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Abstract

Perfect magnetic conductor (PMC) boundary conditions are dual to the more familiar
perfect electric conductor (PEC) conditions and can be viewed as the electromagnetic
analog of the boundary conditions in the bag model for hadrons in QCD. Recent advances
and requirements in communication technologies have attracted great interest in PMC’s
and Casimir experiments involving structures that approximate PMC’s may be carried out
in the not too distant future. In this paper, we make a study of the zero-temperature PMC
Casimir piston in d+1 dimensions. The PMC Casimir energy is explicitly evaluated by
summing over p + 1-dimensional Dirichlet energies where p ranges from 2 to d inclusively.
We derive two exact d-dimensional expressions for the Casimir force on the piston and find
that the force is negative (attractive) in all dimensions. Both expressions are applied to
the case of 241 and 3+1 dimensions. A spin-off from our work is a contribution to the
PEC literature: we obtain a useful alternative expression for the PEC Casimir piston in
341 dimensions and also evaluate the Casimir force per unit area on an infinite strip, a
geometry of experimental interest.
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1 Introduction

Perfect magnetic conductor (PMC) boundary conditions are dual to the more familiar perfect
electric conductor (PEC) conditions. In 3+1 dimensions, the electric field E and the magnetic
field B are zero inside a PEC and the condition at the surface isn-B =0 and nx E = 0
where n is the vector normal to the surface. The conditions for PMC’s is obtained via the
dual transformations E — H and B — —D where H is the magnetic field strength and D the
electric displacement. Inside a PMC, D and H are zero, and the condition at the surface
becomes n-D = 0 and n x H = 0. PMC boundary conditions can be generalized to any
dimension and are analogous to the boundary conditions in the bag model for hadrons in QCD
(see next section).

A distinctive property of a PMC is that its surface reflects electromagnetic waves without
phase change of the electric field, in contrast to the 7 phase change from a PEC [I]. In the last
few years there has been a great interest in structures which approximate PMC’s because of
their usefulness to communication technologies, in particular low-profile antennas [I]. Casimir
experiments involving structures which approximate PMC’s could therefore be carried out in
the not too distant future. This would be an exciting development.

In this paper, we make a study of the zero-temperature PMC Casimir piston in a d+1 di-
mensional parallelepiped geometry. The PMC Casimir energy can be expressed as sums over
Dirichlet energies of different dimensions and we perform this sum explicitly. We derive two
different and exact expressions for the d-dimensional Casimir force on the piston. The second
(alternative) expression is more useful than the first expression when the plate separation is
larger than the dimension of the plates and vice-versa when the plate separation is smaller.
The PMC Casimir force is negative (attractive) as in the PEC case (see refs. [4]-[8]), Dirichlet
case [2], 3] 14, 8] and Neumann case [4, 8, [9]. The d-dimensional formulas (both expressions) are
applied to the case of 2+1 and 341 dimensions and our results agree with previous Dirichlet
and PEC results (see section 3). A spin-off from our work on PMC’s is a contribution to
the PEC literature. We obtain a novel alternative expression for the 34+1 dimensional PEC
Casimir piston and also calculate the Casimir force per unit area on an infinite strip, a case of
experimental interest.

The piston geometry has attracted considerable attention since the original work of Cavalcanti
[2] because it resolves the issue of surface divergences that often plague Casimir calculations
[10] and moreover, includes the non-trivial effects of the exterior region. A Casimir piston
contains an interior and an exterior region and Cavalcanti showed explicitly for the case of
a massless scalar field in a 2+1 dimensional rectangular cavity that the surface terms of the
interior and exterior regions canceled. He also showed that the Casimir force on the piston is
always negative regardless of the ratios of the two sides of the rectangular region. This is in
contrast to calculations that can yield positive Casimir forces in rectangular geometries when



no exterior region is considered (see references in [11]).

The PEC Casimir piston at zero-temperature in a 3+1-dimensional square cavity was first
studied in [4] and exact results were obtained for the Casimir force on the piston. It was also
shown that the force was attractive. FExpressions for arbitrary cross-section valid for small
plate separation were also derived. Moreover, in that same work, the authors studied the
Dirichlet and Neumann piston in 3+1 dimensions obtaining results for small plate separation
(exact results were then obtained in [3] [8, [O]; see paragraph below). The PEC work was
generalized further in [5] (see also [6] [7]) where exact results for arbitrary cross sections at zero
and finite temperature were first obtained for arbitrary separation. The arbitrary cross-section
results were applied to both rectangular and circular cross-sections and explicit expressions
were obtained for these geometries. A positive feature of the Casimir expressions in [5] is
that they are manifestly negative. Using an optical path technique, finite temperature results
for the PEC rectangular piston with arbitrary separation were later obtained in a different
form [8](arbitrary cross section results valid for small plate separation were also obtained).
The physical meaning behind the various terms that contribute to the Casimir energy of a
rectangular cavity was recently discussed as a three step process involving piston interactions
[12]. It is worth noting that Casimir forces in a piston geometry can be repulsive (positive)
under various conditions. This was discussed in [13], [14].

Besides the usual electromagnetic field, there is also good reason to consider massless scalar
fields in Casimir calculations. As discussed in [4] 8], the PEC Casimir energy can be obtained
from the Dirichlet and Neumann energy. Moreover, Casimir results for massless scalar fields
have been shown to have direct application to physical systems such as Bose-Einstein con-
densates [15] 16, 17]. Higher-dimensional scalar field Casimir calculations have also appeared
in 6D supergravity theories [I8] and recently, the Casimir force on a piston with extra com-
pactified dimensions has been investigated [19]. As already mentioned above, scalar fields in
the 341 dimensional piston scenario were first studied in [4] and approximate results valid for
small plate separation were obtained. Exact results for the zero-temperature 3+1 dimensional
Dirichlet piston with rectangular cross-section was then obtained in [3] via a multidimensional
cut-off technique [20]. Exact zero and finite temperature results for the 341 Neumann and
Dirichlet piston with rectangular cross sections were then obtained in [8]. Shortly thereafter,
using a different technique, two different expressions for the zero-temperature 34+1 Neumann
piston with rectangular cross section were obtained in [9]. The zero-temperature Dirichlet
and Neumann Casimir piston for parallelepiped geometries was solved exactly in arbitrary
dimensions in [9]. The d-dimensional formulas were applied to the 2+1 (and 3+1) dimensional
Neumann piston bringing a completion to Cavalcanti’s original work in 2+1 dimensions [2].



2 PMC Casimir piston in d41-dimensions

The PMC boundary conditions n- E=0 and n x B=0 can be expressed as n*F},, = 0 where
F = 0,A, — 0,A, is the electromagnetic field tensor and n* is a spacelike vector normal to
the surface. This is analogous to the boundary conditions in the bag model for hadrons in
QCD. We choose the gauge condition Ag =0 and §°A; =0. The PMC condition nF,, =0
together with the gauge condition applies to any dimension. The mode decomposition for a
parallelepiped geometry in d+1 dimensions with sides of lengths L; where ¢ runs from 1 to d
inclusively is given by [21]:

d
A; = ¢;sin(k; x;) H cos(kjz;) e ™! (2.1)
7

where k, = n, /Ly, n, > 0 € N and w= (k, k?)*/? where p runs from 1 to d inclusively. The
PMC Casimir energy can be decomposed into sums of Dirichlet energies of different dimensions.
When all n;’s are non-zero, there are d modes but the gauge condition reduces this by 1 yielding
d—1 independent modes. When one of the n;’s is zero, there are d—2 independent modes. In
general, there are d—j independent modes when j—1 n;’s are zero (where j runs from 1 to d—1
inclusively). Each of those modes has the energy of a scalar field in d—j+1 dimensions obeying
Dirichlet boundary conditions. One must sum over all distinct sets of d—j+1 lengths chosen
among the d lengths Ly, Lo, .., Lg. The Casimir energy E for PMC boundary conditions in a
d+1 dimensional parallelepiped geometry with sides of length L1, Lo, .., Ly can therefore be
expressed as sums over Dirichlet(D) Casimir energies Fp (in units where i=c=1) [21]:

d—1

N ed
E = Z (d - ]) gil,..,id7j+1 EDil’“vidfjJﬁl * (22)
j=1

There is an implicit summation over the integers i; in (22]). The ordered symbol 5?17__72-1),
originally introduced in [3], is defined as

gily"vip -

. (2.3)
0 otherwise .

4 {1 if iy <ig<...<ip;1<i,<d
For p = 0, 5?17“% is defined to be unity. The ordered symbol ensures that the implicit sum
over the i;’s is over all distinct sets {i1,...,7,}, where the i;’s are integers that can run from
1 to d inclusively under the constraint that i; <ip <--- < ¢,. The superscript d specifies the
maximum value of i,. For example, if p = 2 and d = 3 then & zd1,..,z'p =¢£ S’l’iz and the non-zero
terms are {12 , £13 and {23. This means the summation is over {i;,i2} = (1,2),(1,3) and



(2,3) so that & 231’2-2 E; i, = F19 + E13 + E23. The expression for the d-dimensional Dirichlet
Casimir energy was previously obtained and is given by [3] 9]

d—1
ED1,2,.A,d = 9d+1 E :(_1) P gkl,..,kp (‘ll/d)p—‘,-lp (Qp + RDp) (2’4)
p=0

where @, is a function of p and a product of gamma and Riemann zeta functions:

Qy=T(EH) 75 ((p+2). (2.5)

Rp, can be thought of as a remainder and is an infinite sum over modified Bessel functions
that converges rapidly

oo L L
R i Z/ 277,1)271 KPT1(27Tn\/(£1L_k;)2+"'+(£pLi;)2) (26)
D, = ! .
’ n=1 {;=—o0 T (¢ Ly o Lip 2 pT
i=1,000p 1722+ 4 ()

The prime on the sum in (2.0) means that the case when all ’s are simultaneously zero
((=ty=...=1{,=0) is to be excluded. There is an implicit summation over the k;’s via
the ordered symbol g, x, defined in ([2.3). Unlike @,, Rp, does not depend only on p but
is also a function of the ratios of lengths i.e. Rp, = Rp,(Lx,/Ld, ..., Ly,/Lq). Therefore, the
implicit summation over the k;’s applies also to Rp,. For p = 0, Rp, is defined to be zero and
§k,. k, and Ly, are defined to be unity so that 52[1_,.1.,/&,, (L, - - Lkp)/(Ld)erl =1/L4 for p = 0.

The piston divides the volume into two regions: region I (inside) and region II (outside). In
region I, the d sides are of length a4, as, ..,aq_1,a where a is the plate separation. The d sides
are labeled in the following fashion: Li=ay, Lo =ao, Lg_1 =a4q_1 and Lg=a. The Casimir
force depends on the derivative with respect to a of the Casimir energy and therefore only
those terms which contain Lj; = a need to be included. For the Casimir energy EDZ.lml.dﬁ+1
appearing in (2.2), the length Ly occurs when ig_;11 = d (recall that iy <is < .. <ig—ji1)-
Therefore

(2.7)

d _ ed—1
15eide i1 EDil,”,id,jH - 51'1,__,1@,3- EDil,”,id,j,d :
The formula for EDil,n,id,j,d is obtained by replacing d by d—j+1 and Ly, by Likl, Ly, by Likp

and Lg by Li, ., =Lg in 2.4):

QU
<.

T L

Ly, .. L
_ dp—j+1 sd— 'k 'k
EDyy. iy ya = sy 20T G, (zd)pﬂ (Qp + Ry) (2.8)

=3
I
o

where R, is equal to Rp, with Ly, replaced by Likl, Ly, by Likp and Ly by L L.

tg—j41
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To evaluate 5‘31_’.1.’%7]_ EDil,..,z‘d,

ber of distinct sets (i1, ..,74—;) that can be generated by 5 il,n,id—j is the blnomial coefficient

L we need to determine { Zd ]f koo kp .. Likp' The num-

<Z:;). The number of those sets that contain a particular set (ig,, .., ix,) is simply (g:;:g >
We therefore obtain

d—1-p
e e Liy o Ly, = (d—j—p> e Liy o Ly, (2.9)

As an illustration consider the case d=5, p=2 and j=2. Evaluating the left hand side of (2.9])

yields

le, g ]fkh 7kp zk = 5%1,%2723 5131,1@ szl szz = 11,7,2 iz (51 oLiy Li, + 51 3 Liy Lig + 52 3 LiyLiy)
5“7227,3(LHL,~2 + L,~1L,~3 + LiyLiy) = €1 93(L1Ly + L1Ly + LaLg) + &1 9 4(L1 Lo + L1 Ly + LoLy)

+&134(L1Ls + Ly Ly + L3Lg) + €5 5 4(LoLs + LoLy + L3Ly)

=2(L1Ly+ L1Ls+ LiLy+ LoLs+ LoLy + L3Ly) .

(2.10)
The right hand side of (Z9)) yields
d—1— 2
( d_j_z )€ ay L Ly = (] )€k Lin Liew = 2 (L Lo+ Ly L+ Ly L+ Lo L+ LoLa+ L L)
(2.11)

which is equal to the result in (2.10]).

The Casimir energy in region I, Ey, is obtained by substituting (2.7)) into (2.2)) and then using
formula (2.8) and the equality (2.9):

d—1d—j
= dtp—j+1__T N(d=1=p Ly, ...L
Er= ZZ(—l) p—j mw_g)(d—j—p) e W(QP+R )
Jj=1p=0 (212)
d—1d—p - P N
= d+p—j+1 . . ax,
_;::0;(—1) = m(d—J)(d_j_p) e W(QPJFRIP)‘

Note that we have rearranged the double sum, replaced L, by the plate separation a and Ly,
by aj,. The sum over j can be readily evaluated and yields

d—p .
iy d—j rd—1-p (d—1-2p)
Z d+p—j+1

(=)™ 2(d—j+2) (d j p) 7 9dv1 ¢ (2.13)

We finally obtain for region I

d—
Ay -« . Af

Z (d=1-2p) &1y, =7 (Qp + By, (2.14)

p=0



where @), is given by (2.3) and R;, is obtained from Rp, by replacing Ly, by ay, and Lg by
the plate separation a i.e.

_f: i 9 5" K%ﬂ(2ﬂn\/(€1%)2+---+(p“%)2) 2.15)
- +1 : :
n=1 £;=—oc0 g Oky\2 Akp \2 pT

i=1,....,p (617) +"'+(pT)

We now evaluate the PMC Casimir energy in region II, E7;. In region II, the d lengths are
s —a, ay,as,..,aq—1 (i.e. the same lengths as in region I except that a is replaced by s—a).
We label the lengths in region Il as L1 = s—a, Ly = a1, Ly = as and Ly = a4_1. The Casimir
force is obtained by taking the derivative with respect to a so that only terms that contain L4
need to be included in the Casimir energy. We therefore set i; = 1 in (2:2]) which yields

N
En = (d—J) gl,iz,ig,..,id,j+1 EDl,iQ,iS,“,idij“»l (2.16)

where the Dirichlet expression is given by (2.4):

QU
<.

LL; ...L;
_ 7 d+p—j+1 . i

Ep Ligigiag_jy1 | 9(d—j+2) (—1)*rP™I 51 2.k, kyp (Lid _+1)p+1p (Qp + R]]p) . (2.17)
1 —J

3
Il

Rpg, is obtained from Rp, eq. (Z.6) with Ly, replaced by L1 =s—a, Ly, by Li, and Ly by
Li,_;,,- Substituting ([2I7) into (2.I6) yields:

~1
EH _ (_1)d+p—j+1
1 p=1

QU
IS
<.

T . Ly Ly, ... Ly, R
9(d—j+2) ( )51 12,13, — 3+1£1 ka,ks,.. kp (Lid7j+1)p+1 (QP+ H,,)

S
Il

J
(2.18)
In ¢4 2541 the value of iq_;41 ranges from d—j+1 to d inclusively. We can therefore

replace i4_;41 with d — ¢ and sum ¢ from 0 to j — 1 yielding

Li L Ly L, ... Li,

3 3 bty Ly st o 3 S
1,402,830 8q—j 41 1k2,k3, Skp (Lz p+1 1,02,13,.-,iq—j,d—q 1k2,k3, kp (Ld_q)P-l-l

d7j+1

-1

Z(d qg—1— p>£d—q—1 Ly Ly, ... Ly,
p d—j—p 1,k2,ks,...kp (Ld_q)p+1

(2.19)

where the binomial coefficient follows from the same reasoning given above (2.9]).



Substituting the above into ([2.I])) yields

§ Com(d—j) yd—q—1—p\ 4o L1Lp...Ly
Ep= _1)dp—i+l L ( ) q L1 Ly - - - Loy
17 p qzo( ) 2(d_]+2) d_j_p 61,k27k3,..,kp (Ld_q)p—‘,-l (Qp + RIIp)
d—1d—p—1 d— .
_ Ep: < (_1)d+p—j+1 W(d_]) (d_q_l_p) é»d—q—l (S_a)akz—l---akp—l (Q TR )
- ' 9(d—j+2) d—j—p 1,k2,k3,...kp (ad_q_l)p—i-l p I

(2.20)

where the triple sum has been rearranged into an equivalent form and the lengths corresponding
to the L;’s was substituted. The sum over j yields

d—p )
_yypin (A2 d) dmg-1opy  (do1-2p—q)
Z;rl( D 2(d—j+2)< d—j—p >_ 9d—q+1 (2.21)
J=q

and we finally obtain the PMC Casimir energy Ej for region II:

p—1

T (d=1-2p—q) _4—g-1 (s —a)ag,—1...a5,—1
Z 2d q+1 61,k27k3,..,kp (ad_q_l)p+l L (Qp + RIIP) (222)
q=

U

-1 d—

1

3
Il

where @, is again given by (2.5) and Ry, is obtained from eq.(Z6) with Ly, replaced by
Ly=s—a, Lk, by ay,—1 and Lgq by ag_q—1 i.e.

— a —
Ry = S Sy 2 npgl Kp (27771 \/(El ads—qci1 )2 BRI (EP adqujl )2 ) 2.23
m=2 > T (223)
1e=— — gy, — 4
n= b 0; [(61 aija,l )2 4+t (gpadquill )2]

2.1 PMC Casimir force expressions in d+1 dimensions

The Casimir force is obtained by taking the negative derivative with respect to the plate
separation a of the Casimir energy. In region I the Casimir energy is given by (2.I4]) together
with (2.5) and (2.I5]). The Casimir force in region I, Fy is given by

OFE;
Fr=—
! da
= (2.24)
Ak, - .- A —p—a OR
2d+1 Z d 1- 2]9) (p+1) gkh prW F(p_—;2) s p2 ((p_|_2) _ aa—’
p=0



T e - ees Kot (28 /(a2 4+ ()
= o7 Z Z (d—1—2p) £k1 kp Ok ag, n 2 . 1
p=tn=t figmeo a2 [(brag,)?+ -+ (pag,)?]
(2.25)
The Casimir energy in region II is given by (Z22]) together with (ZIl) and (223]). We are
interested in the case when the outside region I1 is infinite i.e. s — co. The Casimir force in
region I is then given by
OF
Fy = — lim 1
s—oo Oa
d-1 d—
_ - zp: m(d—1-2p—q) gdoa—1  Oha=l:- Oyl
- d—q+1 1,k2,k3,...k —+1
+2 —4
{re2) 7= ((p+2) - lim > —{ s—a) Ry, } |
d—1 d—p—1
m(d=1-2p—q) ,4g1  Qho—1---Oky-1 42, _—p—t
- = ¢ —r e DB 75 ((p+2) + R, (=0)
p=1 q§=;] 2d-att bhakske (ag_g1)PH 2 ’
(2.26)
where Rjr,(f1=0) means Ry, evaluated with /1 =0:
ptl K omn ) (lg—2=t)2 4 ... 4 (¢ Ghp 1 )2 )
1 2n 2 P—“( 200_q_ P ag_,_
Ry, (£1=0) Z Z : \/ e e (227)
n=1 ¢;=—oc0

Alry — A, — 4
S (it y oy (g o=ty

The Casimir force Fpyc on the piston with perfect magnetic conductor boundary conditions
is finally obtained by adding F; and Fir:

ag, ... Qg 9 —p—4 O Ry
Fpye = 2d+1 Z d—1-2p) (p+1) {4 ,ka () w2 ((p+2) — Da
p=0
d—1 d—p—1
+ zp: m(d—1-2p—q) gdoa=1  Gha=l:- -0yl
—1 g 2d g+1 17k27k37--7kp (ad—q—l)p+1

{re) ==

C(p+2) + Ry, (0 20)}
(2.28)



where 0 Rr/0a is given by ([2.23) and Ry, (€1 =0) by 2.27). The PMC Casimir force in any
spatial dimension d and for arbitrary lengths of the sides of the parallelepiped can be ob-
tained via equation (2.:28]) together with (2.:25) and (2.27]). The force is automatically negative
(attractive) because it is obtained from a sum over Dirichlet Casimir piston forces which are
negative.

We now discuss the rate of convergence of ([2.28]). Note that (Z28]) contains two different kinds
of terms: a finite sum over analytical terms and infinite sums over modified Bessel functions.
The analytical terms contain inverse powers of the plate separation a (i.e. 1/aP*?) multiplied
by gamma and Riemann zeta functions. A finite sum of those terms is trivial to evaluate and
there are no convergence issues. The next term, OR;/0a given by (2.25]), contains infinite
sums over modified Bessel functions. The ratios of lengths in the argument of the modified
Bessel functions have the plate separation a in the denominator. If a is the smallest length, the
modified Bessel functions are tiny and the sum converges exponentially fast (only a few terms
need to be summed in (2.25]) to reach convergence). However, if the plate separation a is the
largest length (e.g. square plates with sides of 1 micron separated by 10 microns), the modified
Bessel functions can be large and converge slowly. In the large a limit where a,/a << 1, a
large number of terms would need to be summed in (2.25]) to achieve convergence. Simply put,
when a is large, it is not computationally efficient to use (2.28)) to evaluate the Casimir force.

By using the invariance of the Casimir energy under permutation of lengths, it is possible
to derive an alternative expression for the PMC Casimir force F' I%f\fjc that yields the same
force as (2.28]) but converges exponentially fast when the plate separation a is the largest
length. This expression is derived in appendix A and is given by (A.G]) together with (AT).
In (A7), the plate separation a appears in the numerator in the argument of the modified
Bessel functions so that the infinite sums converge exponentially fast when a is the largest
length. Computationally it is better to use the alternative expression (A.6) instead of the
above expression (2.28)) to calculate the PMC Casimir force when the plate separation a is the
largest length and vice versa if a is the smallest length. The main results of this paper are the
two different expressions for the PMC Casimir force on the piston: equations (2.28)) and (A.6).

3 Applications: the 241 and 341 dimensional PMC Casimir
piston

As an illustration of how to apply the d+ 1-dimensional PMC Casimir formula (2.28]) or the
alternative expression (A.G) we consider 2+1 and 341 dimensions. The case of 2+1 dimensions
is the simplest non-trivial case where equations (228]) and (A.6]) can be applied. From (2.2),
we see that in two spatial dimensions, the PMC Casimir energy is equivalent to the Dirichlet
energy. In three spatial dimensions (and only in three), the PMC Casimir energy is equal

10



to the PEC Casimir energy. This can be seen most transparently in the transverse electric
(TE) and transverse magnetic (TM) decomposition that exists in 3+1 dimensions. The PEC
Casimir energy in 3+1 is half the sum over all modes of the eigenfrequencies wrp and wpys
(see [5] for a recent application of the TE/TM decomposition in a piston geometry of arbitrary
cross section). The eigenfrequencies in the PMC case are obtained by simply switching wrg
for wrps and vice-versa leaving the sum wrp+wryr unchanged. A strong confirmation of
our d-dimensional technique and PMC formulas is that our 24+1 and 3+1 dimensional results
are in agreement with previous Dirichlet and PEC results respectively. An important spin-off
from our work is that we obtain an alternative expression for the PEC Casimir piston in 3+1
dimensions and also obtain the Casimir force per unit area for the special case of an infinite
strip.

3.1 241 dimensions

In 241 dimensions we use d = 2 in (2.28]). The two lengths are a; = b and the plate separation
a. We evaluate the three terms in ([2.28)) separately. The first term is

1

7T Ay - - - A —p—4 T (@)
3 Z;) (1-2p)(p+ 1)51;,..,1@, Tgp M) n 2 ((p+2) = B2 8ndd (3.29)
p:
The second term is evaluated via eq.(2.25]) with d = 2:
ORI b o= x~ 2nnlb
_aa_ﬁ;;”[{°< - ) (3.30)
The third term yields (only the p=1, ¢g=0 case needs to be evaluated)
m(=1) 1 3
I'(3) 72 ¢((3) + Ry, (£1=0)
3 +1 2 P
2 () { } (3.31)
B
167 b2

where Ry, (¢1=0) is zero for p = 1 (it starts at p = 2). The PMC Casimir force on the piston
in 2 4 1 dimensions is given by summing all three terms:

_ @b 2rnlby  ((3)
oMo = —g03 48a2 nzuz; n* Ko ( >_167rb2' (3:32)

In the limit of infinite parallel lines, i.e. b— 0o, the force per unit length tends to —¢(3)/8ma3.

11



We now calculate the Casimir force using the alternative expression (ALf) together with (A7T).
For d = 2, we only need to evaluate the term (p=1,¢=0) in (A.6):

“ T 0 = 4nb 27Tn€a I S =n 0 27Tn€a
Filie = §paal Lz O ) = L g5 ) - 6

Eqgs. (8:32) and ([B.33)) are both in agreement with those obtained by Cavalcanti [2] for Dirichlet
boundary conditions in 2+1 dimensions and this provides an independent confirmation of our
general PMC formulas ([2:28)) and (A.6]).

3.2 341 dimensions

In 3 4 1 dimensions we set d = 3 in (2.28]). The three lengths are a; = ¢, ag = b and the plate
separation a. Again we evaluate the three terms in (2.28)) separately. The first term yields

2
™ 2 Ak - - Ak pp2y  —p—d o 3bcC(4)
1_6;) (2=2p)(p+ )¢, 1, Tgp L) n 2 (p+2)= 182 sn2gd - 334
The second term is given by
oo S 2rn 2
8R[ ™ p+3 KE( a (61 akl) + + (ep akp) )
" da __ZZZ Z (2 —2p) Skrpeky or kp T2 2p \/
p=ln=l fim-o0 az [(Grag)?+-+ (Gpag,)?] 1
The — iy 5 K%(%T (41 ¢)? (€2b)2)
YL > D> I
n=1 {1 fa=—oc0 [(1¢)?+ (L2 b)?]4
(3.35)
and the third term yields
2 Z p?T 2 —2p—q) Alo—1 -+ - Ak —1 —p—4
>3 e i ot (D) T G+ D)+ R, (=0
p=1 ¢=0 2
<3 ¢(4 3/2 2rnlc
N 167702_87721)3 201/2 ZZ <€b> 3/2< b >
(3.36)
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The PMC Casimir force in 3 + 1 dimensions is obtained by summing all three terms i.e.

e T3 rve S Sy K (5 VT )
FMO 48 q? 872 a4 2a7/2

1
n=1 51,52——00 [(fl 6)2 + (52 b)2]Z (3‘37)
¢(3) C(4 3/2 2rnlc
167TC2_87T2b3 201/2 nz:l; <€b> 3/2< b >

Though expressed in a different form, equation (3.37) is in numerical agreement with previous
PEC results in 3+1 dimensions refs.[4]-[8]. This provides another independent confirmation of
our d-dimensional equations.

To obtain the alternative expression for the Casimir force, we substitute d = 3 in (A.G):

2 2-p

2—2p—q) Aky—1 - - - Q=1 O

et _ m2-2=q) .2 At Ml S Lo R (G £0

2 LT Sk gyt g T (070)

I =m0 2mnla
Z%;;z%m( o) (3.58)
ac 3/2 Ks(%T”\/(fla)2+(€2c)2)
{ >y (3) 3 ’
n=1 =1 ty=—co [(61a)? + (L2 c)?]4

The alternative expression (B3.38]) yields the same value as the original expression ([B37) but
converges much faster if a is larger than b and c¢. Note that (3.38]) is also an alternative
expression for the PEC Casimir piston in 341 dimensions. A spin-off from our work is therefore
a novel expression for the PEC piston that is highly useful (converges fast) when a is larger
than b and c.

3.2.1 Infinite strip

In this section we consider the special case of an infinite strip where one side of the plates is
of finite length and the other side is infinitely long (yielding translation invariance along that
direction). An accurate measurement of the Casimir force between parallel metallic surfaces
was performed only a few years ago [23]. The infinite strip, being closely related in geometry,
should therefore be of experimental interest. The 3+1 dimensional Casimir force given by eq.
B37) is invariant under exchange of the two sides b and ¢ and without loss of generality we
take b to be finite and let ¢ — co. In this limit, the term containing K3/, in ([3.37) is zero and
the term containing K/, is zero except when /1 equals zero. This yields a Casimir force per
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Figure 1: Casimir pressure on infinite strip versus a/b (in units of P).

unit area (or pressure) of

Fo3¢4) ¢4 7 & s Ki(FE)
P=lim —=— — 2 —2 = 3.39
B be 8m2at  8m2bd * a7/2 nZ::l ; " Vb (8:39)
After performing the sum over ¢ the above expression simplifies to
3¢(4)  <4) T o —2mnb/
P=— — — In(1 — Tnolay . 3.40
8r2at  8n2b%  2bad ;" n(l-e ) (3.40)
The first term represents the force per unit area between parallel plates i.e.
3¢(4)
P=—-——=. 3.41
I 872 gd ( )
The pressure P expressed in units of Fj| reduces to the expression
P 1/a\* 120 (a) <= , b
o (e =2 E In(1 — e~27nb/ay, 3.42
P +3<b> * 0 <b> n:1n ni e ! -
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We plot P/ P as a function of a/bin Fig. 1. The Casimir pressure on the strip is greater than
or equal to one and increases as a/b increases, reaching a value that is 26% higher than the
parallel plate case when b = a.

4 Summary and discussion

In this paper we obtain two exact d-dimensional expressions for the PMC Casimir piston
namely equations (2.:28)) and (A.6). We showed that the application of these formulas to 2+1
and 341 dimensions is in agreement with previous Dirichlet and PEC piston results. Moreover,
as a spin-off, we obtain an alternative expression for the 3+1 dimensional PEC Casimir piston
which is useful when the plate separation is larger than the dimension of the plates. We also
calculated the Casimir force per unit area for the special case of an infinite strip, a geometry
of experimental interest. We showed that the Casimir pressure on the strip is 26% stronger
compared to the pressure on parallel plates when the side b of the strip equals the plate
separation a.

The important role that Casimir energies can play when extra dimensions are present has
recently been highlighted in [24]. It was argued that in a brane world scenario with toroidal
extra dimensions, Casimir energies under certain conditions could stabilize the extra dimen-
sions, allow three dimensions to grow large and provide an effective dark energy in the large
dimensions. Higher-dimensional Casimir formulas derived in previous works were used and
this illustrates the relevance of such results to investigations in different branches of Physics.

Driven in large part by communication technologies, the last four to five years have seen a
great interest in structures which approximate PMC’s [I]. Casimir experiments involving such
structures may therefore be possible in the not too distant future. In practice, experiments
would yield different results between PEC and PMC pistons because one is comparing metals
with finite electric conductivity to approximate PMC’s with finite magnetic conductivity. In
PEC’s, we know that finite electric conductivity corrections can contribute on the order of 10
to 20 % of the net Casimir force for parallel plates separated by approximately 1pm [I1]. It
would therefore be worthwhile to calculate the effects of finite magnetic conductivity on PMC
Casimir energies first in a parallel plate scenario and then a piston scenario. This is work for
the future.
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A Alternative expressions for the d+1-dimensional PMC Casimir
piston

We can develop an alternative formula for the PMC Casimir force by simply labeling the d
lengths L1, Lo, .., Ly in region I differently while keeping the same labeling for region II. This
will not alter the Casimir energy in region I because it is invariant under permutation of
lengths. In our previous derivation leading to the Fpyo, eq. (228)), we labeled the d lengths
in region I in the following fashion: Ly = ay, Lo = ao,...,Lg_1 = aq4_1 and Ly = a where a is
the plate separation. We now label them Ly = a, Lo = a1, ..., Ly = ag_1. Note that this is the
same labeling we had for region II in our original derivation except that now L is a instead
of s — a. This means that our alternative expression for the Casimir energy in region I, E‘}lt,
can be obtained from the formula for Ej; (([2.22]) together with ([2.23])) by replacing s — a by
a. This yields

-1

p
I _ m(d=1-2p—q) .4 g1  @Oky—1---Qk,—1 it
EfT = Z 9d—q+1 €1 oo s ke (ad_q_l)pfl (Qp + Ry ) (A1)

where @, is given by (Z5]) and R}”Zlf is obtained from (2.23]) with s—a replaced by a i.e.

00 oo ptl | 2mrn (@ a )2 T (5 Akp—1 )2 )
Z Z 2 p—“( Yag_ . Pag_,_
R?Il)t _ / n7T2 ) \/ d—q—1 i—sl 1 ) (A2)

=1 4;=— Gkp— 4
n=l oo (e 4t (]

The alternative expression for the Casimir force in region I is

Falt _ 8E[[llt
alt — _ 2L
da
d—1 d—p—1
P 7T(d—l—2p—q) d—q—1 Ay —1 ++ - Ak —1 A
= — 9d—q+1 €1 ko ks ook a0 )P (A.3)
p=1 ¢=0 d—q—1

4

P2 775 Cp+2) + %(a R}

The expression for the Casimir force in region II is the same as before i.e. Fj; given by

T
A
IS

m(d—1-2p—q) gima—l kool Gkl
2d—q+1 1,k27k37"7kl) (ad—q—l)p+1

{r(®2) 775 ((p+2) + R, (61=0)}
(A.4)
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where Ry, (/1 =0) is given by ([227). The alternative expression for the Casimir force on the
piston, Fﬂ]{flc is obtained by adding F Ialt and Fj;. Note that the first term in the curly brackets
(the term with the Riemann zeta function) of F@* and Fy; are identical except that one is the
negative of the other. They therefore cancel out. Note also that the £;1 = 0 part of the second
term in the curly brackets of F I“lt cancels out with the second term in Fj; since

— —{aRalt =0)} = —R{(6,=0) = —Ry, ((,=0). (A.5)

The alternative expression for the PMC Casimir force reduces to

—1 d—p—1

d 1-2p— q) d—ag—1 Qky—1 ag,—1 0

it It 2 It

Fpne = Fi+Fn = — Z > flvkikav..vkpw {a Ry (6 #0)}
p=1 q=0

(A.6)
where Rilf (£1#0) is ([A.2)) evaluated without including ¢; =0 i.e.

co oo oo 4 pt1 Kp+1(27‘('n (€1a7a7 )2_|_..._|_(€paaquil )2)
R“ltﬁl#o :ZZ Z nz \/ d-g-1 (;izill . (A?)

57_039 [(ﬁl V244 (4 %;1)2] 1

Ad—g—1 padqul

In contrast to (A.2)), there is no longer a prime on the sum over ¢; and it starts at i=2.
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