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We consider a system of two cavities separated by a reflecting boundary of finite mass that is free to
move and bounded to its equilibrium position by a harmonic potential. This yields an effective mirror-field
interaction, as well as an effective interaction between the field modes mediated by the movable boundary.
Two massless scalar fields are defined in each cavity. We consider the second-order interacting ground state
of the system, that contains virtual excitations of both mirror’s degrees of freedom and of the scalar fields.
We investigate the correlation functions between field observables in the two cavities and find that the
squared scalar fields in the two cavities, in the interacting ground state, are anticorrelated. We discuss the
dependence of the correlation on the distance of the two points considered from the mirror’s average
position and on its mass and oscillation angular frequency. These results show a sort of communication
between the two half-spaces separated by the movable mirror, mediated by its position fluctuations.
Observability of this new phenomenon exploiting two- or many-body dispersion interactions between
polarizable bodies is discussed. The dependence on a cutoff frequency introduced to regularize the

frequency integrations, as well as the case of a real conductor, are also discussed.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In quantum field theory, the presence of a dielectric or
reflecting boundary affects the structure of the field modes
and can change the expectation values of several local field
observables, for example the field energy density, spatial
field correlations or dispersion interactions [1-4]. This has
relevant observable consequences, for example changes in
the spontaneous emission rate of an atom and atom-surface
Casimir-Polder interactions [1,5,6]. In the case of an
infinite flat, perfectly reflecting and static mirror, it is well
known that the boundary separates the space into two
independent half-spaces. In such cases, the mirror is usually
treated as an assigned boundary condition on the field
operators. In this paper, we will show that the situation
significantly changes if the boundary has a finite mass and
it is allowed to move, because correlations between field
quantities evaluated in the two half-spaces exist. Inclusion
of the motion of a boundary is at the basis of quantum
optomechanics [7,8] and dynamical Casimir effect [9-11].
In the context of the dynamical Casimir effect, the mirror’s
motion is prescribed from the outside, and it is usually
included in the formalism in the form of a time-dependent
boundary condition on the relevant field operators; the
mechanical degrees of freedom are not dynamical variables
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of the system. On the contrary, another type of systems
investigated in the literature, for example in quantum
optomechanics, treats the mirror as a quantum system with
its mechanical degrees of freedom [12], thus allowing
typical quantum effects such as quantum fluctuations of its
position. As we shall discuss below, in this paper we adopt
this second point of view by including the wall’s mechani-
cal degrees of freedom in the Hamiltonian description of
our system. A model Hamiltonian describing a quantum
field in the presence of a movable boundary of finite mass,
bound to its equilibrium position by a harmonic potential,
has been introduced in Refs. [12,13]. This effective
Hamiltonian has been used to evaluate the field energy
density change near the fluctuating boundary, as well as
corrections to the Casimir force [14,15] and radiation
pressure effects on a two-mirror system [16]. These
quantum effects become more and more relevant the
smaller the mirror mass is [14], and in modern quantum
optomechanical experiments it can be reduced even to
values of the order of 107! Kg [8,17]. Also, the changes of
the field energy density, with respect to the fixed-wall case,
are larger in the very proximity of the movable wall since
the virtual quanta emitted by the movable wall are localized
near its position due to the energy-time uncertainty relation
[14]. Internal degrees of freedom of a boundary have
been considered also in the case of a moving dielectric
membrane [18], within microscopic models of the
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boundary [19,20] and in connection with dissipative
dynamics of a movable particle coupled to a field [21].

In this paper, we consider a system of two cavities
separated by a movable perfectly reflecting wall of a finite
mass and bound to its equilibrium position by a harmonic
potential. Two massless one-dimensional scalar fields are
considered in the two cavities, each of them interacting
with the movable mirror separating the two cavities. Even if
our model is one-dimensional, we expect that the qualita-
tive features of the results obtained should be representative
of what happens in a more realistic three-dimensional case,
similarly to the case of the field energy density studied in
Ref. [15] for the 3D scalar field. We use the names cavity
and wall also for our one-dimensional case, following a
common use in the relevant literature. Our interest is
investigating how the fluctuating motion of the movable
mirror affects local field properties in the two cavities in the
ground state of the system. In Ref. [22] we considered the
dynamical self-dressing of the movable wall starting from a
nonequilibrium state, in particular the time-dependent
energy shift. We found that, up to second order in the
wall-field interaction, the self-dressing process is the same
of the single-cavity case and thus the two cavities do not
influence each other at second order; we argued that the two
half-spaces influence each other starting from fourth order
in the coupling; a change of the Casimir force between the
two fixed walls, mediated by the movable wall, is therefore
expected at the fourth order. Here we address a different
problem; specifically, we investigate the correlation func-
tions between two field observables in the two cavities. We
find that they can start also from the second order, showing
a sort of influence (correlation) between the two half-spaces
mediated by the perfectly reflecting movable wall. We also
discuss how this new effect could be observed exploiting
Casimir-Polder interactions between polarizable bodies.

We first generalize the mirror-field interaction
Hamiltonian mentioned above and first introduced in
Ref. [12] to the present two-cavity case and then evaluate
by second-order perturbation theory the interacting ground
state of the system, that contains virtual excitations of the
fields in the cavities and of the mirror (phonons).
Successively, we compute expectation values on the ground
state of relevant correlation functions of local field observ-
ables in the two cavities. In the frequency integrations, we
introduce an appropriate exponential regularization function
in order to cure ultraviolet divergences. We find that the
correlation between the scalar fields in the two cavities
vanishes, and indeed this happens at any order in the wall-
field coupling, within the limits of our Hamiltonian model
(essentially in the hypothesis of small displacements of the
movable wall). We thus evaluate other correlation functions
between field observables in the two cavities.

We find that a nonvanishing spatial anticorrelation
between the squared fields in the two cavities exists and
explicitly evaluate its distance dependence. This relevant

feature is not present in the case of a fixed wall and sharply
distinguishes our trembling wall case from the usual fixed-
wall case, even for ideal mirrors. The squared field operator
is an important observable, since the field energy density is
for example obtained from the square of the field and of its
derivatives. We discuss the dependence of such correlation
from the relevant physical parameters, in particular mass
and binding frequency of the movable wall, distance of the
two points from the movable wall, as well observability of
this phenomenon through retarded Casimir-Polder inter-
actions between two polarizable bodies placed at the
two sides of the movable wall. We also show that for
the relevant distance scales considered (i.e. larger than the
wavelength associated to the cutoff frequency), our results
are quite independent from the cutoff frequency and that the
contribution of high-frequency modes is negligible. We
also consider, in the case of a movable real wall made of a
metal with a finite plasma frequency, the effect on the
correlation functions considered due to the high-frequency
modes delocalized among the two half-spaces. Possible
relevance of our findings on correlations of observables
evaluated at the two sides of a fluctuating event horizon (as
supposed in quantum gravity theories) is also mentioned.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we
introduce our two-cavity system and its Hamiltonian,
describing an effective wall-field interaction, and obtain
by perturbation theory the interacting ground state of the
system. In Sec. III we evaluate the expectation value on this
state of relevant field quantities, specifically the spatial
correlation function between points in the two cavities of
the squared field; we find that an anticorrelation exists and
we discuss its main physical features. Section IV is devoted
to our conclusive remarks.

II. THE TWO-CAVITY SYSTEM

Our physical system is constituted by two ideal cavities,
separated by a movable perfectly conducting mirror of
mass m and bounded to its equilibrium position x = L,
by a harmonic potential of frequency w,. The two fixed
mirrors have positions x = 0 and x = 2L;,. Two massless
scalar quantum fields are defined in the two half-spaces
separated by the movable mirror. For simplicity, we here
consider a one-dimensional model. The situation is shown
in Fig. 1. The mechanical degrees of freedom of the
movable mirror are treated quantum mechanically, and
the mirror is described as a quantum harmonic oscillator
of frequency wy; we label with b and b' its annihilation
and creation operators, respectively. Also, we respectively
label with a,, and aj, the bosonic annihilation and creation
operators of the massless scalar field on the left cavity

(0 < x < Ly) and with ¢, and ¢} those for the cavity on the
right (Ly < x < 2L); all these operators refer to the field
modes relative to the equilibrium position L, of the
movable wall. For a single cavity, and in the hypothesis
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FIG. 1. The two-cavity system: two fixed ideal mirrors at x = 0
and x = 2L, separated by an ideal movable mirror with its
equilibrium position at x = L. In this paper, we consider a one-
dimensional case for the two cavities.

of small displacement of the movable wall from its
equilibrium position, the system can be described on the
basis of an effective interaction. This Hamiltonian was first
introduced by Law for a single cavity with a movable
mirror, in terms of field modes relative to the equilibrium
position of the movable boundary [12,13]. The Law
Hamiltonian, describing the effective mirror-field interac-
tion, is linear in the mirror coordinates and bilinear in the
field coordinates and yields an effective wall-field inter-
action, as well as an effective interaction between the field
modes, mediated by the movable mirror. This Hamiltonian
follows from a field quantization with a movable wall,
bounded to an equilibrium position, assuming that it
undergoes small displacements, and it is completely
expressed in terms of bosonic operators relative to its
equilibrium position. It was originally developed for the
one-dimensional case [12], but it can be easily generalized
to the three-dimensional case [15]. In order to avoid
cumbersome calculations involving discrete summations
over the modes in the three dimensions, not essential for
our aims, we limit the present investigation to the one-
dimensional case only, that already contains all the relevant
elements we are interested in.

Our first step is to generalize the Law Hamiltonian to our
two-cavity scenario. This is quite immediate: we quantize
the two scalar fields in the two half-spaces with respect to
the equilibrium position x = L of the mobile wall and take
into account that if a movable wall’s displacement in one
direction makes shorter one cavity, it makes longer the
other cavity. For some general preliminary considerations
of this two-cavity system, see also Ref. [22]. Our
Hamiltonian including the effective interaction of the
movable wall with the two scalar fields is then of the form
H = H, + H,, with the unperturbed term

= hawyb'h + hZa)kaZak + hZa)kclck, (1)
3 3

and the interaction term H; = H} + H?, where H} and H?
are, respectively, the effective interaction Hamlltomans
between the movable wall and the scalar field in the left
(1) and right (2) half-spaces. These interaction terms are
given by

—(b+b%)Y "CLN[(a; + a})(a + a])].
kj

—(b+bM)) CIN[(c;+c)) (e + ). (2)
kj

where N is the normal ordering operator and the coupling
constants are given by

n\3z 1 w.wy
Cl — ]+k J , 3
ki ( ) (2) LO\/I’I_’l () ( )

Cij = _Cllcj’ (4)

with @, = ck. The coupling constants C;; and C}; have an

opposite sign since, when the wall moves from its equi-
librium position, the sign of its displacement is opposite for
the two cavities. This Hamiltonian holds for small displace-
ments of the movable wall around its equilibrium position
L, and it is the immediate generalization to our two-cavity
case of the Hamiltonian introduced in Ref. [12] and
discussed before. It is quadratic in the annihilation and
creation operators relative to the two half-spaces, and its
structure immediately yields an effective interaction
between the field modes (that are independent in the usual
case of fixed cavity walls).

A generic eigenstate of the unperturbed Hamiltonian H,,
will be labeled as

|nwa]l;{n1};{n2}>7 (5)

where the first item n,,,; denotes the number of excitations
in the mirror (phonons) while {n'} and {n?} denote,
respectively, a complete set of occupation numbers of
the field modes of the first and of the second cavity.
The unperturbed ground state is thus |g) = |0;{0};{0}),
with unperturbed energy E, = 0.

We can now obtain the first- and second-order corrections
to the ground state, due to the mirror-field interaction, by
stationary perturbation theory. The first-order correction is

Zhwoﬂ, oy 117123 0)

2 Mo, +w)u {0} {11, (6)
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which contains states with one mirror excitation and a pair of quanta in one of the two cavities. These are virtual mirror and field

excitations, of course.

The second-order correction is given by the sum of several terms, that, for convenience of notation, we arrange in the

following form:

2 2 2 2
192) = 1g7) +197) + 19\7) + lg52), (7)

2) 4
l9,") =
1 jszhz(wo + @+ o) (0, + @)

@y _ 1
l927) th(wo—ka)}-+a)k)(a)j+a)k+wf+a)m)

[CieCril0: {11} {0}) + C5C310:{0}: {11, })]. (8)

[CiCrml0: {11411, }:{0}) + CRCE,[0:{0}: {1, 11,1, 1], (9)

Jjkém
1 2 1 2
|g(2)> _ Z |: Cjkcfm + Cjkcfm
" jkem n (@ + @) + o) (0; + o + 0p + 0,) 1 (0) + op + 0,)(0; + 0 + 0p + ©,)

while |g§v) ) are terms with two mirror’s excitations, that do
not contribute to the expectation values we will evaluate in
the next section, and thus we do not explicitly write
them down.

The normalized corrected ground state assumes thus the
form

) = (1-52°) 1005 01 + lg) + 6. (1)

where A is a normalization factor obtained, in second-order
perturbation theory, from

(Ci)? =+ (C3)?

A2 = .
%: h* (0 + o; + wy)?

(12)

In the next section, we will evaluate the expectation value
on the corrected ground state (11) of correlation functions
between field observables evaluated at different points of
the two cavities.

ITII. CORRELATION FUNCTIONS OF FIELD
OBSERVABLES IN THE TWO CAVITIES

In this section we evaluate, on the corrected ground state,
the correlation functions of field observables in the two
half-spaces and discuss their observability through
dispersion interactions, as well as the role of (delocalized)
high-frequency modes.

105 {11} {11},

(10)

A. Correlation functions and regularization

The operators of the massless 1D scalar fields in the two
cavities are

hc?— sin(kyx;)

b(x,) = Lo SN (a +a}), (13)

At~ sin(kgxy) _
¢(x2) = — L—ozk:#(ck +cp), (14)

where x| is a point in the region (0, L) (left cavity) and x,
in the region (L, 2L,) (right cavity). The possible values of
k; are those allowed by the boundary conditions, that is,
ky = m/Lgy, with ny =1,2,.... In Eq. (14), we have
taken into account that sin[k;(2Lg — x,)] = — sin(kgx,).
All quantities in Eqs. (13) and (14) are referred to the
equilibrium position of the movable wall [12].

We aim to evaluate relevant correlations between field
observables in the two cavities over the interacting ground
state (11). Using Egs. (6), (7), and (11) and the expressions
above of the field operators, it is immediate to see that

(@ld(x1)¢(x2)|7) = (@lb(x1)|3) (@lb(x2)|7) = 0. (15)

It is easy to see that the vanishing of the correlation function
(15) is valid at any order of perturbation theory, as a
consequence of the fact that the effective Hamiltonians (2)
are quadratic in the field annihilation and creation oper-
ators. This means that the field operators in the two cavities
are not correlated.
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We can now evaluate the correlation of the squared
fields, that is a very important local field observable, being
also related to the field energy density and to the interaction
of the field with test bodies (as we will discuss later on in
this section)

C(xy.xy) = <9|¢ (x1)

(919 (x1)[2) (31 (x2) 3)-
(16)

(Xz)@ -

After a lengthy algebraic calculation, we finally find

3.4
S e Z<_1)p+q+r+s

Limag £
sin(k,x;) sin(k,x;) sin(k,x,) sin(k,x,)
x { (0 + @, + 0,)(w) + o, + o)
sin(k,x) sin(k,x) sin(k,x,) sin(k,x,)
{(wo +o, +o,) (0, +o,+ 0, + o)

C('xlv Xz)

+ (x; « xz)] } (17)

where the first term comes from first-order processes with a
pair of virtual photons emitted in one of the two cavities
while the second term (inside square brackets) comes from
second-order processes with two pairs of virtual photons,
one pair in each cavity.

In order to explicitly evaluate the correlation (17), we
now consider the continuum limit by taking Ly, — oo, thus
recovering the case of a single trembling mirror in the
vacuum space separating two infinite half-spaces. In this
limit, the sums over k in Eq. (17) become integrals over the
continuous variables k; = w;/c (i = p, q, r, §), by using
>« = (Lo/2x) [ dk; we also rescale these variables with

|

hSCkO

respect to ky = wy/c: k, = pkoy, k, = gk, k, = 7k, and
ks = 5ko, with p, g, ¥, and 5 dimensionless continuous
variables running from 0 to co.

In the continuum limit, the sums in Eq. (17) relative to
the first cavity (0 <x; <L,) yield quantities of the
following form:

> (=1)7sin(k,x,)f (k)

p

= Zcos(kao) sin(k,x,)f(k,). (18)

where f(k
pr/ Lo (p integer). If we then take ), —
the quantity in Eq. (18) becomes

») is a regular function and we have used k, =
(Lo/27) [5° dk,,

1L,

22n o x))]-

(19)

" dk, f (k,)[sin(k, (x; + Lo)) — sin(k, (Lo —

Taking into account that the first term in the integral in
Eq. (19) is rapidly oscillating at a finite distance from the
movable wall, while the second term is slowly varying for
x; ~ Ly, we can neglect the first term and keep only the
second one. Similar considerations apply also for the second
cavity (Lo < x, < 2Lg). We also introduce the two scaled
(dimensionless) distances from the movable wall:
dy = ko(Lo — x1). dy = ko(xy — Lo).  (20)
After some algebra, the correlation function (17) thus
becomes

{//dpd sin(pd,) sin(gd,) //d I sin rdz) sin(5d,)
1+p+7 1 +7+5

{////dpd drd‘sm((pdl)sm(qdl)sm 7d,) Sln(sdz)

P+a)(p+g+7+5)

All integrals in Eq. (21) extend from O to oo, and an
appropriate regularization scheme is necessary to deal with
the high-frequency field modes. Also, even if our model
considers the idealized case of a perfectly reflecting
boundary, a regularization of the frequency integrals is
necessary to take into account the properties of a real metal
boundary, that becomes transparent for frequencies larger
than the plasma frequency of the material. From a physical
point of view, we however expect that the contribution of
high-frequency modes becomes negligible at large distan-
ces from the boundary. We will address in more detail this

(o a3} (1)

[
important point, and its physical consequences in the case
of a real metal, in the subsequent part of this paper.

We now introduce in Eq. (17) a regularization function
for each k, integration (v = p, ¢q, r, s) in the form of an
exponential function e~%/%n  with k) a regularization
scale factor. For a real metal, it can be set of the order of
w,/c, with @, the metal plasma frequency [23]. In the
first term in the right-hand side of Eq. (21), the four
integrals are factorized in two double integrals. Such
integrals are in terms of the scaled variables previously
introduced, and the exponential regularization function
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assumes the form e #? (o = p, g, 7, 5) for each integration
variable, with u = (ky;/ky)~"; the double integrals take
then the form

(A

The limit 4 — 0 (@, — oo) restores the case of a perfectly
reflecting boundary. This integral can be evaluated ana-
lytically, and, after some algebra and extensive use on
integral tables [24], we obtain

sin(rd) sin(sd)

eHreTHs,
l1+r+s

(22)

1,(d) = % {e”_idEl (4 —id) (é + 1)

. -1
+eﬂ+ldE] (,M + ld) (E‘I‘ 1):|

where E|(z) is related to the analytic continuation of the
exponential integral function to the complex plane, with
E|(x) = —Ei(—x) for x real [25]. In the limit g — 0
(kyp; — oo, that is a perfect mirror), Eq. (23) reduces to

I p

Y (23)

+d*’

We are mainly interested in the case d > 1, that is,
distances from the movable wall much larger than c/wy.
In this limit case, we can approximate Eq. (23) using the
asymptotic expansion of the exponential integral function
[24], taking also into account that y = wy/wy < 1 for
typical values of the mirror’s oscillation frequency
(wy~10° s7') and of the plasma frequency(w,, ~ W,
1.4 x 10'% 57! for gold). For d > 1 and u < 1, using the

asymptotic relation eE/(z) :% [25], we get

1 1 1

I,(d) ~——F5~—.
#( ) 2ﬂ2+d2 2d2

(25)
Equation (25) also shows that the frequency integration, in
the limits considered, is scarcely dependent from the ultra-
violet cutoff y and that the contribution of high-frequency
modes to the integral is negligible, as indeed expected from
physical grounds.

The integrals in the second term of Eq. (21) cannot be
factorized, and after some algebraic manipulation the four
frequency integrals, after introducing en exponential cutoff
function, can be cast in the following form:

1 (f(d)
l,_o(d)==|—= d) ), 24
a0 =3 (54 00). Oy [ [ [ [ dpaserio
where  f(x) = ci(x) sin(x) + si(x) cos(x) and g(x) = sin(pd, ) sin(qd, ) sin(rd,) sin(sd,) 26)
—ci(x) cos(x) —si(x) sin(x) are the auxiliary functions A+p+q)p+qg+r+s) (
of the sine-integral and cosine-integral functions, respec-
tively [25]. After some algebra, we finally obtain
1 [ e [sin(vd)) > [ . ) i
1,(d,d,) =- dv 7 ypcos(vd e WHL)E (p(u + id)) [ — + v
) =g [T a0 (vd) o+ i) (5
; } —i 1 [ we ™ (sin(vd
+ "R, (v(u — id,)) (d2 + 1})] - 4/) dv T (Elll) - vcos(vdl)>. (27)
[
In the limit g — 0, using g(z) & if(z) = E|(Fiz)eT= 1 1 1 1
Iﬂ(dl’dZ):_ 2 ) =~ > (29)
[25], Eq. (27) reduces to 8 + dip> + &5 8d3d3

:O(d]st) =

‘11/000 dv T j_zv <Sin£;ldl)—cos(vd]))
x <M+ g(vd2)>.

vay
The integral (27) must be evaluated numerically. As
before, we consider the case of large distances (compared
to kg ) from the movable wall, d,, d, > 1, and cutoff
frequency much larger than ck, that is, 4 << 1. In this case,
using the same asymptotic expansion of E,(z) used for
Eq. (23), we easily obtain

(28)

Similarly to the previous integral, this shows that, in the
limits considered, the integral is quite independent from the
cutoff frequency, and the contributions of high-frequency
modes are negligible, consistently with our nonrelativistic
treatment. The correlation function between the squared
fields is thus

h3Ck0
P n)'m (1,(dy)

h3ck0 1
22r)*mdids’

C(dy.d,) = - 1,(dy) +1,(dy, dy))

(30)
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In terms of nonscaled distances from the mobile wall
%12 = diokg! = dy ¢/ @y, it becomes

wet 1 1

C(%), %) = — :
(%1 %2) 25(27)* may 353

(31)

Equation (31) shows that the squared fields at the two
sides of the reflecting mirror are anticorrelated, even if they
are independent fields and there is not any direct interaction
between them. This correlation is entirely ascribable to
their mutual interaction with the movable wall, that allows a
sort of influence between the two half-spaces, even in the
vacuum state. The negative sign of C(%,%,) in Eq. (31)
shows that the squared fields are indeed anticorrelated; this
sign can be understood from a physical point of view, by
considering that the two field-mirror coupling constants C} ;

and C? ; have an opposite sign, and thus when the position

of the mirror fluctuates in one direction, the modes of one
cavity are blueshifted while those of the other cavity are
redshifted.

If we take the two points considered at the same distance
from the mirror’s equilibrium position on the opposite side,
X = X, = x, Eq. (31) yields that at large distance from the
movable wall the (anti)correlation between the squared
field scales with the distance as x~*. It also depends as —.

mwg
from the mass and oscillation frequency of the movable
wall. This means that the smaller the mirror’s mass and
oscillation frequency are, the larger the effect we find is. In
modern optomechanics experiments, a typical oscillation
frequency is of the order of 10° Hz, but also higher
frequencies can be obtained, and a mass as low as
102! Kg can be achieved [8]. However, we wish to stress
that our results above show that a correlation between the
squared fields at the opposite sides of the movable mirror
exists at any distance from it.

Using Egs. (22), (23), (26), and (27) in Eq. (21), we
obtain the expression for the correlation function for points
at any distance from the movable mirror, with the only

condition, as discussed later on, ¥, > c¢/wy:

nick,
_m [Iﬂ(dl)lﬂ(dz)

+1,(d1, dy) +1,(d>, dy)], (32)

Cﬂ(dlv dZ) =

where in the left-hand-side term we have explicitly indi-
cated the dependence on the regularization parameter u.
The integral in Eq. (27) can be obtained numerically.

B. Observability through dispersion interactions

Observability of the spatial correlation of the squared
field could be obtained exploiting the dispersion interaction
of the fluctuating field with a polarizable object A, that in
the far-distance (retarded) regime is usually proportional to

the square of the field at the polarizable-body position r,
in the form

AE = —%aA<¢2(rA>>, (33)

where the average value is taken on the dressed ground
state of the system and a, is the static polarizability of the
polarizable body A [26]. The relation above can be applied
in our case at a sufficiently large distance from the wall,
where only low-frequency field modes are relevant, as we
have shown; this is totally consistent with the well-known
results for the far-zone (retarded regime) Casimir-Polder
dispersion interaction between atoms or between an atom
and a conducting surface, where the dynamical polar-
izability can be replaced with its static value, because only
low-frequency modes contribute in the far zone. In fact, in
this case for x > ¢/w, (with w, a main transition fre-
quency of the atom or polarizable body), only field modes
with ® < w, give a significant contribution to the
dispersion interaction energy, while the contribution of
higher-frequency modes is negligible [26,27].

The effect we find should therefore yield a correlation
between the dispersion interaction between the mirror and
two polarizable bodies A and B (ground-state atoms or
molecules, for example, in the electromagnetic case),
placed at the opposite sides of the movable reflecting wall,
as well as an atom-atom dispersion interaction mediated by
the trembling mirror. A joint measurement of the dispersion
force on A and B, and their correlation as a function of the
atom-mirror distance, should allow one to observe the
spatial correlation between the squared field in Egs. (30)
and (31). This is also motivated by the fact that the movable
mirror acts as a third body interacting with the field, and
thus it is capable of modifying the radiation-mediated
interacting energy between the two polarizable bodies A
and B [28,29]. Another possible experimental observation
could result from three-body effects on the atom-atom
dispersion interaction between two atoms (or, in general,
polarizable bodies) A and B at one side of the wall due to a
third atom C placed on the other side of the wall. In fact, the
three-body component of the dispersion force on one atom,
say atom A, is related to a sort of interference between the
virtual field energy densities due to the two other atoms B
and C [28] or to the virtual field correlation at the location
of A and B, dressed by C [30]. For a fixed wall, atom C
cannot influence the interaction between A and B, while
in the present case of a movable wall it can: thus, a
measurement of the A — B interaction should keep trace of
the presence of C, even if it is placed on the opposite side of
the perfectly reflecting movable wall.

C. Contribution from high-frequency modes

As we mentioned in the introduction, in the case of a
static perfect mirror the two half-spaces are totally
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separated and uncorrelated, while a (anti)correlation
between the squared fields in the two half-spaces arises
if the mirror is allowed to move (even in the ground state).

Even if our main point is the conceptual aspect that the
two half-spaces can influence each other even for an ideal
mirror, if it is allowed to move, we wish to make here some
general considerations about the role of high-frequency
modes for a real static mirror, that becomes partially
transparent at high frequencies (larger than its plasma
frequency). In the case of a real static mirror, there is thus
some influence between the two half-spaces, both for the
field and the squared field, that involves only high-
frequency field modes, specifically those above the metal
plasma frequency w,,. This effect can add up to the effects
we found for the movable mirror, the latter essentially due
to low-frequency modes. We wish here to discuss the
consequence of this consideration for our new results for
the movable perfect mirror.

Csaic(Bx = x =) = (0] (x)p(+*)[0) = (0lh(x)[0) Olp(x)[0) =

_the
21 i, k

wdkcos(k(x—x ) hc

For very high-frequency modes, @ > w,;, the mirror
separating the two cavities becomes transparent and these
modes are delocalized in the two cavities. The scalar field
operator is then approximately

hCZ 1/2 ) .
OEDY (szk) (age™ +afe™). (34)
k>wp, /¢

where L = 2L, is the distance between the two fixed cavity
walls and the sum must be taken only over the high-
frequency modes, that is, with frequencies higher than a
typical metal plasma frequency wy, = ck;; they must also
satisfy the boundary conditions at the two fixed walls. A
simple calculation yields the following correlation function
on the vacuum state |0):

2
hc eik(x—x’)

k>wy/c 2ka

= ——Ci(ky(x = X)),

o (35)

where in the second line the continuum limit L — oo has been taken and Ci(z) is the cosine integral function [25]. We will
discuss in more detail the meaning of Eq. (35) in the following of this section, after evaluation of the correlation of the

squared fields.

We now evaluate the free-space correlation of the squared field, due to the delocalized high-frequency modes with

w >

Csf—statiC(Ax — x') _ <0|¢2(x)¢2(x’)|0> _ <0|¢2(x)|0> <0‘¢2<xl)‘0> = 2(71_6‘)2[ Z i

In the continuum limit L — oo (free space), we get

hc?

C-Yf—static(Ax =X - x/) -2 ( o

2
> Ci2(ky(x — ). (37)

The integrals (35) and (37) do not contain the cutoff
function because they are relative to an unbounded free
space, and, moreover, it should be noted that they converge,
except for x = x’ [regime not relevant in our case, since we
are interested only in points such that &y (x —x') > 1].

We now analyze the results for the unbounded-space
correlations (35) and (37) (contribution of extremely high-
frequency modes where any real metal becomes trans-
parent), in comparison with our main results (15), (21) and
(31) in the presence of the fluctuating movable wall. Using
the asymptotic expansion of the sine integral function,
Ci(y) ~cos(y)/y for y > 1 [25], Egs. (35) and (37) for
x = x'| > k! reduce to

pi» and compare their role with the result previously obtained when the movable plate is present:

2
eik(x—x’)] . (36)
2L k>wp]/cwk
hc cos[ky (x — x')]

Corwinrs —x g———p R 38
[—static ('x X ) 277: kpl|x _ x/| ( )

hc\ 2 cos?[ky (x — x')]
Cofoquic(x —xX) =2 —) ——2. (39
sf Atatc(x x) <277:> [kpl(x—x’)]z ( )

Equation (38) shows that, in the case of an imperfect static
mirror, there is a nonvanishing vacuum correlation between
the fields at the two sides on the mirror, as indeed expected
by simple physical considerations, that however goes to
zero for high cutoff frequency and/or large distance
between the two points considered with fast space oscil-
lations yielding a vanishing average, while the contribution
(15) of the fluctuating motion of the movable mirror is zero,
within our approximations. However, what is more relevant
is the comparison between the correlation of the squared
field at large distances, i.e. Eq. (31) when the movable
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mirror is present and Eq. (39) in the case of a fixed
imperfect mirror. This latter comparison immediately
shows that the two expressions scale with a different power
of the unscaled distance (for large distances), that is, ¥~*
and ¥72, respectively. Also, they have opposite sign. We
can evaluate their ratio |C(X, X)|/ C, y_guic (2X), for simplic-
ity at two points at the same distance X for the movable
mirror, with typical numerical values of the parameters
involved, m, @y, and wy,;. From Egs. (32) and (39), we find
the following expression of the ratio above:

[C(x. %)

2
N fla)p]
AN Y S 2
Csf—static(zx) 2z me @y

[(I,(d))* +21,(d. )], (40)

with d = Xw,/c, and the values of the functions /,(d) and
1,(d.d) can be in general obtained numerically. Its value
depends on the mass, oscillation and plasma frequency of the
movable wall, as well as from the distance. The smaller m and
@, the larger the ratio (40) is. As an example, if we set
wo = 10* 57!, w, =1.5x 10" s7! (that is, the plasma
frequency of silver), we find that for m = 10723 Kg there
exists a large range of the scaled distance d, with X > ¢/wy,
and X < ¢/, for which the contribution to the correlation
due to the movable wall is comparable in size with the static
one due to the high-frequency modes for which the movable
wall becomes transparent. Also, the numerical evaluation of
the integrals in /,,(d) and 1,,(d, d) shows that these quantities
do not depend significantly from the cutoff frequency @, if
wp > @g and X > ¢/wy,, condition very well verified in any
realistic setup; thus, the high-frequency field modes have a
negligible role to the correlation C,(d, d) induced by the
movement of the wall, coherently with our approach. In other
words, the effect of the trembling wall on the squared field
spatial correlations can exceed that of the modes above the
conductor’s plasma frequency for which the wall becomes
transparent, with appropriate choices of the relevant param-
eters of the movable wall; moreover, the sign of the
correlation function due to the trembling can be negative
(anticorrelation), while the “static” contribution of high-
frequency modes is always positive. However, we wish to
stress the conceptual relevance of our results showing that,
even for a perfect conductor, the wall’s quantum position
fluctuations allow the existence of correlations between
field observables at the opposite sides of the boundary.
Generalization to the more realistic case of the quantum
electromagnetic field in a three-dimensional space will be
considered in a future work.

Finally, we wish to mention that our results have some
resemblance to the case of Hawking radiation from a
fluctuating event horizon due to quantum gravity effects,
where a fuzzy event horizon of a black hole is present and
radiation is emitted by the fluctuating boundary [31,32];
also, our results might indicate the possibility that a
fluctuating event horizon could allow a correlation between

physical observables defined in the internal and external
regions of the horizon or across the cosmological event
horizon for an expanding Universe. We hope to investigate
this intriguing aspect in the near future.

IV. CONCLUSION

We have considered a system of two cavities separated by
a reflecting mirror that can fluctuate around its equilibrium
position, with two massless one-dimensional scalar fields
defined in the two half-spaces separated by the movable wall.
Assuming small displacements of the movable wall from its
equilibrium position, an effective field-mirror interaction
exists, as well an effective interaction between the field
modes mediated by the movable mirror; this generates
changes in global and local field quantities in the interacting
ground state, with respect to the fixed-wall case. A previous
work has shown that some quantities such as time-dependent
energy shifts, as well as field energy densities, do not display
influence between the two cavities up to the second order in
the wall-field effective coupling [22]. In this paper, we have
focused our attention to correlation functions between field
observables in the two cavities. We have calculated the
interacting ground state of this system at the second order of
the field-mirror effective interaction, that contains both field
and mirror virtual excitations. We have shown that although
the ground-state correlation function between the field
operators at opposite sides of the movable wall vanishes, a
nonvanishing anticorrelation between the squared fields
evaluated at the two sides of the mirror exists. We have
evaluated its dependence on the distance from the mirror’s
equilibrium position and its scaling from the mass and
oscillation frequency of the movable mirror. This clearly
shows a sort of communication between the two half-spaces,
mediated by the fluctuating boundary, even in the case of a
perfectly reflecting mirror. Possible observability of this new
effect has been also discussed, showing thatin principle it can
measured exploiting the retarded Casimir-Polder interactions
between polarizable bodies placed at the opposite sides of the
movable wall. We have also shown that our results, at large
distances from movable wall, are quite insensitive to the
ultraviolet cutoff frequency and discussed also the case of a
real conductor characterized by its plasma frequency. We
stress that these new results could be relevant also in different
physical systems, such as quantum fields at the two sides of a
fluctuating event horizon of a black hole in quantum gravity
theories. Generalization to the three-dimensional case and to
the quantum electromagnetic field case will be the subject of
future publications.
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