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Abstract

Many evidences appear in the past decades and show that the negativ-
ity of Casimir energy is responsible for exotic mechanical and gravitational
effects. We study in this work the Lorentz boost of a Casimir cavity, on
which little attention is paid to its momentum in historical works. We
find that the vacuum energy and momentum carried by the cavity trans-
form differently from those of point particles due to the cavity’s extension
feature. However, the mass-shell condition of the two are identical as long
as the cavity is finite along the moving direction only.

1 Introduction

Casimir effect is a manifestation of quantum fluctuations so that even two neutral
conductors get attracted to each other when placed in vacuum [Il 2]. This attraction
arises from the vacuum energy’s change, which is negative, and the positivity of such
change’s derivative with respect to the two conductors’ separation

E  7°hc dE

A~ 720a® da

> 0. (1)

Since in special relativity, negative energy means negative mass, the negativity of
Casimir energy is presumed responsible for many exotics such as mechanical instability
[3L 4, 5l © [7], repelling gravitation forces [8, [0l 10, AT, T2] 13| 14, [15] 16l 17) and
supporting of traversable wormbholes [18] [19] 20] 21], 22 23], [24].

In references[3] 4 [5], an elegant method was introduced to calculate the Casimir
energy of a rotating Casimir ring in the non-relativistic limit. By this method, the
Klein-Gordon equation was first written down in the lab frame with time dependent
boundary condition. After that, a Galileo transformation brings the system into the
co-moving frame of the cavity so that the mode function and vacuum energy can be
obtained with no difficulty. Finally an inverse Galileo transformation brings the mode
function back into the lab frame, with which the Casimir energy can be calculated.
This way, the author observes the expected mechanical instability of the Casimir
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effect. However, this operation cannot be done the other way because the Klein-
Gordon equation is not invariant under the non-inertial transformation between the
static and rotating frames.

In this work we will apply this method to a uniformly moving Casimir cavity. This
question was previously studied in [25] 26, [27] and recently in [28], where interests were
focused on local quantities such as the energy-momentum tensor and field correlations.
In [29) [30], the inertia of the Casimir cavity is defined as the motional force against
acceleration, which is accompanied by particle creation. This way, the inertia of the
Casimir cavity can not be identified as the static Casimir energy aprior. As we will
see, our results indicates the similar. Our objective in this work is the transformation
property of the Casimir energy and momentum of the Casimir cavity, both are non-
local quantities. Because both the lab and co-moving frames are inertial, we expect
the the method of [3, 4, 5] can be done in either ways. That is, we can take the
Klein-Gordon equation in co-moving frame as prior and modify the field equation in
lab frame in non-relativistic limit and vice versa. However, we find that the two ways
produce inequivalent results! To understand this inconsistency, we analyse the system
exactly in the framework of special relativity without Galileo approximation. We find
that it is the non-relativistic approximation, not the method itself that causes the
inconsistency. We notice that the Lorentz contraction of the cavity plays a crucial
role in obtaining the correct result. The Casimir energy and momentum of the cavity
transform differently from that of point particles but their combination still satisfies
the mass-shell condition as long as the cavity is finitely extended along the moving
direction only.

Our paper is organised as follows: In Sec]2] we calculate the Casimir energy and
momentum of one dimensional cavities in the non-relativistic limit following the routine
of |3, 4, [5] and the other way around. We show the results obtained from the two
directions contradict with each other and cannot be resolved without tampering the
whole calculation process. In Sec[3] we present the self-consistent calculation under
full relativistic treatment, which is the main content of the work. Some discussions
will be given there accordingly. In SecE[, we show that our calculation can be done
on cavities with more general geometries in higher dimension and present a working
example. In Sec[5] we draw our conclusion and give some discussions.

Throughout this work the mass of the cavity walls are neglected and the units will
be chosen so that h =c = 1.

2 Non-relativistic calculation

2.1 Standard treatment

Following the working line of [3, 4, 5], in (1 + 1) dimension, the field equation of a
Casimir cavity uniformly moving in the lab frame S is given by
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6(t,vt) = G(t, vt + L),

(2)

where v < 1 is the velocity at which the cavity is moving and L is the cavity length.
By applying Galileo coordinate transformation from the lab frame S to co-moving

frame S’
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the field equation in S’-frame becomes
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#(t',0) = ¢(t', L) = 0.
Solutions of Eq. can be mode expanded as

ot ,a) =" %(ane—““’fn(x’) +h.c), (5)

where f,(z’) are the spatial mode function. Substituting this mode expansion into
Eq.7 we will have

(1= o) f1 = 2ivwn fr + (wn)? fn = 0, (6)
as results
ivw! ’
fa(z') =e1=v2" sin m;:r , (7)

The orthogonality of this mode function set can be verified

L
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Eq.@ gives rise to the corresponding spectra
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So the vacuum energy in S’-frame can be written as
Eum = (1 —v°)mo, (10)
where my is the Casimir energy of a static cavity

1 nm T
P i . 11
mo 22T oar <0 (11)

Note here the Casimir energy of the cavity is E, = (1 — v*)mo instead of mg, which
is not expected. However, this does not concern because the variation is of O(v?) and
it would be cancelled by corrections of special relativity.

Applying the coordinate transformation to the mode function in Eq.7 we will
get the mode function in S-frame

fulz) = v gin(w, (z — vt)), (12)
where w, = %= and the orthogonality relation now takes the form
vt+L
[ et @@ = o (13)
vt

The Casimir energy of the cavity in S-frame can be calculated in terms of the energy-
momentum tensor

vt+L
E, = / dz (0] T |0) = (1 + 2v* + v*)mo, (14)

t



Figure 1: Velocity dependent of Casimir energy. We use Klein-Gordon equation
in (a) lab frame and (b) co-moving frame. Here we set mg = 1.

which is obviously but importantly, time independent, as shown in Figa). The figure
tells us that the Casimir cavity is mechanically unstable. The momentum of the cavity
can be calculated with similar manners

vt+L
P = / dz (0| T° |0) = mo (v + v*). 114)
vt

2.2 The other way around

What would happen if we start with the Klein-Gordon equation in S’-frame?

0? 0? ;o
(W - @W(t o) =0,

#(t',0) = ¢(t', L) = 0.

(15)

Obviously the Casimir energy in S’-frame would be E,, = mo. When transforming
into S-frame, the Klein-Gordon equation will become

o 9., P B
[(a + Ua) - ﬁ](ﬁ(tv z) =0, (16)
o(t,vt) = ¢(t,vt + L).
While the mode functions read
gn(t,z) = e """ sinfw, (z — vt)], (17)



whose orthogonality can be verified similarly. Integrating the energy-momentum ten-
sor we obtain the Casimir energy and momentum in S-frame as follows

vt+L OO ’U2
E, = T (1 14+ 2,
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t
vt+L (18)
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vt

Comparing Egs.(18) and -, we see that the momentum calculated from the
two roads match to their lowest order in O(v). But the energy calculated does not at
their lowest order O(v?). This discrepancy forbids us to ascribe the mismatch to the
correction of relativity effects. This puts the results above as well as those given in
references [3] [4 5] in danger and makes their validity questionable. A full relativistic
treatment of the problem is needed.

3 Relativistic calculation

The mismatch between the two results above arises from the improper use of Galileo
transformation on the scalar field equation and boundary conditions. Remarks from
here are ambiguous. Our strategy in this section is to take the non-relativistic approx-
imation off the table and make sure all calculations be done relativistically. To start
with, we know that the first line of Eq. holds. Since the Klein-Gordon equation
is Lorentz invariant, its first line experiences no changes in the S-frame. When the
boundary condition is concerned, the Lorentz contraction of the cavity must be con-
sidered, as sketched in Fig.. In S-frame, the field equation and boundary conditions
become
02 0?
(@ - @W(t»m) =0,

o(t,vt) = ¢(t, vt + ;) =0,
1

RV 1—v2
factor.

The Casimir energy in S’-frame is simply E,, = mg. Following the identical
procedure as previous section, the mode function in S frame can be written as

Gult,z) = e 75 gin(w,y(z — Bt)), (20)
where 8 = v. This mode functions are compatible with the boundary condition in

Eq.. The orthogonality is preserved only when we take the Lorentz contraction of
the cavity into account

is the Lorentz contraction

where L is the proper length of the cavity and v =

vt+%
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t
While in S-frame, the Casimir energy and momentum of the cavity can thus be cal-
culated
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Figure 2: Spacetime diagram of the Casimir cavity. Note that we used or-
thogonal coordinate to illustrate the Lorentz contraction factor, which does not
precisely resemble the Lorentz spacetime. The red line is the world line of the
right wall of the cavity while that of the left wall is coincide with the ¢’ axias.
The dashed line represents the cavity length measured in S’ frame.

Eq. suggests the energy and momentum do not obey the usual transform rule
of Lorentz boost. The key to understand this fact lies in the non-triviality of the
boundary condition of Eq., especially in its velocity dependence. The form of the
mode functions in Eq. suggests that the boundary condition not only squeezes the
eigen-modes with a Lorentz contraction factor, but also introduce mixes between the
time and spatial component. This is a feature does not appear in calculations with
static configuration. The denominator 1 —v? suggests that the energy and momentum
blows up as the speed of the cavity approaches that of the light v — 1. This is
obsviously what is expected in a relativistic theory. In Fig. we compare the velocity
dependence of a relativistic point particle’s energy with negative mass and that of an
Casimir cavity with finite extension.
When non-relativistic approximation is made on Eq., we find that

E; =mo(l+ 21}2),

23
Ps = 2mov, (23)

This suggests that the Casimir cavity should not be treated as point particles in any
circumstances. Researchers focus on the energy expression may conclude that the
inertia of the cavity is four times to its energy, while those focus on the momentum
expression may argue that the inertia is two times of the Casimir energy. This implies
that the definition of inertia of Casimir cavity need be carefully examined.

Even though the Casimir energy and momentum has their own ways of transfor-
mation under boost, their combination still satisfy the mass-shell condition,

E2— P2 =ml. (24)



Figure 3: The yellow line represents velocity dependence of the energy of a nega-
tive mass particle obeying Lorentz transformation while the blue line represents
that of Casimir cavity.

This is somewhat surprising! It should be noted that Eq. is also valid for configu-
rations in higher dimensions, as long as the the cavity geometry is infinitely extended
on directions perpendicular to its moving direction, as sketched in Fig..

4 Higher dimensions

The calculations conducted here can be shifted to cavities in higher dimensions rou-
tinely. Here we show calculations for the (2+ 1) dimensional rectangular cavity, which
sets the tone for general cases.
In S’-frame, the field equation reads
0? 02 0?

(ﬁ*ﬁ*@)ﬂt,w,y):@

d)(t/? 07 yl) = ¢(tl7 a7 yl) = ¢(tl7 ‘rl? O) = ¢(tl7 xl? b) = 07

where a and b is the proper length of the cavity along x and y axis, respectively. The
Casimir energy in this frame can be derived straightforwardly [5]

_1 _m_CBp  7mab
Em = 2 ;wn’m T 48  16wa? + LLG(a)7 (26)

(25)

where wp,m = k2 + p2,, kn = =% pm = %~ and the function G(z) is defined in [5].
In S frame, our field equation and boundary condition become

02 H? o?
— — = — —)¢o(t,x,y) =0

Ot vt,y') = Bt vt + 2. y/) = 9(6,4',0) = o(t D) =0,
so the mode expansion functions read

O (t,x,y) = e 0D sin(ky(x — Bt)) sin(pmy), (28)



Figure 4: Configuration finite (a) only and (b) not only along moving direction.

whose orthogonal relation can be verified similarly. By the calculation logic of (20)-
, the Casimir energy and momentum in S-frame can be obtained as follows

vits b 00 2 2 Wn,m ki
B, = de [ dy (0] T[0) =+*(148%) > (=™ + ),
v 0

+ 2 2Wn,m

n,m

(29)
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Obviously this has no similar and simple form as that in Eq.. The mass-shell
condition also becomes hard to verify if it is still the same as that of point particles.
However, if such a condition is imposed as necessary, then we will get a highly non-
trivial subtraction or regularisation rule for the infinite summation in .

5 Conclusion and discussion

In this work we showed that applying the method of references [3| [4, [5] to the cal-
culation of Casimir energy and momentum of uniformly moving cavities under non-
relativistic limit will lead to conflicting results and demonstrated the way to fix this
inconsistence. We find that the Casimir energy and momentum transform differently
from differently from that of usual particles under Lorentz boost. However, the mass-
shell condition of the two remains identical. We showed that our calculations can
be generalised to higher dimensional Casimir cavities and yield non-trivial subtrac-
tion or regularisation rules for the infinite summation involved in the vacuum energy
definition.

The most dramatic feature in our result is that the Casimir energy and mo-
mentum transform according to Eq. instead of the usual Lorentz boost rule.
This is somewhat counterintuitive as one may expect that the renormalised energy-
momentum tensor in the presence of finite boundary obey Lorentz transformation rule



THY — ABAYT?? as derived in [28]. Thus the energy density will receive a factor ~2

under Lorentz boost, where one of them will be cancelled by the Lorentz contraction
factor of the cavity so that the final expression has Lorentz transformation rules the
same as usual point particles. We note that the boundary condition of Eq. affects
solutions of the field equation non-trivially, as we explained above. Here we make a
more detailed pass over this issue. Comparing Eq. with Eq. we can see that
although the Klein-Gordon equation is invariant under Lorentz boost, the boundary
condition is not. Since the solution of partial differential equations is very sensitive to
the boundary condition, we expect the solution of Eq. and Eq. to be very dif-
ferent. Therefore, more concern should be taken when dealing with the field equation
in the presence of boundaries.

In [5], the author addressed his concern on the applicability of regularisation
schemes in non-inertial frame. In this work since we are working in the inertial frames
the whole time, thus there is no concern for us on this issue. However, in this work,
as well as in [3] 4] 5], we assumed the applicability of the regularisation schemes on
the time-space mixed mode functions as prior. We think further study is required on
this issue.

Nevertheless, we believe that our work provides insight on the topic of the reg-
ularisation of quantum fluctuations with moving boundaries, which is to be further
studied. In the meantime, our results suggests that due the finite size feature the
Casimir cavity cannot be treated as relativistic particles with negative mass. This
may stimulate further directions on the gravitational effects of Casimir energy.
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