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The scalar sector of the Myers and Pospelov model is considered. This theory introduces

a dimension 5 operator with a preferred four-vector which breaks Lorentz symmetry. We

investigate various applications using the TFD formalism, a topological field theory that

allows the study of thermal and size effects on an equal footing. In this context, Lorentz-

violating corrections to the Casimir effect and Stefan-Boltzmann law have been calculated.

I. INTRODUCTION

Symmetry is a fundamental element in all systems of nature, and it emerges in different forms

within a system. All physical theories are constructed under a set of symmetries. What does it

mean, in physics, for a system to have some symmetry? It means it is invariant under a certain

type of transformation. As an example of a physical system constructed under a specific set of

symmetries, let us consider the Standard Model (SM), a well-established theory describing all ele-

mentary particles and their interactions, except for the gravitational interaction, which is described

by General Relativity (GR). The foundations of the SM are the Lorentz and CPT symmetries.

Lorentz symmetry is a fundamental principle stating that experimental results are independent of

the orientation or boost velocity of the laboratory through space. CPT symmetry predicts the

equality of certain quantities, such as lifetime, mass, gyromagnetic ratio, and charge-to-mass ratio,

for particles and antiparticles. Although the SM is a successful theory, it is not considered a funda-

mental theory because it excludes gravitational interaction and does not provide consistent answers

for certain problems, such as dark matter, matter-antimatter asymmetry, the hierarchy problem,

among others. In the last few decades, new and extended theories have been constructed to solve

these problems. An important attempt is the development of models that search for a fundamental

theory unifying the SM and GR. In these theories beyond the SM, tiny violations of Lorentz and
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CPT symmetries could emerge [1, 2].

To study the violation of Lorentz and CPT symmetries in quantum field theories and gravity,

a comprehensive framework has been constructed. This framework is called Standard Model Ex-

tension (SME) [3, 4]. This framework contains the known physics of the SM, GR, and all possible

operators that break Lorentz symmetry. It is important to emphasize that Lorentz symmetry is

composed of two parts: observer Lorentz transformations and particle Lorentz transformations. A

change of the frame is characterized by an observer Lorentz transformation, while a rotation or

boost performed on an individual particle field or laboratory setting with a fixed coordinate frame

consists of a particle Lorentz transformation. The SME is invariant under observer transformations.

Furthermore, the SME is divided into two sectors: (i) the minimal sector of the Standard Model

Extension (mSME), which contains conventional quantization, hermiticity, gauge invariance, power

counting renormalizability, and positivity of the energy, and (ii) the nonminimal sector of the SME

(nmSME), which is associated with operators of higher dimensions. In this work, we study the

scalar sector of the Myers and Pospelov model [5]. This model introduces a preferred four-vector

n that breaks Lorentz symmetry and couples to a five-dimensional operator. In the case the pre-

ferred vector has time components the theory develops higher-order time derivatives leading to the

increase of degrees of freedom associated to ghost states.

Several studies have been developed from this model. For example, the conservation of unitarity

at one-loop order using the optical theorem and focusing on a quartic interaction term has been

proved [6]. Additionally, a perturbative expansion of the scalar sector in the Myers-Pospelov model,

up to second order in the Lorentz-violating parameter and taking into account its higher-order time

derivative character, has been constructed [7], among others. Here, the topological structure of the

Thermo Field Dynamics (TFD) formalism is used to calculate corrections due to the Myers and

Pospelov term for the Casimir effect and the Stefan-Boltzmann law associated with the massive

scalar field.

The TFD formalism is a real-time thermal quantum field theory [8–13] that was constructed by

considering the statistical average of an arbitrary operator as the expectation value in a thermal

vacuum. In order to construct the thermal vacuum, the Hilbert space is duplicated and the Bogoli-

ubov transformation is introduced. TFD is a topological field theory that allows the investigation

of different phenomena on an equal footing. Its topological structure is given as Γ d
D = (S1)d×RD−d

with 1 ≤ d ≤ D. Here, D represents the space-time dimensions and d is the number of compactified

dimensions. In this formalism, any set of dimensions of the manifold RD can be compactified, where

the circumference of the nth S1 is specified by αn, which is the compactification parameter. Con-
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sidering the scalar sector in the Myers-Pospelov model, three different topologies are investigated

in this work. These applications involve introducing thermal and size effects into the theory on an

equal footing. Two different phenomena, such as the Stefan-Boltzmann law and the Casimir effect,

associated with the Myers-Pospelov model, are then studied. Consequently, the Lorentz-violating

corrections to these effects are calculated and analyzed.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section II, the TFD formalism is briefly presented. In

Section III, the scalar sector of the Myers-Pospelov model is introduced, and the energy-momentum

tensor for this theory is calculated. To obtain a physical and finite quantity, some renormalization

procedure is carried out. In Section IV, different topologies of the TFD structure are considered.

In Subsections A and B, thermal and size effects are investigated separately. In Subsection C, both

effects are analyzed, leading to the Casimir effect at finite temperature. In all applications, different

directions of the four-vector nµ are discussed. In Section V, some concluding remarks are provided.

II. THERMO FIELD DYNAMICS FORMALISM

In this section, a brief introduction to TFD formalism is presented. This formalism is constructed

under two main ingredients. The first ingredient implies that the Hilbert space is doubled to create

a thermal Hilbert space, defined as ST = S ⊗S̃, where S represents the standard Hilbert space and

S̃ is the dual or tilde space. There is a map between the tilde Ãi and non-tilde Ai operators that

is defined by the tilde (or dual) conjugation rules:

(AiAj)
∼ = ÃiÃj , (Ãi)

∼ = −ξAi, (1)

(A†
i )

∼ = Ãi
†
, (cAi +Aj)

∼ = c∗Ãi + Ãj ,

where ξ = −1 (+1) for bosons (fermions). The second ingredient consists of the Bogoliubov trans-

formation, which incorporates size and thermal effects through a rotation between tilde (S̃) and

non-tilde (S) spaces. As an example of the use of the Bogoliubov transformation, let’s consider an

arbitrary operator O in the Hilbert space S and its corresponding operator Õ in the tilde space S̃.

By applying this transformation, we obtain O(k, α)

ξÕ†(k, α)

 = U(α)

 O(k)

ξÕ†(k)

 , (2)

where U(α) is the Bogoliubov transformation defined as

U(α) =

 u(α) −w(α)

ξw(α) u(α)

 , (3)
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with u2(α)+ξw2(α) = 1. Here, α is the compactification parameter defined by α = (α0, α1, · · ·αD−1),

which is associated with the topological structure of the TFD formalism. Using the topological

structure of this theory, any set of dimensions of the manifold can be compactified. For example, it

is possible to choose a topology where α0 ≡ β and α1, · · ·αD−1 = 0, with β = 1/kBT and kB being

the Boltzmann constant. In this case, thermal effects are introduced into the theory. Alternatively,

we can take α3 ̸= 0 and other components equal to zero. This introduces size effects. The main

advantage is the fact that two different effects, thermal and size effects, can be implemented in the

same way.

Since our objective is to calculate some applications using the topological structure of TFD

formalism for the scalar field with Lorentz violation, let’s investigate how the Green function of the

scalar field changes due to the compactification parameter α. The propagator of the scalar field in

the doubled notation of TFD formalism, with corrections due to the α parameter [9, 11], is given

as

G
(AB)
0 (x− x′;α) = i⟨0, 0̃|τ [ϕA(x;α)ϕB(x′;α)]|0, 0̃⟩, (4)

where A and B = 1, 2 and τ is the time ordering operator. To introduce the compactification

parameter in the field, the Bogoliubov transformation is used, i.e.,

ϕ(x;α) = U(α)ϕ(x)U−1(α). (5)

In a similar way, the thermal vacuum is constructed as |0(α)⟩ = U(α)|0, 0̃⟩, with |0, 0̃⟩ = |0⟩ ⊗ |0̃⟩.

Note that |0⟩ and |0̃⟩ are the vacuum states in the Hilbert and dual spaces, respectively. Then the

propagator becomes

G
(AB)
0 (x− x′;α) = i⟨0(α)|τ [ϕA(x)ϕB(x′)]|0(α)⟩,

= i

∫
d4k

(2π)4
e−ik(x−x′)G

(AB)
0 (k;α), (6)

where

G
(AB)
0 (k;α) = U−1(α)G

(AB)
0 (k)U(α), (7)

with

G
(AB)
0 (k) =

 G0(k) 0

0 ξG∗
0(k)

 , (8)

and G0(k) = (k2 −m2 + iϵ)−1, where m is the scalar field mass. It is important to note that, the

relevant quantities are associated with the non-tilde variables. Then the physical Green function is
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given by the component A = B = 1, i.e.,

G
(11)
0 (k;α) = G0(k) + ξw2(k;α)[G∗

0(k)−G0(k)], (9)

where w2(k;α) is given as

w2(k;α) =
d∑

s=1

∑
{σs}

2s−1
∞∑

lσ1 ,...,lσs=1

(−ξ)s+
∑s

r=1 lσr exp

− s∑
j=1

ασj lσjk
σj

 . (10)

This is the generalized Bogoliubov transformation [14]. Here d is the number of compactified

dimensions, {σs} denotes the set of all combinations with s elements and k is the 4-momentum.

In the next section, the Lorentz-violating extension of the Myers-Pospelov model is described.

The energy-momentum tensor for this theory, considering the TFD formalism, is calculated.

III. THE MODEL AND THE ENERGY-MOMENTUM TENSOR

The Lagrangian describing the Lorentz violating extension Myers-Pospelov in the scalar sector

is given as

L = ∂µϕ
†∂µϕ−m2ϕ†ϕ+ igϕ†(n · ∂)3ϕ, (11)

where the third term encodes the breakdown of Lorentz symmetry, the constant vector nµ acts as a

background field and g is the coupling constant. It is convenient to use the symmetrized Lagrangian

L = ∂µϕ
†∂µϕ−m2ϕ†ϕ+

ig

2

(
ϕ†(n · ∂)3ϕ− ((n · ∂)3ϕ†)ϕ

)
. (12)

To find the equation of motion we use the extended Euler-Lagrange equation, i.e.,

0 =
∂L
∂ϕ

− ∂µ
∂L

∂(∂µϕ)
− ∂ν1∂ν2∂µ

(
∂L

∂(∂ν1∂ν2∂µϕ)

)
. (13)

We have

∂L
∂ϕ

= −m2ϕ† − ig

2
(∂ · n)3ϕ†, (14)

∂L
∂(∂µϕ)

= ∂µϕ†, (15)

∂L
∂(∂ν1∂ν2∂µϕ)

=
ig

2
ϕ†nν1nν2nµ. (16)

Then the equation of motion becomes

−m2ϕ† −2ϕ† − ig(∂ · n)3ϕ† = 0. (17)
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Analogously, by taking the dagger operation we obtain the equation of motion for the field ϕ

−m2ϕ−2ϕ+ ig(∂ · n)3ϕ = 0. (18)

In order to investigate some applications using TFD formalism the main quantity that must be

calculated is the energy-momentum tensor associated with the theory. In the ausence of second-

order derivatives, we use the expression for the energy-momentum tensor [15]

Tµ
α = −δµαL+

∂L
∂(∂µϕ)

∂αϕ+ ∂αϕ
† ∂L
∂(∂µϕ†)

+

{
∂ν1∂ν2

(
∂L

∂(∂ν1∂ν2∂µϕ)

)
∂αϕ

− ∂ν1

(
∂L

∂(∂ν1∂ν2∂µϕ)

)
∂ν2∂αϕ+

(
∂L

∂(∂ν1∂ν2∂µϕ)

)
∂ν1∂ν2∂αϕ

}

+

{
(∂αϕ

†)∂ν1∂ν2

(
∂L

∂(∂ν1∂ν2∂µϕ)

)
− (∂ν2∂αϕ

†)∂ν1

(
∂L

∂(∂ν1∂ν2∂µϕ)

)

+ ∂ν1∂ν2∂αϕ
†
(

∂L
∂(∂ν1∂ν2∂µϕ)

)}
. (19)

Let us write each piece

∂L
∂(∂µϕ)

= ∂µϕ†,
∂L

∂(∂µϕ†)
= ∂µϕ, (20)

∂L
∂(∂ν1∂ν2∂µϕ)

=
ig

2
ϕ†nν1nν2nµ,

∂L
∂(∂ν1∂ν2∂µϕ†)

= − ig

2
ϕnν1nν2nµ, (21)

∂ν1∂ν2
∂L

∂(∂ν1∂ν2∂µϕ)
=

ig

2
nµ(n · ∂)2ϕ†, ∂ν1∂ν2

∂L
∂(∂ν1∂ν2∂µϕ†)

= − ig

2
nµ(n · ∂)2ϕ, (22)

∂ν1
∂L

∂(∂ν1∂ν2∂µϕ)
=

ig

2
nµnν2(n · ∂)ϕ†, ∂ν1

∂L
∂(∂ν1∂ν2∂µϕ†)

= − ig

2
nµnν2(n · ∂)ϕ. (23)

Using these pieces, Eqs. (20), (21), (22) and (23), and the Lagrangian (12), the energy-

momentum tensor is given as

Tµν = −ηµν
(
∂λϕ†∂λϕ−m2ϕ†ϕ

)
+ ∂µϕ†∂νϕ+ ∂νϕ†∂µϕ

+
ig

2

[
−ηµν

(
ϕ†(n · ∂)3ϕ− ((n · ∂)3ϕ†)ϕ

)
+ nµ

(
(n · ∂)2ϕ†∂νϕ− (n · ∂)ϕ†(n · ∂)∂νϕ+ ϕ†(n · ∂)2∂νϕ

− ∂νϕ†(n · ∂)2ϕ+ (n · ∂)∂νϕ†(n · ∂)ϕ− (n · ∂)2(∂νϕ†)ϕ
)]

. (24)

To simplify, let us rewrite the energy-momentum tensor as

Tµν = Tµν
LI + Tµν

LV , (25)



7

where the Lorentz invariant part is given as

Tµν
LI = −ηµν

(
∂λϕ†∂λϕ−m2ϕ†ϕ

)
+ 2∂µϕ†∂νϕ (26)

and the Lorentz violating part is

Tµν
LV =

ig

2

[
−ηµν

(
ϕ†(n · ∂)3ϕ− ((n · ∂)3ϕ†)ϕ

)
+ nµ

(
(n · ∂)2ϕ†∂νϕ− (n · ∂)ϕ†(n · ∂)∂νϕ+ ϕ†(n · ∂)2∂νϕ

− ∂νϕ†(n · ∂)2ϕ+ (n · ∂)∂νϕ†(n · ∂)ϕ− (n · ∂)2(∂νϕ†)ϕ
)]

. (27)

In order to avoid divergences, the energy-momentum tensor is written at different points in

space-time, i.e.,

Tµν
LI (x) = lim

x′→x
τ
{
−ηµν

(
∂λϕ(x)†∂′

λϕ(x
′)−m2ϕ(x)†ϕ(x′)

)
+ 2∂µϕ(x)†∂′νϕ(x′)

}
, (28)

where τ is the ordering operator. In the same form the Lorentz violating part is written as

Tµν
LV = lim

x′→x
τ

{
ig

2

[
−ηµν

(
ϕ(x)†(n · ∂′)3ϕ(x′)− ((n · ∂)3ϕ(x)†)ϕ(x′)

)
+ nµ

(
(n · ∂)2ϕ(x)†∂′νϕ(x′)− (n · ∂)ϕ(x)†(n · ∂′)∂′νϕ(x′) + ϕ(x)†(n · ∂′)2∂′νϕ(x′)

− ∂νϕ(x)†(n · ∂′)2ϕ(x′) + (n · ∂)∂νϕ(x)†(n · ∂′)ϕ(x′)− (n · ∂)2(∂νϕ(x)†)ϕ(x′)
)]}

. (29)

To proceed with some applications, let’s use the time ordering operator τ and consider the

commutation relations in higher order time derivatives theories.

In principle we have a higher-order theory and for some choices of the preferred four-vector nµ

we have an increase in the degrees of freedom. This means that phase space is increased since

we also have a momentum variable associated to velocities or time derivative of the fields ϕ̇. To

deal with this issue and control the increase of degrees of freedom, here we apply the perturbative

method developed in [16], which by working at the level of the symplectic structure of the theory,

allows to preserve perturbative degrees of freedom, suppress the ghost-states modes and produce a

positive-definite Hamiltonian. The perturbative reduction was implemented for the scalar Myers-

Pospelov model through a second order expansion in g of the symplectic two form Ω given in [7]. In

this context, the quantization of the Myers-Pospelov (MP) model provides perturbative corrections

to the standard commutation relations at equal time [7], i. e.,

[ϕ(x), ϕ†(x′)] = −igδ3(x⃗− x⃗′), (30)

[ϕ(x), ∂′µϕ†(x′)] = vµ0 (1 + 3g2E2)δ3(x⃗− x⃗′), (31)
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[ϕ†(x), ∂′µϕ(x′)] = vµ0 (1 + 3g2E2)δ3(x⃗− x⃗′), (32)

[∂µϕ(x), ∂′µϕ†(x′)] = −2ivµ0 gE
2δ3(x⃗− x⃗′). (33)

where vµ0 = (1, 0, 0, 0) is a time-like vector, ∂µθ(x0 − x′0) = vµ0 δ(x0 − x′0), g is the coupling constant

and E2 = m2 −∇2
x. Using these ingredients, Eq. (28) can written as

Tµν
LI (x) = lim

x′→x

{
Πµντ [ϕ†(x)ϕ(x′)] +Θµνδ(x− x′)

}
(34)

with

Πµν = −ηµν
(
∂λ∂′

λ −m2
)
+ 2∂µ∂′ν , (35)

Θµν = 2(1 + 3g2E2)(ηµν + vµ0 v
ν
0 ). (36)

In a similar form, after some calculations, Eq. (29) becomes

Tµν
LV (x) =

ig

2
lim
x′→x

{
Γµντ [ϕ†(x)ϕ(x′)] + Iµν(x− x′)

}
(37)

where

Γµν = −ηµν
(
(n · ∂′)3 − ((n · ∂)3

)
+ nµ

(
(n · ∂)2∂′ν − (n · ∂)(n · ∂′)∂′ν + (n · ∂′)2∂′ν

− ∂ν(n · ∂′)2 + (n · ∂)∂ν(n · ∂′)− (n · ∂)2∂ν
)
, (38)

and

Iµν(x− x′) = −igηµνδ3(x⃗− x⃗′)
[
(n · ∂′)3 − (n · ∂)3

]
θ(x0 − x′0)

+ nµ(1 + 3g2E2)
{
δ3(x⃗− x⃗′)

[
vµ0 (n · ∂)2 + nρv

ρ
0(n · ∂′)∂′ν

]
− (n · ∂′)vν0δ

3(x⃗− x⃗′)(n · ∂)− (n · ∂′)2vν0δ
3(x⃗− x⃗′)

− (n · ∂)vν0δ3(x⃗− x⃗′)(n · ∂′) + nρv
ρ
0δ

3(x⃗− x⃗′)(n · ∂)∂ν
}
θ(x0 − x′0)

+ ignµ
[
(n · ∂)2δ3(x⃗− x⃗′)vν0δ(x0 − x′0) + δ3(x⃗− x⃗′)(n · ∂′)2∂′νθ(x0 − x′0)

− ∂νδ3(x⃗− x⃗′)(n · ∂′)2θ(x0 − x′0)− δ3(x⃗− x⃗′)(n · ∂)2∂νθ(x0 − x′0)
]
. (39)

Taking the vacuum expectation value of Eq. (25), we get

⟨Tµν(x)⟩ ≡ ⟨0|Tµν(x)|0⟩

= lim
x′→x

{
Πµν ⟨0|τ [ϕ†(x)ϕ(x′)]|0⟩+Θµνδ(x− x′) ⟨0|0⟩

+
ig

2

(
Γµν ⟨0|τ [ϕ†(x)ϕ(x′)]|0⟩+ Iµν(x, x′) ⟨0|0⟩

)}
. (40)
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Using the definition of the propagator for a massive scalar field, i.e.,

⟨0|τ [ϕ†(x)ϕ(x′)]|0⟩ = iG0(x− x′) (41)

where

G0(x− x′) = − im

4π2

K1(m
√
−(x− x′)2)√

−(x− x′)2
(42)

with Kν(z) being the Bessel function, Eq. (40) becomes

⟨Tµν(x)⟩ = lim
x′→x

{
iΠµνG0(x− x′) +Θµνδ(x− x′)

+
ig

2

(
iΓµνG0(x− x′) + Iµν(x, x′)

)}
. (43)

Considering the topological structure of the TFD approach, this equation is written

⟨Tµν(x;α)⟩ = lim
x′→x

{
iΠµνG

(ab)
0 (x− x′;α) +Θµνδ(x− x′)

+
ig

2

(
iΓµνG

(ab)
0 (x− x′;α) + Iµν(x, x′)

)}
. (44)

where a, b = 1, 2 denoting the doubled notation.

To obtain a physical or finite energy-momentum tensor, the Casimir prescription is used. Then

T µν(ab)(x;α) = ⟨Tµν(ab)(x;α)⟩ − ⟨Tµν(ab)(x)⟩

= lim
x′→x

{[
iΠµν − g

2
Γµν

]
G

(ab)
0 (x− x′;α)

}
, (45)

with

G
(ab)
0 (x− x′;α) = G

(ab)
0 (x− x′;α)−G

(ab)
0 (x− x′). (46)

In the next section, Eq. (45) is used to investigate thermal and size effects for different choices

of the constant vector nµ, which lead to the breaking of Lorentz symmetries.

IV. THERMAL AND SIZE APPLICATIONS

To investigate the thermal and size effects associated with a massive scalar field with higher-

order Lorentz symmetry breaking, let us consider the topological structure of the TFD formalism.

Using this approach it is possible to analyze different phenomena on an equal footing. Here three

different topologies are considered: 1 - The topology Γ 1
4 = S1×R3, where α = (β, 0, 0, 0). Here, the

time-axis is compactified in S1, with circumference β. 2 - The topology Γ 1
4 with α = (0, 0, 0, i2d),

where the compactification along the coordinate z is considered. 3 - The topology Γ 2
4 = S1×S1×R2

with α = (β, 0, 0, i2d) is used. In this case, two axes are compactified, time and coordinate z.
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A. Thermal effects

To analyze thermal effects the compactification parameter is taken as α = (β, 0, 0, 0). This com-

pactification allows us to calculate the Stefan-Boltzmann law associated with the Lorentz violation

theory. For such a development, the Bogoliubov transformation is given as

ω2(β) =

∞∑
l0=1

e−βk0l0 , (47)

and the Green function is

G0(x− x′;β) = 2
∞∑

l0=1

G0(x− x′ − iβl0v0), (48)

where vµ0 = (1, 0, 0, 0).

Now let us analyze the energy-momentum tensor given in Eq. (45) for different choices of the

constant vector nµ that acts as a background field.

1. Time-like constant vector

In this case, the constant vector is chosen as nµ = (1, 0, 0, 0). Then, the energy-momentum

tensor for µ = ν = 0 becomes

T 00(11)(x;α) = 2 lim
x′→x

∞∑
l0=1

{[
iΠ00 − g

2
Γ 00

]
G0(x− x′ − iβl0v0)

}
, (49)

where

Π00 = ∂0∂′0 + ∂1∂′1 + ∂2∂′2 + ∂3∂′3 +m2, (50)

Γ 00 = 2∂0∂0∂′0 − 2∂0∂′0∂′0. (51)

This expression leads to the Stefan-Boltzmann law associated with the massive scalar field, i.e.,

T 00(11)(β) =
m2

π2β2

∞∑
l0=1

1

l20

{
(mβl0)K1(mβl0) + 3K2(mβl0)

+
g

βl0

[
(mβl0)

2K0(mβl0) + 5(mβl0)K1(mβl0) + 12K2(mβl0)
]}

. (52)

It is important to note that for this choice of vector nµ the Lorentz violating term contributes to

the energy associated with the scalar field.

To be clearer about the correction due to the higher-order Lorentz symmetry breaking, let us

consider the limit of small mass bound, i.e., m → 0. Then Eq. (52) becomes

T 00(11)(β) =
π2

15β4
+

24gζ(5)

π2β5
, (53)
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where ζ(x) is the Riemann zeta function. Here has been used that in such a limit the Bessel function

is given as

Kν(z) ≈ Γ (ν)2ν−1z−ν . (54)

It is important to note in Eq. (53) that the correction for Lorentz violation contributes to an

increase in energy. Furthermore, the temperature dependence of the Lorentz-violating component

does not follow T 4, but rather T 5, indicating that at high temperatures, this term can become

dominant.

2. Space-like constant vector

Here, the constant vector nµ is chosen as nµ = (0, 1, 0, 0), nµ = (0, 0, 1, 0) and nµ = (0, 0, 0, 1).

Following steps similar to the previous subsection, it is noted that the higher-order Lorentz violation

term does not contribute to these choices of nµ. Then the Stefan-Boltzmann law is the standard

result associated to the massive scalar field, i.e.,

T 00(11)(β) =
m2

π2β2

∞∑
l0=1

1

l20

{
(mβl0)K1(mβl0) + 3K2(mβl0)]

}
. (55)

Therefore, the correction due to Lorentz violation depends on the direction of the constant vector

that acts as a background field.

B. Size effects

In this section, to investigate the size effects, the compactification parameter is taken as α =

(0, 0, 0, i2d). This means that the compactification along the coordinate z is considered, which

allows calculating the Casimir effect at zero temperature associated with the massive scalar field

with higher-order Lorentz symmetry breaking.

For this topology, the Bogoliubov transformation is given as

ω2(d) =

∞∑
l3=1

e−i2dk3l3 , (56)

and the Green functions is written as

G0(x− x′; d) = 2

∞∑
l3=1

G0(x− x′ − 2dl3v3), (57)

with vµ3 = (0, 0, 0, 1). In this context, the Casimir effect at zero temperature will be calculated for

different direction of the constant vector nµ.
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1. Time-like constant vector

Assuming nµ = (1, 0, 0, 0) the component µ = ν = 0 of the energy-momentum tensor becomes

T 00(11)(x; d) = 2 lim
x′→x

∞∑
l3=1

{[
iΠ00 − g

2
Γ 00

]
G0(x− x′ − 2dl3v3)

}
, (58)

using Eqs. (50) and (51), it is obtained that

T 00(11)(d) = − m2

4π2d2

∞∑
l3=1

K2(2mdl3)

l23
. (59)

This is the Casimir energy for the massive scalar field, where we can see that the violation of

Lorentz symmetries has no influence on its value. In the following let us calculate the Casimir

pressure which is given by

T 33(11)(x; d) = 2 lim
x′→x

∞∑
l3=1

{[
iΠ33 − g

2
Γ 33

]
G0(x− x′ − 2dl3v3)

}
, (60)

where

Π33 = ∂0∂′0 − ∂1∂′1 − ∂2∂′2 + ∂3∂′3 −m2, (61)

Γ 33 = ∂′0∂′0∂′0 − ∂0∂0∂0. (62)

After some calculations we find

T 33(11)(d) = − m2

4π2d2

∞∑
l3=1

1

l23

{
2mdl3K1(2mdl3) + 3K2(2mdk3)

}
. (63)

Similar to what happens in the Casimir energy, in the Casimir pressure there is no contribution

due to the Lorentz violation when the constant vector nµ is a time-like vector. Let us then analyze

the cases in which the constant vector has another direction.

2. Space-like constant vector

Although there are three possibilities for the case where the vector nµ is a space-like constant

vector, two of them nµ = (0, 1, 0, 0) and nµ = (0, 0, 1, 0) displays the same result, Eqs. (59)

and (63), obtained for the time-like case. Therefore, special attention should be paid to the case

nµ = (0, 0, 0, 1).

The last case, which chooses the space-like constant vector as nµ = (0, 0, 0, 1), leads to an

imaginary Casimir energy. The same happens with Casimir pressure. However, this application
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leads to the Casimir effect, a physical and measurable phenomenon. Therefore, it makes no sense

to obtain an imaginary value for this quantity.

In order to derive real and physical corrections resulting from Lorentz violation for the Casimir

effect, the space-like constant vector must be chosen as nµ = (0, 0, 0, i). For this choice, the

components µ = ν = 0 and µ = ν = 3 of Eq. (38) are given as

Γ 00 = −i(∂′3∂′3∂′3 − ∂3∂3∂3), (64)

Γ 33 = −2i(∂3∂3∂′3 − ∂3∂′3∂′3). (65)

With these ingredients the Casimir energy with Lorentz violation is found as

T 00(11)(d) = − m2

4π2d2

∞∑
l3=1

1

l23

{
K2(2mdl3)

+
g

2l3

[
2(dml3)

2K0(2mdl3) + 5(dml3)K1(2mdl3) + 6K2(2mdl3)
] }

(66)

and the Casimir pressure is

T 33(11)(d) = − m2

4π2d2

∞∑
l3=1

1

l23

{
2mdl3K1(2mdl3) + 3K2(2mdl3)

+
g

l3

[
2(dml3)

2K0(2mdl3) + 5(dml3)K1(2mdl3) + 6K2(2mdl3)
] }

(67)

It’s important to note that the corrections arising from Lorentz violation contribute to an increase

in both the Casimir energy and pressure.

Looking at the Casimir force, expression (67), in the small mass limit, we get

T 00(11) = − π2

240d4
− 3gζ(5)

4π2d5
. (68)

This result demonstrates that the Lorentz violation correction exhibits a different dependence on

d, although it remains an attractive contribution, similar to the usual case.

It is important to observe that there is no contribution to the Stefan-Boltzmann law due to this

case with nµ = (0, 0, 0, i).

C. Thermal and Size effects

In this subsection, two compactifications are considered, in the time and in the z direction.

As a consequence, thermal and size effects are analyzed together, i.e., the Casimir effect at finite

temperature to the massive scalar field with higher-order Lorentz symmetry breaking is calculated.
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For this application the compactification parameter is assumed as α = (β, 0, 0, i2d). Then, the

Bogoliubov transformation is written as

ω2(β, d) =
∞∑

l0=1

e−βk0l0 +
∞∑

l3=1

e−i2dk3l3 + 2
∞∑

l0,l3=1

e−βk0l0−i2dk3l3 , (69)

where these terms are associated with the thermal effect, size effect and thermal and size effects

together, respectively. As the interest here is the combined effects, given by the third term, the

Green function associated with it is given as

G0(x− x′;β, d) = 4

∞∑
l0,l3=1

G0(x− x′ − iβv0l0 − 2dl3v3). (70)

Now the energy-momentum tensor is calculated for different choices of the constant vector nµ.

1. Time-like constant vector

Considering nµ = (1, 0, 0, 0), the total energy-momentum tensor with µ = ν = 0 becomes

T 00(11)(β, d) = T 00(11)
LI (β, d) + T 00(11)

LV (β, d). (71)

This give us the Casimir energy at finite temperature with corrections due to Lorentz violation,

where

T 00(11)
LI (β, d) = −2m

π2

∞∑
l0,l3=1

{
m

(
(2dl3)

2 − 3(βl0)
2
)

[(2dl3)2 + (βl0)2]2
K0 (z)

+

(
2(2dl3)

2 − 2(βl0)
2(3 + 2(dml3)

2)−m2(βl0)
4
)

[(2dl3)2 + (βl0)2]5/2
K1 (z)

}
(72)

and

T 00(11)
LV (β, d) =

2βgm

π2

∞∑
l0,l3=1

l0

{
m

(
(2βl0)

2((dml3)
2 + 3)− 12(2dl3)

2 +m2(βl0)
4
)

[(2dl3)2 + (βl0)2]3
K0 (z)

−
(
−8(βl0)

2((dml3)
2 + 3) + 12(2dl3)

2((dml3)
2 + 2)− 5m2(βl0)

4
)

[(2dl3)2 + (βl0)2]7/2
K1 (z)

}
(73)

with z = m
√

(2dl3)2 + (βl0)2. Considering µ = ν = 3 and following the same steps we get the

Casimir pressure at finite temperature

T 33(11)(β, d) = T 33(11)
LI (β, d) + T 33(11)

LV (β, d), (74)

where

T 33(11)
LI (β, d) = −2m

π2

∞∑
l0,l3=1

{
m

(
3(2dl3)

2 − (βl0)
2
)

[(2dl3)2 + (βl0)2]2
K0 (z)

+
2
(
−(βl0)

2 + 2(dl3)
2(6 +m2(dml3)

2 + (βl0)
2)
)

[(2dl3)2 + (βl0)2]5/2
K1 (z)

}
(75)
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and

T 33(11)
LV (β, d) =

βgm

π2

∞∑
l0,l3=1

l0

{
m

(
(2βl0)

2((dml3)
2 + 3)− 12(2dl3)

2 +m2(βl0)
4
)

[(2dl3)2 + (βl0)2]3
K0 (z)

−
(
−8(βl0)

2((dml3)
2 + 3) + 12(2dl3)

2((dml3)
2 + 2)− 5m2(βl0)

4
)

[(2dl3)2 + (βl0)2]7/2
K1 (z)

}
. (76)

Therefore, the Lorentz violation changes both the Casimir energy and pressure at finite tem-

perature. The next step is to investigate this combined effect considering the space-like constant

vector.

2. Space-like constant vector

Here, we have three possible cases associated with the space-like constant vector nµ to analyze.

Choosing nµ = (0, 1, 0, 0) or nµ = (0, 0, 1, 0), we find that the Casimir energy and Casimir pressure

at finite temperature are given by Eqs. (72) and (75), respectively. Then there is no contribution

due to Lorentz violation for this choice of the constant vector nµ.

It is important to note that if nµ = (0, 0, 0, 1) is chosen, the contribution associated with the

Lorentz violation to the Casimir effect at finite temperature becomes imaginary. Therefore, since

the Casimir effect is a real phenomenon, the space-like constant vector in the z-direction should be

chosen as nµ = (0, 0, 0, i). Then the Lorentz violation correction for the Casimir energy at finite

temperature is given as

T 00(11)
LV (β, d) = −2dgm

π2

∞∑
l0,l3=1

l0

{
4m

(
−(βl0)

2(3− (dml3)
2) + (2dl3)

2((mdl3)
2 + 3)

)
[(2dl3)2 + (βl0)2]3

K0 (z)

+

(
8(βl0)

2((dml3)
2 − 3) + 4(2dl3)

2(5(dml3)
2 + 6)− 3m2(βl0)

4
)

[(2dl3)2 + (βl0)2]7/2
K1 (z)

}
(77)

and for the Casimir pressure at finite temperature is

T 33(11)
LV (β, d) = −4dgm

π2

∞∑
l0,l3=1

l0

{
4m

(
−(βl0)

2(3− (dml3)
2) + (2dl3)

2((mdl3)
2 + 3)

)
[(2dl3)2 + (βl0)2]3

K0 (z)

+

(
8(βl0)

2((dml3)
2 − 3) + 4(2dl3)

2(5(dml3)
2 + 6)− 3m2(βl0)

4
)

[(2dl3)2 + (βl0)2]7/2
K1 (z)

}
. (78)

In the very small mass limit, the Casimir energy at finite temperature with Lorentz violation

corrections becomes

E(β, d) = − 2

π2

∞∑
l0,l3=1

(
(2dl3)

2 − 3(βl0)
2

[(βl0)2 + (2dl3)2]3
+ 24gdl0

(2dl3)
2 − (βl0)

2

[(βl0)2 + (2dl3)2]4

)
(79)

and the Casimir pressure is

P (β, d) = − 2

π2

∞∑
l0,l3=1

(
3(2dl3)

2 − (βl0)
2

[(βl0)2 + (2dl3)2]3
+ 48gdl0

(2dl3)
2 − (βl0)

2

[(βl0)2 + (2dl3)2]4

)
, (80)
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where E(β, d) ≡ T 00(11)(β, d) and P (β, d) ≡ T 33(11)(β, d). Therefore, our results show that the

Lorentz violating extension Myers-Pospelov in the scalar sector changes the Casimir effect at finite

temperature.

V. CONCLUSIONS

Lorentz symmetry is fundamental to the Standard Model (SM) and General Relativity (GR).

However, these theories are not complete. A fundamental theory must unify both into a single model

that describes all interactions. Theories that seek this unification operate at very high energies, such

as the Planck scale, where tiny violations of Lorentz symmetry emerge. To study these violations,

which lead to new physics, effective theories have been constructed. One important effective theory

developed to investigate Lorentz and CPT symmetries is the Standard Model Extension (SME),

which encompasses all the physics of the SM and GR, along with additional Lorentz-violating

operators. Here, we consider the scalar sector of the Myers and Pospelov model. In this model,

Lorentz symmetry is broken by the introduction of a preferred four-vector nµ. The choice of this

preferred four-vector yields different results in the investigation conducted in this work. To study

certain applications arising from the Myers and Pospelov model, we utilize the TFD formalism. TFD

possesses a rich topological structure that allows the analysis of different effects on an equal footing.

Three different topologies are considered: (1) the topology Γ 1
4 = S1 × R3, where the time-axis is

compactified. This leads to the Stefan-Boltzmann law. (2) The topology Γ 1
4 with α = (0, 0, 0, i2d),

where the compactification along the coordinate z is considered. As a consequence, the Casimir

effect at zero temperature is calculated. (3) The topology Γ 2
4 = S1 × S1 × R2 where two axes are

compactified, time and coordinate z. Then the Casimir effect at finite temperature is determined. It

is important to note that our results demonstrate the dependence of the corrections to the Casimir

effect and Stefan-Boltzmann law, associated with the massive scalar field in the presence of the

Myers and Pospelov term, on the choice of the four-vector nµ. Different outcomes arise depending

on whether this four-vector is timelike or spacelike.
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