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Numerical studies of Casimir interactions
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We study numerically the Casimir interaction between digles in both two and three dimensions. We
demonstrate how sparse matrix factorizations enable oséutly torsional interactions in three dimensions.
In two dimensions we study the full cross-over between resarded and retarded interactions as a function
of separation. We use constrained factorizations in omengasure the interaction of a particle with a rough
dielectric surface and compare with a scaling argument.

Dispersion forces have as their origin the fluctuations ef po  In three dimensions we discretize Maxwell's equations to a
larization in materials coupled to the long-ranged elabtro  cubic Yee—latticel_L_l|4], lattice constaat= 1, associating the
namic interaction described by Maxwell’s equations. Thet fir electric degrees of freedom to the links, magnetic degrées o
convincing demonstration of their importance was the calcufreedom are localized on the faces of the lattice. We remind
lation by Keesom of the interaction between fluctuating-clasthe reader that the finite difference approximation to¥he
sical dipoles|I|1]. The introduction of quantum fluctuatidrys  operator, here designatéthr]l, maps the electric field on four
London ﬁ] accounted for the long-ranged;S, part of the  links surrounding the face of the cube to the magnetic field.
van der Waals interaction in most materials. Later, CasimiiCurl is needed in the Maxwell equation
and Polderl__[J3] showed that retardation modifies the interac-
tions in an important manner— leading to a decay in the in- oH _ —¢CurlE
teraction which is asymptotically/r” at zero temperature. ot
Further advances were made by the Russian school [4] whepe adjoint operator maps fields from the faces to the links.
showed how to formulate the interactions in terms of the dinye will denote itCurl*. It intervenes in the second time de-
electric response of materials. Overviews with many refer-

. . pendent Maxwell equation.
ences to theoretical and experimental developments are to b

found in [5,6]7]. Retarded Casimir interactions are the dom oD Cul* H
inant interaction between neutral surfaces at the submicro W
scale.

Whilst th iic basis of the th i | | tab The importance of clearly distinguishing the two operators
lish dl's € ?na_y ¢ ads_lfsr_ Ol ne heory 1s alrlge_y eStab-yill become apparent when we discuss the two-dimensional
Ished its application is difficult In experimentally IN&St- — oq0 pejow, We use Heaviside-Lorentz units in which

Ing geometrles. bOne IS colnstrelun%cli to work ﬂth gerturba'Maxwell’s equations are directly parameterized by the dpee
tive expansion about exactly solvable geometties [8], er us ¢ light in vacuumy.

ad hocschemes su_ch as the proximity force_ approximation_. From these two equations Lifshitz theo@[lS] shows that
Onlygfew eometries have been attacked with exact analyti e free energy of interaction between dielectric bodies is
techniquesli9]. Recently several attempts have been ma Gund from from the imaginary time wave equation for the

to study numerically the interactions by using methods fro”\/ector potential in the temporal gauge whire- —A/c and
modern computational science— including fast multigrid la

tice solvers |l_l|0] in order to calculate Green functions and”
forces, or the use of discretized determinants to deterfréme { e(r,w)

energies [11]. Th2e2

2
24 Curl*Curl} A=D4A=0

In this Letter we will present a series of techniques which _ . . .
enable one to evaluate the interaction between dieleatde b Alternatively one introduces a magnetic formulation and
ies in full vectorial electrodynamics. Firstly, we calcislahe ~ WOrks with a potential such th#l = G/c and considers the
torsional potential between two three-dimensional boities Wave equation
the retarded regime, using a full discretization of Maxigell 5 1

. P w

equations, we note that the_ Casimir torque has recently re- {h2 5 + Curl Curl*} G=DsG=0
ceived the attention of experimentalists|[12, 13]. For nuwe ¢ e(r,w)
tailed studies we present results for two-dimensionaksyst
This allows us to study the cross-over between the near- anéir
far-field regimes and also to measure the interaction betwee
a particle anq a rough surface. With these tyvo-dlmenS|C)_n he free energy difference between two configuratinrasis
systems we implement general strategies which substgntial
) - . ) . found from
increase the efficiency of simulations, at the same time de-
creasing the sensitivity of the results to numerical rooffd-
errors.

In our work we always consider the differences in free en-
gy between pairs of configurations; we thus avoid a full ac-
ount of the self-energy variations of dielectric me@][ll

_p :/ ;l_“ {Indet D' (w) —Indet D2(w)} (1)
0 T


http://arxiv.org/abs/0801.4385v1

Max

u/u

FIG. 1: A Pair of structured dielectric rings. Each quadrhas
different dielectric properties.
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for either choice of wave operatoR4 or D¢; while self- angle/t

energy contributions are different in the two formulatioves
have verified with our codes that both give the same result fo.
the long-ranged part of the interactions that we are intedes

n. rotates. In the linear parts of the curve the torque is alimalspen-
We perform the frequency integration in el (1) by Chang'dent of the angle. Ring diametg6a, separation and thicknegs.

ing integration variables te, wherew = az/(1 — z) with  Rounding is determined by the ratio of separation to dianwtthe
0 < z < 1. The parametetv is chosen so that the ma- rings.10 days of computation witt\, = 8. Cholesky factofGB.
jor features in the integrand occur for valueszofiear1/2.

We then useV,-point Legendre-Gauss quadrature to replace

the integral by a weighted sum over discrete frequencies.

We evaluate determinants by finding the Choles factoriza‘-'jmgle is noticeably triangular in shape betwagh to 37/8.

tion L of D(w) such thatlp, is lower triangular[[16] and This is understood by the fact that the interaction energy is

; . . dominated by the interactions directly across the gap. The
T _
LpLp = D(w). The determinant db is then given by fluctuations in the curve about the expected linear behavior

together with its slight asymmetry give an idea of the noise

coming from irregularities of the interpolation of the disto

the lattice. This irregularity is particularly clear on cparing
When we examine the detailed structure of Maxwell'sthe points forr/4 and3r /4.

equations discretized t&' = L3 sites in three dimensions

we discover that th€url operator is a matrix of dimension

3V x 3V and hasl12V non-zero elements. The operator

(Curl* Curl) has39V non-zero elements. The major tech-

nical difficulty comes from the fact that the matrices we work

with have dimensions which are very large, 10° x 10°. ,,qerstand the efficiency of analytic approximations.

All numerical work was performed with an Intel Xeon-5140 ) ) o

workstation. In three dimensions the two formulation in termsDf

We now calculate the Casimir torque between two parallefNdDc are largely equivalent. In two-dimensional electrody-

rings centered on a common axis, figufe 1. Each ring is dihamics this is no longer the case. Consider an electrodynami

vided into quadrants with alternating dielectric propestiwe system in which there are two components of the electric field

take permittivities which are independent of frequencyreo N the — y plane; the magnetic field then has just a single
sponding to the full retarded regimEtlS] with(w) = 5, component in th_e: d|r_ect|on_. TheCurl operator becomgs a
es(w) = 10; the space around the rings is a vacuum withrectangular matrof dimensiond” x 2V where nowt” = L=

The standard formulation in terms of the vector potentietgi

e = 1. We measure the energy of interaction as the top ringz ° ! '
is rotated with respect to the lower. The zero of the inter-10 @n operatoD 4 of dimensiong V' x 2V with 14V non-zero

action corresponds to aligned rings. As the rings are rotate€/€ments; the alternative formulation in terms/af leads to

the interface between the dielectric materials, as infatpd ~ d&t€rminants of dimensioris x V" involving just5V" non-

to the lattice, undergoes some re-arrangement changing tif&r° elements; the size of the matrix that we must work with

self energy of the rings. We thus perform two runs. The firstS Smaller in theD¢ formulation. We used)¢ in the follow-

run of a single rotating ring determines this variation ie th N9 numerical work, having checked that we obtain equivalen

self-energy. The second run with the both rings allows one t6€SUIts:

measure the interaction energy by subtraction. We started by measuring the cross-over between the short-
We worked with a system of dimensiolis= 55 x 55 x 55, ranged non-retarded interaction to the long-ranged Casimi

figure [2. The graph of the interaction energy as a function oforce. We studied a pair of dielectric particles describgd b

FIG. 2: Interaction energy as a function of angle as a ringgofréi 1

In det D(w) = 2 Z In(Lp.is)

We now turn to two-dimensional electrodynamics where we
can study systems with larger linear dimensions. Such large
system sizes are needed in order to follow the cross-overs be
tween different regimes in the interaction of particlesf ane
wishes to simulate structured or disordered materialsderor



the single pole approximation to the dielectric constant

10t oo @ @RIRRR E
X A
€(w) + 1+ w?/wih? A
wherey is the zero frequency electric susceptibility. The in- - o “

teraction is retarded for separatioPs>> ¢/wy, non-retarded 7 107
for D < c/wo.

We measured the interaction between two dielectric par-
ticles in a square, periodic cell of dimensiohsx L using
SuiteSparséﬂJ] to perform both the ordering and the factor 5ol ‘ ‘
ization of the matrices. We placed a first particle at the ori- 10" 10° 10°
gin, and considered two possible positions of a second-parti '

cle to calculate.a free energy difference using[ga. (1). Tk fi FIG. 3: Scaled interaction free energyl/r° for a pair of dielectric

results Werg dlsapp0|ntlng— rather small systeis< 50) particles ¢(0) = 8) in a box of dimension8000 x 2000 as a function

were sensitive to numerical round-off errors. The origin of separation. Curves from top to bottom correspondsige —

this problem was quite clear. In a large system there is an ex:0, 0.3, 0.1, 0.03, 0.01 0.003. For largg/c, Ur® is constant/ .

tensive self-energy L2. Pair interactions calculated as the For smalletw/c we see both retarded and non-retarded interactions.

difference between two large numbers are unreliable. Solid line corresponds t§,4., ~ 1/r*. 10GB for Cholesky factor.
We avoided this problem by separating the free energy consix hours of calculationNy = 25.

tributions from the neighborhood of the three interestiibgss

and the rest of the system. We did this by introducing a

block-wise factorization of> that enabled us to both solve decayinga#/,q, = 1/7*. Asin three dimensions retardation

the round-off pr0b|em while re-using much of the numerica”eads to an accelerated decay so that the Casimir intemactio

effort need to generate the Cholesky factors thus improvinyaries asUc ~ 1/r°. In our simulations we used values of

the efficiency of the code. wp/c varying from0.003 to 10, figure[3. We determined the
We now write the symmetric matrix from the wave equa-€nergy of interaction of particles, as a function of separa-

. X Y i tion » while moving the second particle in the simulation cell

tion in block form, D = {yr ). lts determinant ¢ 1o (1/5, 1/5); the zero of energy is calculated for two

is det(D) = det(X)det(S) where the Schur complement particles separated ky./2, L/2). We scale out the retarded
S = 7 - YTXx~y [18]. We group sites so that the great behavior, plotting-U (r)r°. We see that for the largesp /c
majority is within the blockX and sites that we are interested the interactions are retarded for all separatidds, For the
in are in the blockZ. It is the term indet(X) the gives the ~smaller values ofv /c the interaction varies a/r*. In the
large extensive free energy which caused our numericalprotscaled curve this gives the linear rise clearly visible filg-
lems. It is independent of the properties of our test paicl ure,o. For0.1 < wo/c < 0.01 we see both the near- and
All the interesting information on energy differences igtie  far-field behaviors clearly displayed within a single saerpl
Schur complemen§. permitting the detailed study of cross-over phenomena with
We start by finding the Cholesky factorization &f, L,.  frequency dependent dielectric behavior. No assumptiéns o
The Schur complement is calculated by solving the triamgulasymmetry are made in the calculation; the method can be used
equations.,UU = Y by forward substitution, then calculating With bodies of arbitrary geometry.
S = Z — UTU. Our separation of energies into an extensive We now turn to a problem where analytic results are much
constant and a small set of interacting sites allows us tystu more difficult to find: The interaction of a dielectric patéic
the interaction of systems of sizes upfo= 2000 before  with arough surface, figufé 4. We generated rough surfaces as
round-off becomes a problem. realizations of solid-on-solid random walks on a latticep-A
In order to generate data we generalized the method to proximately half of the simulation box contains dielectma-
three level scheme—firstly collect the set of sites (hern@0)  terial withe = 8,wo = oo; the rest of the box has = 1.
of all the separations required to generate a curve into th¥/e measure the interaction with a test particle as a function
block Z, and form the Schur complement forming a small ef-of the distance from the rough surface using the above method
fective theory for all these remaining sites. Within the $ara  of block Schur complements to perform a single large factor-
matrix that has been generated we again re-order to succegation per frequency for each realization of the disordfée.
sively put each interesting sets of variables in the bottight ~ generated 000 rough surfaces and measured the average in-
corner of the effective theory and find the Schur complementeraction with the surfacd’/), as a function of separation, as
of these remaining variables. We can then calculate interagvell as the variance in the potentials.
tions between the particles while minimizing round-ofices:. We understand the results, figlire 5, with a scaling argu-
We remind the reader that in two dimensions the electroment. When the particle is a distancérom the surface the
static potential is logarithmic between two charges, armad th interaction is dominated by a front of lengthtalong the sur-
dipole-dipole fluctuations lead to van der Waals interanxgtio face. Since the surface is a random walk its average posi-



450 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000

FIG. 4: Realization of rough interface and set of measuré¢ipesi-

tions, x, for the interaction energy which will be separated into the

block Z. Anisotropic horizontal and vertical scales.

se o

L3

-2

10 L L

FIG.5: (1)o, —(U)r?®, averaged interaction between dielectric par-
ticle and rough dielectric surface. (2)—Usr®, interaction between
particle and flat surface. (3)\, o.r>, variance of interaction for
rough surfaces. (4)1, sUr*, difference in mean interaction en-
ergy between a flat and a rough surface. Solid limes:> andr—*.

L = 1000. Two weeks of simulation time. Cholesky factabGB.

Ny = 20.

tion is displaced byr ~ +r!/2 compared to the flat surface.
The interaction between a smooth surface and a particlesari
asU, ~ 1/r3 in the Casimir regime. The interaction of the
particle should thus b& ~ 1/(r + ér)3. If we expand to
first order we find that the variance of the interaction shoul
scale as, 4) o, ~ r—3 while the second order expansion
gives a shift in the mean potential/), which varies as, (),

SU ~ 1/r*. The numerical data are compatible with this scal-

ing. The argument is easily generalized to affine surfacts wi
other, less trivial roughness exponents giving resultspaiim

ble with [19].

We have demonstrated the power of direct methods from
linear algebra when applied to the study of dispersion frce
In three dimensions we have measured interactions in experi
mentally realizable geometries— though system sizes #ire st
too small to accurately measure cross-overs between -differ
ent scaling regimes. In two dimensions we have shown how
to measure the cross-over between London dispersion and
Casimir interactions, and have determined correction &b sc
ing exponents for the interactions of a disordered systems.

Work financed in part by Volkswagenstiftung.
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