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In a previous work [S. Rahbardehghan and H. Pejhan, Phys. Lett. B 750, 627 (2015)], we considered a
simple brane-world model: a single four-dimensional brane embedded in a five-dimensional de Sitter (dS)
space-time. Then, by including a conformally coupled scalar field in the bulk, we studied the induced Casimir
energy-momentum tensor. Technically, the Krein-Gupta-Bleuler quantization scheme as a covariant and
renormalizable quantum field theory in dS space was used to perform the calculations. In the present paper,
we generalize this study to a less idealized, but physically motivated, scenario; namely, we consider
Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW) space-time which behaves asymptotically as a dS space-time. More
precisely, we evaluate a Casimir energy-momentum tensor for a system with two D-dimensional curved
branes on background of D + 1-dimensional FRW space-time with negative spatial curvature and a

conformally coupled bulk scalar field that satisfied the Dirichlet boundary condition on the branes.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In the semiclassical approach to quantum gravity, mean
values of the energy-momentum tensor act as the source of
gravity in the Einstein equation. Therefore, in modeling a
self-consistent dynamics involving the gravitational field,
such as a self-consistent formulation of the brane-world
dynamics, it plays an essential role.

As a matter of fact, brane-world models' and their
generalizations (to include matter on the brane, scalar
fields in the bulk, etc.) have always been an interesting
option within extradimensional theories due to their attrac-
tive features and applications (for a review of brane-world
scenarios refer to [1-5]). This point of view of our Universe
may bring about interesting mechanisms to resolve such
well-known problems as the cosmological constant and
the hierarchy problems [6,7]. These scenarios can also lead
to inflationary or late time acceleration models of the
Universe [8—10]. In addition, the brane-world approach, as
manifestation of the holographic principle, is a nice model
to study (A)dS/CFT correspondence [11-19]. Therefore,
the investigation of quantum effects in brane-world models
is of significant concern, both in particle physics and in
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'In the original brane-world scenarios such as the so-called RS
models, standard model particles and fields are localized on a D-
dimensional hyper-surface called the “brane” embedded in a
higher-dimensional space-time called the “bulk”, where gravity is
the only field which has access to the extra dimensions.
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cosmology, which must be considered in a self-consistent
formulation of the brane-world dynamics.

An intrinsic feature of these scenarios is the presence of
boundaries and propagating fields in the bulk, which will
naturally give Casimir-type contributions to the mean
values of physical observables (to review the Casimir
effect refer to [20]). In particular, vacuum forces arise
acting on the branes, which, depending on the type of fields
and imposed boundary conditions, can either stabilize or
destabilize the brane-world (it is directly related to the
hierarchy problem). Moreover, the Casimir energy allocates
a contribution to both the bulk and the brane cosmological
constants, and therefore one expects that it can be helpful in
the resolution of the cosmological constant problem.

In such semiclassical theories of quantum gravity, in
order to evaluate mean values of the energy-momentum
tensor, it seems, however, that a consistent formulation with
the minimal requirements of an acceptable quantization
procedure of the (linear) quantum gravity on the considered
background (bulk) should be in order. Among other
physically motivated space-times (backgrounds), de
Sitter space, as the maximally symmetric solution of
Einstein equation (with a positive cosmological constant),
becomes important at the large-scale Universe. It is likely
that the Universe evolves into the future (asymptotically) de
Sitter phase; the recent astronomical observations of super-
nova and cosmic microwave background [21] indicate that
our Universe is accelerating and can be well approximated
by a world with a positive cosmological constant. The
quantum field theory on dS background is also of
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considerable interest; it is maximally symmetric curved
space-time and provides the opportunity of controlling the
transition to the flat space-time by the so-called contraction
procedure (see [22] and references therein). Nevertheless,
even on this very simple curved background, one encoun-
ters difficulties in defining quantum fields, including the
free fields.

A famous example is the so-called dS massless mini-
mally coupled scalar field. (It plays a central role in the
inflationary scenario [23] and the linear quantum gravity in
dS space [24].) According to Allen’s theorem [25,26], for
this field in dS space, due to the advent of infrared (IR)
divergence, there is no Hilbertian dS-invariant Fock vac-
uum state. Therefore, no covariant canonical quantization,
through a Fock construction based upon a one-particle
sector of the Hilbert space structure, is possible. On the
other hand, as is well known, the graviton propagator
on dS background behaves in a manner similar to that for
the minimally coupled scalar field [24]. This similarity
results in the same difficulty for the graviton field on dS
background (the dS linear gravity). Indeed, respecting
the standard QFT, it is generally accepted that, for these
fields, the phenomenon of dS-breaking is universal
and the corresponding propagators suffer from IR diver-
gences [25-30].

Recently, however, thanks to a rigorous group theoretical
approach combined with a suitable adaptation (Krein
spaces) of the Wightman-Girding axiomatic for massless
fields (Gupta-Bleuler scheme) [31], the so-called Krein-
Gupta-Bleuler (KGB) (an indefinite metric field) quantiza-
tion method, a causal and fully covariant quantization of the
minimally coupled massless scalar field and consequently
linearized gravitons on dS background has been presented
(it is free of any infrared divergence) [32-36]; in this
regard, see also [37-39]. Indeed, contrary to the usual
approach to the dS linear gravity, it is proved that the
KGB construction of the graviton propagator, at least in
the absence of graviton-graviton interaction, does not suffer
from the pathological large distance behavior (the dS-
covariance is indeed preserved). For detailed discussions
see Ref. [36].

Motivated by the above statements, in a previous work
[40], based on the Krein method, we studied the bulk
Casimir effect for a conformally coupled scalar field when
the bulk represents five-dimensional de Sitter space-time
with one four-dimensional dS brane. As already mentioned,
using the KGB quantization, in general sense, is the
necessity of being consistent with the covariance require-
ments of the minimally coupled field and the linear gravity
on dS background. Moreover, utilizing the KGB formalism
also brings an automatic and covariant renormalization of
the mean values of the energy-momentum tensor (Wald
axioms are well preserved [33]), which can be a remarkable
advantage for the theory, especially when dealing with
quantizing fields on curved backgrounds.
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Pursuing this path, in the present work, in order to extend
the theory, we investigate a more realistic model in the
geometry of two D-dimensional curved branes with the
Dirichlet boundary condition in the less-symmetric
D + 1-dimensional Friedmann-Robertson-Walker bulk,
by calculating expectation values of the energy-momentum
tensor for a conformally coupled bulk scalar field through
the Krein quantization formalism. For our purposes,
Friedmann-Robertson-Walker space-time is actually a suit-
able choice to investigate. It describes a homogeneous and
isotropic space-time in the context of General Relativity
which our Universe, over a very large scale, is similar to;
hence, it can be considered as a standard model of modern
cosmology. Moreover, it asymptotically tends to de Sitter
space-time and can also lead to inflationary or late-time
acceleration models of the Universe.

The layout of the paper is as follows. In Sec. I, we study
the free-field energy-momentum tensor for a conformally
coupled massless scalar field in D + 1-dimensional FRW
space-time with negative spatial curvature. We show that
the KGB construction interestingly provides an automatic
and covariant renormalization of the expectation values of
the energy-momentum tensor. Then in Sec. III, by consid-
ering two D-dimensional curved branes which are actually
the conformal images of two infinite parallel plates moving
with constant proper acceleration in Rindler space-time and
admitting the Dirichlet boundary condition on their surfa-
ces, the induced Casimir energy-momentum tensor for a
quantized conformally coupled bulk scalar field is evalu-
ated. Technically, to fulfill this purpose and to make the
maximum use of the flat space-time calculations, we
present the FRW line element in the form conformally
related to the Rindler metric. Finally, in Sec. IV, a brief
summary and discussion is given.

II. COVARIANT RENORMALIZATION OF THE
ENERGY-MOMENTUM TENSOR THROUGH
THE KGB QUANTIZATION

In this section, we apply the Krein quantization method
to a conformally coupled massless scalar field on a back-
ground of less-symmetric (D 4 1)-dimensional FRW
space-time with negative spatial curvature in order to
investigate mean values of the energy-momentum tensor.

In this regard, by considering the hyperspherical coor-
dinates (r,0, =0,0,,...,0p_;), the corresponding line
element can be written as follows:

ds* = gydx'dxk = a®(n)(dn* — y*dr* — r?dQ3_)), (1)

in  which y=1/V1+r and dQ}_,=d0*+
S P (T1k=] sin?0,)d0? is the line element on the
(D — 1)-dimensional unit sphere in Euclidean space.
With regard to the line element (1), for the conformally
coupled scalar field, the field equation would be
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D-1
VVIi4+-— R =0, 2
(vv+25 R ot @)
where V, and R are, respectively, the covariant derivative
and the Ricci scalar for the corresponding metric.

For each regular solution ¢(x) of Eq. (2), we have

<>

) = / G X )0ip () (), 3)

in which X stands for the Cauchy spacelike surfaces, and
the function G refers to the commutator of the field. In
consistency with (3), for the solutions space, the inner
product is defined by

(b1.¢2) = i /2 b3z, (4)

With respect to the product (4), there exists a complete
orthonormal set of mode solutions of Eq. (2), i.e.,

(¢ ¢y) =0, (5)

where the set of {¢,, @} are, respectively, positive and
negative norm states.

In the context of the Krein quantization method, the
vacuum state and associated Fock space are constructed by
expanding the field operator ¢ in terms of {¢,, ¢4} as
follows [34]:

(¢av ¢a’) =004 (¢:§n ¢Z’) =—84q'>

1

¢:7§(¢++¢_)

1 ) ;
= (St ) + Y )

(6)

where K is a set of indices indexing the positive norm
modes, and a, @ € K. The subscripts “+” and “—" refer to,
respectively, physical and nonphysical parts of the field
operator. a,|0) =0 and b,|0) =0 determine the Fock
vacuum state |0), while a}h|0) =]|1,) and b;|0) = |I,)
are the physical and nonphysical one-particle states.
Note that [a(,,aj;,] = Sat» [Pas bl,] = —§,, and the other
commutation relations are zero.

The Krein-Fock vacuum is normalizable and unique
(independent of Bogoliubov transformations) [33].
However, this is no concern, since in this quantization
method not only the vacuum but also the field itself is
different. The point is indeed laid in the concept of defining
observables in the Gupta-Bleuler construction in the sense
that the set of states is different from the set of physical
states; the observables are defined on the total space, while
the average values of the observables are calculated on the
subspace of physical states.
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Furthermore, it must be expressed that the invariance of
the Fock vacuum does not infer that Bogoliubov trans-
formations, which are merely a simple modification of the
set of physical states, are no longer valid in this formalism.
As a matter of fact, the space of physical states is affected
by both the observer and the considered space-time; an
accelerated observer in Minkowski space has different
physical states from those an inertial observer does (the
Unruh effect), while for both cases, the same field repre-
sentation can be utilized [33]. In summary, in the context of
the KGB construction, “instead of possessing a multiplicity
of vacua, we have several possibilities for the space of
physical states and only one field and one vacuum which do
not depend on Bogoliubov transformations. More accu-
rately, the usual ambiguity about vacua is not suppressed
but displaced” [34].

Now, let us focus on the energy-momentum tensor T';;.
As already pointed out, in this context as usual in a Gupta-
Bleuler formalism, the expectation values of the energy-
momentum tensor, as an observable, will be evaluated only
with physical states

@) = |} ..dy?) = — s (al, )" .. (ak, )™ 0).

nyl...n,!
In this regard, the starting point generally is

(@0ip(x)0,0(x)[a) = > Dicpal%)0¢pi()

aek

= 0ia(x)0pa(x)
1

23 n, RO, (1), ().
p=1

(7)

Analogous to the usual QFT, the first term on the right is
responsible for appearing divergences in the theory.
However, the unusual presence of the second term with
the minus sign (corresponding to the terms of the field
containing b, and bh) automatically removes divergences
and hence there is an automatic renormalization of the T';;’s
(no infinite term appears). So, we obtain

(@l0ip(x)0ipp(x)|a) =2 Z n,0i@s, (x)0itpq, (x).  (8)

Accordingly, the positivity of the energy for any physical
state |a); (a|Tgola@) > 0 (= 0<|a) = |0)), as a reasonable
physical interpretation of the method, is guaranteed.
This automatic renormalizing process remarkably fulfills
the so-called Wald axioms [33]:
(1) The causality and covariance are assured because the
constructed field is causal and covariant.
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(i) The above computations provide the formal results
for physical states.
(iii) The foundation of the above computations is

((bas b3 = =1)
Aql + gty + babic + biuby = 2a4a, + 2beb,.

So, by applying the method to the physical states (on
which b, vanishes), it can be seen that the procedure
is equivalent to reordering.

A. Remarks on the renormalization

In the context of the usual QFT through a Hilbertian-
Fock construction, any instruction for renormalizing the
energy-momentum tensor, which is consistent with Wald
axioms, must yield precisely the trace, modulo the trace of a
conserved local curvature term [41]. According to the
above statements, however, all components of the <Tl-j)
vanish in the Krein-Fock vacuum, and hence, the so-called
conformal anomaly® disappears from the trace of the
energy-momentum tensor. Of course, with respect to the
fact that by performing the computations through the Krein
formalism, covariance and conformally covariance of the
quantum field are preserved in a rather strong sense’;
therefore, it is not surprising that the trace anomaly, which
can appear only through the conformal anomaly, vanishes.
Once again, we must emphasize that although in the Krein
context the trace anomaly does not appear, Wald axioms are
well preserved [33].

Here, it is worth mentioning that in Ref. [42], by
studying black hole radiation, it has been shown that
aspects of the black hole thermodynamics have emerged
in the context of the Krein quantization, even possessing
this particular property that the vacuum expectation value
(VEV) of the energy-momentum tensor is zero.

III. EVALUATING THE CASIMIR
ENERGY-MOMENTUM TENSOR

In this section, the field is supposed to satisfy the
Dirichlet boundary condition on the surface of two
boundaries which are chosen to be two infinite parallel
plates moving by uniform proper acceleration in the
Rindler right wedge (this will be discussed below).
These boundaries are characterized in FRW space-time
by the equations

V14+r2—=rcosf = c,,

s=1.2 9)

2Breaking the conformal invariance when quantum corrections
are included.

There is only one field and one vacuum which do not depend
on Bogoliubov transformations (for a detailed discussion, see
[32-34]).
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in which c¢,_;, are positive constants, so that ¢; > c,.
Respecting this scenario, the mean values of the energy-
momentum tensor in what follows are investigated.

Before coming back to this point and in order to make
the maximum use of the flat space computations, we
initially perform calculations in Rindler space-time; let
us present the line element (1) in the form conformally
related to the Rindler metric. In this regard, we use the
following standard coordinate transformation:

x'=(n,r0,...0p_) =" =(nx), (10)

with ' = (¥'1,x2, ..., x'P)

’

¥ == Qg

X2 = Q&yrcosf, sin 6,

D=2
x'P=l = Q&yrcosOp_, H sin @,
1=1
D-1

xP = Q&r [[ sino,. (11)
=1

Note that in the above identities Q = y/(1 — ry cos#) and
&y is a constant of the length dimension. The line element
(1), now, can be expressed in the x'/ coordinates as follows:

ds* = gj;dx""dx" = a*(n)E2g;dx'Tdx7,  (12)

which is manifestly conformally related to the Rindler
space metric, g,;; = diag(&?, -1, ....—1).* Equations (9)
describing two boundaries are also converted to
§: és = §O/CS’ with s = 1’ 2 (Zjl < 52)

Obviously, here, we face a conformally trivial situation:
a conformally invariant field, verifying Eq. (2), on the
conformally flat background [see (12)].° Therefore, in
the absence of the manifestation of the gravitational back-
ground6 in the context of the Krein method, which actually
corresponds to the situation without boundaries, the cor-
responding mean values of the energy-momentum tensor in

*From now on, the “bar” sign indicates that we are working in
Rindler space-time.

5Respecting the fact that the Dirichlet boundary condition is
conformally invariant, a Dirichlet scalar in the curved bulk is
corresponding to a Dirichlet scalar in a flat space-time.

Note that for our case, a conformally coupled field on a
conformally flat space-time, the free-field vacuum expectation
value of the energy-momentum tensor (the manifestation of the
gravitational background) is completely determined by the trace
anomaly [43].
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this conformally trivial situation can be evaluated by
considering the standard transformation formula for con-
formally related problems from the related calculations in
Rindler space as follows [43]:
(T1 g1 #™N]) = [6/am]P (T (G, 9""). (13)
In this paper, Rindler coordinates (7, &, x), related to
Minkowskian ones (7,x;,x), are considered
t = Esinhr, x; = Ecoshr, (14)
in which the set of coordinates parallel to the plates is
characterized by x = (x,, ..., xp). In these coordinates, a
wordline introduced by & x = const determines an

observer with constant proper acceleration &~'. The
Minkowski line element restricted to the Rindler wedge is

ds? = 2de* — d&® — dx>. (15)

To make our notation more obvious, we first calculate
the free-field VEV of the energy-momentum tensor through
the Krein method. The problem symmetry7 allows us to
write the corresponding part of the eigenfunctions in the
standard plane wave structure as follows:

Cq_ﬁ(é:)e(ikx—im‘r),
k: (kz,...,kd). (16)

&(l(x) =
a=(k,w),

Substituting this into Eq. (2), the equation for ¢ (&) on the
background of the metric (15) will be obtained as

e (5%) L@ R =0.  k=[k. (17)

The Bessel modified functions ¢(&) = I,,,(k&) and K, (k&)
(with the imaginary order) are actually the corresponding
linearly independent solutions.

With regard to the metric (15), the standard Klein-
Gordon orthonormality condition for the eigenfunctions

is defined by
/ / GO (18)

This orthonormality condition actually determines the
coefficient C in formula (16), so that, for the right
Rindler wedge and in the absence of the boundaries, the
considered eigenfunctions (16) take the following form
(see, for instance, [44-47]):

¢a7 ¢a -

"The metric and the boundary conditions (which will be
imposed on the field later) are static and translational invariant
in the hyperplane parallel to the plates.
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- v/ sinh zw I
— . (ikx—iwt)

A complete set of mode solutions {¢,.¢%} of Eq. (17),

which are orthonormal in the product (18), are given by

(¢av ¢a ) aa s (&52’ Q_SZ’) = _5050/ ’ (ésm 4_5:;’) =0. (20)
As already discussed, the field operator in the KGB

quantization is

) 1
Rindler — ~ = =
=p=——(p, +p_
= /de(akﬁ;ﬁa + ay i)

+ / dPk (bydy + bil). (21)

where [ay,a),] = 6(k —K'), [by. b}, ] = —-5(k — k'), the
other commutation relations are zero. The Fock vacuum
state |0), for the right Rindler wedge, is defined
by ay|0) = 0, by |0) = 0.

With regard to the problem symmetry, the expression for
the energy-momentum tensor of the considered scalar field
can be written as [43]

D-1 1\___, D-I ,
iD z)gvvlv ‘vavf}‘/’-

—vavi+ | (%
The VEV of the energy-momentum tensor then will be
(0]T;(x)[0) = limV;ViG(x, x')
D-1 1
———5;V,V!
+ |:( 4D 4> gl] 1

-2 V| oo, 22)

The VEVs of the field square and the energy-momentum
tensor can be evaluated in the sense of the Wightman
function G(x, x). Respecting the Krein quantum field (21),
the corresponding Wightman function is

G(x,x') =

in which [48]

(0[@-(x)@-(x)|0) = =((0lg (x)p, (¥)[0))",  (24)

where
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0699 ()10) = 7= [ o5omre

ik(x—x')

x / ® dw sinh(za)K ;, (k&)
0
x K, (k& e @(=7), (25)

Here, one can easily see that by substituting (24) and (25)
into formula (22), by calculating the VEV of the energy-
momentum tensor through the Krein method, due to the
cancellations between the positive and negative norm parts
of the field, the VEV of the energy-momentum tensor (the
situation without boundaries) vanishes.

Now, let us study the effect of two boundaries given in (9)
on the mean values of the energy-momentum tensor. In order
to evaluate the Casimir energy-momentum tensor for Rindler
space-time, it is convenient to divide the right Rindler wedge
into three regions (it is assumed that the boundaries are
situated in the right Rindler wedge, x; > |7|): the regions
outside the boundaries determined by £ < £, and & > &, for
which the mean values are the same as in the geometry with a
single boundary, and the region between the boundaries
& < & < &. In what follows, we will calculate the mean
values of the energy-momentum tensor in these three regions
individually.

A. The region & > &,

By imposing the Dirichlet boundary condition,
g75| e, = 0, with regard to the unitarity condition [34],8
the influence of applying a physical boundary condition on
the field operator is only upon the physical states.
Accordingly, when physical boundary conditions are
present, the field operator will be

b= Bt o)+ [ EKOLD b
(26)
in which ¢} (x) = C'K,, (k&)e™*~i@7) Note that the

normalization condition (18), while the £-integration goes
over the region (&,, o), specifies the coefficient C' [49]

1 Iia)” (k€2)
(Zﬂ)D_l % Ktw(k§2) |a):u),,

Cc? = : (27)

where w, are indeed the possible values for w verify-
ing Kia)(k§2) =0.

Considering the above construction, the physical part of
the Wightman function would be

®It has been shown that in the Minkowskian limit, especially
when a theory with interaction is taken into account, through this
quantization scheme and with respect to the unitarity condition,
the results of the usual QFT can be recovered [34].
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_ _ dk
A
> Izw k§2

n=1 o lw k 2

X Kia)(kf/) il |a):wn’ (28)

tk(x x’)

whereas, respecting the unitarity condition, the nonphysi-
cal part remains unaffected and still can be identified
by (24).

By making use of the generalized Abel-Plana formula
given in Ref. [49], for a function W(z) which is assumed
to be an analytic function in the right half-plane

(0, <1< w,,)

(N L W) 1 [
}iﬂ{; K (n)j0w], ?/o sinh(#2)W(2)dz

Lo L) i .
e Ll

—iJr/Z)]dZ’

one can interestingly rewrite physical part of the Wightman
function, (28), in the following form:

@ 7 (e,
= (0 (x)@- (x)[0) _%/ (2::)];—1 ekx—x)

% /oo dw Iw(k§2)
0

Kw(k§2>
Note that all divergences in the coincidence limit are
contained in the first term corresponding to the situation
without boundaries [given in (25)].

Now, by substituting the Wightman function obtained for
the region outside the plates £ > &, [including the physical
part, see Eq. (29), and the nonphysical part, see Eq. (24)],
into Eq. (22), the Casimir energy-momentum tensor can be
obtained as follows:

K, (k&)K,, (k&) coshlo(z — ).
(29)

. 5] =
<T{)§>§2 = 2D_27T(D+1)/2F(D__1)A dkkP
o (kfz)
d k 30
X/o VR, o G0
in which

1 [[dK, (k) o’
FOIK, (k)] = 20[( Kz ) (1+ kzgz)Kz,(/«s)]
+ e T Kok~ KA k). (1)
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WK, (k)] = —% (deZ(;C 5)) fD_k; k%sz (&)
+%< k2§2> K2 (ke). (32)
FOIK, (k)] = 55 [(de §§)> (1 +k2;)K2 (ké)}
_Ki( kf, i=2.3,. (33)

where indices 0 and 1 correspond to the coordinates 7 and ¢,
respectively. It can be easily seen that for our case, a
conformally coupled massless scalar field, the energy-
momentum tensor is traceless.

Here, it must be emphasized that, due to the presence of
nonphysical states in the context of the Krein quantization
scheme, the divergent part of the physical part of the
Casimir energy-momentum tensor [related to the first term
on the right side of Eq. (29)] is automatically eliminated
and the final result is finite. This procedure is similar to that
used by Candelas and Deutsch [50].

B. The region & < &,

Calculating the Casimir energy-momentum tensor in this
region could be easily performed by considering the related
one in the region & > &,, i.e. <T{ )esg, [see (30)]. Indeed,
this situation is the same as for the interior and exterior
regions in the case of cylindrical and spherical surfaces on
background of the Minkowski space-time. This similarity is
due to the fact that the uniformly accelerated observers
create worldlines in Minkowski space-time that would
correspond to circles in Euclidean space. This correspon-
dence extends also to the field equation and its solutions,
and modes (16) are the Minkowski space-time analogous
corresponding to cylinder harmonics. On this basis, mean
values of the energy-momentum tensor in the region
& < &, can be easily obtained by the following replace-
ments [51,52]:

<T >§<51 = {< >§>z;2 &H-64.1, 2 Kw} (34)

C. The region & < & < &,
In the region between the plates the linearly independent

solutions to Eq. (17) verifying the Dirichlet boundary
condition on the plate £ = &, are

Note that D;, (k& k&) = D_;,(kE, kE,). Considering the
Dirichlet boundary condition on the plate & = ¢, the
allowed values for o, w, =w, (ké;,kE) >0, n=1,2,...,
can be obtained by

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 94, 064034 (2016)
Diw(kffb kfz) =0. (36)

For a fixed value of k, this equation has an infinite set of
real solutions [53]. Here, it is assumed that they are
arranged in the ascending order w, < @, ;.

In the region between the plates, and with respect to the
standard Klein-Gordon orthonormality condition (18), the
solutions induced by boundaries are [53]

= C'D,,, (ke. k&,)eltkx—), (37)

in which

C//2 — (27[)1_D1iw(k§1)

. 38
Iz(u(ké2)3%Dlw<k§17k§2) w=w, ( )

Respecting the Krein quantum field, therefore, the
physical part of the Wightman function for the region
between the plates is as follows:

(L ()PL(X)) e, <e<e,
_ /dkeik(x—x’) i m)(kfl) —iw(r—7')
2n)P~" 1, (k&) £ Dy, (k& k&)

X Dla)(kfa k€2)Diw(k§/v kéZ) ‘w:wn' (39)

Again, respecting the unitarity condition, the nonphysical
part does not interact with the physical states or real
physical world, hence it cannot be affected by the physical
boundary conditions. Therefore, the nonphysical part of the
Wightman function still can be considered as (24).

The physical part of the Wightman function, respecting
the procedure given in Ref. [53], and using the generalized
Abel-Plana formula, can be written as

<(»_0/—¢/— (x)é_”/fr (x/>>51 <€<§,
= (@1 ()P ()<,

[ it
”(ZH)D_I 0 I(u(k§2>Da)(k§1v k§2)

X D, (kE. k&) D, (k&' k&, ) coshlw(z — 7)), (40)

in which the first term on the right-hand side stands for the
physical part of the Wightman function in the region & < &,
for a single plate at £ = &,. Respecting the statements
given in Sec. III B, it can be easily obtained by substituting
1,2 K, in (29).

The physical part of the Wightman function (39) can be
also presented in the form [53]

064034-7



HAMED PEJHAN and SURENA RAHBARDEHGHAN
(@ ()PL(X)) g <ty
= (@' ()@, (x))¢, <
dke®xx)  feo K, (k&)
- / n(2x)P! A me(kfl)DMkflkaz)
x D, (kE, k&) D, (kE, k&) cosh[w(r — 7). (41)

Here, the first term refers to the physical part of the
Wightman function in the region &; < £ for a single plate
at & = &. It can be easily obtained by substituting &, — &
in (29).

Now, by substituting the calculated Wightman function
for the region between the plates [including the physical
part, see Egs. (40) and (41), and the nonphysical part, see
Eq. (24)], into (22), we obtain two equivalent representa-
tions for the (T7)¢ _c¢ .

4 ‘ 5
J _ J _ i D
<Ti>§|<§<§2 - <Ti>§<§2 2D_2H%F(D2_1)\/dkk

N 1, (k&)
d
8 /) “ 1. (k&)D, (kE|. k&)
X F(l) [Da)(kév k§2)}7 (42)

and

20275 (B
N K, (k&)
d
. A YK (k&) D, (K, k&)
X F(l) [Da)(ké:v ké:l)} ) (43)

<T£>§1<§<§2 = <T?>§1<§ -

in which, with respect to (30), we have

<T{>51<§ = {<T{>§2<5§§2 - &}, (44)

<T{>§<§2 = {<T{>§2<§;Iw 2K,}. (45)

and according to (31)—(33),
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FO[D,, (k& kE_, 5)]
= {FOK,, (KE)]: K (kE) — D, (kE kE12)}.  (46)

Note that, the form (42) [respectively (43)] is convenient
to study the expectation values near the plate & =&,
(respectively & = £;). As a matter of fact, the first term
on the right of (42) [respectively (43)] is finite on the plate
& =&, (respectively £ = &) and diverges on the plate at
& =&, (respectively & = &)).

D. Coming back to the FRW spacetime: Evaluating the
Casimir energy-momentum tensor

Thus far, the Casimir energy-momentum tensor in
Rindler space-time induced by the Dirichlet boundary
condition on two boundaries described by & = &, &, has
been calculated. The corresponding Casimir energy-
momentum tensor for the FRW space-time, in x’ coordi-
nates, can be easily obtained with regard to the conformal
relation between these spaces, see Eq. (13). Moreover,
by using the inverse coordinate transformation x'/ — x/,
one can calculate the Casimir energy-momentum tensor in
FRW hyperspherical coordinates [see Eq. (1)]. Technically,
for a rank-2 tensor §;;, which is diagonal in coordinates
x'"= (n,x'), the transformation to coordinates x' =

(n,r,04,...,0p_1) has the following form (no summation
over j):
=51,
St =81+ Q%in%0(S5 — §'}),
0—
§2 = Qsing " " (g2 gy,

S5 =87 + Q%sin’0(S' — §7),
§i=53 j=3...D. (47)
After applying this coordinate transformation, the boun-

dary-induced energy-momentum tensor in coordinates x'
will be obtained as follows (no summation over j):

(T = [¢/a(m)PH(THRMe, - j=3....D,
<T§>FRW _ [g/a(”)]D+1[<T§>Rindler + (—1)jQ2sin26’(<T%>Rindler _ <T%>Rindler)]’ j=1,2,
(T2VFRY — [£/a(n)]P+1Q2 sing 228 O—ry ((T2)Rindler _ (1\Rindler) (48)

in which (7)Rindler jg the corresponding energy-momentum
tensor for each region introduced in the above subsections
[see Egs. (30), (34) and (42)]. Note that, due to the fact that
the spatial part of the boundary-induced energy-momentum

[
tensor in coordinates x'’ is not isotropic, the obtained result
for the corresponding part in coordinates x' is not diagonal.

Now, possessing the VEVs of the energy-momentum
tensor, we can study the Casimir forces acting on the
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boundaries. Before that, let us define the normal to the
boundary. In the region between the boundaries, the
corresponding normal has the components

ni = 8,[c;ra(n)] ™1 (0.73(y = ¢,). = sin6,0,....0),  (49)

where 6, = 1 and 6, = —1.

The jth component of the Casimir force acting per unit
surface of the boundary at & =&, is specified by the
expression ((T{)FRW)an:éS. Utilizing (49) and (48), the
force can then be expressed in the following form:

(THFW)nile—e, = ndl/alm)]PH ((T])RN)] ., .
(50)

Note that the quantity

(PRindler) (s) — _( <T1 >Rindlcr) |§7§

specifies the pressure on the plate at £ =¢&, in the
corresponding Rindler problem. It can be presented as a
sum of two terms: the pressure for a single plate at £ = &
when the second plate is absent (the first term on the right)
and the pressure induced by the presence of the second
plate (the second term on the right),

(PRindler)(s) —_ (plllindler)(s) -+ (Pﬁilrgler)(s)7 (51)
with s = 1, 2. The first term is divergent due to the well
known surface divergences in the subtracted VEVs (see
[54]). Contrary to the previous one, the interaction parts are
finite for all nonzero distances between the boundaries.

For the plate at £ = &, the interaction term is due to the
second term on the right of Eq. (42). Employing the
Wronskian relation for the modified Bessel functions,
when & = &,, this term is converted to

. 5 /
Rindlery(2) _ _ i dkkP-2
Pin = I _
(PG™) 2D_'§%75%F(—021)

e 1, (k&)
d .
x /0 “T.(k&)D, (ké1, k&)

(52)

1, (x)K, (x) = K, (0T, (x) = = 1.
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Pursuing the same path for the interaction term on the plate
at £ = £y, the second term on the right of Eq. (43), we have

(pﬁgzsﬂer)(l) —

5
_ i kkD—Z
207187525 /
e K, (k&)
d .
% A VK, (k&) D, (k& k&)

Now, the corresponding pressure in FRW bulk can be easily
obtained by using the above expressions (52) and (53),

(53)

(PRI = [&/am)] P+ (pfas)™). (54)
Note that the function D, (k&,, k&,) is positive for &; < &,,
therefore, interaction forces per unit surface (52) and (53)
are always attractive. They are finite for all £; < &,, and do
not depend on the curvature coupling parameter, 2=1

4D
[see Eq. (2)].

IV. CONCLUSION

In summary, considering a brane-world setup when two
D-dimensional branes are embedded in D + 1-dimensional
FRW space-time (with negative spatial curvature), we have
calculated mean values of the energy-momentum tensor for a
quantized bulk scalar field coupled conformally to the
curvature in FRW background. The branes have been chosen
to be the conformal images of two infinite parallel plates
moving with constant proper acceleration in Rindler space-
time, while admitting a Dirichlet boundary condition on their
surfaces. Technically, the Krein-Gupta-Bleuler construction
as a respectful quantization scheme in (asymptotically) dS
space-times has been considered to perform the calculations.

In this context, having mean values of the energy-
momentum tensor, we have also evaluated the Casimir forces
and effective pressure acting on the branes. These Casimir
forces consist of two parts; self-action and interaction parts.
The interaction forces are directed along the normal to the
boundary and are independent of the point of the boundary
and the curvature coupling parameter. In addition, they are
attractive for all separations between the boundaries.
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