50 (51)
where a(2) is defined implicitly in (50). As discussed above, Note that to lift the regularization we take the limit ' — 0%,
we consider the introduction of the Weiskop-Wigner regular- which yields
|
Flir%+(aR +ioy) =P[1/(Q - ck,LAO”)] —im sgn(SZ)(S[Q — ckﬂAO“], (52)

where P in the distribution above denotes Cauchy’s principal-value prescription under an integral sign and sgn is the signum
function.
Using Eq. (48), and substituting these results in Eq. (44), we obtain

N dk k ; = . .
(Fu)zhczsze{/(zn)dﬁ[l—Rkem”d]|f(kuAjﬂ)|2[aﬂ(—(Q+lr),T)+(1—a)ﬂ(Q-HFJ)]}- (53)

We substitute S(£(2 + iI"), t) using Eq. (50), and obtain

- d'k k kod| 7 : : !
(Fu) =hc*a? Re{ ) ﬁ[l — Rie ]| F (kA ;") | [ac(—(Q + D)) (— 1+ 7 AT @HD=chity )
+ (1 —a)a(Q +iT)( = 1 e ATlE@HD=ckiA 1) ] } (54)

This expression is general and can be particularized to specific boundary conditions. We will do so for the empty space and the
conducting plate case in the following sections.

IV. FORCE ON RELATIVISTIC DETECTORS IN EMPTY SPACE

Let us first compute the force on the detector in the case of a detector in free space. In the empty space case, we use the free
two-point correlator as

1 —ife Ny —x
Gi(r 6.7 8) = e RO (55)

where t = £(7, &) and x = x(z, &), which in the inertial case considered takes the explicit form
Uy
t=)/(f+?$1) (56)

x= (y (sl + %r) &, 53), (57)

where & (with i € {1, 2, 3}) is the ith component of the vector §&. With this expression for Gg at hand, we can compute the
expectation of the four-force operator. Concretely, we substitute the trajectories (56) and (57) and the two-point correlator (55)
into (37) to get the following expression:

. fic*A? F(k)|? v e o0 o
(F”(Q» _ 86 : Re{ /ddk |f|(k|)| k;LX(T)/ dr/X(T/)etrcknefn ckn[a etQ(rfr ) + (1 _ a)ele(rf‘r )]}’ (58)
T —00
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where we have evaluated k* := kyA M = (k°, I:’,) in Eq. (58) using the expression of A for the Lorentz boost, assuming, without
loss of generality, that the detector moves in the direction of the x axis, i.e., v = v,e,:

—kN\ (7 |v® 0 0 —y (1k| — Lky)
Fo=hn, = B ffye ] vo0 o= vl 2k (59)
ky 0 0 1 0 ky
k; 0 0 0 1 k;
. th}\'Z |f‘(,})|2 (1 _ e—iAr(—chg—Q)) (1 _ e—iAr(—Clz(ﬁ—Q))
F Q) = ———Rel | dk ki _ +d- _ 60
(Fu() =~ {/ W Mz[a e reres “ (60)

Notice, however, that as discussed before with our regularization scheme, the dependence on €2 here has to be understood as a
dependence on 2 + i, and later on the limit ' — 0% has to be taken. Making this explicit, we get

. fic2 A2 F(k)|? " .
(F (Q+il)) = — SC Re{/ddk /()] kyilaa(Q + i) (1 — ¢~ ATl=cko=(@HDI)

3 |k|
+ (1 — a)a(—(2 +iD))(d - e"m(c’;‘]m”r))]}- (61)
Taking the limit ' — 0, and particularizing for the ground state (a = 0) yields
. fic? )2 [F(F)]? L, (AT . , N
(Fu()) = T /d3k f|k| ky, [2% sin’ <7(Q - cko)) + ag sin(AT(Q — cko)):|, (62)

where o and «; have been already substituted by their limit
expression (52) and the superindex in (ﬁM(Q))g denotes that
we are looking at the free-space case.

Also, we recall that IE/L was defined in (59) and kisits spatial
part. Notice that the result for the excited state can be obtained
directly from (62) for negative gaps, i.e., under the change
Q- —Q.

To make the calculations concrete, we are going to choose
a particular form for the detector smearing F(x). In the
case of detectors modeling atoms, the smearing function is
proportional to the wave functions of the excited- and ground-
state orbitals (see Sec. [T of [61]). Here, we are going to consider
smeared detectors of size o localized with a Gaussian spatial
profile, i.e.,

_g
o2 o202

e =z _
F@) = S5 = flo =, (63)

where
- 2
=2 (ke = 1K)+ K2+ A2 (64)
c

We recall that &, is defined in (59). Applying the change of
variables

K
L cos(6)]

k| = (65)

cy[l —

to Eq. (62), we carry out the angular integrals in 6 and ¢
yielding

v, A2 /ood/ce_& ,sin(At(k + Q))
c 2m2c Jy '

0 __ X
(F()% = —y— T

(66)

(

For the detector in the excited state one can quickly obtain
that the expectation of the four-force is given by

(Fu(Q)) = (Fu. (=)} (67)

For any general state of the detector (pure or mixed) given by
the density matrix (33), and for arbitrary boundary conditions
(not only the free-space case), the expectation of the four-force
operator is given by

(F () = (1 —a)(F () + alF (). (68)

From (66), we can obtain asymptotic closed expressions
for the expectation of the four-force for the limits of short
(At < Q7') and long times (At > Q7). The asymptotic
expressions are, for a detector in its ground state,

vy BctA? At _Jag? 69)
—_— e 27
PPN =

vy irZ cos(ATQ)
Ve enl arp (70)

ccms QAT
Note that the finite size of the detector (the width of the
smearing function) plays a crucial role in the force experienced
by the detector in the short time regime: the force (that initially
opposes the direction of motion) experienced by a pointlike
detector is divergent. In fact, the finite size of the detector is
what allows the expectation of the four-force to be integrable,
as one can see by inspection from (66).

For the excited case, we can also find asymptotic expres-
sions for the expectation value of the force in the direction of
motion:

A

lim (F)? = —
QAlrrE>o< xg

li F)o =
QAlrrEoo< X)g

li (F >0 Uy ﬁcz)\.z AT 75»2%2 (71)
= -y — —_— 20
anrso e T TV S s
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-0.5

-1t

FIG. 1. For the detector in the ground state, friction force divided
by "2*;22 ¥ = (full thick black curve) in the direction of motion vs At
for 02/c = 1 and 5 in the upper and lower panels, respectively. The
short and long switching times 2 At limits are shown as a green dotted
curve and a red dashed curve, respectively. The force starts opposing
the initial direction of motion, and oscillates with frequency the closer

to  the larger A7 with a decay proportional to AT3.

b B =7 2| @

of L 2 cos(AT)
7 QAT3
(72)

Notice that the excited- and ground-state four-forces are
related:

lim (F)% = lim (F£)° (73)

lim (F))=—y— e 2 — lim
QA‘[—H)O( x)e Y c 2mc QAT—00

(Fo)y. (74)

We can see the behavior of the force experienced by the detector
in Fig. 1 for the ground state and in Fig. 2 for the excited state.

For the ground state, there is a quantum friction that
opposes the motion of the detector for short times. At longer
times, the force starts oscillating between a friction force
(opposing motion) and a push force (favoring motion). The
frequency of oscillation is controlled by the detector’s energy
gap h<2 (energy difference between excited and ground states).
This suggests that the oscillations in the force correspond
to the internal oscillations at finite times of the state of the
detector between ground and excited states. These oscillations

eventually decay in time as seen in (70). This is expected since
for infinite times a detector in the ground state has a zero
probability of excitation. Consistently, one should not expect
any back-reaction to the field in this asymptotic limit.

Finally, note from Eq. (66) that the behavior of the force with
the velocity of the particle (relative to the laboratory frame that
sets the timescale of interaction) is proportional to y |v|/c. This
tells us that the quantum friction force which opposes motion
diverges as the detector approaches the speed of light.

For the excited state, the phenomenology is richer. Same as
in the ground state, the friction force always starts opposing
motion. For most cases, the force remains a friction for all
times. Only for large values of the energy gap, a detector can
experience a “quantum push” force at intermediate times with
the internal frequency of oscillation of the detector’s internal
state €2 which might perhaps be understood as the detector
emitting net momentum to the field as it decays.

Notice that in all cases (regardless of the gap size), in
the limit of infinite times, the detector always experiences a
quantum friction opposing motion. Therefore, we can conclude
that excited detectors will always experience a net reaction
force opposing motion in the very long time regime.

The excited state is particularly interesting since it displays a
range of different behaviors depending on the energy difference
between the excited and the ground states /2. In particular, for
Q < co, the short time asymptote, with its exponential decay,
models very well the system until the constant friction force
regime is reached without the observation of any oscillation.
In the regime Q2 > co, the behavior of the force changes:
at short times we still observe the initial friction force, but
the exponential decay is not so prominent: the force starts
oscillating with a frequency €2 until the constant friction force
asymptote is reached in the long time regime. This result is
commensurate with the result obtained in the nonrelativistic
limit in [59]. The different regimes can be seen in Fig. 2.

Notice that, as explained in [59], this force has to emerge
from a variation of the rest energy of the atom. This argument
can also be cast considering that both in the case of free space
(and also in the case of the plate), the setup is invariant under
Lorentz boosts in the x direction, which tells us that the velocity
of the atom in this direction cannot change.

V. FORCE ON DETECTORS IN THE
PRESENCE OF A PLATE

General results

In this section we are going to introduce a general boundary
condition, and then particularize for an infinite plate. The
formalism that we are going to introduce is valid for any
kind of linear boundary conditions. This includes the typical
choices of Dirichlet (e.g., perfect conductor for the electric
field), Neumann, or any other kind of continuity condition with
the field on the other side of the plate.

In the presence of a boundary condition, the two-point
correlator of the scalar field is modified by the introduction
of an extra term that is derived from the Lippmann-Schwinger
equation [54] (see Appendix D)

Gk =GY + ik GITwGY, (75)
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FIG. 2. For the detector in the excited state, friction force divided by

h

QAT

12Q?

sy g 17* (full thick black curve) in the direction of motion vs QAT,

for 0Q/c € {1072,107", 1, 5} for (a), (b), (c), and (d) panels, respectively. The short and long switching times QAT limits are shown as a
green dotted curve and a red dashed curve, respectively. For the sake of clarity, the nonoscillating part of the large switching time limit is also
drawn as a dashed blue curve. Depending on the value of €2, different regimes are observed: an exponential decay of the force until reaching
the constant asymptotics for small 2 (observed in the cases o Q2/c € {1072, 107!}), the disappearance of the exponential decay when the large
time asymptotics surpasses the maximum of the short time asymptotics for intermediate values of 2 (observed in the case 0 2/c = 1), and the
appearance of oscillations (of frequency €2) in the decay into a constant value of the force in the large 2At limit (observed in the 0Q2/c = 5

case).

where Gg is the two-point correlator for the field in free space,
and Ty is the T-scattering matrix of the object that imposes
the conditions on the field. Recall that the T-scattering matrix
has all the information about the geometry and the kind of
boundary conditions of the considered object. The symbol Y[
represents the sum over the momentum variable &', which in
the continuum is an integral over momentum space.

In the particular case of a planar geometry (infinite plate),
the T'-scattering matrix is given by [51,54]

QrY R8P (k — k), (76)

T
where R is the Fresnel reflection coefficient written in terms
of momentum k.

Now, we have everything to write the correction of the four-
force due to the presence of a plate by studying the contribution

of the additional term of the two-point correlator to the four-
force in Eq. (37). We will denote this correction (8 F}, (£2)) 5 SO

that
(Fu(@))5 = (£, ()] + (8F,(Q))5. 7

Note that the x component of the four-force will lead to the
so-called quantum friction [9,42,56], and the z component
will lead to the dynamical extension of the Casimir force
between the detector and the plate [42,43]. Same as before,
to evaluate the expectation of the four-force for a general state,
we only need to evaluate it on the ground and the excited states
independently since (68) holds.

Particularizing (75) for a conducting plate [see (D27) in
Appendix D for the T -matrix coefficients], and using (37), we

obtain, for the detector in the ground state,

A2hc? k o202
§F,), = PhkLe
0he =g | ]
.o (AT .
X [ 2A sin TC + Bsin(AtC) |, (78)
where

A = (R Vi — oy Ry Vr — 0 Rp Vi — ar R Vr),
B = (R Vi + i R Vg + ar Ri V) — ar Ry Vi),

C =Q — cko, (79)
V =¢%k = Vi + iV, = cos(2dk,) + i sin(2dk.),
R - RR + iR[.

We see that the y component of the four-force (in the laboratory
frame) is zero. We also see that the four-force presents, for
intermediate times, a transient oscillatory behavior and that it
asymptotes to a stationary value that depends on the distance
to the plate and the relative velocity between the detector and
the plate.

As before, the result for the detector in the excited state
is easily obtained from Eq. (78) changing €2 by —. Also as
above, for any general state of the detector (pure or mixed)
and for arbitrary boundary conditions (not only the free-space
case), given by the density matrix (33), the expectation of the

four-force operator is

BF () = (1 —a)SF () +al8F (),  (80)

which is analogous to the free case (68).
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TABLE I. Different analytical limits for the x component of the
four-force (the quantum friction term) of the detector at the ground
state for small and large switching times and distances.

Ground state: Quantum friction

d<o d>»o
QAT < 1 Eq. 81) Eq. (82)
QAT > 1 Eq. (83) Eq. (84)

Let us first consider a general case where the real and
imaginary parts of the reflection coefficient are independent of
the frequency. Note that this includes the physically motivated
scenario of Dirichlet boundary conditions (perfect reflection)
where Ry = 1 and R, = 0.

A. Ground state

Due to symmetry considerations in our setup, the y com-
ponent of the four-force (in the laboratory frame) is zero
(8 F)) = 0.In this section, we are going to present the different
results for the four-force in the different regimes studied. The
full derivations can be found in Appendix B.

1. Quantum friction

The x component of the four-force is different from zero as
long as the x component of the relative velocity is different
from zero. We consider this component of the force as a
quantum friction force (because it goes opposite to the direction
of motion) induced by the relative velocity with the planar
plate.

For clarity, we summarize all the studied regimes and the
formulas obtained for the final results in Table I.

Notice that the dependence of the quantum friction for
the planar plate case on the atomic speed is very simple and
in all cases the same as in the free-space case: the friction
force is proportional to y v, /c. The quantum friction for short
switching times (respectively for short and large separations
from the plate) is given by

) . vy AAT?E A2
10 s OF) = —y T g Rl Ve

——— Ry, &1

li li SF)y=y————
d1>£rc1rQAerLO< )= J/c d*

42
e 7. (82)

(27 )3/2 R

Conversely, in the long switching time limit, we get, for short
distances from the plate,

hc R v,
o2 212 ?[l —Vmy

+ Y2 @VAD(y) — ¢ VEI())], (83)

lim lim
d<<o QAT— o0

(OFy) =

10°
Rg)gc(d),

10—2,
;:::u:-n;--...__~~~

1074 S

\\
i [V
P
T
Rr/ 2(d) = Qir—»(} hm | (0F%) |
1078
o 100 dfo

FIG. 3. Ratio of the magnitude of the friction force (F,) of the
detector in the ground state RQA’ at QAt — 0to the value in contact
d « o for the short time 11m1t as a function of the distance d (in units
of o) at v, = 0.999¢. (However, the figure is negligibly dependent
of the value of v,, even for nonrelativistic speeds. This is because
we are plotting the ratio between two forces and the dependence on
the velocity is always o yv,/c.) The black thick curve is the exact
numerical result obtained from Eq. (78) for QAT = 1073, The red
curve is the small distance limit shown in Eq. (81), the green curve
is the large distance limit shown in Eq. (82). The dashed curves are
the terms proportional to At? of the same results. The whole result
is dominated by the linear term in Ar. We have used 2 = ¢/o, and
Ry = R,

where y = 2 Ei(x) is the exponential integral function, and

D(x)is the Dawson integral. The expression in square brackets
reduces to 1 in the small detector limit (0 2 < ¢) and to ‘2/—?
in the opposite limit (when o2 > ¢). Finally, in the long
switching time regime, and for long separation distances to

the plate the four-force correction takes the form

v, A A2

lim lim ————R
c Q2d* 1672

6F,) = —
d>o QAr—>oo< X) Y

(84)

We can see the behavior of the quantum friction force experi-
enced by the detector in the ground state in the short time limit
(A7 <« 1) in Fig. 3 and in the large time limit (QAT > 1)
in Fig. 4.

2. Casimir force

The z component of the four-force is different from zero,
even at zero relative velocity between the plate and the detector.
We consider this component of the force as a Casimir force
(because it is parallel to the separation from the plate).

Same as in the previous section, we summarize all the
studied regimes and the formulas obtained for the final results
in Table II.

The Casimir force for short switching times (respectively
for short and large separations from the plate) is given by

hc*d At? RyA?
lim lim (SF,) = — <227 et <3\/ +4—)

d<o QAT—0 0'5 127 2
hcszr 222
o4 372 ®5)
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100 ~
R (d)-
10735
10—6,
i (6F,)
o () = T e\
i Rg.,x( ) QAE’EO@ lim <5Fr>
d<o
100 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
102 107! 10° 10t dfo 10°

FIG. 4. Ratio of the friction force (F,) for the detector in the
ground state R$4™ at QAT — 00 to the value in contact d < o for
the short time hmlt as a function of the distance d (in units of o) at
v, = 0.999c¢. (However, the figure is negligibly dependent of the value
of v,, even for nonrelativistic speeds. This is because we are plotting
the ratio between two forces and the dependence on the velocity is
always o y v, /c.) The black thick curve is the exact numerical result
obtained from Eq. (78) in the long switching time limit (A7 — 00).
The green dotted curve is the small distance limit shown in Eq. (83),
the red dashed curve is the large distance limit shown in Eq. (84). We
have used Q = c¢/o.

A AT TA?
d3 64m?

hic*Q 1) 5

e

R R
d>o0 QAT—0 d3

(86)
and in the long switching time limit, we get

hed N2ReA? (/7
lim 1 Fy=——r"—"—"" 1Y _
d1<2rtIIQAlrrEoo<8 ) o3 3m? { 2 vy

+ eV [Ei(?) — nerﬁ(y)]}, (87)

where y = %, Ei(x) is the exponential integral function, and

erfi(y) := —i erf(iy) is the imaginary error function. In the
large separation distance regime, we have
L . fic? RyA?
dim lim o m OF) =~ o g %)
lim i lim (SF) = fic? Rea? 89)
i o oarn oo T T a8 Ten?

It is also possible to obtain an analytical result for the small
detector size limit in the small velocity limit. If we make v, = 0

TABLE II. Different analytical limits for the z component of the
four-force (the Casimir force term) of the detector at the ground state
for small and large switching times and distances.

Ground state: Casimir force

d <o d>o
QAT < 1 Eq. (85) Eq. (86)
QAT > 1 Eq. (87) Eq. (89), Eq. (88)

L
Ry,-(d)

1073

1076
(0F7)

L o _
Ry.:(d) QAT S0 gim (0F)

¢ WA

10? d/o 103

10—9 1 1 1 1
1073 1072 107! 100 10!

FIG. 5. Ratio of the Casimir force (F,) for the detector in the
ground state RQAI at QAt — 0 to the case when d = o for the short
time limit as a function of the distance d (in units of o) at v, =
0.999c¢. (Although in this case it is not trivial, we find that the ratio is
also negligibly dependent of the value of v,, even for nonrelativistic
speeds.) The black thick curve is the exact numerical result obtained
from Eq. (78) for QA1 = 1073. The red curve is the small distance
limit shown in Eq. (85), the green curve is the large distance limit
shown in Eq. (86). The dashed curves are the terms proportional to
At? of the same results. The whole result is dominated by the linear
term in At. We have used 2 = c¢/o, and Ry = R,.

ando = 0inEq. (78), we get, after an analytical regularization,

lim lim lim (§F;)
o—01 1, Kec QAT—>00
fic ReA? .
= 2 T6m? {SI(x)[x sin(x) 4 cos(x)]
— 2Ci(x)[x cos(x) — sin(x)]}, 90)

with x = 242 SI(x) := [x — 2Si(x)], Si(x) is the sine inte-
gral function, and Ci(x ) the cosine integral function. The large
distance limit of Eq. (90) is

bm lim lim (SF.) = fic? Rg)? o
d>;rcr/1szai>nol+ e oarn o T T8 82
and the short distance limit is
fic RgA?
li lim 1i li F)=——— 2
m, Jim fim fim GF) = - Ter - P

The importance of the finite size of the detector is clear here,
where we see that the inclusion of the finite size modifies the
behavior of the force in the short distance limit, from the
divergence shown in Eq. (90) to a linear behavior without
spurious divergences, as seen in Eq. (87). We can see the
behavior of the Casimir force experienced by the detector in
ground state in the short time limit (At < 1) in Fig. 5 and
in the large time limit (2A7 > 1) in Fig. 6.

B. Excited state

Again, due to symmetry considerations in our setup, the y
component of the four-force (in the laboratory frame) is zero
(6 Fy) = 0. When we consider the excited state, we see that we
have a new contribution to the four-force: The results for the
excited state can be naturally divided into two contributions
arising from the decomposition (52): the first one arises from
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FIG. 6. Double-logarithmic plot of the ratio of the Casimir force
(F.) of the detector in the ground state Ri}?’ with the case when
d = o as a function of the distance d (in units of o) at v, = 0 (upper
panel) and v, = 0.999¢ (lower panel). The black thick curve is the
exact numerical result obtained from Eq. (78) in the long switching
time limit (At — 00). The green dotted curve is the small distance
limit shown in Eq. (87), the red dashed curve is the large distance
limit (in the small velocity regime) shown in Eq. (88) (upper panel),
and the large distance limit (in the high velocity regime) shown in
Eq. (89) (lower panel). Notice that in this case, the long distance
regime (d > o) is sensitive to the speed of the detector, unlike in all
previous cases. The yellow curve is the punctual detector limit shown
in Eq. (90), and the blue dashed curve is the small distance limit of
the punctual atom limit, showed in Eq. (92). We have used Q2 = c¢/o.

the integral of a principal part (that we will call (§F,), and
was already present in the ground state case) and the second
from the integral of a Dirac delta distribution (that we will call

TABLE III. Different analytical limits for the x component of the
principal-value contribution of the four-force (the quantum friction
term) of the detector at the excited state for small and large switching
times and distances.

Excited state: Quantum friction

Principal-value contribution d<Ko d>»o
QAT K 1 Eq. (94) Eq. (95)
QAT > 1 Eq. (97) Eq. (98)

TABLE IV. Different analytical limits for the x component of the
four-force (the quantum friction term) of the Dirac delta contribution
of the detector at the excited state for small and large switching times
and distances.

Excited state: Quantum friction

§ contribution d<Ko d>o
QAT K 1 0 0
QAT > 1 Eq. (96) Eq. (99)

(8 F..)s), thatis new in the excited case. Therefore, we can write

(0Fu) = (§Fu)p + (8Fp)s. 93)

1. Quantum friction

Same as for the ground state, the x component of the four-
force is different from zero as long as the relative velocity in the
x direction is different from zero. We also call this component
“quantum friction” same as in the case of the ground state.
However, notice that since the initial state of the detector is the
excited state, it can cede energy and momentum to the field
through spontaneous emission and it is sometimes possible
in this case to get a positive force in this component (in the
direction of motion instead of opposite to it).

For clarity, we summarize all the studied regimes and the
formulas obtained for the final results in Tables III and IV.

Again, we remark that the dependence of the quantum
friction for the planar plate case on the atomic speed is very

10°
R ,(d)

=3

1073

10°

o R
QAT—0 [}!im | (0F) |
—o |

10~°
107! 10°

d/o 10'

FIG. 7. Ratio of the magnitude of the friction force (F,) of the
detector in the excited state RP4T at QAT — 0 to the value in contact
d < o for the short time limit as a function of the distance d (in units
of o) at v, = 0.999¢. (However, the figure is negligibly dependent
of the value of v,, even for nonrelativistic speeds. This is because
we are plotting the ratio between two forces and the dependence on
the velocity is always o yv,/c.) The black thick curve is the exact
numerical result obtained from Eq. (78) for QA7 = 1073, The red
curve is the small distance limit shown in Eq. (94), the green curve
is the large distance limit shown in Eq. (95). The dashed curves are
the terms proportional to At? of the same results. The whole result
is dominated by the linear term in At, and the dotted curves are the
terms proportional to At of the same results. We have used Q@ = c/o,
and Ry = R,.
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e Rg‘;(d) = lim (0F%)s

QAT—o00 lim (O F,
4 °°d<<o< 70)5
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FIG. 8. Ratio of the delta contribution to the friction force (Fy);
for the detector in the excited state RY$™ at QAT — 00 to the value
in contact d < o for the short time limit as a function of the distance
d (in units of o) at v, = 0.999¢. (However, the figure is negligibly
dependent of the value of v,, even for nonrelativistic speeds. This
is because we are plotting the ratio between two forces and the
dependence on the velocity is always o yv,/c.) The black thick
curve is the exact numerical result obtained from Eq. (78) in the
long switching time limit (2At — o00). The green dotted curve is
the small distance limit shown in Eq. (96), the red dashed curve is the
large distance limit shown in Eq. (99). We have used Q = ¢/o.

simple and in all cases the same as in the free-space case
even for an excited atom: the friction force is proportional to
y vy /c. The quantum friction for short switching times (respec-
tively for short and large separations from the plate) is given

by
li i (5F,) = Vy hict A2 RA T
iy anrmo 0T T TV T m g | FRETY
cAT? T Qo
R 1— /=——1]1, (94
A o ( 2 2¢c >:| ©4)
lim lim (5F,) — v, ic? A2
Ao QA o\ = TY TS e
_2d? cod At?
X |:RRAT\/27T€ o2 _RIMT]
95)

For large switching times we get

lim lim (3F v RN g
= -y —— 2
d1<I<I;At£12§oo( x)s yc ¢ 27 R¢ » 00

TABLE V. Different analytical limits for the z component of the
four-force (the Casimir force term) of the principal-value contribution
of the detector at the excited state for small and large switching times
and distances.

7 (d) . <6FT>'P

= m ——— 5
QAr—oo lim (0F,)p
d<o

®
5

-0.5

—1-

FIG. 9. Ratio of the principal-value contribution to the friction
force (F,), for the detector in the excited state R94™ at QAT — o0
to the value in contact d < o for the short time limit as a function
of the distance d (in units of o) at v, = 0.999¢. (However, the figure
is negligibly dependent of the value of v,, even for nonrelativistic
speeds. This is because we are plotting the ratio between two forces
and the dependence on the velocity is always o yv,/c.) The black
thick curve is the exact numerical result obtained from Eq. (78) in
the long switching time limit (At — o0). The green dotted curve
is the small distance limit shown in Eq. (97), the red dashed curve is
the large distance limit shown in Eq. (98). We have used Q2 = c/o.

1. 1 <5F ) _ Uy th )‘2 R G3$2
RN L P
202 1 5 3
(£ )
2¢? |-1,-3,0,—3,—3

o7

where G is the Meijer G function. Note that this force
can be either a friction or an acceleration depending on
the size of the detector and on the excitation energy. Note
that the expressions can easily be simplified for the point-
like limit: when o0 Q2 < ¢, the Meijer G function tends to
#2"292, while when o Q > ¢, the Meijer G function tends to

C3

2mo3Q3 :

m lim (3F,) vy QA2 R 242 98)
1m 1m x [ cos | — ,

d>0 ATQ—>00 P Y c d 4n " c

lim lim
d>o0 AtQ—00

(6F:)s = —y————Rgze 27 sin
Cc

v AQ A2 a2 <2ds2)

99)

TABLE VI. Different analytical limits for the z component of the
four-force (the Casimir force term) of the Dirac delta contribution of
the detector at the excited state for small and large switching times
and distances.

Excited state: Casimir Force

Excited state: Casimir force

Principal-value contribution d <Ko d>o § contribution d<o d>o
QAT K 1 Eq. (100) Eq. (101) QAT K 1 0 0
QAT > 1 Eq. (103) Eq. (105) QAT > 1 Eq. (102) Eq. (104)
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TABLE VII. Numerical values of the quantum friction force (in
Newtons) for the atom in the ground state in the short and large
distance limits, for nonrelativistic and relativistic velocities. The
numbers in parentheses in the first column correspond to the specific
equation used to compute the force in each case.

Ground state: Quantum friction

d v, = 107%¢ vy = (1 —107%)c
d K o (83) —1.5x107“N —1.0x 108N
20000 (84) —3.6x 107N —25x107'N

We can see the behavior of the quantum friction force experi-
enced by the detector in the excited state in the short time limit
(QA71 « 1) in Fig. 7 and in the large time limit (QAT > 1)
in Figs. 8 and 9.

2. Casimir force

The z component of the four-force is different from zero,
even at zero relative velocity between detector and plate. For
clarity, we summarize all the studied regimes and the formulas
obtained for the final results in Tables V and VI.

The Casimir force for short switching times (respectively
for short and large separations from the plate) is given by

im tim 6F) =<9 ¥ [opa
dl<gclrm19110< 2 = o4 372 i
At (3 Q
)
o 4 c
(100)
im tim 6F) =" T [par 1 QAT (101)
d1>£rzl7Ar1§2nLO( Z>__d3 od2 | AT+ Redi——

In the regime of long switching times, the force correction
takes the form

h93d )\,2 o29?

}1<I<I(17 ArlSiZQoo((SF‘Z)5 - c? §R1€_T2, (102)
lim lim (SF,) _ he'd AzR G2
i€ QAarmoo O P T T 3 MRUAS
2021 3 7 5
o9 35’_1’ RERE
2¢ |=5,-1,0,—7, -3 )"
(103)

TABLE VIII. Numerical values of the Casimir force force (in
Newtons) for the atom in the ground state in the short and large
distance limits, for nonrelativistic and relativistic velocities. The
numbers in parentheses in the second and third columns correspond
to the specific equation used to compute the force in each case.

TABLE IX. Numerical values of the principal-part contribution
to the quantum friction force (in Newtons) for the atom in the first
excited state in the short and large distance limits, for nonrelativistic
and relativistic velocities. The numbers in parentheses in the first
column correspond to the specific equation used to compute the force
in each case.

Excited state: Quantum friction, Principal part

d v, = 107% v, = (1 —107%)c
d <o 97) —-3.6x 107N —-25x107'N
20000 (98) +2.1x 107N +1.4 x 108N

where G is the Meijer G function. Again, note that this force
can be either attractive or repulsive depending on the size of
the detector and on the excitation energy. Once again, note
that the expressions can easily be simplified for the pointlike

limit: when 0 Q2 < ¢, the Meijer G function tends to ﬁzm’
while when 0 Q2 > ¢, the Meijer G function tends to #4;4
m lim (SF.) hQ RA o9 2dQ (104)
= —-—— — 2c —_—
d1>§¢17 Atfllﬂoo /o d 4xm ¢ €08 C ’
hQ ReA? 2dQ
li li F\p = —— in{ — . 1
fim tim (3 = =25 i (222). a0y

We can see the behavior of the Casimir force experienced
by the detector in the excited state in the short time limit
(A7 <« 1) in Fig. 10 and in the large time limit (QA7 > 1)
in Figs. 11 and 12.

C. Some examples of full dimensional magnitude of the forces

In this section, we provide a sample of full dimensional
quantities from the asymptotic expressions in the limits of
short and long distances for the Casimir and friction forces
both in nonrelativistic and relativistic regimes. Notice that we
use the asymptotic analytical expressions to give these results,
rather than the numerical exact expressions. However, as can
be seen in the plots, the regime where we evaluate the analytical
asymptotic expressions match the numerical results reasonably
well. As expected, the friction forces grow fast as the velocity
of the atom turns relativistic with respect to the plate.

Considering, for example, a hydrogen atom, we provide
several numerical values of the forces we have obtained in
this article. Then, we have o = ap ~ 5.291 x 10~""'m and

TABLE X. Numerical values of the principal-part contribution to
the Casimir force (in Newtons) for the atom in the first excited state in
the short and large distance limits, for nonrelativistic and relativistic
velocities. The numbers in parentheses in the first column correspond
to the specific equation used to compute the force in each case.

Ground state: Casimir force

Excited state: Casimir force, Principal part

d v = 1074 vy =(1—107%)c d v, = 1074 vy =(1—10"%)c
o —2.1x 103 N (87) —21x102N@87) o (103) —3.0x 10N —3.0x 103N
20000 —2.6 x 10719 N (88) —13x 107N (89) 20000 (105) ~12x10°N ~12x 10°N

032507-14



CASIMIR FORCES AND QUANTUM FRICTION OF ...

PHYSICAL REVIEW A 98, 032507 (2018)

TABLE XI. Numerical values of the § contribution to the quantum
friction force (in Newtons) for the atom in the first excited state in
the short and large distance limits, for nonrelativistic and relativistic
velocities. The numbers in parentheses in the first column correspond
to the specific equation used to compute the force in each case.

Excited state: Quantum friction, § contribution

d v, = 107%¢ vy = (1 —107%)c
d < o (96) —2.1x 1073 N —1.5x 107N
20000 (99) —12x 1073 N —8.6x 108N

Q =2.466 x 1071551 is the difference of frequencies be-
tween the ground state and the first excited state. Note that
the theory shown here is scalar instead of electromagnetic
and, therefore, we have a monopolar coupling instead of a
dipolar coupling. We calculate forces for the nonrelativistic
(vy = 107%*¢) and relativistic v, = (1 — 10~*)c¢ limits. The
numerical results for the different forces and regimes analyzed
are given in Tables VII-XII.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this article, we have developed a covariant formalism of
the dynamical interaction between an arbitrary moving Unruh-
DeWitt detector and a scalar quantum field in the presence of
macroscopic objects even in relativistic regimes.

In particular, we have studied, at leading order in time-
dependent perturbation theory, the different components of
the four-force operator over a particle detector (e.g., an atom)
as a function of time starting from an initial time where the
interaction was switched on. We have developed the general
formalism to compute Casimir forces and quantum friction
dynamically, for arbitrary linear boundary conditions and
arbitrary relativistic motion of the particle detector.

Furthermore, we have evaluated in full detail the expectation
value of the quantum friction and Casimir forces in two particu-
lar regimes: free space, and in the presence of a parallel infinite
conducting plate for relativistic constant velocity trajectories.
Moreover, we have considered arbitrary initial states of the
particle detector, which is treated as a fully quantum system,
showing that quantum coherence does not play a relevant role
in the leading order of the Casimir and quantum friction forces.

We have proved that the four-force of the detector is the
weighted sum of two terms: the four-force of the detector in
the ground state and the four-force of the detector in the excited

TABLE XII. Numerical values of the § contribution to the Casimir
force (in Newtons) for the atom in the first excited state in the short and
large distance limits, for nonrelativistic and relativistic velocities. The
numbers in parentheses in the first column correspond to the specific
equation used to compute the force in each case.

Excited state: Casimir force, § contribution

d v = 10~4¢ vy = (1= 10"%)c
o (102) +6.2 x 10713 N +6.2 x 10713 N
20000 (104) —21x 107N —2.1x 101N

100* —

Re ()

1073
10_6//

107‘) L

. SF.) |
o g |OF.
Rea(d) = Jim T [ (9F)|

—0

10—12 1 1 | |
1073 1072 107! 10° 10!

|
10°d/o 10°
FIG. 10. Ratio of the magnitude of the Casimir force (F;) for the
detector in the excited state RSZAT at QA7 — 0 to the case when
d = o for the short time limit as a function of the distance d (in units
of o) at v, = 0.999¢. (Although in this case it is not trivial, we find
that the ratio is also negligibly dependent of the value of v,, even for
nonrelativistic speeds.) The black thick curve is the exact numerical
result obtained from Eq. (78) for QAt = 1073. The red curve is the
small distance limit shown in Eq. (100), the green curve is the large
distance limit shown in Eq. (101). The dashed curves are the terms
proportional to At? of the same results. The whole result is dominated
by the linear term in At. We have used Q2 = ¢/o, and R; = R,.

state. This is true even for arbitrary superpositions of excited
and ground states.

We have also considered a spatial smearing for the detector,
instead of the usual pointlike nature of the atom used in
most past literature on Casimir and quantum friction. Not
only does this generalize the pointlike case and constitutes a
more realistic model for atoms (see, e.g, [61,62]), but also the
nonpointlike character of the detector avoids the presence of
spurious divergent forces that were present in previous studies.
Specifically, we show that in the limit of very short distance to
a plate, the quantum friction tends to a constant force and the

Re(d)

I A
QAT—00 dlim | <6Fz>5‘

05§

-0.5

FIG. 11. Ratio of the delta contribution to the Casimir force (F),
of the detector in the excited state Rgff with Eq. (102) atd = o as
a function of the distance d (in units of o). (We find that the ratio is
also negligibly dependent of the value of v,, even for nonrelativistic
speeds.) The black thick curve is the exact numerical result obtained
from Eq. (78) in the long switching time limit (A7 — o0). The
green dotted curve is the small distance limit shown in Eq. (102), the
red dashed curve is the large distance limit shown in Eq. (104). We
have used 2 = c/o.
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o (N T (0F.)p
RE:(d) = dim Tin [ (5F)p |

FIG. 12. Ratio of the principal-value contribution to the Casimir
force (F;), of the detector in the excited state RZ2" with Eq. (103)
at d = o as a function of the distance d (in units of o). (We
find that the ratio is also negligibly dependent of the value of v,,
even for nonrelativistic speeds.) The black thick curve is the exact
numerical result obtained from Eq. (78) in the long switching time
limit (At — 00). The green dotted curve is the small distance limit
shown in Eq. (103), the red dashed curve is the large distance limit
shown in Eq. (105). We have used Q2 = c/o.

Casimir force peaks at a given distance and then goes to zero
as the limit of zero distance is taken. This is in stark contrast
with the divergent result that we would obtain for pointlike
detectors. In addition to that, we do not find any round-trip
time [56] where the force diverges and changes its behavior.
Indeed, as suggested in [56], the smearing solves this problem.

As for the quantitative results, we have studied in detail the
covariant expression for the force at the short and long time

J

interaction limits in the presence of a plate. In that case, we
have shown that the the quantum friction is proportional to
y == and that, perhaps surprisingly, the Casimir force is almost
independent of the relative velocity between detector and plate,
except for very relativistic velocities and large distances. We
have also studied the four-force for a detector in free space,
when no additional object is present. Due to the form of the
Lippmann-Schwinger equation, the free-space contribution to
the four-force is always present and that has to be summed up
to the terms that appear due to the presence of external objects.

The formalism developed here for general relativistic trajec-
tories is easily generalizable to the electromagnetic field (with
the techniques in [61-63]), more realistic models of macro-
scopic objects (see [31,51,54]), and more realistic detectors,
such as multilevel atoms.
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APPENDIX A: EXPLICIT CALCULATION OF THE TRACE OF EQ. (32)

In this appendix, we are going to show explicitly the evaluation of the trace of Eq. (32) when the state of the field is the vacuum
00,6 = 10)(0] to obtain Eq. (36). Applying the trace to Eq. (32) with the field in the vacuum state, we have

[ F(t, &, 7, &)]

—u / d'kk, f AU @ur (e (1, £)) — gy (" (v, £))(@] e (2, &) + du (2 (¢, s/))>|0><0|}
=tr / d'kk, / UK @ur (e (1, £)) — Qg (<" (v, §)ug ("2, £/>)|1k/><0|}
—u f d'kk, f UK @] 1) Olug (" (<, £)) — i 1) (Ol (6 (x, E)D e (2 (7', s/))}

=1t /ddkku/ddk’(llklk'MOIMk(X“(t,E))—5(k—k')IO)(OIM?i(X“(T,E)))uk/(X“(f’,E/))}

_ / d'kk, / AR (6] L L O Tu (6™ 2, £)) — 8Kk — KOe[10) O] (2% (2, £ g (6(2', £))

= —fddkkﬂfddk’S(k—k’)u,t(x“(r,&))uk/(x“(t/,5’))

= — f dk kg (x™(t, E)ur(x" (7', &),

(AL)

where we have used 61,;|0) = 1), axlly) = 8Dk — k')|0), tr[|1x14)(0]] = 0, tr[|0)(0|] = 1, and the Dirac delta to carry out
the integral over k'. This is the result shown in Eq. (36) that we wanted to prove.
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APPENDIX B: DERIVATION OF THE RESULTS OF SEC. V

In this appendix we are going to show the procedure to obtain the different analytical results obtained in this paper for the
spatial components of the four-force. We are going to show the derivation of Eqgs. (87), (88), and (89). The rest of results are
obtained with the same procedure. We start from Eqgs. (78) and (80), we apply a Taylor series in At in order to obtain the results
in the short time regime, and we apply the substitution sin(AtC) — 0 and [sin(AtC/ ) =1 /2 in the long switching time
regime, i.e., we keep the contribution of the small frequency of the integrand.

Particularizing for the ground state of the detector, the z component of the force in the laboratory frame, i.e., © = z in Eq. (78),
and in the long time limit QA7 >> 1, the Casimir force is

Ak NELIV YRR 12 R, cos(2dk;) + Ry sin(2dk,)

lim {(8F,) = —hc?)?> | ——e
QA:—>00< ) Q2m)3 k cy(k — k) + Q

(BI)

Let us first consider a general case where the real and imaginary parts of the reflection coefficient are independent of the frequency.
Note that this includes the physically motivated scenario of Dirichlet boundary conditions (perfect reflection) where Ry = 1 and
R, =0.
We choose to express the integral in spherical coordinates where the x axis is taken in the direction of the detector’s velocity.
Explicitly,
k, = kcos(6),
ky = k sin(0) sin(gp), (B2)
k, = k sin(0) cos(g).

Performing the integral over ¢ first yields

h 2,\ o202 ReJy (2dk sin(0
lim (8F,) = / dk/ d@ ¢ A1 cos(0)? k2s1n2(9) rJ1(2dk sin(8))

[1 — L cos(G)] +Q°

(B3)

QAr%oo

where the dependence with R; cancels out. In the study of the x component, the integrand is proportional to
sin(#) cos(0)Jo(2dk sin(0)) instead to sin>(6)J; (2dk sin(P)). Applying the change of variables

s
k= , B4
cy[1 — % cos(h)] B4)
we get

hoA2 5 in(6)? 2d in(6

lim (SF.) = ——— / / e R, Sin®) A sin®) | (B5)
QAT—00 cy3 4x? s+ Q [1 - % cos(6)] cy 1 —=cos(9)
a. Small distance limit. To obtain the short distance limit, a Taylor expansion in d of Eq. (B5) leads to
hd 22 in(6)’
lim lim (§F.) = ——— / ds / pPE g Sin®) . (B6)
d<o QAT—00 2yt an? SR 1 - Zcos(6)]

Carrying out the integral over 8, we get the velocity-independent result

2.2

. . B A2 e P
5123, QAllfIEoo<8FZ) = _ﬁdﬁR“/o ds i ®B7)
This integral in ¢ admits a closed form, yielding the final result
2
lim lim (5F.) = —ha%d 1;32 ﬁ[g —y+ VT + Y e B — nerﬁ(y)]], (B8)
where y = :’[—296, Ei(x) is the exponential integral function, and erfi(y) := —i erf(iy) is the imaginary error function. This is the

result shown in Eq. (87).
b. Large distance limit. Using (C12) from Appendix C, and that, at large distances, the Gaussian profile can be approximated
by a Dirac delta, we simplify Eq. (BS) into

hoA? *° s 2ds
lim lim lim (§F,) = ——Rx ds cos| — ). (B9)
d>0 vi—>c QAT—>00 d 47 472 0 s+ Q c
This is a divergent integral, but can be solved by an analytical continuation of a convergent integral as
o B2 e, [ sin(%)
lim lim lim (§F;) = -ad / ds———==. (B10)
d>0 Vi—c QAT—00 d 47 472 0 s+ Q
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After carrying out this integral, the large distance limit is obtained as

L . fic? RgA?
lim lim lim (§F;) =

—_ Bl11
d>0 vy—c QAT—> 00 Qd3 167‘[2 ( )

This is the result shown in Eq. (89).
c¢. Small velocity limit. In this particular limit, we apply a Taylor expansion to Eq. (B5) in v, around v, = 0. We will show in
Appendix C that, in the small velocity limit, the dominant contribution is independent of v,, and equal to
2.2

BoA2 [ 5% 2 | sin(2) — 248 cos (24
lim lim (3F.) = ———/ ds> ¢ R, () < )| (B12)
v, K¢ QAT—>00 c 4mr? 0 s+ Q z(d_s)

Since the short distance limit obtained in Eq. (B8) is valid for all velocities, we do not need to repeat the calculation here. In
contrast, the high distance limit obtained in Eq. (B11) is valid for high velocities, therefore, the result at small velocities will not
be the same and needs to be computed. In the large distance limit, the Gaussian profile can be approached by a Dirac delta, then
we obtain

o . fic A2 0 sin (2) — 24 cos (242)
lim lim lim (8F,) = ———=Ry s ¢ £ <. (B13)
d>0 VK QAT—00 d? 8n? s+ Q
This is a divergent integral, but can be regularized by an analytical continuation of a convergent integral as
lim lim lim (SF he 22 gt —ava [ asSmCE) Bl4
i e QAlrrEoo< )= 42 8x? rll - d]/o sra (B14)
After carrying out this integral, the large distance limit is obtained as
lim lim lim (§F.) = he? 32 (B15)
dl>g; u}gc QA'ltIEoo v Qd3 82 e
Note that we have obtained an analytical result for the small detector case as
lim lim _lim_(87.) = ¢ 2k Cico)lsinge) — x coso) + [ £ = Sico)|ixsinGo) +eosol). 16
lim lim Lm (5F;}= 77 g2 R Cilx sin(x) — x cos(x > i(x) [[x sin(x) + cos(x)],
with x = @ The large distance limit is, therefore,
lim li lim (§F;) = e 22 R (B17)
d1>£r(lr vxlglc QA![IEOO o Qd3 8r? ©
and the small distance limit of the pointlike detector is
lim lim li lim (8F,) = fie 27 R (B18)
e ol e aarmoe Y T T 2 16n N

APPENDIX C: DIFFERENT LIMITS OF THE ANGULAR INTEGRAL IN ¢
In this appendix we are going to obtain the different asymptotic results of

= /n i sin(0) cos(9) o [% sivn(Q) i|’ 1)
o [1—%cos(6)] y 1= cos(®)

” sin?(0) 2dt  sin(9)

L=| dd—————— | —————|. (C2)
o [1—2cos()] y 1 —cos(0)

used in Sec. V.

1. Limit of small velocities

Up to the linear term in the small velocities limit, we have

lim 1o = / 7 sin(@)cos(@)[Jo(Zdt $in(0)) — X [3Jo(2d1 sin(8)) — 2dt sin(6)J, (2d1 sin(6))] + - - ] (C3)
v <KLe 0 I

lim 1y = / " a0 sinZ(G)[Jl (2d1 sin(0)) — 22X cos(0)[dt sin(0)Jo(2d1 sin(0)) — 27, (2d1 sin(6))] + - - - ] (C4)
vy <Le 0 c
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Then, it is possible to carry out the integrals in 6, and we obtain, up to linear order in velocities

v, sin(2dt)

lim Iy = , (C5)
v <Ke c dt

. cos(2dt)  sin(2dt)

lim [} = — .

oe ! P TRy T (C6)

Those results will be useful in the small velocities regime, in particular, in the large distance limit.

2. Limit of small distances

In the small distances regime, we have, up to linear order in d

T in(¢ 0
lim Iy = / d@M[] + O(dz)]’ (C7)
d<o o [1—%cos(0)]
4 in’(0 dt
lim I, = f d@L)“[— + O(dz)] (C8)
d<o o [I—%cos(®)] LY
Then, it is possible to carry out the integrals in 6, and we obtain, up to linear order in distances
lim Ip = 222 y*, (C9)
d<o c
. 4 5
lim I} = —y~dt. (C10)
d<o 3

Note that those results are valid for all velocities.

3. Limit of large distances at large velocities

In this section, we are going to study the limit of large distances for large velocities of Iy and I, i.e., the following results:

T in(6 0 2dt in(6 . sin(2dt
Co = lim lim d@M}O _L() - 4v_s1n( )7 (C11)
. 3 U
u—cd>»o Jo [1 _ % cos(@)] y 1 —=cos(9) c dt
4 in?(0 2dt in(0 2dt
C = tim tim [ ao— "0 ][_ ) } _ _,pc0sdn) C12)
v—ed>o J [1 — COS(Q)]‘ y 1 — Zcos(9) dt

Cy and C; are used in the calculation of the large distance regime of the x (quantum friction) and z (Casimir force) components
of the four-force, respectively. First of all, we use the asymptotic limit of Bessel functions for large argument lim,;s.1 Jo(ad) —

v/ n—zd sin(ad + 7 /4) and lim,gs J1(ad) - —v n_Zd cos(ad + m/4). Then, we have

T Jsm@)cos(® 2t sin®
Co= L tim tim [ ap YD) G [Z L2t sin@) } (C13)
wdt vi—cdso ) [1 _ v?x COS(@)] / 4 y 1 — ?"COS(Q)

Y .. 4 sin®/2(9) 7 2dt  sin(9)
C; = —,/— lim lim do 573 COs | — +——. (C14)
wdt ve—>cd>o J [1 — Cos(g)] 4 y 1— Zcos(d)
After that, we separate the region of integration into two parts, the first one from 6 = 0 to & = 7 /2, and the second one from
6 =m/2 to & = m. Then, we apply the change of variable sin(f) = S+ to the two integrals, taking into account that cos(6)

transforms into ++/1 — Si in the integral that runs from 6 = 0 to & = 7/2 and into —+/1 — S? in the integral that runs from
0 = /2 to 6 = m (then we have d6 = 45 _ for each integral) in order to keep the correct criterion of signs of cos(6) in the

+./1-82

first and second quadrants. Then, we have

! JS 2dt S
Co= /L lim lim [ ds, + sin| © 4+ i

wdt vi—~cd>o ) (1 —w i S-ZF)S/z 4 Y q— w1 S-zb-

1

JS5Z 2dt S_

- /Ld lim lim | dS_ — sin %+ R — (C15)
Tt veed>o Jo (1+ 2 /1—52) S R

032507-19




RODRIGUEZ-LOPEZ AND MARTIN-MARTINEZ PHYSICAL REVIEW A 98, 032507 (2018)

s? T 2dt Sy
C; = —,/—— lim lim =, ©0s -t —
v—>cd>>00+/1_52 / )/ 4 )/l_v?x 1_53_
s m o 2dt S
+ lim lim =, °os Y + (C16)
JTdt V= d>0 / Sz uv ) / Y1+ % 1—s2
Note the subtle change of signs in the second integral due to the sign of cos(6) in the second quadrant.
We apply another change of variables
S
o= (C17)
1F2/1-83

obtaining that
1 5/2 1 5/2
/ 2dt / 2dt
Co = i lim lim dSJrOlL2 sin T 4+ —oar ) — e lim lim dS_a sin il 4+ —a_ ), (C18)
wdt visedso Jg S 4 y wdt vi—>cd>o ) 52 4 y
1 5/2
2dt
Cr=— /L timtim [ a5, T cos (T 4+ g, )X+
wdt vi—>cd>o Jy S, 4 y cay— Sy

y ! o’ T 2dt vy o
+ . /—— lim lim dS_—cos| —+ —o_ | ————. (C19)
wdt vi>cd»o [ S_ 4 y coa_—S_

The Jacobian of the transformation is

d S
doy = — | —=  |as,
dSe\ g fi-s2
Sp 1
=dS, = +

¥ <
J1I-S3(0Fe/1-8) 13 /1-8

dSt

==, 2
A (C20)
Note that, if we invert this change of variable, we get
1—(2)/1+e2[(2)’ -1
S, =a, (‘)\/2 - ;[(C) ] Va, e 1)]VS, e <o, l), (€21)
o () +1 Y
+ ()1 + a3 [(&) -1
S, =ay (®) \/ ) ] Voc+e(1,y)||VS+e(l,l>, (C22)
O‘+( ) +1 Y
”* 1+a —* 2
S_= \/ < ] Ya_ €@, 1)V S_e,1). (C23)

()+1

Then, we observe that the change of variables is different, in the first integral, for the interval S, € (0, %) than for the other

interval S, € (%, 1), therefore, we have to divide this integral in two parts, taking into account that the transformation from S
into o4 is subtly different in each integral. Then, we have

v >2 T 2dt v 22 T 2dt
Co= /L tim lim [ doyty Zsin( 2+ 220, ) = /L dim lim [ doyd; Zsin (2 + 2y
wdt vi—cd>o Jg SJr 4 y wdt vi—~cd>o J, S+ 4 y

— /- lim lim 1doc J_Ols_/2 i (n + %a_), (C24)
wdt vi—>cd>o S2 4 y
- lim lim ’ d(x+J+ﬁ cos (Z + %a+)a—+
ndt c v—cd>o Sy 4 y - S;
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v 3/ m . 2dt
YU im tim [ dasJy S cos (4 e, ) 2
wdt ¢ vi—cd>o J) St 4 y +— St
A o 2d1 a_
— — lim lim doa_J_——cos + — _ (C25)
wdt ¢ vi—cd»o Jg S_ 4 y a_ —S_

In the next step, we separate the first integral in two parts, the first one for o € (0, 1) and the second one for o4 € (1, y). Next,
we write Sy explicitly as functions of oy, S+ = Si () taking into account in which dominion of ay we are, and we drop the
subindices & because, at the end of the day, o are dummy dimensionless integration variables. Then, we have two integrals, one
for the interval o € (0, 1) and another one for the interval oy € (1, y).

In the next step, we apply a high-velocity limit to the integrand of the first integral v, — ¢, and an asymptotic expansion of «
around o = y to the integrand of the second integral, obtaining

2dt 1
NV rdr ;1>I>I¢17/ dasin (” + _a)“/a[l —

b4 2dt vy V2932 12
/ndt (}1>1>1(17/ dasm( )\/E|:C \/_4-0[( — o)1, (C26)

dt
llm/ dacos(” + —a) 32(-1 + 0[a2]]

7dt d>o

[ v T Zdt s V2r B 1/2}
T g}f dacos( ) [—m—{—O[(y a)’“1|. (C27)

The first integral can be carried out analytically, and in the large distance limit we obtain

7 2dt Ja 1 y vy [ . [2dt 2dt
lim da sin + —oc — | = ™ —|sin{ — ) —cos{ — )|, (C28)
ndt d>o 1 — = 1 — =V 2mdr 2dt y y
/ T 2dt 32 _ Ux Yy v? 2dt . (2dt
— ;1;1‘17/‘ da cos ( + —oz) =\ 2w dr 24282 cos , — sin > . (C29)

The second one can be carried out as well in the high-velocity limit: first, we approximate the lower limit of the integral from 1 to
0. After applying the change of variable « = yf, then, the limits of integration change to 8 € (1/y, 1) and, in the high-velocity
limit, we have 1/y — 0. When we apply the high-velocity limit and the large distance limit, we get the following result:

/ Y 2dt \ [ vy v2ay? +2dt
Y Jimlim | dasin (% + _a> [ ay } Vel dﬁ fsm( f)
T C

+ O[ao]}

dt v—cd>o [y 1% t ¢ vocd>o Jy, 1 /3
/ sm T+ 2dtﬁ)
= —1 d —_—
wdt ¢ dég/ pVB \/—ﬂ

== 2 v / — [sm(zdz) COS(Z‘”)] (C30)

\/T g
7 g dﬁCOS(NW)ﬁ

1y
B2
— 1 2
T — d1>1>]¢]7/ dﬁcos + dt,B) T3

a2 _ 2
y rmdiV dr [cos(Zdt) 8 s sm(2dt)]. (C31)

vy sin(2dt)

/ Y 2dt J2y
/L timiim [ dacos (X + 2o )ad? 4
wdt v>cd»o J| 4 Y VY —a

Then, the dominant contribution at large distances is

Co=ypt2—"2, C32

o=V (C32)
cos(2dt)

C=—y ——, C33

1 14 dr ( )

which are the results we wanted to demonstrate.
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APPENDIX D: LIPPMAN-SWCHINGER EQUATION
APPLIED TO THE TWO-POINT CORRELATOR IN THE
PRESENCE OF A MACROSCOPIC OBJECT

In this appendix we are going to introduce a general
boundary condition, and then particularize for an infinite plate.
The formalism that we are going to introduce is valid for any
kind of linear boundary conditions. This includes the typical
choices of Dirichlet (e.g., perfect conductor for the electric
field), Neumann, or any other kind of continuity condition with
the field on the other side of the plate.

In the presence of a boundary condition, the two-point
correlator of the scalar field is modified by the introduction
of an extra term that is derived from the Lippmann-Schwinger
equation [54]

Gr =G) + Ik Gy T Gy, (D1)
where GY is the two-point correlator for the field in free
space, and Ty, is the T-scattering matrix of the object that
imposes the conditions on the field. The T'-scattering matrix
has all the information about the geometry and the kind of
boundary conditions of the considered object. The symbol Y[
represents the sum over the momentum variable k', which in
the continuum is an integral over the momentum space, but
depending on the multipole basis used, it can be a continuous
or discrete variable [51]. The general expression for the free
two-point correlator function in the multipolar basis is

Go(ro—r1) = /k [62" (ro)d 2 (r)®O(zo — z1)

+ (o) (r)O(z1 — z0)],  (D2)

where ¢;#/°" are the incoming and outgoing multipoles to

and from the origin of coordinates. The outgoing multipoles
are regular at infinity, while the incoming multipoles are
regular at the origin of coordinates (for all complex frequencies
w with positive real and imaginary parts), those multipoles
will be related with uy and uj later. ®(x) is the Heaviside
theta function, and we use the the definition [, = [ d*k. We
are going to obtain the general two-point correlator in the
presence of one object. Later, we will particularize the result for

J

Cartesian multipoles and the object to an infinite plate. Finally,
we are going to use this expression of the Lippmann-Schwinger
equation to obtain the method of images explicitly and the
expression of the two-point correlator used in the text in
Eq. (38), which is a central result, widely used in all the
calculations of the paper.

In general, the T matrix operator that defines the interaction
of the object with the scalar field is not defined in the same
coordinate system as the multipoles of the free two-point
correlator (for example, the T matrix of a plate is calculated
from a coordinate system centered in one point of its surface
that of a sphere is calculated in in a frame set on its center, and
sor a cylinder the origin is taken to be at a point of its axis,
etc.), while, in our paper, the free two-point function is defined
in the quantization frame and pulled back to the smeared
trajectory of the detector. Therefore, we have to apply a change
of coordinates from the multipole basis where the two-point
function is defined (centred in x = 0) to the multipole basis
where the T matrix is defined, and it is done by the use of the
translation matrices X [51,54]:

P () = / X (X)), (D3)
PE(ry) = / () Yoy (Xep). (D4)

where X .4 = r, — rg describes the relative position of the
two origin of coordinates. X’ and X' correspond to Vand Win
[51], respectively. Note that r, is the same point of the space
as rg, but represented in the translated reference system (see
Fig. 1 of [51]). We are going to write all the expressions in
terms of the T operator defined in its own coordinate system
[51,54]

Tiw = — f &r) f Pt (r) T (e, r3)EE(rs), (DS)

therefore, we have to translate the mutipoles of the free two-
point correlators to the coordinate system where the T operator
is defined. Assuming r4 ; > ro; > ri;, where ry is the point
where the object is placed, we apply a direct substitution in the
second term of the right-hand side of the Lippmann-Schwinger
equation obtaining

Go TGy = /d3r2/d3r3GO(r0,rZ)T(rz,rg)Go(m,rl)

= /d3"2/d3"3fk0¢2m("0)0¢_5,rfg(r2)44T(F2,"3)/1¢(r,eg("3)1<l_5;m(r1).
q

Each two-point correlator is defined in one system of reference centered in one point. The subindex i in ; ¢,

reg/out

the point where the multipole basis is centered is r;, therefore, ; ¢, *'** (r;) = ¢,rfg/ °"'(0). Note that we assume that the object is

(D6)

ree/0u ) indicates that

placed in r4, and that r, and r5 are integration variables. We have to change the system of coordinates where the scalar multipoles
are defined from the frame of the source to the frame of the object (of the T operator). Symbolically,

0y S (ra) = f X L (X40)4@lE(r),

14, 5(r3) = / 408 (r3) Xy ¢(X41),

D7)

(D8)
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where X 49 and X4, are the relative distance between the two coordinate systems considered here. Note that this definition is
equivalent to the one shown in Eq. (D3). In our particular case, X490 = (x, y, d). In what follows, we will write the second term
of the right-hand side of the Lippmann-Schwinger equation in the basis centered in r:

GoTGo = / d’ry f d’rs / 087" (ro)ody = (r)aaT(ra, r3) / 1OE(Fp g™ (r1)
k q

= /d3r2/d3r3/koqb,‘j“t(ro)/X,:v(X40)4q3;°g(r2)44'ﬂ“(r2,r3)// 4¢$g(r3)Xw,q(X41)1¢_5,(1)m("1)
v qgJw

/k// /0¢EUI(FO)X£,U(X40)|:/‘ d3r2/d3r34¢3;eg(rz)44T(rz,l‘3)4¢f,,eg(l‘3)}Xw,q(X41)1<13;m(r1)
vJw /g

_/k///o¢;§m(ro)X1:,v(X40)77;,wa,q(X41)1¢_5f;”‘(r1). 09)
vJw g

The two-point correlator in the presence of one object is

61 =Go+ GG = [0 randorn = [ [ [ [ oo o], Ko Tty Xandgrn)
k kJvJwJq

= fk o¢,‘;“‘(ro)[o¢3,?g(r1>— / f f X,i,,,(xm)n,wxw,q(nl>1<13;’“‘(r1)]. (D10)
vJw Jgq

The formula shown here is general, and valid for any multipolar basis chosen, only changing the integration variable k by the
corresponding set of continuous and discrete integration and summation indices of the particular multipolar basis we choose. The
two-point correlator is the sum of a free correlator, that can be understood as a wave traveling from r; to ro plus another one
that is another wave traveling from r to r4, where the wave finds the object and is scattered by 7 4, and travels from r4 to ry.
This expression is general for arbitrary shaped objects. Note as well that the 7, ,, operator defined here corresponds to the scalar
analog of Eea (w) defined in [51]. If we particularize to the multipolar Cartesian basis, the translation matrices are defined as
[51]

Xew(Xop) = e * X0 5(k — v), (D11)
X (Xap) = * X sk — v), (D12)
where we have used a),2c = kﬁ + k? to obtain
||
S(wr —wy) = WS(kz —4qz). (D13)
Z

Then, in the Cartesian multipolar basis we have

Gi(ro,r1) = /kofﬁzm("o) oélrfg(rl)—// /X;I,,,(tho)'n,wa.q(Xéu)1‘52”%"1)}

q

= /kofﬁzm("o) oézeg(rl)—// /eik'x4°8(k— V) Ty we XS (w _q)l‘ﬁ;m(r‘)}
L vJuw /g

= [ odizen - [ e"""‘mme—”"“lq‘sg‘“(rl)]. (D14)
L q

The T matrix of a plate is diagonal in this particular coordinate basis [51]
Teq = Rid(k — q), (D15)

where Ry is the Fresnel reflection coefficient for the particular boundary conditions of the plate. In this case, the two-point
correlator in the presence of a plate is

Gi(ro,r1) = /0¢2m(rt))[0¢_51r:g(r1) - /eik'x“’ﬁ,qeiq‘X“lfisf,)m(rl)}
k q
= fk o¢,‘;“t<ro)[o¢'>,?g<rl) - / eF ORIk — g)e XY 1<13;“‘<r1)]
q

= f 0 (ro)od B (r1) — e* X oRgeH X g2 ()], (D16)
k
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where
¢reg/0ul(r) _ 1 pFikli—ikr) _ 1 eFikur" (D17)
k 21k] 2|k|
- 1 . . 1 )
reg/out _ +i(|k|t—ik-r) __ +ik, r*
r)=———e = ——e ", D18
O V2|k| V2K i
Therefore, we have ¢ (r) = ¢, *(r).
Method of images

Until now, we have assumed that r4; > ro, > ri .. If we want to obtain the expression of the method of images from this
result, we will have 7y, > rs, > ro, (where F; is the image of r;). First, we have to exchange ¢ (r) by ¢, *(r), but the
translation matrices have to be modified as well. If we want to do this transformation properly, keeping that ¢_>,‘z”‘(r) is regular
at infinity and qS,rfg (r) is regular at the origin, we must be careful and remember that, for complex w in the first quadrant of the
complex plane, the k, component also belongs to the first quadrant of the complex plane as well. It means that its imaginary part
produces a (positive) real value that must be kept invariant under the change of r; by 7. In particular, we have

—Im[k.]|X41.;| = —Im[k]| Xa1.c]. (D19)
We eliminate the absolute values using that 7, ; > r4; > ro; > 11 ;:
—Imlk;](ra; — r1z) = —Imlk;](71 ; — r4.2), (D20)
obtaining that 7; ; is
Flgo=—t1;+2rs,=r1;+20s;—11;) =r1;+2Xa - D21)

The x and y components are kept invariant, therefore, we have that
Fr=r+2X4-2,)2 (D22)

and using J),‘(’”‘(r) = qS,rfg (r), the two-point correlator is written as

Gi(ro,r1) = /0¢£Ut(ro)[o¢_>,rfg(l‘1) — M XORy e HXur g (r )]
k

= / 002" (ro)[ody E(r1) — e* MR E X G (). (D23)
k
We use that the Ry, operator and X operator commutes for the Cartesian basis, and e kX — oikX 14 to obtain

Gi(ro,r1) = /0¢>2m("0)[0¢_5,rfg("1) - Rkeik'x“”eikx"‘1¢_>;r:g(r1)]

k

= /0¢2m("0)[0<7_52eg("1) - Rkeik')_(ml&]zeg(rl)]
k

— / 0¢](()m(r())[0(5]r¢eg(rl) _ Rk€25k~(X41~2)Zeik~X10ld_)]rceg(rl )]
k

= fo¢2Ul(ro)[ofﬁzeg(r1) — Ry X925 (r )]
k

= [ ot ot = Ree Y, (D24)
Here, we have combined two translation matrices into one (or separate one into two) because, in general,
/‘Iqu(Xaﬁ)Xqv(Xﬁy) = Xy (Xay). (D25)
Finally, we use the definition given in Eq. (D3) instead of the equivalent one given in Eq. (D7) for 2(Xy4; - 2)Z, and we obtain

Gi(ro,r1) = /k0¢;?m("0)[0¢_5;r:g("1) — Riodi Elr1 + 2(X a1 - 2)2]]

= fk0¢2m("0)[0<13;rfg("1) — Riody “(F1)]. (D26)
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This last expression is the method of images, where we represent the effect of a planar boundary condition as the presence of a

reflection of an image charge weighted by Ry. In our particular case, a direct substitution gives ¢>,rfg/ My = up(r), ¢,r:’g/ My =

ur(r), and X, - Z = d, then

Gi(ro,r1) = /MZ("O)U — Rie®™ ug(ry),
k

which is the two-point correlatior used in Eq. (38).

(D27)
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